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Dear Jerry,
My partner and I disagree on the
following auction:
Partner Me
v 1A INT 2%
Dbl 24 Pass 44
Pass Pass Dbl All Pass

Down two. When my partner
bid freely over the double, I ex-
pected him to hold extra values,
and with my 12 support points,
Ijumped to game. Obviously the
auction was not a success. Which
one of us bid too much?

Eric

Hi Eric,
The lack of clear partnership agree-
ments contributes to many poor
results. Without knowing what each
of you held, it is difficult to be sure,
but obviously one of you bid too much!
I assume the 2% bid showed trump
support with at least limit raise
values, leaving a jump to 3é as pre-
emptive. Clearly, this action would
require the partnership to reach at
least the level of 24. In the methods I
prefer, your partner’s immediate 2é&
bid should be his weakest possible
action.
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With a holding like this, I would
clearly reject any invitation immedi-
ately by bidding 2.

This agreement is somewhat like
the Principle of Fast Arrival, i.e., the
faster you reach the minimum level
required by the auction, the less in-
terest you show in getting any higher.

Your partner had options over the
double. Any new suit should be a

help-suit game try leaving a possible
spade game still in the mix. If you
accept my premise that an immediate
24 bid is the weakest possible action,
then pass by your partner is forward
going and leaves room for advancer
to further describe his interestina
game contract.

Partner heard you express your
12 support points and only wanted
to compete as far as 26. What extra
values did you have to raise to game?

A comparable auction:

1¢ v 16
3¢ ?

26

The 24 cuebid should be that ad-
vancer was willing to reach the three
level after your overcall. I would
assume 3% once again to be the weak-
est possible action. With 3¢ remov-
ing any space for the overcaller to
suggest a possible game, I would play
pass to be invitational. A partnership
agreement that I find to be a good one
in this and similar auctions when
two cuebids are available is to play
both aslimit raises or better but the
cuebid that keeps us the lowest shows
exactly three-card support while
the cuebid that forces us to a higher
level promises four-card or longer
support. No difference in values, just
in the number of trumps, which helps
us follow The Law in a competitive
auction.

While I am on this general subject,
there’s another partnership agree-
ment I prefer, Auction:

1A 2%0/4/V 26  2NT!

In auctions like this, where a cuebid
would force the partnership to the
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four level, I prefer to define 2NT as a
limit raise or better in partner’s suit.
My guess is the number of times that
you would like to bid a natural 2NT,
after a bid and raise, is less than the
number of times you would like to
express trump support and values.

By the way, I am a big believer in
mixed raises. The mixed raise to me
shows values less than a limit, but
more than a preempt, guaranteeing
at least four-card support. In the auc-
tion you questioned, I would play:

1v 1A INT 3v!
... as four-card support with around
7-9 points.

In my next column, I will try to
develop the mixed raise concept more
fully.m
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