
APPEAL No 10:  I must go on
Tournament Director:

Ian Spoors
Appeals Committee:

Alan Mould (Chairman)   Ed Levy   Ed Hoogenkamp
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Basic systems:

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

	
	
	Pass
	Pass

	Pass
	1♦
	Pass
	1♥

	Pass
	4♣! (1)
	Pass
	… 4♥

	Pass
	4♠
	Pass
	6♥

	Pass
	Pass
	Pass
	


(1) Splinter – singleton or void plus heart support
Result at table:

6♥ making by South, NS +1430
Director first called:

When North bid 4♠
Director’s statement of facts:

North South agreed the hesitation before the 4♥ bid.  At the conclusion of play, West said there were many hands where 11 tricks could not be underwritten, and the hesitation has removed much of that risk. North said once he had embarked on the splinter bid route, knowing partner cannot bid 4♦, he is committed to a try over 4♥.
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

To an extent, the N/S methods commit them to the 5-level.  North does have a very good hand and few players would think they had done enough if they passed 4♥.
Appeal lodged by:

East-West

Basis of appeal:

Pass is a logical alternative.
Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

The Committee felt that 4♠ was made very safe by the hesitation.  However, all members thought that North was so large that they would bid 4♠.  They weren’t uninfluenced by the fact that the TD had asked three players all of whom bid on.  N/S should take note that hesitations put partner under great pressure.
