Andrew Kambites

Inverted Minor Raises
Are a Good
Convention

Twao iop players debate a hot bridge topic, Tell us whose argument
has won you over by e-malling the Editor at elena@ebu.co.uk

THINE back to traditional Acol: Strong
Twaos and Weak Threes. It is important to
understand the lagic behind this. It you
have a strong hand, you cannot open it at
the one level in case it gets passed out, but
you do want te conserve bidding space as
much as possible. If you have aweak hand,
you want to take up as much spacc as pos-
sible in order to deprive your opponents
of bidding space.

This principle has spread mto many
other arcas, In a sequence like (1%) - 14
(Pass} = 2%, the last bid is an Unassuming
cue-bad, agrecing spades and making a
game try, Whereas in (1%) = [ - (Pass)
24, the last bad s pre-emptive. Tradi
ticnally, 1% = {Double) - 3% was pre
emprive, showing 2 good raise o 2%,
Mowadays many pairs want 1o play 1% —
(Passh — 3% or |'W — (14 — 3% a3 pre-
crnptive, genuine riaises o the thee level
being shown by a Jacoby INT bid after a
pass, or a cue-bid of the opponent’s suit
after an overcall. 5o the question is this: “If
the principle of conserving space with a
good hand, but destroving space with a fic
and a weaker hand is 30 good in so mamy
arcas, why should it not be good if your
gide opens a minor suit?' | cannor see amy
logical answer to that, and that in turn
leads on to Inverted Minor Raises,

Suppose partner opens |4, playing a
weak INT. You hold Hand A below:
Hamd A: 9 7 Y354 #KO76 #0322

A passing fairy tells you your partmer
has a minimurm [ apener but offers you
the chance o buy the contract in 3ds, OF
course you would accept. How would you
feel if v kmew thar 38 might go one ofi?
Wou should still aceept, 1€ 38 pocs ane off
your can be virneally certain that oppo-
nents can make 2% or 26, 1015 pure fantasy
o iagine that it you raise o 28 three
passes will follow, Why should competent
opponents allow you ta buy the contract
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at the two level when they know you have
a fit? If you have a fir, they will also have a
fit. If you bid just 24 then this sort of
aucton is likely to develop:

West Morth East South
L] Fase 2 Pags
Pas 28 I EL

Your 24 invited opponents mto the aue
o now they have found their fit and out-
e veur at the three level. Serves vou mght!
OF course, if you believe that it is righe o
Lvicl 24 aver their profective major, wealdn's
it be bemer o try 10 310p them entering the
auction in the first place with a jump ro 3¢

Plaving Inverted Minor Raises | —
(Pass} — 38 shows 3 normal raise (o 26,
OfF course you don't want fo fiise 1o 38
with Hand B which has less playing
strength bur far more defensive strength
than Hand A. In thar case respond INT
which must now show 6-% points, not
&-10 a5 was the case with rraditional Acol,
Hand B: # Q76 WA |& #0Q74 #8543

S0, how about if you are soonger?
Hand C:# K109 Y35 #A|76 #KEI2

It partner opens b, respond 2% with
Hand C. This shows at least the values for
1 jumnp-raise to 3% and is forcng to 3. If
gither partner bids bevond 3d the auction
becomes game forcing, Opener often rebads
stiits where he has values rather than length,
for examples

Opener Respander
& B35 & K109
vAQ2Z @ L -
+ 109 *A|TE
+ AQ|754 & K632
I'_'Tmner Ik!.'pnnder
T I
v INT
INT

2% cannot reasonably taken a5 2 desire to
play in hearts: responder’s 2 bid denics a
four-card  heart suit. X% shows heart
values, allowing responder w0 show
stoppers in the other two suits with 2NT.

Opener Responder
* A5 & K09
YOz @ L. ¥ |
# Q108 ¢ AlTG
* AT S * K632
Oipenier Responder
14 24
INT INT

INT is below 3 but logically it must be
game forcing, Opener iz clearly balanced,
and with & balanced 12-14 points he
would  have opened  INT.  Theretone
opener has 154 points, plenty for game
opposite a raise o Jd,

Finally, imagine the problems you face
if you are not plaving inverted minors
when partner opens |4 and you hold
Hand D
Hand B: #AEZ YADQE #75 #AQ7 13

You don't seem to have much alternative
tov either hacking 3MT or some number of
clubs, or responding in a short suit and
haping to avoid disaster in the horrible
auction that will follow. Maying mverted
minors it 15 easy: starl with 28 - plenty of
time later to show your powerhouse,

So let me weigh up the pros and cons of
inverted minor ratses,

Pros: Ioverted minors are a concept
based on logic rather than a convention,
There are no significant memory demands,
making therm eagy o play. The rase to the
three level deals with weak hands, making
it harder for opponents 1o onter the aucton,
The constructive raise to 28 gives vou
extra bidding space with stronger hands,

Cans: Um ... Overavow, Paul. O
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Inverted Minor Raises
Are Not a Good
Convention

Or vate by post (Editor, English Bridge, 23 Erleigh Road, Reading RG1 5LR).
Camments for publication (not more than 200 words, please) are welcome,

THE DEBATE

Paul Bowyer

THERE are a number of reasons why [
dislike Inverted Minors as a corvention,
When you add gadgers to your system they
should be there for a purpose, essentially
to solve  problems that your normal
bidding system throws up fairly regularly
— they should not be there as ‘bolt-on’'
extras just so that you can fill in some
unwanted space on the convention card
EBU 208, When players add Inverted
Miners o their armouary, they often do so
becawse it 15 trendy, or because other
players are playing this method, not lor
any - meaningful reason, [t s akin 1w
hanging furry dice on your car mirror and
the convention improves your badding in
much the same way as the aferementioned
addition of dice helps vour driving . ..
Let's have & look at why [ am so much
against i There are two aspects 1o any
cormvention, Does it improve your bidding
where it is vsed? And, secondly, does the
comventional cost of the comvention have an
adwverae atfect claewhere? This latter aspect
may need 1 word of explanation. To take a
simple crample: 2 Stayman bid of 28 over
IMT prevents you being able o remove
INT into 24, 5o the conventionmal cost of
Stayman ia that vou cannot play in 2 after
a INT opening bid. Maost players would
(rightly) say ‘Big deal’ and move on. Here
[with Stayman) the conventional cost is
munimal. With Imverted Minors you can no
lenger make a natural raise of 14 o 28 or
1# 1w 2%, Is that so much of a“Big deal'? [
think so, ves — as later examples will show.
Firstly, let's ook at the efficiency of the
comvention itsell, [ am not going to dwell
oo much on the 18 - 28 (or 1§ - 28]
part of the sistem. Maost plavers have put
some work into- this although some plavers
have put too Little inte their methods and
have too tew understamndings (How far is it
forcing, for example?l, Anvway, doubiless
Andrew Kambites on the other page has
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done his best here to convince you of the
merits of this aspect,

Where disasters occur is with the & —
3, or 14 — 3%, part of the system. What
precisely, does that mean? “Oh; say pro-
ponents of these methods, brightly, 'Itf's
pre-cmptive’, Yes, thank you, but which of
the hands below isfare suitable tor a raise of
partner’s opening 1% bid o 3% playing
Perverted, er, Inverted minors!

Hand 1 Hand 2

& |71 & 54

v 7 ¥ &85

* AQ87 4 109653
& ORE532 & 143
Hand 3 Harnd 4

& 17 & |B42

¥ 741 L ]
$KQ|9 # |93

* QR&4 & AJ92

All of them, perchance? Lovely bidding!!
And what, pray tell, is opener supposed to
do with, say, a balanced hand of around 18
points? Pass? Bid 547 Try 3NT? Toss a
coin? [ have seen & number of examples of
this nonsense where responder makes a
‘pre-emptive’ raise to three of a minor and
succeeds in o pre-empting only  partner.
And, if indignant users of these methods
claim that they are disciplined and have
precise limits on what constituies a pre
emptive raise, then what do you do oo the
other hands above? Good ndding abliges
the epponents o guess, nel partner.

Mo, on Hand 4, Fean hear a vast chorus
shouting, | would respond 190" But 1s that
wise? I dishike responding ima bad suit on a
bad Band swhen 1 hawe a sensible altermative,
For me, o raige 1o 2@ stands our, 17 parimer
has spades he can bid themmn — he is 2 grown-
up and can bid his ovwn haod. The full deal
shows the folly of alwavs bidding a four-

card major even when you have primary
support for partner (my files are full of
deals similar to thes onel:

& |B42

¥ 51

* |93

* 4|92
« 10745 + AR
¥ EFS ¥ A0|94
# K108 74 4 Q652
4+ 0 * 75

& 3913

¥ Ki0Z

* A

& KI0ES4 3

After South opens 18 and North regponds
i (horribby in my view), East will bid
somnething (probably 2% and South will
surely raise 1o 24 {now there’s a contract!),
Fast-West can either defend thar, down
plenty, or bid to 3% or 3% making. A
shame, really, as Morth-South can make
4o However, that's hard to veach as North
can't bid agan (it risks Sowth thinking
Marth is making a game try in spades} and
South 15 unaware of the club fit. Lovely
bidding. After a pormal, natural raise to 248
on the Morth cards, though, South can
compete in clubs as high as he likes - the fic
has been identified at once. And if North-
Soputh had a spade fit? Well, South would
have been able to bid spades at his second
turn, This auction s impossble, of course,
if your methods are abstructed by Inverted
Mimor raises.

Mow, finally,. I accept that Inverted
Miners may be the enly way out of the
maorass that plaving short minors may
create (another reason for not playing this
stybe, in iy view ), However, it 18 or 1%
shows at least four cards in vaur methods,
I can see litthe upside 1o this comvention
and plenty of downside,
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