
APPEAL No 5:  Yet another Hesitation Blackwood!
Tournament Director:

Robin Barker
Appeals Committee:

Jeremy Dhondy (Chairman)   Graham Osbourne   Liz McGowan
	Swiss Pairs
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Basic systems:

North-South play Benji Acol
East-West play 2/1, Weak 2s
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	2♠! (1)
	… Dbl
	3♥! (2)
	Pass

	3♠
	Dbl
	Pass
	4♦

	Pass
	… 4NT! (3)
	Pass
	5♣! (4)

	Pass
	… … 5♦
	Pass
	6♦

	Pass
	Pass
	Pass
	


(1) Weak (asked)
(2) Raise to 3♠ with a spade honour (asked)

(3) RKCB

(4) 0 or 3
Result at table:

6♦ making by South, NS +920
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

TD established that North had been slow during the auction.  “We know he has a good hand but doesn’t how to bid.”  Specifically, the first double and 4NT were slow, and 5♦ was very slow.
TD was recalled when 6♦ had made.  South said he bid 6♦ because he was maximum for his (first) pass, his hand has improved considerably, and he has a void;  he could have had the same hand without as many diamonds, with some spades and no ♥K.
Director’s ruling:

Score assigned for both sides:


5♦ +1 by South, NS +420
Details of ruling:

Pass is a logical alternative to 6♦ despite South’s extra assets.  The slow 5♦ suggests partner (South) might go on, so 6♦ is disallowed.  Laws 16A, 12C2.
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

Pass was a logical alternative and the TD was correct to adjust.
Although the South hand contained some useful additional features, he had not chosen to show this earlier and North would have done better to decide how to proceed after a Blackwood response earlier than he did.

We considered retaining the deposit but decided not to do so as N/S were inexperienced.

