Ad Hoc Meeting of the RADBC Ethics Committee

March 31, 2009

Present: Harry Freedman (Chair), Albert de Wijze, Denise de Zuna, Carl Evelyn, Gunther Schutzenmeier, Gary Taylor

In response to a complaint about the rudeness of a member of the RADBC towards another bridge player, the following decision was made and addressed to the complainant:


The Committee determined that the defendant went beyond the bounds of propriety during the game on Tuesday, March 17th 2009, but that the incident developed after a request for clarification of a “1 Diamond” bid after the auction 1 D, Pass, 3 NT, Pass, Pass, Pass with the defendant on lead.

The defendant was fully entitled to ask for clarification before leading and the complainant’s partner was in the process of providing the explanation when the complainant offered the defendant their card.  The defendant wanted to know if the “1 Diamond” bid was from a four-card suit or a better minor.  The altercation seems partially to be the result of the complainant questioning the right of the defendant to get an explanation. 

While this does not exonerate the defendant’s behaviour, in the view of the Committee it does constitute a rationale for the ensuing irritation. Any player, on lead, has the right to ask an opponent’s partner how that partner interprets one or more of her/his partner’s bids.  Whether the meaning of any bid is elementary is beside the point.

The Committee has decided to issue the defendant with a warning that any subsequent offence will result in a minimum of one-week suspension from any club game.  A second offence, if it were to occur, would result in a minimum of one-month suspension.  A third offence would result in disbarment from the club.

The Committee regrets any discomfort to which the complainant was subjected to and trusts that any such incident will not re-occur.

Both of the Game Directors will be advised of the results of this decision and they will be expected to take appropriate action if the defendant offends again.

