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EDITORIAL. : :

WinkingWorld now has anew editor, last year's secretary of Etwa.
Since I have not had time to write the minutes of the 1981 A.G.M.,
I merely announae now that the new officers of Etwa are: Chairmem,
Jonathan Mapley; Secretary, Geoff Thorpe of 9 Sussex Road, Cheadle
Heath,Stockport, Cheshire, telephone 061-477-2640 ; Treasurer Alan
Dean (from whom equipment is available and to whom subscriptions
should be paid); Winking World editor, Charles Relle. '

Dates to note are: January 30th and 31lst, Cambridge Open Pairs
Tournament. The Cambridge Dinner is on the evening of the 30th.
Detalls from Liz Bertoya, ‘Queens' College, Cambridge. - _

February 27th . Hampshire Open Pairs .
Entrles to Mike Surridge, the Winks Club , Scuthampton University

- Students' Union, University Road, Highfield, Southampton. On the

28th there may be a handicap 51ngles competition, also in

_ Southampton, organised by Julius Mach. No details of this have
‘:reached re either as secretary of Etwa or as editor of Winking
" World. Jullus s addressis: 11 Wheatcroft Drive, West End Southampton.

March '13th. London Opén Pairs Tournament:
this will be at Westfield College, -London N.W. %, starting at 10.30
a.m. Details from Jonathan Mapley 2 Janmead Wltham EsseXe

This is my first attempt as editor. to produce Winking World,
and theugh I hope I will improve readers must bear with my’ .
defiviencies. You ‘will find my typlng ervatic. and my judgement
of what will go ‘on a page uncertaln, also that much of this
issue. ‘has been written by myself. You can of course remeﬂy this
by . writing articles on-any winking subject and scnding them to
me:at 26 Canadian Avenue London S.E.6, and if you are wise you
will do so. I have a 1ong and excruesidtingly boring article
(written by myself!) which Ishall not hesitate to publish in WW4O
if'I do not receive any other materizgl. A propos:of the contents -
of this issue, I must apologise to Cyril Edwards who wrote an
article cryptically entitled 'The John Lennon Memorlal Shot!
which has not reached me fromthe previous editor. If it ever turns
up I shall publish this. Meanwhile let go of your squidgers and
take up your pens on any subject connected with w1nks — matches,

.taCtlcS, new shots, anythlng.h

4L quick look at 1981 ‘shows good attendance at tournaments and
smoother organisation of ‘some of them, a highly successful '
American tour in terms of gmmes played and friendships made or
renewed, if not in results from our point af view, healthy numbers
in most clubs, thoughNewts is declining except when it dines, and
The shadow of. '0'- level hangs over LUSTS. Cambridge and Southampton
seem to prosper, and Oxford appears to have 3 clubs, one with no
secretary, one with no money , and one with a- completely dormant
secretary and £40 belonging to Cambridge. Perhaps this is one cass
in which amalgamation would make for eff1c1ency. Let us hope that
1982 goes at least as well as 1981.

Alan Tean's address is 6Birkland Drive Edwinstowe Nottinghamshire.
Please pay your 1982 subsc¢ription to him as soon as you can if yom
have not already done so (ordinary members £3, students etc. £1).

Sets are still £1.50 and mats £5.50 plus postage. Orders to
Alan Dean.

If you want to play against Oxford write to Carew Satchwell at

Worcester Gollege Oxford.

Congratulatlons to Pam Knowles on the birth of Rebecca Ann .
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Charles Relle on WINKS, DEMOCRACY AND THE RULES.

' At the AL M. a screed entitled !Winks and Democracy' was
Circulated. Simce it contains errors.of:fact and makes no attempt.
to do justice to the Rules Committee's intentions in conducting a .
poll of Etwa on unresolved matters concerned Witk the rules, it
demands & .reply. - . : ; L S T

First, it describes, the E.G.M. held in Southampton last Febraary
as wedl Httended.. In fact nine persons, not all of whom were P
members of Etwa, attended this meeting ¢4 simple majority of this o
meeting could consist of five, and. if it%.decisions were considered .
binding, Etwa could have found itself shackled by decisions largely
prougnt about by non-members. This situation does not seem to. me
to bring together winks and democracy. Further, this meeting,
convened to discuss outstanding matters pertaining to the rubes,
insisted on discussing all the rules,or attempting to do so..
Time ran out, the outstanding matters were scarcely discussed at
all, and many decisions taken by the A.G.M., which was' far more
representative of Etwa as - a whole, were reversed. This was most .
unfortunate, and the committee had to consider their responsibility -
to Etwa as a whole and to democrcy itself. They also had  to .¢onsider-
when ‘and whether another E.G.M. would be possible, and the impending
American tour. It would have been awkward to haveto tell the '
Americans that. we had no -agreed-body of rules. No date was

available on which a further E.G.M. coudd be called, as the
National Pairs weckendwms unsuitable, so what were,%he_Committee
to do? They did not wish simply to publish a set of rules with no
authority from Etwa, so they sorted out all outstanding matters,
and invited members.of Etwa to vote on them. The interition was

to poll 21l members of Etwa, and if there were any omissions,
they were the result of oversight ,not deliberate. Here I must
again take issue with 'Winks and Democracy', whichk strongly -
implies,though it does not state, thattheé:Committee deliberately.

polled only a selection of members. This .is a slur on the honesty
of the committee and in particular of mygself who conducted the poll. -
So the committee tried to get the views of Etwa on outstanding
natters and it succeeded. This seecms to me. to be democratic. It

is as well, nevertheless, that the 1981 A.G.M.endorsed the rules,
so that nc-one, however esoteric his view of democracy, cam. =~
complain that they do nat have democratic validity. =~

THE NATIONAL TEAMS OF FOUR CHAMPIONSHIP.

This was played in Southampton on the last weekehd in Novenmber,
and drew together the most geographically diverse pollection'of“
winkers for some. time. Geoff Thorpe came from Manchester, Messrs
Edwards and Huish made-the journey from Weston-super-Mare,and
teams from Southampton (naturally), CGambridge, London and Oxford.
appeared. This thurhament is the least . serious in the calendar
and much.of the plat was light-hearted. It was won by a team
called the Four Gauche Men, the all left-handed combination of
Brennan, Hull, Relle and Beaman. There was some criticism of the
composition of this team as being too strdng,.but’no,oﬁher tean
wished to break up to admit any of its menmbers. It would be
interesting to hear pechle!s views on the management of the
teams of four tournament. It would be easy to make up- teams .of
roughly equal strength from seeded lists of players, pub. this weould
have to be done in advance, and would involveﬂthe‘compulsory .
separation of people who might wish to play togethers Would YOU
prefer this? Write and let me know.
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THE MARCHANT TROPEY *~ - e, _"-:_'“ S =

SEMI-FINAL: QUESH v.OLD BAVCROFTIANS. ' LT oot

Yet another trophy has passed fromauthe hands of a Well—
established holder. On the Saturday evening of the Singles
Championship, Quesh played their semi-final againgt o1ld Bancroftlans.
Both teams were reshuffled from the quarter-finals and both
ended up with only five pla ers. Pam replaced Pam for Quesh and
after six years!. retirement, John Mesher filled Dave Rose's slot .
in the Obwink team. It Was left to each team to decide who played
sole, and no-one was surpriscd at the choices. There were perhaps
a few 51ghs of relief from their opponents when Quesh d001de&
not to play Nigel and Keith Together.

Quesh took the first round 12:9 by virtue of Alan s 5 2. The
second round saw a big swing the other wayy with 01d Bancroftians
getting the only two big scores of the match, 6 for Harvey and |
Dennid and 7 for Jom. 8o 7 & a third from the last round would be
sufficient, and two of these were secursd first by the O's.:At
one stage in the battle of the giants (Jonathan do you liwe in’
Lllllput° -BEd.), Alan had a big pile. by’ the potand Jon had ane,"
free wink. Guéss where the frec wink lanacd what Alan didn't do,‘
and how four more precious points accrued. Now Greg and John had
to score one and a kalf points. Even with only five minites to"j'-
appreciate this fact, the task kooked straightforward enough, and
it was left to John‘to play a smail red fractionally more off . a’
large-green than it was, . in order to pot it in round five. Round
four went. slightly awry, and tie wink was left sideways on to the
pot, perfectly Bristolable, but pottab1e° The applause and the
scorecard -tell the story.

‘DEAN KNOWLES % FRASER . SEAMAN & BUDD
OPPOSS & o | o - N
ORROCK a~2 2-5 L. 6t
HOBG & - .. o S
VESHER - o erhE . B3 0 5ok
MAPLEY = . h-3 c D S R SV

Rouhd scores, Bancroftlans flrst g-12; 153—55, 9-12. Total 33%—29%
THE FINAL = -
This took place at 26 Canadian Avenue on. l6th January 1982. Newts
had uhfortUnately had a walk-over into the final, having been
unable to arrange a match sgainst Newts II.
Both teams started hesitantly and Newts had the better of

the opening rouné by 15 points to 6. However, in the second
round- 017 Bancroftians recaovered most of the deficit, winning it
14-7. Th#ts took us to lunch time. Newts hoped to gain strength in
the traditional manncr by repairing to the pub, but in fact
sustenance increased the powar of their of their opponents, who
tocki.three 6-1s in round 5, leaving Newts too much to do in
round 4. Straining after victory from improbable positions had
its usual consequences and 0ld Bancroftians scored 15 paints
in the last round for a win by 53 to- 31. On the day they were
clearly the better téar and deserved their- Wln.
Scores: NEWTS - , o

'RELLE & WISEMAN 5:;1%,1 1=9

EDWARDS“&VINCENT: 4,4,1, l 10 ;

“JEFFREYS & TOYE: 5%,1%,1,4=12"

- OLD BANCROFTIANS
MAPLEY & ROSE: 1%4,5%,6,6=19 -
OPPOSS & ORROCK: 3.51,6,6=20%
-HEOGG & JOSEPE: 134,3,6,3=13%. .
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FORTY-FORTY CHARLES, OR AGE TO THE FORE.
The'ﬂational Singles 1981. "

 The two major championshkips in 1981 vere dominated by two . -
players. Nigel Knowies and Charles Relle took their first Pairs @ -
championship in May, and Charles did the double in 'October by -
winning his first Singles, Nigel coming a point behind Dave
Tockiwdod im third place. So tlhie era of the quadragenarian:has
dawneds R . = . R
' The sihgles took place on the first and second floois-of the. " -
Station Hotel, Eitker Green, and many thanks are due to the . 7
landlord for providing fifteen Contiplas boards at his. own expense
and for giting us easy access even outside normél opening-hours. -

Because of the large entry of 26, it was decided to play the -* ..
initial stages in three groups.. We agonised at length over this, - -
the alternative being tc use Alan Dean's computerised Swiss system..
This has afvantages and disadvantages, and Alan need not feel that -
his work has been wasted, because we shall undoubtedly use the
program at future tournaments. Ef numbers increase , and let's
hope they do, Swiss will be the only system able to cope. adequately
with some events. Our only complaint this year, and a small one,
is overvplayers‘whd'leave it to the last minute to tell the -
organiser whethor or not they will be playing€. It doesn't matter
too much in’minor tournaments, but it does meke 1ife difficult
in a major one, when so many players have to be catered for and ..
time on the day is at a premium. - : _ L o

Twelve seeded players were spread through the groups, the
qualifiers for the final being the top three finishers in each
group, plus the highest scoring fourth player{points per game as .
the groups were unegual in size). This. provided interest, and a
lot of fluctuating hopes and fears as the last round of games
commenced. Amazingly, i1f three games had had different scorelines,
Messrs Lockwood, Edwards and, ¥eS, Relle would not have gualified!
It was hard on Duncan Budd, who had & dgserved.win over the'newrw
champion in the gualifying round, that Jon Mapley,who had already
gqualified, beat him?7-0, reducing his p.p.g-te 4.5, but this meant
that another LUSTS player; Tony Brennan; scraped through on .57,
Tt would have been rough justice had he not,as he had beaten Dave
Lockwood! Nobody from Southampton was surprised when Mike Surridge
qualified;and the -other eight were as expected. We hope that Mary
Davies and David Sharman .of Cambridge (124 points each),Bob _
Cartwright of Southampton(?7 points) and Timothy Jeffreys (13 points),
younger brother of Charles, cunjoyed their first big tournament.
Tt's great to see new faces and particularly encouraging that
Cambridge has had so many new recruits this year. It's_good also |

that half the entrants were at school, polytechpic or university.

The format for the final group was the samc as last‘year*s:

10 players, all play all. Re-secding was done on the basis of

.p.g. from the qualifying groups, SO that the games between the

op conterders came at the end.Charles was in the lead for the
first four rounds, nftur which he met Jom, who had fought back -
after a nervy start. Jon got a 6-1 revenge for his defeat of the
previous day, and tock a precarious lead. Lockwood put paid to

that with a solid one-colour pot-out, but was promptly beateneéﬁl by
Nigel, so with two rounds to go it was Relle 35, Knowles 343,
Mapley 32 Lockwood 313. - , .

Charles got the killer blow in round &, & 7-0 against Keith
Seaman. In a wild gaume, Charles tried to pot. green and missed the
third, and then yellow and missed the third! His remzining winks
were chased all over the mat, as he attempted to pot one or ather
colour and Xeith to squop him. After 18 minutes two more greens
had gone in, the others were about 7 inches from the pot, widely
separated, and a red was poised-on-a blue ready to put it wherever
a green landed. Charles surprised himself by petting both the
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greons, and then the four yellows, and Keith was outragcd as muck
by Charkes's =zany tactics as by the result.Meanwhilc Jon and Nigel
were contriving =2 4-3 which did neither of them any good and Dave
became Charles's only serious challenger by beating Alan 6-1.
Charles's last game was against Dave,- and he started, or should
have if he could count, in the happy knowledge that he was British
champion unless he leost-54-13% or worse and Jon or Nigel won 7-0,
and further that he would be outright winner by avoiding a 6-1
defeat if the 7-C s failed tc materialise. A tense game resulted’
in a 4-3 to Dave, and left Charles 3% points clear.

Charles has always becn one cof the most skilful and flamboyant
vlayers. In this tournament he played a confident and genscrally
disciplined game, perhaps for the first time in singles, and .
consistency on the Sunday made him chzmpion at the exXpense of all
thé-“previous ones.

Of the other finslists, Cyril produced form that was a shadow

of last year! s: on the second day he won fewer than half his gamesh
No doubt thisg: pugnaclous player will Ve back next year, possibly-
boosted by real alel What of the champion of the last two years,
Jonathan Mapley? In the qualifying round he seecmed determined to,
average sevem, and did average over six, despite an ominous 2-5
against Charles. Over the two days he had z higher average than
anyone else, but in the rfinal pocl losses against Alan, Cyril and
Dave set hir. back. In this section, Geoff Thorpe alsc cualified,
beating Charles on the way, and improved hoth his placing and kis
final score as compared with last year. In the same section as Cyril,
ngel was undefeated, but in the final pool was unable to get big
scores against the top players, except for his 6~1 against Lockwcod.
He seemed to be heading for the same score against Charles, who,
however, managed in rounds to extricate and pot three greeas for a
4-3 wine J01n1ng Nigel and Cyril was Keith, a player with whom we
assqgciate close, tense games. But he was on the wriong end of two -
0-7s this year, and four good sixes did:.not 1ift him above sixth
place. The €ther section provided four finalists. Tony Brennan

did enough to show that he will bhe a powbrful force in years to
come, as did Mike Surridge: congratulations to hir on his 7-0
against Keifth! Alan Dean, in winning the section and all bis games,
showed something of his 0ld forwm. In the final he assertced he was -
playing badly, and though hc had gcod-wins, notably a 6-1 agzinst
Jon, they did not give him enough points to compensate for three
losses. The enigmatic World Champion, Dave Lockwood, gaineé six:.
places as against last year, finishing second. He lost only one
gawe in the final pool, but only scored two sixes and was 3% points
short at the end. IN fact high scores “were hard to get in this
year's final:; there were three' ?-0s s there were last year, but:
only 25 6-1s as coumpared with 35 last year. Generally it was a much
closer tournament this year with 29 points separating first and.
tenth: last year it was 41%. Will the trend continue next year with
perhaps 16% botween first and last° Come along and piay: there
should be a good finish!

The scores of the tournament are given on pagasi6 and 7.
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NATIONAL SINGLES 1981:3CORES
In all sectionSscores are priuﬁedﬁ cpponent's nunber; score,with the
running totalunderneath. ‘ o ' :

QUALIFYING STAGE (qualifiers are underlined).
' YELLOW SECTION.

R, oy e g
| o 757 937 87 &;3 @36 53il. "5:9 636 bye  3rd
ljﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁf 7 321 24 30 TOE BIL%, 57

bye 932 635 1i1 433 7k 332 536 5th

- 835 id
2+ LONG 5 5 7 2 13 16 200 22 28
' 936 6;7 bye 7i6 5;6 156 452 2;5.- &4 - 2nd
. SEAMAL ¢33 33 019 7531 33 38 k2
bye 7:6 636 837 9i6° 2;4 335 5;6 1k lst
4o KNOWLES " "g" a207s 725 29 34 4O
| §:3 8.6 737 9i6 331 bye  1;7 431 231 ¢ hth
. C.JEFFR ; ; ; :
5 TREIST® °¢° 1 22 23 23 30 3 32
: 554  3;0 14;l 2;2 7;5 835 ‘bye. 1;2° 933 - 6ths=
. BOYCE : ;5 052 ; ;
6. BO i x5 7 13 180 18 19v 22
150 w1 550 351 651 9323 233 Bk bye  Bths
. SHARMAN : z 33 o BF
7 6 1 1 T2 3 53 er lay 12p
g.MARY DAVTES232 531' 130 730 bye 6;2 . 9;147;3 ;3 Bths
¢ 2 73 3 3 3.5 - 6p 91 1z o
9. PAM BUDD 331 1;0 2;5 5i1 S;1 7;4%  8;54bye  6in 6 the
 PAM B i1 6 7 & 12% 18 18 22
| WHITE SECTION | |
FoL ROUNDS ,
S | 16 ‘_62 83 45 6 ?
Lo Li6 - 6:;7  8;5% 2;2. 736 3;2 536 2nd
Lpocmioon 436617 §i3F ST B 2d5 3l <
. EAN Bk hi6 - 736 1;5 3;5 532 636  lst
2. 2EAL L lo 16 A a6 (33 39
- : 5;7 831 4;6  '5;4 . 2;2 | 135 7;7 - 4th
5. BRENNAN  “5° g 1 18 20 25 32
131 2;1 7 3;1 . 5-5 6:1 736 8:2 6th
nf‘HULL e 5 4 g s :

_1?

350 7:5 65 &;2 8;1 230 1;1° 7th.

54 IRESON "o 12 .13 1% 14 -

gt

936 . 1;0 552 . 33 436 8l 2;1  Sth
6. JOS;%ND é 6 8 . 11 1?7 18 19

Coaee6il 532 231 . 83l 1:1 1 330 8tn
7. CARTWRIGET"] 3 i ] ; ; ;

4;5 3rd

;3 3;6 1;1F 7;6 5 36
2 8% 33%

&
3 9 104 163 2

3. SURRIDGE

In the yellow section Cyril Edwards and Nigel Knowles played their
matech out of order, and the table does its best to take account of this.
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BLUE SECTION

ROUNDS
1 2 85 L 5 66
7.7 937 37 bye 252 3;
1. MAPLEY 7 1, 21 2% 23 29
8:6 bye 9;6 &6 1;5 451
2. BELLE g 6 12 18 23 24
9;7 636 bye 736 5;6 1;l .
3. ITHOREE v 12 13 19 25 26
bye 756 6;4  8;3 936 236
L. D.BUDD ’ ; 15 33 19 35
. £;3 8;5% 7:;6 9344 331 Dbye
2+ MESHER 3 84 14t 19 20 20
S;4 31 L4330 231 77 833
6. INGLIS ; : 5 ; i i3
7. JARMAN 1;0 431 5;1 331 630 934
0 1 2 3 3 7
R 2;1  5;1% 1;0 434  bye 634
&. FTRASTR 1 21 51 61 53 10l
3:0  1;0 231 5;2% 431 753
9. T. JEFFRE¥S} 5 3 33 b o

FINAL STAGE: TEE LEADER IN EACH

ROUNDS
1 2 3 b > 6
1omepiy 2 938 Siz 73S 622 g
S I A R e B
3. KNOWLES Béf aig 6i§ 9i§ 1223% Zéz
ly. SEAMAN 552 8§6 ?éo aii 958 10;2
5. LOCK®O0OD “;5 o ?éi% lgii géé Eii
6. RELLE ?é6 loig éig ?éz lé% 923
7 SURRIDGE 6{} 552 4ig .lii Ziéi %ﬁi
8. THORPE 351 sl 130 6§1 S
9. EwaRps 23t 1Y 5%2% Béi ﬁéé iié
10. mRENNAN 13F 6iL &t ol 552% "5

7 8
5;6  6;7
35 e
7:7 332
31 33
iz 235
28 33
3;5 56
30 36
1;1 Ll
21 22
bye 1:0
ig 19
2;0 8;2
7 9
9;2% 7;5
i3 18
8;4% Tbye
1z 1z

7 8
hih 354
3z 36
6;1 55l
27+ 28%
536 - 1;
34t 373%
1;3 £;0
29 29
%51 2:6
313 37%
2;6 L7
35 L2
10;:1 9;2
154 1734
g;3 1036
11 17
8;4 75
15+ 203%
76 8;1
13+ 143

ROQUND IS UNDERLINED.

9

4;7 1st
49 '
536 2nd
39

8;5 3rd
38

1;0  4th
36

2;1 6th
23

H) 5th
25

bye gth
9

3;2 7tk
20

6;1 &th
i3
g

21 Hth
37

1:6 5th
34%

433 3rd
40%

3;4L  6th
33

€3k 2nd
417

5:3  1st
L5

8:1%f gth
1%

7;5% 8th
221

10;6 7th
26%

g:1 10th
15%




