
APPEAL No 15:  How weak is intermediate?

08.051 Brighton Swiss Pairs
Note by editor:

Laws of Duplicate Bridge 2007 in force for Appeals 15 onwards.
Tournament Director:

Marilyn Jones
Appeals Committee:

Jeffrey Allerton (Chairman), Michael Bell, Paul Fegarty
	MP to VPs
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Basic systems:

North-South play strong club
East-West play Benji Acol
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(1) Intermediate – no range agreement.
Result at table:

4( + 1 by South, lead (x
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

EW felt N had made no effort to play beyond game level. N said he was aware that the points didn’t add up. N said he felt his cards were wrongly placed and so bid 4(.
Director’s ruling:

Artificial score awarded:


Average plus to N/S, average minus to E/W

Details of ruling:

4( was a fielded misbid. Orange book 6B.
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Comments by North-South:

Intermediate jump overcall shows 6 playing tricks, may be fairly light on high cards.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

N’s comment to the TD ‘someone didn’t have their bid’ suggests he was catering for a psyche or misbid from partner. N could expect slam to be good opposite many hands with 6 playing tricks.
