
APPEAL No 12:  Shall we try 2♥ now?
Tournament Director:

Darren Evetts
Referee:

Richard Fleet
Notes by editor:

A Referee is an Appeals Committee comprising one person.

Multiple teams is also called Round Robin teams (imps converted to VPs)

	Multiple teams
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Basic systems:

North-South play natural, 5 card majors
East-West play 4 card majors, 14-16 1NT, 15-15 1NT 3rd + 4th
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	1♠
	1NT
	Dbl
	2♣ (1)

	Dbl (2)
	Rdl (3)
	Pass
	2♥

	Pass
	Pass
	Dbl
	Pass

	Pass
	Pass
	
	


(1) Natural
(2) Shows three clubs or more: double under shows four
(3) Rescue

Result at table:

2♥ doubled +1 by South, NS +870, lead ♥K
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

TD was called to the table by East who was concerned that South’s bid of 2( was not as explained (Natural).
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

N/S were playing a natural system, North’s explanation was an accurate description of their agreed system.  Laws 40C, 75A.

Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

E/W felt that explanation was incorrect
Comments by North-South:

We do not play any system after the double of our 1NT overcall, and correctly gave that explanation.  South is clearly not prepared to stand 1NT doubled and tries 2♣ knowing that it is ostensibly natural.  Clearly he plans to worm his way out (perhaps via a redouble) if doubled.  The partnership have not had this sequence before.
Comments by East-West:

Were not informed properly of the nature of the N/S system – South hand inconsistent with explanation.  Very odd to bid 2♣ (planning to redouble) when short in spades, which could easily be best fit.  Think that they have agreement that 2♣, if not natural, shows reds.  South knew perfectly well that he would not be faced with a 2♠ rebid form North (ie after redouble).
Comments by North-South:

No such agreement - never had that sequence before.  Have the general agreement that they do not play in the opponents’ suit, unless completely unambiguous.  Had not decided at that point how to get out of 2♣.  When West doubles 2♣, East knows that both sides have double fit.  

Comments by East-West:

West could have been balanced or 4=1=5=3 in their methods.

Note by editor:

4=1=5=3 means the suit lengths in that order, ie four spades, one heart, five diamonds and three clubs.

Questions by Referee and answers by N/S:

Q: What was agreed range of 1NT?

A: 15-18(19).

Q: Do N/S have any agreed “wriggle” mechanism after 1NT (opening) double?

A: No.

Q: How did South know redouble was rescue?

A: Play all redoubles as rescue.

Q: Why did South choose to bid 2♥?

A: Things had taken turn for better – looks as though North is 4441;  wanted to get doubled (unlikely in nine card diamond fit).

Referee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Referee’s comments:

Explanation correct.
Accepted that N/S had no agreement as to the 2♣ bid.

South’s reasons for bidding 2♥ are cogent and persuasive.

