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Newer Players

Ask Jerry

BY JERRY HELMS
askjerry@jerryhelms.com
jerryhelms.com

Dear Jerry,
My partner and I cannot
agree on whether to play reg-
ular Bergen raises or reverse
Bergen. We would appreciate
your input. By the way, I think
I have heard that you are not
a fan of any form of Bergen.
Would you explain?

Claudette

Hi Claudette,

Let’s start with my understanding of
Bergen raises as devised by Marty
Bergen. One general premise of
Bergen raises is that if your partner
opens one of either major, and you
possess four-card or longer trump
support with anywhere between zero
and limit-raise values, the partner-
ship must reach the three level as
quickly as possible. The justification
for this on poor hands is that it loose-
ly follows the Law of Total Tricks,
where it is often correct to compete
to at least the level of the total num-
ber of trumps held between the two
hands.

Regular Bergen with no interven-
ing bids:

1%/A—3%: Simple-raise values, at
least four-card support.

1¥/A—-34: Limit-raise values, at
least four-card support.

1¥—-3% or 14-34: Less than sim-
ple-raise values. Zero points possible!

Reverse Bergen with no interven-
ing bids:

1¥/A—3&%: Limit raise values, at
least four-card support.

1¥/A—-34: Simple raise values, at
least four-card support.

19-3% or 14—-34: Less than sim-
ple raise values. Zero points possible!

When forced to play Bergen with a
student, I strongly prefer regular
Bergen. Something I learned a long
time ago, “game before slam,” is my
reason for this preference.
Concentrate on reaching good game
contracts before you worry about
your slam bidding.

When my partner makes a four-
trump limit raise, I accept the game
invite with any unbalanced hand, or
with any balanced hand holding a
few extra values. I tend to reject the
invite only with a balanced mini-
mum. When my partner makes a
simple raise at the three level, that
could be 7 HCP or perhaps a poor
10-count, sometimes I would like the
room to make a game try. Reverse
Bergen minimizes the opportunity to
do so. Example:

1v 3e
?

If 34 is a simple raise, there is zero
room to express interest in a possible
game when opener holds medium
values. Conversely, playing regular
Bergen:

1v 3
?

Opener can make an artificial,
space-available, game-try bid of 34.
Effectively, this allows responder to
make the last mistake — I mean
decision!

I think that proponents of reverse
Bergen do so because the 3¢ limit
raise allows for greater exploration of
a possible slam. Perhaps this is why
it’s called reverse Bergen ... “slam
before game™!

My objections to Bergen raises

https://www.nxtbook.com/acbl/bridgebulletin/2025_06/index.php#/p/52

when playing 2/1 as a game force is
best exemplified when responder
holds either of the following two
hands opposite a 14 opening:

Da— vQ4 #J542 HKJ108652

B A5 YQ4 #8542 RAKJI652

With hand €, the usual plan would
be to start with INT and then bail
out to your seven-card club suit over
either a 2# or 24 rebid by opener.

With hand @), clearly responder
does not have the values for an
immediate 2 bid, game forcing. If
he bids INT, then opener rebids 24
or 2%, now what? Perhaps inflection
or the velocity of slapping a 3+ bid
on the table could help opener appre-
ciate the difference between this
holding and the previous one.
Lacking this less-than-ethical option,
responder would bid 3. Please tell
me you see a vast difference in these
two hands.

My preference is to play all
three-level jumpshifts into lower
ranking suits as natural and invita-
tional, with a strong six-card or lon-
ger suit. Opener is encouraged to bid,
but permitted to pass. Each of the
following qualify:

1¢-3e&
1¥-3&/3¢
1A-3%/34/39

As a partnership agreement, we
play that if opener bids anything less
than game over the invitational jump,
it is forcing.

That’s my extremely wordy input. I
stand prepared for the onslaught of
conflicting opinions this column is
certain to generate. It comes with the
territory when airing your opinions
for public scrutiny. m
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