
APPEAL No 10: An improving five-count

08.017 Grand Masters Pairs
Tournament Director:

David Stevenson
Appeals Committee:

Geoff Wolfarth (Chairman), Eddie Lucioni, Richard Pike
	Butler Pairs
Board no 17
Dealer N
None vulnerable
	( 6 2
( 5
( 10 3
( A Q 10 8 5 4 3 2
	

	( Q J 10 8 4 3
( K
( K Q 8 5
( K 7
	N

W                     E

S
	( 9 7 5
( J 10 8 6 4
( A 9 7 6 4
( none

	
	( A K
( A Q 9 7 3 2
( J 2
( J 9 6
	


Basic systems:

North-South play natural
East-West play natural
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	4(
	Pass
	5(

	Pass(1)
	Pass
	Dble
	Pass

	5(
	Pass
	pass
	Dble

	All pass
	
	
	


(1) Alleged hesitation
Result at table:

5(x ( by West, NS –650, lead (A
Director first called:

At end of next board
Director’s statement of facts:

Before passing W asked if 5( showed several aces: this was understood to be a joke. It was alleged he paused as well: when asked whether he thought W replied that he did think some time before passing. E said she would always double on this sequence.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides (Law 12C3):


   40% of 5(( by N; NS +400


+ 60% of 5( - 1 by N, NS –50.
Details of ruling:

There was a break in tempo before W’s pass. E’s double was not evident: pass is a logical alternative. Thus double is disallowed. (L16A, 12C3)
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

Double is automatic for East.
Director’s comments:

Consideration given to whether NS defence to 5(x was bad enough to be considered ‘wild or gambling’. Decided not. Defence (A ruffed, trump to king, trump ace, club.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit forfeited

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Break in tempo established. No E would bid as E did. A clear anti percentage action. Frivolous appeal unanimously agreed.
