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Dear Jerry,

Please give me and my partner
some advice for bidding these
hands:

Me Partner
AK109 AQT7542
VY104 YVAIJS
¢KQ65 ¢ 1072
dAQ64 & .J3

14 14

2 2¢

Pass

We received a very a poor result,
because everyone else in the room
found a spade contract. I was not
comfortable supporting partner
with only three spades, and he did
not think rebidding such a poor
five-card suit was a good idea. How
should the bidding have gone?

Roger

Dear Roger,

All bids should be (1) an attempt to
describe something about the values
and/or shape of the cards you hold or
(2) a question about the values and/
or shape of the cards held by partner.
In the auction you produced, I would
assume that opener holds at least nine
minor-suit cards, usually unbalanced
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distribution with values somewhere
between dead minimum and not quite
enough to make a game-forcing jump
shift. Somehow, the picture presented
by your rebid doesn’t closely resem-
ble the hand you actually held.

_There are two solutions that would
have allowed your partnership to find
the eight-card spade fit, both of which
were up to you, the opening bidder.

First solution: If you held the
exact same hand pattern, but added a
couple of points anywhere, I suspect,
with a balanced 16 points, you would
have opened INT. With your actual
hand, my personal preference would
be to open 14 and rebid INT, describ-
ing a balanced hand that was good
enough to open, but not good enough
to open INT. I suspect you would
have been more inclined to rebid INT
if partner had responded 1%, but
surely the low doubleton heart would
not deter you from opening INT if you
held a 3=2=4=4 patter with 16 points.

Jerry-ism: Notrump family hands
should stay in the family!

With any balanced opening bid,
strive to open the appropriate level
of notrump or rebid the appropri-
ate level of notrump on your next
turn. Notrump openings and notrump
rebids by opener in non-competitive
auctions are more about values and
shape than stoppers.

After your descriptive INT rebid,
responder, under the strong sugges-
tion that you hold at least two cards
in all suits, could and, in my opinion,
should rebid 2 4.

Because I am aware this opinion

- will bring out the nay-sayers who read

my column and choose to comment
on my bidding-theory deficiencies, I
shall begin my defense in advance.

For starters, as a partnership agree-
ment, we virtually never rebid INT
with a singleton. On the rare occasion
I would rebid INT with a singleton, it
would be a high honor, which may be
as valuable as a low doubleton. A fur-
ther theory of mine is that the weaker
your collective hands are, the more
likely it is that playing in a trump
contract when at least a partial fit is
assured, is more often the right thing
to do. On this basis, my suggested
auctionis 1€ -14; INT-2 4.

Is it possible that a notrump con-
tract could be superior? Absolutely.
Despite this, on this auction, I would
reach 2 and live with the conse-
quences.

Second solution: With strong
three-card support and a ruffing value
in hearts, simply raise 1 # to 2#, im-
plying four-card support. This auction,
which clearly identifies the minimum
nature of your opening bid, provides
a much better description of your
actual holding than the auction you
described. Although this sequence
would be preferred by many experi-
enced players, it's just not my style.

I tend to avoid raising on three-card
support unless all the other alterna-
tives seem worse. For example, after
14 -14, holding:

AAKS5 98 Q9653 K754,

I would raise to 2, rather than bid-
ding and emphasizing two very unim-
pressive holdings in the minor suits. 0



