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Dear Jerry,
My partner and I have diverse
views on what constitutes a weak
two-bid. In this case, diverse is
abig understatement! We have
decided to request binding arbi-
tration from you.

Too Weak/Too Strong

Dear Too?,

Binding arbitration is a responsibil-
ity I will not take lightly. Before your
specific issue, I would like to provide
four general guidelines regarding
preemptive bidding:

@) Position at the table

Clearly, the best time to aggres-
sively preempt is first seat, before the
opponents begin to exchange infor-
mation. Next best is third seat, where
your LHO knows his partner does not
have an opening bid, but you know
that your partner does not have an
opening bid. In fourth seat, there is no
such thing as a preemptive opening
bid. With along suit and abad hand,
pass quickly.

@ Vulnerability

The best case: your side is not vul-
nerable and the opponents are. The
worst case: your side is vulnerable
and the opponents are not. Essential-
ly neutral: equal vulnerability around
the table.

@ Partnership style

Consistency is a virtue in any
partnership. If you choose to be
conservative, be conservative all the
time. If you choose to be aggressive,
don’t miss an opportunity for an
aggressive action. It is difficult to
play with someone who swings from
the trees sometimes and other times
is completely rock solid. By the way,

both partners do not require identi-
cal opinions. It is just important that
each of us understands the other’s
tendencies.

@) Your partner’s sense of humor!

I have never knowingly created a
poor result via one of my preempts. I
have, however, on occasion, created
aterrible result with a poorly timed
aggressive preempt. As long as your
partner understands your tendencies
and is willing to live with the good,
the bad, and, occasionally, the ugly,
keep this person!

Asageneral rule, T am against
kamikaze weak two-bids but prefer
constructively obstructive actions. At
times, for many, it seems as if the only
requirement to open a weak two-bid
is a six-card suit or even, occasional-
ly, a poor five-card suit. As a general
rule, I think if you open a weak two-
bid, and your partner leads the king
of your suit, you should still expect to
score at least one trick. Translation?
A weak-two bid in any seat should
be headed at least by the queen, with
rare third-seat deviations occasion-
ally tolerated.

The very best time to open an
aggressive weak two-bid: first seat,
not vulnerable versus vulnerable.
Example:

AQO98632 ¥4 eKJ103 &62

By my standards, anormal weak
two in first seat, nonvul versus vul,
however I would pass in second seat,
vul versus not. At equal vulnerabili-
ty, Iwould tend to open in first seat,
and depending on how I felt, either
pass or open in second seat ... but this
is clearly a matter of style and your
partner’s sense of humor.

Second seat vulnerable versus not
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example:
AKQJ952 ¥7642 45 &62

The strength of this suit makes
entry into the auction at the earliest
point mandatory. Don’t worry a lot
about the four little hearts.

Third seat examples:

A7 YVKQ1053 4982 #QJ109

A3632 WAQJIT73 46 HQ52

Once your partner is a passed hand,
third seat should strain to get us in
the auction, especially when holding
a good suit. Your need to be obstruc-
tive to the opponents far outweighs
the need to be constructive to your
partner.

Two general observations:

1) In any seat, I am far more likely to
hold a strong five-card suit than to
open aweak two with a seven-card
suit.

2) I donot understand using basic
Ogust responses. For starters, I'm not
sure you should ever hold a bad suit
and a good hand. More importantly,
Ogust does not provide aresponse
that says, “I don’t have a good suit,
but it’s not a bad one, and I don’t have
agood hand, but not really a bad

one. What I have is what you think

I should have based on the vulner-
ability and position at the table.” In
my regular partnerships, we play
avariation of Ogust that permits a
description of your holding that is
based on these factors. We even have
aresponse that identifies a five-card
suit!

I have no clue if this wordy mis-
sive even remotely addresses your
partnership issues, but I feel better
havingdoneit!'m
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