
APPEAL No 12: My spade holding is a bit poor
08.025 Spring Bank Holiday Congress
Tournament Director:

Kathy Williams 
Appeals Committee:

Michael Byrne (Chairman), Anthony Whiteway, Andrew Thompson
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(1) Astro
(2) Slow double – agreed.
Result at table:

4NT - 4 by West, NS +200
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was called at end of auction by S to reserve rights because of slow double. The TD was called back to look at hand at end of play. N felt the slow double had induced W to bid again.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides (Law 12C3):


   50% of 5(x – 4 by East, NS +800

+ 50% of 4((by South, NS +420

Details of ruling:

UI (L16A)
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

Double of 4( was slow; 4NT take out.
Comments by East-West:

We do not agree that pass is a LA – partner has bid a non-forcing and terminal 2( over 2(. I have the authorised information that I have psyched and I am at favourable vulnerability. Even with 2 trump tricks for partner there is unlikely to be any defence to 4(x.
Further, the opponents pass of 4NT is wild and gambling and shows the desire to achieve a double-shot. The other point is that 4NT isn’t demonstrably suggested over 5( by the UI.

Appeals Committee decision:

Score assigned for both sides:


   50% of 4((by South, NS +420


+ 50% of 4NT – 4 by West, NS +200
Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

W’s removal of 4(x is reasonable and consistent with his earlier actions. NS have not taken a double shot but were victims of a psyche that was exposed to EW and not NS (caused by the hesitation)
Everything was handled sensibly by the TD and appellants.

