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“The WBF Laws Committee has noted an increasing inclination among a number of
Regulating Authorities to allow artificial correction of some insufficient bids even in
cases where the set of possible hands is not a strict subset of the set of hands consistent
with the insufficient bid. The Committee favours this approach and recommends to
Regulating Authorities that, insofar as they wish, mildly liberal interpretations of Law
27B be permitted with play then being allowed to continue. At the end of the hand Law
27D may then be applied if the Director judges that the outcome could well have been
different without assistance gained through the insufficient bid (and in consequence the
non-offending side has been damaged).”

We (the EBU Laws and Ethics Committee) have agreed to adopt this approach. Herein
are four examples of a more liberal policy in operation, which I hope will help clarify the
issue.

1), i1) and iii) are ALLOWED. Iv) is NOT ALLOWED.

W N E
1sh 1M 1% (not having seen the 1#Movercall)

1% without the overcall shows 5+ HCP and 4+ hearts. East has the replacement bid of
‘double’ available which also shows 5+ HCP and 4+ hearts, so superficially all is
well. However, a hand with (say) 4% & 5 would have responded 14#to 1 had there
been no overcall, but would double after the overcall. Therefore, on a strict reading of
Law 27 this replacement cannot be allowed as west will be in receipt of the additional
information that partner does not hold a longer side suit. With a more liberal approach,
this change is OK. In other words the TD need no longer delve too deeply into these
sort of subtle negative inferences.

i)W N E
INT 2# 24 (not having seen the 2#overcall)

2#without the overcall is a transfer to hearts. East has a replacement bid of 3w
available which would be natural and forcing, so superficially all is well. However,
game forcing hands with 4# and 5% would have responded 2% (Stayman) had there
been no overcall. Therefore, on a strict reading of Law 27 this replacement cannot be
allowed (without penalty) as west will be in receipt of the additional information that
partner does not hold four spades. But with a more liberal approach, this change is
OK. Again, the TD is encouraged to ignore this sort of subtle negative inference.

i)W N E
1& 1# 14 (not having seen the 1#overcall)
(Precision)
14 without the overcall is a negative bid (0-7 HCP). East has a replacement call of
‘double’ available to show 5-7 HCP, so superficially all is well. However, hands in the
5-7 range with a 6+ card major would have responded 2%/2# had there been no



overcall, but would be constrained to having to double after the overcall. Therefore, on
a strict reading of Law 27 this replacement cannot be allowed, as west will be in receipt
of the additional information that partner does not hold a 6+ card major. But with a
more liberal approach, this change is OK.

iv) W E
INT 2é

East thought that he was responding to INT (in which case 2 o would be
Stayman). East has a replacement bid of 3## available which is also Stayman. A
liberal approach will allow this change. However there are some hands which would use
3& Stayman which wouldn’t have used 2+ Stayman. Because of the possible
difference in point ranges, the change IS NOT ALLOWED.

Summary

There is not yet sufficient precedent to allow an exact definition of where the line is
between replacement calls allowed with 27B1b under the more liberal regime and those
still not permitted. A guiding principle is that if there is a small number of very specific
hands included in the replacement call that were not part of the original then the
substitution should usually be allowed without penalty (examples i, ii and iii above). If
however the replacement call gives significant additional information about the general
strength or distribution of the hand then a correction under 27B1b should not be
permitted.

The Director can focus solely on the basic meaning of the calls and allow the change
without penalty if the replacement call has the same basic meaning as, or a more
precise meaning already fully incorporated within, the original call. He does not need to
delve into the multitude of potential subtle negative inferences that may be available.
But the stretch does not extend so far as to allow things that are plainly different, for
example in respect of suit length or point range - these are still subject to the strict
interpretation of Law 27 as written in the law book.



