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New Law 23 – Comparable Call
• A COMPARABLE CALL is a call that replaces a withdrawn:

• Insufficient Bid; or a

• Pass out of rotation; or a

• Bid out of rotation; or a

• Double or Redouble out of rotation;

AND is one that:

1. has the same or similar meaning as attributable to the 
withdrawn (illegal) call (i.e. no need worry about minor differences in points 

or distribution); or

2. defines a subset of possible meanings as attributable to the 
withdrawn call (essentially what was called a more precise meaning in the 

2007 Insufficient Bid Law); or

3. has the same purpose as attributed to the withdrawn call 
(e,g. an asking bid or a relay bid or a response to an asking bid or 
relay bid).



New Law 23 – Comparable Call

• If the offender choses to replace the irregularity with a 
comparable call then there is no further rectification. 

• Law 16C (unauthorized information) does not apply

• BUT

• If at the end of the hand the Director judges that without the 
assistance gained through the infraction the outcome of the 
board could well have been different and therefore the non-
offending side is damaged, he awards an adjusted score. 

• Note:  The adjustment should recover as nearly as possible the probable 
outcome of the board had the irregularity not occurred.  It must not be based on 
what the outcome might have been if the Director had required offenders 
partner to pass.



New Law 23 – Comparable Call
1. Has the same or similar meaning as attributable to the 

withdrawn (illegal) call (i.e. no need worry about minor differences in points 

or distribution); or

2. Defines a subset of possible meanings as attributable to the 
withdrawn call (essentially what was called a more precise meaning in the 

2007 Insufficient Bid Law); or

3. Has the same purpose as attributed to the withdrawn call

(e,g. an asking bid or a relay bid or a response to an asking bid or relay bid).

In a nutshell:

The intention of the definition is to ensure that the when we allow a 
penalty-free correction of an insufficient bid (or a call out of rotation), 
the illegal call provides no more information than the (legal)

replacement call.
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Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

Note: An unintended insufficient bid is corrected as Law 25A allows.

A1: Any insufficient bid may be accepted by LHO. It is      
accepted if that player calls.

A2: If the insufficient bid is out of rotation then Law 31 applies.

Otherwise it must be replaced with a legal call

B1(a) If the insufficient bid is corrected by the lowest sufficient 
bid that specifies the same denomination(s) as specified by 
the withdrawn call, the auction proceeds without further 
rectification.  Laws 26 (Lead penalty) and 16 (unauthorised 

information) do not apply but see D following.

•
–

–



Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

In addition:

B1(b) The offender is also permitted to replace the insufficient bid 
with a comparable call (see Law 23A) the auction proceeds 
without further rectification.  Law 16 does not apply but see 
D following.

Note 1: This means that it is possible to correct an insufficient 
artificial bid without rectification (penalty) with the lowest sufficient 
bid that shows the same suit(s).  For example:

West North East
1NT 3 ♥ 2♥

3♠ is OK

Is 4♦(transfer to 4♠) OK? 

Yes - provided 3♠ does not show spades.



Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

Note 2: Whenever you allow correction of an insufficient bid 
without restriction under law 27B1, you should always advise the 
non-offending side to call you back at the end of play if they 
consider that the offender have reached a contract that they 
would not been able to get to without the aid of the insufficient 
bid.

I do not recall having been called back this in the past 10 year



Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

B2: If the offender corrects his insufficient bid with a Pass or 
sufficient bid that the Director judges is (systemically) not a 
comparable call, then his partner must pass whenever it is his turn 
to call.  Laws 26 and 72C may apply

Note 1. There is a late change to Law 26 in your new book.  Delete

“either:

1. require the offender’s partner to lead any (one) suit which has 
not  been specified in the legal auction by the offender; or“

Note 2:  Law 72C is the old Law 23.



Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

B3: If the offender attempts to correct his insufficient bid with 
a double or redouble that the Director judges is (systemically) not 
comparable, then it is cancelled, and he must substitute a legal 
bid or pass and his partner must pass whenever it is his turn to 
call.  Laws 26 and 72C may apply.

B4: If the offender attempts to replace his insufficient bid with 
another insufficient bid and the LHO does not accept the 
replacement insufficient bid, then it is cancelled, and he must 
substitute a legal bid or pass and his partner must pass whenever 
it is his turn to call.  Laws 26 and 72C may apply.



Law 27 - Insufficient Bid

C: Premature replacement: If the offender replaces his 
insufficient bid before the Director has ruled on rectification, 
the substitution, if legal, stands unless the (original) insufficient 
bid is accepted as A1 allows.  Then the Director applies section B 
to the substitution. 
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Law 27B1 or B2
Correct Procedure

1. In order for the Director to correctly exercise this discretion, 
he/she must first establish the meaning attributable to the 
insufficient bid and then investigate the pair’s methods.

2. Often it will be obvious what the meaning or intention 
attributable to the insufficient bid is (take a peek if that will 
avoid having to take the offender away from table).

3. Otherwise it will entail quizzing the offender away from the 
table and/or an examination of the pair’s system card. Only 
after these investigations should the Director then explain the 
options.

Hint: Before returning to the table I like to establish what the 
offender is going to do. This enables me to streamline the delivery 
of the ruling (by leaving out what is not relevant)



Law 27B1 or B2
Correct procedure - continued

Note that:

• A truly unintentional action may be corrected via Law 25A.

• If the Director is unclear whether to allow the correction 
without restriction (penalty) under Law 27B1(a or b), or require 
the offender’s partner to pass throughout the remainder of 
the auction as per Law 27B2, the Director is advised to err on 
the side of applying Law 27B1(b) but stand ready to apply 27D.

• I.e. the inclination of the Director ought to be on obtaining a 
normal bridge result wherever possible.



Insufficient Bid
How to proceed at the table

The steps I like to follow at the table are:

1. Offer LHO to accept the insufficient bid and advise him that if 
he refuses to do so the offender may correct the insufficient 
bid without rectification (penalty):

- With the lowest sufficient bid that specifies the same 
denomination; OR

- A comparable call.

– Otherwise his partner must pass when ever it is his turn to call

2. If LHO accepts and condones the insufficient bid your done. But



Insufficient Bid
How to proceed at the table

The steps I follow at the table are:

3. If LHO refuses: I then offer offender the option to correct 
the insufficient with the lowest sufficient bid that specifies 
the same denomination but if he want to do something else he 
must come away from the table with me.

4. Now I will try to find out what the offender wants to do and 
seek out the information I need to decide if the call he wants 
to substitute is comparable or not, as the case maybe.

5. Before returning to the table I like to establish with the 
offender what he is going to do. This enables streamline the 
delivery of the ruling to the table (by leaving out the options 

that are not relevant in these circumstances).



Insufficient Bid
How to proceed at the table

The steps I follow at the table are:

5. Finally I return the and let the player make his correction and 
then explain the consequences, if any to the table.  Remember 
if Law 27B2 applies, there my a lead penalty if the offending 
side become the defenders.

Simple!



How do you handle what is a straight 
forward insufficient bid situation?

West North East
1♦ 1♠ 1♥

• How do you handle  what looks to be a straight forward situation?

• If East pulled the wrong card out of the bidding box then there is no 
problem (Law 25A applies ).

• If East intended to bid 2♥ but simply got confused OR;

• If, as seems likely, East did not see the 1♠ overcall, and 1♥ was 
intended to show at least four hearts and enough HCP to respond, then 
a replacement of 2♥ without any restriction is permitted under Law 
27B1(a).

• Does East have the option of replacing it with a Double or a Pass?



How do you handle what is a straight 
forward insufficient bid situation?

West North East
1♦ 1♠ 1♥

• It is unlikely that substituting the insufficient 1 ♥ with a Pass
shows a 4 card ♥suit and therefore if the offender wants to 
do this, partner will have to pass whenever it is his/her turn 
to call (Laws 72C and 26 may also apply). 

• But to resolve the question of a double, you need to know 
what their system agreement as double may have many 
different meanings.

• While their system card might help it is likely you will need to 
take the player away from the table to ascertain their 
system.



Selected Examples of 
Insufficient Bids



Insufficient bid - Examples

West East

1♠ 3♠

4NT 4♦

If the Director is satisfied that East was answering 
Blackwood but at the wrong level, then East will be allowed 
to correct to 5♦ without any restriction (i.e it has the same 
purpose and therefore a comparable call).



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East

1NT 2♠ 2♦

• If East’s intention was to transfer to hearts (he did not see 
the 2♠ bid), then a replacement bid of 3♥ is the lowest 
sufficient bid that specifies hearts (therefore can be 
corrected without rectification [27B1(a)].



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East
1NT 2♦ 2♣

• If the director is satisfied 2♣ was intended as simple 
Stayman and 3♦ is systemically a Lebensohl-type cue bid 
replacement (asking about a four-card major), would be a 
comparable call (i.e. It has the same or similar meaning or 
purpose as the withdrawn insufficient bid)

• Alternatively, if the Director is satisfied that the player 
intended to bid 3♣ naturally, he/she allows that change 
without restriction under Law 25A or if 3C is a subset of 2C 
– many player do this and don’t use 2S or 2NT as a t/f to 
Clubs.



Insufficient bid - Examples

West East

2NT 2♥♥♥♥

• If 2♥♥♥♥ was is systemically a transfer to 3♠, then a bid of 3♥♥♥♥

(still transferring) would be a comparable call and allow the 
auction to continue without constraints (Same purpose).

• Is a 3♠ OK?

• Yes - 27B1(a), provided 3♥ is not available



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East

1♠ 2♥♥♥♥ 1NT

• The substitution of 2NT is permitted without restriction under 
Law 27B1(a) if both 1NT and 2NT are natural (to play).

• The information that East’s HCP range might well be slightly 
different from that of an original 2NT response is authorised to 
both sides but Law 27D will apply if the offending side achieves a 
favourable result that would not have been possible without the 
infraction (such as stopping in 2NT when otherwise it is 
systemically impossible to stop).



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East

1♣♣♣♣ 1♥♥♥♥ 1♦♦♦♦

1♣♣♣♣ = Precision;

1♦ = Negative (didn’t see the 1H overcall)

The replacement of 1♦ with a pass (0 – 7) is permitted without 
restriction under Law 27B1(b) as it is a subset of 1♦ (or more precise)

Some play Pass (0 - 4) which is also OK.



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East

1 ♥♥♥♥ Pass 1 ♥♥♥♥ / 2 ♥♥♥♥

4 ♥♥♥♥ All Pass

East thought he was opening the bidding himself;

2 ♥♥♥♥ was chosen to keep the auction open.

4 ♥♥♥♥ was made on an absolute minimum.

Is that legal?



Law 27D
Non-offending side Damaged

• Law 27B1 works on the assumption that when the offender 
selects a call that does not bar his partner from the rest of the 
auction, his hand actually conforms to the newly selected call.

• This may not always be so.  Having been given the options by the 
director, it is perfectly legal for the offender to deliberately 
mis-bid slightly to keep partner in the auction, rather than 
gamble on a final contract by making a call that silences partner.

• Equally, it may make perfect bridge sense for the partner to 
cater for (or assume) the possibility that offender has 
deliberately mis-bid to keep the auction open.

• All this is entirely legal* - However, if the offender mis-bids or 
his partner attempts to cater for it (regardless of whether the 
offender has in fact mis-bid or not), then Law 27D applies.

* General bridge knowledge covered by Law 16A1(d) 



Insufficient bid - Examples

West North East

1 ♥♥♥♥ Pass 1 ♥♥♥♥ / 2 ♥♥♥♥

4 ♥♥♥♥ All Pass

Yes, but Law 27D applies;

A normal auction might be: 1 ♥♥♥♥ - 4 ♥♥♥♥ or

1 ♥♥♥♥ - 2 ♣♣♣♣

2 ♥♥♥♥ - 4 ♥♥♥♥ or

1 ♥♥♥♥ - 2NT
4 ♥♥♥♥

So, we have a normal outcome and therefore there is 
no need to award an adjusted score!!!



Insufficient bid - Examples

But what if we get this?:

1 ♥♥♥♥ - 1 ♥♥♥♥ / 2 ♥♥♥♥

2 ♠ - answer
R - answer
R     - answer 
6 ♥♥♥♥ - making!

Because they were able to initiate their relays at the 2 level, they 
were able to find out more about the hand before reaching 4♥♥♥♥,
making it much easier to reach 6♥♥♥♥, now you might well adjust 
under Law 27D.

Of course they will swear on a stack of bibles they would always 
bid 6♥♥♥♥ anyway!

In which case you will need to consider awarding an 
weighted adjusted score the reflects the likelihood 
of them doing so (Law 16C1(1c)



Insufficient bid - Examples

North

1NT
West
2♠ (weak)

North was trying to open 1NT (12 -14)  A 2NT overcall would normally 
be 15 - 18

North elects to call 2NT - Is that legal?  Yes! - 27B1(a & b)

Must South now assume he is 15 – 18 No! - He can call what he likes.

Might the score be adjusted?

Only if Director judges they have they reach a 
contract that they wouldn’t otherwise have been able 
to get to.



Thank youThank you

Slides prepared by Arie Geursen


