Appeal Committee Special Meeting No. 1

HUM system of Luxembourg 

Appeals Committee:

Jens Auken (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Jean-Claude Beineix (France), Naki Bruni (Italy), Steen Møller (Denmark)

Grattan Endicott assisted in the meeting as a witness.

Open Teams

The Facts: 

One pair from the team of Luxembourg was playing a HUM system during the tournament.

At the start of the 20th match, which was against the Netherlands, the pair from Luxembourg informed their opponents of the fact that they had made one small change to their system. The Dutch pair called the Tournament Director to protest against this.

The Director: 

Ruled that a pair was not allowed to change their system without prior notification in the correct form. He ordered the Luxembourg pair to play the system as originally lodged and informed the Tournament Appeal Committee. The Chairman of the Appeal Committee decided that the pair was not allowed to play in the next match and had to appear before a special Committee meeting.

The Players: 

Explained the change of their system, which only applied to their openings at the two level when they were not vulnerable. All hands with 0-7 HCP are opened at the two-level. Originally, 2} was reserved for one-suited hands, including 5332 and 4333 distributions. 2{ showed 4-4 in both minors or in both majors, and 2] and 2[ showed 4 of that major and a minor. Just before the championship, they changed this last element to 5 of the major, thereby putting the hands that contain 4 of a major and 4 of a minor in the 2} opening.

They had lodged the original system according to the regulations.

They had brought the new system with them to the championship and lodged the full system, and the new Convention Card, with the systems desk. A special page with the change, was also handed in. They informed the systems desk of the small changes and were told that they could play the new system without problem.

At the start of each match, they informed the opponents of the change and there had been no comments by opponents until now (round 20).

The responsible for the Systems desk confirmed that he had received the documents mentioned, as they were in his files. He had labelled and stored them, but he had not gone through them, and he did not recall that the team had told him about changes. He had not approved the change of system, in the manner in which this was always done, including a mention of the round during which the changes could first be played and he had not distributed the change to the other captains, something that is also part of the standard procedure.

The Luxembourg captain told the Committee that he had attended the Captain’s meeting, during which it was stated once more that no changes would be accepted to Brown Sticker conventions. He did know his players had made a small change, but thought the rule did not apply to changes before the tournament and he was not even aware that it concerned changes to a Brown Sticker convention.

The Committee: 

Read the relevant parts of the Systems regulations:

“1.2 Submission of Systems

Each team captain is responsible for sending the convention cards … before 10 May, 2001…”

“1.6 Changes to Cards

… no later than 25 May, 2001…”

“1.7 Special Responsibility for HUM, RED and BROWN STICKER

… there is a special responsibility for users to explain their methods in sufficient detail, the first time that Cards are submitted … no pair will be permitted to claim ignorance of this special responsibility”

also relevant is a part of Appendix A – systems policy:

“5 Convention Cards

… After the closing date for submission of systems, the following will be the policy governing any changes to the Convention Card and Supplementary Sheets:

… c) Neither the replacement of a Brown Sticker convention with another Brown Sticker conventions, nor the introduction of a new Brown Sticker convention will be permitted”

The Committee considered the opening of 2} by this pair (when non-vulnerable). According to their lodged system, that opening shows: 0-7 HCP, any one-suiter, 5332, or 4333. This is certainly a Brown Sticker convention. In the new system, in addition to the already mentioned distributions, the distribution 4432 (4 of a major and a minor) is possible. This is definitely a change, not merely a clarification.

The Committee concluded that the change of system had not been approved by the Chairman of the Appeal Committee in his duty as Chairman in situ of the Systems Committee, or by his appointed substitute. Nor was the change in any way or manner possible after 25 May, 2001.

It is very important that the players who use HUM systems and Brown Sticker conventions adhere in full to the regulations that are in force.

The Committee’s decision:

1) The Luxembourg pair has to revert to the system as originally submitted;

2) This system had been, and still was available to all captains so the coming opponents do not need to be informed at this specific time;

3) The pair is allowed to play from the next match on;

4) The pair has to make absolutely certain, before every match, that the opponents have the correct version of their system;

5) The pair receives an official warning: no change to their system, however small, will be allowed. If they do make changes, they shall have to play the WBF world standard system from then on to the end of the tournament.

Committee’s note:

No mention is made in the regulations that no change is allowed to any part of a HUM system. Such a change in a HUM is however clearly not allowed. The change that was in discussion in this instance involved a Brown Sticker convention, so the appropriate regulations applied. 

