
APPEAL No 17:  Slow signoff

08.055 Brighton Swiss Pairs
Tournament Director:

Ian Muir
Appeals Committee:

Heather Dhondy (Chairman), Malcolm Harris, Cath Jagger
	MP to VPs
Board no 15
Dealer S
NS vulnerable
	( Q 8 2
( A J 10
( 2
( A J 9 8 4 3
	

	( 9 3
( 6
( Q J 9 8 6 4 3
( K 10 2
	N

W                     E

S
	( K J 10 7 4
( 9 3 2
( K 7 5
( 7 6

	
	( A 6 5
( K Q 8 7 5 4
( A 10
( Q 5
	


Basic systems:

North-South play 14-17NT, 4-card majors
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	
	1(

	3(
	4(
	Dble
	Redble(1)

	Pass
	4(
	Pass
	4( (2)

	Pass
	5((3)
	Pass
	5( (H4)

	pass
	6(
	All pass
	


(1) 1st round control
(2) 1st/2nd round control

(3) 1st round control

(4) Agreed slow
Result at table:

6( + 1 by South, NS +1460, lead (Q
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

Receipt of UI, logical alternative but in my opinion pass does not meet the new (or old) criteria for logical alternative (Laws 73C, 16B1B)
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

Pass is a logical alternative
Appeals Committee decision:

Score assigned for both sides:


5( + 2 by South, NS +710
Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Pass of 5( is a logical alternative and the UI has made it more attractive to bid on.
