Appeal No. 39

Greece v Luxembourg

Appeals Committee:

Jens Auken (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Naki Bruni (Italy), 

Steen Møller (Denmark), Jaap van der Neut (Netherlands)

Open Teams Round 33

Board 19. Dealer South. East/West Vulnerable.
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Contract: Six Spades, played by West

Result: 12 tricks, NS -1430

The Facts: 

Appeals 39 and 40 are from the same match, but different tables.

East had thought for a very long time before bidding 3NT. That was undisputed, and periods like 2 minutes were mentioned. South and West had both noticed and acknowledged the delay. South called the Director after the end of play, to complain about West’s bidding on after the unauthorized information.

The Director: 

Consulted 6 Directors and 5 players, none of who would have passed with the West hand over partner’s 3NT. On that basis, the Director found that passing on the West hand was not a logical alternative.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 16A

North/South appealed.

Present: All players and both Captains

The Players: 

North thought that West has a clear pass.

East explained why he had thought. In a previous version of their system, 3[ had been non-forcing, and he was thinking about going to slam over that meaning of 3[, finally deciding against it. When West bid 4[ he should have a very good suit and East tried for slam.

The Committee: 

Agreed that passing had not been a logical alternative, and believed that North should not have appealed the Director’s decision.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Forfeited

