Dear Jerry: My partner and I didn't
reach a game contract with these
two hands:

WEST East

L W AKQOJY
Yi04 YA0J
$KQ?2 ® 1097
MSKET7542 ® 063
The auction went:

WEest NorrtH  East  SoutH
I®&  Pass i) Pass
2&  Puss 2¢ Pass
28  Pass 3% Pass

Pass  Pass

Was East’s 29 forcing to game or for
only one round? Since it wasn 't fourth
suit, does it promise a stopper in
diamonds, or does it ask for a stopper?
What other bids could East have
made to get the partnership to game?

—Sally, Bedford, VA

Dear Sally: When the partnership is
bidding back and forth to find the
best contract, success hinges around
common agreements about which
bids are forcing...and how far they
are forcing! The first understanding
we need to have is:

All new suits by responder are
100% forcing for at least one

round. (See inset for exceptions.)

So after the 19 opening, responder’s
14 was forcing. Opener’s 2¢e rebid
described the hand in more detail, but
responder is still unsure about the
best game contract. Responder could
jump to 3NT and take a chance that
the opponents can’t take too many
diamond tricks — a reasonable choice
in my opinion; or responder could
go after more information by making
another forcing bid. A new suit forces
opener to bid again, so I think 24 is
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unbid suit. So opener now bids 2.
That’s reasonable also. Opener doesn’t
want to bid clubs a third time, which
would tend to show a seven-card suit,
or a stronger six-card suit. Even
with three diamonds, it’s better to
return to responder’s first bid suit,
spades, which will usually be longer.

Since opener didn’t support spades
right away, responder can imagine
that opener has only two or three
spades. So responder next showed
the club support. Now we come to
the key question: Can the auction
stop short of game after six bids?

The answer is yes, but only if
responder’s third bid is 2NT! This
requires a pretty good partnership
understanding. It would be useful if
the combined hands were actually
something like this:

WEST EAST
& A5 ® Q7642
Y104 Y KI5
$KQ2 ®AJ104
SdKBT7542 % 3
WEST NorTH EAST SOUTH
1% Pass 14 Pass
2%  Pass 24 Pass
26 Pass 2NT Pass
Pass Pass

With no eight-card fit and only 23
combined high-card points, the
partnership does well to stop in a
partscore. On a good day, 3NT
might make; on a bad day, 2NT will
be too high.

On your actual auction, however,
East bid 3#, not 2NT, and this is
where you ran into trouble. Opener
probably thought East was showing an
mvitational hand with club support
and 11-12 points. Something like this:
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With that type of hand, however,
responder should not introduce the
diamond suit. Responder should
simply raise clubs on the rebid:

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
ICJ Pass IC) Pass
2de Pass 3%  All Pass

So here’s the key to your auction:

Once responder bids 24 as a
second new suit and then bids

something other than 2NT on
the third round, opener is
forced to bid again.

So over East’s 3¢, West can show
diamond support with 3. With hearts
well stopped, East now bids 3NT,
and game is reached! Not an easy
deal for most partnerships! —/H 2

New Suit FORCING?
Although responder’s bid of a new
suit is generally forcing, there are
exceptions.

1) If responder is a passed hand.
WesT NORTH EAST SouTH
Pass Pass 16 Pass

2¥ Pass Pass Pass

Since West passed initially, East
can pass with a minimum, or
sub-minimum opening.

2) A new suit at the two level over
an opponent’s takeout double.
WEST NORTH EAsST SouTH

19  Double

Pass Pass
With 10 or more high-card points,
West would start with a redouble.

3) If responder bids a lower-ranking
suit after opener’s 1NT rebid.
West NortH EasT SoutH

1%  Pass

INT Pass

Pass Pass

2¢ Pass

1% Pass
2% Pass

: WEST EAst s : ’
an acceptable rebid by responder & A5 4KQ92 This is the ‘standard’ treatment,
(see problem #1 in POINT OF VIEW). ¥ 10 4 Y95 but most modﬁrn partnerships
Opener doesn’t want to bid notrump ¢ K Q 2 ¢ A1097 gr{ietf?sr :gr;fy ;fteei:rz ?ﬁg gg}gr
with two low cards in hearts, the #K87542 £ Q63 ” g gt
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