
APPEAL No 3:  What does the hesitation mean?
Tournament Director:

Andrew Crawford
Appeals Committee:

Chris Jagger (Chairman)   Paddy Murphy   Ken Shuttleworth
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Basic systems:

East-West play Acol, 12-14 1NT
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH
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Result at table:

4♠ making by East, NS –620
Director first called:

At end of auction

Director’s statement of facts:

The above auction was established.  The TD was recalled at the end of play and asked for a ruling.  The TD asked East why she had bid 2♠ and the answer was “I was not going to let the auction die in 2♦.”
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

Although East has unauthorised information because of West’s hesitation before doubling, the TD formed the opinion that pass was not a logical alternative after N/S had subsided in 2♦.
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Director’s comments:

East has authorised information from auction that West is strong – N/S have passed out 2♦ and so have a max 22-23 (no game try).
Comments by South:

The tempo break was a 35+ second pause (counted routinely) before the double.  The pass of 2♦ was if anything on the quick side, say 3 seconds in a competitive auction.
West has had opportunity to support and not done so and 2♠ is not a 50% call.  There has to be some lower limit to protection.

Note South has bid East’s side suit and it could be a cross-ruff.  E/W vulnerable v not.

Appeals Committee decision:

Director’s ruling upheld

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

As established by Director, agreed hesitation over 1♥.
Whilst we could see that West’s action may be questioned, there was no unauthorised information here hence West is blameless.

The question is therefore what the slow double of 1♥ suggests to East when 2♦ comes round to her.  We thought the most likely reason for a slow double was some points but unsuitability for the other two suits.  We n no way thought the likely hand would be lots of values and a spade 3 card fit.  So we did not consider that East had taken advantage of the unauthorised information.  Perhaps the reverse – if East had tried to take advantage she was more likely to surmise that West was unsuitable for spades.  Further we considered 2♠ a reasonable bid.

