ABF Alerting Regulations

by David Stevenson

2.  DEFINITIONS

In Active Ethics it says "your actions (bids, passes or carding signals)": what happened to doubles and redoubles?  I suggest: "your actions (calls or carding signals)".

Natural Bid defines a natural suit bid: what about no trumps?  Perhaps it should be reworded thus:

"Natural Bid - a suit bid which promises .... three cards in the suit;  or a no-trump bid that shows a willingness to play at some level in no trumps."

Included in Self Alerting Calls are doubles and redoubles.  On the first round, they do not usually have a lot of random meanings, and the reason for describing them as Self Alerting seems very dubious.  After the first round, it is possible that the Self Alerting approach is a good one.  If the bidding starts 1H X or 1H X XX or 1C 1H X players are likely to assume the obvious: I believe that if such a double or redouble shows spades and diamonds the opponents should be warned by an alert.

I propose this regulation be amended to say "doubles or redoubles after opener has rebid".  Note that the last eight words of this regulation are duplicated and appear to be a typographical error.

While the definition of a Cue Bid seems simple enough it appears very strange to most players.  While in Australia I had a couple of rulings that confused people.  They could not understand [and, frankly, nor can I] why a 2C bid over a Precision Club to show hearts and spades is not alertable while a 2D bid is.  I suggest that the words "named by an opponent or of a suit" be deleted, and that "of either 1S or 2D" be replaced by "of 1S".

5.  ALERTING PROCEDURE

In #5.1 "cannot" should be "may not".

In #5.2 "skip bids" should be deleted.  Of course, this should also be amended if my suggestion above re doubles and redoubles is accepted.

6.  ENQUIRING ABOUT AN ALERTED CALL

To forbid someone to ask about a specific alerted call after their first turn to call seems against the Laws [Law 20F1 permits questions about specific calls] and, if followed, would sometimes waste an incredible amount of time.  I suggest the second sentence be deleted completely.

7.  EXPLANATIONS.

Consider a player that follows the dictates of the first sentence as it is written.  The auction goes 1H  X  2H  2S  all pass.   "Would you like a full explanation of the auction?" says doubler's partner.  "Yes, please".  "The double is an ordinary takeout double."  "???????????"

I suggest:

"At the conclusion of any auction that included self-alerting calls by declarer or dummy, if the self-alerting calls are not as the opposition might expect in the absence of an explanation, the declaring side should offer to give an explanation of the self-alerting calls."

8.  MISINFORMATION

Where on earth do the Laws suggest a pair should know its own system?  That is certainly not the case, and the regulations should not say so.  The regulations say that the opponents have a right to be correctly informed, but that is a different matter.

That does not mean that I disagree with the second sentence necessarily, though it is noteworthy that the WBF's Code of Practice says "In particular the WBF wishes to stress that a player who forgets his convention, misbids or misuses it, is not subject to automatic penalty.  It is envisaged that a procedural penalty will only be applied in aggravated circumstances, as for example misuse several times repeated.  Score adjustment is the way to redress damage."

Law 40D gives the ABF the right to regulate conventions as they see fit, despite the Code of Practice.  Personally, I think this goes too far.  However, if they wish to continue to do so, they should delete the first sentence.  A better first sentence would be:

"The ABF believes that a pair should know its own system."

9.  FAILURE TO ALERT/MISTAKEN (OR FORGOTTEN) EXPLANATION

Under 'If the offending side become defenders:' "can" should read "may".

11.   ALERTING WHEN SCREENS ARE IN USE.

Since the general ABF Screen regulations do not include alerting regulations, it would be helpful to have a basic alerting structure, which can be amended, added to or superseded by the actual supplementary regulations.  Note there were no alerting regulations in the supplementaries for either the Summer Festival or the Gold Coast Congress, so according to this regulation there were no alerting regulations whatever when screens were in use!  I suggest:

"When screens are in use, the alerting procedures outlined above apply, unless modified by other regulations.  Refer to ABF Screen regulations or the supplementary regulations of the event for details of any procedures additional to, amending, or replacing the above."
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