
APPEAL No 19:  Hesitation or not?

08.059 Brighton Play with the experts
Tournament Director:

Jim Proctor
Appeals Committee:

Jeremy Dhondy (Chairman), David Price, Tom Gisborne
	IMPs
Board no 6
Dealer E
EW vulnerable
	( 10 7
( 8 3
( 9 8 6 5 3 2
( K Q 7
	

	( K Q 5 4
( A K Q 6 2
( K 4
( A 2
	N

W                     E

S
	( J 8 6 3 2
( 7 4
( A Q J
( 8 5 3

	
	( A 9
( J 10 9 5
( 10 7
( J 10 9 6 4
	


Basic systems:

East-West play 5-card majors, strong NT
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	Pass
	Pass

	2((A1)
	3(
	3(
	Pass

	4((H)
	Pass
	4NT
	Pass

	5(
	Pass
	6(
	All pass


(1) Strongest bid
Result at table:

6(( by East , NS –1430
Director first called:

During the play
Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was recalled at the end of play. N and S thought that the 4( bid was out of tempo. E thought only slightly so.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides:


4( + 2 by East , NS –680
Details of ruling:

The TD decided that it was a hesitation situation and gave an adjusted score of 4( + 2 by E (Laws 16B1, 12C1A, 12B1)
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

The 4( was out of tempo. The continuation after the hesitation was not evident (Law 16B)
