
APPEAL No 2:  Does anyone pass?
08.002  Llandudno Swiss Teams
Tournament Director:

Sarah Amos
Appeals Committee:

Patrick Jourdain (Chairman)   David Stevenson   Peter Hand
	Swiss Teams
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Basic systems:

North-South play Acol
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	1♣
	2♦
	4♣

	4♠
	Pass (H1)
	Pass
	5♣

	Pass
	Pass
	5♠
	All pass


(1) Agreed hesitation before North passed over 4♠.
Result at table:

5♠ –2 by West, NS +100
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

The TD was called to the table by East who was unhappy about South’s bid of 5♣ after his partner’s agreed hesitation.  South said he was waiting to see what his partner would do over 4♠ and had decided he would pass if partner doubled and bid 5♣ if partner did not.
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

Pass is not a logical alternative (Law 16A).
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

The appellants feel pass is a LA.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Agree with the TD that pass is not a logical alternative.  The debate was sufficient to justify returning the deposit.
We would have preferred N/S to attend in order to answer questions about their system.

