
APPEAL No 16: Can I protect?

08.052 Brighton Swiss Pairs
Tournament Director:

Chris Benneworth
Appeals Committee:

Frances Hinden (Chairman), Paul Lamford, Jon Williams
	MP to VPs
Board no 14
Dealer E
None vulnerable
	( K 9 6 4
( Q 10 4
( A Q J 6
( 10 3
	

	( 10 7 2
( A J 5
( K 2
( A Q 7 5 2
	N

W                     E

S
	( A
( 8 7 6
( 9 8 5 3
( J 9 8 6 4

	
	( Q J 8 5 3
( K 9 3 2
( 10 7 4
( K
	


Basic systems:

North-South play Benji Acol, Astro over 1NT - 2( = ( and another
East-West play Acol 3 weak 2s, weak NT
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	Pass
	Pass

	1NT
	Pass (H1)
	Pass
	2((A2)

	Pass
	2(
	All pass
	


(1) N hesitated briefly before passing (see below)
(2) 2( = ( and another
Result at table:

2(+3 by North, NS +200, lead (7
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was called to the table at the end of the auction, but before the opening lead. W said that there had been a ‘hitch’ before N passed – explained as moving towards the bidding box, then stopping, then (after a delay) removing the pass card. Both E and W agreed that the pause was not long. S Said that ‘if there was a pause, it was brief’. No other comments were made. The TD was called back by W at the end of the hand and asked to make a ruling. The TD asked if anyone wished to say anything further – no-one did.
The TD ruled

a) there was a hesitation


b) the alternative call of pass was a real alternative for South.

The TD informed NS they could, if they wished, consult an appeals adviser.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides:


1NT ( by West, NS –90
Details of ruling:

A hesitation occurred.  Laws 84/85A
Not to choose from among logical alternatives.  Law 16B1A
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Basis of appeal:

We think EW are trying to get away with it.
Appeals Committee decision:

Table score re-instated

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

AC see no logical alternative to S acting in the pass out seat with 9 cards in the majors and being a passed hand.
