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STIMOLUS

As the curtain falls on a truly momen-
tous season, one is left to ponder as to
where we go from here, and into this
sphere of activity comes the Development
sub-Committee of the English Table
Tennis Association under the chairman-
ship of Norman Reeve.

That there will be a spin-off from the
34th World Championships is not in
doubt, how this is to ke best exploited a
different matter. Certainly such considera-
tions are under active investigation as
indeed is the future of the England team
and the modus operandi appertaining
thereto.

The tentacles of the octopus grow ever
more numerous and the workload over-
powering in its increasing complexity
affecting both the professional staff and
those amateurs charged with specific
duties.

But just as the problems which arose
at the N.E.C. in Birmingham were over-
come—financial implications apart—the
riddles appertaining to the future can also
be solved.

it will take good will on all sides not
least from those who make up that most
democratic of assemblies known as the
National Council through whose members
the information is filtered down to
stimulate the grass roots growth.
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34th World
Ghampionships

ITFTAM LYENTS

Chinese Supreme
by GEORGE R. YATES

For the loss of only four sets by their men and
half that number by their women, the People’s
Republic of China retained both the Swaythling
and Corbillon Cups at the National Exhibition
Centre, Birmingham over the period March 26-30.

Of the nine matches contested in the men’s
event only one could be considered to have been
close when a 4-1 lead established over Hungary
was reduced to 4-3 before Kuo Yao-hua put an
end to the proceedings by defeating Tibor Klam-
par.

Prior to Istvan Jonyer — later to lose his hold
on the men’s singles title when beaten by Patrick
Birocheau of France — had side-spinned his way
to wins over both Kuo and Huang Liang, the
former having also lost to Gabor Gergely.

These twa falls from grace provided the only
meat in a sandwich that was far from being des-
igned to appease the appetite of opponents whose
digestive organs, for the most part, remained un-
taxed.

Both Sweden and Japan, who provided the
opposition in the second and third stage matches,

failed absolutely, the Japanese in particular, as
the undefeated Group B winners, only managing
to win a single game and that by Mitsuru Kohno
— subsequently to be crowned the men’s singles

champion — who took the middle game from
Liang Ke-liang in the second set,
DISAPPOINTMENT

What a disappointment it was for an audience
keyed up to witness a dramatic encounter having
ta content themselves by applauding the utter
mastery of the Chinese whose strength in depth
is utterly formidable.

Small wonder then that England, who opposed
China in their third match, following 5-1 defeats
inflicted by Hungary and Czechoslovakia, should
be snuffed out like the proverbial candle.

Desmond Douglas and Paul Day had just
nothing to offer, nor had Andrew Barden who
had been substituted for Denis Neale. England’s
men could not have made a better start when, in
their opening match against Hungary, Day had a
2-straight win over Klampar.

Togetherness, with smiles all round, for this Anglo-Chinese gathering,
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A pensive looking Desmond Douglas shows no
number.

But it was flattery to deceive for it proved
to be our only success albeit three of the subse-
quent five sets needed a decider with Neale
figuring in two, against Jonyer and Gergely,

Still the defeat was not entirely unexpected
which was far from the case in the second match
against Czechoslovakia, who also triumphed 5-1.

This truly was a sickener more especially after
our European League triumph, but the Czechs
were out to avenge that defeat and well they
accomplished it, only Douglas staying the exec-
utioner’s hand when equating the match score in
the second set by beating Josef Dvoracek.

Milan Orlowski accounted for both Neale and
Douglas, the former also losing to Jaroslav Kunz,
as did Day who also lost to Dvoracek. Small
wonder then that morale was low even before
tackling China whose predictable 5-0 victory
proved little more than a loosening-up exercise.

The restoration of Neale for the fourth match
against Indonesia seemed to have a settling effect
on the England team for, despite Day losing to
Empie Wuisan, a 5-1 win ensued,

Still in unison, a subsequent 5-0 victory over
Australia, with the same trio employed, secured
our status in the first category. But darkness
returned with our meeting with France which
went wrong from the outset when Neale, having
won the first game against Christian Martin, lost
the next two.

And this was the sum total of games needed
for Jacques Segretin to dispose of Day whose
form had suffered a relapse since his opening win
against Klampar in the Hungarian encounter.

Douglas pulled one back in beating Birocheau
and that was it, 5-1 to France, although the
Birmingham left-hander went down desperately
-20 in the third to Martin.

A similar defeat inflicted by Federal Germany
seemed the end even allowing for a Douglas win
over Peter Stellwag and a ‘benched” Neale whose

sign of nerves as Peter Simpson pins on his
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early part of

Marcel Corbillon Cup competition.

failure to attend a morning warm-up session
brought about his subsequent non-selection.

Yet in finishing sixth, at the conclusion of the
first stage, the incentive was there to strive for
a final 9th place, three in excess of our finishing
position in Calcutta. And the target was still
there after the second stage match against Poland,
won 5-1, with Day letting the one slip when
beaten by Stanislaw Fraczyk

Despite being up against France once more in
the final encouniter, a will to win pervaded the
atmosphere and, incredibly, victory was in sight
with a 4-3 lead established by Neale and Douglas
both victors over Martin and Birocheau.

UNSUCCESSFUL

The pressure was then on the hitherto un-
successful Day and Martin, the latter, although
primarily a defender, having the ability to come
up to the table and let go remarkable winners.

Catching up at 20-all in the decider the French-
man employed such tactics to put his country
level and 1t was then left for Secretin to ad-
minister the coup de grace beating Neale 13 and
13 to emphasise just how unlucky we were not
to finish one place higher than the 10th position
obtained — still it was two places up on India.

Australia, in finishing bottom of Group A,
without a win to their name, escaped the drop
into the 2nd Category by accounting for Denmark
5-3 in their second stage match,

1t was a defeat that sent the Danes down along
with Indonesia, Replacing them in the top cate-
gory will be Hong Kong and the United States
whose Danny Seemiller claimed an unbeaten record
which might have been even more impressive had
he played in the second match against Hong Kong
for positions 17 and 18 — not that it really mat-
tered, both countries being already assured of
promotion,

But to give Danny credit, he did account for
Chang Scheng Shien, Vong Iu Veng and Com-
monwealth champion Li Kuang Tsu in the first
stage encounter.

A study of the final placings will reveal the
significant rise in world standings obtained by
Poland, Japan and Federal Germany, in the 1st
category, and by Hong Kong, the United States,
Israel, Canada and Egypt in the lesser classifica-
tion.
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China’s Huang Liang whose only loss in the Swaythling Cup was

The downward trend of Yugoslavia is hard to
understand as is that of Austria, India and the
Netherlands, the latter having gained promotion
to the Super Division of the European League.

Even more invincible than their male counter-
parts, China’s women absolutely dominated affairs
in the Corbillon Cup competition losing but two
sets in ten matches when Chang Li was beaten
by world champion; Pak Yung Sun and Chang
Te-ying by Liana Mihut of Rumania.

That eight matches were won 3-0, with varying
doubles combinations, is again indicative of the
embarrassment of riches afforded those charged
with the selection of Chinese teams. Oh that such
a state of affairs should exist in England!

UNBEATEN

The Republic of Korea emerged as the unbeaten
winners of Group B but, like Japan in the men’s
team final, failed to put up any real resistance
to the all-conquering Chinese in the final — yet
another anti-climax,

Represented throughout the 5-day event by
Chung Hyan Socok and ILee Ailesa, the South
Koreans only shed sets in the match against the
Soviet Union whose Valentina Popova beat Lee
Ailesa to augment a doubles success,

England, who finished fifth in Calcutta and
second only to Hungary of the European nations,
began where they had left off with an opening
3-0 win over Bulgaria, Jill Hammersley and Linda
Howard being rarely extended.

For the next match, against Sweden, Carole
Knight replaced Linda in the singles and prom-
ptly lost to Ann-Christin Hellman in the opening
set, Jill repaired the damage, beating Eva Strom-
vall, paired with Linda for another doubles
success and effectively sealed the issue in beating
Hellman.

Drama unfolded in the subsequent match against
Rumania which began with Carole regaining her
spurs with victory over Maria Alexandru, This
was countered by a surprise win for Liana Mihut
over Jill, 2-sjraight if you please.

Worse was to follow when Jill and Linda
crashed in the doubles but Jill restored the
balance with an easy victory over Alexandru —
hard, to believe these two had battled it out for
the European crown, twelve months previously,
in Prague!

In the final all-important encounter between
Carole and Mihut, the English champion brought
off the win of her life in turning a 9-19 deficit,
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to Istvan Jonyer of Hungary.
—Photo by Tony Ross, Hessle.

in the third game, into an incredible 21-19
victory, Talk about the tortoise and the hare —
but that was fiction!

Korea DPR, non-entrants in the team event
in Calcutta, then put a firm spoke in England’s
wheel winning 3-0 albeit two of the three sets
went into a deciding game,

But it was back on the rails against Czechos-
lovakia whose lone winner was Ilona Uhlikova
over Carole. Jill won her two and the doubles
with Linda.

DRUBBINGS

Subsequent 3-0 drubbings by Hungary and
China were in keeping with the form book al-
though the three sets in the Hungarian match
went to three. But defeats for Jill, by Beatrix
Kishazi, and for Jill and Linda by Judit Magos
and Gabriella Szabo, did nothing to inspire
confidence for the individual events to follow.

Still a 3-0 win over Belgium gave us a Stage
1 finishing position of sixth and the chance to
equate the final fifth position obtained in Calcutta.

The Soviet Union, however, barred the path,
as they had done in the European Team final,
and again it was the Russians who conquered 3-2.

Jill set up the base of victory by beating Elmira
Antonian in the opening set but in the mext,
Carole’s famed loop drive held no terrors for
Zoya Rudnova whose penhold style proved more
than an adequate counter.

Victory for the Russian pair in the doubles was
countered by Jill easily accounting for Rudnova.
But Carole, still without a win since beating
Mihut, failed yet again as she is so apt to do
against the leading lights of Europe, Omn this
occasion Antonian beat her in straight games,

Fighting now for positions 7 or 8, the English
girls had Hong Kong to contend with the Asian
pair being the Commonwealth team champions
no less.

Once more Jill opened the proceedings to defeat
the new Commonwealth champion herself Chang
Siu Ying, Carole was again found wanting in
losing to Sui Kit Man but the doubles and a
second win for Jill carried the day for a final
seventh position — a drop of two places from
India.

Jill apart, it was a far from impressive per-
formance leaving one to ponder on the wisdom of
Bryan Merrett’s persistance in preferring Carole
1o Linda in so many matches. But, yet again, a

win from being 9-19 down takes a brave man to
ring a change.

Belgium and Indonesia finished up in the
relegated positions with the Netherlands and the
United States due for promotion when next the
nations assemble in Korea DPR two years hence.

COVER PHOTOGRAPH

China’s Li Fu-jung, himself a thrice beaten
world men’s singles finalist, holds the Swaythling
Cup surrounded by his all-conquering team of
(1 to r), Huang Liang, Liang Ke-liang, Li Chen-
shih, Wang Chun and Kuo Yao-hua,

34th WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS — TEAM EVENTS —
RESULTS
SWAYTHLING CUP
GROUP 1A — STAGE 1

P W L F A Pts
Al CHINA ...oooviviieiiinns 7 7 0 35 4 7
A2 HUungary = ....eeeeen.. 7 6 1 33 13 6
A3 Federal Germany ...... 7 5 2 27 15 5
A4  Czechoslovakia ......... 7 4 3 26 2 4
A5 France 7 3 4 21 22 3
A6 England 7 2 5 14 26 2
A7 Indonesia 7 1 6 7 32 1
A8 Australia 7 0 7 5 35 (o]

Enzlish resultsi—

v Hungary (lost 1-5)

P. Day bt T. Klampar 19, 20; lost to I. Jonyer -19, -17;

D. Douglas lost to G. Gergely -11, -14; lost to Klampar
14, -14, -16;

D. Neale lost to Jonyer -19, 13, -15; lost to Gergely
-17, 16, -15.

v Czechoslovakia (lost 1-5)

Neale lost to M. Orlowski -19, -8; lost to J. Kunz -5, -18;

Douglas bt J. Dvoracek 9, -18, 19; lost to Orlowski
-16, 20, -17;

Day lost to Kunz -14, -14; lost to Dvoracek -18, -11.

v China (lost 0-5)

A. Barden lost to Huang Liang -16, -15; lost to Li Chen-
shih -12, -16

Douglas lost to Kuo Yao-hua -14, -11; lost to Huang
Liang -16, -9.

Day lost to Li Chen-shih -15, -8.

v Indonesia (won 5-1)

Day lost to E. Wuisan -16, -23; bt G. Sutedja 20, 20.
Neale bt Sutedja 16, 11; bt 8. Supit -18, 11, 16.
Douglas bt Supit 11, 12; bt Wuisan 5, 13.

v Australia (won 5-0)

Day bt R. Javor 16, -16, 17; bt R. Tuckett 10, 20.
Douglas bt P, Pinkewich 5, 13; bt Javor 13, 9.
Neale bt Tuckett 19, 19.

v France (lost 1-5)
Neale lost to C. Martin 15, -15, -16; lost to J. Secretin
-17, -17.

g
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Liana Mihut of Rumania in more light hearted
mood than when losing to Carole Knight from
being 19-9 up!
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The Swedish team get behind their man Ul Thorsell for his encounter with Anton Stipancic
in the Swaythling Cup match against Yugoslavia.

Day lost to Secretin -20, -5; lost to P, Birocheau -8, -18.
Douglas bt Birocheau 19, 11; lost to Martin -15, 7, -20.
v Federal Germany (lost 1-5)

Day lest to P. Stellwag -15, -19; lost fto J. Leiss =18, 20,

Barden 'lost to Leiss -12,
Douglas lost to Lieck -15,

GROUP 1B — STAGE 1

-16; lost to W. Lieck -16, -19.
-19; bt Stellwag 14, -19, 17.

P W L F A Pts
Bl JAPAN ... 7 7 0 35 9 7
B2 Sweden 7 6 1 32 10 6
B3 Yugoslavia 7 5 2 31 14 5
B4 TUSS.R. 7 4 3 24 21 4
B5 Poland 7 2 5 18 27 2
B6 Korea R. 7 2 5 21 29 2
B7 Denmark 7 2 5 10 30 2
B8 Rumania T 0 7 4 35 o}

STAGE 2
(For Positions (1-4)

Al CHINA ............... 5 B2 Sweden  ............ 0
A2 HUnNgary ......eeeeee 3 Bl JAPAN ............... 5
For Positions (5-8)

A3 FED. GERMANY ...5 B4 USSR. .ccoverrenns 4
A4 CZECHOSLOVAKIA 4 B3 Yugoslavia ......... 3
For Positions (9-12)

A5 FRANCE ............ 5 B6 Korea R. ............ 2
A6 ENGLAND ......... 5 B5 Poland  ............ 1

Day bt R. Czochanski 17, 19; lost to S. Fraczyk 10,
-19, -23.

Douglas bt L. Kucharski 17, 18; bt Czochanski
-14, 13, 1

Neale bt F‘raczyk 14, -16, 19; bt Kucharski 14, 13.

For Positions (13-16)

A7 Indonesia ............ 4 B8 RUMANIA
A8 AUSTRALIA  ...... 5 B7 Denmark
STAGE 3
For Positions (1-2)
CHINA ......... 5 Japan ......... o]

Huang Liang bt M, Maehara 16, 14; bt M. Kohno 13, 15.
Liang Ke-liang bt Kohno 13, -12 11.
Kuo Yao-hua bt N, Takashima 8, 7; bt Maehara 11, 21.

For Positions (3-4)
Sweden ......... 5 Hungary .........
U, Thorsell bt G. Gergely 18, 10; lost to I. Jonyer
-16, -17.

S. Bengtsson bt T. Klampar 8, 10; bt Gergely 12, 17.
K. Johansson bt Jonyer 22, 15 bt Klampar 17, 17.
For Positions (5-6)
Federal Germany ......... 5 Czechoslovakia ......... 3
W. Lieck bt M. Schenk 11, 18; lost to M. Orlowski
-20, -17; bt J. Kunz 19 19.
P. Stellwag 1ost to Orlowski -14, -16; bt Kunz 12, -17 21,
J. Leiss bt Kunz -20, 10, 15; bt Schenk 15, 18
lost to Orlowski -10 7.
For Positions (7-8)
U.S.S.R. .5 Yugoslavia .........
S. SarkhOJan ‘bt Z. Kosanovic 20, 17; bt M. Karakasevic
19, 12
A. Strokatov bt Z. Kalinic 20, 9; lost to Kosanovic
-12, -9.
S. Gomozkov bt Karakasevic 5, 9; bt Kalinic 14, 8.
For Positions (9- 10)
France ......... 5 England .........
J. Secretin bt Day 11, 6; bt Douglas 17,
bt Neale 13, 13.
C. Martin lost to Neale —10 -16; bt Day 11, 19;
lost to Douglas 19,
P. Birocheau lost to Douglas 21 ~15, -15;
Neale -16, 18, -18.

For Positions (11-12)
Korea R . ..5 Poland ......... 4

Lee Sang Kuk bt Kucharski 21, -12, 19; lost to Fraczyk
-19, -15; lost to Czochanski -15, -18,

-18, 15;

lost to

—Photo by Tony Ross, [es:le.

Yoon Kil Jung lost to Fraczyk 21, -21, -15;
Czochanski -17, -8; bt Kucharski 15 13.

Choi Sung Kuk bt Czochanski 19, -17, 17 bt Kucharski
15, -15, 13; lost to Fraczyk 10, 17.

For Positions (13-14)

Rumania ......... 5 Australia .........

M. Firanescu lost to S, Kna.pp -21, -19 lost to
Pinkewich -13, 20,

lost to

T. Gherorge bt Javor -20 15 19; bt Knapp 12, -21, 16;
bt Pinkewich 19, -9, 12.
S. Moraru lost to Pmkewlch -13, 7, -14; bt Javor

16, -17, 19; bt Knapp 18, 17
For Positions (15-16)

Denmark ......... S5 Indonesia ......... 2
J. Hansen bt Supit 13, 15; lost to Wuisan -15, 18, -18.
C. Pedersen bt Sutedja 16, 18; bt Supit 20, 14;

bt Wuisan -13, 11, 13.
P. Rud bt Wuisan 9, 18; lost to Sutedja 16, -16, -6.
GROUP A2 — STAGE 1

P W L F A Ptis
2A1 BULGARIA ............ 8 8 0 40 10 8
2A2 TItaly . 8 7 1 36 12 T
2A3 1India 8 5 3 33 23 S5
2A4 Canada ... 8 5 3 31 24 5
2A5 Netherlands 8 5 3 29 20 5
2A6 Israel .......... 8 3 5 25 29 3
2A7 Switzerland 8 2 6 17 31 2
2A8 Iran  ........ 8 1 7 10 35 1
2A9 Singapore  ............ 8 0 8 3 40 0

Smiles from Chinese girls Chang Li (left) and Chang Te-ying during their Stage 2 match

against Japan.

GROUP B2 — STAGE 1

P W L F A Pts
2Bl U.S.A. ........ 8 7 1 38 23 7
2B2 Hong Kong 8 7 1 38 27 7
2B3 Greece  ..... 8 6 2 35 27 6
2B4 Austria ... 8 5 3 30 17 5
2B5 Luxembourg 8 4 4 25 352 4
2B6 Scotland ....... 8 3 5 23 31 3
2B7 Egypt ...... 8 3 5 24 32 3
2B8 Belgium ..... 8 1 7 19 38 1
2B9 Malaysia 8 0 8 15 40 o]
STAGE 2
For Positions (17-20)
2A1 Bulgaria  ......... 2B2 Hong Kong ......... 5
2A2 TItaly 2B1 USA. ...l 5
(21-24)
2A3 India 2B4 Austria
2A4 Canada .... . 2B3 Greece
For Positions (25-28)
2A5 Netherlands ...... 5 2B6 Scotland  ......... 0
2A6 Israel  ............ 5 2B5 Luxembourg ...... 1
For Posntlons (29-32)
2A7 Switzerland ...... 2B8 Belgium ............ 4
2A8 Iran ... 3 2B7 Egypt ...l 5
For Positions (33-34)
2A9 Singapore PO ¢ 2B9 Malaysia
STAGE 3
For Positions (17-18)
HONG KONG ............ 5 US.A. it o]
iti (19-20)
Bulgaria 5 Ttaly
(21-22)
India ..iiiviciiiiiiiiiieenee GIEeCE  .ivveviiiiieneenn. 2
(23-24)
Canada  ....coeveeiiieainnn Austria ... 2
For P051hons (25-26)
Netherlands ............... Israel  .oiciiiiiieiiieiiien. 2
For Posntlons (27-28)
Luxembourg .....ceeereeeen 5 Scotland .................. 3
For Positions (29-30)
Egypt i Switzerland
For Positions (31-32)
Belgium ... Iran  ..ovvevineiininninn. 1
For Position (33)
Malaysia
For Position (34)
Singapore
THIRD CATEGORY
STAGE 1
GROUP 3A
3A1 FINLAND 4 4 0 20 5 4
3A2 Turkey 4 3 1 17 9 3
3A3 Brazil 4 2 2 16 10 2
3A4 Barbados 4 1 3 6 16 1
3A5 Guernsey 4 0] 4 1 20 o]
GROUP 3B
3Bl IRELAND 4 4 0 20 3 4
3B2 Saudi Arabia 4 3 1 17 8 3
3B3 Jersey o ....... 4 2 2 10 14 2
3B4 Ecuador ........ . 4 1 3 12 16 1
3B5 Palestine (Gaza) ...... 4 o] 4 2 20 o]
GROUP 3C
3C1 NORWAY 5 S5 0 25 8 5
3C2 Wales 5 4 1 24 6 4
3C3 Trinidad & Tobago 5 3 2 18 12 3
3C4 Tunisia 5 2 3 12 16 2
3C5 Cyprus 5 1 4 g8 21 1
3C6 Iceland 5 0 5 1 25 0

=
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GROUP 3D
P w L F A Pts
3D1 NEW ZEALAND 5 5 0 25 A 5
3D2 Spain 5 4 1 21 7 4
3D3 Jamaica 5 3 2 1¢ 12 3
3D4 Chile 5 2 3 11 16 2
3D5 Mexico i 5 1 4 8 20 1
3D6 Bangladesh .. .. 5 o] 5 1 25 0]
STAGE 2
GROUP 3E
3A1 FINLAND 3 2 1 14 9 2
3Cl Norway e 3 2 1 13 9 2
3D1 New Zealand 3 2 1 13 9 2
3B1 Ireland 3 o] 3 2 15 [¢]
GROUP 3F
3C2 WALES 3 3 0 15 7 3
3A2 Turkey 3 2 1 14 10O 2
3D2 Spain  ..... 3 1 2 11 10 1
3B2 Saudi Arabia 3 0 3 2 15 0
GROUP 3G
3D3 JAMAICA 3 3 0 15 6 3
3A3 Brazil ........ 3 2 1 13 10 2
3C3 Trinidad & Tobago 3 1 2 12 10 1
3B3  Jersey ......coeiiieinnnn 3 [¢] 3 1 15 [¢]
GROUP 3H
3A4 BARBADOS 3 2 1 14 9 2
3D4  Chile 3 2 1 14 11 2
3C4 Tunisia 3 1 2 10 14 1
3B4 Ecuador 3 1 2 8 12 1
GROUP 37
3D5 MEXICO 3 3 0 15 3 3
3A5 Guernsey 3 2 1 10 11 2
3C5 Cyprus . 3 1 2 10 12 1
3B5 Palestine (Gaza) 3 [¢] 3 6 15 0
GROUP 3K
3D6 BANGLADESH 1 1 [¢] 5 2 1
3C6 Iceland 1 ¢} 2 5 0
FINAL PLACINGS

(Calcutta positions in brackets)
1 CHINA (1) 29 Egypt (33)
2 Japan (6) 30 Switzerland (29)
3 Sweden (3) 31 Belgium (30)
4 Hungary (5) 32 Iran (25)
5 TFederal Germany (8} 33 Malaysia (23)
6 Czechoslovakia (4) 34 Singapore (24)
7 USB.R. (T) 35 Finland (—)
8 Yugoslavia (2) 36 Norway (—)
9 France (9) 37 New Zealand (34)
10 England (12) 38 Ireland (—)
11 Korea R. (10) 39 Wales (31)
12 Poland (17) 40 Turkey (42)
13 Rumania (11} 41 Spain (—)
14 Australia (18) 42  Saudi Arabia (—)
15 Denmark (14) 43 Jamaica (—)
16 Indonesia (13) 44 Brazil (39)
17 Hong Kong (22) 45 Trinidad & Tobago (—)
18 US.A. 19) 46  Jersey (—)
19 Bulgaria (—) 47 Barbados (—)
20 TItaly (21) 48 Chile (—)
21 India (15) 49 Tunisia (—)
22 Greece (27) 50 Ecuador (—)
23 Canada (28) 51 Mexico (43)
24 Austria (16) 52 Guernsey (—)
25 Netherlands (20) 53 Cyprus (—)
26 Israel (—) 54 Palestine (Gaza) {45)
27 Luxembourg (32) 55 Bangladesh (—)
28 Scotland (—) 56 Iceland (—)

MARCEL CORBILLON CUP
GROUP JA — STAGE 1

P W L F A Pts
Al CHINA 8 8 o 24 2 8
A2 Korea DPR 8 7 1 22 10 7
A3 Hungary 8 6 2 20 7 6
A4  England . 8 5 3 15 13 5
A5 CzechoslovaKia 8 3 5 15 18 3
A6 Sweden .. 8 3 5 14 18 3
A7 Rumania 8 3 5 14 19 3
A8 Bulgaria 8 1 7 7 21 1
A9 Belgium 8 o] 8 1 24 [0}

English results:—

v Bulgaria (won 3-0)

J. Hammersley bt E. Neikova 18, 19,

L. Howard bt A, Rangelova 20, 13.
Hammersley/Howard bt Neikova/Rangelova 15, 16.

v Sweden (won 3-1)

C. Knight lost to A-C, Hellman -14, -14.

Hammersley bt E. Stromvall 12, 12; bt Hellman 20, 11.
Hammersley/Howard bt Hellman/B. Olsson 18, 11,

v Rumania (won 3-2)
Kright bt M. Alexandru -19, 17, 18; bt L. Mihut
-7, 14, 19.
Hammersley lost to Mihut -19, -17; bt Alexandru 7, 13.
Hammersley/Howard lost to Alexandru/Mihut -15, -11.
v Korea DPR (lost 0-3)
Knight lost to Pak Yong Ok -14, 16, -8.
Hammersley lost to Pak Yung Sun 12, 21
Hammersley/Howard lost to Kim Chang A1/Pak Yung Sun
-19, -

v Czechoslovakia (won 3-1)

Hammersley bt B. Silhanova
17, -18, 18.

Knight lost to I. Uhlikova 20, -11, -18.

Hammersley/Howard bt Silhanova/Uhlikova 15, 16.

v Hungary (lest 0-3)

Hammersley lost tc B. Kishazi -15, 19,
Knight lost to J. Magos 24, -11, -15,
Hammersley/Howard lost to Magos/G. Szabo 10,

v China (lost 0-3)

Knight lost to Chu Hsiang-yun -12, -7.

Hammersley lost to Chang Te-ying -12, -16.

Hammersley/Howard lost to Chang Li/Chang Te-ying
-18, 18, -13.

v Belgium (won 3-0)
Howard bt M-F. Germiat 16, -20, 20.
Hammersley bt V. Germiat 3, 11

-14, 9, 9; bt I. Uhlikova

-13.
-23, -16,

Hammersley/Howard bt C. D’Hohdt/C, Verachert
-10, 13, 8.

GROUP 1B — STAGE 1

Bl KOREA R. 8 8 0 24 2 8
B2 Japan 8 7 1 21 6 7
B3 U.S.S.R. 8 6 2 21 9 6
B4 Hong Kong 8 5 3 16 15 5
B5 France .....c..oiieiiian.n 8 4 4 14 15 4
B6 Federal Germany 8 3 5 13 18 3
B7 Yugoslavia 8 2 6 13 20 2
B8 Poland ...... 8 1 7 8 21 1
BS Indonesia 8 0 8 9 24 0

STAGE 2
For Positions ((-4)

Al CHINA .3 B2 Japan ............... o]
A2 Korea DPR 1 Bl KOREA R. ........ 3
For Pesitions (5-8)

A3 HUNGARY .3 B4 Hong Kong ......... 2
A4  England B3 USSR. ............ 3

2
Hammersley bt E. Antonian 19, 12; bt Z. Rudnova

Non-entrants at Birmingham from the previous cham- 13, 11,
pionships were:—Nigeria (26), Macao_(35), Vietnam R. Knight lost to Rudnova -16, -12; lost to Antonian
(36), Thailand (37), Sri Lanka (38), Nepal (40, -10, -18.
Lebanon (41), Kenya (44), Mauritius (46), Yemen DPR Hammersley/Howard lost to Antonian/Rudnova
(47) and United Arab Emirates (48). 19, -19, -15
INDIVIDUAL RECORDS
CHINA
Kuo Yao-hua Liang Ke-liang Li Chen-shih Huang Liang Wang Chun F A Opponents
2-0 5 0 Australia
1 O 2-0 2-0 5 0 Indonesia
1-0 2-0 2-0 5 0 England
2-0 1-0 2-0 5 0 France
2-0 2-0 1-1 5 1 Fed. Germany
1-2 2-0 2-1 5 3 Hungary
2-0 2-0 1-0 5 0 Czechoslovakia
1-0 2-0 2-0 5 0 Sweden
2-0 1-0 2-0 5 0 Japan
11-2 10-0 S-1 14-1 1-0 45 4
JAPAN
Kohno Takasima Inoue Machara Tasaka F A Opponents
2-0 2-0 - 5 0 Rumania
3-0 1-2 1-2 5 4 Yugoslavia
2-0 3-0 0-2 5 2 Korea R.
2-0 2-0 1-0 5 0 USSR
2-0 2-0 1-1 5 1 Poland
3-0 2-0 0-2 5 2 Sweden
2-0 1-0 2-0 5 O Denmark
3-0 2-1 0-2 5 3 Hungary
0-2 0-1 0-2 0 5 China
17-2 14-4 3-4 2-4 4-3 40 17
ENGLAND
DougThas Neale Day Barden F A Opponents
0-2 0-2 1-1 1 5 Hungary
1-1 0-2 0-2 1 5 Czechoslovakia
0-2 0-1 0-2 0 5 China
2-0 2-0 1-1 5 1 Indonesia
2-0 1-0 2-0 5 0 Australia
1-1 0-2 0-2 1 5 France
1-1 0-2 0-2 1l 5 PFed. Germany
2-0 2-0 1-1 5 1 Poland
2-1 2-1 0-3 4 5 France
11-8 T-7 5-13 0-4 23 32

For Positions (9-12)
A5 CZECHOSLOVAKIA 3 B6 Federal Germany (1)
3

A6 SWEDEN ............ B5 ¥France ...............
For Positions (13-16)
A7 RUMANIA ... 3 B8 Poland  ............ 1
A8 Bulgaria ............ 1 B7 YUGOSLAVIA .3
For Positions (17-18)
A9 BELGIUM ......... 3 BS Indonesia  ......... 1
STAGE 3
For Positions (1-2)
CHINA ......... 3 Korea R, ......... ¢}

Chang Li bt Lee Ailesa 10, 12.
Chang Te-ying bt Chung Hyun Sook 21, 13.
Chang Li/Chang Te-ying bt Chung Hyun Sook/Lee Ailesa

For Positions (3-4)

Korea DPE ......... 3 Japan ......... o]

Pak Yung Sun bt T. Edano 16, 21.

Pak Yong Ok bt K. Sugaya 11 17.

Kim Chang Ai/Pak Yung Sun bt Edano/Sugaya 19, 9.

For Positions (5-6)

Hungary U.S.S.R.
Kishazi bt Rudnova -15, 15, 10.
Magos bt V. Popova 13, 15

Magos/Szabo bt Antoman/Rudnova 15, -15, 19,
For Positions (7-8)
England ......... Hong Kong .........
Hammersley bt Chang Siu Ying 13, 16; bt Siu Kit Man
14, -18, 8.

Knight lost to Siu Kit Man -14, -18.
Hammersley/Howard bt Chang Siu Ying/Siu Kit Man

18, -15, 18.
For Positions (9-10)
Sweden ......... 3 Czechoslovakia ......... 2
A. Hernvall lost to Uhlikova -12, -9; bt Silhanova
18, -18,

Hellman Bt Silhanova 16, 10; bt Uhlikova 17, 15.
Hellman/Hernvall lost to Silhanova/Uhlikova -15,
For Positions (11-12)
Federal Germany France
U, Hirschmuller bt C. Bergeret 14, 16.
K. Kruger bt B. Thiriet 10, 16.
Hirschmuller/Kruger bt Bergeret/Y. Lecler 16, 9.

For Positions (13-14)

-16.

Rumania ......... 3 Yugoslavia ......... 2
Mihut bt G. Perkucin 9, 19; lost to E. Palatinus
17, -11, -13.

E. Ferenczi bt Palatinus 23, 11; bt Perkucin -14, 14, 19,

Alexardru/Mihut lost to Palatinus/Perkucin -10, 13, -18.
For Positions (15-16)
Bulgaria ......... 3 Poland ......... o]
Rangelova bt W. Sikora 18, 15.
Neikova bt J. Szatko 20, -19, 15.
Neikova/Rangelova bt Sikora/Szatko 15, 17.
For Position (17)
Belgium
For Position (18)
Indonesia
GROUP A? — STAGE 1
P W L ¥ A FPts
2A1 NETHERLANDS 6 6 0 18 6 6
2A2 6 5 1 17 5 5
2A3 Indla 6 4 2 14 11 4
2A4 Canada 6 3 3 11 12 3
2A5 Australia 6 2 4 9 16 2
2A6 Greece [} 1 5 9 16 1
2A7 Scotland 6 [¢] 6 6 18 0
GROUP B2 — STAGE 1
281 LUXEMBOURG 6 6 0O 18 3 6
2B2 Malaysia  ...... 6 5 1 16 6 5
283 Austria  ....... ] 4 2 15 12 4
2B4 New Zealand 6 3 3 12 12 3
2B5 Switzerland 6 2 4 7 16 2
2B6 Singapore 6 1 5 9 16 1
2B7 Brazil ...l 6 [¢] 6 6 18 0]
2
For Positions (19-22)
2A1 Netherlands . 2B2 Malaysia  ......... o]
2A2 US.A. ... 3 2B1 Luxembourg ...... 1
For Positions (23-26)
2A3 1India 2B4 New Zealand 1
2A4 Canada 1 2B3 Austria ............ 3
For Positions (27-30)
2A5 Australia e B 2B6 Singapore
2A6 Greece 2B5 Switzerland
For Positions (31-32)
2A7 Secotland  ......... 2B7 Brazil  ............ 1
STAGE 3
For Positions (19-20)
NETHERLANDS ......... 3 USA i 2
For Positions (21-22
Luxembourg  ........... Malaysia ...l o]
For Positions (23-24)
India 3 Austria ... 2
For Positions (25-26)
Canada  ................. 3 New Zealand ............ 0
For Positions (27-28)
Australia  .................. Switzerland = ............ [¢]
. For Positions (29-30)
Singapore  ............... Greece  ................. 2
For Position (31)
Scotland
For Position (32)
Brazil

Continued on page 8§



Continued from page 6
THIRD CATEGORY

STAGE 1

L F A Pts
GROUP 3A
3A1 Denmark 3 3 o} 9 0 3
3A2 Turkey 3 2 1 6 3 2
3A3 Chile .. 3 1 2 3 7 1
3A4 Guernsey 3 0 3 1 9 0
GROUP 3B
3Bl Ireland  ............... 4 4 0 12 3 4
3B2 Trinidad & Tobago ... 4 3 1 10 4 3
3B3 Italy 4 2 2 6 7 2
3B4 Egypt .. . 4 1 3 7 9 1
3B5 Palesltine (Gaza) ...... 4 o] 4 0 12 0
GROUP 3C
3Cl1 Finland 3 3 0 9 2 3
3C2 Spain 3 2 1 8 3 2
3C3 Ecuador 3 1 2 3 6 1
3C4 Iceland 3 ] 3 0 9 [0}
GROUP 3D
3D1 Jamaica 3 3 0 9 2 3
3D2 Norway 3 2 1 7 4 2
3D3 Wales 3 1 2 3 7 1
3D4 Iran  .......... 3 ] 3 3 9 ]

STAGE 3

GROUP 3E
3A1 Denmark 3 3 0 9 3 3
3B1 Ireland 3 2 1 7 5 2
3C1 Finland 3 1 2 5 6 1
3D1 Jamaica 3 0 3 2 9 o]
GROUP 3F
3C2 Spain .......... 3 3 0 9 1 3
3A2 Turkey  ......... 3 1 2 5 6 1
3B2 Trinidad & Tobago 3 1 2 3 6 1
D2 NOIrway  covevvevireines 3 1 2 4 8 1
GROUP 3G
3B3 Italy 3 3 0 9 0 3
3A3 Chile 3 2 1 6 4 2
3D3 Wales 3 1 2 4 8 1
3C3 Ecuador 3 ] 3 2 9 [0}
GROUP 3H
3B4 Egypt  .....ceeviiieionnn 3 3 o} 9 2 3
3D4 Iran . 3 2 1 8 4 2
3A4 Guernsey 3 1 2 4 6 1
3C4 Iceland  ..... . 3 [0} 3 [0} 9 0

FINAL PLACINGS
(Calcutta positions in brackets)

1 CHINA (1) 25 Canada (21)

2 Korea R. (2) 26 New Zegland (27)
3 Korea DPR (—) 27 Australia (26)

4 Japan (3) 28 Switzerland (23)
5 Hungary (4) 29 Singapore (24)
6 USSR. (6) 30 Greece (29)

7 England (5) 31 Scotland (—)

8 Hong Kong (17) 32 Brazil (28)

9 Sweden (12) 33 Denmark (—)
10 Czechoslovakia (8) 34 Ireland (—)

11 Pederal Germany (10) 35 Finland (—)

12 France (11) 36 Jamaica

i3 Rumania (9) 37 Spain (—)

14 Yugoslavia (7) 38 Turkey (—j)

15 Bulgaria (13) 39 Trinidad & Tobago (—)
16 Poland (14) 40 Norway (—)

17 Belgium (18) 41  Ttaly (—)

18 Indonesia (15) 42  Chile (—)

19 Netherlands (22) 43 Wales (—)

20 TU.B.A. (25) 44 Ecuador (—)

21 Luxembourg (20) 45 Egypt (—)

22 Malaysia (19) 46 Irgn (—)

23 India (16} 47 Guernsey (—)
24 Austria (—) 48 Iceland (—)

Contestants in Calcutta but not in Birmingham were:
.—Nigeria (30), Thailand (31), Vietnam R. (32), Macao
(33), Nepal (34), Kenya (35) and Lebanon (36).

Korea Republic’s Lee Ailesa struts the arena, pleased with her winning shot.

—Photo by Tony Ross, Hessle.

regarded as an official

198 Cyncoed Road,
Cardiff, Wales,
CF2 6BQ,

NOT ASSOCIATED

The International Table Tennis Federation
wishes to point o that the article ‘“The
Goldeny Rule’”” by the Hon. Ivor Montagu,
Founder President ITTF, which appeared in
your April issue, is purely a personal view
expressed by Mr. Montagu, and is not to be

ITTF statement,

H, ROY EVANS, O.B.E.,

President, ITTF

INDIVIDUAL RESULTS

CHINA
Chang Li Ke Hsin-ai Chang Te-ying Chu Hsiang-yun Doubles ¥ A Opponents
1~ 1-0 1-0 3 0 Belgium
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 O Bulgaria
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0O Sweden
2-0 0-1 1-0 3 1 Rumania
0-1 2-0 1-0 3 1 Korea DPR
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Czechoslovakia
1-0 1-0 1-0 1 0 England
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Hungary
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Japan
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Korea R
8-1 4-0 5-1 3-0 10-0 30 2
KOREA R.
Chung Hyan Sook Lee Ailesa Chung/Lee F A Opponents
1-0 -0 1-0 3 0 TIndonesia
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0O Hong Kong
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Poland
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 O France
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 PFed. Germany
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Yugoslavia
2-0 1-1 0-1 3 2 USSR
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Japan
1-1 1-0 1-0 3 1 Korea DPR
0-1 0-1 0-1 0 3 China
10-2 9-2 8-2 27 6
ENGLAND. Hammersley
Hammersley Knight Howard /Howard ¥ A Opponents
- -0 1-0 3 0 Bulgaria
-0 O-1 1-0 3 1 Sweden
1-1 2-0 0-1 3 2 Rumania
O-1 O-1 0-1 0 3 Korea DPR
2-0 0-1 1-0 3 1 Czechoslovakia
0-1 0O-1 0-1 0 3 Hungary
O-1 0-1 0-1 O 3 China
1-0 1-0 1-0 3 0 Belgium
2-0 0-2 0O-1 2 3 USSR.
2-0 0-1 1-0 3 1 Hong Kong
11-4 2-8 2-0 5-5 20 17
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INTERNATIONAL
CLUB

by Laurie Landry

During April, the International Club took part
in three matches for wvarious reasons. The
Secretary, Laurie Landry played in all the matches
and had with him an assorted selection of members
on each occasion.

On Apl 12 against an Oxford team (a memorial
match in aid of funds for the widow and children
of Peter Houseman, Oxford City footballer) £50
was raised, Team was Landry, Andy Barden and
Tony Clayton, The match was won 6-1 with
Landry losing to Cecil Jackson who played well
above himself. An exhibition was put on by
Barden and Clayton, Other Oxford players were
Clive Alcock and Brian Hamilton.

On Apl 17 against Maccabiah team (to give
competition to the team to go to Israel in the
summer). Team was Landry, Melvyn Waldman
and ex-Hungarian internationals Peter Partos
and George Muranyi. The Maccabiah team was Jeft
Ingber, Mike Lissen Adrian Leigh and Shemesh
Abraham. The match resulted in a 5-5 draw and
was ideal for the Maccabiah team preparation.

On April 30 against Cornwall (as a part of the
Queen’s Jubilee celebration). Landry played with
Tony Clayton and Robert Aldrich. The only set
lost in the 8-1 victory was Landry, playing with a
hard rubber bat, to John Bassett who plays a bat
of this type normally. A very enjoyable evening
was had by all.

During the close season the election of the
Officers and Committee takes place and it is
anticipated that a second Rubber Bat Open will
take place at the end of May in Wolverhampton in
addition to the 7th Annual one at Barnet on Jan
15, 1978,

TO BE MARRIED

Laurence F. Landry of 29 Ravenshaw Street,
London, NW6 1NP (‘Phone 01-794 6753) is to
be married at Hampstead Registry Office on
Saturday, July 30, 1977. Bride-to-be is Miss
Judith Kennedy, a Secretary/Writer who, apart
from Laurie, has no involvement with table tennis.
Our best wishes go to them both. Ed.

TACKINESS RUBBER IS BLACK - FROM BUTTERFLY OF COURSE



Behind

the scenes at the N.E.C.

Photographs by T on‘y Ross, Hessle

Championships Director Mike Lawless flanked by Personal Assistant Jose Holpers at the ETTA stand at ‘‘Sportacus 77’ pose behind the
Tomkins and A.D.C, Geoff Daniels, celebrates the successful conclusion during a brief lull in business.
of the Championships.

In the Match Officials Office Referee

moving.

counter

John Wright keeps ‘the schedule A general view of the Press Centre. Press correspondents from all over the

world get their stories out by telephone, telex and typewriter,
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RECORDS OF
BIRMINGHAM

by H. ROY EVANS, O.B.E.
President, I.T.T.F.

Asian dominance at the 34th World Champion-
ships, predicted before the event, became reality
with the two team and four of the individual
titles going to the Far East. Only Secretin and
Bergeret of France, with a Mixed Doubles win,
stopped a clean sweep of the main events.

Birmingham, the English Association’s sixth
Wortld Championships venue, attracted a recond
number of entrants, and a record number of
delegates, all of whom reckoned this to be one of
the most successful in our World series,

Certainly there were problems. This was the
first time for over twenty years that the World
Championships were not played in a Sports
Stadium_ Number 5 Hall at Birmingham’s enorm-
ous National Exhibition Centre complex had 1o
be equipped with special stands, offices, and all
the facilities one would normally expect in a
stadium.,

The idea of a Centre Court, with four tables
only, was a splendid one, giving spectators the
opportunity to identify with a match, a very
difficult thing to do when all play is in one
big stadium. Certainly the many hours of TV
transmitted from this area were the longest and
best coverage for table tennis ever provided in
England.

The other matches were played in a larger
arena next to the Centre Court, and although
there was some criticism of the lighting here, it
is certain that the intensity was greater than that
laid down in the Rules,

There was also some adverse comment about
the floor, which was not of wood, again the first
time for very many years that wood had not been
provided, It has to be said that the floor surface
was inspected by the I'TITF over two years before
at the factory where it is made, and also an
inspection was made of a Sports Complex at which
this floor was used. This was certainly quite
satisfactory for table tennis, being in line with
the type of floor which is increasingly being put
down in new sports stadia, Unfortunately, how-
ever, the floor as put down in the NEC did not
come up to the approved standard, and even a
last moment effort by the contractors failed to
provide what had been agreed.

Nevertheless, whatever reservations may have
been voiced about the floor, the fact remains that
a very llarge number of spectators saw table
tennis of a fantastically high standard, a standard
with which the ITTF was proud to have been
associated on its 50th Birthday.

Facilities provided by the ETTA were of a high
standard, The food was excellent, and one great
feature was that meals seemed to be available at
all times of the day, served in a friendly fashion
by canteen staff evidently intent on showing warm
hospitality.

Umpires from nine other Associations joined
a big band of English colleagues to provide
control of play well up to the traditional English
standard, and referee control was firm but ready
to be flexible.

Sportacus, a mixture of trade and retail fair,
with specialist stands and displays, occupied the
rest of the space in Hall 5 This proved to be
a most interesting feature, giving players and
spectators alike the opportunity to wander around,
seeing the products of all the leading sports
manufacturers, and finding interest in the many
specialist displays.

This was a most unusual feature, and one which
could become part of any future event of this
magnitude,

All inall, this was a truly great World Cham-
pionships, and the ETTA is to be congratulated,

P90

not only on the efficiency with which tasks were
accomplished, but also on the friendliness and
eagerness to help of all its officials and their
teams.

THE 35th WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS

After options to the USA, Japan and Yugos-
lavia were not taken up, the Biennial General
Meeting of the ITTF decided to request the Table
Tennis Association of the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea to organise the 35th World
Championships in Pyongyang in 1979.

Assurances of entry to all ITTF members wcre
given by the representatives of the DPRK, and
various other important matters have already
been the subject of discussion between them and
the ITTF.

THE ITTF’s 50th ANNIVERSARY
CELEBRATIONS

During the World Championships, the ITTP
held two celebration functions, The first of these,
held in the nearby Metropole Hotel, was a short
reception for all ITTF Officers, Council and Com-
mittee Members, all delegates and leading per-
sonalities of the Organising Committee.

The second function was a more formal affair,
a Founders’ Luncheon, also in the Metropole
Hotel, There were 110 guests, among them rep-
resentatives of the nine Associations which first
formed the ITTF in 1926, together with three
players who played in the first World Champion-
ships in that year-—Laszlo Bellak of Hungary, and
Solly Stone and Hedley Penny of Wales,

Special guests were Her Majesty’s Minister {or
Sport, Mr. Denis Howell, the Lord and Lady
Mayoress of Birmingham, and leading sports
journalists,

The Hon. Ivor Montagu, Founder President,
recalled the early days, and drew attention to
the principles of the Fdderation which had stood
it in good stead in its growth from 9 to 125
Associations, Mr. H, Roy Evans, responded, pay-
ing tribute to the foresight and initiative of Mr.
Montagu and also referring to the ‘tremendous
work of Mr, A, K. (Bill) Vint, who was now
retiring,

Mr. Denis Howell spoke of his admiration for
the ITITF and all it stood for, Dr. Lakatos passed
on a message from Maria Mednyansky, first winner
of the women’s singles in 1926, and Bellak re-

counted a slory of an early meeting with Montagu.
Mr, Jupp Schlaf, President of the ETTU and
General Secretary of the DTTB, presented Mr,
Evans with a print of an early drawing room
game of ping-pong.

There was an interesting menu with views of the
venue in 1926, and of the National Exhibition
Centre in 1977, and a reprint of the programme of
1926 with the names of the participants. All
guests were made a present of a ceramic coaster
at their table places—glazed in Wedgewood blue
with the ITTF logo and 1926-1976

This was a great occasion, enjoyed by all.
THE ITTF EXHIBITION

One of the most attractive stands at the Sport-
acus ‘“fair’”’ was the ITTF’s 50th Anniversary
stand,

It took the form of a ‘“‘walk through’’ exhibi-
tion made up of panels illustrating historic aspects
of the Federation’s 50 years of existence, with ¢ld
photographs, posters, programmes of World Cham-
pionships and other significant milestones in
history, There was a section displaying books on
the game and another of medals presented at
various times.

A showcase contained original forms of the
playing equipment, some datling from the last
century, and in another case were all the Fede--
ation’s trophies, Philatelists were keenly interested
in a display of table tennis stamps and first
covers, the nucleus of which was a collection
donated by the widow of the late Ake Eldh,
Deputy President 1959-1971,
Another section displayed a selection of photo-
graphs, entries in the Federation’s photographic
competition, Winners in this competition were:
Colour Section—Don Morley, England.
First Prize—A Contax RTS Camera wilh
Fl.4 Planar Lens and case donated by Yashica
of Japan,

Black and White—Miss Karola Kiesslich, Germany
FR.
First Prize—A Yashica camera with FL.7
lens donated by Yashica of Japan.
Mr Stanislav Tereba, Czechoslovakia.
Second Prize-—A Yashica 8 mm. Cine Camera
donated by Yashica of Japan.

Continued on page 12

WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
Special (ommemorative Medal

Club Champion?

A

This much acclaimed medallion is exactly the same as the Winners’

medals with the exception of the coloured ribbon attachment.

The allocation reserved for foreign visitors was not entirely taken up

and we can now offer the remainder. Why not present one to your

Any special wording can be engraved. Complete in a presentation

box. £10.95 each inc. P&P and V.A.T.

Alec Brook
ADB (LONDON) LTD.,

31 Ebury Street,
London SW1W ONZ

Tel. 01-730 0394

Telex No. 21120




Continued from page 10

Mr, Stanislav Tereba, Czechoslovakia,

Third Prize—A Ricoh Digital Watch, don-
ated by Mr. Joe Veselsky of Ireland.

Mr. T, B. Slater, Canada.

Fourth Prize—A Rolex Oyster Watch, don-
ated by Mr. Hugo Urchetti of Switzerland.

The stand was a meeting place for enthusiasts
of all ages, and they found plenty to talk about
with Bill Evans, Secretary of the Swaythling
Club, Stan Proffitt and Wendy Woodhead, ‘‘old”’
English International players, and Les Jones, an

“‘old’”” English Official, who kindly manned the
stand for the ITITF

To mark its 50th Anniversary in more lasting
form, the ITTF published a handsome 40 page
brochure, with a history of the origin of the game,
the ITTF story, a chronology, photographs galore
and page after page of valuable information about
ITTF activity in the past and in the present
The brochure, which should surely be on all
enthusiasts bookshelves, costs £1.00 including

seamail postage, and may be ordered from the
ITTF office. Also available are special 50 year
ITTF pin badges at 35p.

A reflective ‘Bill’ Vint (right) accepts the presentation of an inscribed silver salver, from

ITTE President Roy Evans, to tmark his retirement after 30 years service with the Federation,
At a subsequent meeting of the Council Mr. Evans stated that ithe special position of

Council Consultant had been created for Mr,
the Council to be held for life.

Taken at the ITTF’s Founders’ Luncheon,

Vint so that his advice would be available to

Photo by Simon Livingstone Studios, Birmingham.

Her Majesty’s Minister for Sport, Mr. Denis

Howell (left) talks to Sidney Hulls of the Daily Express, Tom Blunn, the ETTA’s Hon.
Treasurer and George Yates, ETTA Deputy Chairman.
Photo by Simon Livingstone Studios, Birmingham.
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INTERNATIONAL
TABLE TENNIS
The First Fifty Years

To mark its 50th Anniversary, the Inter-
national Table Tennis Federation has
published a brochure containing a history
of the origin of the game, the stcry of its
international development and many ii-
lustrated pages of detailed information
about table tennis activity around the
world, past and present.

This is an item which should surely
be on every enthusiast’'s bookshelf.
Copies can be obtained from the ITTF

Secretariat, 53 London Road, St.
Leonard’s-on-Sea, East Sussex, TN37
B6AY, England, at £1 each, including

postage.

Welsh Corner

H. Roy Evans

PLEASANT REASSURANCE

Success for Glamorgan in the County Champion-
ships play-off for promotion to Division 1 comes
as a pleasant reassurance after the disappointment
of the Welsh loss of place in Division 2 of the
European League, and of our failure to attain
Second Category status in the World Champion-
ships.

After an initial loss to Lancashire on the opening
day at St. Neots, the Welsh county pulled them-
selves together magnificently and on the Sunday
beat Sussex, Bucks and Berkshire. Alan Griffiths,
Graham Davies, George Evans, Kim Wheatley
and Debbie Coulthard all did their bit, with
George and Debbie gaining some decisive Mixed

-wins. So now it’s Fremier Division again—Ilet’s

hope we can stay there this time,

Wales participated in the English Junior Open
in Worthing with Jeff Morgan (Merthyr) Nigel
Thomas (Shrewsbury), Debbie Coulthard (Barry)
and Cathryn Jones (Swansea) Mervyn Coulson
was non-playing captain,

Junior and cadet boys’ teams are to go to Vichy
for the European Youth Championships at the end
of July—Jeff Morgan, Nigel Thomas, Anthony
Crook (Swansea) are in the Junior side, reserve
Alun Williams (Rhyl), with Mark Thomas (Rhyl)
and Brian Jeanes (Eastern Valley) playing as the
cadet team, reserve Alan Coulthard (Barry). Len
Elias is non-playing captain,

Kevin Boalch Alun Williams, Alan Coulthard,
David Kenefick, Sandra Coulson and Debbie
Coulthard are in the squad to participate in the
Guinness School of Sport from July 30th to
August 6th, at the National Sport Centre, with
Graham Davies as coach.

Len Elias will be going to the ETTU Coaching
Course in Sweden from August 14th to 20th.

The Welsh Junior Open, allied to the Queen’s
Silver Jubilee Celebrations is attracting a huge
entry, and this special event on June 11th at the
National Sport Centre looks like becoming a
regular in our Calendar.
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ASTONISHING

I must write in reply to the quite astonishing
article by Mr. Montagu in last month’s ‘‘Table
Tennis News’’.

This amazing diatribe may have attracted more
attention than it merited as it was written by the
elder statesman of the game, whose opinions are
normally greatly respected. On this occasion,
however, Mr, Montagu falls short of his normally
high standard and I will not waste space by
concerning this letter with the meaning of
“‘visible’” but will mention two points,

() I quote: *“ . . . a decision was clearly
taken that these particular services must
be as faults and would so be called in the
finals’’. This is totally untrue and the
strongest possible denial is here given
that any such ‘‘decision’’ was made.

(2) Mr., Montagu quotes various I.T.T.F.
Laws: I will quote 3.7.6. which states
that ‘It is the responsibility of the
player to serve so that the umpire may
check the correctness of his service'’.
The jibes, unworthy of their author, made
about ‘‘General Stonebottom (?Side-
bottom?) were both cheap and misplaced.

It is d'sappointing that no opportunity was
given for comments to be made in the same issue
on Mr. Montagu’s article and I hope that you
will be able to give some prominence to this reply,

J. M. Wright

{Referee,
34th World Table Tennis Championships)

124 Rusthall Avenue,
Bedford Park,
London W4 1BS.

LEGISLATORS RESPONSIBLE

I regret that I must write to protest at the
remark by the Hon. Ivor Montagu (April issue)
that in the quarter-final ‘‘Kuo had been allowed
to use these services throughout all five games
against his adversary KXlampar without any
demur’’, There is no doubt in my mind that in
the final John Masters would not have been able
to see the beginning and projection of Kuo’s
offending services since I have had the advantage
of viewing over and over again a video recording
taken by an official photographer from behind the
Umpire. -

The camera in fact was at a better angle than
was the Umpire but there was no question of the
ball being ‘‘partially body masked’’ The beginn-
ing of the service and the projection upwards
were wholly  completely, entirely 1009, obscured
by the player’s body.

To return to the question of the quarter-final, I
was the Umpire for that match and the reason
that I did not ‘‘demur’’ to any of Kuo’s services
is that in that match as a matter of fac: I cou'd
see the services begin and the projection upwards.
I would readily admit however that I could not.
always see the ball as it was struck after descend-
ing from its ‘“‘great height”’, but decided (maybe
wrongly) not to penalise the service on 1hat
account. Having said all that I trust someone does
not produce a video tape or film to prove that I
could not see soffie of the services but I can only
act as I believe I see the situation at the time.

Whilst writing I feel I must take the oppor-
tunity to comment on other parts of ‘“The Golden
Rule’’. First of all I don’t think it is necessary
to consult the Concise Oxford Dictionary or for
that matter any other Dictionary to find out what
the particular law means. I am sure that all
Umpires and I hope most of the players know the
ordinary everyday meaning of visible even in the

context of the Law although I have to accept
“who knows how it has been translated into
Chinese, Korean or Japanese’'.

However, presumably all this should have been
sorted out when the Law was first written and
seeing that the standard text is English I am sure
the Law Makers would have used the word obvious
instead of visible if this is what was desired, There
must surely be a difference between the two words.

Ivor Montagu says that what he wrote was in
‘‘no spirit of criticism’’ but substantial parts of
his contribution seem to be highly critical of the
two Umpires if not making an outright attack and
I consider this to be deplorable from such an im-
portant figure and one whom one would expect to
be well informed,

In one place he even seems to be criticising the
Referee. It is a pity he didn’t do a little more
research. He would have found that the reason the
maligned Umpire did not move his ‘‘sacred self’’
is that he and the rest of us had been given
instructions not to do so. He would have found,
I am sure, that no ‘‘decision was clearly taken
these particular services must be as faults and
would be so called in the finals’’. He would
certainly have found that before the Champion-
ships began all Umpires received written and
verbal instructions on the action to be taken with
regard to illegal services and services which were
not visible at all times to the Umpire.

It is true that during the briefing no dictionary
was brought out and also true that mno-one
attempted to explain (or query) the interpretation
of “‘visible at all times to the Umpire’’, I have
no doubt that most if not all of us have had to
apply this piece of Law on numerous occasions
since it was introduced. I am confident that we
applied the same interpretation, that is using the
ordinary everyday meaning, He would also have
found that we Umpires were informed that all
players and officials had been told of the strict
line we would be taking whatever the state of the
score on whatever the match, He would also have
seen what Colin Clemett wrote on the subject in
the Souvenir Programme/Catalogue.

As John Wright said in his letter, if the Umpire
had not called a service which he was unable to
see he would quite simply not have been doing his
job. The job that he had been appointed to do in

accordance with his ITTF qualification and specific
instructions before the event.

If there is any criticism to be made it can only
be of the legislators or others who were responsible
for ensuring that the Law was written without
ambiguity, that it was properly translated that
players of all countries were aware of it and that
if there was any question of doubt over interpreta-
tion a full interpretation should have been pro-
vided; but all this may have received proper
attention for all I know. It is not for me to find
out as I am not doing the criticising,

John Freeman, J.P.

“Julis”,

29 Haywood Way,
Reading, Berks.
RG3 2HE.

NOTHING NEW

There is nothing intrinsically new about the
Chinese service as stated by Ivor Montagu: the
ball was thrown a little higher than Mike Johns
does; the service had a little more spin than Andy
Barden gives, and the player turned his back on
the umpire even more than Paul Day does. The
penalising of the act of hiding the ball from the
umpire during service was also not new., The
decision was straightforward, and clearly required
no consultation between the Referee and the Rules
Committee, being taken on the wording of Law 6
in the Umpires Handbook . . . “‘so that the ball
is visible at all times to the umpire . . .”’. There
is no point in arguing about a misquoted law.

The possibility of making the Service Law more
satisfactory i.e. fairer; easier to understand and
apply, is certainly worth considering. The two
solutions offered are of little value. To ask the
umpire to use deductive logic instead of deciding
on a basis of what he can see would lead to more
inconsistent umpiring complained about (with
editorial emphasis?) in Ivor Montagu’s article, A
ball thrown up 10 feet is bound to be all right he
claims, but 8 feet or 4 feet? . ., . where do you
stop?

The other solution was even more impracticable.
Table Tennis is not like cricket, and a player does
not guarantee to serve backhand all the time. To
be sure that the service is not hidden we would

i
w
1

GOLD CUP TABLE TENNIS
EQUIPMENT FROM CHINA

Officially recognised by the Table Tennis
Association of the Peoples Republic of
China, and used by leading Chinese players.
Reasonably priced range. Everyone can now
own a bat used by world-ranked players.
Available from leading sports shops or
enquire direct.

Model 550 NB

M Special 7-ply laminated blade.

B Unique TIENTSIN 72 rubber sandwich.

M Every bat provided with Gold Cup case.
Other products available include :

Model 580 S and Model 527 P bats.

Gold Cup bat cases. Gold Cup balls No. 816.
Chromed Steel heavy-duty TT posts,
automatic, with spring grips.

Actif Sports Co.
6 Mill Lane, Wallingford, Oxfordshire
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need the player to declare to the umpire what his
next service was going to be, so that the umpire
could change sides accordingly.

I am surprised that it was not suggested that an
auxilliary = service judge should have been
appointed. If the laws were altered to permit this,
the only difficulty would be in lower ranked
events, where it 1s difficult enough to get one
umpire per match let alone two,

Jack Randall.
9 Greystoke Gardens,
Hanger Lane,
London W.5.
NOT STRICT ENOUGH!

Those of us who know Ivor Montagu will
recognise that his provocative article, ‘“The
Golden Rule’’, was written with tongue firmly
in cheek. There is, however, the risk that to the
uninitiated even the wildest flights of fancy
of one so eminent in world table tennis will
seem credible, and I feel I must challenge at
least some of the contentions on which his article
is based.

I have not the space here to enter into sem-
antic arguments, such as the plausible, if un-
likely, misunderstandings Ivor suggests for the
word ‘‘visibly’’, except to say that I think it
requires a remarkable stretch of the imagination
to interpret the clause ‘‘so that the ball is
visible to the umpire’’ as meaning anything other
than that the umpire is able to see the ball.
Nor can I accept that the players and team
officials were unaware of the requirements, In
Bulletin No. 3, issued to teams well before play
began, the fact that umpires would be instructed
to pay particular attention to various aspects
of the service law was spelled out quite clearly;
the important aspects, including the requirement
for the umpire to be able to see that the service
was correct, were re-stated in simple straigh:-
forward terms, not even using such ambiguous
words as ‘‘visibly’’. As far as I know, no-one
complained about these statements, either before
or during the Championships; the only significant
comment we heard on the application of the
service law from players or team officials, apart
from Berczik’s ritual outburst, was from the
Chinese team, who thought that the umpires were
not being strict enough at times!

The procedure for consultation on rule inter-
pretation between the Referee and the approp-
riate ITTF Committees was invoked on several
occasions and not totally ignored, as Ivor im-
plies. Puring the finals, members of the World
Championships Technical Committee and the
Rules Committee were seated next to the playing
area and near the Referee and his team. Why,
then, did neither of these groups approach the
other to consult on the interpretation of the
service rule? Could it be, just conceivably, that
neither thought that there was anything to con-
sult about and that they thought that the um-
pires were acting quite correctly? 1 find this
a far more reasonable explanation than that
people who had been working together har-
moniocusly for ten days suddenly lost the power
or the will to communicate.

And what about the statement in the law
that ‘It is the responsibility of the player to
serve so that the umpire can see the correctness
of his service.”” Not, you notice, “It is the
responsibility of the umpire to position himself
so that he can always see that the player’s
service is correct.”’ This particular requirement
appeared for the first time, to general approval,
in the 1967 revision of the service law—drafted
by Ivor Montagu, Is it seriously suggested that
the umpire should be prepared to dash from
side to side, when some sixth sense tells him
that the next service will be delivered in such
a way that it will not be visible to him where
he happens to be at the time? What is feasible
between overs in a cricket match is quite im-
practicable between points in a table tennis
match; it is not just the difference between
right and left-handed players that causes difficulty
but the differing stances taken up by the same
player in attempting to vary his service during
a game,
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Ivor knows as well as anyone else that the
intention of the wording in the law is to make
sure that the umpire can be sure that the
essential requirements for a fair service are com-
plied with, The umpire needs to be certain that
the ball was on the palm of a flat hand and
that it was thrown upwards without imparting
spin; I cannot think of a more reliable way of
ensuring this than being able to see the ball
while it is in contact with the hand., To argue
that the fact that the ball was thrown up so
near vertically by, for example, several of the
Chinese players implies that the flat hand and
no-spin requirements had been met is demonstr-
ably fallacious,

A few weeks ago I and the other members of
the Umpires Committee saw part of the video-
recording of the Championships made by men-
bers of the ETTA Coaching Committee. The
camera was, generally, on the side of the table
opposite to the umpire and so was able to see
many of the services which could have been only
marginally visible to the umpire, If the sub-
stantial sample we saw was truly representative,
then Kuo, and several other leading players, were
serving illegally for about three out every five
services and were penalised far less frequently
than would have been justified.

The fact that we were able to confirm this
conclusion only with the aid of such technological
devices as instant replay and ‘‘freezing’’ indiv-
idual frames simply emphasises the difficulties
facing umpires, who have to make spot decisions
in the tense atmosphere of a match. An interesting
point was that Li Chen-Shih’s “‘high’’ service,
which looked superficially exactly like Kuo's, was
almost invariably correct when seen in slow
motion; only by seeing the whole of the players’
service actions would the umpire have stood
any chance of differentiating between them.

Of course we don’t want finals or any other
matches spoilt by the sort of incidents that
occurred at Birmingham, and we shall go on
looking for ways of overcoming the problem. I
would suggest, however, that within the context
of the present law the remedy lies more in the
hands of the players than those of the umpires.
The onus is clearly on the server to satisfy the
umpire that he is serving correctly; to transfe-
the responsibility to the umpire and to ask him
additionally to make decisions based on assump-
tion, deduction or intuition seems to me a certain
recipe for chaos, And if Ivor really believes that
the results of any of the finals were affected by
the service ‘‘incidents’’, he’ll believe anything!

COLIN CLEMETT
Chairman, WC77 Technichal Committee

7 Brookmead Way,
Havant, Hants.
PO9 1RT

NO LONGER SACRED

I am most grateful to the authoritative con-
tributors who have commented on my ‘think-
piece’. Especially appreciative of their tone—I
can’t say how refreshing it is not to be treated
as a Sacred Cow (T.T. Certificate) for a change.
Of course, I wrote entirely as a looker-on (via
the Box).

Nevertheless I can find in the observations
made so far only a strengthening of my thesis
that, in sports adjudication, as in crime and
medicine, ‘prevention is better than cure’.

IVOR MONTAGU

Old Timbers,
Verdure Close,
Garston, Watford,
Herts,

NARROW GAP

Possibly it was not brought to your attention
but I find it surprising that you do not make any
reference in your report of the recent World
Championships to the extraordinary dismissal of
the number one seeds in the men’s doubles, Jonyer

and Klampar, Two years ago in Calcutta in

addition to the singles Jonyer won the men’s
doubles with Gergely. After the lifting of his

suspension, Klampar was paired with Jonyer
again. They won the men’s doubles in Nagoya in
1971.

In this year’s Championships they managed to
lose in the third round to Huang Liang/Lu Yun-
sheng after leading 20-11 in the fifth.

Five minutes later, hardly enough time 1o
recover from the stupefaction following such a
defeat, Jonyer was called on to play his third
round singles against Birocheau and went down
to a 3-1 defeat. Whilst he was possibly the most
inconsistent world champion ever, with an
infinite capacity to lose to weaker players the
manner of his doubles defeat must have been a
contributory factor to his loss against Birocheau.
In the fourth round he would have played Kohno
whom he beat 3-0 in the Calcutta semi-finals.
Although with Magos they are the best pair
Hungary has, Berczik the Hungarian trainer did
not enter him in the mixed, wanting him to
concentrate on the singles and men’s doubles.
Consequently within one hour all his preparations
were of no avail and his hopes dashed, It just goes
to show how narrow is the gap between triumph
and tragedy.

I wonder if a reigning World Champion has ever
lost his title in such a way. Jonyer himself cannot
remember ever losing after he had nine match
points. The doubles loss also demonstrates that
people who say that the Chinese do not play full
out in the World singles are talking arrant
nonsense.

Andrew Merkler

Crown Lodge,
Crown Road,
Morden, Surrey.
SM4 5BY.

THEY ALSO SERVE

The 34th World Table Tennis Championships
are now well and truly over. The titles are won.
The arena has been dismantled and Hall 5 at the
National Exhibition Centre at Birmingham has
now been returned to its normal usage. The crowds
have gone, the players are back home in the
70 or 80 countries that came to Birmingham; and
the world champions are known for the next two
years.

B.B.C. television brought the World Champion-
ships right into the homes of Britain and the
world day by day. The interest aroused in table
tennis has clearly been enormous, so the World
Championships have enhanced the reputation of
the game, increased the standing of the English
Table Tennis Association, helped to put the
National Exhibition Centre on the map, and a lot
more people know the Norwich Union’s name and
its involvement in table tennis,

Inevitably there are key prominent people in
the organisation of a World Championship, and it
is right that your journal and the programme for
the World Championships should praise them and
acknowledge their enormous contiribution to the
World Championships. Probably better than most,
since I represent the principal sponsor, I know of
the enormous application and dedication of so
many connected with the Championships. There
are those who undertook repetitive, even menial
jobs, to help the World Championships be a
success. There are those dedicated table tennis
officials, enthusiasts, players, who did jobs at
Birmingham, which meant for many of them that
they saw very little table tennis, and yet there
they were, within yards of the greatest inter-
national sporting event ever to take place in this
country—and yet, how little of it some of them
saw. That to me, is enormous dedication and
loyalty to a sport.

To the umpires who worked enormously long
hours at Birmingham, a special word of thanks. I
would suggest that umpires see very little of a
match even when they are officiating, and there
were so many matches in Birmingham that there
was little time for just watching and so they had
to pass up the opportunity of seeing the greatest
table tennis players in the world, performing so
close to them,

My main objective in writing to you is that

Continued on page 16



there are always a lot of unsung heroes at an
event like the World Championships, and I would
be very happy to think that there is nobody who
worked for the Championships and its success who
cannot feel that at least somebody had done some
singing for them,

We the Norwich Union were very proud to be
associated with the World Championships and
equally proud of the opportunity of working with
and observing so many unselfish people.

John M. McDonnell,
Public Relations Manager.
Norwich Union Insurance Group,
Publicity Department,
1 St. Stephen’s Street,
P.O. Box 48, Norwich NR1 3TA.

PROPOGATION SOUGHT

My County is angry and perplexed by the
refusal of the ETTA to allow us to display our
County magazine on the bookstand during the
World Championships at Birmingham 6 Like all
counties, we seek to propogate information about
the game and of connected events at all levels, and
we have struggled to found a professionally
produced glossy magazine to fulfil this function.
It is a struggle, as our friends in Kent know all too
well, the dividing line between success and failure
being thin, and it is only through attracting
advertisers that the magazine has survived to date.

Nevertheless, advertising alone will not suffice,
and increased sales and publicity are vital, as I
am certain the Editor of Table Tennis News will
with feeling confirm.

With this in mind we approached the ETTA
requesting that the magazine be sold on their
stand last autumn. The initial reaction was
unhelpful but a later view seemed more favour-
able, and our Press Officer went to the Worlds
fully expecting to be allowed this small facility.
It was not to be for we were denied access and
remained in the shadows except for a brief
appearance on one day,

We reminded ourselves of Rule 3, and wondered
how long since those responsible had read and
inwardly digested it, They are stirring words, and
we also refreshed our interpretation of the word
‘Association’ as defined in the Oxford Dictionary.
Among its definitions is ‘combining for a common
purpose’ a phrase which implies mutual assist-
ance.

The strength of the ETTA lies in the backing it
receives from its members  but those members will
only support the National Association if they are
certain that the ETTA is supporting them.

D. I. Whiteside,
National Councillor for Essex.
40 Elm Walk,
Rayne,
Braintree, Essex.

READING 2-STAR JUNIOR

As a member of the team of Tournament
observers I was amazed on learning that this
Tournament has been again granted ‘‘select’
status for 1978, I told Tony Ross at Reading that
if this Tournament was granted ‘‘select’’ status
again every member of the Tournament Committee
should resign. As it happens Tony was the only
member present, Did he really support the
decision? If so I can only express extreme surprise.

Before I give chapter and verse I would like to
say that I am quite sure that the officials con-
cerned with this Tournament are hard-working,
well-meaning people who have only the good of
table tennis at heart. If they were running a
pleasant little One-Star Tournament nobody would
complain. However I should not have to say that a
Select Tournament is supposed to be played under
first-class condftions, to have first class organisa-
tion, and to be for the purpose of the Selection
Committee seeing in action the best junior players
in the country. Demonstrably none of these re-
quirements was met.

The event was run with 11 tables, There were
lines of 4 tables down each of the shorter sides of
the Hall, and a line of 3 down the middle on
which the important matches were played. None
of the tables was ‘‘courted’’ and every match was

Page 16

punctuated by numerous lets, Naturally not all
lets are called and there were many cases of games
won and lost as a result. I personally saw two
England-ranked juniors playing a very close game.
At 20-19 in the second which was match point in
fact, a ball trickled under the feet of
the boy attempting to save the match point. No
let was called and the distracted boy predictably
lost the point and the match. That defeat will no
doubt be considered by the selectors without
regard to the underlying causes, which were
totally avoidable, In my opinion the Committee
should insist on this Tournament being run on 8
tables all courted, or requested to give up
“‘select’’ status,

The way in which the entries were dealt with
was nothing less than a disgrace. I knew of
numerous top class players whose entry was
refused, even though they sent in their forms well
before the closing date, yet the actual entry was
cluttered up with very low standard local players,
I do not believe for one moment that the “last
in, first out’’ rule was observed. Specific cases
requiring investigation are as follows (and there
must be many more unknown to me).

Graham Sandley’s entry was accepted. Sarah
Sandley was rejected, although her entry form
arrived in the same envelope. A boy who sent in
his form well before Sandley was rejected. A girl
who sent in her form well after Sarah was
accepted.

David Wells’ entry for the singles was accepted.
His entry was with Leon Smith for the Boys’
Doubles (his regular partner). In due course, well
in time, Leon entered. His entry was rejected and
Wells was allocated another partner.

Practically the entire playing strength of Surrey
and Staffordshire was not accepted, and I know of
many Essex players turned down. I would be most
interested to learn how many local players had
their applications rejected.

No ‘“‘scratch’’ entries were taken although there
were numerous byes in the draw and the top
players wishing to play could have been
accommodated,

A totally unnecessary Under-11 event was run
and by cancelling this I believe that all these
refusals could have been avoided,

I have not listed every complaint which could
be raised but I assure you that the Hall was filled
at Reading with many afuming coaches, officials
and parents. No doubt in due course the Com-
mittee will be discussing the matter. I look forward
to hearing their considered view.

Alan Shepherd,
{International Umpire, Tournament Referee).

10 Woodedge Close,
Chingford,
London E.4.

ANNIVERSARY

I hope that all Table Tennis Leagues and
Associations will endeavour to be represented at
the 50th Anniversary Dinner and Dance. The
Officers of the Association are endeavouring to
make this an occasion to be remembered, so please
all giver your support to them,

The only things I would request are, that as I
must give the hotel 7 days notice of the number
of people attending, the latest date for the
request of tickets must reach me by July 2nd.
Would you also please make any cheques payable
to the E.T.T.A.

I hope to see you all at the Bloomsbury Centre
Hotel on July 9th, The hotel is within easy reach
of the Main Line stations and for those travelling
by Underground, the nearest station is Russell
Square.

Frank Clay
14 Cannon Close,
Raynes Park, S.W.20.

TROUBLE SHOOTER ROSS
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China’s Liang Ke-liang waits impatiently as Dragutin Surbek (Yugoslavia) has difficulty in

finding a ball to his liking before a men’s singles quarter-final tie.

—Photo by Tony Ross, Hessle.
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by David Lomas

STIGA ENGLISH SCHOOLS INDIVIDUAL
CHAMPIONSHIPS

by David Lomas

There was again a record entry for the fourtn
annual Stiga English Schools’ Individual Cham-
pionships which were held at Luton Regional
Sports Centre on Sunday, May 8th. Eighteen
tables were in use.

There were few surprises but even so several

players will be in the selectors’ shortlist for the -

Stiga Jubilee International Championships teams
due to play at Bradford on July 9/10th,

Chrida Rogers (City of Leicester Grammar) won
the Boys’ Under-19 title to add to the Girls’
Under-19 trophy won by sister Karen in 1975,

Elaing Lamb (Plymouth College of F.E.) had
good wins over Stephanie Jones and Janet New to
win the Girls’ Under-19 whilst Kenny Jackson
(Essex Met.) caused a slight upset by defeating
Graham Sandley in the Boys’ Under-16 final.

Angela Tierney (St. Peter’s, South Bank,
Middlesborough) was a comfortable winner of the
Girls’ Under-16 event beating No, 2 seed Carol
Colegate. Nos. 1 and 2 seeds also met in the
Boys’ Under-13 final with John Souter of Slade-
brook School proving too good for Mark Oakley
of Surrey, Gillian Galloway (Lincs) fought hard
in the Girls’ Under-13 event but Helen Williams
(Chase Girls’, Enfield) won in two straight games,

Gary Lambert of Littleham School, Exmouth,
became the first Devon player to win a national
title when he defeated Daren Griffin of Gloucester
(Gloucestershire’s first-ever finalist) in a close
fought contest.

The standard of the Girls’ Under-11 final was
particularly high. Jean Parker (Queen’s Drive
Primary, Preston) became the first-ever Lanca-
shire player to win a title when she beat Lisa
Bellinger of Highfields School, Dunstable, Beds.
in a very close match, Jean’s progress in the
Championships was watched closely by England
squad member, Donald.

Results:—
BOYS’ UNDER-19—nine group winners
1A-Chris Rogers (Leicestershire),
1B—Leon Smith (Essex Met) .
1C—Simon Claxton (Hereford & Worcester).
1D Bryn Tyler (Inner London).
1E—Stephen Boxall (Surrey Met),
1F-—Chris Reed (Cumbria)
1G—Simon Douglas (Berkshire).
1H—Kevin Edwards (Somerset).
1J—Richard Jermyn (Herts).
Semi-finals: Rogers bt Tyler, Edwards bt Reed.
FINAIL ROGERS bt Edwards 18, 15.
Third place: Tyler bt Reed 17, 16.

GIRLS’ UNDER-19—seven group winners,
2AStephanie Jones (West Midlands).
2B-—Cheryl Buttery (Lincolnshire).
2C—Elaine Lamb (Devon).

2D—Janet New (Dorset)

2E_Linda Hryszko (West Yorkshire).
2F-_Mandy Smith (Berkshire).

2G—Julie McLean (Humberside).
Semi-finals Lamb bt Jones 8, 14,

New bt McLean -20, 20, 14,

FINAL LAMB bt New 12, 22.

Third place: McLean bt Jones 18, -14, 12.

Girls’ U-16 Line-up (from | to r) Carol Colegate (2nd), Méela Tierney (Ist), Alison

Gordon (3rd) and Sally Midgeley (4th). Also pictured is Mrs. Nancy Roy Evans, Hon.
Secretary, E.T.T.U. who presented the awards.

Boys’ U-13: (1 to r) Mack Oakley (2nd), John Souter (1st), Paul Rainford (3rd) and

Photo by John O’Sullivan, Liverpool.

Jeremy Duffield (4th), Martin Foulser of Stiga AB made the presentations.

BOYS UNDER-16—ten group winners.
3A— Graham Sandley (Herts),
3B—Costas Ppantoniou (Middlesex).
3C—Stephen Yallop (Derbyshire)
3D—Michael Sherman (Devon).
3E—Joe Naser (Humberside).

3F—Mark Owen (Hereford & Worcester),

3G—Malcolm Green (Salop).

3H—Sam Harmer (Bedfordshire).
3]—Andrew Bellingham (West Midlands).
3K—Kenneth Jackson (Essex Met) .
Semi-finals Sandley bt Shearman,
Jackson bt Green.

FINAL, JACKSON bt Sandley -17, 11, 17,

Third place Green bt Shearman 10, 14

GIRLS’ UNDER-16 eight group winners,
4A—Angela Tiemey (Cleveland).

Photo by John O’Sullivan, Liverpool,

4B—Rachel Mackriell (Warwickshire)
4C—Julie Revill (Leicestershire),
4D—Alison Gordon (Berkshire).
4E—Sally Midgeley (West Yorkshire).
4F—Julie Dowsett (Essex County).
4G—Nicola Pine (Devon).

4H-—Carol Colegate (Kent County).
Semi-finals Tierney bt Gordon 8,11.
Colegate bt Midgeley.

FINAL TIERNEY bt Colegate 11, 18,
Third place Gordon bt Midgeley 16, 15,

BOYS’ UNDER-13 nine group winners.
5A—John Souter (Middlesex).

5B—Kevin Green (Cleveland),

5C—Sean Madden (Humberside).
5D—Christopher Bryan (Lincolnshire).
SE—Jeremy Duffield (Hereford & Worcester),
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Girls’ U-11 (1 to r) Lisa Bellinger (2nd), Jean Parker (Ist), Nikki Hamilton (3rd) and
Vicky Bellingham (4th). Laurie Landry of the ETTA’s Management Committee presented
the awards,

5F—Paul Rainford (Lancashire),
5G—Andrew Dixon (West Midlands).
5H—Stephen Edwards (Essex Met),
5]J—Mark Qakley (Surrey County).
Semi-finals Souter bt Duffield.

Oakley bt Rainford.

FINAL SOUTER bt Oakley -18, 14, 14,
Third place Rainford bt Duffield 16, 12,

GIRLS’ UNDER-13 eight group winners,
6A—Helen Williams (Middlesex).
6B—Yvonne Hall (Leicestershire),
6C—Lesley Taylor (Berkshire),
6D—Carol Butler (Devon).
6ELorraine Garbet (Surrey County).
6F—Gillian Galloway (Lincolnshire).
6G—Cheryl Creasy (Dorset).
6H—Tracy Wenn (Humberside).
Semi-finals Williams bt Butler 21, 13.
Galloway bt Creasy 15, 15.

FINAL WILLTAMS bt Galloway 18, 19,
Third place Butler bt Creasey -18, 11, 13.

BOYS’ UNDER-11 seven group winners,
7A—Daren Grifin (Gloucestershire).
7B—Simon Murphy (Inner London).
7C—Andrew Sexton (Surrey Met),
7D—Paul Halliday (Oxfordshire).
7E—Gary Lambert (Devon).
7F—Stuart Worrell (Lincolnshire).
7G—Raymond Fairhall (Dorset).
Semi-finals Griffin bt Sexton,
Lambert bt Worrell

FINAL LAMBERT bt Grifin 21, 18.
Third place Worrell bt Sexton,

GIRLS’ UNDER-11 six group winners,
8A—Nikki Hamilton (Buckinghamshire).
8B—Jean Parker (Lancashire).

8C—Janice Clarke (Essex County),
8D—Lisa Bellinger (Bedfordshire).
8E—Michele Hams (Surrey Met).
8F—Vicky Bellingham (West Midlands).
Semi-finals Parker bt Hamilton 22, 16,
Bellinger bt Bellingham 10, 2.

FINAL PARKER bt Bellinger 14, -19, 19.
Third Place Hamilton bt Bellingham 19, 20.

LANCS CLOSED

Liverpool’s Tony O’Connor won both the men’s
and junior boys’ titles at Thornton/Cleveleys in
the Lancashire Closed with Sue Alexander (nee
Manning), yet another Liverpudlian, taking the
women’s singles title,
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THE BAIRSTOW EVES
ESSEX 2-STAR OPEN

FITTING CLIMAX
by Geoff Newman

The Bairstow Eves Essex 2-Star Open played at
Wanstead Sports Centre over the weekend of May
7/8 proved to be without doubt one of the best
Open tournaments held in Essex for many a year.
The magnificent co-operation from the staff at the
Centre, plus the generous sponsorship from
Bairstow Eves ensured a really tremendous week-
end’s play.

The men’s singles provided some excellent games
with plenty of close finishes and quite a few
shocks. Jimmy Walker, the top seed, made his
way comfortably to the semis, his main opposition
Dave Brown was finally beaten in a quiet third
game. Bob Potton was Walker’s semi-final
opponent, Bob, who has made such vast strides
of late, making short work of Mike Johns in the
quarters,

Johns had triumphed in a section of the draw in
which Nigel Eckersley had fallen to Max
Crimmins who then had to give second best to
Paul Guttormsen, Mike taking his chances well to
beat the young Norwegian.

David Newman, another up-and-coming Essex
player, was the surprise semi-finalist in the 3rd
quarter, Dave having good wins over, first, Chris
Sewell, then Keith Paxton and a comfortable
quarter-final victory over David Constance. In the
4th quarter, John Kitchener was the eventual
semi-finalist with wins over Ian Horsham and
Mark Mitchell. Tan had earlier survived two set
points against the effervescent Stuart Gibbs.

The semis both produced some good play with
the Potton-Walker encounter in particular having
patches of sheer brilliance. Potton’'s greater
mobility held the key and his spectacular top spin
driving eventually broke the Clevelander’s grip.
In the other set Newman never recovered from
a bad start in the first game and although he had
his chance in the second to level matters the cool
calculated play of Kitchener ensured his final
appearance,

The men’s final was a fitting climax, a hard-
controlled aggressive affair with Potton always

that few points ahead. Kitchener fought hard but
the new shining star of Essex was not to be denied,
A magnificent all round performance from Potton.

Karen Witt added the women’s singles title to
her season’s haul when she had a comparatively
easy final victory over county colleague Alison
Gordon. In-form Linda Barrow {ook out coun:y
teammate Shelagh Hession but lost two close
games to Alison Gordon. Angela Mitchell lost a
cliff-hanger to Janet Robertson who, in turn, lost
similarly to Miss Gordon. Karen’s main opposition
came from Lesley Radford who was perhaps, jus:
a shade unlucky to lose the first game.

Results: -

M S—Quarter-finals

J. Walker (Cv) bt D, Brown (E) 15, -16, 12;

R. Fotton (E) bt M. Johns (Ch) 9_15;

D. Newman (E) bt D. Constance {Ch) 6, 19;

J. Kitchener (Sk) bt M. Mitchell (Mi) 13 -18, 19.

Semi-Finals

Potton bt Walker 15, -18, 14;

Kitchener bt Newman 6, 23,

Final

POTTON bt Kitchener 21, 16.

W S—Semi-Finals

K. Witt (Bk) bt L. Radford (E) 19, 16;

A. Gordon (Bk) bt L, Barrow (E) 18 21.

Final

WITT bt Gordon 9, 16,

M D—Semi-Finals

K. Paxton (Du)/Walker bt Potton/I. Robertson
(E) 15, -9, 20;

Kitchener/D. Tan (Mi) bt Brown/I. Horsham (k)
16, -18, 15.

Final

KITCHENER/TAN bt Paxton/Walker
15, -19, 20.

W D—

Final

HESSION/RADFORD bt Foulds/Robertson
15, 17.

X D--

Final

HORSHAM/RADFORD bt Eckersley/Witt
20, -18, 12.

IDS—

Final

POTTON bt McQueen 21 14.

IGS—

Final

WITT bt Mitchell 7, 16.

V S—Final

F. LOCKWOOD (E) bt V. Ireland (E) 12 11,

Bob Potton raises his arms in triumph after the
final point had been won in the men’s singles
final at the Bairstow Eves Essex 2-Star Open.

Photograph by Geoff Newman

BUTTERFLY BLADES WITH TACKINESS - THE IDEAL COMBINATION



WORTHING
JUNIOR
INTERNATIONAL
CHAMPIONSHIPS

FIVE QUT OF SEVEN FOR ENGLAND
by Geo R. Yates

In what really amounted to a contest between
England and Federal Germany at the Worthing
Junior International Championships, played over
the weekend of May 14/15th, the host country
claimed five of the seven titles at stake failing
only in the boys’ team and the girls’ doubles
events,

Winner of the boys’ singles title was Martin
Shuttle, the home No. 1, with a final win over
his teammate Kevin Beadsley, but it was
England’s No. 2 girl Karen Witt, who won the

girls’ title avenging the semi-final defeat of
Angela. Mitchell by Federal Germany’s Anke
Olschewski.

David Reeves and Chris Rogers, who had made
up England’s No, 2 team, won the boys’ doubles
title their final victims being Joe Kennedy and
Ian Kenyon, the Kent pair having eliminated the
fanceid Beadsley/Shuttle combination.

Federal Germany’s Anke Olschewski and Rosi
Seidler won the girls’ doubles title beating
Corinne D’Hondt and Veronique Germiat of
Belgium who had put down the threat posed by
Angela Mitchell and Karen Witt in the semis.

But it was back on the winning trail in the
mixed with ultimate victory going to Shuttle and
Angela Mitchell with a final win over the Federal
German pair Jorg Schirrmeister and Rosi Seidler.

With successive wins over England III (3-1),
England II (3-2) and England I (3-2), Federal
Germany’s Schirrmeister and Richard Schneider
won the boys’ team event, previously held by
England, but Angela Mitchell and Karen Witt,
as England I, redressed the balance by winning
the girls’ team title,

In this latter event, the shock result was the
ousting of the Federal German team by England
IIT represented by Linda Hryszko and Mandy
Smith, with Mandy winning both her singles.
Again, in the semis, England’s third string duo
upset the applecart by beating England II this
time with Linda winning both her singles and
sharing a third success, with Mandy, in the
doubles. This was against Janet New and Suzanne
Hunt. But there was no change forthcoming in the
final encounter against England’s top-liners.

The player to catch the eye in the boys’ singles
was Sheffield’s Steven Mills who, in the first
round, claimed the scalp of Schirrmeister (19,
-17, 22), The Yorkshire lad then went on to
reach the semis with successive wins over
Malcolm Green (Shropshire), Stephen Moore
(Sussex) and Kevin Edwards (Wiltshire) before
falling to fellow Tyke Beadsley.

Treland’s Deidre Kilpatrick had a smart win
over Linda Hryszko (14, -14, 14) in the girls’
singles as did Anne Leonard over Mandy Smith
(-10, 18, 9). Keith Paxton and Graham Sandley
shone in the boys’ doubles with a win over the
Federal German pair as did Chris Rogers and
Suzanne Hunt “in beating Beadsley and Karen
Witt in the mixed,

All-in-all it was a good tournament for England
and the finals, despite all being 2-straight affairs,
were of the highest order the pity being the
scant attendance by the general public.

Once again the sun shone on the Sussex coast
and with so little having been seen of it this
year, who could blame the public at large in
basking in its warmth after so a long a winter.
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Still, sponsorship demands somewhat more in
the way of popularity and it might be as well
to consider bringing this prestige event more into
tne calendar than the extreme limit to which it
is currently dated,

All credit to Tournament Organiser Mike Watts
whose capacity for work seems limitless and to
Doug Young, the Referee, and his assistant Len
Pilditch not forgetting the captain of Umpires
and wouldbe Angela Rippon, Doreen Stannard,
the M.C. for the team event finals.

Results:—
BOYS’ TEAM
ound 1
England III 3, Scotland 1
K., Paxton bt K. Rodger 10,
16, 16.
G. Sandley bt McLean 14, 19.
Paxton/Sandley lost to McLean/Rodger -18, 17, -14,
Belgium 3, Ireland 1

Round 2

Federal Germany 3, England IIT 1

J. Schirrmeister bt Sandley 19, 18; bt Paxton 16, 9.
R. Schneider lost to Paxton -17, 21, -18.
Schirrmeister/Schneider bt Paxton/Sandley 16, 13.
England II 3, Norway 0

D. Reeves bt R. Bredesen 8, 5.

C. Rodgers bt S. Folkesson 12, 14.

Reeves/Rogers bt Bredesen/Folkesson 8, 11

Denmark 3, Belgium 2
England I 3, Wales 0

K. Beadsley bt J. Morgan 17,
M. Shuttle bt N. Thomas 19
Beadsley/Shuttle bt Morgan/Thomas 11, 14.

Semi-finals:

Federal Germany 3, England II 2

Schirrmeister lost to Rogers -14,
-14, 16, 10.

Schneider lost to Reeves -20, 13, -16; bt Rogers

-19, 13; bt K. McLean

-18, 15

-14; bt Reeves

Schirrmeister/Schneider bt Reeves/Rogers -14, 20, 15,
England I 3, Denmark 1

Shuttle bt M. Dolleris 11, 23; bt N. Bjorkbom 9, 14.
Beadsley lost to Bjorkbom 14, -16, -16.
Beadsley/Shuttle bt Bjorkbom/Dolleris 16, 20

Final:

FEDERAL GERMANY 3, England I 2

Schirrmeister lost to Beadsley -19. -14: bt Shuttle 18, 19,
Schneider bt Shuttle 15, 21; bt Beadsley 13, 16.
Beadsley/Shuttle bt Schirrmeister/Schneider 13, 11.

GIRLS’ TEAM
Round 1
England III 3, Ireland 0
L. Hryszko bt A. Leonard 10, 13.
M. Smith bt D. Kilpatrick 15, 19.
Hryszko/Smith bt Kilpatrick/Leonard -18, 11, 11.

Round 2

England III 3, Federal Germany 1

Smith bt A. Olschewski 14, 16; bt R. Seidler 16, 18.
Hryszko bt Seidler 18, 18.

Hryszko/Smith lost to Olschewski/Seidler 18, -18, -18.
England II 3, Denmark ¢

J. New bt C. Polck 17, 17.

S. Hunt bt D. Hauth -16, 19, 10.

Hunt/New bt Hauth/Polck 14, 19,

Belgium 3, Wales 0

England I 3, Scotland 0

A. Mitchell bt C. Dalrymple 14, 14;

K. Witt bt F. Corrigan 7, 5.

Mitchell/Witt bt Corrigan/Dalrymple 7, 6.

Semi-finals:

England III 3, England II 2

Smith lost to Hunt -20, -13; lost Lo New 13, -22, -19.
Hryszko bt New 19, 16; bt Hunt 14, -19, 19.
Hryszko/Smith bt Hunt/New 20, 18.

England I 3, Belgium 2

Witt bt €. D’Hondt 12, 13; bt V, Germiat 19, 17.
Mitchell lost to Germiat -18, -17; bt D’Hondt 17, 16.
Mitchell/Witt lost to D’Hondt/Germiat -8, -17.

Final:

ENGLAND I 3, England III 0

Witt bt Smith 17, 18; Mitchell bt Hrysrko 15, 20
Mitchell/Witt bt Hryszko/Smith 18, -16, 12.

INDIVIDUAL EVENTS

Boys’ Round 3:

M. Shuttle (ENG) bt I. Kenyon (K) 7, 14;

R. Bredesen (NOR) bt S. Boxall (Sy) -15, 16, 19;
C. Rogers (ENG) bt D. Wells (Mi) -20, 16, 19;
R, Schneider (GFR) bi G. Sandley (ENG) 8, 13;
K
K
K

Singles:

. Paxton (ENG) bt S. Kimm (E) 16, -18, 13;
. Beadsley (ENG) bt M. Harrison (Y) 19, 15;
. Edwards (Wi) bt D. Reeves (ENG) 18, 13;
. Mills (Y) bt S. Moore (Sx) 14, 14.
Quarter-finals:

Shuttle bt Bredesen 5, 10;

Rogers bt Schneider 19, -21, 15:

Beadsley bt Paxton 14, 1

Mills bt Edwards -10, 15 17.

Semi-finals:

Shuttle bt Regers 16, -20, 15;

Beadsley bt Mills 15, 10.

Final:

SHUTTLE bt Besadsley 8, 19.

Gll’lS Singles: Round 2:

R. Seidler (GFR) bt M. Reeves (Mi) 17, 19;
Germiat (BEL) bt J. New (ENG) 12, -15, 16;
Kilpatrick (IRE) bt D. Coulthard (WAL) 17, 12;
. Witt (ENG) bt W. Parker (Wi) 14, 7:

. Olschewski (GFR) bt A. Gordon (BK) 18, -21, 14;
. Leonard (IRE) bt M. Smith (ENG) -10, 18,
. Hunt (ENQG) bt A. Tierney (Cv) 17, 14;

. Mitchell (ENG) bt H. Williams (Mi) 11, 19.
Quarter-finals:

Germiat bt Seidler 10, -17, 18;

Witt bt Kilpatrick 8, 11;

Olschewski bt Leonard 12, 12;

Mitchell bt Hunt -16, 13, 18,

n
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Scmi-finals:

Witt bt Germiat 15, 4, Olschewski bt Mitchell 19, 21.
Final:

WITT bt Olschewski 5, 14.

Boys’ Doubles: Quarter-finals:

Paxton/Sandley bt J. Schirrmeister
15, -7, 20;

Reeves/Rogers bt Boxall/B. Tyler (Mi) -18, 12, 15;

N. Bjorkbom/M. Dolleris (DEN) bt Mills/R. Jermyn (He)
-16, 15, 8;

J. Kennedy (K)/Kenyon bt Beadsley/Shuttle 23,

Semi-finals:

Reeves/Rogers bt Paxton/Sandley 19, 15;

Kennedy/Kenyon bt Bjorkbom/Dolleris -20, 15, 17.

(GFR) /Schncider

-13, 18.

REEVES/ROGERS bt Kennedy/Kenyon 16, 19.

Girls’ Doubles: Quarter-finals:
Olschewski/Seidler bt Hryszko/Smith 17, 15;
Hunt/New bt D. Hauth/C. Polke (DEN) 16, 12:
C. D'Hondt (BEL)/Germiat bt Gordon/J, Purslcw
17, -19, 18;
Nltchell/Wltt bt 8. Jones
Semi-finals:
Olschewski/Seidler bt Hunt/New 13, 17;
D’'Hondt/Germiat bt Mitchell/Witt 17,
Final:
OLSCHEWSKI/SEIDLER bt D’Hondt/Germiat 12, 12.

Mixed Doubles:
Schirrmeister/Seidler bt J. P. Ratti (BEL)/Germiat

(Bk)
(St)/Reeves 15, 18.

-11, 14,

-11, 17, 17;
Rogers/Hunt bt Beadsley/Witt -16, 22, 15;
Schneider/Olschewski bt C. Wilson (Ha)/Williamxs

-18, 17, 16:
Shuttle/MltcheIl bt Wells/Tierney 20, 14.
Semi-finals:
Schirrmeister/Seidler bt Rogers/Hunt 17, 18;
Shuttle/Mitchell bt Schneider/Olschewski 13, 11.
Final:
SHUTTLE/MITCHELL bt Schirrmeister/Seidler 14, 19.

New Rankings

JILL SUPERCEDED

Meeting at the Bonnington Hotel, London on
May 19, under the chairmanship of Ron Crayden,
the National Selection Committee issued revised
Ranking Lists both for Senior and Junior players.
They are (previous position in brackets):-—

Men

1 D. Douglas (Wa) (1)

2 D, Neale (Cv) (2)

3 P. Day (Ca) (3)

4 A, Barden (Mi) (7)

5 J. Walker (Cv) (5)

6 J. Hilton (Ch) (4)

7 N. Eckersley (Ch) (18)

8 R. Potton (E) (11)

9 M. Crimmins (Sy) (—)

10 I, Horsham (E) (10)

11 D. Parker (La) (8)

12 M, Shuttle (Sy) (9)

13 D. Johnson (Wa) (13)

14 R. Wiley (Cv) (—)

15 C. Sewell (Av) (16)

16 J. Dabin (K) (—)

17 D. Tar (Mi) (—)

18 D, Constance (Ch) (12

19 J. Kitchener (Sk) (14

20 D. Brown (E) (14)
Women

1 C. Knight (Cv) (2)

2 J. Hammersley (Bu) (1)

3 L. Howard (Sy) (3)

4 M. Ludi (Y) (6)

5 K. Witt (Bk) (5)

6 S, Lisle (Ch) (8)

7 K. Rogers (Le) (4)

8 A. Stevenson (Le) (9)

9 L. Radford (E) (—

10 S. Hession (E) (7

11 A. Mitchell (M ( 1)

12 S. Hunt (Li) (13

13 A Tierney ( (12

14 J. Williams (Cv) (10)

The elevation of Carole Knight 1o No. 1 in the
women’s list terminates half a decade during
which  time Jill Hammersley has reigned
supreme since taking over from Karenza Matthews
in 1972.

Boys

1 M. Shuttle (Sy) (1)
2 C. Rogers (Le) (4)
3 K. Beadslev (Y) (3)
4 D. Reeves (Bk) (2)
5 K, Paxton (Du) (6)
6 M. Harrison Y) (5
7 D, Wells (Mi) (7)

8 S. Mills (Y) (1 )

9 D. Newman (E) (9)



10 G, Sandley (Mi) (10)
11 J. Kennedy (K) (8)
12 R. Jermyn (He) (11)
13 I, Kenyon (K) (12)
14 K. Edwards (Wi) (A)
15 C. Reed (Cu) (13)
16 S. Cowley (La) (A)
17 K. Jackson (E) (15)
18 M. Green (Sp) (A)
19 B. Tyler (Mi) (16)
20 S. Boxall (Sy) (17)
Girls
. Witt (Bk) (2)
. Mitchell (Mi) (1)
. Tierney (Cv) (6)
. Hunt (Li) (7)
New (Do) (3)
. Hryszko (Y) (5)
. Smith (Bk) (4)
Williams (Cv) (9)
. Gordon (Bk) (12)
Skipp (Cv) (8)
. Reeves (Mi) (1
Jones (St) (11
Lamb (Dv) (14
. Midgeley (Y) (1
Dickerson (Y) (A)
. Parker (Wi) (A)
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Boys Group *
Bottomley (Y)

Gillett (Sx)
Hannah (Sy)
Kimm (E)
. Naser (Y) (18)
’Connor (La)
. Owen (Hr)
Plummer (Cv)
. Smith (E)
. Smith (Cu)
A. Summerscales (Y)
E. Wilkes (St)
C. Wilson (Ha)
Girls Group ‘A’
E. Bolton (K)
J. Boulter (E)

ACHEFCOSOR

U
Unique glide away system with
easy storage;

Each half of the tabie has 4
strong wheels which make the
Transport the easiest table on
the market today to move and
erect. Where more than one
table is stored, a minimum of
space is required, with the
tables designed to push
together.

Girls

. Brown (E)

. Buttery (Li)
Cain (St)
Colegate (K)
Dowsett (E)
Galloway (Li)
Garbet (Sy)

. Gore (E) (15)
Hayward (Sy)
Holmes (Dy)
Maisey (Wi)
Pine (Dv)
Purslow (Bk)
Robinson (Cv)
. Sayer (E)

. Wallis (Np)
Whitcher (Ha)
Williams (Mi)

CADETS
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Boys

.

. Sandley (Mi) (1)
Wilson (Ha) (2)
Moore (Sx) (14)
Souter (Mi) (6)

. Satchell (Wi) (8)
. Johnson (Bk) (12)
Whiting (Dv) (3)
. Nicholl (Sy) (4)
. Oakley (Sy) (5)
Palmer (Sk) (—)
Lees (Mi) (7)
Stratton (Mi) (9)
Owens (Hr) (10)
Bergemann (Ha) (11)
Pilling (Mi) (—)
Young (Dy) (13)
. Rainford (La) (15)
Russell (Sy) (16)
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Gordon (Bk) (2)

. Reeves (Mi) (1)
Williams (Mi) (5)
. Bolton (K) (4)

. Robinson (Cv) (3)
. Galloway (Li) (7)

A BN -

7 J. Dowsett (E) (6)

8 L. Garbet (Sy) (8)

9 L. Fennah (Ch) (—)
10 C. Butler (Dv) (10)

11 S. Cain (St) (11)

12 8. Cresswell (Sy) (12)
13 ]J. Deakin (Ch) (9)

14 P. Townsend (Wi) (—)

[.T.T.F. AFFAIRS

International  Olympic Committee

At the BGM of the ITTF in Birmingham, it
was stated that negotiations had been going on
for eight years, and the Council recommended that
the present application for membership of the
I.O.C. be withdrawn and that consideration
should be given to amending the ITTF Constitu-
tion to comply with the I.O.C. requirements.

Following discussions and in reply to questions
the President, H. Roy Evans, emphasised that
commercial sponsorship of table tennis events
would not be affected and that the application
to the I.O.C_ would be for recognition of table
tennis as an Olympic Sport and did not concern
the inclusion of table tennis in the Olympic
Games. The President then took a vote by roll
call to establish whether the B.GM. was in
favour of negotiations with the I.O.C. for rec-
ognition as outlined. Sixty-five Associations voted
for, six against with six abstentions.

Elections

H. Roy Evans (Wales) was re-elected unopposed
as President of the YTTF. A ballot took place for
the position of Deputy President which resulted
in Mr. H. Kido of Japan being re-elected with 117
votes over T, D, Ramga Ramanujan of India
who polled 39 votes, Mr, Jean Mercier of France
was re-elected as Hon, Treasurer.

Vice Presidents elected were:—
Africa: Amin Abou Heif (Egypt.)
Asia: Hsu Yin-Sheng (China.)

Europe: Jupp Schlaf (Germany F.R.)

Self Trainer; One half of the table
can be angled so that the ball is
returned for practice when no
partner is available.

19mm Top;

The playing surface is 19mm
thick and is suitable for league

proof and attractively coloured.

N

and competition play. It is warpj

_ table tennis )

Adjustable Height; The playing
surface can be altered to suit the
height of the players so that
small children can learn to play
the correct strokes.

JOOLA
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N. America: J. Rufford Harrison (U.S.A.)
Oceania: K, Wilkinson (New Zealand.)
S. America: Dr, H, Farrell (Mexico.)

The ballot for 15 Council members resulted:——

Votes

1 I. Ogimura (Japan) .. 115
2 Abdel Hai Abou Heif (Egypt)... 92
3 M. Kapetanic (Yugoslavia) .91
4 Dr. G, Lakatos (Hungary) .. 87
Son Gil Chon (Korea DPR) ... .o 87

6 J. Nekvasil (Czechoslovakia) ... .85
7 H, Urchetti (Switzerland) ... 81
8 S, Al Jabhan (Saudi Arabia) ... ... 80
9 R. H. Turk (Palestine Gaza)... 77
10 Dr. H. Kermel (Germany FR) ... ... 70
G. R, Yates (England) ... 70

12 S, Danet (Rumania) .. ... 69
13 Mrs. Nancy Evans (Walles) ... 66
J. Veselsky (Ireland) ... ... 66

15 T, D, Ranga Ramanujan (India) ... 63

Colin Clemett (England) as the Chairman of
the Rules Committee was subsequently co-opted
onto the Council which will next meet in Japan
in June, 1978. Ron Crayden (England) was rc-
appointed onto the Equipment Committee as was
Mr. Yates onto the Press and Publicity Com-
mittee. Dr. David Ryde of England was appoint-
ed Chairman of the Medical Commission.

Law Change

The only significant change in the Laws wan
the imposition of an upper limit of 2Zmm thickness
for pimpled rubber,

FORTHCOMING CHAMPIONSHIPS
World
1979 DPR Korea (Pyongyang)
1981 China
1983 Japan 1st option
Yugoslavia 2nd option.
European
1978 TFederal Germany (Duidburg)
1980 Switzerland (DBerne)
1982 Hungary or Yugoslavia,
European Youth
1978 Spain (Barcelona)
1979 TItaly (Milan or Rome)
1980 Poland

1981 Czechoslovakia (Topocany)
Europe Top 12
1978 Czechoslovakia
1979 Sweden
1980 Federal Germany
1981 Hungary
1982 France
INTERNATIONAL TABLE TENNIS
FEDERATION

Biennial Generall Meeting

Birmingham—28th March, and 3rd April, 1977
Attendance List
Officers:

H, R. Evans, O.B.E, (President); H. Kido
(Deputy President); Amin Abou Heif (Vice-
President, Africa); Hsu Yin-sheng (Vice-Presi-
dent, Asia); Jupp Schlaf Vice-President,
Europe); A, M. Werier (Vice-President, N.

America; H. K. Bowler (Vice-President, Oceania};
Jaime Munoz, C, (Vice-President, S. America);
Jean Mercier (Hon. Treasurer); Secretary-General,
A. A, Brooks.

Associations:

Algeria; Australia; Austria; Bahrain; Bangla-
desh; Barbados; Belgium; Brazil; DBulgaria;
Canada; Colombia; Chile; P.R, China; Curacao;
Cyprus; Czechoslovakia; Denmark; Ecuador;
Egypt; England; Finland; France; Germanv DDR;
Germany FR; Greece; Guatemala; Guernsey,

Hong Kong; Hungary; Iceland; India; Indonesia;
Iran; Iraq; Ireland; Israel; Italy; Ivory Coast;
Jamaica; Japan; Jordan; Jersey; Korea DPR:

Korea R; Kuwait; Lebanon; Libya; Luxembourg;

Malaysia; Malta; Mauritania; Mexico; Morocco;
Netherlands; MNew Zealand; Nigeria; Norway;
Palestine Gaza; Poland; Portugal; Rumania;

Saudi Arabia; Scotland; Singapore; Spain; Sudan;

Senegal; Sweden; Switzerland,; Syria; Trinidad
& Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey; Uruguay; USA;
USSR; Wales; Yemen Arab Republic; Yemen
PDR; Yugoslavia.
Total 80
Proxies:
Cuba; Dominican R; South African Board.
Total 3
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EUROPEAN TABLE TENNIS UNION
CALENDAR OF EVENTS
1977-78

29—EUROPEAN LEAGUE (1).

1977
Sept.

Oct. 13—EUROPEAN LEAGUE (2).
,,  14/16-—Spanish Open Championships,
,,» 21/23—Polish Open Championships.
Nov. 2—EUROPEAN LEAGUE (3).
,» 4/ 6—Italian Open Championships.
,» 11/13—Hungarian Open Championships —
Miskolc.
., 17/19—Yugoslav Open Championships.
,» 24/27—Scandinavian Open Championships.
Dec. 2/ 4—French Open Championships—Rennes
., 7—European Club Cup of Champions —
Quarter-finals.
,, 15_EUROPEAN LEAGUE (4).
1978
Jan. 7—Europe Club Cup — Semi-finals,
,,» 12/14—_English Open Championships —
Brighton.
,, 19—_EUROPEAN LEAGUE (5).
,» 20/21—Irish Open Championships,
. 27/29—EUROPE TOP 12— Czechoslovakia.
Feb. 3/ 5—Welsh Open Championships —
Cardiff.
,,  9—EUROPEAN LEAGUE (6).
,» 10/12—Rumanian Open—Bucharest,
,, 18 —-EUROPE CLUB CUP FINALS
Mar. 10/19—EUROPEAN CHAMPIONSHIPS —
Duisburg.
,, 25/26—French Junior Open Championships.
,» 31/Apr, 2-Scottish Open Championships.
,, 6—EUROPEAN LEAGUE (7).
May 5/ 7—Swedish Junior Open Championships.
,, 13/14—English Junior Open Championships
—Worthing,
June 3/ 6—Czechoslovak Jumior Open Cham-
pionships.

11—Welsh Junior Open Championships.
—Hungarian Junior Open Championships.
Aug 27/30—Turkish Junior Open Championships.

INVITATION TOURNAMENTS

I

1977
Sept. 14/17—Bulgarian Invitation (Men and
Women) — Primorsko.
,» 30/0Oct. 1—Netherlands Invitation for
E.E.C. Countries,
Oct. 7/10—Soviet Union Invitation.
1978

Mar. 3/ 5—Bulgarian Invitation (Junior Girls)

—Russe.

EURCPEAN TABLE TENNIS UNION
EUROPEAN LEAGUE FIXTURES
1977-78
SUPER DIVISION

1977
September 29 (Th.)—
Soviet Union v, Czechoslovakia
Hungary v. Sweden
England v, France
Yugoslavia v. Netherlands
October 13 (Th.)—
England v. Yugoslavia
Czechoslovakia v. Sweden
Netherlands v. France
Hungary v, Soviet Union
November 2 (W.)—
Yugoslavia v. Czechoslovakia
Sweden v, Netherlands
France v. Hungary
Soviet Union v, England
December 15 (Th.})—
Hungary v Yugoslavia
Czechoslovakia v. France
England v. Sweden
Soviet Union v, Netherlands

1978

January 19 (Th.)—
Soviet Union v. Yugoslavia
Czechoslovakia v, England
Sweden v, France
Netherlands v, Hungary

February 9 (Th.)—
France v. Yugoslavia
Netherlands v. Czechoslovakia
Hungary v. England
Sweden v Soviet Union

April 6 (Th.)—
Yugoslavia v, Sweden
Czechoslovakia v, Hungary
France v. Soviet Union
England v. Netherlands

DIVISION 1
1977

September 29 (Th.)—
Austria, v, Poland
Belgium v. F.R. Germany
Ireland v, Greece
Luxembourg v. Bulgaria
October 13 (Th.)—
F.R. Germany v, Austria
Greece v. Belgium
Bulgaria v, Ireland
Poland v, Luxembotirg
November 2(W.)—
Luxembourg v, F.R. Germany
Austria v, Greece
Belgium v. Bulgaria
Ireland v. Poland
December 15 (Th.)—
Greece v, Luxembourg
Bulgaria v. Austria
Ireland v. F.R, Germany
Poland v, Belgium
1978
January 19 (Th.)—
F.R. Germany v. Greece
Poland v. Bulgaria
Luxembourg v, Ireland
Belgium v. Austria
February 9 (Th.)—
Greece v. Poland
Austria v, Luxembourg
Bulgaria v. F.R, Germany
Ireland v. Belglum
April 6 (Th.)—
F.R. Germany v. Poland
Luxembourg v Belgium
Bulgaria v. Greece
Austria v, Ireland

DIVISION 2
1977
October 13 (Th.)—
Finland v, Italy
Scotland v. Switzerland
November 2(W.)—
Italy v. Spain
Switzerland v. Finland
December 15 (Th.)—
Finland v. Scotland
Spain v, Switzerland
January 19 (Th.)—
Switzerland v Italy
Scotlard v. Spain
February 9 (Th.)—
Ttaly v. Scotland
Spain v, Finland
DIVISION 3
To be arranged.

WHAT’S ON

OPENING EVENTS 1977-78 SEASON

Sept. 3/4  Essex Junior Select
17/18 Cleveland Junior 2-Star (Thornaby)
18 Four “T’s’’ 1-Star
24 North of Englani 2-Star (Manchester)
25 DBournemouth 1-Star
29 ENGLAND v FRANCE (European
League)

Cumbria 2-Star (Carlisle)

Newbury Junior 2-Star

8 County Championships (1)

9 Merton 1-Star

13 ENGLAND v YUGOSLAVIA (Euro-
pean League)

15/16 Sussex 2-Star
Derby Junior 1-Star
22/23 North Middlesex 2-Star
29/30  HUMBERSIDE 3-STAR (Hull)
Nov. 2 U.S.S.R. v ENGLAND (European
TLeague)

5 County Championships (2)
6 Middlesex Junior U-15 2-Star
12/13  Southend 2-Star
Woodfield 1-Star (Wolverhampton)

RENEW YOUR RUBBER WITH SIMONAL SPRAY BY MILETA



EUROPEAN LEAGUE

Individual scores in the final

matches were: -

Federal Germany 3, England 4

Stellwag bt Day 19, -14, 17;

Lieck bt Douglas 20, 14.

Hendriksen lost to Hammersley -18, -16;

Leiss/Stellwag bt Day/Douglas 17, 16;

Lieck/Hendriksen lost to Douglas/Howard -16,
-17;

Stellwag lost to Douglas -19, -15;

Lijeck lost to Day -18, 8, -16.

Yugoslavia 4, Sweden 3

Karakasevic lost to Thorsell 21, -15, -14;

Surbek bt Bengtsson -22, 20, 11;

Fabri lost to Hellman 19, -18, -16;
Kosanovic/Surbek bt Bengtsson/Thorsell 16 19;
Surbek/Palatinus bt Bengtsson/Hellman 16, 17;
Surbek bt Thorsell 13, -17, 12;

Karakasevic lost to Bengtsson -18, 14, -16.

France 4, U.S.S.R. 3

Birocheau bt Sarkhojan 16, -9, 16;

Secretin bt Strokatov 16, -16, 17;

Bergeret lost to Rudnova 17, -16, -10;

Birocheau/Secretin  lost to Sarkhojan/Strokatov
16, -17, -16;

Secretin/Bergeret bt Sarkhojan/Antonian 15, -17,
13;

Secretin bt Sarkhojan 12, -14, 17;

Birocheau lost to Strokatov -11, -10.

Hungary 4, Czechoslovakia 3

Jonyer bt Kunz 16, 19;

Gergely lost to Orlowski -9, -18;

Kichazi bt Uhlikova 10, -21, 14;
Gergeley/Magos lost to Orlowski/Uhlikova -12,

Super Division

Gerge,ly/]onyer bt Orlowski/Kunz 18, 13;
Jonyer bt Orlowski 20, -18, 13;
Gergely bt Kunz 18, -18, 17.

France 5, Sweden 2

Secretin bt Andersson 7, 17;

Hatem lost to Lagerfeldt 18, -8, -12;

Pergeret bt Lindblad 14, 18;

Birocheau/Secretin bt Andersson/Lagerfeldt 17,
13;

Secretin/Bergeret bt Andersson/Lindblad -18, 16,
104

Secretin bt Lagerfeldt 15, 17;

Hatem lost to Andersson -20, -14,

FINAL TABLE
PWL F APts

Hungary .................. 7 7 0 32 17 7
France ......ccoeiiniinnnn. 7 5 2 32 17 5
U.SS.R, ...... e eveans 7 5 2 31 18 5
Sweden .............ooe.eenl 7 3 4 28 21 3
Czechoslovakia ......... 7 3 4 23 26 3
Yugoslavia ...... POUTN 7 2 5 19 30 2
England ........... foeennn 7 2 5 15 34 2
*Federal Germany ...... 7 1 6 16 35 1
*Demoted
- n

Official News
Annual General Meeting

The Annual General Meeting of the English
Table Tennis Association will be held at the

Imperial Hotel Russell Square, London WC1 at
the earlier than normal time of 1 p.m. on
Saturday, 9th July, 1977

World Championships

Although the sale of souvenir items at
Birmingham was a frenzied success, there are still
a few items available from the E.T.T.A. Office:-

1) Official Programme -— Cost £1.00 each
inclusive of postage.

2) Paper Knives with the World Champion-
ship symbol engraved on the handle —
£1.00 each,

3) First Day Covers — the souvenir envelope
with the table tennis stamp and the
special franking stamp dated 26th April
£1.00 each,

Draw Sheets

In response to many requests we have produced
tournament draw sheets, each for 64 players with
a separation between each block of 32. Totally
devoid of any headings they are suitable for every
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event from an international
championship. Price 10p eac™.
Chester Barnes Book

We have a few copies :vailable of the hard-
back edition of the latest book by Chester
entitled ‘‘Advanced Table Tennis Techniques’'.
Price £3.60 plus 40p postage.

Sports Aid Foundation

The Sports Aid Foundation are producing a
pictorial calendar (price £1.00) featuring sports
stars including our own Jill Hammersley. Proceeds
from the sale of these calendars go to the Founda-
tion which does valuable work in assisting top
competitors. Orders to be placed with the Sports
Aid Foundation, Nestor House, Playhouse Yard,
London EC4V 5HS by the 18th of June.

E.T.T.A. Ties

We now have a new supply of E.T.T.A_ Ties in
maroon and blue, wide blade style. Frice £1.50
each plus 15p postage/packing.

open to a club

An American’s
Impressions of
Birmingham

by Malcolm R. Anderson

On arriving at the tournament site, I realised
that NEC was CNE spelled sideways! CNE stands
for Canadian National Exhibition and the CNE
Open on Labour Day weekend is traditionally the
first tournament of each season in North America.
The NEC and CNE had many similarities, includ-
ing very high ceilings, concrete floors, inadequate
lighting and sunlight on the tables at times, The
NEC lacked cows; instead it had bleachers that
partly remained with you when you stood up!
Both tournaments also had superb organisations
(including Jose Tomkins) who run tournaments so
well that the physical shortcomings are soon
forgotten,

Both of our {eams have been in Category 2 for
years, and this time both of them made it into the
top group—the best results we could have possibly
attained! In Men’s, Danny Seemiller had a
perfect 26-0 record; his brother Ricky (7-9) and
Ray Guillen (8-12) gave Danny just enough
support to win the group and the playoff. Dean
Galardi (1-4) and Paul Raphel (1-7) weren’t play-
ing well and saw little action,

After beating Hong Kong 5-4 to win group B-2,
we played the B-1 runner-up, Italy, to determine
who would be promoted. Italy went ahead of us
4-2! Then Danny won his 3rd match, Ray Guillen
tied it all at 4 all with a clutch win over
Giontella, and Ricky took us home, beating
Constantini 11 and 16. A wild mob scene erupted
as our teams and about 30 U.S. supporters
swarmed out onto the court! (Our fans were so
vocal that an Australian official later warned
me ‘‘we’re going to bring 16 trained kangaroos to
Pyongyang—and if your spectators start scream-
ing against us like they did here, we’ll unleash the
kangaroos!). Our final match was against Hong
Kong (Again!) for 19th or 20th—we rested Danny
and lost 5-0.

Our women also finished 20th led by In Sook
Bhushan (nee Na), who also had a perfect record,
13-0, NFC Heather Angelinetta played In Sook
and Alice Sonne (nee Green) in most of the singles,
and (usually) combined In Sook and Angelita
Sistrunk (nee Rosal) in the doubles, The team of
Bhushan—Sonne was used once, against the
Netherlands—the Netherlands girls won the
doubles and eventually the tie, 3-2, to win group
2A. That put us against the group 2B winner,
Luxembourg—we won 3-2, and thus again played
the Netherlands for 19th or 20th, Why play the
same team twice? Why not a round robin of the
top 2 from each half, with their previous result$
carried over? This time we used our usual pair of
Bhushan—Sistrunk; they lost, and again lost 3-2,
finishing 20th,

In the individuals, we had high hopes for In
Sock and Danny, although we didn’t like their
draws. Danny was co-ranked 32nd in the tourna-
ment and didn’t get seeded because of alphabetical
order! His first match was against the winner of
a qualifying group, who turned out to be Wang
Chien-Chaing of China. Danny was very nervous,
and lost to Wang 8, 18, 17, Wang later lost to
Surbek in the 8ths, 19, -20, -20, -17!

In Sook had to play in a qualifying group! She
was captain of Scuth Korea’'s Corbillion Cup
winning team in 1973, and since moving to the
U.S. has beaten Jill Hammersley twice and
Ann Christin Hellman once, and had no bad
losses—yet there she was! Was this fair to Shelagh
Hession, who lost to her 14 12 14? Or to In
Sook, who had painfully blistered feet before the
tournament was over? Still, In Sook won her
group, and then played Claude Bergeret, the
eventual XD winner, In Sook gave us some
anxious moments, trailing 1-2, but her magnificent
defence and occasional pick hits pulled it out, 17,
-17, -13, 11, 16. She then played the No. 4 seed,
Chang Te-ying. In Sook started strongly, winning

Photo by Malcolm Anderson, Crystal Lake Illinois.



the first 2 games at 15 and 18, then she faltered—
we later learned that her blisters broke during the
2nd game. Chang won the 3rd at deuce, and the
4th easily at 15, In Sook took a 14-7 lead in the
5th. Then it was 15 all! Both girls played
magnificently from this point—In Sook won 2
points by retrieving kills then killing the result-
ing drop shots, but Chang refused to become
rattled by this and eventually won at 18.

Meanwhile, on the next arena table (the arena
had excellent lighting) Danny and Ricky Seemiller
(who both use the ‘‘Seemiller grip’’—shake hands
one sided, excellent for blocking) were beating the
Chinese team of Kuo Yao Hua and Liao Fu-min,
19, 19, 21! It was a classic confrontation between
two spinners and 2 blockers, with the blockers
squeaking home, Although Danny and Ricky next
lost to Surbek—Stipancic, 19, 12, 8 they were the
only non-Chinese to beat a Chinese team in the
mens doubles!

We're all looking foreward to the 1979 Worlds
in Pyongyang—sorry it wasn’t in the U.S., but
we couldn’t get enough sponsorship money.

NEW BOOK

On sale at the World Championships in
Birmingham was a new book on Table Tennis by
Lancashire coach Harold Myers of Darwen, Harold
widely known for his successful television series, is
a Senior Coach of the ETTA, and his wvast
experience and knowledge of table tennis training
is covered in detail throughout the book (published
by Faber and Faber at £1.50) making it an inval-
uable guide to players of all classes, from the
beginner to the potential champion.

The book is divided into two main sections, the
first dealing with stroke production and the latter
with training exercises. Each stroke is clearly
described using split-action photographs showing
the three basic arm positions in the movement,
combined with the co-ordinating position of the
feet. Diagrammatical explanations of topspin,
backspin , sidespin and timing positions help to
give the reader a clearer understanding of the
technical aspects of the strokes,

The book contains over a hundred line
drawings showing the various training exercises,
with easy to follow, ‘step-by-step’ narrative for
each exercise. These exercises are so arranged that
the player can progress naturally, and in his own
time, from the elementary stage up to an
advanced level of play, the main emphas’s being
on consistency, accuracy, control and mobilitly,

NATIONAL LEAGUES
CHAMPIONSHIPS

The Semi-Finals—and Manchester prove
me so wrong.

by Keith Ponting

I'm glad I don’t bet, as I am sure the book-
makers would be laughing all the way to the
bank, Making a rare excursion into the fore-
casting business and saying in the last issue
that Birmingham were the favourites to win the
Wilmott Cup, Manchester proved what a {futile
game this can be by travelling to the Midlands
and promptly beating Birmingham 5-3. It proved
that their win over Ormesby in the previous
round was no fluke and you can’t get a much
tougher route into the final than that Despite
three wins from Desmond Douglas the Manchezter
boys kept going and two wins each from John
Hilton and Nigel Eckersley, plus one from Phil
Bowen clinched the issue. I'm told that Eckers-
ley’s form was most impressive with Douglas
having to pul¥ out all the stops to beat him.
Opponents in the final will be Bristol who com-
fortably beat Dagenham 5-0 with Chris Sewell,
Brian Reeves and Tony Clayton in commanding
form.

Bournemouth have done well to reach their
second successive Rose Bowl final and did so by
virtue of a fine win in London over North Mid-
dlesex 5-3. Joyce Coop was in tremendous form
for the seasiders and remained unbeaten, whilst

Janet New weighed in with two wins, Their
opponents will be the same as last year, Ormesby,
who overcame the challenge of Leicester 5-2.
Carole Knight, who played so well during the
Worlds, was unbeaten, June Williams and Angela
Tierney won one set each and the wins for
Leicester came from Anita Stevenson and Karen
Rogers,

The Carter Cup final sees the return of Leicester,
and their win against Hull was a big surprise.
Dave Gannon, showed excellent form in beating
the two England-ranked players. With Steve Day
giving the Midlanders an excellent start and Chris
Rogers again in winning form Leicester cruised
to a much easier win than could have been
hoped for, Tony Ross tells me that the journey
back to Hull was made in complete silence.

Leicester will play Leatherhead in the final who
have reached this stage for the first time, although
it must be said that Steve Boxall and Martin
Shuttle were in the losing Thames Valley team
last season Against Bromley these two again
took all before them and Leatherhead had a
comfortable 6-2 win.

As reported in the last issue Ormesby beat
Wolverhampton 5-1 but in the other Bromfield
Trophy semi-final Reading beat Guildford 5-2
thanks to a fine maximum by Alison Gordon and
two wins from Jill Purslow, {This will be the same
final as last season, -

[The finals at Stroud gn Sunday, 22nd May will
complete another seasoh-of interesting competition
and my thanks go to ‘all leagues for their help
and co-operation in arranging matches in a very

GRASS : SPEEDY SPIN : BLACK ACE : NORM : KNUCKLE ACE

sports shops:-
Southern England

5 PLY AND 3 PLY BLADES

Midlands

SPORTSCO, 34 Birmingham Shopping Centre, Birmingham 2

also at Sutton Coldfield, Walsall, Stafford, Wolverhampton and Dudley.
ERIC SMITH SPORTS, Middle Entry, Tamworth, Staffs.

ERIC WILLMONT, Stratford Road, Hall Green, Birmingham.
BRADLEYS, 188 Sutton New Road, Erdington, Birmingham.

J. ELLIS, 5b Lichfield Road, Stafford.

STANFORTHS SPORTS CENTRES, 41 Hertford Street, Coventry

also at Leamington Spa and Kenilworth.

BOURNE SPORTS, b Glebe Street, Stoke-on-Trent

also at Burslem and Uttoxeter.

609908 and 262610.

BAT COVERS

TIBHAR GRASS

The Sensation of the World Championships

Available with attack (white) or defence (yellow) sponge. 1.8mm long
pimples, red or black 2mm or 1.5mm.
Grass and the other Tibhar Rubbers are now available from the following

FIELD SPORTS, The Morledge, Shot Tower Corner, Derby. Tel. 40503.
MAPPERLEY SPORTS, 541 Woodborough Road, Mapperley, Nottingham. Tel.

OLYMPIA SPORTS, Wolverhampton Road, Cannock, Staffs.
PENN SPORTS, 11 Warstones Drive, Penn, Wolverhampton. Tel. 22254.

HSV1d ¥ddNS

PLAYRITE SPORTS, 58 Streatham Hill, London SW2. 01-674 9121

and 162 Chiltern Drive, Berrylands, Surbiton, Surrey.

CRAYFORD SPORTS, 163 Crayford Road, Crayford, Kent.

BRITTAIN AND HOBBS, 151 High Street, Sheerness, Kent. Tel. 55651.

NIdS AdIHdS OOIdS

MR. JEEVES SPORTS, 91 High Street, Clay Cross, Derbyshire.

G.B. SPORTS, 26/28 Oxford Street, Ripley, Derbyshire. Tel. 2392

also at Chesterfield.

MANTON SPORTS, City Arcade, Lichfield, Staffs.
RILEY SPORTS, Queen Street, Nuneaton, Warks. Tel. 384541.

2560 also at Smethwick.
North

32674.

your area.

BATS WITH MOST SPONGES ON

SMITH SPORTS, London Road, Hinckley, Leics.
ALLMARK SPORTS, 429 Hagley Road West, Quinton, Birmingham. 021-422

P.S.D., 141 Friargate, Preston, Lancs. Tel. 53793.

OLIVER SOMERS, 6-10 Mesnes Street, Wigan, Lancs. Tel. 42384.

RICKI BROWN SPORTS, 19 Sir Thomas Street, Liverpool 1.

JEFF DIXON SPORTS, 25/27 High Friars, Eldon Square, Newcastle. Tel. 22764.
WESTWATER SPORTS & TOYS, 6/8 Front Street, Stanley, Co. Durham. Tel.

Playrite Sports offer a mail order service if there is no stockist in

Tibhar (Sports) Lid.

1 CHESTER ROAD, CASTLE,
NORTHWICH, CHESHIRE.

HONHAHA

.

REEDS OF REDCAR, 58 Stationn Road, Redcar, Cleveland.
SPORTS & LEISURE CABIN, 16 George Street, Leeds. Tel. 35144.
BELL SPORTS, 13 Yarm Lane, Stockton, Cleveland. Tel. 66977.
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crowded season of events.
NATIONAL CLUB CHAMPIONSHIPS
' The draw for the Sémi-Finals in the Mens’
event- for the Ormesby Cup is as follows:—
ORMESBY (Ormesby) v BARWELL LIBERAL
(Leicester)
DENMARK T. T, C, (Beckenham) v ELLEN-
BOROUGH (North Middlesex)
The final in the Women’s event for the Gains-

ford Cup will be between Ormesby and Fellows
Cranleigh from the East London League.

15 YEAR GAP BRIDGED

Manchester bridged a gap of fifteen years at
Stroud Leisure Centre on May™ 22 when they
defeated Bristol 5-4 to win the Wilmott Cup,

their last such-victory being in season 1961/62. -
“After Chris Sewell, with his third win~if" the ™~

match had put Bristol ahead 4-3, Nigel Eckersley
put the Mancunians on level terms with a knife
edge win over Tony Clayton leaving Phil Bowen to
administer the coup-de-grace with his first win of
the match against Brian Reeves.

Scores: —

N. Eckersley bt B, Reeves 18, 15;

P_ Bowen lost to C, Sewell -10, -12;
J. Hilton bt A. Clayton 18, 13;
Eckersley lost to Sewell -15, 14, -16;
Hilton bt Reeves 20, 9;

Bowen lost to Clayton -10, -17;
Hilton lost to Sewell -10, -16;
Eckersley bt Clayton 20, -20, 17;
Bowen bt Reeves -16, 18, 14.

" In the final of the Rose Bowl, Ormesby proved
far too strong for Bournemouth who were beaten
5-0 with no set requiring a deciding game,

Scores: —

J. Williams bt J. New 11 _20;
C. Knight bt S. Gilson 5, 14;
“A. Tierney bt J. Coop 12, 18;
Knight bt New 19, 16;
‘Williams bt Coop 12, 14.

_ Martin Shuttle was Leatherhead’s strong man
in the final of the Carter Cup, the England No. 1
boy winning all his three sets in the 5-2 victory
over Leicester whose two wins were recorded by
Chris Rogers,

Scores: —

D. Hannah bt D. Gannon 14, 18;
-M. Shuttle bt S, Day 14, 11;

S. Boxall lost to C. Rogers -9 -21;

-Shuttle bt Gannon 14, 20;

‘Hannah lost to Rogers -19, -7;
“Boxall bt Day 11, 12;

Shuttle bt Rogers 15, 18.

Reading were faced with the decision of con-
‘ceding the Bromfield Trophy final to Ormesby or
‘playing a below strength team with no chance of
winning, The problem arose because two of the
selected team, Karen Witt and Jill Purslow,
refused to play offering conflicting and varying
reasons which were not acceptable to the Reading
selectors. The third girl Alison Gordon, was very
upset but in order not to embarrass her a team of
.10-year-olds was +turned out, mnamely Julie
Andrews, Linda Green and Heidi Vallis, whose
“time for competing in such a competition was
really a matter for the future, But all credit to
the three youngsters who upheld the good name of
the Reéading League who are now left with the
problem of what action to take against the two
dissidents,

Scores: —

J. Williams bt L. Green 2, 4;
J. Skipp bt J. Andrews 2, 4;

- A, Tierney bt H, Vallis 1_5;
Williams bt Green 6, 3;

Skipp bt Vallie 4, 4;

Tierney bt Green 2, 7.

CLUB FINAL

In the women’s section of the National Club
Championships, Ormesby defeated Fellows Cran-
leigh 5-1 as a result of which they will again
compete in the Europe Club Cup of Champions
next season,

Scores: —
J. Williams bt E, Foulds 15, 18;
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C. Knight bt J. Robertson 8, 7;

A. Tierney bt L. Radford -19, 21, 16;
Knight bt Foulds 11, 24;

Williams lost to Radford -15, 18, -15;
Tierney bt Robertson 9, 18,

CHESHIRE JUNIOR
1-STAR OPEN

BY NORMAN BERRY

After a lapse of 12 years the Cheshire Junior was
successfully staged at Birkenhead Sports Centre
on 24th April 1977, sponsored by Barclays Bank
and run by the Wirral Table Tennis League,
attracting an entry of 212.

“~Ominously the first entry received was from

Tony ¢’Connor, and his wins over Kevin
Beadsley, and Mike Harrison in the final, should
help the selection committee replace Tony back in
the Ranking List,

The girls singles title was won by Linda
Hryszko, beating Shirley Cain in the final, Com-
miserations must go to Shirley for she came to
the table for all 4 finals and never once was the
winner,

Results:—

Under-17 Events

B S—Quarter-finals

A. O’Connor (La) bt K. Beadsley (Y) 19, 16.
M. Hankey (Ch) bt Keith Nicoll (Np) 11, 21.
M. Green (Sp) bt N. Thomas (Sp) 16, 15.

M. Harrison (Y) bt A, Willlams (Wal) 18, 17.
Semi-finals

O’Connor bt Hankey 16, 25.

Harrison bt Green -17, 18, 21.

Final

O’CONNOR bt Harrison -11, 16, 17,

G S—Quarter-finals

L. Hryszko (Y) bt C. Jones (Wal) 11, 10.

S. Watton (St) bt J. Deakin (Ch) -16, 16, 14.

S. Cain (St) bt S. Jones (Wal) 9, 20.

J. Harris (St) bt S. Bennett (Wal) 7, 15.

Semi-finals

Hryszko bt Watton 10, 16.

Cain bt Harris -22, 20, 16.

Final

HRYSZKO bt Cain 16, 9.

B D—Semi-finals

Beadsley/Harrison bt Green/E. Wilkes (St) 18, 18.

Hankey/S. Cowley (La) bt J. Weatherby/R.
Weatherby (Ch) 19, 20.

Final

BEADSLEY/HARRISON bt Hankey/Cowley
19, -13, 19.

G D—Semi-finals

Hryszko/D. Coulthard (Wal) bt Deakin/Harris
11, 15.

Cain/Watton bt L. Fennah (Ch)/G. Galloway (Li)
-17, 18, 13.

Final

HRYSZKO/COULTHARD bt Cain/Watton
16, 15.

Under-14 Events

BS—

Semi-finals

Jeannes bt Palmer 19, 11.

Thomas bt Weatherby 13, 21.
Final

THOMAS bt Jeannes -17, 17, 13.
G S—

Semi-finals

Galloway bt Harris 18, 16,

Cain bt Deakin 12, 20.

Final

GALLOWAY bt Cain 16, 18.

B D—Semi-finals

Keith Nicoll/P. Brandwood (La) bt N. Barley/

SHIRLEY CAINE

OI-YMPUS SPO RTS THE T.T. SPECIALISTS

For your special T.T. needs Ring 01-863 2455 or drop us a line.
Prompt service on bats and rubbers, and advice when required.
No postage charges. No lists.

OLYMPUS SPORTS
9-13 Headstone Drive, Wealdstone, Harrow, Middlesex

MAIN DISTRIBUTORS FOR BUTTERFLY MILETA Tel 0924 405373



Ken Nicoll (Np) 12, -19, -7.

M. Thomas/M. Byles (Wal) bt J. Duffield (Wo)/
A. Dixon (Wo) 5, 18.

Final

THOMAS/BYLES bt Nlcoll/Brandwood 10, 17.

G D—Semi-finals

Fennah /Galloway bt Grundy/C. Peacock (La)
18, 10.

Cain/Deakin bt S. Powell/D. Hewitt (Wal)
11, 10.

Final

FENNAH/GALLOWAY bt Cain/Deakin
-17, 10, 20.

CHESHIRAMA

by John Woodward

BRIAN JOHNS SURPRISES

The 1976/77 Cheshire Closed produced some
surprises. Brian Johns won the Senior crown
eliminating Nigel Eckersley in the semis and John
Hilton (who was fortunate to overcome Brian
Kean in the other semi) in the final. Brian’s
success story continued when joined by ‘big
brother’ Mike, the men’s doubles title being also
annexed. An interesting point—both Brian and
Mike were using the new very long pimpled rubber
on one side of their bats,

Susan Lisle had no trouble in retaining her
women’s singles crown, In the Youth event the
big surprise was Ronnie Weatherby’s victory over
top seed Mark Hankey only to be later out-hit by
John Evans in the semis. In the final Evans came
up against an in-form Ross McFarlane and lost
in straight games to him.

With the Youth title under his belt, Ross won
his way through to the Junior final and looked
good for the double, but his opponent—Hankey,
determined to salvage something after letting the
coveted Youth cup slip his grasp, won a hard-
fought set to take the title, The Junior girls’
event attracted a disappointing entry and went to
form, Janet Deakin defeating Lynne Fennah in the
final, going one better than last season when she
was runner-up in the event.

Hankey, showing much more self control than
of late reaped just rewards for his effort in the
Lancs/Ches Closed, He won the Junior singles by
beating Steve Cowley in the final then went on to
reach the final of the Senior event where he
finished runner-up to Hilton. Well done Mark, as
this is his last season as a junior, let’s hope this
is the bridge into the Senior realm of next season.

Harold Myers

TABLE

TENNIS

Faber £1.50

CLUB BADGES

* Attractive Cloth Badges, made to your
own design, in any quantity from 10
upwards. -~

* Suitable for Blazers, Sweaters, ctc.
* LOW PRICES AND QUICK BELIVERY
POSTAGE AND PACKING FREE

S. A. CORY & CO. LTD.
GLENGARRIFF, CO. CORK, EIRE.

OF LESSER
CONTROVERSY

by John Woodford

The time has come to make greater efforts to
get the English Junior Open tournament into the
table tennis season. To run it in mid-May is
ludicrous. The latest date for any major event
should be the end of April.

It could even be done without upsetting one of
the 2-Star tournaments., There is one odd date at
least" (going by this year) that is the third week-

end in April, carrying the national team finals and
two 1l-star events, I know there are the wvenue
problems  but how can you expect to find sponsors
and keep them when most of the spectators are
sunning themselves in the early summer sun?

Regrettably, the media do not want to know
and who can blame them on the overlap between
the football and cricket seasons? Not even the
Press Association  the leading news agency will
take results from this tournament. They must
think, ‘“‘how can any sport be crazy enough to
run what they claim is a major international event
out of seasom’’,

FOR NEXT

DOES YOURCLUB
NEED A NEW TABLE

SEASON?

IF SO,CONTACT TEES SPORT, NOW!

We offer advice and information on
all leading makes of tables, Jaques,
Dunlop, Stiga, Halex, Joola and Cor
du Buy. On transport systems,
whether foldaway or wheelaway. On
surfaces, fast medium or slow, in
plywood or chipboard tops.

We have in our range a table to
meet every need, for the home,
school, canteen, youth or com-
munity centre, specialist club,
tournament or international play.
We give discounts, best delivery
times and offer full credit facilities.
So, if you are thinking about a new
table, contact us first and take full
advantage of our complete service.

TEES
SPEORT

Specialists in Table Tennis
8 Baker Street Middlesbrough
Cleveland County TS1 2LH

| Telephone (0642) 249000

A

Stiga ‘Expert’

'\
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P WAvY
B Tyler (Mi) ...ocooveirivninnininnanns .16 7 70
D, Newman (E) ... 14 9 o4
G, Sandley (Mi) ... 14 9 64
L, Smith (E) ....oocvcvviiiiinennnnn, 14 9 64
Miss A. Tierney (Cv) ............... 7 7 100
Miss A, Mltchell (Mi).oooiiiiienn 6 6 100
Miss J. Williams (Cv) ............... 6 6 100
Miss M, Smith (Bk) ..........c....... 7 6 86
Miss S. Midgeley (Y) ..ocoooeennenee 5 4 80
Miss E. Sayer (E) .........cocceinne 7 5 72
Miss K. Witt (Bk) ..oovvveeeenannnnns .3 2 67

Unbeaten in their only match
A. Summerscales (Y), Miss J Skipp (Cv).

JUNIOR 2nd SOUTH

G, Gillett (SX) ..ooevviieniinennninnn. 14 14 100
C. Wilson (Ha) .......cocovenvnnnnnns 10 10 100
B. Tyler (Mi) v.cooovn.... Moo 4 4 100
P. Whiting (DV) ovvvenreeerennenn. 12 10 83
J. Souter. (Mi) .....cooevviiiiiininennn.. 6 5 83
M, Shearman (Dv) ..................... 14 10 7
N. Stratton (Mi) ..................... 14 10 72
M. Francis (SX) ..ovevvreveeeniinnannnns 13 9 69
J. Robinson (Do) ........ccoovvnnens 6 4 67
S. Moore (SX) ..covvevviiennnnn. ... 13 8 62
Miss E Lamb (Dv) 7 7 100
Miss C. Butler (Dv) .................. 4 4 100
Miss A, Gordon (Bk) .................. 3 3 100
Miss J. New (Do) ..ooovvvvnvnnnnnnns 3 3 100
Miss N. Pine (Dv) .....ocovviiinennns 3 3 100
Miss J. Purslow (Bk) ............ 4 3 75
Miss L, Garbett (Sy) -..ooovvvevnanns 5 3 €0
Unbeaten in their only match
T. Fairbanks (Dv), S. Woodgate (Sy), Miss G.
Heath (Bk).
JUNIOR 2nd NORTH
S. Turner (La) ..eeeveveereereeeennn.. 4 4 100
A OComnor (La) ....ccoconerrnennnn. 12 11 92
C. Reed (Cu) ....ocoovvvvvinniiinns, 12 11 92
A, Summerscales (Y) ..ocooennnnn. 10 9 90
N. Harris (Y) .oveveiiiiiiiiniiennn, 8 7 88
A. Bottomley (Y) 12 10 82
R. Allbut (Dy) 6 5 83
J. Naser (Y) .coooeenvnnn. cee 65 83
N. Smith (Cu) .. 14 11 79
A, Hill (Y) v, 4 3 75
S Cowley (La) 14 10 72
J. Hibbert (Dy) 12 8 67
I Reed (Cu) ..ooovvvveiinninniiniinnns 14 9 64
R. Allen (Dy) «ooovvemnninniiiiiininnnn, 10 6 60
Miss J. Skipp (CV) «eevvevvnrininnenens 5 5 100
Miss S. Dickerson (Y)............... 3 3 100
Miss L. Holmes (Dy) .................. 7 6 86
Miss H, Robinson (Cv)............... 7 6 86
Miss C, Haworth (Y) ................. 5 4 &0
Miss C. Bladen (La) .................. 7 5 82
Miss A. Cornwell (La) ............... 7 5 72
Miss J. Guinarea (Y) .....c..oeeet 3 2 67
Miss S, Midgeley (Y) ............... 3 2 67
Wnbeaten in their only match
D. Gray (Cu), P. Sanderson (Y).
JUNIOR 2nd MIDLAND
K. Jackson (E) ..oveeoovveeeereees. 6 6 100
D. Bennett (Nk) .......cocevvninna v 10 9 90
E, Wilkes (St) ... 10 9 90
G, Alden (NpP) ...oovevrvveinnnn. 14 12 86
D. Charlery (E) ....ccc.cc...... 6 5 83
S, Kimm (E) ... 8 6 75
4 3 75
14 10 72
. 12 8 67
P. Draisey (St) ....oocovvviiiiinninns 12 8 67
S Low (E) voeeooerieieeieeeeeenen 12 8 67
C. Hughes (Wa) ...........ooiiin, 6 4 67
D. Gannon (Le) ..............ooel. 14 9 o4
D, Ward (Wa) .ccoovniniiiiicnnnnen. 14 9 64
Miss S. Jones (St) ...l 6 6 100
Miss S, Watton (St) .................. 7 6 86
Miss J. Boultey (E) .......ooviennis 6 5 83
Miss M. Wallis (Np) ........coeeeeiaes 6 5 83
Miss R. Harrowven (Nk) ............ 4 3 75
Misss W Hogg (Nk) .....covvinnnnnns 4 3 75
Unbeaten in their onby match
Miss J. Hunter (Ca), Miss Y, Hall (Le), Miss
C. Hogg (Nk), Miss S. Cain (St).
JUNIOR 3rd SOUTH
R. Veale (E) ...cooovvvvviiininniinennes 6 6 100
D. Charlery (E) ...ocoooiiiininennns 4 4 100
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S, White (Ha) ..c.ccovvenivniviinnnnnn 6 5 83
T. Dowsett (E) ..ccovvrvvvvninennnnnnn. 4 3 75
G. Kendall (Ha) .....cocovvveennnenns 4 3 75
T. Penney (E) .....ococevvvviniennnnn.. 6 4 67
N Standen (Sx) .....cocoveenviniiin 8 5 63
R, Williams (He) ..o..ccovvevrennn. 8 5 63
Miss K, Tillyer (E) ..coevveieeninenne. 3 3 100
Miss Y. Brown (E) 2 2 100
Miss J. Bush (Ha) .......... 2 2 100
Miss J. Dowsett (E) 2 2 100
Miss J. Harding (He) 2 2 100
Miss J. O’Brien (Sx) 3 2 67
Unbeaten: in their only match
S. Andrew (E), Miss S. Tick (Bu), Miss L.
Chamberlain (E).
JUNIOR 3rd NORTH
M, Hankey (Ch) .......ccoceeovniiiiins 10 10 100
J. Weatherby (Ch) 0 9 90
D, Gray (Cu) ................ 8 7 88
R. McFarlane (Ch) 10 8 80
T. Kerry (Ng) oveeervevooneiriinnn 8 6 75
M, Norman (Li) ...........cocoevennnn. 10 6 60
Miss C, Buttery (Li) .....occoveenenne 5 5 100
Miss G. Hunt (Li) ......ccocvenvnnniens 3 3 100
Miss G. Golloway (Li) .................. 2 2 100
Miss D, Maguire (Ch) ............ 2 2 100
Miss J. Deakin (Ch) .....c.ccooneneen. 5 4 80
Unbeaten ini their only match
G. Stredder (Ng), Miss E, Gallagher (Cv), Miss
S. Grocott (Ng).
JUNIOR 3rd MIDLAND
M. Green (Sp) ............ e 6 6 100
N. Thomas (Sp) ......coovenviniinnnie. 5 100
M. Owen (Hr) ......coovvnviiinninnnnin. 8 89
M. Evans (St) ..ocoeerverniiniirenennnes 8 80
M. Pugh (Sp) «cvevrrniiiiiiniienennnes 8 &0
R, Cartwright (St) ...........ooen. 6 75
E, Wilkes (St) ..ooovvieiniiiininnnnann., 3 75
J. Turner (GS) ..cooovvininiinnneinnnne. 4 67
M. Lane (GS) ..cooovevrnvinivinnennnnns 6 60
M., Owens (Hr) ... 6 60
Miss C. Bradley (Ox) .... 4 80
Miss E, Highes (Ox) 2 67
Miss C. Robb (Gs) ..ccoovvvviniinnnns 3 60
Unbeaten in his only match
I, Johnston (Sp)
JUNIOR 3rd EAST
C. Leslie (Bu) ......cc.coeveeinnnn.. 8 8 100
S Harmer (Bu) ... 8 8 100
I. Haines (Bu) ...... 8 8 100
M, Harlow (Bd) .......ccooovviennnn. 8 6 75
G. White (BA) ...coooiveroerereereen. 8 6 75
Miss C. Exton (Li) .....c.ccevenennni.. 4 4 100
Miss M. Ringrose (Hu) ......... e 4 4 100
Miss G. Galloway (Li) ............... 2 2 100
Miss B, Chamberlain (Hu) ...... 4 3 75
Unbeaten in their only match
D. Brammer (Ca), Miss S, Radley (Li).
JUNIOR. 3rd WEST
K. Edwards (Wi) ..........c.oooe. 8 8 100
K. Satchell (Wi) ..., 8 8 100
G Birch (GW) ....ooooiviiiiiiii. 16 8 80
A. Coulthard (Gn) ... ............... 10 8 80
J. Morgan (Gn) ........coooeviviiini 10 8 80
B Jeanes (Gw) ...l 8 6 75
J. Chandler (Wi) ...oooovoveenrennne. 4 3 75
D. Cleveland (Wi) ....ccocveiniinnnnnn 10 7 70
A, Crook (Gn) ....coooiviiviiiiiin. 16 7 70
K. Boalch (GW) eveovevoeeeennen.. 6 4 67
Miss D, Coulthard (Gn) ............... 5 5 100
Miss W, Parker (Wi} .................. 3 3 100
Miss P. Townsend (Wi) ............... 3 3 100
Miss C. Jones (Gn) .........cceevnnien. 5 4 80
Miss C Maisey (Wi) ..............col. 4 3 75
Miss S. James (Co) ....cocovvninnnn. 5 3 60
Miss C, Rowe (AV) ...cooviviinennnnen 5 3 60
Unbeaten in their only match
Miss D, Vowles (Av), Miss A. Laidler (Av).
VETERAN MIDLAND
A, Saunders (Ng) ....c.cooovvvinnnnns 8 8 100
R. Bolton (Ng) ...ovvviveiviiunnnins 6 6 100
M. Tew (Ch) ....cocvvviviiiiiiiininnan. 8 7 838
J. Ellis (Ng) ...covorneenenn 8 6 175
J. Burraston (Ng) 8 6 75
J. Earles (Wa) ..coovvevinnennenninnnns 10 7 70

L Moran (Ch) .....ooeeeeiinn . SUPTON
J. Bishton (Cw) 6
T, Donlon (Ch) 6
Mrs. P. Hammond (Ng) ............... 5 5 100
Mrs A, Moran (Ch) .....ocoeevveennnnn, 3 3 100
Unbeaten in their only match
Mrs, P. Halsall (Cw), Mrs. S. Rogers (Cw).
VETERAN EAST
G. Harris (K) ..oooovvvenieieeininninn., 8 7 88
F Lockwood (E) ..........ccevenenes 8 7 88
V. Ireland (E) ©...ooooveiininninnnnn..n, 6 5 83
L. Fountain (E) ......ccooeevuviennnnn, 8 6 75
D. Hope (Mi) .....cocoveniniiniinninnnn, 0 7 70
T. Kirby (Mi) ..ooooovviieineanan.n 0 7 70
G. Bax (He) .....cooovvieiieniinininn 6 4 67
M. Wilson (K) ......cooeeveieennnnnnnn., 6 4 67
Mrs, M, Symes (Mi) ... 4 4 100
Mrs. F. Birkbeck (E) .................. 5 4 80
Mrs J. Brenchley (K) ...........oeeae. 4 3 75
Unbeaten in their only match
S Battrick (E), Mrs P. Challis (E), Mrs P.
Butcher (K).
VETERAN WEST
R. Lush (Ha) ..cooovvvviiinenninnnnnnn, 8 7 &8
G. Roberts (OX) ..cocvvveeiniivninnnens 8 7 88
A, Davies (Ox) ...ccovvevininninnenne. 6 5 83
B, Halliday (Ox) ...cccocvvviennnenn. 4 3 75
C. Bush (Do) ....ccceviviieeinneniian, 6 4 67
G. Philpott (Ha) ....ocoeeninnienen, 6 4 67
G, Holley (Ha) .....ccooeveivennnnn. 8 5 63
M, Crane (WO) ....ccoovviivivenninnn.. 5 3 60
Mrs, D Gray (Ha) .....oooevniinnnn. 4 4 100
Mrs., G. Hazel (Wi).....ooeooeveean. 4 3 75
All the ‘“‘honours’’ in the Dunstable and

District Table Tennis League have now been
allocated with the pride of place going to AC
Delco B who achieved a double of the Third
Division championship and the Janes Knockout
Cup without losing a match,

This was even more remarkable when it is
realised that included among their team were
12 and nine-year-old sisters Jackie and Lisa
Bellinger who were making their first appear-
ances in the Dunstable league.

They completed their season with Jackie taking
two titles — Handicap Singles and Division
Three singles — at the league championships
whilst Lisa was runner up in the Ladies and
Division Three singles, The pair of them finished
second in the Handicap Doubles event.

Dunstable Vauxhall again emphasised their
superiority in the league when their large strong
squad took the first division title once more

whilst the ‘A’ team took the second division
championship after a long battle with Index
Sports.

Proof that interest in the Dunstable League is
building up was shown by the fact that 203
entries were received for all eight tournaments of
the League championships.

Any clubs interested in joining should contact
either Bob Boulton (Dunstable 608771) or Dave
Bradshaw (67374 home).

Sportswell Tracksuits

80% Terylene 209 Easy wash—
quick dry. Exceptional vaiue and price. Colours: Royal/

polyester, cotton.

White trim. Navy/Light Blue trim. Black/Red
trim. Let us have your chest and inside leg F
measurements.  Chest sizes: 247—30” £6.60. Sy
327—38” £7.95. 40”—46” £8.40. Money

refunded if not satisfied and goods returned within
7 days. Send cheque or postal order to:
WELBECK SPORTS,
Department T.T.N. §/77,
Florence Street, HUCKNALL,
Notts, NG15 6EB.
We also stock Shirts, Shorts, Hooded Training
Tops, Jude and Karate Suits. Brochure now
avaifable. Club orders welcome. Good discount
offered on  elub  orders.
-9
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3 MIDLAND

Glamorgan IT ......... 5 5 0 0 42
Leicestershire II 5 4 0 1 34
Staffordshire II ...... 5 3 0 2 28
Northants I1 5 2 0 3 17
Shropshire ... 51 0 4 19
Clwyd II ............ 5 0 0 5 10
3 EAST .

Suffolk ............... 4 3 1 0 27
Norfolk II ............ 4 2 1 1 22
Hertfordshire 11 ...... 4 1 2 1 21
Cambridgeshire II ... 4 1 1 2 14
Huntingdonshire ...... 4 01 3 16
3 WEST

Dorset ......oooiennn. 54 1 0 33
Worcestershire 1I ... 5 3 1 1 30
Cornwall ............ 5 3 1 1 27
Avon IT ........ccveen 51 1 3 23
Herefordshire ......... 5 1 1 3 18
Gloucestershire ...... 5 0 1 4 19
JUNIOR PREMIER

Yorkshire ............ 7 6 01 49
Middlesex ............ 7 6 0 1 48
Essex ....ceciennnnn. 7 4 1 2 40
Cleveland ............ 7 2 2 3 36
Berkshire ............ 7 3 0 4 26
SUITEY  ..vvevverennnns 7 2 0 5 26
Hertfordshire ......... 7 2 06 5 25
Kent ......covvveninnns 7 2 0 5 24

COUNTY CHAMPIONSHIPS
Final averages 1976-77

Qualification—2 matches and 60% (50%
Division)

PREMIER

P
D, Neale (Cv) cooviiiiiniiiiinnns 12
J.) Walker (Cv) ...........a 12
D, Douglas (Wa) 8
N. Jarvis (Cv) 8
D, Tan (Mi) 10
J. Hilton (Ch) 14
R. Wiley (Cv) 6
D, Johnson (Wa) 14
D, Munt (Wa) ..ieceniiniinnnn. 14
A, Fletcher (Y)‘ 10
A. Clayton (Y) ....... 12
M, Crimmins (Sy) 14
D Brown (E) 12
R. Potton (E) 12
A. Barden (Mi) 8
A, Hydes (Y) ....... 6
D. Newman (E) 6
B. Johns (Ch) ..eevieeeineiiniiiinnnnn. 4
Miss C. Knght (Cv) ..ooeveiineannnns 7
Miss L, Howard (Sy) ...cocoveeerenenns 6
Miss K. Rogers (Le) ..ooovveevieninnns 4
Miss S. Lisle (Ch) ...ooovvenvinieinn. 7
Mrs. L. Radford (E) ......coovvvninnns 5

Unbeaten in their only match,
S. Gibbs (E), Miss J. Mitchell (Sy).

2nd SOUTH

R. Chandler (Sx) ....ocooiiiiiiinns 10
C. Morris (K) ..ooooviiiiiiiininn 10
J. Kennedy (K) ..Jcceiiiiiiiinnns 4
S, Gibbs (E) .covvevreriecniiiniinnnn, 10
D. Wells (Mi) .ooovviiviviinnnnnnnn 6
D. Iszatt (E) ..coooiiiiiiiiiiinnns 8
I. Kenyon (K) ..oeeveeiiiiiiiennnns 10
G. Pugh (Sx) ..cooooviiiiiiinn 10
Mrs. B, Clayton (Mi) 5
Miss S. Hession (E) .....c.ooonis 3
Miss C, Randall (Sx) ..coooovvvvnreins 5
Miss L. Barrow (E) ........c.c.oeet. 3
Miss D. Gard (SX), .vevevervtnenniiannns 5

Unbeaten in their only match

16
22
33
31
40

13
18
19

24

17
20
23
27
32
31

21
22
24
34
44
44
45
46
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K. Jackson, G, Drew (E), J. Dabin (K)
G. Sandley (M.l),., Miss E. Bolton (K) Miss M.

Sangster (Mi),

2nd NORTH

D. Parker (La) 10
R. Wiley (Cv) 4
R. Hazelwood (YY) .iooceriiiiiinnns 6
P. Bowen (La) ...cooocciviiiiiininns 10
A. Metcalfe (Y) oviirerncaennnn. 10
K. Beadsley (Y) ..ocoovviiiiiiiieenne 4
P, McQueen (CV)  coovevvrninnnennns 4

—_

wwwoonnh~h O

10U
92
88
58
80
79
67
64
64
60
58
57
50
50
50
50
50
50
86
83
75
71
60

100
80
75
70
67
63
60
60

100

100
80
67
60

100
100
83
80
80
75
75

P WAvVY
K. Paxton (Du) ..... Mrtreaeans 4 3 7
C. Heap (La) .ceovvvcvivirinnenanenns 10 7 70
A, Clark (Nd) ...coooviiniiiineneans ... 10 7 70
M. Harrison (Y) .ccocveiniiiiiiininen. 6 4 67
Miss A Tierney (Cv) ...... Beeeiiennnn 3 3 100
Miss S, Jenkins (Du) .................. 2 2 100
Miss, J, Williams (Cv) ....c.ccoeeee. 2 2 100
Miss H, Shields (Y) ........oceevienn. 5 4 80
Miss S. Hunt (Li) .....cooovevinnnnnns 4 3 75
Miss J, McLean (Y) .ocovvervnenes 4 3 75
Miss L, Bainbridge (Du) ............ 5 3 60
Miss J. White (Li) ......cocovveennnnn. 5 3 60

Unbeaten in their only match
R. Hall (Du),

2nd MIDLAND

W_ Percival (Ch) ......... e 4
G. Davies (Gn) .....cocovvenvinienne. 10
D. Schofield (Ch) 10
D. Constance (Ch) 8
A, CGriffiths (Gn) 8
B. Hayward (Wa) 8
W, Hussey (Gn) ...............ooonnel 4
P, Judd (Wa) ..o, 4
A, Isaac (St) .oovivirnine, 10
Miss J. Carr (St) ....ocoovviiiiiiiinn, 4
Mrs, J. Billington (Dy) ............... 3
Miss S Jones (St) ..ol 3
Miss M. Mellor (Dy) .................. 2
Miss D, Griffiths (Wa) ...c.co.oeeenne 5
Mrs D, Schofield (Ch) .............. > 5

Unbeaten in their only match
B. Johns (Ch), K. Fellows (St)
Miss S, Cain (St).

2nd EAST

P. Day (Ca) ..coooooeviiiiiiiii, 4
M. Harper (Ca) ....ocooovevimnnennnn. 10
M, Musson (NK) .....cocooovvvniennnane 10
K Richardson (Ca) 10
C. Bensley (Nk) 4
J. Proftitt (He) 10
A, Watson (Bu) ...l 8
L, Wooding (Bu) ..........ccooeeenn. 10
Mrs. B. Hammond (Bd) ............ 5
Mrs J. Reeves (Bd) .................. 5
Miss A, Wallis (Np) ............oo..e 5
Mrs C. Bane (Np) .......cooovvninnnin, 4
Mrs B. Stevens (Bu) .................. 4

Unbeaten in their only match
Mrs D, Baines (He),

2nd WEST

C. Sewel (Av) ...cocoviiiiiiiin 10
M. Weilbas (BK) .....coooovvvinininnnn 4
B. Parkins (Dv) ...l 6
W. Molding (Wi) ...l 10
D. Reeves (Bk) ......ocooivviiinnins 10
T. Bruce (Wi) ...cooooiiiiini. 12
B, Reeves (S0) ..oovveriiiiiiniinn 12
C. Shetler (Wi) ... + 12
C. Benson (WO) ......coociieiiiiinnen. 8
Miss C. Reeves (Bk) ..p..cooo.... 6
Miss K Witt (Bk) ...............onis 6
Miss A, Boyce (Wi) ...l 4
Miss A, Taft Heath (So) ............ 3
Miss P, Mortimor (Dv) ............... 2
Miss J. Wilson (So) 4
Mrs. P, Oung (Wi) 5
Miss K. Rowe (Dv) 5
Unbeaten in their only match

P. Trott (Bk), D. Baddeley (Wo),
Lamb (Dv), Miss D. Sherman (Wi),

3rd SOUTH

P, Beck (K) .ooooiiiiiiiniin. 6
M. Harlow (Bd) .....ccooeiiiiennnenns 4
D Randell (E) ...ocooeviinninnnins 4
J. Drew (E) .oviiiiiiiiiins 7
K. Horton (SX) ...cocvvveiviiiiianine. 10
E. Emecz (SX) .iooiiiiiiiiiiiiiaann. 5
P, Smith (SX) ...coveviiieniniiinnns 9
J. Cooper (Bu) .......cococeiiiiinins 6
Mrs, L, Barrow (E) ................. 3
“Mrs. J. Dunkin (K) ... 3
Mrs, T, Pickard (E)........oooiiiiil 2
Miss J. Reading (Sx) .....coocoeeneet. 5
Miss A, Mock (Sx).......ccoveiviinnen 4
Miss M. Dignum (K) ......ccevneneee 3
Miss S. Lines (Bu) .....ccoocociennns 3

Miss S, Broadbent (Y).
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Miss M, Wallis (Np).
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Unbeaten in their only match

D, Gilbert (Bd), L. Smith (E), S. Kimm (E),

T. Farley (K), Mrs. H. Roberts (Bd), Mrs M.
Nash (E), Mrs, E Hammond (He), Miss J.
Glazebrook (He), Miss C, Webster (He), Miss L.
Chesson (K), Miss A, Gedge (Sx).
3rd NORTH

P WAvY
A, Croome (Ng) ...cocoovivieniinninnn. 8§ 8 100
D. Marples (Dy) .eovovieveniinecnnnns 4 4 100
I. Smith (La) ..ccoovriiiiiiiiiiien, 10 9 90
J. Marshall (La) .cccoovevinveneennnes 8 7 88
G. Stredder (Ng) ..coovoeveiriennnnen. 10 7 70
B, Towell (Cu) ...ccooevvevenvninnnnen. 10 7 70
A Whittle (La) .coeervivinniiannnnns 10 7 70
Miss A, Marples (Dy) ............eeue 4 4 100
Miss I, Farrer (La) .....ccococeenen.. 2 2 100
Mrs, G. Stocks (Ng) .cccooovviiininen. 5 4 80
Miss M, Deakin (Dy) ............. .. 3 2 67
Miss V. Lloyd (La)............... aeees 5 3 60
Unbeaten in their only match
T. Moran (Dy), B, Clements (La), Miss J.

Griffin (Dy), Miss G, Smith (Cu), Miss L. Clark
(Nd), Miss V Smith (Nd), Miss J. Hobson (Nd).

3rd MIDLAND

G. Hall (Le) ....ccoveviiniininninnns 4 4 100
R. Bishop (Gn) .....coocvviiiiiine 8 7 88
F. Anderson (Gn) ........ccoceeunnn.. 6 5 83
K, Fellows (St) .....cocooviniiniinen. 8 6 75
P. Smith (Le) ...coooviiiinniiininiin, 16 7 70
R. Heggarty (Gn) 6 4 67
S. Dunning (St) ..vcoovviieviniiinennn. 8 5 63
B, Mayfield (Le) .......oocovvvnennne. 10 6 60
Mrs, E. Shaler (Le) .........c........ 5 5 100
Miss D, Coulthard (Gn) ............... 2 2 100
Miss K Rogers (Le) .................. 2 2 100
Miss S Watton (St) .................. 4 3 75
Miss M. Wallace (Np) ............ 3 2 67
Mrs, C. Price (Np) ..ccovveiiennnn. 5 3 60

Unbeaten in their only match

G. Evans (Gn), M. Newman (Le), A. Rich (St),

Miss S, Coulson (Gn), Miss V. Duffin (Gn), Miss
J. Revil (Le), Miss J. Porter (Np).

3rd EAST

J. Kitchener (Sk) .......coeovvuennnns 6 6 100
T, Bunn (Nk) ...c.oooiiiiiiicninn, 6 5 83
R, Hellaby (Sk) .....ccoooeviiiniennnns 8 6 75
M, Palmer (Sk) ...ocoeeeiiiniiinn. 8 6 75
C. Bensley (NK) ...cccoovvvviiiinnnnnn. 6 4 67
B. White (He) ....ccoovvvrinnnnne. 6 4 67
A, Lamprell (Hu) .......ccooveinnen. 8 5 63
Miss R. Newman (Ca) ............... 2 2 100
Mrs. B, Pace (Hu) ........co.ooennins 4 3 75
Miss B Peters (He) 4 3 75
Miss J. Faiers (Sk) ............... ‘ 3 2 67
Mrs, V. Parkes (Ca) 3 2 67
Unbeatenr in their only match

A, Littlechild (Ca), J. Turner (Nk), Mrs D.
Baines (He), Miss B, Chamberlain (Hu),

3rd WEST

D. Harvey (Gs) ......cocvevvinnnes 10 9 90
N. Bottomley (Wo) v, 8 7 88
R. Murray (Av) ..ooocviviiiiininnnn, 10 7 70
C. Bush (Do) .coccvinvinniniens 8 5 63
B. Belcher (Wo) .....cccovvenniennnnn. 10 6 60
R. Oldfield (Av) ...ccoveivvnenan.. 10 6 60
M, Wood (AV) .ioeiriiviiiiiiiiiiin, 10 6 60
Mrs J. Coop (DO) .eoeverinvinnnnnnnn. 4 4 100
Miss J. New (Do) ....ccoevvvenannnn. 4 4 100
Miss C. Robb (Gs) 2 2 100
Miss W. Mayer (Co) 5 4 80
Mrs B. Rapsey (Co) 5 4 80
Miss V. Crwys (Gs) 3 2 67
Unbeaten in their only match

M. Owens (Hr), Mrs J. Applin (Do)

JUNIOR PREMIER

K. Jackson (E) ....cccovvviinininnnn. 8 8 100
M. Harrison (Y) ...... Maeren e 12 10 83
K. Beadsley (Y) ..ccoveevinninnnnnnini. 12 9 75
S. Kimm (E) ..oocvveviiniiiininnn., 4 -3 75
M, Shuttle (Sy) ..cooovvveininenninnnn, 4 3 75
S, Boxall (SY) «cvteveiiiiiiiniininn, 14 10 72
R, Jermyn (He) .........occooveniins 14 10 72
S. Mills (Y) coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiineens 14 10 72
D. Wells (Mi) ....cooovviiiiiiiinnnne. 14 10 72

Continued on Page 36
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5, Buckin; hire 4

Griffiths bt Wooding 19, 18; bt Clark 16, 8.

Davies bt Wooding 16, -12, 12; lost to Watson
-20 -11,

Evans bt Clark 6, 13; lost to Watson -17, -10.

Davies/Griffiths bt Clark/Wooding 16, -17, 7.

Coulthard lost to Jean Williams -11, -14.

Evans/Coulthard lost to Watson/Williams -19,
-13,

Berkshire 5, Lancashire 4

Reeves lost to Parker -21, -21; bt Bowen 20, 19.

Heaps lost to Parker -15, -17; bt Heap 15, 17.

Wellman lost to Bowen -15, -20; bt Heap 15,14.

Heaps/Wellman lost to Bowen/Parker 11, -15,
-18.

Witt bt Alexander 14, 15.

Reeves/Reeves bt Smith/Alexander 7, 14.

Buckinghamshire 1, Berkshire 8

Wooding bt Reeves 13, 16; lost to Heaps -14, -8.

Watson lost to Reeves -20, -11; lost to Wellman
-15, -18.

Leslie lost to Heaps -17, -17; lost to Wellman
-9, -16,

Clark/Wooding lost to Heaps/Wellman -12, -18.

Williams lost to Witt -6, -6.

Watson/Williams lost to Reeves/Reeves -11, -15.

Sussex 2, Glamorgan 5

Chandler lost to Griffiths
19, 16.

Pugh lost to Griffiths -18, -22,

Clarke lost to Evans -11, -13.

Chandler/Pugh lost to Davies/Griffiths -8, -16.

Gard bt Wheatley 14, 14.

Clarke/Randall lost Evans/Coulthard -11, 19, -19.

JUNIOR PROMOTION CHALLENGE

April 16/17th, 1977, at the Barnet Table Tennis
Centre,

The two Junior Premier Division places vacated
by Hertfordshire and Kent will be filled next
season by Lancashire and Devon, the bold
challenges by Staffordshire and Sussex failed, but
it could have been a diflerent story . . .

1st Session
Sussex v Staffs

Lancs v Devon

Sussex started in a remarkable manner, but
had to be content with a draw against Stafford-
shire in the opening match—Sussex were leading
5-4, but Eddie Wilkes levelled it for Staffs beat-
ing Malcolm Francis -19, 13, 19,

Meanwhile, Lancashire boys were dominating
the opening sets in their match against Devon
(appearing that Devon were feeling the effects of
the long journey more than Lancs), but with the
girls games going to Devon, Lancs 3-0 lead went
to 5-3, then Shearman put the cat amongst the
pigeons by beating Turner bringing Devon within
the reach of a share in the points, but Cowley
was too good for Whiting and Lancs won 6-4.

2nd Session
Lancs v Staffs

Devon v Sussex

A good night's rest at the South Mimms Crest
Motel and the four Counties were fighting fit and
ready for the battle—or were they?

Staffordshire were giving some of their lower
ranked players a knock, gaining successes in two
GS in an 8-2 defeat; Lancs’ GD, win (Carol
Bladen and Angela Cornwell over Shirley Cain
and Jill Harris) impressive,

It was a different Devon side (same players
though) that opposed Sussex on the other table
—both remembering the 6-4 win to Devon earlier
in the season—and that could have gone either
way. . . .
y. until Mike Shearman took to the table
against Graham Gillett (one of Sussex’s bankers?)
and won putting Devon 1-0 up. After this Devon
brimmed with confidence giving Sussex their only
consolation in Gillett’s other set.

At Sunday lunch time, the situation was that,
irrespective of the result of the last two matches,
Lancashire had gained promotion; Devon, Staffs
and Sussex still had to fight, although Devon
required to draw against Staffs to ensure promo-

-13, -17; bt Davies
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tion; both Staffs and Sussex wanted wins against
Devon and Lancs respectively!

3nd Session
Staffs v Devon

Sussex v Lancashire

At the half-way stage in each match both Lancs
and Devon were leading 4-1 and the writing was
on the wall, but Sussex and Staffs had different
ideas.

From 1-4 down, Staffs took the next two against
Devon and it was 3-4, within striking distance
and promotion, but Devon steadied their rocking
boat, taking their tally to six, before allowing
Staffordshire the final set,

From 1-4 down, Sussex really shook Lancashire
taking the next four sets and led 5-4 after nine,
and although promotion was not on, Lancashire
salvaged some pride when Turner beat Moore 9,
19 in the final set.

Sussex 5, Staffordshire 5
G. Gillet bt A, Bellingham 17, 14; bt P. Draisey

13, -12, 15,

M. Francis lost to Bellingham 22, -10, -11; lost

to E, Wilkes 19, -13, -19,

S. Moore bt Draisey 19, 12; bt Wilkes -16, 16, 19.
Gillett/Moore bt Bellingham/A. Dixon 14, 19.
Helen O’Brien lost to Suzanne Watton 17, -15,

-14.

Diane Phur lost to Shirley Cain -16, -14,

O’ Brien/Phur lost to Cain/Jill Harris -13, -16.
Lancashire 6, Devon 4

A, O'Connor bt T, Fairbanks 19,

Shearman -21, 15, 11,

S. Cowley bt Fairbanks 16, 20; bt P. Whiting 19,

16.

S. Tumner lost to Shearman
Whiting 18, 13.
Cowley/O’Connor bt Shearman/ Whiting 12, -13,

15,

Carol Bladen lost to Elaine Lamb -15, -18,

Rita Ashton lost to Carol Butler -14, -14.

Bladen/Angela Cornwell lost to Butler/Lamb -19,
-19,

Lancashire 8, Staffordshire 2

O’Connor bt Bellingham 10, 16; bt A, Rich 15,

13.

Cowley bt Bellingham 17, 16; bt Dixon 14, 11.
P, Rainford bt Rich -15, 15, 18; bt Dixon 16, 17.
Cowley/0’Connor bt Bellingham/Dixon 16, 20.
Bladen lost to Watton -11,- 13.

Comwell lost to Cain -9, -17. .
Bladen/Cornwell bt Cain/Harris 8, -16, 16.
Devon 9, Sussex 1

Fairbanks lost to Gillett -17, -15; bt Francis 14,

11.

Shearman bt Gillet 18, 21; bt Moore 14, 16.
Whiting bt Francis -18, 19, 16; bt Moore 16, 17.
Shearman/Whiting bt Gillett/Moore 16, 19.
Lamb bt O’Brien 14, -21, 12,

Butler bt Phur 12, 11.

Butler/Lamb bt O’'Brien/Phur 17, 13,
Staffordshire 4, Devon 6

Bellingham bt Shearman -16, 14, 18;

Whiting 19, -19, -17.

Draisey lost to Shearman -17, -20; bt M, Hodges

13, 14.

Wilkes lost to Whiting -13, -21; bt M. Hodges

-19, 17, 16,
Bellingham/Draisey

-18, 16, -11.
Watton lost to Lamb -10, -14,

Cain bt Norma Pine -15, 19, 23,
Cain/Watton lost to Butler/Lamb -17, -15,

Sussex 5, Lancashire 5
Gillett bt O’Connor -13, 18, 19;; bt Cowley 19, 12.

16; bt M.

-20, 13, -14; bt

lost to

lost to Shearman/Whiting

" Moore lost to O’Connor -10, -14; lost to Turner

9, -19.

N, Standen bt Cowley 20, -18, 17; lost to Turner,
-14, -8.

Gillett/Moore lost to Cowley/O’Connor -20, 10,
-13.

O’Brien bt Cornwell 13, 13,

Phur bt Ashton 20, 17.

O'Brien/Phur lost to Bladen/Cornwell 9, -14, -13.

VETERAN CHALLENGE

April 16th, 1977, at the Ellenborough Club,
Enfield.

Middlesex, in their first season at this level,

have won the overall veteran championship and
with it the Phyllis Lauder Trophy. Middlesex
didn’t ‘walk it’, as some might have expected
since Nottinghamshire could have sown it up
after their first two matches victors over Middle-
sex 6-3, and against Hampshire—4-all, D, Pearson
was game and 19-14 up against G, Philpott in the
last set, but ‘blew it’ so Notts eventually lost 4-5
to Hampshire!

The three Counties knew that anything could
happen, the impossible had happened once—could
it happen again? All Hampshire had to do to
clinch the championship was to beat Middlesex;
Middlesex had to beat Hampshire at least 7-2 to
be considered against Notts on sets average;
Notts were sitting it out in the bar hoping
Middlesex would win 5-4 or 6-3!

Hampshire were soon out of the hunt, with
two very close finishes going against them and
Middlesex were leading 5-1, at which peoint John
Wright started adding up the sets—one more
success to Hampshire would give outright cham-
pionship to Notts—Middlesex had to win 8-1!

Seventh set was a fine affair with Ray Lush
giving Don Smith and Middlesex a run for their
money, but Smith just made it 21-18 in the
decider;—Middlesex 6-1 up; the last two sets
both went to Middlesex as well and both iwo
straight creating that County’s biggest win of the
season!

Details

Nottinghamshire beat Middlesex 6-3

A. Saunders bt D, Smith 10, 13; bt D. Hope 8, 10.
R. Bolton bt Smith -17, 19, 18; lost to T. Kirby
-11, -18,

D. Pearson lost to Hope -8, -9; lost to Kirby -14,

-16,

Bolton/Pearson bt Hope/Smith 19, -10, 20 (was

14-20 in decider!).

Mrs P. Hammond bt Mrs M. Symes 14, 16.
Saunders/Hammond bt Kirby/Symes 18, 17.

HAMPSHIRE beat NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 5-4

R, Lush bt Saunders 19, 19; bt Bolton -13, 18; 17,

G. Philpott lost to Saunders -11, -14; bt Pearson
-18 19, 9.

G. Holley lost to Bolton -8, -11; bt Pearson 20,
6

Hol'ley/Philpott lost to Bolton/Pearson -16, 15,
-16.

Mrs, D. Gray bt Mrs, Hammond 17, 12.

Lush/Gray lost to Saunders/Hammond -17, -17.

MIDDLESEX beat HAMPSHIRE 8-1

Smith bt Lush 14, -17, 18; bt Philpott 16, 17.
Hope bt Lush 14, -18, 20; bt Holley 17, 14,
Kirby bt Philpott 10, 19; bt Holley -20, 16, 21.
Hope/Smith lost to Holley/Bush -14, -18.
Symes bt Gray 18, 8.

Kirby/Symes bt Philpott/Gray -16, 13, 12.

»

Positions P W L F A P
Middlesex .........oceeenn. 2 1 1 11 7 2
Nottinghamshire ......... 2 1 1 10 8 2
Hampshire .................. 2 1 1 6 12 2
FINAL
COUNTY CHAMPIONSHIPS TABLES
FWD L F A P
PREMIER
Cleveland 7 6 — 1 49 14 12
Essex ......... 7 5— 2 30 33 10
Middlesex 7 4 — 3 34 29 8
Warwickshire 7 4— 3 34 29 8
Surrey .........e...l 7 3 — 4 31 32 6
Yorkshire 7 3— 4 28 35 6
Cheshire ............... 7 3— 4 26 37 6
Leicestershire ......... 7 0— 7 20 43 0
2 SOUTH
Sussex 54 1 0 36 14 9
Kent 53 2 0 33 17 8
Essex II 53 11 32 18 7
Middlesex II 5 2 0 3 24 26 4
Hampshire 51 0 4 12 38 2
Surrey II 50 0 5 13 37 0
2 NORTH )
Yorkshire IT ......... 541 0 36 14 9
Lancashire ............ 54 0 1 35 15 8
Cleveland IT ......... 52 1 2 30 20 5
Northumberland 5 2 1 2 19 31 5
Durham ............... 51 1 3 18 42 3
Lincolnshire ..... ceen 5 0 0 5 12 38 O

Continued on Page 37



County Championships Round-up

by BOB BRIDGES

PREMIER TITLES GO NORTH

As reported, briefly, last month, it's Cheshire
that join Leicestershite for ihe drop into the
Second Division (the same Sccond Division?) after
a few more results that defied the form book.
Cleveland had won the Premicr Division whatever
the outcome of outstanding matches, but a surprise
was that Essex were runners-up.

Yorkshire have won the Junior Premier
championship after defeating Essex 7-3, putting
Middlesex into second place,

PREMIER

Yorkshire 2, Surrey 7

A, Clayton lost to M. Crimmins -19, 19, -21; beat
D. Welsman 14, 13,

K. Beadsley lost to Crimmins -11, -23; lost to S.
Lyons -18, 15, -14.

M, Harrison lost to Welsman -19, 14, -18; lost to
Lyons -15, -14.

Beadsley /Harrison lost to Crimmins/Welsman -20,
14, -16,

Melody Ludi lost to Linda Howard 17, -21, -12.

Clayton/Miss Ludi bt Lyons/Miss Howard 14, 17.

Cleveland |4, Essex 5

D. Neale bt R. Potton -19, 8, 12; bt D. Newman
9, 11

p. McQueen lost to Potton -14, -19; lost to S.
Gibbs -19, -12,

A. Martin lost to Newman -17, 19, -16; lost 1o
Gibbs -10, -12,

McQueen/Neale bt Newman/Potton 20, 18.

Carol Knight bt Leslie Radford 10, 7.

Martin/Miss Knight lost to Gibbs/Mrs,
-14, -17,

Essex 6, Yorkshire 3

I. Horsham lost to L, Clayton 15, -19, -16; lost to
A. Fletcher -18, -24.

R, Potton bt Clayton 19,

Radford

-13, 7; bt A. Metcalfe

11 =20, 22,
D. Brown lost to Fletcher -19, -13; bt Metcalfe 19,
20,

Brown/Potton bt Clayton/Fletcher 11, 17.

Lesley Radford bt Melody Ludi 18, -19, 15.

Horsham/Mrs. Radford bt Metcalfe/Miss Ludi 18,
12.

SECOND DIVISION SOUTH
Hampshire 2, Essex II 8

SECOND DIVISION NORTH
Cleveland II 4, Lancashire 6

THIRD DIVISION MIDLAND
Glamorgan II 10, Clwyd II 0
(conceded by Clwyd)

THIRD DIVISION EAST
Norfolk II 3, Suffolk 7

THIRD DIVISION WEST
Cornwall 5, Worcestershire IT 5

JUNIOR PREMIER

Essex 3, Yorkshire 7

D. Newman lost to K, Beadsley -15,
M. Harrison 16, -17, -19,

L. Smith lost to Beadsley -17, 13, -17; bt S. Mills
-14, 13, 19.

S. Low lost to Harrison -14,
-19,

Newman/Smith bt Beadsley/Harrison 15, -16, 17.

Helen Gore lost to Linda Hryszko -14, -10

Elaine Sayer bt Sally Midgeléy -21, 17, 17.

Miss Gore/Miss Sayer lost to MISS H_ryszko/Miss
Midgeley -13, 17, -11,

It’s pleasing to report ‘that the Leslie Forrest
Memorial Trophy has been awarded this year to
Bert Dainty of Y.orkshire.

SENIOR PROMOTION CHALLENGE

April 30th/May 1st, 1977, at St. Neots Table
Tennis Club,

After the closest of ‘Challenges’ for many years,
Berkshire and Glamorgan will be playing in the
Premier Division of the County Championships
next season in place of relegated Leicestershire
and Cheshire,

-17; lost to

-17; lost to Mills -16,

No County went unscathed, and as the third
session of matches got under way on Sunday
morning, Lancashire were favourites for promo-
tion having won their opening matches on Sat-
urday, but their challenge faded with defeats by
Sussex first, then Berkshire, while Sussex were
suddenly in contention with that win over Lanc-
ashire; in the end promotion was won almost by
sudden-death play-offs, with the winners of the
fourth session Berks v Lancs obtaining one of the
promotion places, and the winner of Glamorgan
and Sussex taking the other, in the final session.
1st Session
Berkshire v Sussex
Buckinghamshire v Lancashire
Berkshire’'s 7-2 win over Sussex was flattering
and Sussex can talk of the one that got away—
the first set where Roger Chandler led Simon
Heaps 20-16 in the decider, but lost it 21-23!
Berks then grabbed the next four and the re-
mainder of the match was of academic interest.

Lancashire were also flattered by the extent cf
their 8-1 over Bucks—five required a decider and
Clive Heap only beat Alec Watson 23-21 in the
decider of their set after expedite had been
called with Watson leading 18-17 in that final
game, Otherwise Donald Parker and Phil Bowen
too good.
2nd Session
Lancs v Glamorgan

Sussex v Bucks,

With success in these Challenges ‘seemingly’ on
the Lancs v Glamorgan match, Glamorgan were
not surprisingly bouyant as they led 3-1, but
Lancashire’s strength was to come and took the
lead at 4-3; Graham Davies disposed of Heap to
make it 4-all, but Bowen made no mistake as
he produced some class to beat George Evans
and win the match for Lancs.

Luckless Buckinghamshire victims of Sussex
increasing in confidence, Sussex just that bit
better all the way through-—but Bucks weren’t
as outclassed as the score suggests.
3rd Session
Lancashire v Sussex
Glamorgan v Berkshire

Chandler’s win over Bowen in the first set (18
in the third) gave Sussex the edge, and Lancs
found themselves 1-3 down again (as they were
the previous evening against Glamorgan—they
won that match!), However, Sussex women were
stronger than Glamorgan’s and it was up to
Heap to save the match for Lancs with the
score 3-4 playing Gerald Pugh Heap put up a
tremendous fight and recovered from a seemingly
hopeless position in second after losing first; alas,
Pugh just made it 19 and 22!

Friendly atmosphere destroyed by escalation in
events during the Heaps/Alan Griffiths set after
Ken Green had faulted Heaps on a couple of
services; Griffiths was badly affected by events
and saw his 8-1 lead in first go before losing
-16 -12; Glamorgan eased home 5-4 and with
Sussex beating Lancashire, each of the five
Counties had lost one match,
4th Sesssion
Glamorgan v Buckinghamshire
Berkshire v Lancashire

Bucks showed that their two heavy defeats the
previous evening were not a true indication of
their strength by making Glamorgan work and
sweat, Bucks never held the lead,but pulled
back from 0-2 down to 2-all; and were level at
3-all before Griffiths beat Wooding 19 and 18 and
Evans seemingly easily took Tony Clark to pieces
to give Glamorgan a winning 5-3 lead.

Lancashire’s last match, and defeat would cost

them promotion; the two sets that beat them were
David Reeves’ 20, 19 win over Bowen (the

second set of the match) and Andy Wellman’s
15, 14 win over Heap (thlrd set of the match)
then with Berkshire’s women’s strength never in
doubt, they led 4-2, but Parker and Bowen
weren't done yet beating Reeves and Wellman
respectively putting the score at 4-all and leaving
it up to Heap, again, Simon Heaps beat him
15-17 to give Berkshire the match and just Bucks
stood between them and promotion,

5th Session
Buckinghamshire v Berkshire

Sussex v Glamorgan

Berkshire were not having any nonsense and
accounted for Bucks 8-1 all sets two-straight.
Berkshire promoted to Premier Division, for the
first time in their history.

Winners of Sussex and Glamorgan match gain
promotion with Berkshire, Pugh and Grifaiths
fought out a tight opener, but the more experien-
ced Welshman pulled it off 18, 22; but the prize
was affecting everyone—second set Chandler beat
Davies and the score stood 1-1. Still anyone’s
match?

Glamorgan went 2-1 up when Evans accounted
for John Clarke 11-13, then the Mixed, which
Sussex needed to win but didn’t: they only went
down 19 in the third (after a five minute
argument at change of ends at 10-5 in the third
as to who should be serving and receiving—at
this levelll!l). Diane Gard’s win over Kim Wheat-
ley was Sussex’s only other consolation as
Glamorgan surged to a 5-2 win.
Details
Berkshire 7, Sussex 2
D Reeves lost to R. Chandler -11,

Pugh 12, 12.

S. Heaps bt Chandler -18, 17, 21; bt J. Clarke

12, 21,

A. Wellman lost to Pugh -16,

18, 20.

Heaps/Wellman bt Chandler/Pugh 18,
Karen Witt bt Diane Gard 10, 12.
Reeves/Caroline Reeves bt Clark/Carol Randall

8, 18,

Buckinghamshire 1, Lancashire 8

-18; bt G.

-17; bt Clarke
-17, 15.

L. Wooding lost to D, Parker -11, -12; lost to
P, Bowen -13 -17.

A, Clark lost to Parker -15, -14; bt C. Heap 14,
-17, 19.

A. Watson lost to Bowen 18,
Heap -17, 18 -21.
Watson/Woodmg lost to Bowen/Parker -17,
Brenda Stevens lost to Wendy Shaw -18, 19,
Clarke/Stevens lost to Heap/Shaw -17, 10, -14.
Lancashire 5, Glamo;
Parker bt A. Griffiths 17,

-11, -14; lost to

-19.

4
-15, 14; bt G. Davies

17, 14.

Bowen lost to Griffiths 17, -20, -7; bt G, Evans
12 11,

Heap lost to Davis -9, -14; lost to Evans -12,
14, -18

Bowen/Parker bt Davies/Griffiths -20, 4, 18.

Shaw bt Kim Wheatley 14, -15, 15,
Heap/Sue Alexander lost to Evans/Debbie
Coulthard -13, -17.

Sussex 9, Buckinghamshire 0

Chandler bt Wooding 17, 8; bt Clark 17, 10.
Pugh bt Wooding -16, 15, 16; bt C. Leslie 14, 16.
Clarke bt Clark 18, -19, 14; bt Leslie 17, 13.
Chandler/Pugh bt Watson/Wooding 18, 20.
Gard bt Stevens 18, 20.

Clarke/Randall bt Watson/Stevens -17, 16, 16.
Lancashire 3, Sussex 6

Parker bt Chandler -21, 14, 11; bt Pugh 10, 17.

Bowen lost to Chandler 21, -19, -18; lost to
Clarke -13, -17.

Heap lost to Pugh -19, -22; lost to Clarke -19,
-13,

Bowen/Parker bt Chandler/Clarke 18, 17.
Shaw lost to Gard -8, -12.
I. Smith/Alexander lost to Pugh/Randall -18, -16.
Glamorgan 5, Berkshire 4
Griffiths bt Reeves -16, 16, 13;
-16, -12,
Davies bt Reeves 15, 10; bt Wellman 16 16
Evans lost to Heaps -19, -21; bt Wellman 11
Davies/Griffiths bt Heaps/Wellman 17, 9.
Coulthard lost to Witt -8, -8.
Evans/Coulthard lost to Reeves/Reeves -14, 17,
-19.

lost to Heaps
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