
APPEAL No 4:  Of course I have spades!
08.004  Welsh Foursomes
Tournament Director:

Ted Hill
Appeals Committee:

Tony Hill (Chairman)   Paddy Murphy   Alan Screen
	Swiss Teams

Board no 9
Dealer North
E/W vulnerable
	( QT72
( AQT
( 97
( QT76
	

	( AKJ
( 92
( K8652
( AK3
	N

W                     E

S
	( 9653
( 87654
( T4
( 92

	
	( 84
( KJ8
( AQJ3
( J854
	


Basic systems:

North-South play Benjy Acol, 5 card suits.  Play penalty pass and takeout double so long as 2♠ available.
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	Pass
	Pass
	1♣ (A1)

	1NT
	Dble
	2♣
	Pass (A2)

	Pass
	Dble
	2♥
	Dble (A3)

	2♠
	Pass
	Pass
	Pass


(1) Could be one card
(2) Penalty pass

(3) Takeout

Result at table:

2♠ +2 by West, NS –170
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

N/S asked about 2♣ when it was bid,  Told natural.  Convention card checked. No info.
E/W say that, without the double, they play “system on”.  But with it is “system off” thus both 2♣ and 2♥ by East were natural.  West claimed that it was obvious that his partner had hearts and spades – what else could he have had?  East said if he had six hearts [note ***] he would have bid 2♥ immediately.  If he had clubs he would have stood the double.  West’s 2♠ was common sense.  N/S believe E/W were playing two way bids.
Note ***.  When East read this he said this was wrong: he had said “a single-suit hand with hearts” not “six hearts”.
Director’s ruling:

Artificial score awarded:


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

Details of ruling:

I was not convinced a spade holding by East was clear and consultation did not find a sound player who would bid anything but pass.  When East bids 2♣ he is in charge of the auction.  I do not accuse E/W of an undisclosed agreement.  It “could” be.  Law 40A3.
Note by editor:

In Wales if a pair use an illegal agreement, the board is cancelled and scored as Average Plus/Average Minus (unless the non-offenders got a better result than this).
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Director’s comments:

If I do not adjust I could be setting a dangerous precedent.
Comments by East-West:

East: our agreement in this situation is that bids are natural and redouble is for blood.  2♣ was ostensibly natural.  When it was doubled, I ran to 2♥.  If I had clubs, I would have left it in 2♣ doubled.  If I only had hearts I would have bid 2♥ immediately.  By bidding this way, I showed hearts and spades.  Although we had no agreement that this was the case, it is the only logical interpretation of this sequence.  We fully explained this at the table.
West: I thought partner showed at least 4-4 in the majors and few points.  Opponents could have passed 2♣ and collected this in hundreds.  Also, opponents should have beaten 2♠.

Appeals Committee decision:

Table score re-instated

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Although the 2♣ bid could have been better explained, E/W made reasonable attempts to explain that the subsequent auction showed two suits, which could be calculated to be hearts and spades.
The committee felt that the 2♣ bid followed by the subsequent actions was a long established manoeuvre in bridge circles and that N/S were experienced enough to recognise the situation.

