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Editorial

Winking World is 30 years old, and is celebrating in traditional fashion — it’s later than
was expected by some people, and has some match reports missing. There’s also a special
pull-out (and-throw-away) Winking World 1, which was produced by Peter Downes in 1961
and contains, among other things, a fascinating article on the damage that squopping is doing
to our game (hear hear).
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I’'m sorry that this edition isn’t really complete. I've not received reports for the Fours
or the Cambridge, and I've not had time to write them. Next issue maybe? Lack of time also
means that it hasn’t been proof read (except Winkonundrum No. 2), so please bear with it.
I’ve also not yet been able to do an article by Charles reviewing Jon’s potting guide of WW55.
I figured it was better to have an incomplete issue at the Pairs than a full one at London.

So what kind of a year has it been? Well, there was a good crop of Freshers at both
Cambridge and Oxford, but no sign of any Sotwink novices at the Fours (and not much sign of
Sotwink players at anything). The Fours, for the record, was won by a team called “Who Can
Tell”, containing Geoff Myers, Robin Smale, Andy Purvis and (for one day) Aidan Bocci.
Staleness finally caught up with Larry as he was crunched in the World Singles, but he
recovered 1o regain it and has since retained it against Dave Lockwood, who won the ETwWA
Singles from Larry and Nick Inglis. The only outstanding World Singles challenges are a
dozen or so from Larry, so that’s not going anywhere for a bit. While he was over here, Larry
said that he would try to set up a club in a college local to him, but this seems not to have
matenalised.

The Cambridge Open turnout suffered from the heavy snow and ice. Charles didn’t get
there; a shame, since all the novices were primed to say “Gosh! I wonder if anyone’s ever
played winks on the river before?” any time he was nearby... The CUTwC President, Stu
Collins, won from Jim Carrington. OUTS" President, Simon Julier, got in on the winning act,
parinering Geoff Myers to victory in the Hants Open. It is current WW editonal policy not to
mention the Varsity Match. Cambridge won the Silver Wink, but it was only CUTwWC vs
OUTS. Sotwink, after about twenty five years of producing top players (including Alan Dean,
Keith Seaman, Nigel and Pam Knowles, Mick Still, Geoff Cornell, Alan Boyce, Mike
Surndge, Jun Carnington, Rob Cartwnight...) is sinking fast into oblivion. According to Mike,
there almost certainly will not be a Sotwink next year. The club at Pinner has folded too, and
Exeter has little chance. So we've lost three of the five active clubs in the world a year ago.
ETwA docesn’t seem to be doing anything; at the first Committee meeting for who knows how
long, the sole topic of discussion was the format for the National Pairs. As well as losing
clubs, we've lost nearly all of our venues — the only place currently able to hold a Pairs or
Singles is Cambridge. This is ironic, since they're the only club with any degree of transport.
We need new clubs, new venues, and OUTS will need help with transport if it’s going to get
anyone to tournaments next year. We also clearly need people with time and commitment to
run ETwA, many of the current Commitiee were basically press-ganged into it, and said at the
time they'd not be able to do the job as well as they'd like to. Please think about it. We're not
in nearly so bad a state as they are in America, but we could be soon if we are as complacent as
they were.

DAVE LOCKWOOD: AN APOLOGY
In Winking World 55, it was stated that Dave Lockwood had lost 4-3 to Mac McAvoy in the
NATwA Singles. On reading this, Dave has demanded I set the record straight. 1am happy to
oblige; Dave of course won 7-0. We apologise for suggesting otherwise, and for any loss of
sleep the error may have caused Dave. Those responsible have been sought out and chastised
with birch lwiis, which I suspect is why they did it.
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The Week-End Winker!

by Jim Carrington

It was half past five on a wet and windy Friday evening. Jim Crisp-Packet packed his
sleeping bag, audio tapes, and Beecham’s Resolve into his sports-red mean machine and fired
the engine into action. He looked ahead to the next two days... a couple of hours™ journey to
the south coast, an evening with old friends, and two days proving that Jim Crisp-Packet is
still a force to be reckoned with in the uddlywinks world.

An hour later Jim had made it to the bottom of the road. Just as well he left early 1o
beat the traffic. This was going to be his tournament, Jim thought. This time he was going to
partner Alan Balls-Up, a decent partner for a change. Alan was a true master of the game and
had partnered Jim successfully on many previous occasions, although he could not remember
one offhand.

Three hours later Jim arrived at his destination having picked up his winks colleague
and good friend, Rob Crudpot. They met up with another old sparring partner, Mike Squopit,
who had recently shaved his beard off. Squopit used to have long hair and a healthy beard.
But tournament by tournament he had progressively become less hairy. First to go had been
six inches of hair. Next he removed most of the beard, then more hair, followed by all of the
beard. Mike was watching Kojak when Rob and Jim arrived.

The three of them spent the evening touring some of their favourite pubs from years
gone by, commenting on how young the students looked, and wondering why it only took half
as much beer to get drunk as it used to. Jim felt sure he would win the week-end's
tournament, but the first elements of doubt entered his mind when it became clear that Crudpot
and Squopit were also certain that they were going to win.

The next morning the sun was shining. It always seemed to work out that the best
week-end weather came when the winkers of the nation were cooped up in a hot and sweaty
room.

The tournament venue offered sports changing rooms which included ‘fire hose’
showers. If you turned the tap too enthusiastically you would be pinned against the opposite
shower wall by a fierce jet of several gallons of water per second. The best way to get yourself
back to the controls was to turn on the tap behind you so that you would be thrown back across
the shower room by another jet from there. Jim found this to be a good way of waking himself
up on the morning of a competition. It also blasted away the worst effects of the previous
night’s drinking.

Suitably invigorated, Jim was ready for the first squidge-off. Alan Balls-Up had been
practising by squopping other cars on the way down. Things started well for the pair. By the
time the tournament broke for lunch after two of the seventeen scheduled rounds, they were
still within ten points of the leaders. A progress report with Rob, Mike, and late arrival Phil
Clunk, revealed that all five of them were closely bunched, ready to make their attack on the
competition.

The afternoon session was non-stop end to end tiddlywinks. Alan and Jim gave the top
pairs tough games without collecting any points and had some of those funny games against

! Any similarities between characters and events in this story and those in real life is purely
intentional.
S -
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lesser pairs where it seems that your winks are quietly sneaking under your opponents’ winks
while you’re not looking. The only encouragement came from games against Rob, Mike and
Phil, where the honours were more or less shared.

Slightly disheartened and swearing never again to attempt a pot-out with three winks
squopped, Crisp-Packet left with his friends to head for the nearest pub and straight into the
next challenge. Who could come up with the best ‘hard luck’ stories and the most convincing
excuses for their slow starts? “If only I had potted the last two from the baseline...”, “the
humidity affected my squopping style”, “we could have had five more points if only Jim could
pot”, “I think we’d be winning if Alan could have kept his winks on the mat.” Everyone
claimed to have had the misfortune of playing against the infamous Graham Hiccup before
lunch. There were just too many shot-by-shot excuses to fit into the time available. The
stories soon became shortened and exaggerated as everyone began to realise that no-one was
actually listening to anyone else’s stories.

Relieved by the opportunity to be excused, the drinkers moved on 1o another pub and
began to relate back to their heydays. Of course they lost the odd game nowadays. They
didn’t get the chance o practise, unlike the students who must play ten times a week... at least!
A few years ago, when they were in the peaks of their winks careers, things would have been
different (in fact they had never really been much good at the game, but a few nostalgic *fishing
stories’ made them feel like past masters).

After a day of customary winking cock-ups, the five were about to make two more
equally traditional mistakes.

The first was the beer drinking. Alan never drinks much. His mistake was to buy the
first round — the one which included five pints, five bags of crisps, and a selection of five
songs from the jukebox. He only had another half pint the whole of the rest of the evening.
Rob’s mistake was to start counting the number of pints he’d consumed after he'd passed his
personal limit. Mike forgot that the drinking stories they'd been telling each other had been
exaggerated and he couldn’t really cope with nine pints after all. Jim carefully drank what he
considered 1o be reasonably sensible but then fell into the trap of drinking the unwanted pints
that Mike and Rob had left after reality had hit them. Phil was the only one to come out in
good shape, having quietly tucked away twice as much as anyone else.

The second mistake was the curry. At the time of ordering, a curry and rice just didn’t
seem enough. Popadams, a starter, and at least one side dish each seemed to be required. It
was only after taking a spoonful of the curry mountain that they all realised that the after-dinner
mint alone would have been enough 1o satisfy their appetites.

Sunday morning dawned and the alcohol anaesthetics wore off, leaving everyone aware
of just how cold and uncomfortable it was sleeping on the floor. Beecham’s Resolve and
lukewarm tea were passed around in futile attempts to counteract the inevitable hangovers.

During the second day’s play everyone realised that, the older you get, the longer it
takes to recover from drinking half as much beer as in younger days. The effects lasted well
into the afternoon, by which time the ‘never again’ feeling applied to both drinking alcohol and
playing again in winks tournaments.

Balls-Up blamed his downfall on Crisp-Packet’s suicidal habit of potting the wrong
side’s winks out of piles, a natural ability carried over from his own-goal scoring achievements
in soccer. Crisp-Packet put their dismal results down to Balls-Up’s ability to live up to his
name just when it mattered. They agreed that the kindest thing to do was to partner each other
the next year, 1o avoid the embarrassment of letting down someone good.

i e
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“Never mind,” thought Jim, “a couple of hours in the car and I'll be back in my warm
home sipping tea with friends.” Four and a half hours later, having sat in his rustbucket on
Britain’s congested motorways and worked his way through his entire collection of 60's and
70’s hits and misses, Jim arrived home. The rest of the houschold had gone to bed and the
central heating had long since switched itself off. And his bed sheets were on the washing
line. And it was raining,.

Over a cup of black tea (the milk had run out), he looked ahead to his next winks
tournament. This was surely going to be his tournament. He had fixed himself up with a
decent partner this time. Should be good — a couple of days’ winks, a drink with old friends, a
chat about old times...

After giving birth, mothers soon forget the discomfort of the past few months and the
pain they have just endured. They explain how it is the single most amazing experience and
soon go through it all again.

A Letter to the Editor

26 Canadian Avenue,
London SE6 3AS,
17th December 1990
Dear Sir,

After reading Jon Mapley's article in your last issue, I must state that [ came to the 1990
Cambridge Open by train.

May I add to Phil Carmody’s excellent article on the Catford Invitation that this event
was, as in recent years, in aid of charity? The players made contributions to Crisis at
Christmas which totalled forty-something pounds, so I made it up to £50. Thank you all.

I knew that, owing to some sedative I took at lunchtime of the 1990 London Open to
ward off incipient backache, my World Rating was likely to drop a bit, and I was right. So |
played as well and abstemiously as I could in the Wessex Cup to make up. Now I find that the
Wessex Cup is not a rated tournament. As it is an Open and not an invitation event, is this
right? Perhaps someone can explain why it is not.

Most tournament sets have a die with them to remind players of the rounds after
regulation time. Another use of the die is to remind you of the colour that started. Set it at |
for blue, 2 for green, 3 for red and 4 for yellow, and fasten it down with Blu-tac.

People may wonder why, at the Fours, | called my team Sisyphus. In Greek
mythology, Sisyphus was compelled in Hades to push a boulder up a mountain. Whenever it
got near the top, the boulder carried him to the bottom again. Since the team contained Alan
Boyce, the name seemed appropriate.

Finally, I have discovered why American tournaments seem to lack some of the verve
of our own, and also at long last what NATwA stands for: “Non-Alcoholic Tiddlywinks
Association”

Yours faithfully,
Charles Relle

T
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Winking World Poetry Competition

Thanks to those of you who put pen to paper (or, in the case of the winner, pencil 1o
tax notes) to libel some of your fellow winkers. Rather than put them all together, I've dotted
the poems around this issue, as they’re a very useful size to act as page fillers... The winner,
as adjudged by me in a purely arbitrary way, is Dave Salter for this deeply moving evocation of
a winker's lot. As Dave himself puts it, it’s “attempting to explore the relationships between
winks as both an elitist plaything and an instrument of class warfare in post-Thatcherite
society. Probably best not to publish it or Alex might sue.” So there you have it, and here it
18!

Early mornings down at Queens’ plodge
Dinners in pubs and breakfasts from shops
Squopping and potting in front of the crowds
Evenings relaxing terribly loud
Red's on the blue or is it the green?

Quick play the shot before we are seen
Reporters arrive but don't stay too long
Nick on That's Life sings the winks song
Cricket at Pinner and maybe some winks
Down in the bar the lads hold their drinks
At least temporarily for so it appears
Those lot in the corner are racing their beers
Yay seven seconds but that was too quick
Alex is running scattering sick
Tim's lost his local and Alex his tea
Graham's well pleased for it wasn't he
And then even odder when down at Southampion
Liz puts us up - she's not learned her lesson
Oh back in the days when Cambridge would win
When Oxford were rabbits when presidents weren't thin
When Charles told us all of his games on the ice
And upon no reaction he told us it twice
When Cambridge had members and meetings were held
Where the obnoxious were swiftly expelled
When pints of cider cost 65p
And not everybody was better than me

This issue’s competition come from Jon. You’ve got four in the pot, two squopped,
and there’s fifteen minutes left. Your partner’s winks are nearly all squopped. You know that
your only remaining shot of the game is going to be bringing in a boondocked wink after
they’ve potted out. You're bored. Now is the ideal time to try your hand at Winkonundrum
No. 2. It’s over the page. The solution will be printed in the next issue of Winking World. 1f
anyone wants to send their solution in, they’re welcome to, but it won’t do them any good.
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Winkonundrum No. 2
by Jon Mapley

It was either the 38th or 39th Perversity Match, dependent on whether you were from
Cowford or Wentbridge. Unfortunately, in the celebrations which marked Cowford’s dramatc
3 point win, their captain, Mike Ferguson, dropped the scoresheet over the parapet of Morbid
Bridge and it floated off down the Crisis. The WW Editor, in a rare moment of sobriety,
managed to scribble down sufficient notes to reconstruct the results of all sixteen games — no
mean feat, as he did not know any of the players’ names or partners. Can you do the same?

1. The two women both played for Cowford, although Heather, partnering Mr Inglis in Pair
2, totalled double the points of Miss Dean, who partnered Patrick and achieved the lowest total
of any pair.

2. Charles and Mr Kahn were Pair 2 for Wentbridge, and were the only undefeated pair on
either side, with a total half a point lower than Cowford’s Pair I, Alan and Mr Norman, despite
beating them in the last game to finish, when, needing a 6-1 to tie the match, Charles” sixth
wink bounced back off the nm in the final shot.

3. The games between the respective Pairs 1 and 4 took place in Round 2, and ended in rapid
potouts for the higher ranked pairs, although Bob Cartwright missed his sixth wink, allowing
Liz to salvage a point,which is more than Mr Lockwood and Duncan achieved in the other
blitz. The remaining pairs’ scores made this the closest round, 15-13 to Wentbridge.

4. Cowford failed to win a game in Round 1 (the match-up of equally ranked pairs), to trail by
11 points. They won only six games altogether, half of them being in Round 3.

5. The Wentbridge captain, Keith, playing in Pair 1, was disappointed with his 11 points,
particularly having won two games.

6. Only one game resulted in a tie for first place, and in this game no time-limit points were
scored by either Ferd’s greens or Mr Outhwaite’s reds.

7. Jim played in a higher-ranked pair than his Hunts Open winning partner, Ed. An
established pairing on the other team, Ian and Mr Edwards, were also separated.

8. The start of the match was held up for a squidge-off dispute as Mr Barrie claimed that his
small wink touching the pot had to be nearer than an opponent’s large one. Mr Jeffreys won
the re-squidge and subsequently the game.

9. One of Cowford’s pairs was involved in four 6-1 scorelines.
10. During a game in Round 2, Mrs Gandy knocked the pot on the floor attempting to pot a

nurdled wink. Mr Andrew, the Wentbridge novice, calmly replaced it and avoided a diplomatic
incident.
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11. The first game to finish in Round 4 gave no hint of the final result although, after a
successful blitz by Geoff, in an inauspicious scramble for the minor placings, Nick Hancock
consigned Mr Purvis to last place. Ciwen wnd Mr Myers got their second consecutive 1 in the
final round, a bad collapse after the best half-way total.

More Letters to the Editor

Dear Sir,

Regarding the competition on page 36 of WWS5S, and the end photograph of the same
edition, I have to ask, have any other readers noticed the similarity between Naveed Chaudhri
and Tim Hedger? Are they perhaps related? 1 think we should be told.

Yours in 1320,
S.0. Sage

Dear sir,

Much unfair comment has been made in your columns about the driving of one of your
illustrious predecessors. During the Pairs I was on several occasions given lifts by this most
generous person, both between the tournament and the Hulls’ country residence, and also back
to London at the end of the tournament. In all cases I found his driving to be of the highest
quality. Further the commonly made allegations that he does a hundred miles an hour on
motorways is unfair. He doesn’t need a motorway!

Anonymous from Stockport.

Richard’s Greatest Moments in Winks
by Richard

Winking World 55 contained a couple of articles entitled “Great Winking
Performances” and “World Singles History.” Now, I’'m very fond of our cousins across the
pond, and I like to think Larry and Dave are my friends, but to my mind their articles showed
an extraordinary atutude 1o the game. Dave went so far as 1o list “the challenge, and the desire
to be the best in the world” as the motivation for the top players, and both articles seemed to be
lists of matches won, records achieved. I’ve held a national title, and played a World Singles
challenge, but in case anybody thinks I'm one of these ‘top” players I’d better put the record
straight as to my own reasons for playing winks: because it’s fun, the people are intelligent,
and it’s different. (This makes me an “average winker” on the Lockwood scale.)

I won’t deny that I enjoy playing the game, and enjoy playing well and winning. Tight
games especially can be great fun — hanging on for example to an im?ossiblc pile while your
opponent plays Plan 47; counting up at the end 1o find the score is 35 - 3%; or having to pot
consistently in the last round to secure points. The tension can give you a real ‘kick’, and it’s
these games | remember long after a tournament — hike my 5-2 against Jon Mapley in the
Singles in 1988, my 3% against Geoff in the American Singles just before that, and another 3%

R
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playing with Nick against Geoff and Andy at the ETwA Pairs. Equally close, despite the
scoreline, was the 55' - I;— I took from Rob Cartwright at the 1989 Singles. Let’s face it, games
that end in a squop-up and a 6-1, or even a blitz and a 7-0, just aren’t as satisfying, cven if you
win, as when you know you've been in a real battle. But really close-fought games are few
and far between, and to be honest my interest in the game is mainly sustained by the company,
and by the amusing incidents which surround tiddlywinks.

What, then, have been Richard's greatest moments in winks? Apart from the 1988
London Open (think about it2), it’s hard to say. But I look back fondly at numerous incidents.
Stew Sage slipping and falling headlong into a delicate umpiring decision in Queens’ Old Hall
as Tim Roscoe and I played Andy and Duncan in 1987. Andy himself propped up against a
bookcase after taking one too many anti-histamines with his cider at that year’s London Open.
Patrick sending seven winks off the table with a pile break at the 1988 Pairs in Oxford.
Graham Hancock being cautioned by Alan Dean for bad language in front of Heather at a
London Open. Jon producing his sixth wink from his pocket to defeat me at the 1987 Singles.
A game involving myself, Gary Shrimpton and Liz Bertoya at the 1990 Cambridge Open,
which ended with one wink of each colour chasing each other around the mat.

And then, of course, there are the colossal arguments. 1 don’t mean the occasions like
the 1990 Silver Wink against Purvis and Carmody and the 1989 Pairs against Sage and Rose
when 1've genuinely been angry. But I'll not forget other occasions when Stew and 1T have
clashed: in the 1987 Singles (“that brushed your sleeve; it was obviously going off™), and
when partnering each other in the 1988 Fours against Geoff Myers and Andy Leiper (after
which we decided that at least six pints would be necessary before we could put up with each
other again — on which occasion we returned to pot out alimost immediately against Surridge
and Cartwright, and were able to get back to the pub for yet another).

Off-the-cuff comments from other players are often memorable too. Who will ever
forget Charles Relle’s exclamation at Pinner in 1987: “Come on Charles, pull yourself 1o
pieces!”"? The Americans too have a quaint turn of phrase - 1 distinctly heard Larry once
encourage his partner 1o “chew Nick’s buttocks,” and Dave Lockwood described a recen® game
against me in the following terms — “Basically 1 just...” (I'm afraid that Dave phonec me up
from America to ask that I not include the remainder of the quote. If you really want to know,
you'll have to ask Richard — Ed.)

Here, I've just mentioned incidents at national events. A whole range of other
tournaments and exhibition games, and the journeys between them, have been equally witty.
So come on — we're all expected to be serious at work, but at play I think we should be a litle
more relaxed. It is, after all, only bloody tiddlywinks, and as far as I'm concerned it’s not the
winning, or even the taking part, but the waiting for those amusing goings-on which have left
me after only five years with such an attachment to the sport.

2If you're confused, Richard’s entry for the poetry competition might clarify matters:
A young market gardener from Bude
Developed a cactus quite lewd
He said, “When it trembles
It rather resembles
Giles Pickering in the nude.”

S .
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World Singles 32 - Mad Dog Romps Home
Wadham College Lecture Room, 23rd November 1990
by Geoff Myers

The parallels seemed all 0o obvious: two individuals who had dominated their
respective fields for the past decade were being challenged by upstarts. After spending their
recent past on the ‘back-benches’, the young pretenders were now prepared to stick their necks
out and poke their heads out of the air-raid shelter. But there were many questions that
remained unanswered:

After being pecked by a dead parrot and savaged by a dead sheep would the Iron Lady
be strong enough to fend off the arrogation of a chest-beating Tarzan? Was this an omen that
‘Mad Dog’ could overcome ‘Horsemeat’, or would he turn out to be just another stalking-
horse? Would the incumbent stand up to the bouncers and knock the bowling all round the
ground? Or would the players find that their bats had been broken by the captain? Would the
men in grey suits determine the outcome in a smoke-filled room? Or would it be the men in
white coats who would be required?

Would it be a battle of wits, two (fallow) stags locking their antlers in mortal combat?
Or would it be so utterly one-sided that the chronicler has to resort 1o an inane ramble,
manically mixing metaphors in order 1o fill up space?

On the morning of Friday 23rd November the lady who was not for turning finally did
and resigned and, as if in sympathy, Larry Kahn did much the same thing in the afternoon.

In round one the players developed two clearly delineated areas either side of the pot,
interrupted only by Andy's baseline calypso squop with red (calypso: get dat squop off de base
of de pot). In the sixth turn Andy reverted to form, potted the five blues around the pot and
brought the sixth one in close. Green had no line, yellow tried a ten-inch large-on-large squop
but butted off the front edge. Blue duly completed the pot-out and Andy might have got the 7-
0 but for a large red bouncing out of an almost full pot. As it was, Andy seemed happy
enough with the 6-1.

Early on in round 2 Andy suffered a slight reaction 1o the tension of the previous game,
especially with the green bring-ins, first rolling one off and then subbing under his own
singleton. The advantage swung between the players due mainly to erratic squopping, but
Andy had a narrow lead going into rounds. Red and yellow were vying for first place with
three flat winks apiece but blue was struggling. However, red got taken down in trying to
rescue blue and so, with consistent pile play and potting, Andy took a 6-1. The challenger’s
bandwagon continued to roll in the next two games, both going his way as the Champion did
not so much “fight on and fight to win" as give up the ghost and meekly succumb with fragile
potting. Andy was supported in game 4 by a mob of passing zoologists, who gave a rousing
cheer as their side won this game 10o0.

| LamyKahn r BE 2 f 7

l‘
I Andy Purvis Io* 6|5 |5 5‘| 27§|

PO |-
o I

L

— 10—



Winking World 56 April 1991

In game 5, Larry Carnovskied a yellow in turn four and proceeded to try a pot-out with
one on the baseline. His potting was not good enough; he missed twice giving Andy plenty of
opportunity to squop the last yellow. Green then attempted a desperate pot-out which
predictably failed. Andy duly completed the squop-up, worked six blues free, and potted out
for 5-2 and the match 272l - 7%.

In all honesty this was a very poor defence by Larry, who never seriously threatened to
win any game. Andy played extremely solidly and that was all he needed for a comprehensive
victory. The match only lasted a little over two hours, an accusation that could not be levelled
against the celebrations.

Geoff Thorpe, who turned up to watch, penned the following. Of all the predictions
made in Winking World over the years, this has to be one of the least successful yer:

To Larry's ten years at the top
Andy Purvis has put a full stop.
He's now a has-been
(Just like Alan Dean)

And Andy's the man now to stop.

The ETwA National Singles
Queens' College, Cambridge, 24th & 25th November 1990
by Andy Purvis and Nick Inglis

This year’s National Singles began with a brief panic when it was discovered that the
Old Hall tables were chained up and the key was unavailable. This problem was swifily solved
with a hacksaw: perhaps this should become a standard part of the equipment provided by the
tournament organiser? The turnout of 45 was the largest since the knockout days, and was
split into four leagues. It would have been even larger, but the celebrations in Oxford the
previous evening had taken their toll on Geoff Myers. Geoff had looked decidedly green at the
gills before we even set off, and Larry’s timely offer of some fried peas to sustain him during
the journey was a bit ruthless. Swallowing hard, Geoff stopped the car, opened the door, and
ran...

Blue Division

Jon and Richard were soon notching up the sevens in Blue Division in Old Hall, and it
looked to be an intriguing battle between Matthew and Simon for the third spot. Adrian Jones
had given Geoff’s chances an early knock, blitzing him in the first round. While Matthew
went down 3-4 to Jon Carlaw, Simon was on his way to a very useful 6-1 over the other Jon
which put him into second place behind Richard. In the next round, things turned once more;
Matthew beat Richard while Geoff (by now pretty much out of contention) beat Simon 6-1.
This left Simon still in third place but only l% points ahead of Matthew, and now these two met
in round 9, Simon winning 6-1. Matthew’s chances all but disappeared when Jon beat him in
the next round, despite Richard dumping Simon. Going into the last round, Richard and Jon
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had qualified easily, Simon was on 43% and Matthew on 38. Matthew needed a seven to have a
chance, and got it against Geoff, but Simon did not slip up against Jon Carlaw and qualified
with a most impressive 49;— points. Commiserations to Matthew for missing out narrowly for
the second year running. Further down the table, there were some good scores from James
Cullingham, and Chris Wilson hung in well to win three games after starting out with two
points from his games against the seeds. But probably the most impressive showing was from
David Moore with a string of good scores placing him seventh.

Blue Division “ A|B|C|D|E|JF|G|H]|I ] A P < ETOI. Pos.l

A Jon Mapley I - 5161611 |7 6]6]|6]|7]) 5 1
B| RichardMoore | 2 | - [3 [ 6 |7«| 6 [7%[45|7*]| 6 |7*]55]| 2
C Matthew Rose 1 4 | - 17*] 1 3116|7163 |7%) 45 4
D| GeoffThorpe || 1 | 1 [0x| - |6 |35]2«| 6|6 [43]6 l36}; 5
E|  Simon Gandy | 6 |ox| 6|1 |[-|6l7|[5]s3|6]|7%]49]| 3
F|  Jon Carlaw ox| 1 |al3| 1| -|s|3|6|s5|[6]34] 6
G| AdianJones [lo* [or| 1 [s#for] 2|25 3|1 |fi15p]| 1
| James Calingham || 1 [ 22 [os [ 1|2 [a a3 -6 [1]2]241] 8
t| Bensowes |1 |oo| 1|1 |ii[1]a|1]-[3]3

1| David Moore a2l |2]6]6]|3]-]|6

K| ChnsWilson [lo* |o*[or | 1 Jor| 1 |5|5|4]1

Green Division
by Nick Inglis

The Green Division was sent off to the Bowett Room. We had drawn the short straw
and found ourselves lumbered with that well-known rabbit Rob Cartwright (hiding with the
rabbits because he turned up late). With the usual random seeds (Kahn, Inglis, Hancock,
Boyce, Sage and Scarrott) there looked to be loads of washed-up old hacks competing for two
qualification spots.

The Bowett Room is light, airy and modern, but with slightly narrow and bouncy
tables. Stew noticed in his game with Gavin that Gavin was having trouble potting. So he
didn’t worry about Gavin's pot-out threat until it was too late. Meanwhile I was pleased to see
tight games among the obvious competition with Alan, Rob, Graham and swapping 4-3’s in
the first two rounds, and also Stu Collins doiung me a favour (I thought) by taking 3's off
Alan and Graham. [ was rather less well-disposed towards the CUTwC president when he
blitzed me in the next round. This left Larry and Phil ahead of a lurge menacing pack. The key
games here seemed to be those between Stu and Rob and the 6 seeds. Rob took 7 off Stew,
but lost to Phil and me, while Stu took 6 off Phil and 3 off Stew, but 0 off Larry.
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With 5 rounds to go, Larry had a comfortablc 8 point lead, 1 points separated Alan,
Graham, Phil and me, and then there was a 9— point gap before Slcw Stu and Rob. But Stu
and Rob now had a much easier draw (with thc game between them possibly crucial), so 6 of
us could qualify with Larry. I now had a nice run of tight games against Alan, Stew and
Graham, which collapsed in my favour in or near rounds. Meanwhile Alan took 3 off Larry
and 6 off Phil. With two rounds to go, Larry had qualified, I only needed a few points against
Phil and Larry, and the third spot was very much up for grabs, but Alan and Stu (who’d
already played Larry) seemed to have the best chance.

I had a mghlmare of a game against Phil, who played excellently lo stuff me 6-1.
Meanwhile Larry got 5— off Graham and Alan got 6 off Stew. I now had 49 and Alan 48,
with Stu on 43— Phil on 43, and Graham and Rob on 42— It looked as if Alan dnd I would go
through, but a 7 for one of the others might change lhmz.,s Larry beat me 5-2 in a game whose
course was influenced by the fact that Larry had qualified and I needed 1 point, Rob beat Stu 6-
1 which put them both out (since Graham was playing Alan). Phil potted out for 6 points
against Stew to leave himself an outside chance but Graham, who had squopped up Alan,
potted out and in the ensuing mayhem he got the 7 when he potted his last wink at the third or
fourth attempt, after Alan had also missed with his last (qualifying isn’t always about being the
best: it’s often about being the least worst).

Graham had therefore sneaked through for the third year in a row, half a point ahead of
Phil, who was half a point ahead of Rob, who was half a point ahead of Alan, with Stu close
behind. So Larry qualified easily, but Graham and 1 were very relieved to sneak through just
on top of a heap of players all of whom deserved to get through as much as we did. All in all
this was a fun group to play in, with lots of close games, a very close result, and not a whiff of
slow play anywhere.

|| Green Division n AIB|C€ID|IEJIF|IG]|H] I J | K L] Tot. | Pos.
Al  Larry Kahn —[s|ssla6]6 |7 |76 |7|6]eey| 1

Nick Inglis uz ~lelefe]r|e]6]|1x]s5|6]6]s515] 2
C| Graham Hancock H l;— 1 | ={7*| 6|3 ]|6)1L6]14]3]5]|7* 49% 3
D| AlnBoyee |3 [1]or[-[6]6|st|rr]ala]6|6fan] e
E|  Stew Sage tlo o] =a*|2xlalafox]alr*f26]| 9
F|  Phil Scarrott Hl 6|lal1]|e|-|6|6]1]|5<[6|7*fa9] 4
IG| GavinKeyte fo*| 1|1 [2*[s*[1|[-[6[1]1]6]5)290] 8
H Jon Harris ox[tfrfor[3fa]1|-|23]2]6]|3}205] 10
[| SwCollins Jo*[6*|3[3]|3[6]|6[ag|~|1[6*]|6][as5| 7
J| RobCanwright | 1 [13[4 3|7 ]|2*|6|5]|6]- |7 6“482! 5
K| JonMarchant Jo*| 1 |21 311 |1 fix]ox]-[5f16] 11
L] Nk Reid pfa o] a Jorfosaefa [0 x| =] 13] 12
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Red Division

A not-jetlagged-this-time Dave Lockwood led the contenders in this group, with two
other qualifiers from last time, plus Alex who came within a whisker, and Cyril whose games
with Dave are eagerly awaited by all connoisseurs of robust language. And two Deans, with
Simon making his tournament debut and Heather staging one of the youngest comebacks the
game has known. She didn’t show too much rust, holding Tim to a 4-3 in the first game and
beating Alex by that score in the third. Alex also went down to Steve Phillips, giving him
rather a lot 1o do in the later rounds. Patrick, Cyril and Ian all set off like trains, Dave more
like a juggernaut (less quick but equally unstoppable). The Dave-Cyril clash in round six was
a relatively uneventful 6-1 to Dave.

Round seven opened up all sorts of possibilities; while Cyril, Patrick and Ian all won
well, Dave was in all sorts of trouble against Heather and was squopped up for a 6-1 defeat.
Heather came up to the Erasmus Room and quietly told Alan. He announced the result to the
rest of his group, who broke into spontaneous applause. This seems 1o happen every time an
unseeded player beats Dave. Dave was now lying fourth, but all present expected him eic.
etc... This time he got back on track straight away with a 6-1 over lan but then lost 2-5 to Tim.
lan lost another 6-1 while Alex beat Cyril by the same score. Dave looked safe now, and
Patrick had already qualified. With only half a point separating lan and Cyril, they now faced
Tim and Patrick respectively. A good round for lan, as he potted out on Tim, but Cynl’s one
point left him needing a big win off lan in the last round. A close and very good game turned
lan’s way, and good potting gave him the 6-1 that Cyril needed. To qualify from such a tough
and expenienced group after less than 18 months of playing winks is a remarkable achievement.
Meanwhile, Heather had trounced Simon in most unsisterly fashion (it looked for all the world
like double-pot to me). Tim and Alex didn’t seem to be on last year’s form, but there was a
promising performance by Robin Smale with wins over Steve and Heather.

Red Division “A Blclo|le|r]a|ul|i1]1]k}]To]Ppos.
A| Dave Lockwood " l*lel2]6l6|l1]6]|6]6]]s3]| 2
8| Patrick Barie lo* “lelelelefe|6]s|7«[]ss]|
| Aexsachen |1 1| -|s|e|1]3]6]2]r]ef3] 5]
D Tim Jeffreys 511121131114 12]15]617*33%] 6 '
E| CytBawards | 1 [t [t [a| -1 ]e6]6[st]re]re]30l] 4|
F lan Gameson I 1 1 6l6xl 6| -16|6]| 61 4|7} 49 3
Gl teamerpean 6 |1+ a3 | ]-[1 1] ]f26]9
Ml AlasdairGrant [ 1 |1 [ [ s |1 ufe6] - |ss]6|7*]34] 7
(| SevePhilips 1| 2|52yt |6f13[-]2]6 28] 8
J Robin Smale " 1 jo*xlox] 1 o136 1]|S]|~-1]6%23]10
K| simonDean  [o* [or | 1 for for for for [or [uefue] - | 3 | u

weis il



Winking World 56 April 1991

Yellow Division

1 was relieved to have the bye in the first round, and wached fuzzily as play got
underway in the Erasmus Room. I was really in no kind of state; I could have sworn I heard
Alan say he had no expectation of qualifying. The first few rounds were a help to the top three
seeds, as Phil Clark and Tony Brennan dropped games to the unsecded players. As well as
beating Phil with Plan 47, Rupert Thompson was giving everyone a tough game, playing some
excellent shots with generally good strategy (although in a two-against-two situation against
Alan he squopped his other one rather than one of Alan’s). Julian was also going well,
averaging six against the bottom half, but he only managed 1’s against the top seeds. During
his game with me, Tony was listening to Radio 4’s “Week Ending” which mentioned him,
saying he was World Tiddlywinks Champion. He certainly outplayed the real one easily, and
took another 6-1 off Phil Clark, but his charge was too late. With no-one else being quite
consistent enough Alan, Charles and | were all safe going into the last round, which was just
as well for me, since I didn’t get any points.

Yellow Division ][A B|C|D|E|F|G|H|I J KHTO(. Pos.
A|  Andy Purvis || ~lox|7*|[1]6 6 |7+|7%|7*| 6 ]I 53 | 2=
B| CharlesRelle 7% - |46 6| 6[6]|6]|S]6]6]ss;|
lc] Awnpean  Joe|3|-|6]6|6|6[7e[er|72]6*] 53]2=
“D Tony Brennan 6 |1 |1 |-]1|6]|]2]|7*|6]|4]6¢4]} 5
E| Julian Wiseman 1 1 1 6| -|4|6]|]6]|]6]|6]| 6} 43 4
F|  Phil Clark 11 fief1 3| -|6|si|6]|2]7]33]| 6
G| PhilCarmody J 1 [ 1|1 ]S ||| -f2[15[3[3]r9]10
H|  JackieCarer [0+ | 1 [orfor[ 1t [03] s |- [1]6[7f22;] 8
I| RupenWilson fo*|12ftef 1|1 |1 ]|55]6]|-|a]|sf2l]|7
J| Rupert Thompson fO* | 1 |ox| 3 | 1 (s faf1[23]-|af25]9 “
K|  Simon Julier Lfirfijrjorjaforf2]3]|-Jua]n I

The Final

It started relatively sensibly, looking back on it. The first round had little indication of
the mayhem that was to follow. There were 6’s for Larry and Jon, and three 4-3’s. A lot of
close games. Mine was not one of them; | said goodbye to my last free wink only halfway
through my game with Alan, and then just sat back and watched the show. Alan couldn’t keep
up the good form against Dave, going down 6-1 in a bizzare pot-squop game which never quite
potted. Nick took 5% off Larry in a game whose course, for once, was not influenced by any
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other considerations at all. But it was all still quite sensible really. Jon beat Dave in another
close game between the two, while Larry pulled back with a seven off lan. Already, after only
three rounds, only Jon and Charles remained unbeaten. And now the blitzes began to mount;
Andy eventually made a very messy blitz against Jon, but missed the second blue and the fifth
red against Larry (not big or clever). Simon blitzed Patrick, who blitzed Jon while Simon
blitzed Nick. Then lan blitzed Andy. There was a lot of it about, frankly. And no-one was
taking the tournament by the scruff of the neck.

But to put things more in chronological order: Larry’s seven off me in round five put
him six points clear, but Dave beat him 6-1 and Nick too scored 6 (off Jon) 1o close the gap to
a point. I worked a 7-0 over Charles and now lay fifth, within five points of the lead, despite
having two zeroes! Then the unthinkable happened — Graham won a game, beating me easily.
In case it wasn’t close enough, the two leaders now lost 6-1. Alan’s win over Larry put him in
the lead, while Nick was on the wrong end of another blitz, by Simon. Patrick was busy
blitzing Jon. Now there were eight players within eight points at the top.

Nick lost again, to Dave who went top as Alan lost to Jon and Larry to Richard. Simon
then worked very hard to beat Dave 4-3 while Alan, Larry and Nick all got six. With two
rounds left, Dave led on 41, with Alan on 40, Larry 38, Nick 36% and Jon 36. Four and a half
points separated this group from the rest. Alan only managed 1 off Charles, while lan held
Nick to 4-3. The Americans both won, Larry nervously blitzing Jon (whose p.p.l. was an
impressive 0.25), and now it was a question of which American would win. Dave faced me
while Larry played Charles. I had just been in a daft game with Simon; I kept missing the sixth
of a worked pot-out, he squopped it, and I finally potted out with my other colour. Top Brit
was between Alan (playing Patrick) and Nick (playing Graham). Charles started lining up a
blitz against Larry. Larry had a counterblitz threat, but his other colour was nowhere. He
decided his best bet was to hope Charles would miss with several in. It worked, and Larry got
seven. Alan potted out against Patrick, but only got a 5. Dave needed five to win, and Nick
needed six for a World Singles challenge.

I had Dave in early trouble in our game, but (typically) couldn’t manage to bring in
sufficiently accurate support. After Dave blew the piles, a very tight game developed. 1 started
trying to play for three, 1o get Dave to overstretch himself. It seemed to be working; going into
rounds, I looked to be 4-3 up. Then I called, and got, an off-the-table bring-in in round 1,
which gave Dave the upper hand. Erratic play followed, with both players getting some very
good shots and missing some easier ones. In round 4, Dave’s blues were narrowly in front
but had few possibilities. Green and red were about equal. I had to bring a green in to pot; it
landed about 8 inches away: “Interesting.” Dave brought in a red to two inches — boring. 1
potted a small yellow pot to equal blue, then freed a green rather than try to pot from the edge.
Blue passed, after nervously wafting his squidger above a pile or two. The green pot would
have been for 2%, but it didn’t go in. Dave now had to make a two-inch pot for the title.
Simple, huh? Maybe... He ook his time, pulling away from the table a couple of times before
potting it nicely for a well-deserved win. Missing it would have been an awful way to lose.

Nick, meanwhile, knew he needed a six. His game with Graham developed into a very
tight and tense one, with very few free winks. It too went to the wire, with Nick having to
make pressure shots throughout rounds to get the necessary scoreline. With wins over Larry,
Jon, Richard, Alan and Andy, Nick well deserved his first tilt at the World Title. Twenty of
the 66 games were pot-outs, most of them blitzes. Amazingly Dave wasn’t in any of them, and
Nick only in one (and on the wrong end of that). So pot-squop may be back in fashion, but
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IL The Final IA B|C|D|E|[F|[G|H]|1|J]|K]|LJTot|Pos
Al LarryKahn [ - |77 3|6 [ 1 |7 e e ag] 6 52| 2
B| CharlesRelle [0*| - [o*[5|al| 6|1 [0*[6*|6[a[a]37[ 7
c| JonMapley fo*|7+| - |6*|o*|6[aor| 6|61 ]|6]42] 5
D| RichardMoore [[5H| 2 [1+| - |6*[ 1|6 |1 [a]af2]6]38;] 6
E| PamickBamie [l 1 [23[7+]1s| - [2¢[3[2]2*|a[4a]|6f345] 9
F|  AlanDean 61 |1]6]s|-[1|7*]e6]6[1]6fa6]| 4
G| DaveLockwood [ 6 [6 |3 | 1[4 |6 |- [s3|3[6]6]6]s525] 1
H| AndyPurvis o+ |7+ [7¢| 6 | 5 {o*[13]| - [7*[1*| 1 | 1 [[36;] 8
1| SimonGandy JO*|1*| 1|3 [s*[1[a]o*|-[3][6*]5*]29]10
J Ian Gameson o*|1]1])13|3]1]1]6%|4]|-]3|5*}28] 1]
K| Nickinglis [si|3[6[s]|3[6]1]ef]a]|-]|6fa6;| 3
L| GrahamHancock | 1 {25 v [t | v [ o6 |asf{2ef v |- ]19] 12

it's obviously not the way to win. Congratulations to Dave on his success, but hard luck to
Larry whose five 7-0's weren't enough. lan and Simon showed they'll be back next year, and
it was really good to see Alan (who had made other plans for Sunday!) back to something like
his best again.

That evening, as Nick celebrated en fagon massif, Andy and Nick were saying how
much they wanted to play one another. Larry very kindly gave his permission to play the
matches in an unusual order; Andy vs. Nick, with the winner to play Larry later that day. And
so, many beers were drunk, and the new National Champion had a pint of it poured all over
him by a passing ‘random element.” A good day.

World Singles 33

Armitage Room, Queens' College, 26th November 1990
by Ed Wynn

Nick Inglis and Andy Purvis met the day after the Singles. It being 10 a.m., no-one
was available to umpire. Larry couldn’t understand why Nick wasn't going to do it until he
remembered that Nick was playing. Eventually the best available person was Ed Wynn.
Squidge-off winner played yellow throughout. Corners alternated.

am vidge-off; An
Andy wins the coin toss for corners and chooses the ‘dominant’ ones, and also wins
the squidge-off, but follows Tradition by rolling his first green off the mat. Nick brings in
well, but not conveniently when Andy takes a big blue doubleton, so Andy catches up and
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builds an area near the pile. With first-game nerves evident there is scrappy squopping by
both, but by the start of rounds Nick is having to boondock to get useful winks. Blue has been
squopped up when a big red bashes the pile and frees a big blue. Yellow is busy on top of
singletons and fails a John Lennon Memorial Shot onto the blue; this now manages a
magnificent squop onto a small heap of greens just before time. Andy has enough mobile
winks to keep some control, and Nick can only pot in round 5 for 3 points.

Game 1: Andy 4-3 Nick

Game 2. Squidge-off: Andy

Andy again brings in badly. Nick has a very good blue grouping with reds supporting
and a yellow in the middle. The only squop is green on a yellow; green comes off. Red brings
in, yellow runs five and brings in pretty safely. Nick tries a blue squop over the pot, then a
five inch red squop, but both miss so Andy pots out. Nick runs the six blues, before both
players miss several times. Green just pips red to give Andy a 6-1.

Game 2: Andy 6-1 Nick Match: Andy 10-4 Nick

Game 3. Squidge-off: Nick

Nick makes up for his last game’s potting with a Camovsky on the bring-in. He again
brings in well and Andy poorly. This later helps Andy, as a fairly incoherent game ensues and
Andy reaches the scene more quickly from the baseline than Nick can from the other side of the
pot. Trying to rescue a singleton yellow, Nick puts first two then three under. Andy gets
some guards, the last yellow goes on and is taken, leaving Nick with just two greens. These
too get squopped in the pile. Andy keeps Nick squopped up; the pile is too firm to be really
threatened and to complex for Andy to try for a pot-out, so he is happy with a 6-1.

Game 3: Andy 6-1 Nick Maich: Andy 16-5 Nick

same 4. Squidge-off: Nick

For a change, both sides bring in well, so Nick’s yellows are first to threaten a pot-out.
Andy has to attack at the edge of Nick’s area, but misses. On two occasions Nick preferred to
squop rather than risk one or two pot-offs, so a pile develops nearer his area than Andy'’s.
However, Andy plays well and Nick has very bad luck so starts to go under. Nick pulls back
but then misses two important close squops. Eventually he gets to control of a pile containing
four of his winks; when these are freed the situation is fairly even with all four colours having
at least two flat winks. The yellows, blues and reds form a pile, which Andy gets control of
after a battle. Nick’s three flat greens now look good enough for a 4-3 win, especially when
he pots two of them in round 3. Red bounces off the rim, yellow attacks the pile to end round
3 and blue responds. Green now has a pot for an almost certain 4-3, but bounces out of the
pot and lands right next to a mobile red on green pile. Nick's awful luck allows red to squop
the last pottable green, although he charitably risks potting two first. Yellow is tied up on the
pile and the last green is on a red; Nick chooses not to pot this. This is vindicated when red, in
trying to firm up on a yellow-green doubleton against a possible knock-off, frees the yellow.
Nick uses this to squop the red, giving Nick 3-4 rather than 2-5; still not many in a game where
he had played well enough to win.

— 18 —



Winking World 56 April 1991

Game 4: Andy 4-3 Nick Match: Andy 20-8 Nick

Game 5. Squidge-off: Nick

A pile forms very early on at the base of the pot. A red bring-in knocks a blue on the pile
further from Nick’s yellow also on the pile. Nick tries the very difficult yellow squop but
doesn’t get it. Another battle starts elsewhere; Nick gets on an Andy tripleton, but the tlip shot
is inconvenienced by the pot and is inconclusive. Nick plays two perfect bring-ins to the
original pile. Andy tries the same but keeps falling short, as he did throughout the previous
games. Nick takes the pile over tenuously and Andy subs; Nick gets the squop-up. In round
2, Andy bombs with his freed wink, and Nick fails to squop. Andy spreads the pile a bit, but
doesn't dare to free loads of Nick’s winks by blowing it. By round 4 Nick has mopped up all
but a free red and a blue which can free another red. Red attacks a green on a blue-red
doubleton, and knocks off but stays on the doubleton. Yellow pots one and frees a green to
end round 4. Blue chips out a red. Now Nick makes a mistake in counting points; thinking
green only has 3, he tries to pot one before squopping the fairly easy tripleton. He misses the
pot, an unnecessary attempt since green in fact had 4 anyway, whereas the squop would have
secured a 6-1. Red pots the flat one and blows up the tripleton with a very poor attempt at a
pot. Ending game, Nick nearly manages to put a blue on a red, but not quite. The mistake in
counting converted 6-1 into 5-2 and put the match out of Nick’s reach.

Game 5: Andy 2-5 Nick Maich: Andy 22-13 Nick

Game 6. Squidge-off: Andy

Before the sixth game, Andy practises his bring-in and manages to win the squidge-off. A
tight game follows; a pile starts over a freak baseline squop and the another pile forms. One
pile is blown up, leaving lots of free winks manoeuvring in areas: a classic ‘Inglis tactics’
situation. Another mini-pile forms, but is initially too risky to be attacked or manipulated.
Eventually, after good play by both players, Andy wins control of this area. Nick is forced 1o
blast the other pile. Andy keeps control as the pile grows bigger but, by the time rounds start,
Nick is making a strong challenge. In round 4 he goes for, and gets. a prcposlerouxly
hopcful” shot, but it isn't enough. He has to play mlr.mlc shots and in the end Andy wins 5-
l— This is enough 1o give Andy the match at 27— - 14- a good win for him, although NI(.k
was brought down by bad luck in places.

I Andy Purvis I4 6* 1 6 [ 4] 2 5%“ 27% "
I Nick Inglis u3 1] 3]s ‘%" 14; "

There was a young winker called Purvis
Who could pot like a McEnroe service
Winning went to his head,

As did port, so to bed
He awoke the next morn, topsy-turvis

—Jon Mapley
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THs OFFICIAL JOURMAL OF ‘IHE BICLIGH TINDLYWI!KS ASTOCIATION

Just a briefl word of introduction........

"TheWinking World" will, I hope, be published from timo to time, inevitably in
thia very wodest fashion oving to shortage of funds, for the purpose of keeplng the
growing nunber of winkurs throughout the British Iules in touch with cach other and vith
magor cvents in winking eircles.  Thougnh its main function in to report on what has
happened, to rumouwncu what is cxpected to happen, qnd to provide informmation so that more
may happon, 1t 1o to bu hoped timt "The Winking World" will bo nble to produce foaturu
articlos on Tidulywinky, written by you wid your club nemberc. How nbout 1t??

Puter Downes, Scvel.Gen.b,Tw.

ENTER=URTVERCIEY Gl TEPLON MR PGl VA LIP'S Doy - 108 SILVBR WIKK

dottelle the inke of kdinburgh has presented a very fine trophy, o aounted
siver vink, to e conpetoed for betwesn all the winking Undversities in Britain, For the
proeliminary stages of s coopetition, certainly the nost large-seale and anbitioun
project cver attenpted in the field of Tiddlyvivkn, Britain was divided into four resions,
each of which held atg own cliadnation eontosta,

In the sdinouryh rcogdon, Bdinboare boaefenbed licweastle by 82 pta to %0, an.
theh went on to best Abordeen by 9@ pts to 22 1 the Jecond Round, In the abgenco of mny
further responoe from SGeottish Mhiversiticos, Fdinburgh wove into the Sumi-Final,

MNarther Douth, Manchestler hdversity had oven less gpposition in reaciang
the Geni-Final. ithe ouly oppoasnts they conld find were the nevly-foried Hull Uniwve vaity
team, winey they bost convinedn ly. This lack of wirkin activity in such duporta.t places
a8 Shefficld, Loeweds, Laverpool, olhrth Stafis 10 rather uns-tisfrctory, and rpia ateps mu:
Yoo taken by thoso witio fricndex <t 1y of% these Undversities to sec that the situation i:
prouptly reiedicd,

buch wore cneowrs) dn, wos the response in the Oxford regrion, where eishit
Univereitics or University Collures competed far the plaee in thu Seni=Finad. In the
first round, Bristol best Exctor "easily" (quote), Swauisca »nd Crrdifi had wilk-overs
becruse f "the 1ncouptonee of British Keileays” (quots araind). Finally Oxfurd boat the
very young, club at Reading by #6 pte to 26, 1In the sceond round, Bristol beat Svansen
vy 54 pts to 32 in a nateh adbudoned throuwph lack of tine, and Ox{urd overwhelied Carddifr
by 9C nte to 22. This left OxLord to day Bristol, -nd in a natch yain curtadled oving
shartsge of time, Oxfurd won their place in the Suni=final by a 56 = %5 victory.,

There is les. detailed int e tion r'rom the reoaindng, quarter, but it
appears that Cwbridge cstabliched their ri ht to - nltco in the Seni-rinal by victories
over London, Southaipton, Leie ster snd lottine hao,

A+ result of thene prelininary vounds, Oxford vere to nect Casbridee i
one Send=Fiualm, qnd Monchester t.oplay sdinbwys i the other Sei-1inal. At the tic
vriting, oly tne first of these two natebes has been ployed »nd a full report will be
loter 11 this iswue. 1t 1o plosgesd to iodd the Final drn Manchector on M~rch

D

WMEIDER 10 CLUBS allh) (lbIK TREASUURG:- the =ffili- tion fue for the yoar 1961 1.
now duo rnd elould be sent to the Suc,Gendie eAs at 45, 0fferton Lane, Stockport, s Lo
as posnible, The affili tion few iu J/0 [or sonior clubs and 2/6 for juuinr clubs (unticr
Plunwe ineludo the n~ie ~n¢ address of your prosent Secretary whon vriting, so that E.lw.
records cn be lepur un=tu=d te,
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The folinwing cluvs were either inauvertently omitted from the llst ot
Tiddlywarks socicties and clubs puoilshea 1i Jctober lost (copres of wnich are still avallable)
or have cnangea tielr Lecretary since last uumier,

BRISTOL UnIV.HSITY Tw.Ce = hod.oeewman, Wills hall, Jitoge miclop, pristol 9,

CAnDIFT ULIVERSITY YWw.C. = d.l.llepworth, Students' llaon, jnntries Place, Cardifi

WOUTIWGHA, UNIVERSITY Tw.Co - P.J.Oven, The Uiron, '(he thaversity, wottansham,

OXPOID UdIVSHSITY TeS. = Qubaoray, University Collese, Osford,

MANCHESTER UNIVERSITY Tv.C. -B.hing, c/o Societies iwom, “he Vnion, The Unaversity, kHanchester.
MAFPLE QUIG.1.C.TW.C, - rhilip mitn, 18, kushton Drive, Marple,Chesiare

UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,LONDON - T.P.Cook, U,C.L.Union, Lower streot, Lonaon W.C.l.

The following clubs have come into exastence, Or )ave heen officially
recognised, during the present season. In caving their addresses, we (reet them ana hope they
will soon nave plenty of fixtures, )

HULL UUIVEiSITY T™w.C.e = F.Higeins, The lnion, The lindversity, liull.

HeADING UL IVERGITY ‘tw.C. - .dse 5.Clifford, utudents' Uraon, The Umversity, Reading.
ALEAYSTWYTH UNIVLAGLTY Tv.C. = K.nowootnam, Plynlymon iiall, Yictoraa Terrace, Aberystwyth.
LEICESTER UNIVERSITY Tw.C. - n.J.Clayton, Stuaentu' Union, Lulversity ioad, Leicester.

fhere 1s now & flicker of tidule-intervst over in Ircland, .wu tortunately
a very expericnced wirker is over tnera to ran the present flicker into a prairie r'ire. ie 18
hobin Glassceck, an cnglish international -nd former memter of the London University club.
Hobin tedls us that he is hoping to make Tiddlywinks stand alongside Kupby ae the only gpase
in which all Irishmen can participate in the sume orjanisation, whetlier they come from
Northern Ireland or Eire. Hkis address for thoge irtercsted 1n arranging a Tiddlywinks tour of
Ireland 18:- c¢/o Dept. of Georraply, Queens U.dvervity, Belfaot.

A TISDLYVIIKS LYPenIMiGT = WILL I0U FLinoU IELP 7

The present international Rules of Tiddlywanks, ns recocnised Ly DaTvele,
were drawn up 11 June 1454, at a Conrress in Cambridiw whichn wau attended b all those who
were keen on promoting the same, Gince that time, experience Yias showvm that, though the 1ules
are basically satisfactnry ana have riven much pleasure and amusement, there are one or tuo
points vhdch may reed to be reconsidured.

One of the wost disapuointing develppments in the lagt year pr o has been
the tendency for teamc te concentrite en suopping to such an extent as Lo turn the game 1nto
a farce. Uver-corcentration on suwuopping, viile tocticrlly succensful as tor as shear results
are concerned, makes tle game tedious for tic vast majority of players, incomprencnsible to
the spectator, and penerally likely to "brinis the jame inte disrepute”. Added to this, thero
is some uncertainty as to wiat axactly conttitutes . (nir uesquopping shot.

Accorairily, % proposal Las wten made, witi 2 view to amonding the rule
re/ording cquopping. idire 1o wie aa pestea alterationg-

duen a player uquops 1 wanx (w wether o n;»pnm;nt':.. taus partner's or kis oun),
the coverod vink is imwediately returned to its bascline, -ud the plager has another turn, in
which he can play ary of nis wirks,

i1 the other rules to remedn as (b presuut except that a player should et
1Sy 4 tuarn whern his wink oce off tho mat; ~na that uhen a2 tame-llolt has beon applica, sach
varg an the pot should count three marks instead of thu present twn.

Prelininary trials on the above su fastion reve:l that 1t mkes a bay
difference to tic pame, id one which comcs @8 sometiam; of A shock nd disgpporntient to
%ii056 now used to tho Litwene versions. bt atter thin wndtaal peiction, players have yurd
thit the neu rame rct ans tue nasic skilila of the ola (1.e. pottan: -nd nquoppiiz), 10 fact
it evou demnnas greater aceuracy ia the performanca or these ckillu sinco one missed wnot ¢
lose thu came, that this gane 15 clesner, ensicr to rollew, p rticularly tor the unindatated,
and avoids all tho complications previously encowitored with the desquoppiry shot, jlannge or
free turme etc,

THY I7 F8h YOUluwLF. vlevse wote that tris 1s only a susgestion und '-"0\“1“
noed a very wide measure of cupport before the rules could be altered. Pleace five the idea
a fair try, over a period of, say two months, and thon let tho 5eo.Gei. of L.TW.A. have your
reactiona, opinious and propogals on the poseibility of a change in the rules, nlong the lines
su, yested, *
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It was in tho Nasonic Hall, Cambridge, bafore a crowd of about 50 and
under tne gaze of caiteras fron B,8.C. Television and Anglia T.V. that Oxford and Cambridge
wet on the tiddie-mat tor the third time. With two provious Inter-Varsity victories behind
then and tha advantase of playing on hong ground, Canbridge started ss slight favouritos
to wir, thou.h Oxford's Lipresoive record this season left no Cambridge man in doubt that
1t would Le a very hard strugrle. Both toans had an added incentive, in that the winning
team was Lo pass into the Final of the Prince Philip Trophy Cowmpotition,

As was oxpucted, Cambridpe kot into thoir stride rirst and at tho end of the
first quarter were leadin, by 16 pte to 12. Ac xxm Oxford gradually becsuo accustomed to
the playin;=-surtface and tho unusually hijh tension in thds match, their play improved »nd
tiicy had wuch oore success in the next set of gnmos. Indced, only a mnsterly 6 - 1 win by
Ceonvridie's First Ppir, Furlonger and Bacdeley, provented Oxford taking the lead., At half-
tine, Cubriuge led by 29 pts to 27.

Tho thiru quartur proved decisive — Oxford won convincin;ly on three of the
tour .ats and even though the fourth nat resulted in anothor 6 - 1 for Furlonger and B-rdsloy,
Oxfora now went ahoad oy 44 pts to 33' . Tho last quarter wne a t.ose strugglo, with
the enphnsis 1novitnoly cn wsouopping; as Oxford hung on to thair valuable 5 point load,
swearly all thease gnoes went the full 35 ninu es nllowed, and Oxfird held fim to win by
9% pts to 52",

“hie was Cuibridge's first dofeat since the official rules were drnwn up
in 1958; to then Lur congrrtulations un naving held an unboaten rocord for so long, To
Uxford (v the Marchant trophy for the All-Englend Chaipionship (prusented to Peter Frooman,
*"a LUxford captain, by the itov. E.A. Willis, who nlso ably nssisted the Sec. Gen., .f E.Tw.A.

. the uipirin, of the natch), a place in the Final of tho Prince Philip Trophy Coupetition
and our congratulations on this notable and hard-fought victory,

Tuwis and ccores (:.unberu in orackots indicate points scured by each pair, naximun 24)

Ca bridge University ......,.,.52"‘ Oxtord Univereity .............59?
1. FJJ. Furlungor & Jud. dardsloy........(2) 1. P.J.Fruennn (Capt.) & T.G.Nicholson..(17)
2. LoJododiead & ViLe ClarKSeeoeeeseaoes(12%) 2. QuLoCray % 11188 £he0ttoecessaessesoe(ll)
5« F.G. Kershaw (Crptnin) & lu.i.C. Rullu.&ll) 3. Mipa C.A.Mille & Mise £.A.KANg.......(16)
4. SeeCe Kide 2 G, Wilehor seceess soieeal9) 4. G.W.Stevenocn & S5.J.C.A50t0 ii6ee0e(155)

In a Socund ter: t.atch held at the sane tine, tho Cnabridge Kippers,
capt-inod by O, Wallogo, boat thne Oxford 2nd VIII, lod by K.J.Sutton, by 62 pts to 50,

STANDAKD PLAYTUO-SURFACE NOY OFFICIALLY APPROVED

For a lon, tine thore hne beon discussion on what nakes an ideal winking
surfnrce, r'ver since Cnmbridyo University, in the course of writing thoir thesis on Tidulywinko,
infuristed anlea.an 1 n large C1bridiw storo by tryins out ovory carpet and rug in the place,
puvple nave boen searching £or the idenl surfrca, le.:dlelov c~rpeting was for a loag tite
tusu, ht t oo the bost, Lut 1e the stabdard of play has improved and tiddle-touch has beco:o
nore sonsitive, noecdluloor h~e beou founf to be too irre;ular, nnd either ton hard when worn
or tou halry when now.

Aftor such resoarch wuid enquiry, - surfaco has been fiund which is widoly
acclavied 13 coabining 1l the roquired chrrocteristice - rogul-rity, t'imne/u without
hardnucs, softness without olopiness, =nd (by ¢ parison with neodlzluon uats)- choapnoss!

"his ourfrce, a felt in two c-lours (;Toy on one sido, white un tho other),
srould Lo ficwd noa hiord board or table-top, prefurnbly (roey sido down (for no other reason
tian that the culored winks stand out hotter on a white bacyprvund:). It will sh.rtly be
nvailable fro. the Official haufacturer uf B.1W.A. Tiddlywinks, - “ho M~rchant Ganeo Ltd.,
Guldingro Hi1l, Luughton, Essex, froa viom furthor details can be ohtained,

A MUSGACE FHOM CAPTAIN OY IARGY OF TUHE LATIONAL PLAYLMG FIELDS ASGOCIATION

Captain Roy Harry, tho Appe~le Secretary f the National Playing Fields
Aowoointion, has askod ne to oxproag his grntitude to all Winkors fuor their support of tho
MP.F.A. Tddlywinks has roiscd bordoriny vn /1000 pounda for the N.P.P.A. and though much
.f this has been the pmfit frun large public uatches, thero have nls. been .uany usoful
contritutione fron m.aller events. Now that y.u have your ideil playing conditiona (000 ~bove),
vhy nyt holp .thers t. have thodr:ii7i



New records have been not up in each of the threa recosmised record porfornaancea,
a) ACCURACY 12 winks from 3 feet. 24 shots by Peter Kershaw, (Manchester G.S.)
b) SPEED 24 wirnke from 18 inches . 33 seconds - by Hobert Goodswman (Flying Dise Tw.C.)
o) 4-POT RELAY 39 winks thfough 4 pots in three minutes, by tho Flying Disc Tw.C, B'ham,

AUBTIE GERTIE'S PROBLEM CORNER

Have you a problem on your mind ? Why not write to Auntie Gertie and let her
solve it for you. Hlere is a selection from her postbag:-
Question:-"I have succeeded in balancing a wink on the rim of the pot. Is thls unique /nd
what do you advise me to do about 1t?" - Worried Teenager, Bimingham.
Advice:- "This is nothing to worry about, my doar, as it happens to nearly everybody at
some time or other. It has happened to me once and on that occasion I counted
the wink as potted, so I recommend you to do likewisel - A.G,

Question:="I have today balanced 32 winks on the bottom of an upturned pot. Is this a
record ?" - Topsy-Turvy, Cheshire.
Advice:- "I think you might geek psychiatric advice as soon ae possible. You seem to me to
have an inverted personality. Console yourself in the knowlodge that many people
suffor from this dolusion, and among them, yours is the bost achdevenment. It i
not an k.Tw.s. recoguiscd record.”" - A.G.

—— —— - — — ——— — —

plcase tell,me whether this a record ?" - Mighty Mouoe, Yorkshoro.

Advice:- "The aim of Tiddlywinks is to encourage sensitivity and control, rather than brute
force, sv I'm afraid your nagnificent achievonent will not count ais an official
record. You uust have remarkably powerful thumbs, nn assot which could bo of uso
to somebody. If you will send me a stamped nddres:sed envelope, I will send you
details of an organisation which may be able to help you," =A.G.

JOI0NIE02 WWOINIKSE

Northern Juni.r Tiddlywinke Championship, 1961,

b

The Third Annual ll.J.Tw.C. held in Lewus's Lxhibition Hall, Monchestor, on Jawary
2nd and 3rd, 1961, nttracted » rccord entry of 66 pairc. There were several early shocks 1n
the competition. The first was a victury of an all-girls pair aver a boys pair, »11 tho noro
surprising as “girls do not noraally make very good vinkers". Then cano the dofent of tho
winnor for the past two years, HNeil Sunderland, who with a new and promicing partnor, Pcter i
Kershaw, in place of the now-retirdd Andrev tmith, wuas knocked out in the First ltound by
Edward and Stephen Buckley frum Altrincham G.S. Manchester G.S. pnined a prompt revenge wl
Paul Robinson and Grahom Walker knocked vut last yonr's runners-up, Ken Veitch and ligel
Shepherd, from Altrincham.

By the time the first threc r.unds hed been ceupleted on tho first diy, there wero
eight pairs left in:- 5 from Manchester G.S., 2 fron Stockport School, and » prir of unaiawn
outsiders frum the Flying Disc Tw.C., Birmmingham. The Stockport Sch. .1 pairs were climinated
in the Quarter-Fins1, lcaving Tom Ballantyno and Martin Durroll {(M,C.5.) tu play David
Needham and Geuffrey Tattersall (M.G.S.) in the firat Semi-Finald This nntch rarulted in a
narrow win (11—10) for Ballantyne and Durrcll. 1n the other Semi-Finnl, Divdd Walton and
Andrew Whittaker (M.C.S.) met Culin Floud rnd Michacl H-lsey (Birminghan). This was a very
exciting match, perhaps the bust of the whole Tourn~nent, and only a wink bouncing out of tho
pot at a crucial noment prevented Wnltun ~nd Whitt:kor winning. As it was, however, Flood and
Halsey won 11-10, and weut on into the Pinal, wheru they showed thencelves to be nuch superior
to Ballantync and Durrell and won by 11 pts t, 3. The winners, who now lhold tho “ivening
Chronicle" Tr.phy for a year, arc to be congr-tulated on thedr keenneos in conaing up to
Manchester for the ovont, and for winnine through - -dnst so much conpetition from locul
players.

Through entry fees and sideshows, the event raised 10 yuineas for the Hati nal
Playing Fields As:ocinti.n. In the speod ~nd Accuracy competitions held during the Chaupi.nch
Allen Astles (Altrinchrm C.S.) won the Spocd ~nd wcric Sykeu(Munchester G.S.) wun Lthe Accuracy

Gther Resultg:-
The 0Oldham Youth Tiddlywinks Cheuipi nship, tho firat of itc kind in the country, was won by
David G~rteide and I'red Lees, of Hulme Gramaar Sch. 1, Oldhnn,
Manchester G.S. boat M/cr Univorsity 58-54. Altrincham G.S. bent M/cr University 59 - 53.
Marple Cong. beat w.G.5. 69=57; Altrinchan G.5. beat Morple Cung. 192-72; innichester G.b.
ot M etnele d Gode 9=55. toerplo Conre bt UCTetm PweCe 4935,
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World Singles 34
Armitage room, Queens' College, Cambridge, 26th November 1990
by Patrick Barrie

And so on to WS34 which followed immediately after WS33.

Early on in game 1, Larry rejected a I% inch squop onto a doubleton as he had little
nearby support, but instead got it by mistake from the baseline. And this after claiming in
Winking World 55 that he wasn’t good enough (yet) to make 3 feet squops! In fact it was his
3 inch squopping that failed him in this game, as Andy went two doubletons up. Despite Andy
having little support, Larry attacked poorly while Andy defended well to get the squop-up and
a 6-1 lead. Was it going to be WS32 all over again?

No it wasn't. Game 2 was a disaster for Andy. By Andy’s 6th turn, Larry had six
yellows and five greens queucing up to be potted. Andy had four blues close, two 3 feet
away, and only one red within 18 inches of the pot. With a big round zero staring him in the
face, Andy potted the four blues and brought in (though not very well). Despite Larry missing
the first pot with both yellow and green, red missed the squops and the inevitable happened as
Larry followed the six yellows with six greens for an easy 7-0.

Game 3 saw Andy revert to slightly less desperate pot-squop tactics: this time he had
only one on the baseline (another accidental baseline squop by Larry prevented any thoughts of
double-pot). With two greens in the pot, he brought in way long to within 8 inches of
yellow's comer. Andy then tried to squop this green with a yellow, which would then allow
him to send it close to the pot and played without red getting a shot at it! Certainly full marks
for imagination, but he missed the squop. A green got squopped with three in the pot and,
after Larry accidentally squopped the last green trying to play a wink elsewhere, things looked
bleak again for Andy. However, Larry still did not gain control of the situation and missed a
few careless squops. By rounds Andy’s harassing got a knock-off on the largest pile which he
then broke to free the 4th and Sth greens. Larry now missed several short pots leaving him on
his last turn with two flat reds and two red on yellow singletons all needing to be potted for 1st
place. Larry missed the last of these, his worst scenario, as Andy could now pot the free
yellows for a 5-2 win, with further options for a possible 6-1. Andy missed the second pot,
but could certainly count himself fortunate to escape with a 4-3 win from the so-called “Inglis
pessimal solution.” The match score was now Larry 11-10 up.

A squopping game developed early in game 4, with Larry having the edge from a better
bring-in. A clumsy sequence of shots by both players created a confusing tussle as each shot
went only slightly wrong, leading to Larry despairingly wail, “I don’t know what shot to try —
I can’t play any of them.” The game was wide open at the start of rounds with Andy’s blues
looking good for Ist. In round 3, Andy attempted a blue pot off the back of a pile (rather than
attempt an awkward tripleton) as it would give him a realistic pot-out threat, but the wink hit
the nm. Tragically for Andy he managed to pot only one blue in rounds 4 and 5, and this cost
him the game 5-2, despite Larry also missing an easy pot. Overall, Larry was now 16-12 up.

Game S was the most interesting in the match. It also featured the first of only three
umpiring decisions in the entire match (little blue was squopped). Andy squopped three
singleton reds early on, but had to sacrifice a yellow and green to counter blue’s pot-out threat.
An Inglis-game developed, but with Andy’s winks divided on the two flanks of Larry’s area.
Andy was unlucky when playing a yellow with green towards a singleton when it fell into

— 20—
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Larry’s area. A pile developed here and, with no flat winks on the mat, Charles would have
been ecstatic as a bristolling battle took place, with Andy Lndmg, up on top of the largest pile.
A point count at the start of rounds revealed the score to be 3- 3~ Larry now merged two
singletons and Andy managed to free a green out of the main plle Andy then broke the pile by
double-docking two of Larry’s blues and was fortunate that a yellow landed on a blue on a
green doubleton. Larry made the squop onto this yellow to keep the game open. Both Larry
and Andy missed an easy pot now each, and at the start of round 5 anything still seemed
possible. Larry with blue tried to free another blue, but a green came out as well; green, when
trying to pot this wink, accidentally Gooded the pile which freed another green and subbed a
blue under a red singleton; red played this blue onto the only ﬂ.n )cllow leaving yellow to pot
from completely on a big red for an cxlra halt point and a 4 2 win. Gripping stuff. The
match score was now wide open at 18- 16— to Larry.

In game 6 Andy had a lwmkle in Ins eye after bringing in five greens well with an
inviting open space ready for the sixth. Larry with blue, seemingly oblivious to the threat, just
brought in. The wink rolled and squopped a green, another accidental baseline squop that must
have hurt Andy. Another series of ‘almost’ shots occurred, with Larry in particular tending to
rescue each poor shot with a good one the following turn. By the middle of rounds blue
looked to be out of it, so Andy seemed to be on a safe 3. Red had plenty of winks, but these
were widely scattered. However, Andy missed a 2 inch squop onto the only active blue,
which happened to be on the major pile. The pile break-up went slightly in Larry’s favour, and
once again anything looked possible. Andy went for a high gain-high risk 6 inch squop with
green onto a red double, but landed on two yellows, and later missed a tricky gromp for a
tripleton. Despite this, points were still available. In round 4 Andy played a green onto a pile
to rescue a yellow doubleton in round 5, which could give yellow 9 points, corresponding to
1st or 2nd depending on how Larry potted. (Personally 1 would have played for a green win
here: he had two easily pottable greens, one to bring in, and a reasonable pot off a blue
singleton in round S for a possible 12 points, but it had been a long day and Andy was
paranoid about the bring-in). Larry missed another trivial pot, “My potting has bit the big
wazoo, and you can quote me.” After green had freed the two yellows, red had a squop for
them. It missed, but knocked one of them slightly on top of the other making the pots tricky.
Andy needed both for joint 1st place (.: 3-4 loss) but missed giving Larry the game 6-1 and
taking the match score to the dreaded 24- 18~

Andy started potting blues after hnn;;m;b in two, and got to four blues in the pot and the
Sth in fairly safely. Larry had brought in the yellows superbly and could counter-blitz at any
time, while Andy’s 2nd colour (red) was all over the place. As a safety measure, Larry
squopped a red with green (so that he could boondock it next turn), but Andy missed the pot
landing beside a yellow. Mutant hero big red needed an outrageous knock-off and doubleton,
but only managed a remarkable knock-off and singleton, and that was just about that. As Larry
worked the greens free, it seemed pointless to continue and the players agreed a 6-1 before
time.

% T F
I Andy Purvis 6 [ox|a|2]all v |t ] 18 "
Larry Kahn vl s s 6] 30 H
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This was certainly one of the lowest quality WS matches I've watched. Andy's
bringing-in let him down badly while Larry's squopping was incredibly erratic, missing
several half inchers. Both players' potting was barely above CUTwC novice standard: |
counted Larry missing 8 casy pots and Andy 6 (from 1-4 inches). That said, it was a
fascinating struggle, particularly in the middle, and the tactical and strategic insight on
occasions was a joy to behold (maybe these two will be really good players in a few years’
time when their potting has improved a bit!!). Congratulations to Larry on his 11th WS win,
and to Andy for hitting the big time: it really is a remarkable achievement to win and lose the
world title within 74 hours with a successful defence in between! Andy was certainly
exhausted by the end of it: 33 games of intensive tournament singles on the trot is an awful lot.
Corner theorists may be interested to learn that in the 6 proper games (neglecting the 7-0
attempt), the dominant corners were convincingly crushed 9, - 322!!

To Andy's brief spell at the top
Larry Kahn has now put a full stop
He's now a has-been
(Unlike Alan Dean)

And Larry’s once more back on top

~ Geoff Thorpe

Squopping

by Larry Kahn

Despite the proliferation of maniac potters, squopping is the way to go. Even if you
play pot-squop (ugh), it's still important to be able to stop the opponents or rescue yourself.
Here's some general advice to get started with.

Squidger and grip

The squopping squidger should be a thin-edged one somewhere between 1% and 1'5
inches in diameter. The material is not critical unless the squidger sticks too much or is so
slippery that winks come out too early. The squidger should be gripped from the side with the
thumb and first two fingers. Make sure to grab enough of the squidger to maintain a firm grip,
but not so much that your fingers get in the way of the shot. When using a one-inch squidger
this is particularly important.

I use my regular squopping squidger for at least 90% of my squops. The few
exceptions are when a one-inch is needed, for specialty shots such as clicks, and for squopping
with big winks from about a foot or more. For the longer distances I find that going to a 2 inch
squidger reduces accidental rolling.

The basic shot

The setup for a normal short squop starts with the squidger touching the wink aboul%
of the way (or further) back from the leading edge with the top of the squidger angled forward.
The more the squidger is tilted, the lower the trajectory the shot will have (vertical squidger
gives highest trajectory). Anything much past vertical gives you the usual potting shot. To

- -
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shoot the wink, press down slightly and slide the squidger back unul the wink jumps out and
forward. This takes some practice since everyone does the shot a hule differently and you
should find a style that's comfortable for you. Itend to start fairly far back on the wink and
sort of chunk them out while others like to stroke it more.

There are only two reasonable ways 10 line up the shot: shooting straight towards
yourself or shooting straight away from yourselt. Shooting towards yourself has the
advantage of seeing more of the shot and making it easier 10 keep your fingers out of the way.
I always liked shooting away from myself because | could get the distance better. One thing |
found was that for very short or delicate shots, particularly at critical tmes, towards was better
because you could see the shot and the way your hand rests makes for a more stable base. |
highly recommend at least getting comfortable with both methods since there are times when
only one method can easily be used. For most squops use whatever method 1s producing best
results.

Squopping single winks

The most important thing to remember when going after a single free wink 1s that most
of the time you must aim short of the wink since if you hit it on the fly the shot will probably
be 100 hard. The breakpoint for this distance is something between one and two inches
depending on the mat and the winks. Anything shorter than this can be shot at direcily, but for
longer shots the squopping wink needs to hit just short of the target wink and then bounce on.
It’s hard to explain exactly where 1o aim for and a reasonable amount of pracuce is required 1o
get the hang of it. Once you feel confident of making the shot you can concentrate (on the
short shots) on getting on Bristollably, but your first pniority should be to muke the shot in the
first place.

The quality of the mat can have a big effect on squopping. 1f the mat is dead, it become
more difficult to get the winks (o bounce, resulting in a lot more shots butting off the front
edge. About the only thing you can do is use a more vertical squidger angle and a little more
downward pressure to try and get more height on the shot.

Also, temperature and humidity have an eftect on the slipperiness of winks. It appears
that cold winks are more shippery than warm ones, and that high hunudity will cause
stickiness. Scraichy winks are of course more sticky than unscratched ones. Beware of new
or rarely-used winks, since these will consistently shoot short for both squopping and potting
until they are broken in. You can speed up this breaking in process by rubbing two winks
together face to face with lots of pressure; this seems 10 get some of the shine off,

Squopping onto piles

Probably the easiest squop shot of all is the one in which the target wink is ramped up
facing you. This shot has a large margin for error in the too hard direction since the upward
ramp will slow you down a hule. Conversely, with the ramp facing away from you, the
squopping wink tends to shide off. However, for the ramp away shot the biggest danger is to
miss short, allowing an casy double. You must aim to hit the top of the target wink so the
squopping wink will be slowed enough to stay on. Usually 1t 1s better to muss long in this case
rather than shor.

In general, the higher off the mat the target wink is, the more difficult the shot. Even
squopping a two wink pile can be dangerous if it is set up for a Bristol because if you miss and
land close you are dead meat. It is best to practise squopping a two wink pile from different

— 3



April 1991 Winking World 56

distances and angles to get the feel for when you can aim straight for the top wink and when
you have to try and bounce them on.

For larger piles be aware of what other winks may be able to do for you. Sometimes
there will be an obvious backstop that you can use so you may want to shoot a little harder than
normal. If the wink is up fairly high, a direct shot may work because, as the the whole pile
topples over, the winks will often fall down in order and the end result is something like a line
squop. Also, squopping pot-style onto a wink right in the middle of a pile will often work,
particularly with a big wink from medium distance.

Special shots

Click shot - This is a shot in which you are shooting a wink from off another wink and they are
positioned so that you must launch off the lower wink without being able to hit the mat. This
is a difficult shot, and the best way to try it is to use a one-inch very sharp squidger held almost
vertically. You have to start the shot close to the edge of the wink and chop straight down
without much backward squidger motion. This shot does work a reasonable amount of the
time so don’t be afraid to try it.

Squop and drag off - Sometime you don’t have any choice and need to perform both of these at
once. If you have a choice, pick a target setup in which the top wink is already partly off the
bottom one with the bottom one being closer to you. For this shot you pretty much have to
land on the target wink and hope that the momentum carries it off the lower one and that your
wink is still squopping it. Unless the target wink is mostly off to start with this is pretty much
a crapshoot but I have made the shot with a small wink onto a totally vertical big wink pile
from about six inches so it’s never completely hopeless.

Boondock and squop - The usual mistake here is to have the squidger coming down from the
wrong angles. Imagine a two wink pile, top wink half over the bottom, and you are trying to
squop a wink behind your top one. The boondock should be performed with the squidger at
right angles to your wink (so that the boondocked wink goes off at a 90 degree angle to the line
along the original three winks) as you would be in a Bristol shot. Before you do the shot
decide on which of the two parts of the shot is most important and make sure you get at least
that part of the shot done.

Knock-off - A lot of times simply knocking off the offending wink can be almost as useful as
actually getting it since you gain a tempo and are now in the area. Almost all knock-offs are
done by hitting the target on the fly. Aim for the close edge of the target wink. A pot-style
shot can also work from medium to long range.

Shooting at multiple winks - Sometimes you'll be lucky enough to try for more than one wink.
The difficulty here can be that the target winks can block your intended landing area or they
may be slightly apart. If you are going to try for all of them it can sometimes be right to cover
one of them just slightly to avoid a butt shot. This is typical when shooting a little at two bigs
which are not quite touching. If you're really in doubt it might be better to wuss out and make
sure of getting one wink rather than miss everything,.

-



Winking World 56 April 1991

Some final advice

If you are just starting out, squopping isn’t as hard as it looks. The first thing to do is
get used to shooting squop-style so that you can gague distances, then prectise in the two inch
and shorter range. Being able to consistently make a one inch squop is the key 1o winning a lot
of games. The more difficult shots come with practice, especially pile shots where no two are
the same. I like to do a lot of experimenting in practice games o see what works and what
doesn’t. It really doesn’t take that long to get reasonably competent. An hour a day of squop
games for a few weeks will do it (unless you're a total turkey, in which case you might want to
try something less physically demanding, like Go or chess).

The Marchant Trophy
OUTS ‘A’ vs OUTS ‘B’, 27th February 1991
by Andy Purvis

Yes, the Marchant limps slowly on. A staggering one match so far this year, leaving
OUTS ‘A’ inevitably in the lead. Does anyone apart from OUTS want 1o play? Whatever
happened to the Wessex Exiles? As is becoming traditional, OUTS played their internal
Marchant Trophy maich at the meeting before the Silver Wink to try out pairings and help with
team selection. The result was not in doubt; OUTS A’ would win. But which team would
that be?

In the first round, Jon & | played old narg tactics to turn a tight game 1nto 6-1, but
Geoff & Simon went down to Gavin & Robin. Both the second round games were played as
pot squop (oh what a giveaway). Gavin’s sixth wink was finally nailed, and Jon’s pot-out
was arranged. Geoff's pot out failed with four in, but an over-frisky withdrawal into the pot
by Chris (who also potted four and was squopped) led 1o a bizzare game. As rounds
approached, it looked like the team I was on would squeak through, even though Jon was
making heavy weather of his potting. But we had reckoned without a superb knock-off by
Robin, which also took out the nearest colour-order guard. Gavin duly potted out, earning his
side the not-especially-coveted title of OUTS *A’. If no-one else wants to play, OUTS *A” will
retain their hard-won title of last year, even without having any of the same players.

OUTS ‘A’ 15- 13 OuTs ‘B’
Gavin Keyte & Robin Smale 5-2 Geoff Myers & Simon Julier
Chris Wilson & Stuart Chrisue -6 Andy Purvis & Jon Mainwaring
Gavin Keyte & Robin Smale 6-1* Andy Purvis & Jon Mainwaring
Chris Wilson & Stuart Christie 4-3 Geoff Myers & Simon Julier

Other nations are before us
All through the might
~ Mary, of the Marlborough Arms
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And You Thought Great Leaders Just Emerged...
CUTwC elections and election-rigging, 1987-1989
by Matthew Rose and Richard Moore

Leadership elections have been much in the news recently, but not even the eminences
grises of Whitchall and Westminster can emulate the manoeuvring, misbehaviour and
downright malpractice seen in recent years within CUTwC - an organisation with a bizarre
constitution, a large membership and a high alcohol consumption, all factors which reduce the
election of its committee to the level of farce.

We arrived in Cambridge in 1986, long after the famous ‘Roger Long Scandal’ which
had led to the burial of various trophies in the Cam, the selection of two rival Varsity teams and
the emergence of rebel *Acting President’ Liz Bertoya. But in case we thought such tales were
simply magnified by selective memory, we were soon treated to a snap by-election for the post
of Assistant Secretary, at which a number of less well-known members of the club arrived en
bloc as the voting began. A certain Mr Satchell scraped onto the committee before buying
drinks for his mysterious friends.

We were therefore well-prepared for the next election, and printed propaganda began to
circulate - not all of it genuine. A meeting of Queens’ winkers was arranged to discuss the
possibility of a “coherent” vote, but the Queens’ “slate” of Shrimpton, Dunn and Evers were
forced to back down when their involvement with a piece of paper slandering Graham Hancock
and signed with the name Inglis became clear.

Perhaps the procedure of a CUTwC A.G.M. should be explained. The election itself is
traditionally preceded by animated argument over constitutional changes, often decided by
alcoholic contests between the protagonists, and the Treasurer is forced to wear a silly beret
during the reading of the results. This is a long process, since most candidates are nominated
several times on behalf of fictitious, often amusing and always insulting parties. For example:

Stew Sage (Black-footed ferret extermination Party)

Andy Purvis (rant, Rant, RANT Triple Alliance)

Graham Hancock (In the squidge-off of life, he’s off the table Party)

Yogi (29-year old Knaresborough Zoo blind dead male bear Party)

Giles Pickering eating a banana (Poetry in motion Party)

Back in 1987, Dave Salter was the people’s choice as President, and Graham made it as
Assistant Secretary, along with the luckless Tim Roscoe, who was promptly turned upside
down and temporarily became a History fellow.

For a while, things progressed peacefully, but President Salter eventually resigned, for
reasons still unclear, and the men in grey suits gathered to arrange the succession. Mr Purvis,
the early front-runner, was faced with a challenge from “stalking horse” candidate Patrick
Barrie but, after a meeting in closed session with Mr Myers and others, Andy in fact withdrew.
Perhaps he wished to spend more time with his family, because he then forced a second
successive by-election by giving up his own post as Secretary. Richard Moore, having
insisted that he had no ambitions whatsoever in that direction, was duly elected in time for the
now-infamous 1988 A.G.M.

The club was at this stage without Dr Sage, absent in the States “‘on business”, and his
semi-legendary role in determining the results of previous elections had obviously been vital,
since in the event things went horribly wrong. Gary Shrimpton, only six weeks from
graduation, became President, whilst the other new committee members were invited to leave
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Newnham College after a porter interrupted their brawl on the beer-soaked floor of the bar. Dr
Inglis, having defeated Julian Wiseman in a whisky-drinking contest, had some difficulty
finding the way out, but was eventually helped by the constabulary.

“Black Wednesday”, as it soon became known, was the cause of much discussion, and
there was even talk of a breakaway club among Queens” members who had been denied
election. Unity was restored however by the judicious creation of honorary committee posts
and, when Mr Shrimpton left Cambridge, Richard was able to engineer his own election.

In 1989, the presidential campaign of Tony Heading (who had wanmed up by recording
nearly 500 votes in the Students’ Union election under the “Hoppity Floppity Party™ banner)
seemed to be gathering pace, but some controversial manoeuvring the night before the election
left another candidate, Matthew Rose, again with only six weeks left in Cambridge, in the ring.
News leaked out, however, and Mr Heading stood down, leaving little to decide at the A.G.M.
itself beyond the usual constitutional changes (it was decided that members of the TGWU and
those who deliver and light lamps should have no particular privileges within CUTwC). Afier
six more weeks of argument, Tony edged out Dave Smith at a final by-election. Since then,
fingers crossed, we have seen much less controversy.

These off-the-mat activities perhaps provide a cautionary tale for those involved in the
administration of our glorious game. Will ETWA ever find itself similarly at the mercy of the
power-hungry? Will its committee members drink themselves into police custody? Will Arkle
win the Cheltenham Gold Cup, and will Snowy and Jock be in time? Who can tell?

The Hampshire Open
Southampton University Students” Union, Saturday 2nd March
by Julian Wiseman

In an Adamsesque attempt 1o avoid suspense, | shall start by saying that the Hampshire
open was won by Geoff Myers and Simon Julier. They did this in fairly typical Hampshire
Open style - that is, by scoring a higher p.p.g. than any other pair in a Swiss. The gory details
can of course be found in the table - the only point of note being the abject fatlure of last year’s
winners 10 achieve anything worth mentioning.

So to the entertainment. Alex was tournament organiser, and at the end of the
appointed time for lunch he scoured the pub for the large and disorderly with a view 1o ejecting
them. I had a bye, so was able 10 watch this vain etfort without criticism. Eventually (it had to
be), Graham was found and, going from bad to really awful, was with Dave Smith & James
Cullingham. This ternible trio, then, in an act of blatant disobedience, amigossed their pints
and trundled up 1o the bar to buy another. Alex was not amused to sce them ostentatiously
sipping. I think this type of behaviour is despicable and the two that haven’t yet been should
now be expelled from the human race.

There was some amusement i the Mapley & Boycee vs Barrie & ‘Thompson game. Jon
has just missed his 6th wink (it happens!), and 1 is now Rupert to play. So Patrick, lacking
faith in his partner, leans across the table and plays Rupert’s wink. Is it a foul shot for Rupert
(in which case Patrick gets a go with one of his own winks), or is an out of sequence shot by
Patrick? Well, in the end it was deemed to have been illegally played by Rupert, so Alan went,
Patrick missed (again) and Jon finished for seven.
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Rd1 | Rd2 | Rd3 [ Rd4 | RdS | Rd6 | Rd7 | p.p.g. [Pos.
Al GeoffMyers |T|3|P|6|B|6[H[3|F|6|K|S|E|]6]5000]1
Simon Julier 3 9 15 18 24 29 35
B| AlnBoyee |[S|4|T|6[A|1|R[43|Q|4;[0|6%|H|7*[4738]2
Jon Mapley 4 0 | 11| 153 | 200 | 26; | 33
C| AndyPurvis [L]0*| - [bye[N| 4 |T|6|S|55[0]5[K|7*]|4a583]3
Ben Soares 0 0 4 10 | 155 | 205 | 273
D| StewsSage |-|bye|s] 1 |m[6[pP]5|R]s|E[2¢]0]7*]| 4333 4
Matthew Rose | 0 1 7 2 | 17 ] 19| 26
E| Rob Cartwright [U[7*|L| 6 [O| 3|1 |4a}|K| 2 |D[5*|A| 1|4.095]5
Phil Scarrott 7 { 13| 16 | 202 | 223 | 277 | 282
F|  Nick Inglis Ri.s;— H| 1 |- [bye[N] 6 [Aa] 1M 6]3]5]408]6
Julian Wiseman | 53 6; 65 | 125 | 133 | 195 | 24
G| philClark [T 6|3 2|L]{3|s|5|H|1*|Q|5|P|6]4071]7
Mike Surridge 6 8 i} 16 | 17 | 223 | 28
H| PamickBarie |M| 6 [F[6]s] 2]Aa] a]c]e6*| |bye|B|0*] 4.000] 8
Rupert Thompson| 6 12 14 18 24 24 24
1| Geoff Thorpe |G| 1 [M| 4|R[3|Q| 1|Ul7*|L|5]|T|[6%|3857]9
Cyril Edwards I 5 8 9 16 | 21 | 27
3| Jim Carrington |K| 6 |G| 5 |H| 5 |E|[22]0| a|cC|2|F]|2]3762]10
RichardMoore | 6 | 11 | 16 | 183 | 22 | 245 | 265
K| AlexSachel |J| 1|u|7*¢|[s|5|L]6]|E[5]|A]l2]|C|o¥]3714]11
Graham Hancock 1 8 13 19 24 26 26
L| HeatherDean |C|7*|E| 1 |G| 4 |K| 1 |P|3|1] 2]|Q] 6] 3.429 |I2=
Charles Relle 7 8 2 | 13 ] 16 | 18 | 24
M| TimJerireys |H| 1] 1] 3[p] 1]ul6]|T] 6]|F] 1|R] 6] 3429 [12=
Elizabeth Whalley | 1 4 5 i | 17 ] 18 | 24
N| Simon Gandy QL; RT 1 C[ JJF] 1] -|bye Sl 6 Ul?"‘ 3.333 |14=
Adrian Jones 2 3 6 7 1 13 20)
ol Amnpen |[N]s|Q[7*|E] 4] -]oyels] 3|B|1*]D]0*] 3333 [14=
Jon Carlaw 5 2 | 16 | 16 | 19 | 20 | 20
P philcamody |Q] 2 [a] 1 {ul7«[p] 2[L]a[rR] 5 |G| 1]3143]16
Chris Wilson 2 3 o | 12| 16| 21| 22
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Ri1 | Rd2 | Rd3 | Rd4 | RdS | Rd6 | Rd7 | pp.g [Pos.
Q| Stevephilips |P| s|ojox|T[a | 1] 6|B|25|G|13|L| 1]2929 |17
v e [ )
1 | 1 1
5 5 or | asy | 18 | 19y | 205
R| JonMarchant |F[13|N[6|1[4|B|2;|D|2|P|2[M|1]2690 |18
; 1 1 1 5 | B 5 s
Dave Smith li 75 1 lf 13(; 15= l7g 185
s| GavinKeyie |B|3|D|6[K|2]|G|2[C|15|N]| 1|~ [byc| 2583 |19
Robin Smale 3 9 [ u | 13 |4y | sy | 1s;
T| NickReid |A| 4 |B|1[Q|25|C| 1 [M]| 1 |U[7*[1]1*]2500 |20
e s s it
. 1 1 1 1 1
James Cullingham| 4 5 75 85 95 16, 175
U| SimonDean |E|0*|K[0*|PlO*[M]| 1| 1]0*|T][O*[N]|O*|0.143 |21
James Baker 0 0 0 1 1 1 1

Play-off game:

Geoff Myers & Simon Julier 6-1 Alan Boyce & Jon Mapley

The

0.U.T.S. Anthem

And were those winks in ancient tumes
Yellow and red and blue and green?
And was the boondock known before
Or, like the Bristol, never seen?
We do not know, we do not care

Abouwt

the history of our game

But when it comes to winks, here and now,
The OUTS puts other clubs to shame

Bring me my squidger made of gold
Bring me my winks from near and far
Bring me my drink that | can hold

A pint of biter from the bar!
I shall not cease from endless squops

Nor n

For

uss a pot, however long
I am of the O.U.TS.

Renowned in poem, tale and song!

~Marc Read

Hoppity floppity wee
A winker's brain for me

- Ed Wynn
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Varsity Match & Silver Wink
Wadham College, Oxford, 3rd March 1991
by Nick Inglis

This year’s Oxford v. Cambridge matches were cunningly arranged for the day after the
Hampshire Open, thus allowing the old, fat and dead members of the Cambridge teams to get
drunk in Oxford on Saturday night without any nasty driving to worry about the following
day. This first objective of the Silver Wink campaign was achieved with ruthless efficiency
and the help of Andy’s local where the staff encouraged us to sing along with the organist
(though she always seemed to metamorphose “Men of Harlech” into “All Through the Night”,
which rather spoilt the tiddlywinks anthem), and one of the regulars led us in a selection of first
world war favourites. The only remaining problem was persuading Julian to leave and then
restraining him from committing acts of public indecency once he had left.

The following morning the suitably refreshed teams gathered at Wadham seminar room
for the Varsity Match. This promised to be rather interesting. With the World Pairs champions
and some experienced second and third years, Oxford were certainly the pre-season favourites,
but Simon’s qualification for the Singles Final, Stu’s win in the Cambridge Open and the
promising form of the novices had increased confidence in the Cambridge camp. In an attempt
to destroy any complacency, | responded to suggestions that Cambridge might now be
favourites by betting the team at odds of 2-1 that Oxford would win (a pint each to them if they
won; 4 pints to me if Cambridge won).

The first round started off with a failed pot-out attempt by Jon Marchant who potted
two and missed the third and then on a second attempt potted a third wink, but missed the
fourth, thus achieving the pessimal solution with plenty of time to be made to pay for it.
Meanwhile Geoff was playing some outrageous shots to take control against Julian and Rupert
and as rounds approached it looked as it Oxford would take the lead. But somehow Smith &
Marchant v. Keyte & Smale had contrived to become one of the least comprehensible games |
have seen. It seemed to oscillate: squops would be taken and then the next time I visited the
table the same shot would be about to be attempted again. Time passed, but nothing seemed to
change. Gavin spent several shots bristolling onto a pile, before finally bristolling off it again
in rounds. The result was a streaky 4-3 to a CUTwC pair who should have been relieved to
get 2.

A tight game between Gandy & Jones and Purvis & Zetie ended 4-3 to Cambridge
when Adrian’s final attempted airshot missed the pot, but landed on an Oxford wink.
Elsewhere Julian somehow contrived to free enough winks late on to scrape together 3 points
against Geoff and Simon. There was now a wait as the final game lasted almost 75 minutes
before Collins & Wynn completed a 5-2 victory over Carmody & Wilson. We retired for
lunch, with Cambridge somewhat unconvincingly in the lead by 16-12.

The second round began poorly for Cambridge: Geoff & Simon were soon well placed
against Dave & Jon and although Stu & Ed gained an early pile against Andy & Ken, an
excellent Good shot by Andy reversed the position. Long before rounds it was looked as if
Oxford would win every game, and that is indeed what happened, with only Dave and Jon
even managing 2 points. A crushing 23-5 round score had not only wiped out CUTwC'’s lead,
it left Oxford ahead by a comfortable 14 points. [ began to mentally line up my four pints.

Round 3 was very different and at times Cambridge were ahead in every game.
Although Andy & Ken managed to win S-2, the other Cambridge pairs won well, and a score

- -



Winking World 56 April 1991

Simon Julier Robin Smale Andy Purvis  Phil Carmody

& & & &
Geoff Myers ~ Gavin Keyte Ken Zetie Chris Wilson
Stu Collins 1 l% 6 2
& 175
Ed Wynn 6 5% 1 5
Simon Gandy l% 3 3 6
& 143
Adrian Jones 5% 4 4 1
Dave Smith 5 3 0* 2
& 18
Jon Marchant 2 4 ¥ i 5
Julian Wiseman 4 6 ) 0*
& Rupert 13
Thompson 3 ] 2 i
i i
115 13 14 10

Match score :
CUTwC 63 - 49 OUTS

of 18-10 was sufficient to reduce Oxford’s lead 10 6. So Oxford needed 11 and a bit, and it
seemed possible that the match might be decided in rounds.

Against Stu & Ed, Geoff attempted a squop over the top of one of Simon’s winks and
landed on his partner. The squop was taken, Simon subbed and the pattern was set. Every
time I looked at this game the fast growing pile seemed under threat, but every time either
Geoff or Simon would contrive to sub or Stu or Ed would pull off a crucial difficult squop.
My attention was now drawn to the fact that Jon had one in the pot against Andy and Ken. A
hushed Cambridge crowd gathered and awaited Jon’s next turn (the non-playing CUTwC
entourage numbered 6: the four Silver Wink players, one driver [Linda Gameson| and one
camp follower [Richard Moore|). Jon calmly potted his five winks to enormous applause from
the partisan hordes. Andy now attempted a 15" pot, but bounced on the rim and rolled off.
This gave Dave the breathing space he needed to complete the 7-0 and give Cambridge a 1
point lead.

i Y =5
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It now transpired that Julian had 4 winks in the pot and two in potting range without
being in easy squopping range. He took just long enough potting these to allow Rupert to
gratuitously boondock the opponents all over the mat and follow Julian in for the second 7-0 of
the round. Another look at Stu & Ed’s table showed that Geoff was squopped up and was not
likely to be freed again. With little clock stopping or time needed in rounds it wasn’t long
before the inevitable 6-1 was recorded thus sealing Cambridge’s win. Almost ignored in a
corner, Simon & Adrian completed a 4-3 win to make the final score 63-49 to CUTwC after an
astonishing 24-4 in the last round.

Now Cambridge strengthened their team by drafting in the four doctors for the Silver
Wink (so this team included S qualificrs for the singles [4 of them this year], and the winners
of the 1990 and 1991 Cambridge Open and the 1990 Hants and London Opens), while Oxford
also fiddled about with their team. Games were reduced to 20 minutes as it was now quite late.
Cambridge got off to an inauspicious start: Julian missed his fifth wink, Geoff got a good
squop and we were relieved to escape with 2 points. Meanwhile Stu & Stew were losing to
Phil & Robin and Simon & Tan were losing to Andy & Jon. Patrick & Dave won, but Oxford
went into a 15% -12; lead.

Round 2 saw a return to sanity as Stu & Stew redeemed themselves against Andy &
Jon. Two other wins and a loss meant a healthy round victory by 19-9 and a 7 point lead for
Cambridge. The long-awaited Andy pot-out came in round 3. The round as a whole was even
and so we went into the last round with a 7 point cushion (not a comfortable lead, as we'd just
seen). Julian and I soon found ourselves in a few messy piles with Andy while Jon was left to
his own devices. This game had 4-3 to Oxford written all over with it five minutes to go and
when Andy had to decide whether to break things up we wandered along to the other tables.
Two of the games scemed comfortably in CUTwC’s grasp so we went back and aimlessly
played out the inevitable 3-4. The final score of 62-50 was, embarrassingly, less impressive
than the Varsity team had achieved.

The Varsity Match was surely one of the most bizarre ever seen: any match in which
one side wins a round 23-S and the other wins a later round 24-4 almost defies belief. It
certainly backs up my feeling that the range of possible results in a 4 round match is pretty
large. Few of these matches are foregone conclusions unless there’s a cavernous gap between
the sides; indeed it’s pretty clear that if 10 Varsity Matches had been played then Oxford would
have won several, perhaps even most of them. All of which is small compensation for Oxford.
On the statistical side: a 14 point deficit is the largest I've seen wiped out (although 6 points
isn't the largest last round deficit overcome: we overturned a 7 point deficit against Sotwink in
1982).

The Silver Wink was inevitably overshadowed by the Varsity Match excitement but,
almost unnoticed, this was undoubtedly the finest performance by an Oxford team in recent
history. The 2 l% points by Geoff & Gavin were the most I've seen by a pair on the losing
side (by comparison the 13 of Julian & Rupert in the Varsity match was the equal lowest by a
CUTwC pair since the last loss in 1986 it’s difficult to beat a team whose lowest scoring pair
get 13).

One final point: in the Varsity Match there were 3 attempted pot-outs, all by Cambridge,
resulting in two 7’s and a 4 for Cambridge; in the Silver Wink there were two attempted pot-
outs (one by each side) resulting in a S and a 6 for Oxford. Pot-outs really can turn matches.

s T s
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Phil Carmody  Andy Purvis Geoff Myers  Chris Wilson

& & & &
Robin Smale  Jon Muinwaring  Gavin Keyte Ben Soares
Stu Collins 5% 1 6 |
& 14
Stew Sage 1% 6 1 6
Simon Gandy 2 4 5% 1
& 15;
lan Gameson 5 3 1 % 6
Julian Wiseman | 4 §* |
& 17
Nick Inglis 6 3 2+ 6
Patrick Barrie | 6* 5 1
& 15
Dave Smith 6 [* 2 6
1 1
95 15 2 IS 4

Maitch score :

CUTwC 62 - 50 OUTS

World Singles 35
by Larry Kahn

This was to be the seventh meeting between Dave and me, with the tirst two going 1o
Dave and the last four to me. Afier having a pretty feeble year in 1990 1 decided to get serious
and practice quite a bit in preparation. Dave didn’t get in as much practice as he would have
liked due to work demands (as usual).

It sure didn’t seem like Dave was rusty in game | since he made almost everything en
route to what looked hike a solid 6-1 squop game. However, near the end of regulation he
missed an easy double, allowing me a chance to play for two. It got even better than that when
I was able 1o pull out 3 points. This game was typical of the whole maich, with Dave playing
well in streaks but inconsistencies really costing him.
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The second game looked like a solid 6-1 for me as I hardly missed any squops, but
with time running out Dave performed an amazing junior birdman onto the main pile, leaving 3
of his winks free. After blowing this up, there was a potting race for first, with one miss on
each side. Mine missed in a bad place, and Dave got a double. I got on this pile with the other
colour, and eventually Dave had a short squop onto this wink in the fifth round to get 5. He
missed, and I was able to blow the pile to get 4. Following this was a lunch break, Dave
lamenting missed opportunities and | felt I hadn’t really done anything wrong but still only
having 7 points.

In game 3 I had an early choice to either try and defend a double in his area or set up
my yellows as a pot threat. I set up the threat, and Dave squopped the nearest. I then decided
to go back to protect the double and made numerous 4-6 inch squops to take over the area and
eventually take a solid 6-1. At this point I felt pretty good since my squopping was definitely
on.

Game 4 saw Dave get a good early position when a lucky nudge from the line
eventually created two connected piles, Dave in control of both and many more of my winks
under. [ attacked pretty well, and a Dave bring in created an inadvertent triple possibility away
from this action. 1 made a 3-incher to get this, knowing I couldn’t hold but creating enough of
a distraction that I could now attack and blow the main area. After this, the game was fairly
even all the way, with Dave maybe up a little. In rounds it was yellow (me) vs one of his
colours for first. [ was over-agressive (as usual) and created a blue on yellow double for him
totally away from the action, but a knock-off with green from 6 inches gave me colour order
and I potted both yellows (the first one had to be an air shot). Ending game, Dave needed to
pot two close (one inch) little reds for a 3 but missed the first and ended with 2, making the
score 18-10.

I played really well in the next game, gaining good control with most of the winks in
one central pile. Dave attacked well but I defended with the few free winks available. Near
time limit, he finally was able to blow the pile, resulting in a completely wide-open game.
Missed blue pots really hurt Dave here since in the Sth round he had a chance for a 5 by potting
and then making a 3 inch squop of the last free yellow but he missed the pot. I missed a
nurdled small green over the cup, leaving me with a 4, and the dreaded 22-13 lead.

Dave came out looking for a pot out and after I sent a yellow off (my only one of the
match) he potted five blues and brought in the sixth well. I decided not to chase since I felt |
could outpot the reds with both colours if I simply came in. He made the pot, and everything
went as I had planned it until I completely missed my last yellow (the wink totally stuck and
went a grand total of about an inch) and Dave got the 6.

In the final game, I came in really well with both greens, Dave reasonably well with
reds, and then he decided to send a red at the greens. [ doubt if I would have tried the pot out
unless forced into it, and Dave later agreed that he should have kept his reds free. I squopped
this but Dave managed to gain control of a small pile advantageous to him controlled by a large
wink. I then totalled this from about 6 inches with another large, setting up immediate piddle
possibilities and forcing him to abandon the area. My squopping was going well (as it had
been the entire match) and I eventually got full control. Dave attacked well but I held him off
every time. His last gasp was snuffed out by probably my best shot of the match when from a
three wink pile, big yellow almost totally over big blue, with a little yellow on the bottom about
half out, I piddled the little yellow about 6 inches onto a small Dave blue leaning away from me
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that was about to blow up one of the piles. After this it was an easy 6-1 1o leave the final score
at 29-20.

" Larry Kahn 3 4 6 5 1 1* 6“ 29 I
l Dave Lockwood 4 3 1 2 6* 1 II 20) I

I was really satisfied with my play after so much practice, and it was a typical Dave
match where he was able to stay in it even when not playing really well. The match wasn’t
horribly long (although it seemed so a few times) since we started at 10.30 and ended at 4 with
an hour or so for lunch. Probably the most impressive performance was Dave downing seven
cans of soda throughout the match without having to tiake a natural break every ten minutes.

Page Filler Time Again
by Jon Mapley

Poems are old hat; we want none of that
So, to keep us from losing our head, here’s the World Singles A-Z...

Andy became champion, deftly executing five games, hammered Inglis jovially, Kiahn laterly
making no outrageous pots; Queens’ reversing sadly the upstart, vindicating Washington's
xenophobic Yankee zealot.

Zoology’s young xenophile won very unusually the singles, rampaging quite pitilessly over
Nick, making Larry Kahn jealous in his great ferocity, eventually defeating champion boy
Andy.

Nick Inglis’ World Ratings

Complete up 1o the start of the National Pairs.

Since the last set of ratings was published, Nick has told his BBC Micro all about the
National Teams of Four, World Singles 32, the National Singles, World Singles 33 and 34,
the Cambridge Open, the only Marchant Trophy match played so far this year, the Hants Open,
the Varsity Match, the Silver Wink and World Singles 35.

As usual, players with fewer than 30 rated games appear in italics, and those with
fewer than 15 have been left out. As well as the current rating, I've put the rating from WWS55
so people can see who’s gone up (or down). (The WWS55 ratings were incorrect for Dave
Lockwood and Mac McAvoy — see front cover.) It's clear that lan Gameson, Simon Gandy
and Stu Collins have been improving very rapidly, just in case anyone hadn’t noticed — no
wonder CUTwC coped in the university matches. Geoff’s rating makes him the second
highest Brit so far. | got to something around 2585 as a result of World Singles 32, but the
weekend put paid to that.
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Player’s Rating Games in past year:
Player Current at WW55  Rated Total p.p.g.
Larry Kahn (U.S)) 25K8 2572 83 83 4.600
Geolf Myers 2561 2498 67 81 4.463
Dave Lockwood (U.S)) 2512 2479 56 56 4116
Andy Purvis 2489 2335 121 130 4.508
Mike Surridge 2440 2464 40 4() 4.425
Jon Mapley 2431 2441 60 60 4.836
Alan Dean 2395 2264 27 27 4.407
Patrick Barrie 2363 2373 71 82 4.037
Richard Moore 2362 2407 68 68 4.350
Charles Relle 2341 2260 62 64 4.367
Bob Henninge (U.S.) 2337 2339 25 25 4013
Nick Inglis 2314 2317 77 93 3.892
Matthew Rose 2246 2226 69 69 4.176
Jim Marlin (U.S.) 2226 2229 28 28 3.161
Simon Gandy 2199 2047 63 s 3.491
Jim Carrington 2195 2191 42 44 3.996
Rob Cartwright 2108 2124 54 55 3.970
Alex Satchell 2125 2215 61 62 3.970
Alan Boyce 2120 2148 45 54 3.793
Graham Hancock 2116 2216 S8 58 3.216
Tim Jeffreys 2112 2162 35 54 3.435
Ian Gameson 2110 1930 61 63 3.484
Stu Collins 2097 1854 39 S0 4.090
Dave Smith 2079 2000 24 26 3.494
Julian Wiseman 2075 2063 43 55 3.264
Geoff Thorpe 2065 2143 49 49 3412
Phil Scarrott 2020 1970 73 75 3.467
Alasdair Grant 2013 1791 45 46 3.109
Cyril Edwards 2008 - 17 17 3912
Dave Salter 2007 2007 24 24 2.833
Stef Norman 1984 1984 17 17 4.353
Ed Wynn 1978 2077 30 36 3.750
Jon Carlaw 1952 2013 35 35 3.500
Phil Clark 1944 1901 55 35 3.733
Stew Sage 1939 2033 62 74 3.320
Gavin Keyte 1927 1751 75 76 3.342
Steve Phillips 1914 1857 58 59 2.975
Muac McAvoy (U.S.) 1854 1909 19 19 1.816
Phil Carmody 1845 1781 62 62 2.610
Robin Smale 1830 - 56 56 3.080
Jon Marchant 1800 - 28 30) 2.761
David Moore 1793 - 24 24 2.993
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Dave Hull
Naveed Chaudhri
Heather Dean
James Cullingham
Chns Wilson
Rupert Wilson
Rupert Thompson
Ben Soares

Nick Reid

Simon Julier
Sean Mayes
Adrian Jones

Current
Rating
1789
1770
1768
1745
1739
1722
1709
1623
1600
1592
1528
1514

Rating at
WWSS5
1789
1770
1741

1592

1526
1552

R

Rated

games

17
17
17
73
56
40
29
23
51
31
23
39

Total

games

17
17
17
73

April 1991

Average
p.-p.g.
2.676
1.882
2.941
2.858
2.374
2.662
2.598
2.370
2,183
3.081
2.783
2.504
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