
APPEAL No 6:  Fielded misbid?

08.012 Spring Congress
Tournament Director:

Ian Muir
Appeals Committee:

Jason Hackett (Chairman), Michael Byrne, Jon WIlliams
	MP to VPs
Board no 7
Dealer S
All vulnerable
	( Q J 4 2
( 9 6 5
( K 8 2
( A Q
	

	( A 10 9
( none
( A 7 6 4 3
( K J 8 6 5
	N

W                     E

S
	( K 8 7
( A K J 8 7
( Q J
( 7 4 2

	
	( 5 3
( Q 10 4 3 2
( 10 9 5
( 10 9 3
	


Basic systems:

East-West play splinter bids over all openers.
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	
	Pass

	1(
	Pass
	3(
	Dble(1)

	4(
	4(
	Dble
	All pass


(1) S asked W the meaning of 3(. After some questioning W alerted the 3( bid and explained it as a splinter showing a singleton or void.
Result at table:

4(x - 4 by North, lead (Q
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was first called at the end of the play and informed of the auction. The EW convention card confirms that 1( 3( is a splinter bid, so there is no infraction. TD returned to the table to give his ruling and was asked by NS whether this was supported by W’s subsequent pass of the double. TD retired for further consideration to this aspect of the auction.
Director’s ruling:

Artificial score awarded:


Average plus to N/S, 30% to E/W

Details of ruling:

W’s failure to bid on over his partner’s double of 4( indicates to me that he believes his partner to hold values/length in hearts. The TD classified this as a RED fielded misbid.
Note by editor:

According to regulation, a Red Misbid is scored as Ave +/Ave –.
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Director’s comments:

If E has the values for a splinter bid and a penalty double of 4(, the TD feels that EW should bid on to game or possibly slam. Failure to do so implies that W thinks E now has hearts although the bidding does not support this. EW agree that they do splinter with a singleton ace.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

The Orange Book clearly states that a fielded misbid falls into the same category as a fielded psyche. Thus there are no grounds for the committee to adjust the score.

The committee strongly considered, in what was a black and white case, retaining the deposit. There are no grounds whatsoever for standing the double opposite a singleton or void heart often leading to defending a cold game with slam possible in diamonds. However the inexperience of the E player, and our being led to believe this to be his first ever appeal, committee just decided to return the deposit.
L&EC Secretary’s comments:

East is unranked.
