
APPEAL No 18:  Is pass forcing?

08.056 Brighton Swiss Pairs
Tournament Director:

June Booty
Appeals Committee:

Frances Hinden (Chairman), Jonathan Mistel, Malcolm Prior
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Basic systems:

North-South play Acol weak NT, multi 2D and weak 2HS
East-West play better minor, 2 over 1 game force. Variable NT
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(1) NS claim pass is forcing in this situation
(2) This is RCKB in clubs
Result at table:

7(x - 5 by West , NS +1100
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

EW complained that N should not be allowed to bid 4NT after his partner’s hesitation. The TD ruled the result should stand because at H1 the TD felt that the partnership was in a game forcing situation and that it was a forcing pass. When partner makes a forcing pass he effectively says ‘I know we should take some action but I don’t know what’ and if partner hesitates and passes he is effectively says ‘I know we should take some action but don’t know what’. L16B1A says that after receiving UI the partner ‘may not choose among logical alternatives one that could demonstrably have been suggested over another’. Although there are alternatives the TD does not believe 4NT has been demonstrably suggested.
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

Action has not been demonstrably suggested over another. (Law 16B1A)
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Comments by North-South:

5( not LA after pass by S as this suggests slam.
Comments by East-West:

We have no agreement with taking a bid. 4NT is not a 70% action unless the hesitation suggests extra strength. In Acol opening bids are 10+ points.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Deposit returned due to uncertainty over forcing nature of the pass.
