Ll
[iattres]

il

oy

P e o)

OISR T

g

[3?;11

M

SRR RIS R




CONTENTS
News
Minutes of ETwA Congres=s
"Southampton to Cambridge
The Teams of Four 17864
Letters to the Editor
Sotwink Z1 — A Celebration
A Study in Market Research
The Ferfect Individual
The 14th National Singles
Soma Thoughts on the Singles
World Singles 24
The Might-Have-Besn 25th World Singles Match
St Beorags Slays The Dragon
The rMarchant Trophy
The Amsterdam Invitation
The &th Cambridge Open
ETwA Council Mingteg
The Varsity Match
Rules anq Frocedure
1987 Hamﬁshire Open Fairs
vThE 1987 Silver Wink: Southampton v Cambridge

A Mote on TDurn%ment Format

n
I

™
i}




Hinking Horld 4% April 1987
Mews Nick Inglis

Much  has happened since WW48 was published. Alan Boyce
and Mike Surridge beat Alan Dean and Charles Relle 4%8-213  in
the second game of the London Open final to take the title
(the final is only two games — not three as stated in WWAS) .
The Teams of Four was won by a Sotwink team including Alan
Boyce, Mike Surridge (yawn) and two novices.

Alan Dean won a close and very exciting MNational Singles
in which Dave Lockwood was eliminated on the first day. Alan
then beat Larry Kahm in a world singles match that never
cfficially happened. Two days later Jon Mapley beat Larry in
World Singles 24 to take the title and set up the “dream
match" of Mapley v Dean. This will have happensd by the time
most of you see this issue, but for the record it is taking
place in Hamleys in Regent Street on T4th of April, the day
before the Natiormal Fairs in Cambridge.

Jen Mapley put his new title to gccﬂ use at the Cambridge
Open where everyone else was so dazzled at the presence. of
the World Champion they played like idiots and let Jon win
for the third time with the lowest ever winning average. A
month  later Jim Carrington and Mike Surridge won the
Hampshire Open. .

Meanwhile Cambridge at long last got their; act together
beating Oxford and Southampton comfortably to take the
Silver Wink. |

There has been one change to the ETwA committee with Jim
.arrington  replacing #Alan Dean as vice—chairman, treasurer
nd 2quipment sescretary. The new Committee is:

|

Chairman: Jon Mapley, 2 Janmead, MWitham, Essex, CHM8 2EM.
Tel: 03746 5146872

Trezasurer: Jim Carrington, 115 York Street, Cambridge,
CE1 ZFZ. Tel:0223 &0Z30

Secretary: Fhil Clark, Flat g, 14 Guildford Read,
Tunbridge Wells, Kent, TM1 1SW.

Wl Editor: Nick Inglis, Churchill Ceollege, Cambridge,
CEB3 ODE. Tel:Q223 3346223

Fublicity Officer: Stew Sage, Gueens-’ College, Cambridge,
CBZ 9T7. !

Subscriptions ars still £5 per year {(students etc. only
£Zy. Fleasse send them to Jim Carrington.




158~

knal tournament schedule for 1987
 leondon Dpen Blackheath Junior School
Teams of Four and Congress Southampton

mber National Sinagles  Finner Community Centre

c=ye is rather larger than its predecessors and 1
4l to all' the contributors for  their varied
We are particularly honoured +o have a piece by
‘ d colleague Moonshine (St Gearge Slays The
‘ehfreﬁder of Hewswink.

s of Hinking Horld will he number S50. It

: eptehber and I hope to include several

ooking back over the game = develanment. At

ded  that no  rule change could be

vear ‘s Congress unless it  had  already

,  in Hinking Herld (or similarly widely

least & month before Congress?. The deadlines

uch changes (and other articles) to WWED is
ember . :

. | .

nkmne kan whm~wdn the Silver Wink in the vyears
7. There are only sketchy references to.

isappeared

_ Aftertheught: Jon Mepley may be the World Champicn, but
can  he foresee the future? The fallowing uncanny prediction
comes from WWa1l:
*1 don't see the John Lennon Hemorial Shet becoming 2
permanent addition: ta our vocabul ary. It is too
complicated. "
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Minutes of ETw& Congress Fhil Clark
Held 25 October 1986
Wadham College, Dxford

Fresent: Jon Mapley, Alan Dean, FPhil Clark, Nick Inglis,
Stew Sage, Z0 members. i

The ‘meeting  began at B8.15pm, Jon Mapley in the Chair.
Business commsnced with the consideration of the rules as
revised by Charles FRelle to incorporate the recommended
alterations of the previous vear ' 's me=sting.

l‘

1]

]
T
T

2z drew. attention to a new sentence inserted into
)

3
o
=

i particular, It iz a TFoul shoet to press on & wink
efore playing it so that a wink underreath it iIs
qus&zed out, though a shet may donsist of tapping a wink
2 that areother wink noves Trom beneath Iit."

a
5
o

¥

Lu W

There was gensral acceptance of the need for such a
szentence,; but some debate over the precise wording. Jon
suggested "It 15 3 Foul shoet where a2 wink Is squeezed out
and the shoet Is5 continued...". Eventually, Charles was left
to find a suitable rewording.

Regerding rule- 11, Sguepping Up and Free Turns, Geoff
Thorpe proposed that in part (a) the word “"irtentionally® be
removed from: the ssntence "During the ¥ree turns, It (the
squopgpIing partrership) may . play noe shot which would
intentionally postpone the Treeing turn.” This amendment was
unanimously approved.

Moving on to rule 12, Foul Shets, Jon Mapley proposed an
amendment to the sentence "I¥ the vppoenents play a shot
zubzsequent to a shoet cut of Turn” by substituting "out of
segquence” far Yeut of ftwurn®

ffter discussion it was proposed, and accepted, that
subject to the abaove, the rules as revised would become the
Rules of Tiddlywinks.

The meeting ‘then moved on to consider a change in the
rules proposed by Charles and seconded by Jon, to replace
rule 7(aj) The Beundaries with the following:

"If o in hisz turn a player’'s shot causes any wWink of any

calour te leave the field of play {(ie amry part oF the

wink te cross the  boundary) the wink is ipmediately
replaced orn the mat at a peint chosen by his opponents;

- 3 -
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this point nmust be 7/87 Trom the edge of the mat and no
less than 4% from any other wink or baseline wIith winks
behind it." '

Opposing views were proposed by Mike Surridge who argued
that the change was biased in favour of the experienced
player and Stew Sage in that too great a concession would be
given to cpponents since a wink boondocked off the mat could
be replaced where the opponent 1iked.

. Stew, seconded by Tim Hedger, proposed an amendment to
Charles” revisipn accepting the first part (ie no loss of
turn for sending your own colour off), but net allowing the
opponent to choose where the wink should be replaced.

Mike Surridge argued further that the concept of missing

a turn was fundamental to the way in which the game was
played.

Both the amendment and original proposal were defeated.

Jon Mapley, seconded Charles Relle, then proposed the
following change to rule Slc):

In the first sentence delete "“of the ceolour he Is

playing” and replace with "ef any celeur". {(ie you gain

an extra shot for sach wink of any colour which you pot)

Jan  argued that this change would recognise the skill
involved in the shot and promote mare colourful play. Cyril
Edwards said it would favour the better plavyer and Mike
Surridge argued it was merely an escape route for a player’'s
incompetence.

The praoposal was put to the meeting and defeated.

v

Chairman’'s Report

Jon did not review the seasan’s touwrnaments, but
concentrated his comments on the state of the game. He =said
there were many encouraging signs with more new players,
strength in depth in existing clubs and new clubs at Ouford
and Pinner. There was also a higher standard af play. Sadly
just  the opposite appeared to be the case in America where
the last Singles was abandoned when only . 4 players turned
up. Therefore Jon said ETwA could be proud of the game in
the country and he thanked the rest of the committee for

their hard work.
|
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Treasurer 's Report

As in 1985 flan had left the full story in his car but he
was able. to report that the vyear had seen no major
expendituwre and £94 had been received in . subscriptions. A
profit had besen made on tournaments.

The bank account was in credit to the tune of £27 with
some eguipment to be paid for and NATwA owing ETwA an amount
to be paid by sending 2 consignment of pots.

Therefore there was no need te raise the subscription
rate.

Alan then mentioned that if Larry kahn was to win the
Singles it would be his third consegutive win enabling him
to retain the trophy. Mike Surridge asked whether ETwA could
sfford to replace it and Alan said it could and this would
be necessary anyway since there was no  room for any more
names.

Jim  Carrington gueried what ETwA’'s aim was and how its
csuccess could be maintained. It was felt that this should be
corsidered with the publicity officer s report.

Secretary’'s Report

|

Fhil said hz’'d sent out 3 newsletters during the year and
had kept the mailing list as up to date as possible. The
only outside correspondence received had been glossy
brochures for expensive conference centres. These had been
dealt with accordingly ie thrown away.

Winking World Editor’s Report

During the year two Winking Worlds, numbers 47 and 48 had
been produced. HRick said he could produce % a year if the
meeting wantad, but it was felt that = was sufficient. Nick
commented  that clubs could publicise themselves by starting
a club section in WW. Finally the 50th edition was looming
snd this could be made a "special, edition”.

Fublicity Officer ‘s Report

Grew said that during the year he was aware of 246 items
in the press and there had been & TV appearances ranginc
from That's Lirte to Blue Peter. No sponsorship had beer
forthcoming during the year and Stew felt that it might be

-5 -
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more difficult to sustain media interest once the initial
novelty value had worn aff.

Regarding dJdim’'s comment on ETwA‘'s abjectives, Stew
mentionaed the approaching ETwA centenary thought to be 1988
2nd more immediately the problem  of direct +Follow up to
peaple who were some dijstance away. In publicity there had
Leen the problem of the frivolous 5 minute spot which fails
to get the gamz2 across. Stew also said that he was awarea of
the media's Dubridge bias and that it was difficult to
divert the media away from this.

In general discussion the guestion wWas raised of people
trying to promote the game in +their home towns. Fhil
outliined the problem of starting clubs when you are the only
player and have no venue and limited time. However it was
felt generally that people should lock for cpportunities to
promote the game.

Tournaments

N . | .
The following dates and venues wWere fined:

Cambridge Open Jan 31st/Feb 1st, BOueens’ Colleg=.
Hampshire Open Feh 78th, Scuthampton University.
Mational FPairs fpril 25th/2&th, fQueens’ College.
London Open July 4th, Blackheath High School.
Teams of Four Oct 24th/Z5th, Southampton Llniversity.
National Singles Nov 2ist/22nd, Finner Centre.

Flection of Officers

Fosition ‘ - Candidate Froposer Seconder
Chairman ; Jon: Mapley Alan Dean Tim Hedger
Tony Brennan Aalan Boyce Geoff Thorpe

Elected: Jon Mapley
Treasutrer Alan Dean £hil Clark David Evers
Jim Carrington Stew Sage Tim Hedger
EFlected: Jim Carrington

Secretary Fhil Clark Aalan Boyce Tony Brennan
i Re—-elected

Wi Editor Nick Inglis Stew Sage Tim Hedger
Re-elected

Fublicity Officer S5tew Sage Tim Hedger HNick Inglis
Re—-elected

- hH -
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Cyril Edwards then proposed an amendment to the ETwA
constitution, that "re nmember of the committee should
normally hold the =ame office Tor more than three years".
This was eventually seconded by Alan FBoyce. Cyril argued
+that it would imvolve more pecple in the running of ETwA.

Charles FRelle confirmed that a constitutional change
required prior -notice and a % majority. However Jon said
that chéangss had been vdted on without notice before and,
guided by this dubious precedent the motion was put to the
mesting and passed by fifteen votes to eleven, the %
majority thus not being attained.

any Other Business

ti) Eguipment:

Charles reported that the current mats which are made 1in
France may become unavailable since the supplier was no
longer stocking them due to movements in the exchange rate.
Replacements of similar type are available from a firm in
Woolwich. These are slightly cheaper, of the sames density,
and the supplier will cut by the mat if needed.

Cyril asked whether the old convex/concave winks could be
reinstated, swnming up his argument by saying "The world is
not flat so why should winks be?" This was thought te be
impractical.

Fab Cartwright raised the problem of lighting at several
venues, in particular the 01d Hall at ©Gueens’, and asked
whether ETwh could purchase spotlights to augment
farilitiss. This was felt ta be a good idea and worth
pursuing.

tii) Marchant Trophy:

1f  yas +elt that the new format had been successful and
should continue. Fhil Clark was appointed organiser.
!
I 1

The meeting closed at 11.10pm.
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Southampton to Cambridge ) Steve Harbron
The 198& Silver Wink Travelaogue (at last!)

The Sotwink team, except Nick May, had all heen collected
at their appropriate meeting places. Various search parties
had been sent out to find Mick, however as we were supposed
to he departing by B8-8.30am we were becoming =lightly
concerned by @.30am. Eventually we found MNick wandering
along a nearby road. He looked under the weather and claimed

he had been drinking from noen the previcous day during a
marathon philosophical discussion and had crashed out in an
unfamiliar room many hours later. It was  observed that he

was still drunk.

As  we headéd up the M3 the minibus appeared to be making
strange moaning noises. Careful investigation led us to
helieve +that Nick May was the culprit. Why was he lving on
the floor? Fleet service station was approaching: Nick stuck
his head out of the window, "blew his nose" down the outside
af the minibus, and lost a lens from his glasses. Rashly we
stopped at Fleet service statien, nesarly losing Mick.
However we sensibly bought some carrier bags.

Continuing with the journey Nick’s winking hand began to
hurt. it looked wery black and blue! The Ffirst major

decision was soon to be made: should we leave him at 2
hospital and collect him on the way back or keep him on the
minibus for a laugh? Now he “blows his nose" on the outside

of the minibus zgain.
Soon after entering Baldock Nick feels i1l again, leaps
out of the minibus, and apparently starts to eat the grass

(the green stuff).

Somehow Nick, partnering Steve Chamberlin acquires 177

points. The high point of the day, for me anyway, was Nick
Inglis’ immortal phrase "Buggers!” following Southampton’'s
wWine. '

Driving back to Southampton was rather less eventful
although at a Watford petrol station Nick May was persuaded
to hose down the minibus. ‘

The story leaves a mystery and a moral:

Mystery. Why didn’t Nick May come on the pub crawl?

Moral. One eyed, broken—-fingered, drunken, hung-over
philosophy students take vyour mind off tiddlywinks whilst
travelling.
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The Teams of Four 1584 Nick Inglis
Lincoln College, Oxford, 25th/Z6th October

I suspect that this is the first time that one of the
MNational ‘tournamenks has been held in Oxford and it was
gratifying to see the largest turn—oult Bver, with plenty of
novices and  large contingents travelling from Cambridge.
Southampton and Finner. Because of the number of teams W
playsd & seven Found - Swiss  (with '‘the result decided o
ch, but with 14 painfa awarded for a bye fo

points per mat
and to avoid confusion(?), team

the purpose of the drawl,
chose suitable pzeudonymsS.

The +tried and tested handicap system was again i
operation (after the usual bout of haogling) , and this ye=a
most of the higher ranked players teamed  up with novices
The result was that VOMIT ithe . Venerable O1d Magdalen
Institute of Tiddlywinkers) with a handicap of 17 became th
lowest rated top-rated team gince handicapping wa
introduced (if you see what I mean). :

The handicapping has worked so well in the past the
we 've come to expect close results in almost every game, £
when FEat % Handbag (2 mainly Cambridge team huilt around tr
imposing  figure of Gtew Sage} won z20-8 against the Esatle
(Tony Hrennan znd =zome Oxford novices) they confidentl
expected to  top the table. They had, however , reckOnEe
without the Carlaws (led by Carrington and Chamberlin) whe
despite their name, peat The Team {(Cartwright, Thorpe &af
two novices) 24-% and then, to add insult to injury, took
further point after handicap transfer. The Finner te:
taptly nam=d EinTS) were rewarded for their long Jjourns
with a bye, which meant they could go to the pub early, mut
to the envy of Cyril Edwards. pftéer his first match (Cyr
and Alan Dean were playing with two Oxford players for CAI
Cyril departed for refreshment; ampnouncing that he wou
default an  his next - match rather than miss a second
opening time (the sight af CUTwC navice Graham Hance
consuming & ‘salad” consisting of a pork pie, a slice
gloughmans pie; some roast beef, a scotch egg, and a Spr
of parsley, would drive anyone to drinky. after much coaxi
Alan finally persuaded him to return, only to find (curse
curses) that he could have stayed drinking since CAIK n
got the bye in round 2. L

The Carlaws consolidated their position with & 19-92 =
over Rat % Handbag in round 2, while Anon chose to ps
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Boyce with Surridge and their two novices together against
VOMIT and thereby succeeded in getting a 14-14 tie which
became a 1&l-111; win after transfer. The next round saw an
all Cambridge clash with YOMIT agsinst HairCUTwC (led by the
tansured Mr Inglis). In this match  the  carnivorous novice
Hancaock {wha had stopped a Dean pot-out earlier in the day
with =some fine & squops? decided to amuse the crowds by
potting +fraom under piles to carry his partner Inglis to a
win against a bemused Mayes & Furvis. In spite of this VOMIT
won 171-10% to keep their hopes alive.

The Carlaws now went into a severe slump, losing to Anon,
YOMIT, and ChasMMM (3 Mapleys and M- Relle); who had
cunningly lost their first match to give themselves an
advantageous draw. After 5 rounds Anon had taken a 4% point
lead over ChasMMM, with VOMIT, the Carlaws, and CAIK also in
the running. In the penultimate round VOMIT tied with
ChasHMM, CAIK drubbed the Carlaws Z21%:-4&%, and Anon took 18
off.  fellow  Sotwinkers Stef’'s  Boys. This left Anon with a
lead Gf =zbout S points ‘over  CAIK, ChasbMM 2 further 3
points behind, and nobody else in with a real chance.

CAalk were paired with ChasMMM in thé last rbund, and
needed a good win to give them & chance of the +title. They
managed = peints (3 after transfer). After hurried
calculations it emerged that a net score of 16 (natural

srore of  171) o would give Anon a tie with ChasMMM. It all

came down to  the . last game, with Alan Boyce and Faul
Hutchins needing & for victory. In the event they could only
manage % and &0 after two years with no Mapleys winning any
tournaments three of them won all-at once (with  a little
help from Charles).

Careful analysis of lots of nasty little slips of paper
reveals that the most successful partnerships {in adjusted
scores) were often those censisting of a 5, 6, or 7 with a 0
or 1. .In other words, the top players were doing themselves
a Ffavour by partnering novices (Rob Cartwright and Geoff
Thorpe  may disagree),; and 1 hope this healthy trend will be
continued next year.
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A Beatles (&6 or 7)
Tony Brennan (&) Malcolm Beattie (D)
Mark Cornway (1) Jim Dallas (0O}
David Dyer (0}

B ChasMMM (15) '

Joanna HMapley (0} Jon Mapley (7)

Owen Mapley (1) Charles Relle (7)
C CAIK (14

Alan Dean (72 Cyril Edwards (3)

Kath Henson (5 Ian Whitmore (0)

D PFinTS (9}

Simon Braidman (Q) Clive ?abrial (2
Fhil Scarrott (3) Tim Jeftfreys (4)
E  VOMIT (17)
Tim Hedger (&) Sean Mavyes (4)
Andy Furvis (4) David Salter (4)
F  Rat and Handbag (il)

Fevin Beck (&) Dan Fiponi (2)
Stew Sage (4) Alex Satchell (3

5 HairCUTwC (113}
Dave Evers (3) Graham Hancock (O
Mick Inglis (3) Fhil Rodgers (3

H Stef 's Boys (&)
Nick Geary () Nick May (4)
Stet Norman (2) Chris Rollings ()

I Anon (12)
Alan Boyce (&) Faul Hutchins (@)
Mike Surridge (&) Steven Swift ()

J Carlaws (9}

James Burns (O) Jim Carrington (5)
Steve Chamberliin (4) Mark1King (D)

¥ The Team (11)
Rob Cartwright (5) Jim Banders (0)
Robert Simmons (0O) Geof+ Thorpe (&)
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Letters to the Editor

Z0th Octocber 1784
Sir,

Here are the answers to Mike Surridge’s guestions.

i. The first person to be granted a MWorld Singles
challenge irrespective of nationality was Fam Enowles.

2. Jon Mapley did not pass up & challenge in order to lest
Fam have one. Jon won the ETwA Singles in the autumn of
1979, and had a World Singles challenge in February 1%80.
FPam won the American Singles in May 1980 and Jon won the
ETwA Singles in the autumn of 1980. Their challenges were in
March and July 1981 respectively, and were thus in the same
chranolegical order as their Singles wins.

%. The present arrangement is that the title holder and
the top national in both the NATwA and ETwA Singles have 2
challenge for the MWorld Singles. The gquestion of how many
challenges a player can keep "in the bank” has not been
resolved, and needs to be settled.

4. IFTwA was formed in 19463, and stands for International
Federation of Tiddlywinks Asspciations. It was originally
designed to link the then four tiddlywinks associations 1in
the British Isles. Its officers were a Secretary-Gensral -
at the moment Dave Lockwood - and the secretaries aof a1l
member associations. In 1943 it was intended to be
responsible alsg for international matches and for the
rules.

|

It was given a more formal constitution in 1970. Its
officers are a Secretary—-General and one representative aof
2ach member aasocia?ian.

5. The answer to this gquestion is set out in my reply to
Z. It should be added that by custem the champion is  "at
hame", and that over the years the Americans have been very
generous with their time and money in playing away from home
to accommodate British challenges.

' Charles Relle
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14&th November 1986
Sir,

I have gratefully received copies of WW47 and WW4B last
weslk and bhave read each about 4 times already. Such is the
dearth of winking activity in this -desert land. Even the
Frince of Wales, that rumored ex-Cambridge winker, did not
respond to my missive suggesting a game during his Middle
East towr. (He is in Bahrain today.?

And so to my response to Mike Surridge’s published letter
{iuckily for me in WWaA8!H)

In wisw of all the recent guotations fraom previous winks
dournals 1 suggest the follawing which I won't look up,
"Dave Lockwood, who is IFTwA."

I  have "been" IFTwA since 1978 or % shortly aftter my new
job at Fan Am (1977) allowed me to regularly visit both
winking countries. The history of World Singles challenge
rules is as follows:—

A, June 1973, Bill  Renke as MNATwA Singles Champion
established the World Singles Championship by challenging
and defeating (29-4) ARlan Dean, the reigning ETwA Singles
champion. {(Alan; we should remember was probably the
world's best winker from about 1970 wuntil this match.)

[l

Im - Nowember of 1974, Severin Drix, the new NATwA
champion, ~challenged Eill and beat him 25-17 after
leading E4—1i. Bill ‘s interest had declined by then and
he is one of the greatest losses the bpame has had to
endure. This match, World Singles Z; set. the precedent
for challenge matches versus any other format. This does
not mean that we could not change in  the future if
circumstances change. '

]

WGZ, July 1978, saw Severin take a trip to Britain and
play Keith Seaman, the 1975 (and 1974) ETwA champion.
Severin won 27-18. (It is an unwritten rule that the
challenger should go to the champion, but Americans have
made more trips to the U.K. largely, but not solely, due
ta airline bensfits.

D. W54, &, and 6 were challenges to brix from Sunshine (WS4)
and Lockwood (WSS and &). 1 won on my second try in
August 1978 and the next match was a challenge from Alan
Dean in July 1979. In 1977 and 19278, I won the NATwA
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Singles and participated in the ETwA Singles in both
vears.

in 1977, the English Singles was organised as =
divisions playing & round robin to gualify 2 esach to play
% game knock-out zsmis and finals. I wes allowed to play,
bt not to cualify for the semis.

in 1978, the ETwA Singles was organised as three
divisions with the top 2 divisians qualifying 4 and 2
players, respectively, to an B person round robin with
the top two British players playing an extra game. (After
the extra game, 1 was =till ahead of both of them.? In
these tournamenis, the rule was that foreigners wers
allowed to participate but not proceed  to the final
round. The foreigner most affected was, of Course, me«

in the spring of 1979, Jon Mapley decided to play in the
NATwA Singles at the end of May. After consulting  with
the NATwWA Secretary-Beneral, I told Jon that he could
play the whole tournament and if he won he would be
allowed to take the title. Instead of insisting on only
playirng the preliminaries, Jan agresd to play throughout ;
but ended fifth.

Therefore, at the ETwA gsingles in 1979, it was decided by
ETwé that foreigners could play all the way and win, but
that the title would go to the top national. (I ended
cecond to Jon.) NATWA would have preferred a more liberal
and straightforward ruling, but could not interfere in
the internal workings of ETwA.

This rule was in effect when Fam Enowles won the 1980
NATwA Singles. Subseguent to the 1980 ETwA Singles (Alan
was seventh and I was eighth),; we agreed to retroactively
give Fam the title and decided that foreigners could win
and take the title, but that the top national would also
get  a World Singles challenge. This is the current
ruling. .

fAs long as the National Singles championships decide who
challenges for the wWorld Singles, the current arrangement
can only be further liberalized by awarding only the
winner with a challenge for the Warld Singles, regardless
of the nationality of the victar. Why should a non—winner
get ! a challenge? 0Or, why should the World Singles
champion have to put his or her title on the line to a
non—champion? '
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f challenger who might have behind himior her those who
could offer sponsorship or  prizg money might be a
situation worth redesigning the rules around. A boxing
type format could be attractive. ‘Alternatively we could
hold World Championship towrnaments annually.

|

So much for history (and some speculatiah,)

Hike's first guestion was: when was a National Singles
champion first granted a Warld Title challenge
irrespective of hi= or her naticonality? Answer: as per
point E above, foreigners were first allowed to win a
challenge during the spring of 1979, but Fam in 1980 was
the first person to make use of the rule.

Second gquestion: did Jan Maplex really pass up a title
bid in favowur of Fam? Answer: Fam won America in  May
1980, Jon won ETwA in Dctober/Neovember 1%7B0. Fam played
her WS challenge in March 1981; Jdon i July 1981. In
fact, Fam postponed her challenge to allow Larry to play
me in August 1980. Larry was the top American in 1980,
second to Fam.

Gusstion  three: the challenge that Larry has "in the
bank" ceems somewhat confusing. How long can he keep 1t7
fnswer: Larry lost to Arye in February 1985 from Arye’'s
challenge as 1984 NATwA champion. Larry challenged Arye
in October 1285 as 1984 ETwA champion and lost again.
Alan challenced Arye as top national in the 1984 ETwA
Singles and won. Larry then challenged Alan as the 1985
MATwA champion and won. His wvictéry in  the 1985 ETwA
Singles gives him a re—-challenge if he should lose to
Jon, who was top national in the 1985 ETwh Singles.

Unfortunstely, the challenge technically only lasts
until the next Singles championship of that country.
IFTwA has not been too worried about the possibility of
mirtor transgressions of this rule, but a possible
re-challenge from Larry if he loses to Jon might be too
much. over the vyear deadline since Jon’'s match will
already be over the limit.

Puestion four: who are IFTwA and how often do  they make
decisions and on what aspects of the game would they
expect to make the rulings? Answer: I am IFTwA and IFTwA
is . basically the tie-breaker. I ETwA and NATwA agree on
the rules in a warld championship, I have little or
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nothing to say. 1€ there is a disagreement, I decide
which is to he used on a biased, partial, but hopefully
rational basis. IFTwA is charged with adiudicating World
Championships, standardisation of rules and eqguipment,
and furtherment of the game worldwide.

5, Fifth question: are there in fact any rules concerning
World Singles challenges and if not can I have one?
Answer: we make the rules. If you offer Larry a £E5000
winner—take—all prize, I think he’'d put the Worid Singles
title up for grabs and...IFTwA would allow 1t.

Dave "The Dragon" Lockwoond
Secretary—General

The International Federation
of Tiddlywinks Associations

ZZrd hNovembesr 19864

Sir,
Thanks for the lesson.

The Dragon

Sotwink 1 — A Celebration Rob Cartwright
T

1994 was a special year for Sotwink, the Zist birthday of
the foundation. To commemorate this historic cccasion &
special  tournament was held at the university on the B8th
November. The committee had made the effort to show the
team’'s current form by displaying numeraous trophies -
Marchant, Silver MWink, London Open, and the now-famous
"Relle‘s Mat". There was also a sumptuous buffet making all
the usual pub wanderings unnecessary, & great idea.

The field was mixed; most players of recent years were
there and there were‘scme faces not seen for a while. The
mast notable was that of Tom Gardner, & Sotwink star in
those far-off days when Graham Josland was only just

i
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starting out, and oh joy, nobody had even heard of Alan
Bovyce! (It must have been a confusing experience since now
the game has new winks, pots, mats, rules, language and
dubious scoring systems.) Most known players outside of
Sotwink had bBeen invited, but unfortunately all had other
commitments, so WNick Inalis was elevated to the glorious
position of "Star Guest" (only guest) — and got well pasted
as you will see. ‘

fn  the lines of the Relie’'s Mat, the tournament was run

a random-random individual pairs handicapped knockout,
th & preliminary 3 round league to decide the qualifiers.
won 't attempt to explain that any further except to say
fhat it ‘was easier than it looks but just as silly. Extra
spice was added by virtually everyone heing grossly
over—-handicapped, on the admirable basis that if you moaned
about your handicap it went up. (I was on 8 for a while, a
hit ‘tough, but after suitable crawling got down to a more
managesble &) .

i

il
LR]

[

-

In the first round things started well for some and badly
for others. Surridge had the fortune  to draw himseld in
=ingles = against  Beck, -and to the surprise of nobody took
7(5). He then spent the rest of the time heckling mys=l+ and
Harbron: well bogged down in & ridiculous game against
Chamberlin and Ed Harry, made worse by the fact that we were
trying to explain the game to a lecal journalist and
convince him that we did know what we were doing really! (It
must also count as one of the slowest games 1°'ve played,
evernn now I'm sure we only got about 15 shots each). Inglis
and Boyce did even worse, they were wiped put by the local
twosome Carlaw and Stef Norman and ended with a net score of
only s

n round 2, Beck and Surridge Jjolned, forces to do a
emolition job on the Chamberlin/Harry combo, whilst Inglis
gain fell foul of Stef Norman and Tom GBardner was unable to
elp much. Captain Ridley teamed up with Liz Whitfield but
the macho opposition (well it was PBoyce and Nick May
actually) - proved too  much for them taking 7(4%) . Carlaw
proved on form again as he carrisd me to a 4-3 over Harbron
and Clark in a good close game.

Going into round .3, the situation looked very suspect
indeed. Surridge, Carlaw and Morman all had over 10 points
and loocked certain to gualify. There were two players on 9
only nesding a close game, and then those of us who needed &
&—1 ta make it. Inglis drew Gardner as partner for the
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second time, and against the dynamic duo May and Ridley then
calculated he needed a bit over B points before transtfer.
Man that he iss he helped his partner (through anyway and
took Ridley out of it with him. Surridge tock the other
approach seeming to take great delight in throw1ng the' next’
game so that his opponents both gqualified and his old friend
and megastar Josland didn't. FKev Beck made a fine finish
with & 5-2 over LCarlaw and Harry to get his place. Liz and
myselt needed 6, and never really looked like getting it
until early in rounds. One magnificent big—wiﬁk sub by  me,
followed 2 shots later by an almost identical one from Liz,
znd any thoughts of glory evaporated. (A slight digression
here, since aftter the Amsterdam Invitation I think I haold
the record for the shortest ever sub - la big wink right
underneath a pile fraom less than Zmm away. Unless of course
yvou know different!)

Sa, on to the next stage of the fiasco, the knockout. The
non—qualifying contingent decided to have an additional
tournament  for the plate trophy while the "serious" stuff
for the Sotwink Z1 Cup was going on. The plate was organised
even more bizarrely than usual by Harbron, who obvicusly had
it all worked out because he eventually won.

the real tournament both knockout games were very

In
close indeed, both were 3% - 3% after transfer. By my
celculations there are only two possible closer scores
(except a tie): if the handicap difference between the teams
i= 4 and the stronger team win 4% .— 2%, then the net score
ie E3 — 3z if thes handicap difference is 3, but the score
again 4% - Zi3 then the net score is 3 5712 - 3 712, a

difference of anly i of a point.  (Remember that vou only
swap a ‘guartsr.  the difference  because only one game is
played, not two as in a fours match.) The successful pairs
were May/Clark {against Carlaw/Chamberlin) and the famous
Silver Wink pairing Surridge/Norman (against Gardner/BHeck).

In the semi-final Norman teamed up with May, and they
played well ta get I points off. Surridge and Clark,
justifiably getting the win after transfer. So the final was
between Nick May and Stef Norman. Stef was due to be on
radio in an hour’'s time but calculated there was Jjust enough
time to play before rushing off. In fact she needn’'t have
wortried because the esarly attention focused on a  Fompey
goalkeeper who seemed to speak with his mouth full of soap,
and in any case the final late transmission was notable
largely for Alan Boyce’'s rather witless meanderings; “"She’'s
now going to bridge those 2"...(silence)..."which she’'s
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done!" Great stuff Alan.

In fact thé final is the one game I don’'t have the result
for. I know that Stef won it, I think it was 5-2 f(or mavbe
4-7. ..who cares anyway?)

So that was it. Well not guite. There were the usual
extra things that hake a winks towrnament above an average
weekend. Alan's radioc show won the day despite strong
competition from Dr  Whop Nick Inglis kept sverybody awaks
with his silly wordgames, but reslissd he was beaten when
Harbron @ introduced the! "Brundle" to the fray (it’'s guite
simple Nick, a normal brundle goes 2 to the right, but 1if
you  brupdle a bristel it geoes Hack 2 ta the right of the
bristoller. If you do it right you have & triple-brundle
hefnre John-Lenmoning 1 to the left. OK?T): Then there Was me
trying bhard to demolish Alan Boyce s décor, followed by Hev
Beck placing himself on display in the window: Finally the
spectacular attempts on the Sunday to smash the 4-pot relay
record. Mike, Steve, Ed and myself finally came tao the
conciusion that this record was made up, the best we did was
24 winks in 1min S0secs — but that was with only three pots!

Congratulations to Stef for a very consistent performance
making ‘her a “worthy winner; and most of all thanks to all
the Sotwink contingent who made it a great winkend. See you
in 1990 for the silver anniversary!

Sotwink 21 Knockout Scores

Flate

1st Round :

Jeremy Attwocd beat Rob Cartwright/Braham Josland 4-3
Edward Harry beat Nick Inglis/Alan Bayoe ER3—31

Steve Harbron/Jane Ridley beat Lizr Whitfield 38%—3%
Semi—final ‘ .

Steve/Jeremy Attwood beat Edward Harry/Jane Ridley 413321
Final

Steve Harbron beat Jeremy Attwood 4-3

Cup

ist Round

Mike Surridge/Stef Norman beat Tom Gardner /Hevy Beck 3%
fhil Clark/Nick May beat Jon Carlaw/Steve Chamberlin 3%-3
Semi-final

Stef Norman/Nick May beat Fhil Clark/Mike Surridge 4-3
Final

Stef Norman beat Nick May 5-2 (I think!)

| —

' P
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A Study in Market Research Jon Mapley

"Excuse me; madam — I represent Colman’'s of Norwich, and I
couldn't help noticing that you have purchased a jar of our
mint sauce. Would you mind answering a few guestions?"

"No, I suppose I don’'t mind."

"Could you tell me, in your own words, what you particularly
like about our product?”

"Oh, it s for my husband really.”

"He mnust be a real lamb fan.”

“No, I think he prefers Gooch.®

Y1 don’t think you've guite understood my point, madam. What
does yvour husband think of our product?®

"He says it ‘s very good for baseline shaots and for potting
nurdled winks."

"I think I'm hearing things — what about the mint sauce?”
“"Is that the green stuff in the jar? I don’'t know what he
does with that."

"Doy you mean to tell me vow have bought it just for the
Jjaran ‘

"Of cowse not, you silly man — it's the lid that’'s the
important bit."®

"The lid — I don’'t believe this! What does he do with it?"
"This is ridiculous. He puts it in a vice, and cuts the
thread " off with a hacksaw. Then he attaches a rubber
=zuction cup to it and spins it on an electric drill,
holding & piece of fine wet and dry paper against it. Then
he palishes it with some revolting messy stuff — it could
be that green muck that was in the jar.”

"I need a doctor.®

A few minutes later...

"Excuse., me,; madam — I represent Crosse and Blackwell, and I
couldn’t help noticing that you have just purchased a
bottle of owr salad cream...”

{
I3
2

i
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The Ferfect Individual Fobh Cartwright

No don’t worry,‘ this is not an articls of fasc
persuasion, nor one of self-congratulation o fawning pra
ta a fellow winker. It's just a good title for yet anot
silly article on tournament formats.

{ 1listened to the variocus rumblings this last y=ar with
some amusement. To be honest I think all our tournaments are
a good format: the league is by far the most practical for
nationals and the opens are just as interesting. The swiss
is beginning te show its real wvalue now attendances ar
rising so fast, and the handicap has proved to be remarkably
effective in producing not only extremsly rlose scores, but
al=a some rather guaint fractions.

I}

My one minor criticism is of eemissfinals. Feor instance
in the London open this year, the swiss was only & rounds
and then the top four played a further 4 games - z=emis and a

-~

best of 3 final (actually it was a best of X final; zorry
For the error in MWH28 — Ed). Surely that’s =& bit silly -
wouldn't it be better to play an B-round swiss and then
sudden death? Or forget the semis and just have a Z-game
final? Most people aonly played in 2 bit over half the
tournament, left early and had no idea who won or sven if
the tournament was finished — in this case of courss it
wasn‘t. I ‘agree with the general comments about slow play,
1ikke PRIl I know I'm not the fastest, but even I gst cross
when some games take well aver 45mins to complete.

w8

Anyway, enough whingeing since the real purpass of
article is somewhat more obtuse than that. It all sta
when 1 was considering a suitable Aformat for & gu
tournament at my house. After some thought I decided on
Individual - +then I would only need te buy drinks for 1
winner, not 2. For convenience I decided that B players was
the maximum.

(For those who don't know, in an Individual tournament
you play as pairs, but your partners and opponents vary from
game to game. Each player records his scores as usual and
the player with the highest total wins. The Cambridge open
is a randomly-drawn Individual.?

in a standard format Individual, each playsr partners
each other player once. Since there are 2 other plaver=s in a
game (your opponents), on average you would expect to play

against each other playeér twice. The best format then would
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he +or everybody te partner each other player exactly once,
and to play egainst every other player exactly twice.
| ‘
The first thought: is this possible for 8 players?
fnswer: Yes, but it's not ‘immediately ocbvious. With 4
plavers it’'s sasy, viz:—

round 1 1,2 vs 2,4 really the only way vou could do it
2 1,2 vs 2,4 anyway!
= 1,4 vs 2,3

As you add more players it gets a bit more complex,
becauss you have to give all the extra players byes. You
must impose the additional conditions that the number of
byss is the same for all pluyers, and further, the extra
players must never be the same group twice. In effect vyou
are trying to makes the bye players play on a second table,
but with the same restrictions on partners and opponents as
on  the Ffirst table. Ie, you are really doing an B-plaver
tournam=nt with one or more left ocut. Here is one solution
for the B-player Individual:-—

table 1 tablel
round 1 1,2 vs 4,8 3,9 vs b7
2 4.6 ve 7,8 1,3 vs 2,5
= 1:4 vs 3,6 5.7 vs 2,8
4 5.8 vs 2,3 1,9 vs 4,7
5 1,6 vs 5,8 Z,4 vs 2,7
& F,8 vs 4.5 1,7 vs 2,6
7 2;4 vs 3,6 1,8 vs 3,7

Ne doubt some old hands will say "I 'knew that already!".

The second thought then: is this format generally
pos=ible, irrespective of the number of players? My guess
would be vyes, but I haven't tried to prove it since I gave
up pwre maths 2 years ago. If anyone can provide a proof one
way or another I would be interested. Similarly anyone who
could give me an indication of  the number of possible
solutions. ' ’

Snyway, the third thought: this forhat is all very ‘well,
but - nobody ever plays the same cpponents as anybody else
zirnce the same pair never appears twice. What if, as vyou
partner . each  player, vyou. play a series of games against
every possible combination of opponents? 1 decided to call
this tournament the "Perfect Individual", and thought — how
long would it take?

{
I
4]

|
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Let s start with 4 players again. With each of = partner

you play a series against & players {1 game), that is 3
games each, which 1is identical to the case above. With 3

i

il

players, you have 4 partners and each series is F  gam
iong, that is 12 games esach.

To generalise: 1if there are M players, vou play (N-17
series of games, and each series iz the number of possible
partnerships of (N-2) players. The numbher of partnerships of
& players can be calculated easily: the first player can
form (A-1) partnerships, the next (A-2) more, and sa on. The
tatal is the sum of all numbers up to (A-1) which is egual
to A(A~1)/2 (this is easily proved so I won't bother?).
Futting this together means that each zeribgs is (N-2) (N-3)/2
games long, and you can check this by substituting N=4,35 to
get the figures I .stated above.

Therefore each player plays a total of (N=1) (N=2) (N-2) /2
games. This is a prétty rapidly—growing function: for
instance in the B8-player case I was interested in, you play
7 series of 15 games, 103 games =ach.

The tetal number of games in the entire tournamsnt 1
this multiplied by N/4 (gsince each ganme must  have
players). This is therefore equal to  NN-1) (N-2) (HN=3Z0/8,
which I +think is rather an slegant little equation, don't
you?

]

(Incidentaliy therefs another way to prove this. The
number of ways vyou can pick any 4 people out of N is
(N1)/ (4!, (N-4) 1), which is equal to MAN—1) (N=2) (N-2) /24, You
can arrange the 4 players in 3 ways to form valid pairs, S0
multiply this by 3 and you get the answer ahove.)

The fast-grawing nature can be shown clearly: we know
Dave dislikes playing 20 games, so try this for o size. MHith
only 41 players, each would play exactly 29,640 games and
the total number of games in the towrnament is —over a
quarter of a million. Worse =still, since 41 is not divisible
by four, all seguences cannot be run concurrently, so for
every 40 games played each player has 1 hye. Therefore the
minimum number of rounds, assuming perfect concurrency, is
30,381 which at 12 games a day would take a little under
seven vyears solid! Apart from its symmetry, that’'s anocther
reason for calling this the Ferfect Individual. Over that
many games I doubt whether even Dave could complain of a run
of bad luck! Mind you, after that much practice I reckon 1'd
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be ready to take on anybody...
A quick puzzle to finish off with — how many players are

nesded before the total number of games in  the whole
tournament is over 1 million?

The= 145th National Singles | Nick Inglis
Southampton University, 22nd/23rd November 1984 C

After & Four vyear ahsence the Singles returned to
thampton. There were only two Americans this vyear, but

turn-out stayed high, at 39, with many plavers from
smbridge, Oxford and Pinner. The 39 were split intoc 4
gues, with the top three from each league qualifying for
e +inal. EBecause of the increasing strength of the
~called rabbits 1 decided +to extend the seeding to 24
ayers, and to operate a "World Cup" system of splitting
e seeds into & bands (1-4, 5-B,...) and picking one seesd
om 2ach band for =ach group.

(%
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The blue group soon developed into a fight between EKahn,
Thorpe, Hedger and Wright for the 3 gualifying spots. Hedger
was  in early trouble after losing 4-3 to Migel Parsons,
while Hahn and Thorpe took useful 7's off Dave Salter. In
the 'end  Larry and Feter always looked like gqualifying, but
Gegff lost &—1 to esach of his major rivals, and Tim managed
to get  through by beating Fster &1L Jon Ferguson was
eventually just pipped for Sth by Dave Salter and . Nigel
Farsons  (as 1 wandered past one table several winks flew
over my shoulder — I didn't need to look round to @ see who
was playing), but there was a big gap between 4th and Sth
sgual.

The green group always looked likely +to be closely
contested, with no real rabbits, and many players in serious
contention. In the ftourth round FPatrick Barrie boosted his
chances with a -2 win over Charles Relle. HMeanwhile Jon
Mapley was pulling ahead relentlessly, Cyril and Fhil were
doing their chances no good with a 31:-3% tie,; and everyone
was beating Stew Sage. Charles, Cyril, Fhil, Fatrick, and
Steve were now fighting it out for two places,; but in  round
seven Charlss beat Cyril to virtually ensure he made it,
while Steve boosted his own chances with a &-1 over Fatrick.

- 27 - '
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& 8121 win for Steve in the next round, while Fhil picked
up 11 against Stew, and Cyril © against Jon, left Steve on
2942, Cyril on. 28%, Fhil on 271, and Patrick on 26%. Fatrick
could anly pick yp 4 against Edward Harry, Fhil took & off
Steve, and Cyril beat Stew &-1 to let Cyril through to the
final {(with a ppg of less than 4). In addition to those who
were close to qualifying, Alex Satchell and Garvy Shrimpton
had promising results, while Stew had an appalling day (but
no doubt the big man will be back soon).

By a quirk of fate the red division contained four total
novices, while at the ftop it locked as if Dave Lockwood
would qualify with Tony, Jim, and FRob fighting for the
remaining  twa places. The way the draw works, Andy Furvis
got to play the top five in his first five games. After
losing 1-6 to Rob Cartwright his hand was shaking viglently,
but after picking up 11 against Jim, he had calmed down
enough- to sink several pints at  lunch-time. Suitably
refreshed he proceded o beat Nick May 4-3, Teny Brennan
4%~213, and, almost unbelievably, Dave Lockwood 7-0! This put
Dave back inﬁo fourth place (just), but all present expected
him to move into overdrive and qualify easmily anyway.

o | i : .

But in the next round Dave only managed 3 against Rob,
and now he'was in real trouble. A 7 for Rob and 6°s for Tony
and Dave left Rob on 37%, Tony on 3413, Jim on 35 and Dave an
34, with Dave sbout to play Jim. Andy was alsoc not out of
ity with 30% and two games aginst novices to come. Andy ‘s
chance disappeared as He was beaten 6-1 by novice Graham
Hancock (who scored 22 in his last four games including a
4-3 against Jim). Rob picked up 7, and Tony &, while Jim
beat Dave 5-2. Rob had now qualified, Jim needed anly 3% to
make it, and Tony only needed 1, while Dave had to get 7
tagainst Tony) to be sure of making it.. In  +the ‘event Jdim
beat ‘Rob 41,-2% and Tony secured the point he needed to send
Dave out of the competition. This must have been desperately
disappointing for Dave (who had flown over from Bahrain, and
wha had already had the disappointment of turning up to the
NATwA  Singles only to find them cancelled), but with the
grawing strength of the middle ranked playvers it was almost
inevitable that such an upset would occur soon though I'm
‘not sure that many people would have expected it to be Dave
who  would suffer  this ignominy. Lower down Graham Hzncock'
- and Stephen Swift did well for novices (sadly Stephen’s
score. includes a walk-over against Nick May - as I've often
remarked. before,; players are under an abligation to complete
the league sections of the National tournaments).
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Blue Division A B |C |D IE |F |G
A lLarry Eahn —1l& 17 14 16 |7 16
B |Gecff Thorpe 1 |—11 |1 16 17 16 |6 |& 16 (40 |4
C |Tim Hedger O l&s |—ls |5 16 I3 15 |6 |6 143 |3
D {Feter Wright 1 16 |1 |—1J& |6 &6 16 (6 16 1844 |2
E 1Jon Ferguson 141 2§t f—j1 1 4 t& 17 124 17
F |pavid Salter o lo |1 |1 |6 |—|z2nle |3 |6 |25%|5=
G |Nigel Farsaons 1] 4 j1 |6 [A%—11 11 ;b 251 5=
H {Chris Andrew 100 1200 1E 1 s 1124 yEO@ 0
I |Stef Norman i1 111 1L 14 |6 18| —1%n|22 1B
J jClive Gabriel 191t 11 |1 Jo |1 ]1 |3 |Btz]—]141:110

Green Division & |B {C |D JE (F G: H |1 {J {Tot
A |Jon Mapley —l& 17 1é& 7‘ 5‘ 7 |6 |6 |6 |86 11
B |Charles Relle 1 |—t&6 15 (&6 12 |4 (&6 6 |6 (42 2
C |Cyril Edwards o 41 — 6 1312l6 |6 |4 |5 |3 |3413
D |Stew Saée L2 |1 |—{5%1 |2 13 |1 |1 17410
E |Fhil Clark 0 |1 [3l2|1lz]—]6 |6 |Sh|4 |& 334 4
F |Fatrick Barrie 205 11 16 |1 |—14 |4%l6 |1 (130% 5
5 [Edward Harry o3 11 541 I3 |—I|3 |1 |1 18 19
H |Gary Shrimpton 111 13 |4 |12 4 o 1i:16 124118
I |Alex Satchell 111 12 16 13 |1 |6 18] —|2128 |7
Jd |Steve Harbron 11 |4 16 |1 & |& 1 |85 — 30416
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Yellow looked like a reasonably straightforward divisian
for Dean, PBRoyce and Inglis, but things started to go wrong
in round 4 with ‘Alan Dean losing 4-3 to Steve Chamberlin and
Nick only scraping a 4-3 against Oxford novice David Dver.
Next round Boyce got in on the aclt, losing 4—1 ta Dave Hull,
and then another round later Nick lost 4-3 to Tim Jdeffreys.
With three rounds to play Boyece, Inglis, Chamberlin and Hull
were contesting the last two spots. In 1983 Boyce and Inglis
managed both to qualify at the expense of Jim Carringteon, by
getting 2 4-3 result in the last round. This time neither
could really afford =such a scere,; and in the event Nick won
&=1. In the next round Steve took Stz off Dave, while Nick
took S off Alan Dean, to leave Alan Boyce needing 3% off
Alan Dean to tie Steve for third place. He could only manage
1, 50 Steve qualified, although he didn't take part in the
final due +to pressure of  work (what on earth is more
important than competing in the National Singles final™).
Before the +inal rounds were playved it was decided not to
offer the spare place to the highest (in ppg) fourth placed
player. This later turned out to be Dave Lockwrnod (bhad luck
again Dave!).

"SECRET LIFE OF PETER WRIGHT REVEALED" <ecreamed the 2
inch headlines in the following day’'s Sunday Toeday, hut the
story seemed somewhat less than accurate, describing the
recently graduated matless ax—CUTwC winker from
Northamptonshire as a seventy year old Tasmanian stud
farmer. Therese was also a lot of incompreshensihle stuff zhout
moles, but ‘scarcely  a mention of such farmative events as
the time he esat the winks during a Charles FRelle Trophy
semi-final.

The draw for the Ffinal is arranged so that the top
players should play each other late on. Charles, however,
carelessly gqualified in tenth place and so had to play &lan
in the first round. This preobably didn't pleass Alan too
much either, but he made the most of it and scored the first
of a . string of sixes. Larry ended the first round in last
place with no points (from no games), and then opened his
’accoqnt with a mere 3 paints against Cyril, prompting the
remaining Eritish to cansider the possibilities [a23
intravenouﬁr beer transfusions before their own matches
against the champion. But this was to be the only match
Kahn, Dean or Mapley lost against any af the other eight
players. Cyril had by far the best record against the teop
three taking 72 points each off Jon and Alan in addition to
his win against Larry. The only other scores of above 1 were
a 2-5 by Peter against Jon and a 2-5 by Tony against Larry
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Red Division A |B {C ID |E IF |6 /H I |J |Tot
Dave Lockwood —1&6 2 1Z3 |6 [0 |6 |6 & |7 (42 |4
Tony Brennan 1 1l—1é6 14 15 2316 |6 |7 (& 143133
Jim Carrington S {1 |——4izlb |Sizl7 |3 |7 (S 44522
Rob Cartwright 4 |3 [2%|——|7 |6 |& |7 |7 [4%47 |1
Nick May 1 {2 1 10 |—I3 |6 {7 14 |0 (24 |8
Andy Furvis 7 l4%l11:11 |4 —la |1 |6 |6 {37%]5
Malcoslm Beattie 111 10 71 J1 1 j—}1 |6 13 115 |2
Graham Hancock 141 14 [0 ]O & & |—6 |21:28606
Ian khitmore i 1o 1o o |3 41 |1 |1 |—i4 {11 410
Stephen Swift O |1 | 112]2917 11, |4 [4%]3 |—124%17

I

Yellow Division a |B |C ID JE IF B |H I |Tot

Alan Dean —l& |2 |6 |7 |3 |7 |6 |7 |24 |1
Alan Royce 1. 0—1 11 |6 1546 |6 |& [|321214
Nick Inglis s e |—le |z |s |a |a |6 |a1 |2
Dave Hull 116 |1 | —I|5 119256 |5 |28 |5
Tim Jetfreys O |1 14 |2 ;“ 1 1é6 7 11 122 |7
Steve Chamberlin |4 [1%:}2 |5t|é — 7 13 |6 35 =
Roddy Stein O p1o 1 Al jo | —|2 |0 i1 9D
David Dyer il 1301 jo {4 |5 |—|2 |17 18
Fhil Scarrott Qo piol1 42 |64 1718 |— 23 16
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after Larry had potted out from a safe &6-1.

After 7 rounds the top three had each played & games with
Alan “on 353, Jon on 34, and Larry on 32, and everybody else
was ab least 10 points behind. Alan played Jon in  round 8,
in a ‘splendid game. There was a2 succession of superbh shots
late in rounds by both players tincluding a nonchalant pot
by Alan from the edge of the mat) resulting in & 5-2 win for
Alan. Jon recovered some ground taking seven off Jim in the
next round by potting a couple of nurdled winks with his new
=guidger (ses Jon's artic}e A Study in Market Rezearch).

Inround 10 Larry played Alan and won, but a missed not
in < rounds allowed Alan to take 2 paoints. So for the third
year running it all came down to the ilast round. lLarry and
Jon  were now on 49 with Alan on 48, but Alan was in the
strongest position since Larry and Jomn still had tao play
zach wother, whers=as Alan "only" had to play Rob Cartwright.
As the games approached rounds it was clear that barring
miracles Alan could take a &-1 off Rob, but he didn’'t want
topot-out unleéss it seemsd necessary. The game bhstween Jon
and ' Larry was claose, with a slight edge tao Larry wuntil a
neat break-up by Jon in rounds. On Jon's nmext  shaot  he had
the option of bristolling a large wink onto a doubleton or
leaving the doubleton for a much more difficult =hot with a
smaller cwink on the pile. He lined up - the doubleton and
then, setting a fine example,; stopped and counted the winks
an  the table, discovering that the large wink he might have
bristollied with was on one of his own winks. He then conlly
potted the 1large . wink ; thy no means a trivial pot?) and
another almost nurdled wink. This meant that only Jon could
win by a large enough margin to challenge Alan. But Larey
did just enough to secure a 4-3 win giving himself second
place and relegating Jon to third. So Alan won his sixth
title, some eight years after his last, and Larry, like Jon
Mapley and kKeith ‘Seaman before him, discovered that vou
don’t win the Singles three times in & row unless YOwr  name
is Alan Dean.

While ~the top three had been fighting for the title, the
other eight players weré involved in an entirely separate,
and somewhat less impressive tustle for {fourth place.
Charles eventually sneaked home on 34 closely +followed by
Nick on 339, FPeter on 2%, and Tim and Dyril on 1.
Iranically, after their heroics on the first day, Tony, FRob
and  Jim filled the last three places. Jim in particular had
one of  those awful days that occasionally  just  happen
(usually to me): in his game against me he managed a
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Final A B C D E G H I J K Tot |Pos
A fLarry Kahn —t 4 S & ‘N & 5 & 6 3 53 2
E |Jon Mapley = |l—l 2|66 slelelsa]|s| sz =
C |Alan Dean 2 s |—6]|e6 6 le | 6|65 54 1
D {Rob Cartwright 1 1 I |j— 1 2 =) lH 1 1 21 10
E INick Inglis 1 i i & |— =} 1 & 3 211 XT3 =]
F |Jim Carrington 1 O i 1 1 1 1 1 4 & 17 i1
G |Peter Wright i 2 i 5 1 —l 3 Sl 5 21 &
H {Tony Brennan 2 1 1 i & 4 |—| = i i 24 9
I {Tim Hedger 1 i i & 1 it 4 |—| 5 4is1 Z1 7=
J |Charles Relle 1 1 1 =) 4 4 =) 2 |—| b Z4 4
K {Cyril Edwards 4 2 2 & 4da 2 =) 240 1 |/ =1 7=
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spectacular sequence of shots in which he gromped a pair of
winks under ancther, subbed a couple more intc the pile and
also knocked one of mine free. The bottom eight were in the
end an embarrassing 18 points adrift from the top thres, but
1 think this mainly reflects the high standard that Alan,
Larry and Jon maintained in what was a fascinating and
exciting tournament.

Some Thoughts on the Singles Jon Manley

b At the very end, as the adrenalin eased off, and th
fatigue started to 59? in from the knees down, Tony ssid
me "Thers’'s ne sport that could match that for tension.

=)

In the report on this year’s Pairs, Nick predicted t
Alan and I might try to prove something following owr p
performance. Epeaking for myself, 1 know I have never plaved
better than in my games against Alan and Larry, even though
I scored 2 and Z. I think evervybady who staved and watched
enjoyed themselves, and there were many encouraging signs
from those who weren’t involved in the strugale at the top.

Although other plavers (Jim and Reb) played ‘their part,
it was. Andy FPurvis who caused ths biggest upset in winking
history feven bigger than Pam’s U.S. win). e all know that
any player with a yvear ar =o of sonlid experisnce can cause
an upset in a <single game. In the context of a tough
qualifying group, the coolness with which Andy scored a 7-0
against Dave Lockwood set the =e2l on & miserable day far
the ex-World Champ. I had mixed emotions about Dave's
failure to qualify - after the .S, non-event, it is
terribly hard to fly half way scross the warld, and have no
say in  the determination of the champion. e saw  the
diasappointment,; and Dave handled it like a gentleman. He'11
be back to show his true form, but what a boost this gave to
the British players.

fAs  usual there were some less spectacul ar upsets. Of the
top twelve seeds, apart from the Dragon, G=off Theorpe and
Alan Boyce didn't make the finals. For those who witnessed
their play in the Pairs, it was no suwprise to see Tim  and
Feter  make it for the first time, from seeded positions of

-

< and 16 respectively. One other player wha edged ocut a

i

4"’




Nigher seed was Cyr
Steve Chamberliin was
it is 4 pity from Sotwink
to play g the Sunday.
helg the growth of the clo
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greup, ana I specifically remember the hard tims that Steve,
Fatrick and Fary gave me.

There can 't be

I"'m delighted f ]
trophy again afte: sight vears ook of the
permanent clutches 0f the ameri more imparitant
than =anything else, th everyone wha
Ccame Eﬂj?yed their wes ho ew) games they
wan. It is the most == o ear, but it
can  bes {fun as  well by it in a lob of
hard worg (Nick and St tic admin front,
and Sotwink for the fa ==,

World Singles 24 Mick Inglis

Eevin Lecture Room, Churchill College, Cambridge
Wednesday Z2&th MNMovembsr 1984

A reasconably  large and very enthusiastic crowd gathered
in Churchill College ta watch Jon Mapley play Larry Kahn for
the World Singles Championship in 2 gripping match. As one
would expect from Jon and Larry, the match was played in an
excellent spirit and to a high standard.

fh

Same 1 Jon Blue/Red, Larry GBreen/Yellow

Jen brings in much better than Larry. Green’s second wink
goes off. Red attempts a pot-out on his 7th  turn; he pots
the two furthest but his third (a2 large wink) hits the front
edags of the pot and is squopped by a yellow. Red sguops this
with a large wink, green misses the pile and red attempts to
pot the bottom red, but misses and is squopped by yellow.
Now larger piles develop with Jon having the upper  hand.
Green is squopped up hy the 2Znd turn and shortly afterwards
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yellow docks 2 ema211 blue and manages Lo sub his O62
emaining wink (Faul FMeCartney Memorial Shot?). In Found 1
yellow manages to climb onto e pair of reds on ros of the
largest pile, but red squops it to take & bH-1.

Jon & - Larry 1

-

Larry Blue/Red, Jen Green/Yellow
- brings in slightly better than Jon, but  80NE red
subs  under another i gresn takes the pair. Jdop triss to
hang on, but is cutnumbered & .d blus manages to Lurn-aver

=t of the ysllows get absorbed
1e whils gresn Just manages to
e A reds 3t the athsr end (but
pect of fresing yellows). vellow is squopped

and Alfhuugh gresn frees one yellow when

r
of the pile, it is immediately resquopped.

rounds theru are just thres greens left (all
and not even Flan

& Tahd
fres). This is reduced to twa by round 2,
47 can stop a &-1 to Larry.

Jon 1 — Larry &

Jan 7 — Larry 7

the pile with his Sth turn. M

.
o

E} [nlat=] End of a fair-sized pi
] o an

E Loy Eresn/Yellow
icubl tgq sarly ON: then Jon
1 fime snots, including a Jahn
2

2 yellow-gre

P R SR o=
Lennon Memorial Shot onto a large gresn — large vellow pair.
On btwo or three occasions Larry mansges to blow all
piles, but Jon keeps control. Jon plays a nice sheot g &
free green with a red that was already onobwo  gQreens;s
shortly afterwards green is =guopped up. Red goes off trying
to bring im, but yesllow fzile to get close to any of the
piles. Blue sguops vellow in his ~Ted turn and there ares &
free turns=. Sewsrzal S or & free rurn sequences follaw and
slthough most blues are free, & large blus gets sucked into
s large pile, =o Jon dogsn’t go for the pot-oub.
Jom & — Larry 1
Ion 13 — Larry B
Games 4 Larry Blus/Red, Jon Green/Yellaow
Jon starts well, cking up a pair of reds with his 5th
turn and then hanging er*a it despite hitting the pile with

a large grwen. Eventuslly the pile is split, buk Jon has 2
clear advantage which is increased when green takes & red
doubletean with his 11th turn. Yellow, however , immediately
bombs this ang frees the reds! HBlue rakes the greeni grean
subes yello ttempts & pile jump =and frees & blue. Larry
now has a bi v =g which is increased when Jan =subs two
areens in a row (one ‘fwm the bazelinel. Larry replies by
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subbing a blus, Jon ftakes control of pile, read
gets on tup and thmn goes off while bre > pile. Now
things ar feirly esven, bub Larry starts to regain contral
and is he lped when a yellow bristol fazils, 4reeing a blue
and subbing the vyellow. At the start of rounds blue looks
strongest, but Jon manages to free several yellows only for
red  to  sguop two of thes (ons fron soms d=ztance.. At the
end of round 4 blue 2 (2 in the
pot and 2 outl), but red has A

points (1 in the 3 2 out) with =
and gre=n has 4 points with nothing in ths

fres wink;
Green pots

two  small gresns (neither was 1=} and
attempts a two—footer which hits is  free
wink and now sach colowr has B, Ye nk on a
large red and now pots itf ( if he’'d

i
2 and a

mizssed). Hlues pots his
green.
Jon 2% - Lar A4z
Jan 151 - Larry 12%
Game 5 Larry Blus/kRed, Jon Green/Yellow
Larry g ntrol and yellow is  sguopped up
by the 1 splits a2 pile, but Larry plays a
neat shot grpen Jlth a red on a yellow and
5 1

red. Jon is

nay go  down

ue from under a small
1

taki

fast runnimg out of winh
&—15 = he attempits to po
a

P

i

=
re=sn. Hoth winks oo in! Red t ow which was  on  a
ile, but {atter long considerat by the umpire) a green
s adiudged to have come free. This giwves Jon a few more
winks, but at the beginning of rounds y still has a2 big
advantage. In round 2 there ars  two : lent shots: Jen
chips & vyellaow from under a yellow on lue =scross onto a
pile containing two greens; a large green comes free. Larry
then bristols to the pils bing & small red back onto the
green, and another red (inside the pile) onto the vellow. In
round 4 green pots a2 small wink to give him 8. Red (who
already has one in the pot!? misses the pot with a large red,
but lands pottable. Larry makez a small blue fnn‘ a3 large
yellow) pottable. Jon now looks like gcttlng = Dolnts, but
he decides to pot a small green off a almost

2 foot (risking a &—-1 loss if he misse
Larry misses with a large blue and a 1
4-3% win.

Jdoen - Larry 3
Jan 1%%2 - Larry 154
Game & Jon Blue/Red, Larry Green/Yellow
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but = Emall red lands on & large red

Jon brings 1n we d
k the apart with a Blue from the

d

£

He attempts to

baesline, but misses

With his =zeventh =

the larae red, but 1= we side and lands close to a greesn.
r

b
nd land: ocn & large green instes
smpts to pot the small red O

vYellow (not neEa ce= & =mall blue and then Jaon
sguops the small roe bluse from some distance.
Green now has 2 S or a red, but he misses and
Jon runs siwx. The 2, 1 green and 1 hlue behind
the basesline or Blue pobts three amall winks,
brings in and then rth, then misses twice with &
large wink. Yellow to tak second place and
finally blue pots his lars winks (to huge applause and thes
tntal bemusement : from the World Service) to
zecure & &—1 and fitle.

after three fairly clear—cut games the crucial games
zzemed to be games 4 and 5 when Larry might have taken the
lead, but Jon’'s pressure cotiing Lept  him ahead.
Commiserations to Larry, wnhose potting let him down 211
weeslk. We now look forward Lo the showdown with Alan Dean.
The ™Might-Have-Eeen »5th World Singles Match Alan Dean

Larry kahn (possibly World Champion
v Alan Dean (challenger)
Edwinstows, Z4/11/886

Larry kahn was unable fto visit England before the weskend
of  our Singles Championshi and we therefore agreed to
pretend that this event was taking place 2 weslk later, =0
that outstanding World Title challenges could be fitted in
hefore they lapsed. Between the Singles weekend, and the
following Wednesday, when Larry and Jon were to play for the
Warlid title, Larry decided to Stay with the Dean family, to
zee another part of the country znd get 1n scome winks
practice. Alan  was dues to p1=” the winner of the Larry-Jdon
match, and neither he nor Larry wWas particularly keen to
spend any more time on the game the following weekend, =0 1t
was o agreed that they would play a seven game match, which
would count for the World title 1if Larry defested Jon, of
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regained the title from him
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&t. George Slays The Dragorn Moonshine

The top US players celebrated than kegiving in England
this year by turning up 2s the turkeys. The team achieved
absolutely nothing, making this one of the most successful
tours ever.

The Americans, represzented by Larry FKahn and Dave The
Dragon Lockwood, kicked off by taking on the British in
their National Singles. This, a5 been readers will
appreciate, iz played uwsing the sntiguated round-robin
format with gualifying lesguss and a lZ-player final. 37 of
the BEritish made the svent this y=ar.

The First provided Larry with an opportunity to
display his shki , but his CDT]EQHQE Dave Lockwood Dund
qualifying a to proposition.

STOMF! O-7 =against Andy Purvis (Cambridgs).

STOMF! Z—-4 zgainst Rob Cartwright (Wessex Exiles).

STOME'! 2-5 agsinst Jim Carrington (Wessex Exiles).

The Dragon could still  have come through again=st Tony
Erennan (Oxford and England), but STOMF! crashed out of the
fournament when the England man restricted him to anly é&.

In the +inz)! Larry might have had a2 good thing going
zince he secured narrow wins  against the top British
players; unfortunately, having fallen victim to Dr Cyril

Edwards in hiz cpening game he needed to do better than
fRhi=. @lan Dean finmished with a &1 win to pip Kehn for the
title.

The Dragon having flown {(have you aver een a turkesy
fl1yv7) events moved on to the Worl rzﬁglwc atches. Larry,
delighted to have gualified for the Singles Flnals, now had

ts defend his title against Jorn Mapley (is 4th plece in =
Singles final really worth = World Singles challenge?™) and
also against Alan Dean.

STOMP! 17-25 against Alan, =z=nd then

STOMF! 141257 against Jon.
This gives Larry the honour of being the only men to lose
the World Singles title twice in a we=k. Tickets for the
faorthcoming All1-British World Singles match may be cobtained
through Winking World, England.

Arye Gittelman being unavailable, the Americans were not
required to put the World Pairs title on the line, and also
were fortunately unable to muster sufficient playerg to take
on an England team. fne can only conjecture as  to  the
outcome. .. (8TOMF! ).
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The Marchant Mike Swrridge

In view FE5/24 Marchant Trophy
constituted for this ancient
competition, isef account should be
zgiven thanm t inking korld. It is
with great t the sordid details,
with a minimum vis edition. (Dkay, so
I was on the i

In the new format, the Marchant Trophy is contested u=sing
an all-play-all league =ystem betwsen teams of four. Each
team receives a list of contacts for all other teams and is

lett to arrange one match agsinst  =ach. Teams enter by
informing the organiser (now Fhil Clark) a2t any time between
the start of the tournament (ETwé Congress) and the end (the
Following l=t Octobery. All resulits received by the
organiser before the latter date are counted, and all  other
matches z=core nothing for either side.

h a strong team (eg RUESH)

Su =
can scare & laot of points per match, & weaker team (=g OUTS)
t =1

3
can still gain more points overall by dint of greater
enthusiasm  to play matches Hmwever, this doss not actually
weigh all that heasvily against tronger teams, since of

.

couwrse they would probably not need to play as often for the
same  score l(assuming similar oppesiticn), and so can afford
to be marginally more lethargic. Furthermore, it is
parfectly permissable for a2 team to enter intending to play
only some games, so all you older winkers should stop crying
off and get your rnames in to Fhil immediztely!

Finally, to help the legss dedicated teams as much as
possible, it has been agreed that teams may play one “"guest"
from ancther team in each match (excluding the cpposing team
af courss!). This rule has since been refined, so that each
player may make only ane ‘'guest” appearance in the
tournament.

-1
m u

There were nine teams entered for M'85/84 by the National
Singles in HNov. 15 5 " We had four teams from Cambridge
(CUTwC A, B, C, and D}, two each from Duford and Southampton
(aUTS 1 and Z, and SOTHINKE A and E) and 2 Weszeyx sxiles team
(WETS) under the inspired leadership of Fhil Clark (the
Tunbtridge Terrier!). There were consegquently 34 matches to
be played. Sadly, it scon became apparent that CUTwC's
ambitions excesded their pool of players (or perhaps
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transport?), and CUTwD D failed to materialice, so that anly
28 matches were envisa the time squidgers were first

=qu
wislded in anger.

The opening segquence of matches was played on TE/Z/8A
between CUTwWC A and B and OUTS 1 and 2. Thess were pieced
together from the games of the Varsity PMatch, which al=o
doubled ass & Silwver Wink match f(come on guys — 2 far  the
price of 1 it may be, but I =all it stingy). This was the
first tournament experience for most of  the OUTE playsrs
and frankly they got = le

2E-0 result by CUTwC B inst OUTS Z (led by those mani
pot—out arti L EBarrie and Duncan Budd)! DUTE Z
alsn hammered by CUTwC A, but OUTS 1 did better, picking
11 points Ffrom their two matches, including th91r first
of recent yesrs | to T.Bresnnan snd R.Br ownsword over the
Cambridoe stalwarts J.Robertson  and S.Sage): After  this
opening clash CUTwC B led their elders CUTwC A by S0pts to
48.

k3
ence
tuffed. HWe saw the =ad spectac
aga
=

The teams retired for a week before CUTWC A& retuwrned to
the fray on 2/3/8&4, the day after the Hampshire Open (which
looks set te become 2 standard March trophy wvenuel. CUTWC
B were left in Cambridge due to

E of transport (o
perhaps CUTWC A felt fhcw needed to s
)
i

k
eal a few games’  lesad
intreduced to the
o prﬁ:ent were SOTWINKE A and WETS,
available for SOTWIME B to  take
sion all tezmz= playsd each other
except the two CUT i . A=z 1t  twrned out; CUTWD A,
SOTWINE A and WETS dominated the townament, so the mestings
between them can be regarded as gomewhat vital., Firstly,
WETS beat CUTwC A 17%: to 107 in & close game (there wers no
4=1"s and there was a 31:-3). Meanwhile SOTWINE & beat CUTwC
C by 242, perhaps inspired by the return of G.Josland to
Southampton team (his only mstch of the tournamsnt).
Subsequently, with HN.May replacing Josland, EOTHINE & and
CUTWE A& had = 14-14 draw, with T.Hedger and F.Wright picking
up 12 of CUTWC A's haul. CUTWC C lost to WETS by only 11-17,
sa outsecoring CUTwC A against that redoubtable team. Finally
SOTWINKE A beat WETS 191812 (N.May having calmed down was
zble to control his potting wrge). In the end, CUTwlC A still
led with 72% from 4 matches, followed by SOTWINE A with 9%
from 7 and CUTwC B with 30 from Z.

over their B team), and CUTwC L were
rigours of M'BE/E
insufficient play
part, and on &t

e

[

. A

o

ers bei
his o
wi

nwowaon

ls

-

[
side

o
d
n

tch played on 1/3/786
team won 17-11, but

The next svent was a2 single ma
betwesn SOTWIRNK A and SOTWINE B. Tha A
the B team had a &—1 win and put up a stif+f {fight. It was

4z -
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now becoming  cbvious  that the strong A& teams were waiting
until the end to play their weaker "compatri Dt= , haping to
clear idea of how many points would be nesded.
by waiting, the stronger teams simply allowed their
to impraove, and were often unable to obtain the
required  score. After this match, SOTHINE & were ready to
concede defeat to CUTwD A, who had a couplz of “sasy" games

ainst CUTwC B and T I=+t.

il

Howsver, before this could happen, on 21/5/8& the OUTS
their match, with OUTS 1 winning by 201715
WETE would now play OUTS and not wishing to be
Zrd place, SO0TWINE A& set out for  Oxford on
companied (and partl tvanspcrted) by the SOTWINE
in turn wished to avoid finishing last. The WETS
1 short, =0 they borrowed = player from the
ntwink team far esch of their matches.

SOTWIME & beat OUTS 1

In the first matches of this set,

by Z1-7 and SOTWINKE B beat DUTE 2 by 17-11. Then we saw DUTS
1 go down 21-7 ta HWETS and OUTS 2 lose 20%:-71 to SOTWINKE A
Once more, i1t was obsserved that rabbif-bashing gets harder
=z the vyear gets older — despite their supposed crushing
superiarity both the winning teams lost a2 game in  these
matches., Then WETS achieved a 20-8 win against OUTS 2 (again
losing & gamel), whilst 0QUTS 1 and SOTWINE B enjoyed the
second 14-14 result of the townament in 2 close fought
game. Finally WETS beat SO0TWINK B by 19-9, but yet again
were unable to avoid dropping a games (F.Clark and
F.Cartwright losing 2841 tg J.Carlaw and S.Harbron).

When the dust had settled, it emerged that SOTWINK A now
led the tournament with 118 from &, followsd by WETE (102
from &) and CUTwC A& (72t from 4. It still sesmed that CUTwC
A shouwld be able to bash their B and C teams and win after a
"disappointing” performance by SOTWINK A. However, we now
had the feeling thet there is no such thing as a2 rabbit in
the archant League, and CUTwC B =till had an argument that
were properly the top CUTwC side. In the end, CUTWC got
mised wup over the closing date of the townament and failed
to play their internal matches (although some might say that
CUTWE A were afraid of their former novices), and so SOTWINE
A achieved the distinction of becoming the first ever
Marchant League champione.

In retrospect, CUTwC appear to have overstretched
themselves in fielding so many as three teams. The remaining
S teams were able to complste their part of the

- 4% —
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all-play—-all, even thoug
have had difficulty 1
significant that the St

WETS

attendi
mentil

S

:5 u

+ta

D
ﬂ]
=8

t

April 1795

nan—univerzity team must

events. 1t may be

3ll fielded 5 or mare

except énr WETS who were ahle to

players at different times, o
horrow SOTWINE players fairly easily when nNeECesSsary- In
contrast, CUTWE tried ta have 4 players par tgam, and in the
end the "C" team hac only T, with D.Salter msking 2 “guests®
from the PEY  team {which is nowW illegal!l). It may be trus
that CUTwC misinterpreted the closing date of the tournament
(i+ is - Ed) and intended to play their matches 1
put  this= only reinforces el ! Rat T
nlayers to kesp on winking into May Jun 5
as =211 the other teams managed to do. Desp 1y
unsatisfactory ending, the Marchant  Trog ig
mstches out of a pessible 28 and btwo higl 3233
meets" in which, we l1ike to Ffesl, the at f he
Winking &0’'s and 0= was recaphbured. 78 playsrs took part
and we had no serious disagresments, which must make M BI/EL
one of the most successful tournaments of the year and Lhe
most satisfying Marchant Trophy for many y2ars.
1  thoroughly recommend fhat everybody
M Ea/87, if only for & few ma atrhes. At the time
have po team — OOES anybody  want to  doin
Dutchmen"?
. = — - —
1 2 = 4 5 7 =] ¢ |[Fl1l Fts
11 CUTRE A e A Rl i4 {oigl 4y 73
21CUTWC B - 22 |28 2 =6
ZicuTws C — = 11 Zp 13
41 CUTwC D - O Q
S10UTE A 5 ) e P VA 7 &1 S
&1 0UTS B K o Fig|———1 Tty 1l g 41 E7
71SOTHINE All4 26 =y | g0l ——— 117 |17%z] &1118
g|sSOTWINK B 14 [i7 |1t |=-—1 7 41 St
GIWETS 174 17 71 yZ0 gl {17 |-——1 &}103
P
CUuTwl A CUTwC B CuTwC C ouTE &
N Inglis F Barrie F Rodgers T Breonnan
T Hedger D Budd g Furvis R BErownsword
Foright S Every S Mayes M Ceonway
S Sage D Salter R Eaton
J Robertson S Scruton
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auTE B SOTWINE A& SOTWINE B WETS

0 DOrchard A4 RBovcoe J Carlaw F Clark

E Zetie S Chamberlin E Harry R Cartwright
i Coleman G Josland S Harhron Jd Carvrington
. Henson N HMay J Ridley J Ferguson

F EBcldbherg M Burridge 2 MNorman

E Hilken

S Bochneider

The Amsterdam Invitation Tony Erennan

Friday 1Zth December saw the first of many historic
events of an extraordinary weekend, as, for the first time
Bver, not +ar {from  Sheerness, winks were squidged on a
rrass—chennel ferry. This could only mean one thing: winkers
making their way to 317, Ferdinandbols Straat for the first
ever Amsterdam Invitation Tournament {the "“Surridge
Shield"?)

Late townament start times have beesn a problem recently
L.45pm must be =) allowing for losing an hour lﬂ
the crossing). =] oups of winkers, Fhil Clark,
Rawing Flown, a S (his arms must have been tired).
fAfter lunch, various towrist spots were visited, hottles of
Beck’'= imbibed, and the =start time set. Eventually, the
sight winkers (mein  Host SBwridoe, Inglis, Cartwright,
Felle, Erennan, Chambsrl Clark and Liz Whitfield) were

in,
assembled, and the winks hegan.

The last thing I want to do is to go through a
blow-by-blow account of the tournament, as it really was a
relatively minor part of the weeksnd. We played threes rounds
and then went out to further =ample the local brews (and
licensing heowrs) in a very smaky ba serving various brown
thick =ugary liquids described as beer, My memory of the
evening is :u+¥1c1entl/ hazy that I shall move straight on
to the Sunday...

The second day =saw an early start and embarrassing
ipcident. The cumulative effscts of the choppy creossing,
smoky bar, forsign feood and nerwves at  the possibility of
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winning his first ipvitation tournament (and not having been
=0 drunk that he had heen standing in the middle of the road
directing traffic the night hefore, ol no...:!, made an
anonymous grand c1d man of winks fesl rafher unwell. Not for

the first time in the weskend, he missed the pot...

The standard
the last

the eventual wir
all~p~:—;rtner—all;S
horror at coming s2
third. Another
mor e interesting =i =

urnfortunately) and it was ba:k

Many thanks to Mike for organising it all, and putting us
up; next year Faris?

The &th Cambridge Open Mick Inglis
pueens ' College Cambridge, Zlst January/1lst February 1787
The Cambridge Open 1is deliberatesly the most random

tournament of the year; hut even by 1LsS OWn standards this
cne was pretty wierd. The L features were all  thare:
Cembridge players (and some wise Oxford playesrs) fresh from
Friday night "training's incomprehensible computer testhing
troubles: a late start while we wzited for Mr Sage to wash
his sheets: foul tinned teer =nd the odd ood result.

At firet sight all ssemed & cected: the top three
after three rounds were dapley, Hedger and Dean, but they
were followed by *three enknowns'" from Owford. Then
zomething strange gococurred — Rla
row (whern did that last happsn i
to twenty second egual. This nc
shove Charles Relle who had =rh1
top was Duncan Budd (who had only gl
faliowed by Nick Inglis, Seoft Thor n
Whitmore. Even Jon Mapley was langul
a paltry average of 4.5.

an Dean lost four games in a
rournament?) to  plummet
theless put him ten places
ed an averages of 2. At the
e thres games/
Nuford novice lan
ing in =ixth equal s on
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As  evelr, those with an  instin - sslf-punizshment
nartook of G CUTwC Dinner o nightb.
The jokes we bz r, the WAS even
morra incompr i er y event was
organissed in ta b ‘e teddy
became the fir: eaded ing the dinner - an

I i = zing he committed a

beverage

£
ham Hancock

crime.
The =z=eccnd day saw the ournament  =lide tftowards total
h ] e to lo many matches.
.;I :

id day's p
1

though

wWin

twice in this format) in four atts; Ea a
to improve his position by more thar aces (surely
zpme  kind of record! while  Char who finished
twenty Ffifth comparsed with secor : seatr, achieved
something similar in the opposite directicn. Mention should
also be made of Tim Hedger’ performance: S points from
th

res games paribnering Mapley and Dean.

For the final positions the tables sxclude evervyvones who
was available for less than 8 games. To be eligikle for the
title 2 player would have to bhe availahle to play in almost
every round including the last. As usual we attempt to win
the Bill Frindall prize for irrelevant statistics with the
averages of partners’ and opponents’ scores. & negstive
entry  under difference indicates an advantageous draw. The
partners’ and opponeEnts’ scores have been averaged ecver a1l
games not  inveolving the playver in guestion (I haope that

‘ @ 1. This is to esliminate the effesct that a good or
ver hasz on their partners and opponents and  thereby,
R ake the statistics more relevant. Just about the
ing one can say with confidence is that Ian Whitmore
ot

it}

1
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Opponents
PartnerJSCDre

nlChris G,D0 |Y,Z |a,a |E,f |C,k |R,S [s,Z |s,1 |[F,V
Andrew | T|5%|F|t |Y[2 |1]s [F]e Jz[tw|T]2%|v]s [v[5%
Malcolm R,J |0,a |0, |R,F |T,0 |M,H je,f |Y,F |I,E
Beattie Elz |d]e [Tl |d]t [1]t |nfs [bft Jefa Jw]z
Kevin Y, |L,I |8,E |b,U |A,F [d,Y |h,H [Bye [i,X

© | Beck 7]z |x[a |nl= |ple |k[: (wla Je[s | | lof=

D Tany T, |c,B [Z,V |YU,b {e,a |I,U [B,L (Bye |Bye
Erennan Gliu|r|ak|r|6 |cle [z]1 |6]e |ila%] | [

RELE i,k |g,s |N,C |B,5 |U,W |Bye |U,V |F,Y |W,E
Carrington|B|= |T]6 |G|5 |04 |d|6 | | la]s |el4 [1]4
Rob b,@ |z,Y |d,w |d,B |Bye |F,T |I,v¥ |K,T |A,Y

Fleartwrignt [L]1a]a1 |Fle |RJe | | |*|Su/N][s N[t |v]i%

o |Steve A,T |R,D |C,N |E,0 |S,Y |[U,I [H,h |e,b |BEye
Chamberlin|D|i%|c|2k|E]S5 |5]= |J][2 |p[e |c]i |w[sw] |

| Fhil a,g |b,M |@,e |N,X |V,8 |h,B |B,C |g,c |b,c
Clark 1]z |k[e |b]z |els |R[5 [M[1 [n]e [x]a |R|Z

[ |Fatrick 3,2 |Xx,C |T,B |f,k [0,T |D,6 |F,N |V,A |BE,W
Barrie H[= |L]z o]t [a[s [B[1 Ju]i [v][= |s]s |E|4

3 Michael E,BE |G,e |[X & |M,T |Y,5 |a,0 {d,X |Bye [Bye

" |Coleman rla |w[z |ulz |wlz 6]z |njz [wla | | |

" Alan X,d |M,b JU,J |A,I [F,A [V,c |a,c [F,N |T:HM

‘| Dean uls [nle [x]s [#]= [c]t |L]1 [r]= |T]e |als

| |ctive o,b |C,X |c,f |Y,a |g,N |[c,v |i,D |Bye |Bye
Dixon Flin 1]z [s]t [z][z [b]1 |k]1 @]z

4| Byril 7,C |E,H |Bye |J,W |h,¥ |B,h |Bye |R,0 |a,k
Edwards vis et | T I7la Jel=znin]s | [ [d]a |T]=

y|Clive V,e |,V |E,6 |H,= |b,L [0,a |Y,I |T,k |S,e
Babriel Fls Julz |c]= [x[1 lg]e |a]z |F[5 |F]1 |F[en%

a Graham c,f |B,d |B,T |S,6 {I,B |N,J |Bye (d,M |Bye
Hancock wiz |alt [1]1 |e[a [T]e |a[s | | Irl= | |

P Tim e,V |Bye |W,d |Bye [K,C |F,X |c,a |[E,B |2,8
Hedger N[s | [ [Fle [ [ dafe |T]iulk]z |vlz |nlzw

o Katharipe |L,F (J,W |H,b |c,Y {R,H |f,e |D,i Bye |Bye

"|Hensaon blszlels lels |g[zu|v][z |b]t [L]=n |

o |Nick B,E |G,c |V,Z |BE,d |8,V [A,Z |Bye |M,d |c,b
Inglis Jla |pla:|ple [Fle |H[s |s]5w] [ lols |H|=
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Fars IDpps
F1|WID Tot| Ave |Fos -
Difference
Bye 16,8 | 1 1ol ams| 5. 639 14 &.4?é!o.é4é
l Yt42;3 +0. 150
F, K |By 3.860|%.728
= 1TV lizis|o|7|z8 |3.167]18= : [_
slo ) ~0. 132
N,M Jc,d . . 3.44@[.’5.35(}
11230 271 2.500 |27
HNEANE 3 -0.090
B Z.IS2|3.313
ye |BYe | Jlslolz|29]4.214 52| 3. 313
[ l ~0. 039
X2 12810 48 |4.000| &= ke “J?é l et
cl1 |Fle —0. 251
z.222|3.520
B.5 12X 1iilelo|s|ate|3.773] 1= - [5.5
k|7 |Ele +0, 298
T.439|3.480
422 18:Y 1iolgiol7]atn|5.408]15 22 ENE
HEARES +0.241
Bye |Bye olsto 26 |4.000]| 4= E.760 I Z.ao
[ | -0.208
Fe.g |T,F 1=lslo 20 1707720 -:-‘:._u;:-l.:..\.yab
Lx.f[é le +0. 2354
: z.052|3.5
Bye 1Bve | Slilela|te |2.286 52]3. Se1
l l +0.509
3. .25
S.E Y28 |iol7lo|s|a9n]a. 111 5 (o ti8 26
| IF]7 |6]=%. 0. 091
y 3.319(3.413
Bye |Bve 1Bve | Slolol7|1is |1.857 % E
[ 10,093
; Z.925| 2.
b,A IR.C 1BYe | ,lslals|z0 |5.000]2z 227 515779
Tla [nfan] | ~0.147
5.2 |B.R 19.C 1yolalo|g|zs|2. 73624 *'ifé[*'éll
clt [mlan|c]s +0. 495
: z.538|3.52
I,e |X,e |F,T 11l7le 471|955 |10 15 ,_._8! 528
wls |blsu]|1]e -0.011
3.870[3.391
Ko 1.0 101 1y 14)0|7|z4%|2. 167 18= !
1 |gfr |T]1 ~0.479
Bye |Bye [Bye | 1 1 1.1 - lo ocs 3.173]3.575
[ | | ) +0, 402
Z.373|3.5
YoB IMN V3 | iolalo|a|a9n|a.125| 4 (2T I_ 277
[E} I & C I 21 NI +0. 204
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UOpponents
Partner[Score
| Tim Bye |T,E |f,c |0,E [G,J |z,A |A,T [A,V |N,F
Jeffreys [ laolt L]t [s]z |v]s [rl|swlz]an|1]s |elsn
| gen D,G |S,g |1,0 |W,J |E,I |X,F [Z,58 [N,F [K,a
Mapley alsulele |ele |m][a Jole |Plin]alzu|k]s |n]=
,|pavid d,x |v,¥ |E,x |p,C |E,d |B,D |E,g |Bye |Bye
Orchard kls InJz Jalz |ef1 Twls 11 Jv]= | | [
EEY N,F |u,N |R,D [L,Z |H,R |K,L |g,E |I,8 |Y,A
Furvis elz [+]s |zt |ala [v]=z |c]e Jul=z |alz |F]1n
W Charles f,c (e, [F,F |TyM |d,E Y,d |X,d |b,e |E,I
Relle olz [a]z o]t [a]z (ult |cla |a]1 |e]s:|E]=
L |FRil k,U |1,L |3,U |e,H |Bye |T,F [W,J |c,g |g,C
Rodgers alz fcla []s InJt | T [Flsujdle [H]a Ji]4
.| Stew c,z |A,F |g,a |g,0 [3,6 |W,C [N,F [B,E [V,F
Sage Mls |z]e |a]z |c]zwls]s |d]z 1]z |Plz |a]sn
. David M,Y |F;8 |DyR {a,V ja,=2 |S,R |T;4 |Bye |Bye
Salter clz |v]s [v[r |L]z o]t [afiels]an] ]| I
Alex H,I |d,B |A,Y |Z,L |Z,D [J,N |K,F |Bye [NM,T
*|satchell  [g]a |0[1 |g[s |v][a |ele |0]s |cla | | k|5
L |Fhil F,L |H,k [e,@ |C,D |N,g [e,f [f.,e |W,B [H,R
Scarrott  [@su|M]1 |H[Z Jult Jo]1 o1 |E[1 |elit|c]s
Bary o,W [Db,R |L,S |B,g [f,h [L,k |F,K [X,H [R,H
“lshrimpton [¥]5 |B|2u|fle |v]Zu|m[2:|v]e |a]4 |a]3 |b]S.
S |Mike u,k la,o0 |F,F |F,R |W,U |C,W |J,W |O,Rk |Bye
surridge [x[2 [B]6 |wlt |Bl1 [El6 |¥|= |x]e |nfa | |
Beoft F,N [W,J |b,H |X,n |D,Z [b,8 [B,b |G,W |F,N
®|Thorp= viz |e|s [e]4 [Hle |ale |f]le [fle |b|it]s]an
‘ Ian W,O0 [N,U I§,L JI,& |c,M [&,b |byB [Byes |Bye
whitmore |c|s [V]5 |cle [E]z |nlaulels |ele | ] |
Feter I,H |E,T |v,a |v,c [L,b [Bye |V,U |H,X |X,i
9 lwright ala |s]t |a]ls |e]zein]e | [ |els |c]z lcl=
h Duncan Bye |Bye |Bye |Bye [M,c [H,M |C,E |Bye |[Bye
Budd [ { | flanlele |H]e | |
i Liz Bye |Bye |Bye |Bye |Bye |[Bye |[L,& |[Bye (C,qg
Bertoya | | [ | | | Iplan x4
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Minutes of Committee Heetlng of ETw Council Fhil Clark
Held 22nd Hovember 1584, Southampiton University

For

bank
closer prox
forms
signatory.

WeEr e

Jim Carvrington,; Fhil Clark,

Ta enx WAS
small tab at
Fairs, = ol
orogress. on
Minutes of Committes Meeting of ETwA Council Fhil Clar

Held Zist January 1987, The #7711, Caembridge

Fresent: Jon Hapley, Fhil Clark, Jim Cerringhton,; HNick
Ingli=s, Stew Sage. Several members.

Eguipment
Jim
£150. A= & result
with funds in
should buy some r
available, and me
enguiry.

The current
originally purchas
of the remsinder
firm of Carta
oo
Competitions

Jon said that he
Host public thouse
sxpressing interest
Lowestoft area. Jon
willingness

reported that the old winks
ETwA’'s bank

WErE :Qld
Jon said thst the winks were supplied thro
Mundi
hably be provided i+ we asked.

to cooperate. Stew

had been =cld, realising
was healthily placsd
£400. Jim wondered whether ETwd
from Italy while they were still
he had written & lettesr of

account

was that of the 2000 @ sests

thlS in 3 vears.
cugh “the Belgium

of Turnhout and that sguidgers could

from  the fAnglia
nd Metropolitan)
the

had received a letter

group f(a division of

in & winks towrnament among pubs in

szid he'd written back expressing ETwA's
had the details and would be

Gra
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continuing the follaow up.
Alan Dean askEd whn held the Juhilse Trophy, Charles
t

=till, and was in ancther attempt to wrest it
from his hands. 3 e thought he was +fhe most
immediate challenger.

This led an + clden
Sguidger" of whi R It
was thought that , but
had  apparently raham
Jaosland had lost day
aflter th= 1723

any ather
match  on

It was,
publicity
Jon  said
Ampercord,

o
o
i

,..
"
l

o e
morom

e
[ |
WY o

thers =
include nneszs @ of  Trade and
Hamleys. The matter was left to Stew and if
he could net arrange anyithing by the =nd of March then it
would be held at the Fairs,
ETwA Constitution
dim said he had read ths constitution bhefore giving a
copy to ETwA's new bank (Lloyds) and found  that currant
practices had drifted away +from  those espoused in the
document. He cited the example of having Club
representatives on ETwA’'s committes. It was telt, however,
that it was preobably not worth draftting a2 new constitution

at this time.

ETwA Financial Year

Fhil asked when subscriptions to ETwd officially fell
due; he had been in the practice of regussting =ubs in a
post-Congress  nmewsletter assum wing & Congress  to Congess
yRar. However it appeared that =zeveral pzople felt that
their membership ran 1 year from whenever they paid.

don  said ETwR’'s vyear end veed to be Tist August in the
distant days when accounts were produced. HDNE#EF it  was

+e2lt  that Congress tno Congress  was sensible, with the
treasurer having discretion to reduce the subscripticon rate
at a later stage in the YEE .




Hinking Morld 4% April 1287

A.0.8.

by a manufactursr of
= maving a tournament
between the produ as & marketing ploy. It
zppeared that the crated with discs besring
sgme  wvague resemblance winks. Apparently the promoters

Jon said  he
conputer printer st

envisaged & final , &t which ssveral of those
preszent asked how ome dealers
If was to be hoped t

promoter would seek winks
cheaper low guality "wi

There was no other business so the mesting closed.

The Yarsity Match Nick Inglis
Wacham College, Ouford, Ziszt February 1987

This yesr = =ity Match was an intriguing prospect with
a much improved Oxford team {acing a very powerful Cambridge
zide. Oxford started the first rnd well looking to be on
top in a couple of games and level in annther, but &s  1in
last vesr’'s match the experisnce of thsa CAmDrwﬂga team
ceemed to be crucial in rounds and in the end Cambridge won
211 four games to take s useful 17187 lead.

work wonderes for Oxford and the second
against Cambridge for many Years.
=t Sage and Andrew while Henson and
WhHitmore took udd =nd Furvis and Dxford only narrowsly
1oet the round 12115, Cambridge domirnation was reasssrted
in the third round with £3 points to Camhridge ensuring a
win for the away team. Another win for Henson and  Hhitmore
in round 4 kept the final margin down to 42 polnt: - a fair
reflection of the relative strengths of the sides both of
which were stronger than ITast yesr. O+ the G fard pairs
Erennan and Dyer (12) and Henson and Whitmore (14} did
wtremely well. For Cambridoge one of the most encouraging
signs was the small spread (cnly 3 points) betw=en the tap
and bottom pairs — a good team effort.

Lunch sesmed to
~ound was their bas
Frennan and
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Fules and Frocedures Rob Carteright
At this year '= ETwA congrsss, & radical rule changes were

proposed. As it happensd both motions were rejected, and no

doubt Charles Relle and Jon  Mapley were disappointed by

this. I have some thoughts on these changes, and also on how

and why such changes should and should no : i

far as I see it, ruls changess might be made

(This means reazl changes, not just rewordd

point.?

1) Changes +to reducs or eliminate
+

unclarity - in e rules, in order =
in complex o= . Thi= sncompasses = ova =3 i1
which is impossible to adjudicate,; also any additions to
discourage situaticns likely to lead to 1llegslity.

eg, The L fr
the US. (
The Z-inc

22 twns rule, which is difdf
ee Charles’'s article in WH4E)
1 ¥

= to prevent the uss o

Z) Changes to the rules which are designed to make the game
"fairer”, ie to minimise the effscts of luck (good o
bad), and to marximise the level ot the =R

cshotmaking, =strategy or both.

2g, The lmm rule betwesn winks :
The removal of the now NC L iy 1 ons
(wheresby any wink in & pile after 1he
top ane, vertically benssth).

[

Changes which are designed
format, so that it is "hetter?®
this rmqu be argusd a
I have s=separated it by wWa)
proposal — "the [ ‘s basic format? as upposed to &
minor change to an existing format. The distinction is
necesszarily subtle and is admittedly one of personal
opinion.

eg, A hypothetical oroposal to increase the number of
winks for each player to eight (4 big and 4 small).

Considering Charles’'s and Jon's cases in  this light, I
would pigeonhole Charles’s prcpo 52 ) (no loss of shet for
going off) as cacse nd Jo (extra shot if any
wink at all is pott =3
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ridiculous

s
ssume that all people things from
game, and =uch phra icult", "more
a2llenging" etc, presuppos = this. In
managemsnt  terms, sically n know what you
happening. You - : if you can

=ee a szpecific differen t you want to

den't know
complaining!
consider "IE

will Nha‘ I WaD sctually be
I

By putting case 2 above I have rather dang eroud*y asszumed
that we want the Iuck of th ne ed and skill
increas=d. There may well be d Ekill  and
Tuck ar= in lin noomness in some
areas of =shot t i =ntial to
detine at of shot i=s one
where = encEs 2re gr right, but
another way is where the cons vou get it
wrong ! 2 i rter one not
orly hecsa ause if vyou
hit  the Y ht g mpletely bad
luck, because part of the skill is to know what you can  and
can't do  and  take risks. If you know you can pot it, then
miss, that is obviously a skill deficiency. If you know vyou
can’t pot it, you don't try. IF yvou're not sure, you have no
~ight to moan about possible consequences! So  maybe

randomness doesn 't always reduce skill; the balance is up to
the individual. Tony Brennan put forward this very argument
in favour of keeping the old mats; the randomness was
considered too great by most people, but that doss not make
his basic point any less valid. If we are going to erase all
areas of randomness in the game, I think we need to create
sdditional means of risk to benefit/penalise the more
dynamic player and so encowrags different styles of play.
The one rule that springs to mind immediately is this
business of having to fres on the first shet after
completion aof free turns. I believe that if  you think vyou
are good enough to pof first, and =till free legally in the
szme turn, knowing full well the consequences if you miss,
then you cught to be allowsed to try.

Eefcre any rule change can be accepted, it should be
mandatory to justify it by a rational and specific argument.
Further, I would suggest that the argument be more thought
out and clearly justified as one progresses down the list. A
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~adical change should never ke proposed without at least
zome forethought and ressonable svidenrce, since it i=s  far
too eassy to attack it and 1111 off what is maybe & good

ideza.

You should describe
"hetter" in the case 1
show why the changm i
—-Ie you should show cl=a

Ay what is happening

B) what you wanit to

C) how the proposzed

You should &lso be
probability of them
ConSequUEnCas; then
not cause to reiject

The nther factor of course is that of timing: you should
allow people a reascnable time to develop counter—arguments
zlong the same linss. The decision to release WW  in August
(actuzliy FSeptember — E4) not Octobsr is & good adjunct to
this:; I propose tha ny rule changes  which yas  not  been

i
publizhed in  WW =t month before congress, should
t

not be voted on at

Now to look closely =t the Z proposals put forwars at the
last congress.

1} After a shot causing winks of any colour
opponents of the player who made the =
211 these winks should be replaced. (20,

yours  a  long  way  3Way, but their own
action as possib

;...«

2.0

Charles’'s casze has besn put in MWW, althoug
make clesr the intention to 2 e
I understand it:s

— Charles is working on the assumption 1ok should be
minimised and skill incressead. =] are his kasic
interpretations of the "better gams". He states that bad
luck should not be peEnalised. (put does not state a
philoseophy on whether good luck should be accepted as 1S,
or played down. Basically bad iuck for one player is good
iuck to the cpponent!)

— He helieves that to send your own wink off ie largely bad

luck, not due to lachk o shotmaking skill.
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Heres are zome counter—arguments:

- 1 hink £ send one’'s wink off iz largely
ca essnes nture to suggest that people o bring
in =quUoOp—S mor2  off  than  theose who bring in
polt-style. inclined to twist slightly and land
on its edge thus rolling off, whereas if you do a pot-shet
the =pin reduces this effect. Winks played in  this way
tend to bounce forwards, and only go off i+ you are stupid
enough  to h th i i room =2lsewhers!) If vou
ol a short that is pursly a skill
de lenc the wink whers you want at
cl ran ancther wink then roll
cff, tha iz not bs vou go for 2 long pot and
miss, the case is as 1 dess ; above. He 21l kpow a long
oot iz gettable in any situation, =0 14 wvou over—estimate
vour ability and mi the shot, i=s that really bad luck?

— If we ignore the above and apply Charles's proposal,  will
what he wants to happsen actually happen? Mayvbe not, for
instance people may =ak up  piles Wit more  wviclence
simply hecause the penalty  (risk ¥ going off has
reduced,; and this contravenss the that the game
would be mo skillsul.

— Charlies states that going off is bad luck, but the new law
proposed  still has a =mall penalty for going off. Charles
will =ay is is= just . Compromises, but it is an
inconsistency in the a ch does not make 1t any

more helisvable.

I do however like the idea of a paossible default 1if  you
baondeock  an opponent  too far. That is exactly the sort of
bonus/risk elemsnt that adds to the variety and interest of

the game.

les
wauld
propos
e, i
ourpase
=al

propo

Z) The player gets an exitra shot for each wink of any colour
potted.

Jon's case is much less groblematical, because basically
he had no case! There is no way the proposal should have
bheen accepted, because Jon did not put forward any argument
in  its favour. The impression I got was that he had a vague
feeling that the game might be more interesting, but there
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was nat any p put

of an unforseen struck me i

the time facto body was going to err on the
side of cautio =en totally wrong to  accept
such & radic ch short notice and without
appealing Ia} i it ! foolis arnd
unnecessary Tor Y ozed abt that Limea.

There no doubt th
there ars so many thing

very difficult to Yo owhat

e
- pot the
ight be
give the
Iy co 1t
=c  big
milar in
had &
nent that

could pot the opponent
less fear of being
clever, you could
the same shobtj
way without the

and  then
sguopped
pat the
YOu SO
opponents getting &
- Conversely, if you had the opponent nearly sguopped  up,
vou could pot the opponent From a OnRE-O0-0ONRE, and mowve the
extra free wink as a i Hiz might be less risky than

[l
o
-

trying to bristol it or Just frse.

- In an equal situation you d yourseld  and yowr
ocpponent together; this o vouw  one  point in
effect, but would give you t which could W

e
overcome the deficit and vie vou a hones. This is a b

dodgy: the worst that could
yiouo [ i
one—on—c

have

prabably  only

opponent that’

=t if

gotting yourself and
you @miaht  h= able
Getting both has a1
pile squop and break

than play a mare
= &ll vyou . gain A

- In &a big pile,
subtle desguop. If

vou pot
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may be enough to clean up and gain a2n overall

are many olbther poeossihilities. Lo
worsae? Theres are plenty of ifs
cpinions. I would be quite happy
using this idez if we can arrange a

o try 1t out.,

= find cut
be bhetter
equipped ve do, and

¢ nobt wan

n Fairs Mike Surridge
hampton University, ZBth Fehruary

I have just received a scoreshest for this vear ‘s  Open
Falrs, along with & reminder that I promised Nick a match
repart in exchange. It is more than a month since the events
in guestion and my memory is not  all  that aood. I hope=,
therefore, that I will be forgiven for taking a more
personal view in this report than is traditional.

The tournament was held =t Southampton University
Students’ Union on ZBth February 1987. A Silver Wink match
2nd Marchant trophy games had been arranged for the nest day
tan unfortunate clash which could not be resclved hefore the
events, but which hopefully will not recur). As a result the
turnout was boosted by a largs contingent from Cambridge and
2 f2ir sprinkiling of Exiles.

By the start of play there were fourteen pairs assembled,
leng with a television crew who had bheen given +the wrong
start-time and twned up too early! The favourites were (of

- &1 -
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courses) the heolders, flan Dean and Rob  Cartwright, but a
strong chalienge was expected Ffrom Exiles Jim Carrington and
Mike Surridages (runners-up in 1938) and from the untried but
certainly formidable combination of &lan Bovyce and Charles
Relle.

Other

were in mixed-sztresngth
Silver Wink match), so
challsnoers. The
concerned, therefore,
"slep—rans®

major conc
probably  hav
been more t

curnament was 1o st
fimal additi

a

s
W)

I
fagmnt

game. ke

& round oo

underway randomly drawn round. I was
slightly zbout my form after =everal months in
the wilderne and}; broken only by my worst esver
Cambridge I = To my astonishment {snd I think
EVENn more clayed oulits well sgainst Steve
Harbron 5ﬁd iy =snd Jim and I emerged with a
-1 win. e four  other pairs had  that
pleasure, minously Eovyce/Relle and

Cartwright/Dean.

z further bit of randomnsss  enteresd

This
the dra and we managed to avoid those peocpls
and in Cywril Edwards and Alex Satcheil. It
EppESrS le must have made the draw as he
also Cartwright, who found themselves against
the sixth pair, Chri ndirew and Stew Sage, halfd a point
behind.

Az we started our match, Cyril and I  icked about our
Cambridge DOpen game in which Cyril s last Freese wink spent
several tuwrns marching up and down the edge of the mat in
search of 2 good argle for a knock-off shot. As a result of
these remarks we both brought in poorly and left owr

partner in the centre Ffor 2 while battling amongst

themqelva It transpired that Jim was in devastating form,

and soon hqj Alex at = disadvantsage whilst collecting Cyril

into & pile as he arrived. The result wa 1 and we went to
4

lunch quite =d with ouwrselves,; to
and Hoyce/Relle, also on 12 points, glari
each other over their beer.

= b
find Dean/Cartwright
ng viciously at

—_— e -
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_ . (Opponents | Score
Hamp=shire QOpen Swiss Section -
Running Total
Alan Dean Hle |Fls |nfa Jalz [e]: [s]o

) ; : F=
Rob Cartwriaght & 12 1é 1% ) Z0

, |Stef Nerman el |kle |3 [Fl1 |nlz k|7

4 i £ i i i i 4:
Steve Harbron 1 7 1z 132 15 22

c Andy Furvis Filh Ité DS E' H]5 Jli 5
Duncan Budd 112 Fiz| 1312 T 191 201 o
Alex Satchell L]e ElEE
Cyril Edwards A i 22

|dim Carrington BJ& i F]&

E . . . 1
Mike Surridge ) = 2,
Chris Andrew DISH {w t!i

F : &
Stew Eage Sz 11
Tim Hedger M & al7

5 : : =
David Ealter & 24
Nick Inglis 3E N4t

H . R F=
Fatrick Barrie 1 20

L|Fhil Clark N|a N
Geaff Thorpe 4 16 |7

,|charies Relle HE cle | _
Alan EBovyce oA AR =

 [Nick May J|1 |2 o

Edward Harry 1 14 -
David Dyer ol 1|5

L , : 11
Malcolm Beattie 1 181
GBraham Hancock G}l EtO

M , 14
Sean Lepicg 1 = S 3 g 8

. |Steve Chamberlin . 1]z [M]s |alz |pja 6]z [H][zw] __
Adrian Nicolle = 5 | 11 | 15 | 18 | 2otw|

Flay-off: Carrington/Swridge

I (IS

a3 -

Relle/Eoyce 4 (241
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In round 2 our luck deserted us and we
Boyce, whilst DRean/Cartwright pla ayed Stev
Adrian Nicolle, leading the pack wit =
discoveresd that although our form was & gh to 1ﬂﬂﬁl&
Charles FRelle, our Friend DOr YOe was  1n one of his
"my-winks—zre-worth—-ten— times—as-much-as—anybody—elss g
moods. We decided early on to go for three points and should
have qobt them, hut : of bad shots just bhefore
rounds  and it 1o yee would wrap things up.

Then late in roun sde an error and  Jim'nl
demonstrated in t ab 11 ty to make pots in
round I, emerging unﬂ“nﬁtpj with =3 2ig—dia szoreline.
Meanwhile, the lesding Sotwini: pair had held Dean/Cartwright
to 43 S0 that we were still only 2 points back in Zrd
place with the pack only = points behind us.

In round 4 cane the reckonino hetwsen Boyce snd Relle and

Dean and Cartwright, with the former pair winning Jim
and I now had to face the head of the pack in the ape of

the Cambridge pair Andy Furvis and cld hand Duncan Budd. The
game started with soms excellent Gripging in by Jim and
Duncan  with hoth indicating ambiticns for the pot. Duncan
then bounced ocne into Jim's territory which he sguonped, and
then for some re= led several more on top. Mearnwhile I
flirted with darger at the edge of the =nemy zone, picking
up a couple of winks of different colours  and tosing a
-t-

couple of my own. At this point we had slight aﬁxasfagm in
colour-balance and = hetter chance of merg ging piles
However | I could see one of those d=a ing “tem

command .
Faorgetting my lack of practice, I attempted the cpening

which would 2llow us to invade their area and tak

move, a knock-off approach shot. he knock-off worked okay,
but I squopped  the wrong wind: leaving a doubleton. Thera
ensued by far the toughest game we had to play. By round 4
we extracted s free wink sach and Jim wa = prachtically
wetting himself zsbout potting his in round 5 to beat Duncan
who had already potted ocns. In the snd I persuaded him to
try it and managed a knock—off and squop followed by pot  to
get  second place and 4~1. There is no doubt in my mind that
this game was a turning point in  the tourmament. The
clinicsl Finish to5 such a tenes and closs game made us
suddenly believe that we could win, and there we wers tying
tor the lead with Boyce/Relle on 207 points.

In round 5 we found we had to play Desn/Cartwright, with
Bayce/Relle taking on the new pack leaders, Chris Andrew and

Stew Sage. Jim and T brought in 2ll  and began to  take

4_

{
o




I
prise to put Rob
= imminent and no

confidence was
diggling the pile
why  ow  guards

veral guards. The
were in  range,
B

L. I underteook
5 whllct Jim stroll

sprawliing  so  drun = Some
bits Yk ¢ rounds, b ate to stop us
a b&-1 v f nwhile
‘Relle =0
and

fim o] nidrew snd ZSage. The

dent, but By now we had seen  our

£ &—1 win. Relle

r t ju similar srcore

Fiary i iedger and David

rged Zrd place with

ZEay I D ag=in ht. This last

round  demonstrated ver Japs can begin

to open and middle order as a SBuiss

aoproaches the point .1av—a11, The

pack was led jointly by l=/Satchell

cn 22 points, 4 points 101 off

the lead. Meanwhile, mselves
relegated to esqual ninth ro.

The play—off ga £ 1 v hetwesn Jig rrington and

Mike Burridge (321 ries Relle

(Z0% pointsY. Inmiti 3 ; with Boyce
bringing in fto a positi : 2 =qu i Jim and I
took one sides of th = ing the Boye: 2a. Charles
scattered things around a bit more, putting some near Alan’'s
winks, some into our area to s and a couple
somerhere else entirely. The ¥ ight 1ull and then
Jim and I went into Alan’s area and swamped h1ms caphburing
three o Ffour winks (Charl wasn 't looking at
the tims).

I cannot remember ever being in  =uch
pglay-off game, and +the only chance ocur o nents had was
that we would become overconfident and los =mpo o
needlessly. This we resolved not  to do, decidi
start of rounds to go for S instead of & S5
that ke could take 2 if things went wron Late in rounds we
decided  to take the 2 point Y i s offered,
sbopping Charles up whilst allowing Alan to explode one  of

control in a
July

to ensure

i
=
]
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the piles for first place.

It was <slightly disappointing after having
to our opponents that we failed fo win the pla

given  the amount of control we had. Charles and als
have been guite peeved as well C [Mlutyl

games that day (although only ___'. é‘l in

failed to take the tournament. | 3 the

ourr opponentse afterwards and didn't worry abDut it .

. link: Southampt
Southampton Universi

The crucizal Bilvsr Wink thampto 3
Cambridge began in a blaze of mrgdnlsatl nal brilliance with
the two teams assembling in different locations before soms
passing WETS worked out what wa i Eventuxlly the
home side managed fto find =ight players and the match began.

Cambridge took the first round 1114 after Ffour Fairl
close games. This, r=a r extrsordinarily, was the firs
time since 1978 thsa t Egmu idge had won the First round in
this Ffixture. Three m~1'£ in the next round put the match
well in Cambridge’'s grasp, and another three in round 3 took
the score to S8-2& anﬂ were encugh to ensure 3 Cambridge
victory.

T‘+
o
Sl

At  this point there was a break for lunch, during which
Cambridge cunningly discovered a pub that was giving SWAY
free food (though it contained rather too many vegetahles
for CUTWC supporter Hancock's taste). Suitably refuslisd the
teams returned for the last round wheres the only questicon of
importance was whether Cambridge could achieve a singable
score. BO-32 had been surnegtEd as a target and three of the
pairs again obliged with &'=, but PMr Sage went for his
customary pet cut agsinst Dr Boyce, and only slightly cocked
it wup, lesing 3-4. By beating Orford (in the previous wesk's
Varsity Match) and Southampteon, Cambridge therefore regsained
the Silver Wink. The Final score was 79-33: & fairly
crushing wvictory by a very strong Cambridge side. For
Southampton Dr Boyce was his wsuzsl  dependable self, whilse
Nerman and Hutchings alsc proved very difficult to nail
down. For Cambridge the most encouraging features were the
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A Note on Tournament Format Mike Surridge

In writing the 1987 Hampshire Gpen match reports I made
no reference to some disagreemsnt which appeared over the
format. I would like to express my thoughts on this subliect

as zome of the arguments I heard seem sntirely fstucus.

It 1= =& ( in
placings often dly Jumble
the vagariss of tem designe
will  have *to against &

stage.

=
irs y '
opposition  and nst
3 ocught to play ag eci
persists guite a way up the table, snd secially
marked as the number of rounds sxcoceeds one thlrd thu number
of pairs. The phenomenon is well known and is the resson why
play—off gamss are usually added to t, to
ensure that the leaders must play sach ive
them a chance to decide the tournan ing
each other instead of relying on  the =

Swiss draw.

Aafter a given round, there will inevitably be pairs who
feel that the draw has mot favoursd them nd others who find

that they have moved suddenly nearer to the gu ualifying
places. It is natural for these people to wish that just one
Tfor

extra round be played so that they can make a final =2
usually against current rivals who they have not  yet
able to play.

There was =zome confusion in
tournament director, bowing to this announced at
the end of round I that 7 rounds wﬂuld be played rather than
4. In the event it was decided not to do this, but arguments
were voiced loudly on all sides, and agrsement may have been
reached only because by then it was ohvious that very little
could have affected the identity of the finalists.

I can see two reasocns why it would not have been sensikle
to play the =xtra round.

Firstly, to borrow a phrase usesd by Steve Harbron, bl
cannat be fair on the players to move the winning post after
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the start of a towrnament. I can imagine that pecople might
in some cases have handled their tactice rather differently
in rounds 4 and § for 2 7-round Swiss than they did thinking
we would play & rounds only.

Secondly, as I have tried to indicate, av-aff game
is  wary important to help compensate o incertainties
arisnng from a Swiss draw. In case tha this
can 't really  be  tru (as = 3 t on  this
occasion), I would like to point I have twice
gualified f plsy—off witho the ather pair
inveo i the Swiss =ectic i Open. On
ane (o sions I owould have curnament had
Cyril Edwards and Michk Still not take of  their
opportunity  to beat me! It cannot therefore be sensihle to
play an extra round of Swiss if it may prevent the play—off
game from finishing.

There iz a school of thought which says that play—offs
can be sorted out afterwards. Last year I had the dubious
piepasure of helding the London Open Fzairs trophy for 4
months on the basis of heing in the lead 'e¢@nfu~lly Alan
Boyece =and 1 were able to complete the tournament at the
YTeams of factory ocubcome). I would agree
that the d do with less play-off games (not
none  as  some would iggest, but not I rounds either).
However having decided con a number of play—off rounds one
should then it in a good number of Swiss rounds, but

f
leeving time for play-offs to be completed.

Finally, although it seems there are good arguments for
hiaving play-offs in Swiss touwrnaments and for allowing time
to play them, some would argue that they just want to get an

xtra game in exchange for the trouble of travelling to
tournament, instead of giving that privilege anly to the top
pairs.

In answer to thie I would peint out that there is nothing
stopping peaple not involved in a play-off from having a
game themselves. In my sxperience people actually like to
watch +the +final game of a tournament (I think that people
are less keen to watch 3 extra rounds, and I =uggest a 1
round play—off for the Leondon Fairs would be best)

In regard to the hassle D+ travelling to the tournament I
would like to point out that I arrived by 757 from Amsterdam
at considerahle expense2 to take part in the events of 28th
Feb/let March. I did this because I hoped to get plenty of
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games, but I wssn’'t thinking of
of the Hants Open. I travelled hc
aleo hoping to play 2 few March

Enil:s. In:tead I had to suffer t

of ing. Cambridos
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