When you might accept a Jacoby Transfer after a double with only a 2-card fit 

     After a strong 1NT opening, responder uses Jacoby Transfers at the two level to begin to find out if the there is a five-three major suit fit. After a 2D or 2H transfer showing hearts or spades, the partnership can stop at the two-level or invite a game, usually by bidding 2NT if responder had a five-card major. With game going values and a five-card major, after having made a Jacoby Transfer, responder can either jump to 3NT or bid a new suit to ascertain if the have a 5-3 major suit fit. So there’s no problem finding a 5-3 fit when responder has invitational or better values.

     What about when the transfer suit is doubled for the lead: 1NT-P-2D-Dbl or 1NT-P-2H-Dbl? Do you ignore the interference and always automatically bid 2S? Common practice is to use the interference as an opportunity to let responder know right then if you have only two-card support for his major by passing the double with two-card support and accepting the transfer with three or four-card support. This can be helpful if the next hand now competes in the indicated major.

     This approach is a good one but leaves unanswered the question: when opener passes the double of the Jacoby transfer bid, does he have a stopper in it? If responder has a five-card major and invitational values without a stopper in the suit doubled, does he just sign-off in 2S with five poor spades or does he bid 2NT, the traditional approach to invite game with a five-card major? And if he does, how will opener know if responder has or doesn’t have a stopper in the doubled suit when opener had no stopper or only a partial stopper? Redouble by responder forces opener to accept the transfer so that won’t help and a cue-bid, asking for a stopper would be game forcing. 

    How about this partnership agreement? After responder had used a Jacoby Transfer and the next hand has doubled that suit for the lead, opener should always accept the transfer regardless of how many cards he holds in responder’s suit when he does not have a notrump stopper in the opponent’s suit and pass only when he has a stopper in their suit (and only two spades).

     Now with invitational values, if opener passes responder can bid 2NT without worrying whether opener has a stopper in the opponents suit and opener can pass or bid three or four of responder’s major. If on the other hand, opener accepts the transfer, responder will not bid an invitational 2NT without himself having heart values that will withstand being led thru. With game-going values, and no heart stopper, he can bid a new suit, cue-bid the opponents suit or just settle for playing game in a possible 5-2 major fit. More often than not it will be an 8 or 9-card fit.

     If those nasty opponents interfere with a three-level bid of the transfer suit that was doubled after partner’s acceptance of the transfer into responder’s suit (for example: 1NT-P-2H-Dbl-2S-3H), responder can double this with invitational values or better, expecting opener to almost always “correct” to responder’s major when he had three-card support and always correct when he had four-card support. This partnership agreement will be especially helpful on hands like this:




North



     Not having this agreement, South opened




S: 10 9 x x x


     with 1NT and South bid 2H, a transfer to  




H: 10 x


     spades. West then doubled 2H and North, 




D: Q x x


     not having three spades, passed the double




C: A Q x


         South did not want to sign off in a mere








      2S on a known five-two fit, besides which 




South


     
      he had invitational values. So hoping that




S: Q J


                  opener has a heart stopper since he didn’t




H: J x x  


      have 2 spades, responder bid 2NT. In 2NT




D: A K J x x


      the opponents took 6 hearts and 2 spades 

C: K x x


      while spades will make three – for a plus.
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