Appeal No. 10

England v England

Appeals Committee:

Steen Møller (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Grattan Endicott (England)

Open Pairs Final “B” 3rd session 

Board 13. Dealer North. All Vulnerable.
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Contract: Five Hearts, played by East

Result: 11 tricks, NS -650

The Facts: 

Three Spades was at first explained, by East to North, as “first round control”. One round later, East corrected this explanation to “splinter”. North asked for a ruling because over a splinter, he has available a Double that asks for the lead of the suit below, in this case diamonds. With the lead of the King of Diamonds, East makes only 10 tricks.

The Director: 

Found that there had indeed been misinformation, but was unable to decide what the result would be. When hearing of the lead directing double, East-West are unlikely to go past Four Hearts.

Ruling: 

Score adjusted to 60% for North/South, 40% for East/West

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A, 40C, 12C3, Code of Practice enabling Tournament Director to award Adjusted Scores under Law 12C3.

North/South appealed.

Present: All players 

The Players: 

North started by stating that in fact a score of –620 is worth more than 60%. In addition, East/West were also now quite aware that there was a missing diamond control, and yet went past 4].

East explained the options available to him after a double of 3[. Pass would show interest without the }A, so East would probably bid 4], ending the bidding.

The Committee: 

Agreed with the Director on the point of misinformation, but found that he had failed to provide equity for North/South. An adjustment to 4] making would be absolutely necessary, and it was felt that some added compensation should be provided for the chance of East/West bidding on regardless.

The Committee’s decision:

Score adjusted to 

Both sides receive:

20% of 5]-1 by East (NS +100) plus

80% of 4]= by East (NS –620)

Deposit: Returned

Committee’s Note:

The score for +100 was 140.04 MP, out of a top of 154. -620 would have scored 101.58, and so the result for this table was 20%x140.04 + 80%x101.58 = 109.27 MP to NS (70.96%), and 44.63 MP to EW.

The Committee further noted that the Directors had been extremely busy during this section and put no blame on them for awarding this artificial score.

