
APPEAL No 5:  What is a fit worth?
08.005  Welsh Foursomes
Tournament Director:

Ted Hill
Appeals Committee:

Anne Jones (Chairman)    Lyn Reese   Alan Screen
	Swiss Teams

Board no 2
Dealer East
N/S vulnerable
	( KQ86
( 75
( AJ82
( QJ7
	

	( AJ
( 642
( T953
( T854
	N

W                     E

S
	( T2
( AT983
( Q76
( A93

	
	( 97543
( KQJ
( K4
( K62
	


Basic systems:

North-South play Benji Acol, weak NT, transfers
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	Pass
	Pass

	Pass
	1NT
	Pass
	2♥ (1)

	Pass
	2♠
	Pass
	2NT

	Pass
	3♠ (H)
	Pass
	4♠

	Pass
	Pass
	Pass
	


(1) Transfer
Result at table:

4♠ making by North, NS +620
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

I was called at the end of the auction and the hesitation was agreed.  I was recalled at the end of the hand because E/W did not think South’s bid of 4♠ was evident.
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

I thought that, if 2NT showed 11-12 points, then, with 12, most players would raise to game at teams.  In any event South must avoid actions indicated by the hesitation as described by Law.  Law 16B1A.
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Director’s comments:

After a slow 3♠, South must decide what action is indicated?  North may have been considering pass, 3NT or 4♠ so South remains a free agent.
Comments by North-South:

N/S do not break transfers so 3♠ is invitational in spades.
Comments by East-West:

North agreed the hesitation and stated that she was thinking of bidding 4♠.  This leaves South with a ‘simple’ decision when 3♠ is clearly to play.
Appeals Committee decision:

Score assigned for both sides:


3♠ +1 by North, NS +170
Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

South is limited and hesitation clearly suggests action.

