
APPEAL No 5: I was confused

08.011 Spring Congress
Tournament Director:

Ian Spoors
Appeals Committee:

David Burgess (Chairman), Ted Reveley, Clive Owen
	MPs to VPs
Board no 10
Dealer E
All vulnerable
	( K J 8 7 6 5
( K Q J 3
( none
( 7 6 5
	

	( 4 3 2
( 7 6
( J 8 7 5 3
( A J 10
	N

W                     E

S
	( 10 9
( 10 9 5 4
( A K Q 6 4
( 4 3

	
	( A Q
( A 8 2
( 10 9 2
( K Q 9 8 2
	


Basic systems:

North-South play Acol
East-West play Acol
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	Pass
	1(

	pass
	1(
	pass
	1NT

	pass
	2(
	pass
	2(

	pass
	3(
	pass
	4(

	pass
	4(
	All pass
	


Order of play
1. (K ruffed



6.
Club to K and A
2. (A




7.
Diamond ruffed

3. (Q




8.
Heart to ace

4. Heart to (J



9.
(x
(10
(Q
(x
5. (K




10.
(5 led

Result at table:

4( + 1 by North, NS +450, lead (K
Director first called:

At trick 10
Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was called to the table by W. Apart from dummy, E’s (5 and N’s (Q were visible.
West explained that declarer thought it was his lead and EW disagreed and asked the TD to determine whose lead it was. The TD looked at 2 now quitted tricks and asked what the contract was and where the lead had been. The TD was told 4( and dummy had led a club. E had won this trick and The TD ruled that it was her lead. The TD was recalled at the end of the hand when declarer was shown to have clubs in her hand.
The TD read L45D to the players and asked whether it applied. E, W and S agreed that attention was not drawn until the end of the hand. N was still trying to work out what had happened.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides:


4(( by North, NS +420
Note by editor:

The TD ruled that declarer had called for a heart on the trick that he revoked, so dummy had misplayed a card. The TD ruled that attention was not drawn to the possibility of dummy’s error until the end of the hand, therefore the revoke laws apply. (L45D and L64A2)
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Basis of appeal:

‘I did not revoke’.
Was attention drawn before both sides had played to the next trick?

Director’s comments:

If a revoke has occurred, but is not yet established, the TD felt it was his duty to do nothing to help declarer realise his error. The TD did not instruct the table to play on but left after ruling that it was E to lead. The TD suggested that the basis of appeal was about his finding of fact but North denies this.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

N may (as he claimed) have called for a heart. He ought to have observed that dummy had too many hearts and not enough clubs. He did not correct dummy’s play. He did revoke.

The committee felt that N seemed very confused. We felt soft-hearted and returned the deposit.
