Appeal No. 7

Italy v England

Appeals Committee:

Steen Møller (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Jean-Paul Meyer (France)

Open Pairs Final “B” 1st session

Board 2. Dealer South. North/South Vulnerable.




[
 J 5 3




]
 10 8




{
 A J 10 9




}
 Q J 8 5


[
2


[
K 6


]
9 7


]
A 6 5 3 2


{
K Q 7 5 3 2


{
8 6 4


}
A 6 4 2


}
K 10 3




[
A Q 10 9 8 7 4




]
K Q J 4




{
-




}
9 7


West
North
East
South

Jephcott
Meo
Theelke
Del Gaubio





1]


3{
Dble
Pass
4[


All Pass

Comments: 

1] was Canapé, the Double was not negative, but its explanation caused the problems

Contract: Four Spades, played by South

Lead: {K

Result: 11 tricks, NS +450

The Facts: 

The Double was not alerted on either side of the screen. It was explained by North as being for penalties, but by South apparently as “points”.

West claims that with a correct explanation, he would have led the Ace of Clubs, which would result in the contract making exactly.

The Director: 

Ruled that there had been misinformation, which had resulted in damage.

Ruling: 

Score adjusted to 4[=, NS +420

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A, 40C 

North/South appealed.

Present: All players

The Players: 

North and East agreed that on their side of the screen, the explanation had been “Punitivo”, the Italian word for a Penalty Double. South explained that he too had said “Punitivo”, but it was clear that in his pronunciation, this sounded like “Punti”, which was what West thought he heard, and which he (correctly) thought translated to Points.

West reiterated that with an explanation “Penalty” he would have led Clubs.

The Committee: 

Wants to remind the players that the only correct way of explaning the meaning of the calls is by writing, preferably in English. If you don’t, and the opponent misinterprets, then you may be unwillingly guilty of misinformation.

Reluctantly, the Committee decided that there had been misinformation.

However, the Committee expressed doubts as to the likelihood of a different lead after a different explanation. The diamond lead still seems so obvious that no adjustment seemed necessary.

The Committee’s decision:

Original table result restored. NS +450

Deposit: Returned

