
1972 EPEE FINAL 

photo by Grodkowskl 

Brother versus brother in the finals of the Epee Individual ot Bentley College. On the left Brooke 

ler opposes his older brother Todd. Todd came in fifth in the final to make the U.S. Olympic team 

e Brooke took sixth to gain a spot as alternate, Both Makler brothers represent the Salle Csiszar of 

ldelphio, as does theIr fath.er, former AFLA President Dr. Paul Molder. On 1he table behind the 

ing strip arc displayed the no1ionols trophies, and on the right is the special 1972 nationals emblem. 

(SEE PAGE 21) 
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EDITORIAL 

Now the AFLA has a new administration, 

and in the true American tradition, the can
didates who did not win have offered their 
full cooperation to our new President. Their 

offer has been cheerfully accepted (see the 
President's column), bygones ore bygone, and 

it is most heartening to know that all fencers 
will now work together for the betterment of 

our sport. 

Although all three presidential candidates 
hod indicated their desire to retain the Edi
tor of American Fencing for the next 
quadrennium , it is up to the new Boord of 
Directors to elect him. The entire stoff of 
American Fencing is reody to serve yeu. 

However we put the new administration on 

notice: It is Our intention to continue the 
policy of the post three years. If reelected, 

we will keep the magazine separate from 

and independent of the administration. We 

will fee! free to critize its actions, if in our 

opinion they are contrary to the best interests 

of the AFLA and of fencing. The magozine 

will continue to be a free forum for every 
member of the League. 

Here is where our readers' ideas may be 
disseminated to other members. Toke full 

advontage of the Letters to the Editor column. 
Send us your articles and comments. Your 
contributions are sincerely solicited. 

DR. WILLIAM PECORA 
Dr. William T. Pecora, the Under Secre

tory of the Interior and a geologist of world 

wide renown has passed away. He was a 

member of the Princeton University fenCing 
team Gnd was intercollegiate foil champion 

In 1933. In 1936 he was on the U.S. 

Olympic team which went to Berlin. American 

Fencing extends its sincere condolences to 
his widow Mrs. Ethelwyn Elizabeth Pecora, 
his son William, and daughter, Ann 

1973 NATIONALS 

The 1973 Nationals will be held in 

Tucson, Arizona. Tentative dates are June 
23 through June 30, 1973. Entries must be 

filed by June 2. 

AMERIC.AN FENCING 

SOBEL ELECTED PRESIDENT; BERNSTEIN SECRET 
IN CLOSELY CONTESTED THREE WAY ELECTI. 

Bill Goering and Peter Tishman Run Unopposec 

Johnson and Pallaghy Offer Support 

1972 ELECTIONS 

by Richard Gradkowski 

Approximately 3300 election ballots were 
moiled out to eligible AFLA members by 
League Secretory William J. Latzko and 
1019 of these were returned and cost. While 

the membersh ip of the League was about 
6196 (reported as of July 7, 1972) about 40 

percent of the members are under the voting 
age of 21 and therefore ineligible to vote. 

The voting age of 21 is set forth in Article 

IV of the AFLA By-Lows. In addition, be

cause of reported problems with the moiling 

list and the League Secretory's interpretation 
of the dote of eligibility, about three or four 

hundred members were not included in the 
ballot moiling. 

The By-Lows also specify that the election 
sholl toke place at the annual Meeting of 
the Corporation (Article XI, Section 5 d. 
However, at the suggestion of Emily Johnson, 
all six candidates hod agreed to conduct the 
actual tabulation on Sunday, July 2, rather 
than wait for the official dote of July 7. 

The reason for this proposal was that since 
the ballots hod already been cost and re
ceived, there would be no material difference 

in the actual vote costing, and it would be 
great advantage to the new administration 

to be able to utilize the coming week of the 

Nationals to organize and contact the many 
League members conveniently present. 

The tallying took place in the Lindsay Hoil 
of Bentley College. Present for the count 
were Bill and Connie Latzka, AFLA Secre
taries, and Edmond F. Zeisig, L.eague Counsel. 
Acting as official Tellers were Tom Ahern 
for Emily Johnson, Vincent Surdi for Chaba 
Pallaghy, and Gene Fiducia for Steve Sobel. 

Of the 1019 votes cost for President, five 
were declared illegal, leaving 1014 el ig ible 
votes. One of the invalid ballots hod the" 1" 
preference marked upon all candidates, and 

four others were disqualified for having hod 
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STEPHEN SOBEL 

placed two ballots in one envelop, 
a married couple). 

At the first tally 510 votes were 
for an election decision. Steve SObE 
360, Emily Johnson 330, and Chab, 
324. Under the preferential rec 
system in use, the 324 Pallaghy \ 

redistributed to Emily Johnson 
Sobel. I-'owever, 65 of these votes v 

for Pallaghy with no second choice, 
therefore lost. Of the remaining 2 
152 went to Sobel and 107 went te 
Sobel thus tallied 512 to Johnson' 
win the election for President. 

For AFLA Secretory there were 
fats cast of which seven were dIE 
of these were the same as those 
the Presidential balloting and two at 
voided for being marked only "2 
positior.s. On the first ballot Tom I 

with 360 votes, Irwin Bernstein 

(Continued next poge) __ 



votes, and Dr. Rolph Zimmerman hod 308 
votes. As 503 votes were deemed necessary 
for an election the preferential redistribution 

system hod to again be applied. This time 

Dr. Zimmerman's votes were split to give 

I rwin Bernstein 466 votes to Tom Ahern's 

464 votes, with 67 of the Zimmerman votes 
not having a second choice. 

A technical point was raised and discussed 

as to whether the 466 votes for Bernstein 
were indeed sufficient for election, as the 
majority of cost ballots (503) votes) hod not 

been achieved. After a consultation, League 
Counsel Ed Zeisig resolved the question and 
rendered an affirmative decision. 

William Goering of Detroit, running on the 

slate of Chaba Pallaghy" ron unopposed to 
be elected Executive Vice President of the 
AFLA. The AFLA Nominating Committee hod 
foiled to nominate any candidate for Execu

tive Vice President, so hod it not been for 
Goering's participation on the Pallaghy slate, 
the AFLA would have been without on Execu
tive VP. Goering hod also been nominated 

for the post of Mid West Vice President, 
ogain running unopposed and having been 

elected. Thus he holds both posts simul
taneously. 

Peter Tishman, nominated by the AFLA 
Nominating Committee, ran unoDDosed to be 
reelected Treasurer. 

The results of the election were formally 
announced at the AFLA Annual Meeting of 
the Corporation held on July 7th. At this 
meeting the following nominating committee 

for next year was elected: Chairman, Borbi 
Lore, D. Lyons, J. Dobbs, T. Bickley, J. 
Romary, C. Richards, L. Calhoun, and 
G. Baumgart. 

OFFICIALS PIN 
The United States Commission on Fencing 

Rules and Officials has authorized on official 

U.S. pin for rated AFLA Directors. The at

tractive Blue and Gold. lopel pin is in the 
shope of a shield. Any Commission roted 

officio I is eligible to wear the new pin. 

Interested person should contact Denise 
O'Connor, 21 A VIlest 35 Street, Bayonne, 

New Jersey 07002, care of the U.S. Com

mission. The Pins cost S 1.00 each. 
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A STATMENT 
ABOUT THE ELECTION 

by Emi:y Johnson, Tom Ahern, 
Chaba Pallaghy and Rolph Zimmerman 

As soon as the ballots for the election of 

the President and the Secretory of the AFLA 
hod been mailed, we started hearing com

ploints from our supporters that they hod 

not received ballots and so could not yate. 

\A/hen we got to the Nationals, we were de
luged with complaints and began to check 
into it. 

On Sunday, July 2, the ballots were 
tallied. The vote was extremely close. 

We learned that members who hod paid 
their dues ot the Divisional leve! before 

Februory I st but whose dues hod not reached 
the Notional Secretory by that dote hod not 

been moiled ballots. We felt that a suit to 
set aside the election and force 0 new one 

would probably be successful because of this. 

The four of us met together to decide what 

to do. We were sure that Steve Sobel hod 

known nothing of this until we told him 
about it. Tom felt we should challenge the 

election. The other three of us felt that any 

legal contest would result in months of 

chaos and uncertainty with incumbents re

maining in office until the results could be 
tallied. The four of us agreed not to con

test. 

The next question was whether to "sit it 

out" or to offer our services to Steve to help 
him try to improve the AFLA. There was no 
debate here. We hod all become involved in 
the election because of our love of fencing. 
We hod not lost that love because we hod 
not been victorious. 

We asked Steve and Irwin Bernstein to 
meet with us. We then unconditionally volun
teered Our services to Steve. 

He accepted our offer to help enthusiasti
cally and all six of us hod a long discussion 

about the future of the League and where 
we four could best help. 

These ore some of the more important 

conclusions we reoched: 

1. Since we ore all opposed to secrecy, a 

statement about what hod occurred should 
be published in AMERICAI" FENCING. 
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2. The four of us would form a By-lows 
revision committee with Emily as Chairman. 

3. When Steve took office in September 
he would appoint Chaba as Chairman of a 
committee on Foreign Affairs and Emily as 

Chairman of a committee on Domestic 
Affairs. When and if the By-laws are changed 

so that there will be two more Vice-presi
dents he would recommend to a nominating 

committee and the Board that Emily and 
Choba be elected to fill these positions. 

4. Rolph was to work with Chaba and to 
toke on other projects as well. Tom would 
work with Emily with particular emphasis 
on the Junior Olympic program and other 
programs relating to young fencers. 

5. We agreed that the Boord of Directors 
should meet at the Nationals and in other 
areas as well as New York City. 

6. A new Olympic Committee will be 
selected. 

SENIOR WORLD CHAMP 
FENCING EVENT~ 

by Fred Rayser 

The Third Annual Senior We 
pionship Gomes drew an enthusi 

at June 24 and 25 at the L 
Athletic Club. "It was fun and I 

next yeor" was the consensus. 

Fencers were matched occordi 
groups starting with 35 to 39 an 

in 5-year increments. 

However, the seniors enjoyed 
that at the close of the official 
they stayed for on all for fun rol 

RESULTS: 

FOIL: Age Group 35-39, Mehard; 4 
45-49, Collins; 50-54, Weldenhoefe 
Kozmier; 70-74, Borden. 

EPEE: Age Group 35-39, Frazzini; 41 
45-49; Guest; 50-54, Weidenhoefer; 
60-64, Tarbet; 70-74, Borden. 

SABER: Age Group 40-44, Biagini; 45 
50-54, Kirchner; 55-59, Royser; 60-, 
70-74, Borden 

WRITE FOR OUR FREE 

ILLUSTRATED CATALOG 

GEORGE SANTELLI, II 
412 SIXTH AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 1001 
(212) Al4 - 4053 



THE CHANGING OF THE GUARD 

by Alan Miles Ruben 

Every Administration comes in with hopes 

and pions, seriousness of purpose and dedi

otion to achieve. Four years loter it leaves, 
happy to turn over the burdens of office to 
the incoming officers and their appointees. It 
is no different in 1972. Looking bock over 

years of service as your President, I have a 
sense of frustration ond regret over how 
much remains to be done. 

Over the span of four years it is natural 
thot on Administration become encrusted with 

barnacles. Every time a ruling is mode or a 
proposal rejected there are those who are 
adversely affected. For every policy that is 

set there ore some who would toke a con
trary direction. The occreliun of decisions, 

none of them easy to nluke, results in on 

accumulation of grievances. A new vital, 

YCJuthful administration can stort afresh, free 
from encumbrances. 

For the mistakes of the outgoing Adminis
tration the Presidenj· alone is responsible. 

Yet, the President is very proud to soy that 
in not one single instance was a decision 
made out of malice nor other than upon the 

merits. The integrity of the members of the 
AJrllinistration, their cooperation, their dili~ 

gence and hard work, and their independence 

of thought was the true strength of the 

League during these post four years, and the 

source of its achievements. 

Those who served with your President in 
commOn couse for the develepment of fencing 

deserve your applause and congratulations 

for a job well done. The officers of the 
League, the chairmen of the standing and 

special committees hove performed with dis
tinction. Many will remain to !end assistance 
and continuity to the incoming Administra

tion. In this, your new President is fortunate. 
Stephen Sobel is your choice as my succes

sor. You have chosen well. Steve has served 
on the Executive Commi-;tee of the Boord of 

Dierctors, on the OlymDic Gomes Committee 

and handled a number of special assignments 

all in outstanding fashion. Together during 

the summer months and the early fall we 

will arrange for the orderly transfer of the 

governance of the League. 
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Steve will start, first of all, with a solvent 
organization running a budgetary surplus and 
generating funds to inaugurate new programs 

early in the forthcoming fencing year. 

He builds on organizational structure and 

a system of established procedures which will 
allow the League to operate mOre smoothly, 

efficiently and effectively. 

He begins with many strong Division and 

Sections, vital and grOwing. 

He can count upon a recognized place in 

the international fencing scene and personal 
acquaintance with the officers of the Inter
national Fencing Federation and of many 

constituent members. 

He will have the support of the U.S. 
Olympic Committee and a growing awareness 

on their part of a responsibility to increase 
the funding during the next quadrennium tor 

the development of fencing throughout the 

country. 

He will profit from the experience in 

creating some very successful programs; the 

Under Twenty World Championships in Notre 

Dame, four outstanding Notional Champion-

AMERICAN FFNrlN(; 

ships held in four different areas of the 

country, and a Junior Olympic Championship 
Tournament so ably conceived and adminis

tered by the Rev. Lawrence Calhoun. 

He wi)! have the cooperation of on out
standing magazine "American Fencing" and 

a tremendous editor in Rolph Goldstein. 

He can depend upon the continuing good 

work of the Director1s Commission under 
Chobo Palleaghy. League counsel, Ed Zeisig, 

will be able to help him weather many a 

storm with his calm 1 competent and im
partial advice. 

Annual financial statements and budget 
information for the League and its compon

ent divisions and sections have been put on 

a uniform basis by our treasurer, Peter Tish

man, and Our financial affairs will once 
again be in capable hands. 

Finully, Steve can depend upon the ef
fective support of our coaches and college 

fencing officials through Michael DiCicco of 
Notre Dame who continues as president of 
the NFCAA and a member of Our Boord of 
Directors. 

Yet, the problems that Steve will face in 
the fall when he assumes office are many, 

complex, and substantial. 

For one item, the dues structure of the 

League will have to be examined. Inevitably 
a way must be found to increase Our member
ship income. A great weakness of our cam

paigns to seek contributions from outside 
SOurces is that we hove not been able to 

demonstrate that we nove been doing as much 

as we should for ourselves. Other voluntary 
sports organizations charge dues and fees 

significantly higher than we currently assess 
Our members. 

The whole system of Olympic team selec

tion based upon earned points over three 
years should be re-examined. Perhaps, with 
support of Olympic House, it might make 

better sense to select the team from a larger 

squad of perhaps twelve candidates in each 
weapon a Fter a series of round-robin competi

tions during the summer preceding the 

Gomes. 

!,,~ore attention will hove to be paid by 

the League to inaugurating fencir 

in our high schools and it is tir 
junior colleges hod a notional in 
champiorlship tournament each yeo 

These and other problems wf 
our members will be foced onc 
united support of all fencers thr< 
country for the new President c 

of the League, they will be salv, 

I know that all of you jOin 
wishing the "New Guard" succes 

CONTRIBUTORS PLEASI 

All contributions for Amerio 

should be typed double spaced, ( 

of the paper only, and with wi( 

Please be sure to leave plenty c 

a headline and please include th 
the contributor. Notices of c 

should be sent in well in advance. 

three months ahead of time or at 
ning of the season. 

An Important Breakthrougl 

SABRE 
New regu~ation sabres 

need not be heavy 

Our new No. 122H Sabre Bloc 
aU of the new specifications. 
8eom" construction gives th! 
backbone, yet preserves the 
and balance you want. !t is an ir 
advance in blade design. 

No. SNS Regulation Hun! 
Sabre with No. 122H-blade, 
finish, hard aluminum guorc 
leather handle. $13.5C 

Our own blades, weapons and eq 
plus the finest from FRANCE, 
GERMANY, SPAIN, JAPAN an 
ever craftsmanship meets ou 
standards. 

Write for our new 
CAT ALOe and PRICE LI: 

and for our 
MARTIAL ARTS 
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by Steve Sobel 

I n response to a request mode at the AFLA 

membership meeting during the Nationals, 

I now welcome the opportunity to outline 

programs of this new administration. First, 

fo]!uwing the contested election, it is im

portant to unite a previously divided mem

bership. In this regard, I am pleased to 

announce that the other presidential candi
dates' desire to work in this new administra

tion, and their support is most welcome. 
Chaba Pallaghy has agreed to continue to 
serve as chairman of the US Commission 
on Fencing rules and offjcials, ond in addi

tion as a vice president with responsibility in 
the field of foreign affairs. Emily Johnson 
has agreed to serve as vice president with 
responsibility in domestic development. With 
Bill Goering in the midwest as executive vice 

president, Emily Johnson on the west coast 
and Chaba Pallaghy on the east coast as 
special vice presidents, the AFLA will have 
a fine leadership team. 

By-laws Changes: 

The notional officers should therefore be 
amended to odd two vice presidents. The 
positions of President, Executive Vice Presi
dent, Secretory and Treasurer will remain un
changed. The Section chairmen, now classi
fied as Vice Presidents although actually 
regional officers, should no longer be sub
ject to nationol election, or designated vice 
presidents. They will be members of the 

Boord as Section chairmen, supervise the di
visions within the section, and be elected 

solely by the section. 

The right to vote should be granted to all 
AFLA members over the age of 18. I n addi
tion, amendments to the by laws should re
quire much longer than thirty days notice 
as is now provided. EXperience has proyen 

that this period is inadequate. No major 
changes should occur without full opportunity 
for the membership to consider the issues. 
In this short time, there isn't even an op

portunity to write on article in American 

Fencing prior to submission of the issue to 
a vote. 

The Communications Gap: 

The failure of members to receive Amer
ican Fencing and other communications from 

the Notional office is one of the most critical 

problems facing the new administration, and 
it is receiving a top priority for immediate 

corrective action. The mailing lists are being 
reviewed and updated. The prompt moil ing 

of all isues of American Fencing to a cur
rent membership is definitely planned, and 
a timely reply to correspondence received by 

a national officer will be automatic. Irwin 
Bernstein, the new Secretary, is devoting the 
major portion of his time to this critical 

problem, but as he says, be sure you realize 
that communication is a two way problem, 

We must hear from you if you are not hear
ing from us, and wont the situation corrected. 

AFLA MEMBERSHIP 

For as little as $3.00, less than the price 
of many movies, anyone can join the AFLA 
for one year as an associate member. To 

serve fenCing development in the United 
States, and to improve Our international 
performances, a larger 'AFLA membership is 
required. To increase membership is a job 
for ALL fencers. First, Join yourself; then 
encourage another - a coach, parent, be
ginner in an intramural fencing program. 

Join in September instead of later in the 
season. For the some price, enjoy your mem
bership for the entire year. 

OLYMPIC COMMITTEE: 

My statement in American Fencing that 
I would not be a candidate for Olympic Team 

Captain if elected President has been re
ceived generally with favorable comment, 

and following numerous discussions during the 

Nationals, I have decided to propose another 
vita! reversal in post policy precedent. 1 be
I ieve the Committee should function to select 
the best possible team, the best possible 
cadre of officials, and provide the most ad
vantageous training program. Beir.g on the 
committee while 0 candidate for ANY posi
tion creates a confl ret of interest sufficient 
to compromise the intregrity of the commit

tee action as well as the dual loyalties of the 
member. While Olympic Rules would not per
mit the disqualification of 0 member from 
a position on the team, and although the 

AFLA oppoi"ts only a major port but not 
the entire committee, nevertheless I om 
publicizir.g my views well in advance of selec

tion in the hope that all candidates for any 
position on the team will abide by this 
policy. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETINGS 

Members outside the New York area have 
not bEen receiving proper representation at 
board mee~ings, first because they are un
able ;0 o:',ercd the meetings in New York, 
and second because there are no Board meet
ings in their area, or during a National 

championships at which they are present. A 
notioncl orgonizaticn must represent all mem
bers equaliy, regardless of location. The in
ability to reduce the expense and inconveni
ence of crass counrty travel creates difficult, 
but not insurmountable, problems. I there
fore propose the following: 

1. There will be a Boord of Directors 
meetirg during the Nationals in Tucson. 

2. There will be at least one other Board 
meeting this coming year outside the New 
York oreo, tentotively planned for Los Angeles 
over the Washington Birthday weekend in 
conjunction with the Under 20 champion
ships. The competition is tentatively planned 
for Sunday and Monday to avoid possible 
conflict with dual meet schedules of colleges 
and scheols on Saturday. The Boord meeting 
can therefore be held Saturday and not inter
fere with the fencing program. 

3. The agenda for all board meetings will 
be sufficiently descriptive to offord members 
who can't be present, the opportunity to send 
a letter in advance of the meeting, for con-
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sideration by the Board on 
issues. In case there is sufficien1 
from a region not represented 01 

ing, the vote will be postponed. 

MISCELLANEOUS: 

The enumeration of specific r 

lem areas should not be canst" 
exclusion of others. There are , 
areas which will receive the otter 

notional office - the Under 19 pi 
the wonderful job done by Rev. 
such a short time; on AFLA reco, 
gram for professional and amatel 
summer fencing camps for your 
internationalists, development 
standards for protective fencing 
and these ore just a few. 

CONCLUSIONS: 

At your request, I stated my 
perhaps at my request you can re 
To conduct a small fencing carr 
one city involving just 60 fenCE 

planning, organization, and hard 
conduct the AFLA for 6000 fence 
out the United States requires 
planning, organization, and hard 
100 times as much of each. I we 
comments, suggestions and constn 
cism, but I also need your help. 

u.s. JUNIOR Ol YMP 

Divisional Junior Olympic Che 

reminded that the second annual 

Olympic Championships will be h 

Angeles on February 17, 18, and 

A. F.L.A. Official Emblem 
I-Shirts & Jackets 
"great for teams and small tourname 

'Nhlfe T -Shirt with red or blue trim (specify which 
and blue A.FLA. emblem (illustrOted)-S4.o0 eo 

White T·shir1 ..vifhoul frien, with red and blue A.f 
on front - $300 eo 

White poplin. zippered jacket with red and bl 
Brllblern 0(\ rear-S9.75 eo 

State sizes: Small. medium. large. or X·large. C 
money order; incfuoo 5[K:: handling charge WIn 
Or write for complete price Jist 

G. C. EMBLEMS 1829 Edenside 
LOUISVille. Kentu 



THE EVISCERATION OF THE 

OLYMPIC POINT SYSTEM 

by Edmond F _ Zeisig 

J first entered the notional fencing scene 

in the early 1950's, in the capacity af a 

competitor rather than an administrator. ! 
soon learned that the ranks of the fencers 

were seething with discontent over the man

ner of selecting the Olympic Team. At that 
time, the selection of the team was made 
by the Olympic Fencing Games Committee 

(more accurately referred to as the Olympic 

Sport Committee) without the benefit of a 
point system. I do not speak from experience, 

but I understand that competitive records 
were reviewed, coaches were consulted, and 

selection wos made on a basis which was 
largely a judgment by the members of the 
Committee of the talent of the various can
didates. 

Charges were made that politics and pre
judice were substantial factors in the selec
tions of the team. The co-called "Eastern 

810c" was alleged to be in control of the 

situation and favoring the Eastern fencers. 
(This feeling still exists in some parts of the 

country today with respect to the administra
tion of League affairs, but I believe it has 

been dispelled insofar as Olympic Team 
selection is concernedJ 

Responding to this criticism, an effort to 
establish objective standards was made, and 

the selection of the 1968 team was com

pletely automatic; based upon a point system. 
It took the Olympic Fencing Games Commit
tee less than one hour to select the 1968 
team. 

After the 1968 games the Olympic Fenc
ing Gomes Committee had a closer look at 

the point system. It was felt that the Com
mittee should have at least enough discretion 
so that if a fencer of outstanding record was 

unable to compete in the Notional Champion

ships in the Olympic year because of injury 

or illness, the Cammittee, would still be em

powered to select him. After much discussion, 

it was deemed desirable to extend this discre
tion to permit selection of an outstanding 
fencer even if he did compete in the Olympic 

year's Notional Championships, but had a 
bod day. Hence, the system was modified to 
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make the first three places automatic, but 
to give the Committee discretion as to the 
other two places. Such discretion was to be 
exercised, however, on!y in favor of a fencer 
who hod a record of "significant international 
performance". It is interesting that while the 

selection of the 1968 team, under a com
pletely automatic system, took !ess than an 

hour, the selection of the 1972 team, with 

only limited discretion as to the 4th and 

5th places, took seven and one-half hours. 
The meeting started about 8:00 P.M. July 
5th and ended about 3: 30 A.M. of July 6th. 

The selection of the 1972 \Vomen's Team 

was fairly easy. The point system was fol
lowed without deviation. Thereafter, prob
lems arose and the slight flexibility the Com

mittee hod built into the point system served 
as on excuse for circumventing that system 
in at least one instance which, in my judg
ment, constitutes the evisceration of the en
tire pOint system. 

The first deviation from the pOint system 

was the selection of Steve Netburn in the 

epee. This selection had my complete bless
ings. Steve hod been eliminated in the semi

finals. I feel his selection Over Brooke 
Makler, John Nanna (under policy established 

by the Committee, Nanna could be selected 
in only one weapon) and Dr. Beck fell very 

precisely within the framework of the Com
mittee's policy. Netburn's international record 

is well established. None of the other three 

contestants could point to a record any
where near comparable. (The fact that 

Beck was eliminated before the simi-finals 
was also a consideration.) But for the Bout 
Committee's unfortunate decision to limit the 

finals to six contestants, Netburn would have 
been in the finals and automatically mode 

the team. Here then was the mare flexible 
point system working as it was intended to 
work. 

The next deviation from the paint system 

was the selection of Morales Over Gall in 

the saber. I did not agree with this judgment, 

but I cannot argue that it was unreasonable. 

There were only 40 paints separating the 
two men (289 for Gall and 249 for Morales) 

and Morales ended up one place ahead of 

Gall in the finals of the 1972 National 
Championships. Morales has hod a record of 
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international distir,ction. However! his lost 
noteworthy performance was in 1969 f and in 
my judgment, was too remote in time to be 

significant. Gal! has been constantly improv
jrg his perfJrmance and record over the lost 

several years. Accordingly, in my opinion, 
paints should have prevailed and Gall should 
have been selected. However, other judg
ments outweighed mine and I cannot say that 

the Olympic Committeefs policy was violated. 

The selection of John Nanna over AI Davis 

was a completely different story. Davis hod 
238 paints, Nanna 187. Davis was 4th in 

the finals of the 1972 National Champion
ships, Nanna was 6th. There was absolutely 
nO significant international accomplishment 

of Nanna's in foil that could be pointed to 
to justify his selection. It was done entirely 
because certain members of the Committee 
liked his fencing. His "potentialf/ to produce 
an outstanding Olympic result was regarded 
as being greater than that of Davis. AI Davis 

had the edge in paints and he hod the edge 
in placement in the finals this year. 

The selection of Nonr,a was 0 rank injustice. 
It violated the spirit of the principles within 

which the Committe agreed to operate. 

There were severol arguments advanced in 

favcr of Nanna's selection, as follows: 

1. By sO sharply limiting its discretion, the 
Committee was violating Article II, Section 4 

of the U.S. Olympic Committee Constitution 

which says the objects and purposes of the 
corporation shall be to select for the U.S. 

"the most competent amateur representation 
possible" for the Olympic and Pan-American 
Olympic Games. 

Nonsense~ The time to make that argu
ment was when the ground rules were laid 
down, not after the fact when all perform
ances were in. The same member who ad
vanced that argument made no such abjec
tion when ~he completely automatic point 

system was adopted for the 1968 Games. 

Rule 2 of the United States Olympic Com

mittee General Rules specifically delegates to 
the Games Committee the authority and duty 
to devise and determine the method of select

ing the athletes. The method selected to give 
the U.S. "the most competent amateur repre
sentation possible fl was a pOint system with 

aAACDlrAt>..l CC~lrl"lr 

very limited room for the exercis 
tion. 

2. The written statement of t 

Fencing Gomes Committee's meth 
tion, which was approved by the l 
Committee, did not make it cle, 
Olympic Fencing Gomes Commit 

sharply limiting its discretion. 

The following language was a 

the U.S. Olympic Committee: 

"The selection of the Olympic Tee 

based on the points accumulated 
as follows: The first three places 
seiecr,ed so!ely on the basis of a( 
points, the last two places are c 
se:ected on the basis of points a( 

unless, in the judgment of the ( 
the selection of another candidate w 

a stronger contribution to the teorr 
cisiflg its discretion, the Commiftee 
sider a certified, tempor-ary illness 
at the time of the trial or a signifi 
notional performance." 

The intent was that the word "0 

have appeared after the words 
sider". This intention is mode cle 

reads the minutes of the voriol 
Fencing Games Committee meetin~ 
the subject was considered. The S 

the Committee agrees that this wa, 
tion. Certain members of the Comr 

that such was the intention and j 
selection of Nanna on the basis of 
Language "unless, in the judgm, 

Committee, the selection of anothel 

wauld make a stronger cantribut 
team" If, indeed, it was the ir 
the Committee to open the door w 
permit the exercise of unlimited 
in the selection of fourth and fi 
then what was the paint in stating 

or injury or 0 significant interno1 

formance will be considered~ 

The fact that the U.S. Olympic 
approved the language which was 

should not have altered the true ir 

that language and I am certain 
member of the OlympiC Fencing Gc 

mittee knows, in his own heart, 

I say is true. 

3. The fencers wonted to see 

the team. 
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This argument was made, but certainly not 
substantiated in my opinion. Furthermore, 
selection for the Olympic Team is not a 
popularity contest. Selection is to be mode 
on the basis of a paint system with the right 
of the Curnrniltce to exercise its discretion 
under very limited circustances. 

One of the definitions of "evisceration" is 

"to deprive of on essential port; toke away 
the force, significance, etc. of". When the 
members of the Olympic Fencing Games Com~ 
mittee selected John Nonna over AI Davis 
because of Nanna's "potential" or his Ifbet
ter technique", or his "superior game", even 
though such attributes were not reflected in 
his record, they rendered the point system 

meaningless. The automatic qualifier provi
sion for the first three places means very 
little, since the first three places are invari
ably obvious. If the Committee exercises the 
right to use unlimited judgment in the selec
tion of the 4th and 5th places, we have no 
point system at all. 

This is where came in. feel that this 
result is not the wish of the fencers. 

CORNELL FALL OPEN 

The annual Four Weapon Cornell Fall 
Open will be held at Teagle Hall of Cornell 
University at 11haca on the foJ/owir.g dates: 

Saturday Nov. 4; 1 p.m. Saba: 
Women's foil 

Sunday Nov.S; 10 a.m. Foil 
12 a.m. Epee 

Entry fee is $4.00 and should be moiled to 
Cornell Fencing Club, Teagle Hall, Cornell 
University, Ithaca, New York, 10450. 

~3"~~~~:J' If you live in St. louis, 
You know that the Conservatoire is the Place for 

Fencing. 
If you come to St Louis, -. 

. You know that the Conservatoire is the Place for ! M' equipment. 
W From equipment to instruction we demand excel-

O 
i2nce, we knaw that you will settle for nothing 
else. 

L
STANlEY PflUGER CONSERVATOIRE INC. J' 
6317 Clayton Rd., St. louis, Mo. 63117 
.,,;:~~f,~~~ 
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The Editor 
American fencing 

Dear Mr. Goldstein: 

I am beginning a collection of mottoes 
engraved on swords, and would like to ask 
readers of American Fencing to help me out 
by sending me any they know of. I'd also 
like docu:-nentation with each motto, such as 
where is recorded, its dote; location of the 
weapon - whatever is known will be helpful. 
Example: 

"If you have not faith in yourself, trust 
r.ot in me. 

Cited in Right a"d Left Hand Fencing, 
page 9, by Leonardo Terrane, a 19th Century 
s\vord o\vned by the author, location un~ 

k:LoVvn. 

\Vh~n ! have a good list, ['II submit it for 
p:.Jb!ication in Arne""kon ~ep..dng so it can be 
she red vvi~h your readers. 

PIS052 send inforn;a~jcn to: 

Tony Sonto,e 

Muhlenberg College 
Allentown, Po. 18104 

The E:!ii-or 
American Fer'lcing 

Dea,' Ro"ph: 

As on American Fencer for many years, I 
have been living with the popular conception 
that officiating in this country leaves much 
to be desired. 

By implication, foreign officiating, espe
cially European, assumed a position of re
spect especially a:-nong fencers who have had 
!ittle or no international experience. 

Several weeks ogo I attended the Italian 
Nationa! Championships in Como and was 

unfavorably impressed by what I witnessed. 

In the fino! rounds where One surely 
expects the most objective and accurate of
ficiating, this was not the case. The pot
pourri of obviously bod calls, temperamental 
outbursts, followed by protestations, rhybarbs 

b,AI.C'DlrA"-1 rCl-..lrl"lr 

and general confusion regarding the rules 
added up to a rather chaotic scene. 

Because I was not involved and because I 
love the Italian temperament, I must confess 
the event was not without color. However, 
from a contestant's viewpoint I om convinced 
that American officiating should be held in 

high esteem. 
Sincerely yoursT 

lou Shaff 
New York, N.Y. 

The Editor 
American Fencing 

Dear Ralph: 

In the lost issue of the AMERICAN 
FENCER you printed a letter of complaint 
from the group of disgruntled women fencers 
at the last CHICAGOLAND OPEN. We in 
Illinois sent out a special newsletter including 
their complaints and a reply fram the chair

man. 

We would appreciate "equal time" and I 
have enclosed a copy of the newsletter. 
Please print our answer to the specific com
plaints which were made. 

Sincerely, 
Peter Morrison 

Chicago, Illinois 

(Ed. Note: Tr,e name of our magazine is American 

Fencing.) 

We have received a letter of complaint 
from a large number of Women Fencers. It 
was specifically in reference to the CHICAGO
LAND OPEN but I believe these feelings 
have been simmering for some time. I will 
para;ohrose their complaints: 

1. Men fenced on copper strips with ex
tension lights, women on rubber strips 

without extension lights; 

2. No women directors, although some 
were available; 

3. Poorly arranged pools with people 

fencing club members; 

4. The better (mole) directors were assign
ed to men and the less experienced 
(and qualified)) assigned to women; 

5. Excessive changing of directors. 
The illinois Divisional Chairman was at the 
CHICAGOLAND and his reply is: 

1. Whenever there is not enough equip-
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ment to go around there c 
be inequ ities. The men 
preference in the religatic 
strips and scoring lights i 
two reasons: 

a. The men's tournament 
and a quicker stril 
was important; it w 
cooper strips and exh 

would aid in this; 

b. The men's tourname! 
U A", the women's " 

2. See answer 1/4/1_ 

3. Your protest here is partl 
reference to the seed in! 
laboring under handicap' 
unaware of. Three attE 
mode to re-arronge the j: 

the occustation that "no ( 
mode" is entirely mislead 
theless, I apologize for 
problems that did arise. I 
g ize for your having bE 
somewhat rudely. Thos, 
worked long hours at thE 
tempers were short. 

4. This objection, I feel, is 
Virtually all directors werE 
most were 2's and 3's. E 

Garrett and January direc 
as well as men. We use 
we knew to be good. 
women directors actively 0 

services) Further, this wa 
in which 10 gain (directir 
ence. The issue of women 

one I have found to be 
oppalling all year. Women 
this division have been 
others to assume their 
burdens throughout the s, 
women must shoulder thi 
bility themselves_ It is ur 
to expect the mole fence 
tinue doing so. 

5. When directors w&re chon 

were good reasons (j.e., r 

bout committee decisions, 

Pag, 



A WEAPON TESTER 
FOR EVERYONE 

by Manny Forrest 

Severa! fencers have asked me for a copy 
of the wiring diagram used on the "block 
box" I mode for checking electrical weapons 
and body cords. Since I hod never actually 
committed the testor to paper, I was sud

denly mode aware the thing had just grawn 
and grown to meet my needs, without any 
forma! planning. 

Since I was going to draw a schematic 
anyway, it seemed the logical time to review 
the requirements, and to simplify it as much 
as possible. When I thought I hod reduced the 
parts requirements to the minimum, end the 
wiring diagram to its simplest form, I showed 
it to Roger Croghan, a fellow employee at 
Eastern Airlines. 

He proceeded to eliminate the most costly 
item, a four pole three position switch. This 
was replaced with a single pole, double throw 

switch. This allowed us to reduce the wiring 
time required by half. The resulting "block 

box" should fill the needs of most fencers 
adequately, and is simple to build. 

This box will not perform all the checks 
that can be mode on the fantastic Joe Byrnes 
model, nor is it as sophisticated os the pro
fessional solid state box made by Dan 
DeChane. But the most novice electrician 
should have no trouble making it. 

It will check body cords for continuity; it 
will check the integrity of electrical foils; it 
will check an epee for proper operation and 
automatically check it for a short. 
You will need the follOWing supplies; 

6 Ys" banana jacks 

I Single pole, two position toggle switch 

3 Pilot light assemblies with 3 volt bulbs 

Battery holder for two "C" or "0" bat

teries; or a six vo~t, center topped 

filment transformer; (or both) 

Suitable box; (0 plastic 3" x 5" cord 

file holder makes a good box when 

fitted with on aluminum plate for 

mounting purposes) 
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The most convenient method of spacing 
the holes for the banana jacks is to use any 
three prong body cord plug as a guide. When 
the box is assembled as drown, the only body 
cord that can be checked is the epee. For 
the European two prong foil body cord, in
stall another banana jock, of a size that 
will fit snugly onto the smaller pin, adjacent 
to anyone of the upper jocks, properly 
spaced. Electrically connect this jack to any 
one of the upper jocks. 

Guard sockets of any other make, (Leon 
Paul, Uhlman bayonett, Amphenol, etc.) can 
likewise be added. Just make sure that the 
wire terminal and the outer shell are both 
electrically connected to ground. 

To check a body cord, place the switch 
to the position which connects the 1f8" jock 

to the center light. Plug the cord into the 
appropriate jocks; connect the foil alligator 
clip to anyone of the upper jocks. 

All three lights should illuminate. Wiggle 
each of the plugs, (and the wire itself if 
suspect) and watch the lights for fluctua
tions. The light on my box will go com
pletely out with as little as ten to twenty 
ohms resistance. 

To check a weapon (foil or epee), place 
the switch in the position which conects the 
"B" jock to ground. Plug the three prong 

A 

The reel end of the body cord plugs into con

nectors A ~ B - C for all checking procedures. 

Place switch in position 1. for all weapon checks 

and in positions 2. for all body cord checks. 

AMERICAN FENCING 

end of the body cord into the bottom set 
of jacks, and connect the other end to the 
weapon. 

If a foil is being checked, the light adacent 
to the "C" jock should illuminate; and go 
out when the tip is depressed. 

If on epee is being checked, the light 
adjacent to the "A" jack should illuminate 
when the tip is depressed 

When checking an epee, and the light 
adjacent to the "C" jack comes on before 
the tip is depressed, the "B" wire in the epee 
is shorted somewhere. If this light comes on 
when the tip is depressed, the U A" wire in 
the epee is shorted somwhere. 

In either case, the epee will not register 
a hit. 

For those of you with more experience (and 

the need), additional items can be added 
easily. On my box I have added a continuity 
checker and an A/C-D/C switch so the box 
can be plugged into any convenient outlet; 
or operated from the self contained batteries. 

NORTH TEXAS DIVI 
by Mary-Jane Burto. 

DIVISION CHAMPiONSHIP 

WOMEN'S FOil: 1. Marietta Towry; 
Burton; 3. Lois G:::::,IJthwoi!,c; 4. f 
Helen Reynolds; 6. Deena Kudlac; 
mermon; 8. Mary Kiowski; 9. Beck 

SABRE: 1. Ed Sims; 2. Spencer John' 
Johnsen; 4. Tom Brents; 5. Tro\ 
David Ladymon. 

EPEE: 1. Spencer Johnson; 2. Ed Si 
Ladymon; 4. Bobby Walker; 5. M< 
6. Tom Bickley; 7. Travis Hanes; 8 

FOIL: Ed Sims; 2. Bobby Walke 
Johnson; 4. Cari Yonogi; 5. David 
Jim Orr; 7. Tom Bickley. 

The North Texas Division "S~ 

Award" was received by 

Travis Hones of St. Mark's 
Mary Jane Burton of the 0 

Fencers' Club. 

Sudtte 7em:Ln9 

&~ente~n9 

The best French equipment 

imported to the U.S. and handpicked 

at the factory by Raoul Sudre himself. 

Send for our catalogue and price list. 
'DiudOf't/ 1lZaoat :; 

Cornell University Head 

SUDRE FENCING EQUIPMENT CO. 

5 Westwood Knoll Ithaca, New York 
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SOME PROPOSED 
BY-LAW CHANGES 

by Emily Johnson, Chairman of the 
By~laws Revision Committee 

(Ed. Note: Tile foiluwing article is published in 

vJ(Jer to alert the memtx:'rship of the AFLA to the 

t.'Qught3 of t;1€ By Law Revision Committee prior 
to the formol submiss:on of 0 compiete report to 

the Board of D;rectors ot its Annual Meeting.) 

Steve Sobel, Ed Zeisig and the members 
of the By-Low Revision Committee have been 
kicking around some proposed changes in 
the By-Lows. We wont the members of the 

League to know what is being considered 
and to hear your reactions to the proposals. 

At present new officers at all levels toke 
office on September 1. It has been suggested 
that this dote be changed to June 15 or 
July 1. 

At all levels this would mean that the new 
officers would have the summer months to 
set up their committees, prepare their sched
ules and generally get ready for the new 
fencing season. In addition, ot the notional 

level there could be a meaningful meeting 
of the national Boord of Directors at the 
notional championships since the new officers 
and members of the Board would be able 
to attend. The disadvantage would be that 
we would have to close our books and change 
Our officers just before the major event of 
the fencing season. 

The second suggestion is to change the 
voting age so that eighteen year olds can 
vote. 

As a third suggestion we are contemplating 
setting up 0 number of different levels of 
associate membership in the hope that some 
of our friends would prefer to be a con
tribuing, supporting or "Class A" member 

rather than a regular associate which means 
money. 

Fourth, we wont to appoint a dote by 
which the notional secretary must receive the 
dues of a member if that member is to re
ceive a ballot in a conte;;ted election at the 
notional level. This has to be spelled out. 

The fifth suggestion is to have two or 

three vice-presidents from different major 
georgaphical areas instead of one executive 
vice-president. They would serve on the 
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executive committee. This would make this 
much more of a national organization but 
it would be somewhat more difficult to run. 

The sixth suggestion is to change the 
term of office for national officers to two 
years from one. 

The seventh suggestion is to el iminate the 
position of sectional vice president elected 
by the membership. They would be members 
of the Boa rd of Di rectors. 

The last suggestion is to change the 
amendment provisions in the By-Laws so that 
opponents to the changes will have an op
portunity to speak their piece in American 
Fencing before there is a vote on the charges. 

These are the major changes suggested. 
They would require new and changed by-lows 

this can be worked out. 

What do you think? 

Write a short letter to American Fencing 
or let one of us hear from you. My address is 
Emily Johnson, 1250 Ellis, Apt 11, San Fran
cisco" Calif., 94109. 

FREE CATALOG! 
BOOKS on FENCING 

and other MARTIAL ARTS 
Every fencer should own several fenc

ing texts and many fencers will want to 
explore the fascinating world of the 
related martial arts. 

As the largest distributor in the U.S. 
of world-wide texts on Fencing, Kendo, 
Martial Weapons" Judo, Karate, Kung 
Fu, Aikido, Tae-Kwon-Do, Tai-Chi and 
other martial arts, we list a broad 
spectrum of the most important writing 
in the field. 

Write for our new 
MARTIAL ARTS 

BOOK CATALOG AFB3 

CASTELLO Since 

1914 

Literature for the Martial 
836 Broadway, N.Y., N. Y. 10003 

Arts 
GR 3·6930 
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MORRIS GOODMAN 

iv10rris Goodman, of Hollis, New York, was 
cited on June 5th by the Public Schools Ath
letic League of New York City for his con
tribution to interscholastic fencing in the 
metropolitan area for the post forty years. 
Mr. Goodman received the Athletic Commun
ity Service Award at the fifth annual dinner 

of the Public Schools Athletic Coaches As:o
cioticn of New York City. 

The award is in recognition of the work 
Mr. Goodman has performed over the past 
four decades in making fencing a prominent 
part of the sports program of the PSAL, and 
for his appreciation of the value of sports 
to the young people of New York City. 

He has helped continually with running 
dual meets; team and individual city cham
pionships; and frequently assisted in con
ducting the N.Y.U. high school team tourna
ment while that annual event was contested. 
Mr. Goodman began fencing with the 
Mercado Club in Brooklyn, and still en.joys 
competing. He competed in the recent Vete:-
ans Foil Tournament at the Fencers Club of 
New York. 

Congratulations, Morris, on your first forty 
years. 
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A NEW and IMPROVI 
WAY TO MAKE 

UNIFORN 
Our regular uniforms are desigl 
the special needs of fencers or 
form in sizing to carefully reSl 
U.S. clothing industry standards. 

Great for most fencers. 

Our newest patterns are just a 
for fencers who need or prefe 
alterations since we've allowed 
material for altering uniforms c 
size up or down. 

We do it in three ways: 

• We provide extra material 
letting out at the seams. 

• All seams are easily Qcces! 

• They hold perfectly under 51 
yet open easily for alteratio 

Anyone who can sew or a loco 
can easly do the job if body m 
ments are carefu'ly taken. 

Figures vary and our uniforms c( 
dol last for years. Ease of alter< 
important for any departures from 
ard measurements - sprouting coil 
dieters, lean or wide fencers - I 

a variety of normal figure chan! 

The new patterns - double 
throughout for extra protection 
used in all canvas jackets eXCl 
our practice styles. 

Another example of Castello innc 
care and extra value. 

Write for our new 
CATALOG and PRICE LIS 

and for our 
MARTIAL ARTS 

BOOK CATALOG AFj 

CASTELLO 
836 Broadway, N. Y., N. Y. 10003 
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A COMMMENT ON 
HEALTHFUL DIVERSION 

FOR WOMEN 

by Raymond W. Miller 

On the cover of the January/February 

1972 issue of American Fencing there is a 
reproduction of a print from Fronk Leslie's 
Illustrated Newspaper, March 31, 1888 show
ing what is supposed to be the ladies' class 
of the New York Fencers Club in West 
Twenty Fourth Street. Alex Solomon was 
astonished to see such on early depiction of 

a women's fencing class, and SO was I. 

A!though some European masters had 

recommended fencing 0$ a women's sport 
early in the nineteenth century, the idea 
certainly never cought on in America until 
quite late. When the Boston Fencing Club 
opened its doors in 1858 its rules pro,iJed 

that "No females shall be admitted to the 
club-rooms under any pretext whatsoever, 

except by permi"ion of a member of the 

government of the club." 

By 1 885 there were a few women, mostly 
actresses, to king lessons at Reg is Senac's 
school above the Broadway Theatre. At about 
this time Smith College seems to have added 
fencing to their I-lhysica! education curriculum 

and, in 1890, the newly opened Berkeley 
Ladies' Athletic Club on 44th Street, New 
York City, organized fencing classes with a 

woman instructor. 

But all this is a bit early for the New York 
Fencers Club. Captain Hippalyte Nicholas 
come to America to see the Philadelphia 
Centennial Exposition in 1876. He remained, 
settled in New York, worked briefly as an 
instructor in Senac's fencing school, and 

opened his own quarters. There a group of 
gentlemen enthusiasts seem to have fenced 
and enjoyed the felluwship of late suppers 
prepared by the fencing master. This group, 
headed by Charles De Kay founded the New 
York Fencers Club in 1883, obtained quarters 
on Sixth Avenue, and retained Captain 

Nicolas as fencing ma~ter. A year later they 
moved to the club on Twenty-Fourth Street. 

Nicholas remained as maitre d'armes 
until 1890 when the club moved to more 
spacious quarters above the Authors' Club 

on Twenty-Eighth Street and a younger 
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(Histor:on's Not-e: Roy's surmise about the Aus

trian g;rls may pOSSibly be correct. However, 

a Harper's Bazaar cJVer c:eor;y indicates that 

there was "Hea!thful Diversion for Ladi,es" at the 

Fencers Club by April 6, 1889 if not on March 

31, 1888) 

French maitre, Armand Jacoby, replaced him. 
Soon ofter, women were admitted to special 

restricted membership. On May 5, 1903 a 
group of the Fencers Club Women entertained 
a similar group from Annapolis, Maryland, 
in what may well be the first women's com

petition for a prize. 

According to the Tribune, "The scene was 
a pretty one - the graceful girls in their 
short skirts and vari-calored bodices, the 
judges serious yet enthusiastic, the tier upon 
tier of spectators, and the pictured fencers 
looking down from the walls. One brilliant 
fencer wore a suit of purple velvet; another 
wore a chamois jacket" half buff and half 
white, with a scarlet heart On the breast; 
others wore green corduroy skirts, bicycle 
skirts, white suits, black and velvet suits. The 
skirts were short but reached below the 

knees. ff 
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There was a single winner, Miss Cornelia 

Delafield who was presented with a pair of 
foils. I n a junior competition held at the 
same time, Miss Rosalie Jones triumphed and 
won temporary possession of a medal. 

But what of the lithograph published short
ly before the first men's notional champion
ships sponsored by the AAU'? 

Frank Leslie (0 woman, you know) was a 
predecessor of the Women's Lib movement, 
and in the interest of encouraging women's 

participation in active sports, may have bent 
the truth just a little in the picture's caption. 

In the spring of 1888 a Professor Hartl of 
Vienna arrived in New York with a troupe 

of nine comely Austrian girls who gave a 
fencing exhibition and then set out on a tour 
of America. The young ladies wore dark red 

costumes with skirts reaching just below the 
knee, heavily padded waists, masks and 
gauntlets. They fenced with sabres as well 
as foils and, to the surprise of the audiences, 
gave a demonstration of Neopol itan sward
and-dagger ploy. 

Now, ,of course, everything else 

work. 

The one-piece masks with the stn 
the back are unlike the French ma 
manly warn in America. The girls 

dressed alike. They are all wearin, 
gauntlets on the left hand. At a tit 
form counted as much as scoring 
most of them are keeping the left 

the hip or behind the back, and a 
there are eight of them in the piCl' 
fessor Hartl's troupe was in New 
March, 1888, and probably needed 
publ icity and a place to practice. 

In any case, if the publication af 
ture helped to encourage women 
fencing, we owe our belated thank, 
Leslie. 

QUiCKIE QUIZ 
If a fencer steps off the side of 

with one foot only, and then lifts 
remaining foot, is he considered Or 

the strip with both feee (See p' 
Article 43 of the 1970 Rules Book). 
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THE WEEK THAT WAS 

by Carla Mae Richards: 
In behalf of the Orgonizing Comm. 

"I DON'T BELIVE WE RAN THE WHOLE 

THINGI" And that's how many in the New 
England Division feel about the 1 972 Na

tionals. And from the comments afterwords 

the work done by the handful for this Na

tionals was highly successful. Special thanks 
from fencers and workers go to Mrs. Pot 

Mullarkey, chief of the Host Committee and 

all her girls: Lourie Katz, Dotty Sullivan, 
lisel Judge, Martha Vary, and Elaine Jen

nings for responding to all problems, large 
and small, of fencers from 29 states and 47 
AFLA Divisions. There was always someone 

at the Hospitality Desk from early in the 
morning till late at night providillg advice 

and services. And to Barbaro Keel and her 
volunteer drivers we know the fencers have 

kind memories of the transportation services 
provided at all hours in all sorts of weather. 

The fencers, themselves, were great in 
their full cooperation with Bentley and of

ficials thru-out the week with the Under-19 
fencers deserving high credit for their fine 

behavior to all. There were few protests and 

those protests lodged with the Bout Commit
tee were reasonable and resolved in a judici
ous manner. 

We owe many thanks to Chaba Pallaghy 

for taking the week from his Own busy sched
ule to give sage counsel and patience for 
all problems, trivial and serious. Our thanks 

to Marilyn Masiero and Richard Grodkowski, 
for pitching in, willingly and capably; to 

Rolph Zimmerman for his efficient and reli
able assistance; to Eric Sollee for searching 

the highways and byways for "volunteers" 

at the strips to keep score and time and for 
his constant advice and hord work during the 
trying months before the Nationals; to all 

the girls working with the Bout Committee: 

Alyce Smetana, for keeping track of the 

mountains of poper her mailman kept deliver

ing; Ricky Brightman, Robin Dunnington, 

Marion Ecob, our gal from England, Marica 
Rie, always ready to help anywhere and 

everywhere; Pot Summers, quiet, diligent and 
ready to work; and Averil Genton for doing 

yeoman's work at the typewriter when least 
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expected and most needed. To all we soy 
thanks a million. 

And our deepest gratitude to the Tech

nical Committee that always locked sleep and 
needed to be everywhere ot once in a multi

level building. You did a great job in helping 
us run a smooth Nationals and there were 

few delays ever caused by equipment prob

lems. 

And then there was our greatest innova
tion, in a Nationals filled with them, the 

doping test of Our semi-finalists and finalists. 

It was successful on all counts - in its oper
ation and its results - all passed with flying 

colors. The smoothness of the tasks is due 
to Dr. Marius Valsamis and his group of 
technicians, especially Vincent DaForna of 

the New England Division. 

To Bentley College, we extend our deepest 
appreciation and gratitude - without the site 

or the Bentley stoff, particularly Roger Watts 
and Marilyn Taylor, we would have been in 
deep trouble' The overwhelming success of 

the 1972 Nationals is as much to their credit 
as to the efforts of the New England Divi

sion. The site gave fencers an opportunity to 
renew friendships and form new Ones. Though 

located off the mainstream of local activity 

its atmosphere mOre than offset its isolation. 
Yie have one sad comment to make of those 

who lived in the dorms when they left they 
managed to add to their equipment bags 
$480.00 worth of sheets, pillowcases, towels 

and Army blankets for which the New Eng
land Division became directly responsible and 
has had to cover. No fencers, they were nat 
part of your rOom fee - you only had free 
breakfast - no free linen. We find it hard 

to believe that the fencers were in such dire 
need of linen but the evidence cannot be re

futed' 

Most important of all we thank Donald 
Van Roasen, Chairncan of the New England 

Division, who took on the responsibility after 

long absence from competitive fencing to 

guide us thru-out the year to do as pro

fessional a job of the Nationals as possible. 
Thanks to you Don and many thanks to your 

wife, Nancy! for putting up with the many 
demands made during the winter months 
when time was critical for everyone_ To Harry 

McCrensky and George I<ooyoomjian of Let-
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ter Men, Inc. for providing the professional 
touch to our amateur sport and giving us 
publicity beyond our fondest expectations. 

The Gala Night Party was superb with 
food catered by Seiler's and music provided 

by a group discovered by Jock Mullarkey. 
Though the music was loud everyone hod a 

grand time dancing for hours and unwinding 

ofter a strenous week of fenCing, 

We thank and sympathize with Leonard 
Sullivan, the keeper of the books, for carry

ing the burden of the flow of money in and 

out, out, out' And we wish him lots of luck 
os he tokes on the reins of chairmanship of 
the Division for the new season. 

And to all - fencers, offiCials, families and 

especiaily to patient and stalwart husbands 
and wives of the workers - we tfuly did it 

and provided everyone with a Nationals filled 
wi~h fenCing, both on and off the strip. The 
memories and the stories will keep many 
warm during the cold winter months. To 
T uscon, Arizona, we wish you the best of 

luck as you continue your preparations for 
the 1973 Nationals. 

(Ed. Note: Because of space limitations we were 
not able to inciude G Bout CommiHee ReDort and 

Technical Committee Report, bot:, of which will 
be featured in our next issue.) 

NATIONALS REPORl 

by Dan Lyons 

That our post champions are r 

was shown again this year. Ruth W 
her second title, Jamie Melcher r 
repeat performance in epee and AI 

captured his fifth sabre champion, 

only one to jolt the veterans was E 

man who, though a fine foilsman 

only surfaced as a threat just wee 

the ~jatianals when he took the Me 

Division Championship. As always 
year brings everybody out and thi: 

exception. Competition was ardu 

surviving from round to round WaS 

Here's the way it went. 

Foil 

The semi-finals sow the elimir 

the 1971 champion Uriah Jones, AI 
rod and Bob Russell, former chal1 
dramatic fence-offs. Of the six fino 

Carl Borack, 1969 champ and Ty 
second in 1971 had recently been 

the heights. Bert Freemon and Joh 

were first timers in the finals or 

(Continued Next Page) 
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Davis and AI Davis wha seemed to be 

eclipsed in recent years regained their cloim 
to fome. 

In getting his title Freemon was a grudg
ing ground giver and combined great timing 

with excellent speed to Overcome oll his op
ponents except Sirnrncns as he compiled a 

4-1 record. Ty seemed to have figured out 
the system for getting to Freeman hitting 

four times into the upper torget area corning 
in over Bert's porry of six. Score 5- 1 as he 
hit with a quick parry riposte. Whether 

others sow what hod happened or Bert hod 
mode the necessary adjustments nobody ap

peared to go after Bert that way again. Al
most everybody come in with the hand low 

and easily succumbed to Bert's sturdy parry 

of four. His victories were by 5-2 or 5-3 
except with John Nanna where he was carried 

to a 4-4 scare before closing the bout with 
a well done time thrust an John's prepara
tion. There was no doubt Bert's timing was 
unique as he showed a sixth sense in detect

ing momentary lapses in his opponents con

centration and made what appeared to be 
consistently easy touches. 

Second place went to tv\arty Davis Over T y 
Simmons on indicators even though he proved 

to be on easy victim for Ty. When Marty 
waS hot he was really hot, yielding only a 

total of three touches in his three victories. 

His style was exceptional as he lunged long 
and decisively while adopting to the changing 

styles of his opponents. Simmons might have 

hod a crock at a barrage for first but lost 

a 5-4 bout to AI Davis when he foiled to 

move quickly after allowing Davis to get in 
close enough to make a simple attock. The 

bout was primitive as neither seemed to 
parry a"d simply exchanged stop and time 
thrusts. AI Davis took fourth aver Carl 
Sorack On indicators as Carl showed brilliance 
in one bout such as his tremendous 5~3 win 
over Simmons when he pulled off long con

tinuous second intention attacks or made 

outstanditcg defensive actions. AI Davis 
plugged along making -. things tough for al

most everyone but his game never rose to 

the level needed to get into the top three. 
f"Junnu like Sorack was often too impetuous 

giving the impression that he disregarded his 

opponents' potential reactions and he finish

ed sixth. All in all the places were earned in 
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accordance with level of performance. 

Saber 

:f you wont to toke the sober champion
ship from perennial winner Alex Orban you 
can't afford to give him a second lease On 

I ife. He come bock last year and this time 
Paul Apostol hod the inside track as Alex 

lost on almost lackadaisical bout to Chaba 
Gall while Paul looked tough winning his 

first couple. When they met and went to 
4-4 Alex got the cI incher leaving both with 
one loss each. Orban won the rest of his 

bouts including eking out a dangerously 
close 5-4 decision against Bob Dow. Mean

while Apostol hod a chance to force a fence
off but he dropped a second bout, this time 

to Morales 5-4. As we see so frequently, in 
the final analysis the championship is wan 
by the margin of a single touch here Or 
there. 

Orban fenced in his usual complacent 
style, rare!y seeming to extend himself, 
rarely seeming to feel the pressure and rarely 

making the long hard attacks so typical of 
most top sober men. His defense is solid 

and the parry riposte is one of his strong 
paints. How much better Orban might be if 
he worked a little harder is everybody's 

guess. One thing for sure is that he wouldn't 
get hit as often by simple attacks because 

he allowed his opponents to mOve into close 
distance. Paul Apostol fenced with great 

vigor, constantly on the attack and attempt

ing to force errors. He used second intention 

attacks frequently and with success, but on 

defense he often tended to go into pell mell 

retreat even when the circumstances didn't 

appear to call for it. Paul's future should be 
assured as he is 0 learner and is not yet 
spoiled by success. 

In taking third, Bob Dow continued his 
year by year improvement. Losing only to the 

other medalists he pressed at all times, 
showed excellent physical condition and cer

tainly demonstrated a total desire to win. 
Time and time again he scored with a second 

intention attock used so well by Maffei of 
Italy, winner of the 1971 World Champion

ships Advancing in third he induced the 

straight attock to the head, stopped, picked 

up the blade in fifth and scored with a 

simple riposte. AI Morales a frequent finalist 
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for years got fourth this year Over Gall based 

on indicators. As in the post few years 
Morales !acked verve, seldom pressed an at
tock and frequently showed displeasure at 
the calls of the competent directors. Gall was 

outclassed as he ended fifth. Jock Keane 
with only one victory was sixth but he made 
it tough for everyone except Apostol. With a 

break here or there, a mOre vigorous attack 

and a little bit mare alertness he could have 
been in contention. 
Epee 

Jamie Melcher showed that his last years 
laurels were held in strong hands as he re

peated with a popular victory. The only 

fencer who fought a total epee game in on 

otherwise disapPointing final, Jamie showed 
great versatility as he hit moving forward or 

backward, went to the hand, foot, arm or 
straight to the body with a firm taking of 
the blade. In his first bout with John Nanna 
he survived a 4~4 situation with 0 neat 
touch to the arm a~d then went On to win 

the next three clinching the championship. 
Losing his lost bout to Scott Bozek was 

academic for Melcher, but of tremendous 
significance to Scott who was thus propelled 
into second place over George Masin on jndi~ 

co tors. Typical of the way Melcher won was 
his very strong bout with Masin which every

one thought might be the decisive one for 

top honors. Jamie leaped to a 4-1 lead, tried 

on attock which failed, dropped a third 

touch when he moved too cautiously and 
neatly picked Masin up in sixth and finished 

with a flourish. Bozek fought in his usual 
style of getting his arm out straight and 

pressing forward with a fleche Or lunge with 

on attempted taking of the blade. With his 
speed and extremely strong hand he con
sistently went over, through or around even 

a well executed defense. His second place 
finish was highly welcomed. 

Masin was a little off in his timing, get

ting picked up and hit quite frequently on 

opposition thrusts or good parry ripostes. His 
only very clear victory was over Todd Makler 

in his final bout. With his height George 

should be able to impose his game, but he 
either locked the energy or the will to do 
so. John Nanna took fourth over Todd 

Makler on indicators as both compiled 2-3 
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records. Fencing an almost 100% 
he conquered Masin in an excitin 
5-4. Three parry ripostes from sixt 

double touches mode it for hir 
Makler finished sixth, his only vic 

over his brother Todd and he wa' 
contention. Like Nanna he fence::: 
since neither enjoy the advantagE 
height they must parry or be hit. 

Todd Makler in fifth hod a mem 

over Bozek as they went to 5-5. W 
attempted to finish the bout with 
attock, he was parried by Todd. A, 

out that defeat may have cost Scott 
off for first place. 

1972 U. S. FENCING CHAMPIC 

FOI L: J 25 Competitors 

Round #1 (3 Qualify) 
Pool #1: 1. Jones, U., Conn, (4/0); 

T., N. E. (3/1); 3. Schaffer, L, Cole 
Ladymon, D., N. Tex. (1/3); 5. ESI 
Ind (0/4). 

Pool #2: 1. Simonsrr T., Mich. (2/0); 
A., N. Ohio (1/1); 3. Olivero, W. S. 

Pool #3: 1. Krouse, W., M.et. (3/0); 2. 
G., L. I. (1/2); 3. Copeland, R. Micn 
Pugh, R." W. Wash. (1/2). 

Pool #4: 1. Contillon u D., Mich. (3/0); 
N. Co. (2/ J); 3. Lawrence" R., N. J 
Sosmon, E., N. Ohio (0/3). 

Pool #5: I. Borack, C., S. Co (3/0); 
N., N., Ca. (2/1); 3. Reith, W., N. Ohi 
Osbom, ,R., W. Wash. (0/3). 

Pool #6: 1. Homborzumion, H" N Cc 
Cheskes, J., Met. (1 /1); 3. Navow 
(0/2). 

Pool #7: 1 Shomosh, J., N. Ca. (5/0); 
tolla, E., Met. (4/1); 3. Convin, J., '" 
4. Goldberg, J., Border Tex. (213); 5. 
Kans (1/4); 6. Fiducia, G., S. J. (0/5 

Pool #8: 1 Russell, R., Met. (3/0); 2. 
S. Car. (2/1); 3. Salazar, R., N. Co 
Dubos, D., La. (013). 

Pool #9: I Bozek, S., N. E. (5/0); 2. 
N. J. (4/1); 3. Koch, R., Non Div. (3 
Clair, J., S. Co (213); 5. Dale, M., N. 
6. Rettberg, E., S. ). (0/5). 

Pool #10: I.Mannino, V., L. I. (4/1); ; 
R., Mich. (4/1); 3. Lusby, J., S. Tex 
Charles, K., Conn. {3/2l; 5. Jordon 
(1/4); 6. Gerstein, B., S. J. (0/5). 

Pool #11: 1. Freemon" J., Wash. DC 
Hurley, R., Gulf (3/2); 3. Herbrechts 
West Pt (3/2); 4. Siegal, L., Colo. (2/3 
R, Cent. Flo (213); 6. Bohl, K., W. Pc 

Pool #12: 1. Nonna, J., Met. (3/ J); 2 
Gulf (3/1); 3. Olivello" M., Cent. Flo 
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lewis, A., N. Mex. (1/3); S. Desauteis, B., Hud
Beck (1/3). 

Pool #13: 1. Davis" M., Philo (4/1); 2. Minor, Lr 
Go. (4/1); 3. MiII;gon, B., Hud-Beck (312); 4. 
,'.r;uI:ulkc" E., N. E. (2/3); 5. Ahern, T., N. Co 
(2/3); 6. Hendecson, D., Oklo (0/5). 

Pool #14: 1 Taros!:io, M. r N.C.A. (4/1); 2. La
Morte, A., Conn. (3/2); 3. Shaw, G., S. J. (3/2); 
4. Clovis, G., S. Co. (2/3); 5. Miernik, M., West
chest (2,3); 6. Vlasak, W., Gold (1/4). 

Pool #15: 1. Wright, E., Met (4/1); 2. ElJjott~ J., 
S. Ca. (4/1); 3. Handelman, R., W. NY (3/2); 
4. Giass>2r, M., C:::nn. (3;'2); 5. Faulkner, /0., N.J. 
(1/4); 6. \rVrig:lt, S., Hud-Berk (0/5). 

Pool #16: 1 Mullarkey, J., N.E. (4/0); 2 Kclj:J
1 

G., Iii (3, I); 3. Lyons, B., Wash. D.C (2/2); 4. 
To:)my, R., W. Pt. (1/3); 5, Cohen, B., Gatewy 
(0,4). 

Pool #17: 1 Tonk, J., Wise. (4/0); 2. BorkowskYI 
l., Met (3/1); 4. Mckie" B., Philo. (2/2); 4. 
Wiils, J. W. Po. (1/3); 5 Heller, P., Minn. lOlA). 

Pool #18: 1 Long, M., l.!. (4/1_; 2. littel, D., C. 
III (4/ I); 3. Sadowsky, A, Philo. (3/2); 4. 
Ames, F., Met. (3/2); 5. Olsen, T., S. Co. (1/4); 
6. Dobbs, J, Alia (0/5). 

Pool #19: 1 Campbell, N. r Philo. (4/0); 2. Page, 
J., L.I. (3/1); 3. Kan. Y., Wash. D.C (2/2); 4. 
Yancgl. C, N. Tex. (1/3); 5. Aylward, D., N.E. 
(0/4). 

Pool #10: Komhi, M., Met (5/0); 2. l3onacor-
do, J., L.r (4/1); 3_ Calkins, D., N.E. (2/3); 4. 
FGlles~n, T., S. C:J, (2/3); 5. Gallagher, G., Hud
B3rk (1/4); Landahl, W., Kans. (1/4). 

Pool #21: 1 Davis, A., Met. (S/O); 2. Morgoreidge
l 

t<'r S. Ca_ (4/1); 3_ Joilnson~ W., N. Ca. (3/2); 4. 
Csete, Z., Mich (2/3); 5. Garner, G., Gatewy 
(114); 6. Barden, R., S. J. (0/5). 

Pool #22: 1 Axelrod~ A.I Met (4/1); 2. Bennett, 
P., L. I. (4/1); 3. Esponda, G., W. Pt (2/3); 4. 
Jones, C., S. Co (2/3); S. Hornbecker, R., Conn 
(2/3); 6. Eastman, D., Wise. (1/4). 

Pool #23: 1. Ba!linger, E., Met. (5/0); 2. Cohen r 

N., Wisc. (3/2); 3. Asherman, M., N.E. (312); 
4. McCahey, M., III. (2/3); 5. Gonzales, R., N. J. 
(2/3); 6. Smith, R., Conn lOIS). 

Pool #24: 1 Carfagno, f. r N. E. (4/1); 2. SmolleYI 
lot Conn (4/ J); 3. Biebel, J., Wise. (4/1); 4. Munz, 
G., Met (2/3); 5. S:gnoeelii, C, N.J. (1/4); 6. 
Guzenske, B., C. Co (O/S). 

Round #2 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 Tarascio, M., Halbers (5/0); 2. Jones, 
U., S. Sonte:1i (4/i); 3. L;ttel, D., U. III. (3/2); 
4. Hurley, R., Dallas FC (2/3); 5. Copeland, R., 
FA Mic:"l (J /4); 6. Lusby, J., U. Tex. (0/5). 

Pool #2: Simmons, T"~, AFRA (5;0); 2. Koch, 
R., Mod. Pent (4/1); 3 Lang, M., NYU (3/2); 4. 
Corfcgn~. E., S_ Richards (2/3); 5. Handelman, 
R., SUNY-B (1/4); 6. Navarre, R., Lafoy (0/5). 

Po:)1 #3: Monnino, V., NYAC (5/0); Elliot, 
J., Mari (4/1); 3. Kcmhi l M'I S. Santelli (3/2); 
,.1. Asherman, M., MIT (J /4); 5. LaMorte, A., Rag. 

Lue. (1 4); 6. Olivero, \Iv'. (1/4). 
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Pool #4: 1 Cohen l N.I Tosa (4/1); 2. Freeman r J., 
Csisz (3/2); 3. Schamotolia, E., Santelli (3/2); 4. 
Gaylor, P., NYU (3/2); 5. Show, G. (2/3); 6. Sal
azar, R., LGH (O/S). 

Pool #5: 1. Wright, E., St. John's Rec (5/0); 2. 
Tank r J., Tosa (4/1); 3. lawrence r R., Princeton 
(312); 4. Smalley, L. (213); 5. SoJohsk,., A., U. 
Po. (1/4); 6. Milligan, B., Colgate (0/5). 

Pool #6: J. Nicholson l G' I NYU (4/1); 2. Davis, M., 
C3isz (4/1); 3. BaWnge" E., Sant,elli (3/2); 4. 
Bonacordo, J' I NYU (3/2); 5. Otero, N., Halbers 
(1/4); 6. Canvin, J., NYFC (0/5). 

1'001 #7: 1. Axelrod, A. r NYfC (4/1); 2. Campbell
l 

N., Csisz (4/1); 3. Biebel, J. I Tosa (4/1); 4. John
son, W., Col St (2/3); 5. Powell, H., NYAC (1/4); 

6. Reith, W., Clev. FF (0/5). 

r-ool #8: 1 Checkes, J., NYFC (4/l); 2. Cantillon
l 

D., FA Mich (4/1); 3. Mullarkey, J., Solem Y (3/2); 
4. Bennett, P. (3/2); 5. Borkowsky, l., Lucia (1/4); 
6. Herbrechtsmeir, K. (0/5). 

Pool #9: Motgoreidge, K. r S. Nord (4/1); 2. 
lyons, B., Csisz (4/1); 3. Krause .. W.r NYAC 
(3/2); 4. Chlarson, N., LGH (3/2); 5. Esponda, G., 

W. Pt (1/4); 6. Minor, l., Gt. At!a. FA (0/4). 

POD! #10: 1 Mokler, B., Csisz (S/O); 2. Milazzo, 

R. r Wayne St. (4/1); 3. Hombarzumian~ H., LGH 
(312); 4. Kolin, G., Chic. FC (2/3); 5. Calkins, D., 
Bas Y (1/4); 6. Sims, E" Dallas FC (0/5). 

Pool #11: 1. Nonna, J., NYFC (5/0); 2. Russell, 
R., Santelli (3/2); 3. Kestler. A.I Kadar (3/2); 4. 
Bozek, S., Solem Y (3/2); 5. Shaffer, L." Ajax 
FC (1/4); 6. Kan, V., Wash. FC (0/5). 

Pool #12: 1. Sorack, C. r S. Nord (5/0); 2. Keller, 
T., S. Rie:lards (3/2); 3. Davis, A., NYAC (3/2); 
4. Shamosn, J., Halbers (2/3); 5. Page, J., NYU 
(1/4); 6. Olivella, M., Brev. CC (1/4). 

Round #3 (4 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Freeman~ J. (4/1); 2. Checkes, J. (3/2); 
3. Davis, A. (3/2); 4. Makler, B. (312); 5. Koch, 
R. (1/4); 6. Littel, D. (1/4). 

Pool #2: I Ballinger, E. (5/0); 2. Long, M. (3/2); 
3. Axelrod, A. (3/2); 4. Borack, C. (2)3); 5. Mil
azzo, R. (2/3); 6. Mullarkey, J. (0/5). 

Pool #3: 1. Nonna, J. (5/0); 2. Hambarzumian, H. 
(4/1); 3. Schrnatolla~ E. (2j3); 4. Nicholson, G. 
(213); 5. Biebel, J. (1/4); 6. Elliott, J. (1/4). 

Pool #4: 1. Torasc;o, M. (4/1); 2. Kamhi, M. (3/2); 

3. Cohen, N. (2;3); 4. Keller, T. (2/3); 5. Moe
gareidge, K. (2/3); 6. Campbell, N. (2)3). 

Poof #5: 1 Jones~ U. (4/1); 2. Krouse, W. (3/2); 
3. ContiHon r D. (3/2); 4. Tonk, J. (2/3); 5. Kest
ler, A. (2/3); 6. Mannino, V. (1/4). 

P.;):;I #5: 1 Simmons, T. (4/1); 2.. Russell, R. (4/1); 
3. Dovisu M. (3/2); 4. Wright, E. (2/3); 5. Law
rence, R. (1/4); 6. Lyons, B. (1/4). 

QUARTER-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

rool #1: I Nonna, J. (4/ I); 2. Borack, C. (4/1); 
3. Toroscio, M. (3/2); 4. Kamhi, M. (3/2l; 5. Nich
olson, G. (1/4); 6. Makler, B. (0/5). 

Fo:!l #2: 1 Bollinger, E. (S/O); 2.. Davis, A. (4/1); 
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3. Davis, M. (2,d;; 4. Tonk, J. (2/3); S. Hcrn
barzumiun, H. (2;'3); 6. Conti lion, D. (0/5). 

Pool #3: I. Lang, M. (5/0); 2. Russell, R. (3/2); 3. 
Jones~ U. (3/2); 4. Checkcs, J. (2/3); 5. Wright, 

E. (1/4); 6. Cohen, N. (1/4). 

Pool #4: Simmons, T. (5/0); 2. Axelrod, A. 
(4/1); 3. Freemon, J. (3/2); 4. Krouse, W. (1/3); 
5. Schmatolla, E. (1/3); 6. K,eller" T. (0/5). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: I. S;mmons, T. (4/1); 2. Davis, A. (3/2); 
3. Davis l M. (2/3); 4. Axelrod r A. (2/3); 5. Long, 
M. (2/3); 6. Russell, R. (2(3). 

Pool #2: I Nonna, J. (4/1); 2. Freemon, J. (3/2); 
3. Borcck, C. (3/2); 4. Jones, U. (3/2); 5, Bol
linger, E. (J/4, .54); 6. Tarascio, M. (1/4, .5). 

FINALS: 

1 Freemon, J., Csiszar (4/l); 2. Davis, M., Csiszar 
(3/2, 1.538); 3. Simmons, T., AFRA (3/2, 1.294); 
4. Davis, A." NYAC (2/3, .85); 5. Sorock, c., S. de 
Nord (2/3, .618); 6. Nanna, J., NYFC (1/4). 

SABRE: (66 Competitors) 

ROUND #1 (4 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Orban~ A., Met (5/0); 2. Clovis, G., 
S. Co (4/1); 3. SchJ;ck, C., L.I. (3/2); 4. Delallave, 
A., S.J. (2)3); 5. Henderson, D., Oklo (1/4); 6. 
Thompson, c., S. Cor lOiS). 

Pool #2: 1. Goering, W.~ Mich (4/1); 2. Kaplin, 
S.I Met (4/J); 3. Garbitini l R. r Conn (3/2.); 4. 

Dabbs" J., Ala (2/3); 5. Cushing-Murray, S. Co 
(1/4); 6. Johnsen, M., N. Tex (J/4). 

Pool #3: 1. Keane r J. r Met. (5/0); 2. Edwards, D., 
N. Ohio (4/1); 3. Sims, E., N. Tex (2/3); 4, lewis, 
A., N. Mex (2/3); 5. Longstreet, E." III (1/4); 
6. Livingston, R., Wash DC (1/4). 

Pool #4: 1 Hamori~ E.~ Philo (3/0); 2. Capece r D. r 

Met. (2/1); 3. Soriano, B.~ NJ (J/2); 4. Vlasak, 
W., Gold (014). 

Pool #5: 1 Apostol r P., L.1. (5; 0); 2. Nagorney, 
F., N. Ohio (4/1); 3. Zimmerman, R., N. J. (3/2); 
4. Yung, W., Met (1/4); 5. Sharfstein, F., Gold 
(1/4); 6. Moake, G., Wisc (1/4). 

Pool #6: I Gall, C., Met (5/0); 2. Re;!ly, P., N. J. 
(411); 3. Glassgold, W., N. Co (3/2); 4. Jones, C., 
S. Co (2/3); s. Shaffer, L., Colo (1/4); 6. Martin, 
C, N. E. (0/5). 

Pool #7: 1 Morales, A., Met (5/0); 2. Danosi l S.I 

Mich (4/1); 3. Brand, P., N. E. (2/3); 4. Keslar, 
W., N. J. (2/3); 5. Kan, V., Wash DC. (2/3); 6. 
Ransom, c., Ala. (0/5). 

Pool #8: 1. Cetrulo l l.1 N. E. (3/1); 2. Blum, R· r 

Met (3/1); 3. Boucherl W., Mich (2/2); 4. DeVivo, 
E.I N. J. (1/3); 5. Koser, 0'1 Wise (1/3). 

Pool #9: 1. Tishmcn l J., N. J. (5/0); 2. Mokler l 

T., Philo 14/1); 3. Esp;noso, W., Ind (312); 4. 
Tykod;, R., NE (213:; 5. Rhode" F., III (1/4); 
6. Friedman, R., S. Tex (OIS). 

Peol #10: R::Jrtos, G., Met (4/0); 2. Dow, R., 
N.J. (3/1); 3. Pongo, l.1 L.I. (2/2); 4. Terninko, 
J., N. E. (1/3); 5. Herrick, S., Gatewy (0/4). 

Pool #11: I. Balla, T., Philo (4/1); 2. 
P., N.J. (4/1); 3. Marion, M., S. C 
F1qu€l"oa, R., Met (2/3); Kazer, 
(1/4); 6. Hwang, P.N.E. (1/4). 

Pool #12: I. Lekoch, S., S. Co (5/0); 

P., Met (3/2); 3. losonczy, T., N. 
Pollack l A. r W. NY (2/3); 5. Carr 
(2/3); 6. Boe, P. Kans. (0/5). 

ROUND #2 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1. I Keane, J., I'W AC (5/0); 

Bankuti (3/2); 3. Boucher, W., FA 
4. Clovis, G., LAAC (2/3); 5. We 
NYU (2/3); 6. Vlasak, W., Ft. Loud 

Pool #2: I. Apostol, P., NYFC (5/0); 2 
FA Mich (4/1); 3. Reilly, P., St. Johr 
Zimmerman, R., NYAC (2/3); 5. 
(1/4); 6. Jones, C, S. Nord (0/5). 

Pool #3: I. Dow, R., NYFC (5/0); 2. ' 
FA Mich (4/1); 3. Bartos, T., NYA 
Espinosa u w. (2/3); 5. Yung, W. C 
6. Brand, P' I S. Richards (O/s). 

Pool #4: Tishman, J., NYU (5/0); 
S., NYFC (4/1); 3. Losonczy, T., NY; 
Edwards, D., St. Lou. FC (2/3); 5. Sin 
FC (1/4); 6. Tykodi, R., SMU (0/5). 

Pool #5: I. Gall, C., NYAC (4/1); 2. 
S. Richards (4/1); 3. Bal;o, T., Cs;, 
Figueroa, R., CCNY (2/3); 5. Schli, 
& Swd (2/3); 6. DeV;vo, E., NYU (0 

Pool #6: I. Lekach, S., S. Nord (5/01. 
D., NYAC (3/2); 3. Mok:e" T., Csi, 
Soriano, B., Colurnb (2/3); 5. G( 
NYAC (2/3); 6. Delallave, A., Mann 

Pool #7: I. Orban, A., NYAC (5/0); 
NYFC (4/1); 3. Marion, M., S. Noc 
Nog:::>rney, F., S. Kadar (2/3); 5. 
Mars FC (1/4); 6. Lewis, A. (0/5). 

Pool #8: I Morales, A., NYAC (4/1); 
E., Csisz (4/1); 3. Glassgold, W' I LG 
Pollock, A., Cornell (2/3); 5. Kirchne 
(1/4); 6. Keslar, W., Princeton (1/4) 

QUARTER-FINALS: (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1 Dow, R., (5/0); 2. Hamor;, I 
Gall, C., (312); 4. Bartos, G. (2/3); 
W. (1/4); 6. Pango, L. (0/5). 

Pool #2: 1 Orban, A. r (4/1); 2 Tishma 
3. Mokler, T., (312); 4. Capece, D 
Blum, R., (2/3); 6. Reilly, P. (0/5). 

Pool #3: Keone l J., (4/1); 2. G 
(4/1); 3. Kaplan, S., (312); 4. Marior 
5 Bolla, T. (213); 6. Cotrulo ,l. (0/: 

Pool #4: Apostol r ,P.~ (4/1); 2. ~ 

(4/1}; 3. Demasi, S.~ (3/2); 4. Lekad 
5. Losonczy, T (J 14); 6. G!assgold, 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 Morales, A., (5/0); 2. D.:>'n 
GoII, C., (312); 4. Kaplan, S., 

GJering, W. (1/4); 6. Hamori, E. (Ol 

Pool #2: I. Apostol, P., (5/0); 2. 
(4/1); 3. Keane, J., (312); 4. Mckler 
5. Tishman, J., (1/4); 6. Danosi, S., 



FINALS 
1 ORBAN, A, NYAC (4/1); Apostol, P., 
NYFC (3/2,1.353); 3. DOW, R, NYFC (3/2,1.158); 
-<:, Morales, A, NYAC (2/3,.85); 5. Gall, c., 
NYAC (2/3, .727); 6. Keone, J. (1/4). 

WOMEN'S FOIL: (110 Competitors) 

ROUND #1 (3 Quolify) 

Pool #1: 1 Armstrong, S_, S. CA (4/0); 2 King, 
H'T N. Co (3/1); 3. Goldthwaite, lo, N. Tex 
(2/2); 4 Felty, l., Kent (113); 5. Vebell, V., 
Philo (0/4). 

Pool #2: 1. Angell~ T., N. Co (4/0); 2. Johnson, 
$., S. Tex (3il); 3. Cinotti, D., N.J. (2/2); 4. 
Wilcox. J., Colo (1/3); 5. Chon, K, W. NY 
(0/4) 

Pool #3: White, R., Md (4/0); 2, Stevenson 
K., W NY (3/1); 3. Kowalewski~ J., N. Ohio 

(2/2); 4, Morcy, $" Conn (1/3); 5. Gross, G" C. 
Flo (0/4). 

Pool #4: Gramponc, E., N.J. (1/0); 2 Sum-
me", P., N.E. (0/1). 

Pool #5: 1. Mitchell, M'T S. CA (4/0); 2 Hannon, 
R., Kans (3/1); 3. Piquer, E., Gatewy (1/3); 4 
Feit, A., Ariz (1/3); 5. Jarolon, E., Wash DC 
(I; 3). 

Pool #6: 1. Devcn, B., S. Co (4/0); 2. Schoene
mon, C., Wise. (3/1); 3. Keel, B., N. E. (212); 

4. Mongo, M., Conn (1/3); 5. Wult, K., W. Po 
(0/4). 

Pool #7: 1 crown, E., S. Co (3/9); 2. Adamovich, 
T., Met (2/1); 3. Katz, L, N. E (112); 4. Boron, 
P., Conn (013). 

Pool #8: 1 Unkmeyer, S., CA (3/0); 2. 

Hoopner, S., N. CA (2/1); 3. Klutke, G., Mich 
(1 !2); 4. Clancy, M., Wisc (10/3). 

Pool #9: 1.Clovis, N., S. CA (4/0); 2. Huddleson, 
M., N. CA (3/1); 3. Murroy, N., N.J. (2/2); 4. 
Cyr, L., Conn (1/3); 5. Sopu!ski, J., M:eh (0/4), 

Pool #10: 1 Barkdull, P., N. CA (4/0); 2. 
O'Connor, D., N. J. (3/J); 3. Klinger, A., JI! 
(2/2); 4. Newton, c., Orang Cst (l /3); 5. Foley, 
M., Del. (0/4). 

Pool #11: 1. Crowe, A., S. CA (4/0); 2, Peterson, 
S., GQtewy (3/1); 3. O'Donnell, A., N.J. (2/2); 
4. Bradley, -'., Kans (1/3); 5. Boesch, M. Wisc 
(0,4). 

Pool #12: 1 Genton, A" Met (3/1); 2 Orley, E., 
N. CA (2 3. Koutevick, R., S. Tex (2/2); 4. 

Knauer, A., Wise (2/2); 5. Brown, M., NE (1/3). 

Pool #13: 1 Melcher, B., Met (4/0); 2. Reid, J., 
N.J. (3 '1); 3. Staudt, J., Columbus (2/2); 4. 
Dobbins, c., N. Ohio .r 1/3); 5. Davis, c., La 
(0 

Pool #14, Sm;th, Y., Wash DC (3/0); 2. 
Pierce,S., Met (1/2); 3. Romero, M., S. Tex 
(1 '2); 4. Saxenion, A, N.E (1/2). 

Pool #15: 1. Benjamin, c., P.l. (4/0); 2. Poujar
dieu, C., S, Tex (3/1); 3. Perry,S., Ariz (2/2); 
4. Robinson, B., Hud-Berk (l/3); 5. DiFalco, 8., 
NJ (0:4). 
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Poof #16: 1. Santelli, B., NJ (3/1); 2. latham, 
N., Met (3/1); 3. Burton, L, S. CA (2/2); 4. 
Smalley, D. Kens (1/3); 5. Boesch, K., Wise 
(113). 

Poof #17: 1. lucero, I.~ N. CA (4/0); 2. Corter, 
C., Wash DC (3/1); 3. Lynch, J., N_J. (2/2); 4. 
Baumgart, G., Colo (J /3); 5. Pascotto, G., Met 
(0/4). 

Pool #18: 1. Dancze, 5., NJ (4/0); 2. Annovedder, 
M. Met (2/2); 3. Grant, C., NE (2/2); 4. Drago, 
B., S. CA (1/3); 5. lyons, B., Ariz. (1/3). 

Pool #19: 1. Moody, D., N. CA (4/0); 2. Tomlin
sonl N., Met (2/2); 3. Schurgin, A., NE (2/2); 4. 
DeBiase, S., Philo (1/3); 5. Sourer, S., W. Pa 
(1/3). 

Pool #20 1 Doblougl E., Gold (3/1); 2. Johnson, 
E., N. CA (3/ I); 3. Richords, C., NE (212); 4. 
Delisi, J., Met (2/2); 5. Wenz, T. Philo (O/4). 

Pool #21: 1. Drungis, A., NJ (4/0); 2. Trett, 5., 
C. Flo (3/J); 3. Jacobs, E., Met (1!3); 4. Ken
nedy, l., W. Wash (1/3); 5. V<?nesky, L., N. 
Ohio (1/3). 

Pool #22: 1. lare r B., W. NY (4/ J); 2. Jocobsenl 
G., N. CA (4/ I); 3. Hurley, Y., Gulf (312); 4 
Gannon, E.. NJ (2/3); 5. Moriarty, M., Gatewy 
(1/4); 6. Minkoff, J. OrgCst (1/4). 

Pool #23: 1. Chesney, Cor N.J. (4/0); 2. Erossy, 
I., N. Ohio, (2/2); 3. Tolarico1 M., Conn (2/2); 
4. Moriartes, 5., Met (1/3); 5. Hopkins, N., NE 
(1/3). 

Pool #24: 1. Heinecke, M., \Vise (4/1); 2. Richert, 
K., Met (3/1); 3. Aylward, l., NE (2/2); 4. Koch, 
M., NJ (J 13); 5. Rees, c., Mich (0/4). 

ROUND #2 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 White, R., NYU (4/0); 2. King H., 
Halbers (3/1); 3. Trett, $., MASA (212); 4. Mur
ray, N. Montclair St (l/3); 5. Kowulew:-ki, J., S. 
Kadar (0/4). 

Poof #2: 1. linkmeyerT B., LAAC (5/0); 2. Reid, 
J., Santelli (4/J); 3. Orly, E., Pannonio (3/2 l ; 4. 
Erossy, I., CMAC (2/3); 5. Richert, K., KC Metro 
(1/4); 6. Surnmers, P., S. Richards (O/S). 

Peol #3: 1 O'Connor~ D., Santeili (4/1); 2. 
Heinecke l M. r Chic FC (4/1); 3. Jacobsen, G. r 

Halbers (4/1); 4. Koutevick, R., (2/3); 5. Stuadt, 
J., Chic FC; 6. Grant, c., Bast Y (1/4). 

Pool #4: 1. Devon, B., LAAC (5/0); 2. lore, B., 
NYFC (4/1); 3. Sontelli, B., Santelli (3/2); 4. 
Tomlinson, N., Brookl C (2/3); 5. Piquer, E., Flo. 
FC (1/4); 6. Talarico, M., Spr. TurnVer. (0/5). 

Peal #5: 1 O'Donnell, A., Santelli (4/1); 2. 
Angell, T., Marki (3/2); 3. Smith r V., S. Armes 
(3/2); 4. Annovedder, M., NYFC (312); 5. Katz, 
L, S. Richards (2/3); 6. Johnson, S., San Ant 
FS (0/5). 

Pool #6: Hurley" V., SWFC (4/1): 2. Grom-
pone, E. r Santelli FA (4/1); 3. Moody, D., Marki 
(3 / 2); 4. Richards, c., S. Richards (2/3); 5. 
Dobloug, E., Ft. Loud. Fe (2/3); 6. Klutke, G., 
FA Mich (0/5). 

Pool #7: 1 A,mstrong, 5., WEFC (S/G); 2. Ches
ney, c., Santelli (4/1); 3. Keel, B., Brandeis 
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(3/2); 4. Hoepner, B., Marki (2/3); 5. Stevenson, 
K., Cornell (1/4); 6. Pierce, S., Santelli (0/5). 

Poo! #8: 1. Adamovich" T.,. NYFC (4/1); 2. 

Brown, Eo, WEFC (4/1); 3. Schocncmon~ C' r Toso 
(2/3); 4. Barkdull, P., Ponnonia (2/3); 5. 
Jacobs, E., Santelli (2/3); 6. Lynch, J., Wm-Pat 
(I (4). 

PooT #9 1. GentonT A.~ NYFC (5/0); 2. Schurgin, 
A., Brand (4/1); 3. Drungis, A., (2/3); 4. Han
non, R, UMKC (2/3); 5. Crowe, A., WEFC (1/4); 
6. Romero, M., San Ant FS (1/4). 

Pool #10: BurtonT l., WEFC (4/1); 2. Clovis r 

N. LAAC (3/2) 3. Corter, C., S. Armes (3/2L 
4. Melcher B., NYFC (2/3); 5. Huddleson, M., 
Halberst (213); 6. Klinger, A., Chic FC (1/4). 

Pool #11, 1. Mitchell, M., WEFC (4/11; 2. Cinotti, 
D., Barnard (4/1); 3. Benjamin, C., NYFC (3/2); 
4. Johnson, E., LGH (3/2); 5. Poujardieu, C, Son 
Ant. FS (J/4); 6. Perry,S., Tucson FC (0/5). 

Pool #12 1. latham, N .. NYFC (4/1); 2. Lucero, 
1., Holbers (3/2); 3. Ayward, Lr Bas Y (3/2); 

4. Dancz, 5., Santelli FA (3/2); 5. Peterson, B., 
F!a FC (213); 6. Goldthwaite" l., SWFC (0/5). 

ROUND #3 (4 Qualify) 

Pool #1. 1. White, R., (5/0); 2. Hurley, Y., (4/1); 
3. Drungis, A., (3/2); 4. Mitchell, M., (2/3); 5. 

Angell, T., (1/4); 6. Santelli, B., (0/5). 

Pool #2: 1. Clovis, N., (4/1); 2. Chesney, C., 
(3/2); 3. Genton~ A'T (2/3); 4. Jacobsenl G., 
(2/3); 5. Moody" D., (2;3); 6. Schoeneman, c., 
(2/3). 

Pool #3: 1. i{ing r H., (4/1); 2. Gromponc, E., 
(4/1); 3. Trett, S., (3/2); 4. Armstrong, S., (3/2); 
5. Carter, c., (1/4); 6. Lore, B., (0/5). 

Pool #4: 1. O'Donnell, A., (4/1); 2. lucero, I., 
(3/2); 3. linkrneyer, B.~ (3/2); 4 Burton, l., 
(3/2); 5. Schurgin, A. (1/4); 6. Aylward, l., 
(1/4). 

Pool #5: 1 Benjamin, C., (4/1); Latham, N., 
(4/1); 3. Deyen, B., (312); 4. Keel, B., (213); 

5. Heinecke, M. (2/3); 6. CinoHi, D. (0/5). 

Pool #6: 1. Adomovich, T., (4/1); 2, O'Connor, D., 
,(4/1); 3, Smith, Y., (3/2); 4. Brown, E., (2;3); 
5. Orly, E., (1/4); 6. Reid, J., (1/4). 

QUARTER-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 'White, R., (5/0); 2. Adomovich, T., 
(3 2 1' 3, Gr(HnpOnC, Eo, (3/2); 4 Burton, L., 
(2 '3); 5. Jacobsen, G., (1/4) 6. Linkmeyer, B., 
(1/4). 

Pool #2: 1 Armstrong r 5., {4/1); 2. O'Connor, D .• 
(3/2); 3. latham, N., (312); 4. Hurley, V., (3(2); 

5_ Trett, S. (2/3); 6. Keel, B. (0/5). 

Pool #3: 1 O'Donnell, A., (4/1); 2. Devon, B., 
(3/2); 3. Geillton, A., (3/2); 4. Benjomin, c., 
(3/2); 5. Lucero, I., (1/4); 6. Brown, E_, (1/4). 

Pool #4: King, H" (5/0); 2. Clovis, N., (3/2); 
3. Mitchell, M., (3/2); 4. Chesney" c., (2/3); 5. 
Smith, V. (213); 6 Drungis, A. (0/5). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1, I. White" R., (5/0); 2. O'Donnell, A., 
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(4/1); 3. Cloyjs, N., (2/3); 4. Mitche 
5. Genton, A., (1/4); 6. O'Connor, [ 

Pool #2: 1. Adamovich, T., (4/1); 
(3/2); 3. Armstrong, $., (3/2); 4. 
(3/2); 5. Grompone, E., (1/4); 6. 
(1/4). 

FINALS 

1. WHITE, R., NYU (4/1); 2. Clovi 
(3/2,1.143) 3. O_Donnell, A, Sar 
1.083); 4. Armserong, S., WEFC ( 
King, H., Halberstadt (2/3); 6. Ad 

NYFC (0/5. 

-----------

EPEE, (122 Compehtars) 

ROUND #1 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Esponda G., W. Pt. (4/0); 
J., Met (3/1); 3. Goldberg, J., Bard 
4. Mullarkey, j., NE (113); 5. Moal 
(0/4). 

Pool #2, I. Beck, R., S. Tex (3/1); 
N.J. (3/1); 3. Juncker, D., Minn (2/~ 

G. Gatewy (212); 5. Espinosa, W., I 

Pool #3, I. Chistie, K. S. CA (3/1); ; 
C. CA (3/1); 3. McMahon, K., ME 
Farinacci, G., S. Tex (2/2); 5. Line 
Wash (0/4). 

Pool #4, 1. Netburn, S .. Met. (4/0); 
Oreg (3/1); 3. lyons, D. r Wash, D 
Levin, L., Conn (113); 5. Nogorney, 
(0/4). 

Pool #5, 1. Sorack, C., S. CA (4/0 
man, B., Met (3/1); 3. Ahern, T., N 
4. Susman, E., N. Ohio (1/3); 5. B 
Po (0/4). 

Pool #6: 1. Matheson, W., M Pen 
Chlarson, N., N. CA (3/1); 3. Nonl 
(212); 4. Bargor, R., NE (2/2); 5. I 
NY (0/4). 

Pool #7, 1. Lyons, B., Wash. DC (5/0) 
D., Met (2/2); 3. Johnston, J., M. 
4. Peterson, E., N. CA (1/3); 5. Calf 
(0/4). 

Pool #8: 1. Mannino, V., L! (3/1); 2. 
NE (3/1); 3. Koch, R., S. Tex (2/2) 
l., Colo (113); 5. Guzenske, B., C. C, 

Pool #9: 1. Sampan, J. r Wise (3/1; ~ 

J., S. CA (3/1); 3. Pesthy, P., Me' 
Bergrnan, P., Philo (1/3); 5. Grant, K. 

Pool #10: 1. Micahnik, D., Philo (4/( 
E., N. Tex (3/1); 3. Baranowski, C., 
4. Bernstein, !., NJ (1/3); 5. Sche 
(0/4). 

Pool #11, 1. Elliot, J., S. CA (3/ I); 2. 
R., Minn (3/1); 3. Israel, M., Met 
Johnson, W., N. CA (2/2); 5 Hobb 
(0/4). 

Pool #12: 1. Contillon, D., Mich (4/0) 
M. NE (2/2); 3. Jo"nson, M., N. 
4 Drum, L., M. Pent (1/3); 5. Thol 
W. Pt. (113). 



Pool #13: Weber, W., Met (4;0); 2. Taylor, 
5., M. Pent (2/2); 3. Hooker, F., Mich (2/2); 4. 
Joedan, J., Ala (2/2); 5. Vlasak, W., Gold (0/4). 

Pool #14: 1. Taylor, D., Philo (4/0); 2. Bozek, S., 
NE (3/ J); 3. Messing, A., Met (2/2); 4. Olivello, 
M., C. Flo (1/3); 5. Daley, P., Conn (0/4). 

Pool #15: 1 Belok, G., Met (3/1); 2. Mullarkey, 
E., NE (3/l); 3. James. N., N. Ohio (2/2); 4. 
Hurley, R., Gu:f (1/3); 5. Lanzi, L., Hud-Berk 
(0/4). 

Pool #16: Mokler, B., Phi:o (4/0); 2. Olsen, T., 
S. CA (2/2); 3. Lightner, R., Gotewy (2/2); 4. 
Anderson, L., lfl (1/3); 5 Ballinger, E., Met 
(l/3) 

Pool #17: 1 Szunyog'" G., Met (4/0); 2. Morgo
reidge, K., S. CA (2;2); 3. Kestler, A., N. Ohio 
(212); 4. Reekie, T., Horeis. (212); 5. Eaton, F., 
Hud-Beck (0/4). 

Pool #18: 1 Lode" D., OegeCst (3/1); 2. Makle" 
T., Peila (3/l); 3 Do:e, M., N. CA (2/2); 4. 
Hubbell, R., Gatewy (1/3); 5. Presson, C, Met 
(1/3) 

Pool #19: 1. Masin, G., Met (4/0); 2. Dabbs, J., 
Ala. (3/1); 3. Sasek, J., Philo (2/2); 4. Junge
mann, E., Kans. (1/3); 5. Heiler, P. Minn (0/4). 

Pool #20: 1. Kerr, J., M. Pent (3/1); 2. Cus:1ing
Murray, S., CA (3/1); 3. Katsaros, E., Ala (2/2); 
4. Linton, G., Philo (2/2); 5. Willis, J., W. Po 
(0/4). 

Pool #21: 1 L;pton, M., S. CA (5/0); 2. McMonan, 
R., Philo (4/1); 3. Yirgi!;i, S., Met (3/2); 4. 

MGrwell, D., NE (2/3); 5. Gonzalez, R., NJ 
(1/4); 6. Hendecson, D., Oklo (0/5). 

Pool #22: 1 Reith~ \V., N. Ohio (5/0); 2. Benge, 
D., S. CA (4/1); 3. Lodyman, D., N. Tex (312); 

4. Peters, A., U (2/3); 5. Sullivan, M., NE 
(1/4); 6. Steinman, D., W. Po (0/5). 

Pool #23: ). Carfagno, E., NE (3/0); 2. Wcgodsky, 
D., NJ (2/1); 3. Cheds, S., Wasil, DC (1/2); 4. 
Ransom, c., Ala (0/3) 

Pool #24: 1 Goldberg, l., S. CA (5/0); 2. Baxte" 
W., NE (3/2); 3. Bkkley, T., N. Tex (2/3); 4 
Mothers, W., Mich (2/3); 5. Soter, P., N. CA 
(2/3); 6. Lewis, A., N. Mex (1/4) 

ROUND #2 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 Micohnik, D., Csisz (5/0); 2. Melcher, 
J., NYFC (4/11; 3. Koch, R., M. Pent (3/2); 4. 
Matheson, W., M. Pent. (2/3) 5. Cheris, S., 
CFC (1/4); 6. Jomes, H, CleY. FF (0/5). 

Pool #2: 1 Mannino~ Y., NYAC (4/1); 2. Makler, 
B., Csisz (4/1); 3 Christie, K., Man FA (4/1); 
4. IvkVlufiull, K., NYFC (1/4); 5. Dole, M" 
Halbecst (1/4); 6. Bick.ley, T., Dallas FC (1/4). 

Pool #3: 1. Pesthy~ P., NYAC (5/0); 2. Truesdale, 
R., Minn FC (4/1); 3. Lode" D., CSCLBU (312); 
4. Lyons, S., C<;isz (2/3); 5 Morg(JI,~;uge, K., 
S. Noed (1/4); 6. Johnsen, M., N. Tex. ST (0/5). 

Pool #4: 1 Mos;n, G., NYAC (5/0); 2. Elliot, 1., 
Moei (3/2); 3. Ken, J., M. Pent (312); 4. Sasek, 
J., CSISZ (3/2); 5. Ladymon, D., St. Marks (1/4); 
6. Lig'ltner, R., Flo FC (0/5). 
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Pool #5: 1. Netbum, 5., NYA':.. ()/O;; 2. Belok, 
G., NYFC (4/1); 3. Mckie" T., Csisz (3/2); 4. 
Ahem" T., lGH (2/3); 5. Baxtee, W., WPI (1/4); 
6. Goldberg, J., EI Peso FC (0/5). 

Pool #6: 1. Virgili, 5., (3/2); 2. Toylor, S., M. 
Pent (3/2; 3. Bozek, S., Solem Y (3/2); 4. 
Katsaros, E., Mars FC (3/2); 5. LiDton, M., 
FalconSch (2/3); 6. Sampon, J., \Voyiund ACA 
(0/5). 

Pool #7: Beck, R., Chaparrol (4/1); 2 Car-
fagno, E., S. Richards (4/1); 3. P€arlmon~ B., 
NYFC (3/2); 4. Wigodsky, D., Peinctoon (213); 
5. Alsen, T., S. Nord (2/3); 6. Herzig, D., NYFC 
(0/5). 

Pool #8: 1. McMahan, R" Csisz (5/0); 2. Borcck, 
C., S. Nord (3/2); 3. Coli, R., NYFC (3i2l; 4. 
israel, M., Brookl C (3/2); 5. Chlorson, N. r 

LGH (1/4); 6. Rubin, M., S. R,chacds (0/5). 

Pool #9: 1. Nonna, J., NYFC (5/0); 2. Wetzler, 
J., S. Richards (3/2); 3. CatHlon, D., FA Mich 
(312); 4. Bcody c., Stanbed (312); 5. Benge, 
0., S. Nord (1/4); 6. Juncker, D., Minn Fe (O/S). 

Pool #10: 1 Hooke" F., AFRA (5/0); 2. Esponda, 
G., W. Pt (3/2); 3. Re;th, W., Clev. FF (2/3); 
4. Dobbs, J., Macs FC (213); 5. St Claie, J., 
LAAC (2/3); 6. Messing, A, S. Lucia (1/4). 

Pool #11: 1. Johnston, J., M. Pent (3/2); 2. 
GolL:berg, L., LAAC (3/2); 3. Kestler, A., Kadar 

(3/2); 4. Weber, W. (2/3); 5. Sims" E., Dallas 
Fe (2/3); 6. Messing, A., Lucia (1/4). 

Pool #12: 1. Taylor, D.~ U. Po. (5/0); 2. irwin, J. 
(3/2); 3. lyons, D., (Fe (3/2); 4. Szunyogh, G. 
NYU (3/2); 5 Baranowski, c., WPI (l/4); 6. 
Cush,ng-Murcay, S. Nord (0/5). 

ROUND #3 (4 Qual,fy) 

Pool #1: 1 Cantillon, D., (4/1); 2. Netburn, S., 
(4/1); 3. Belock, G. (3/2); 4. Beck R., (2/3); 
5. Wetzler, J. (1/4); 6. Loder, D. (l/4). 

Pool #2: 1 Masin, G. (4/1); 2. Melcher, J. (4/1); 
3. Re;th, W. (312); 4. Makle" B. (213); 5. 
Eilictt, J. (2/3); 6. Irwin, J. (0/5). 

Pool #3: I Micahn;k, D. (5/0); 2. Bozek, S. 
(4/ I); 3. Chdst;e, K., (312); 4. Kerc, J. (2/3); 
5. Coil, R. (1/4); 6. Tru.esdale, R. (O/S) 

Pool #4: J. Corfagno~ E. (3/2); 2. Mokler, T. 
(312); 3. Hooke" F. (3/2); 4. Bo,ack, C. (2/3); 
5. Koch, R. (2/3); 6. tv',onn:n::J, V. (1/4). 

Pool #5: 1. Taylor, S. (5/0); 2. Nonr'la, J. (3/2); 
3. Taylo" D. (3/2); 4. Lyons, D. (2/3).; 
Esponda, G. (1/4); 6. Kestler, A. (1/4). 

Pool #6: 1 Pestny" P. (5/0); 2 Johnston, J. 
(312); 3. Goldberg, L., (3/2); 4. V;'g;I;, 5., (2/3); 
5. lyl,ct-k . .:ilon, R. (1/4); 6. Pearlman, B. (1/4). 

QUARTER-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Melcher (5/0); 2. Reith (3/2); 3. Kerr 
(312); 4. Pesthy (213); 5. Galdbeeg (1/4); 6. 
Carfagno (O/S). 

Pool #2: Netbum (3/1); 2. Mokler, T. (2/2); 
3. Taylor, S. (2/2); 4 Hooker (2/2); S. Christie 
(0/4) 

Pool #3. 1. Bozek (5/0); 2. Nonna (3/2); 3. 
Mkahn;k (3/2); 4. Johnston (213); 5. Beck 
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(2/3); 6 Lyons, D. (0/5) 
Pool #4: 1 Masin (5/0); 2. Cantillon (3/2); 3. 

Mckie" B. (312); 4. Bocock (2/3); 5. Belak 
(2/3); 6. Tayloe, D. (0/5). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Melene, (4/1); 2. Mos;n (3/1); 3. 
Makle" B. (3/1); 4. Micahnik (2/3); 5. Tayloe, 
S (2/3); 6. Reith (0/5). 

Pool #2, Bozek (5/0); 2. Makle" T. (3/2); 3. 
Nonna (2;3); 4. Cantillion (2/3); 5. Netburn 
(2/3); 6. Kerr (1/4). 

FINALS 

1 MELCHER, J. NYFC (4/1); 2 Bozek, S., 
Solem (3/2,1.43); 3. MaSin, G., NYAC (3/2.-
1.29); Nenna, J. NYFC (2/3, .85); 5. Maklee, 
T., S. CSIszar (2/3, .636); 6. Makler, B., Csiszar 
(1/4). 

FOIL TEAM (13 Teams) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND: Round Robin of 4 Pools 
.(2 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Santelli vs S. Richards, 7/2; vs. Hal
berstadt, 7/2; 2. Halberstadt vs S. Richards, 
7/2. 

Pool #2: J. Wauwatosa FC vs West Point, 7/2; 
vs Deflas FC, 7/2; vs. NYFC, 6/3; 2. NYFC vs 
West Po:nt, 5/4; vs Dallas FC, 7/2; 3. Dallas 
FC vs West Point, 6/3. 

Pool #3: 1. NYAC vs LGH, 7/2; vs Sol:e de 
Nord, 6/3; 2. lGH vs Salle C.e Nord, 5/4. 

Pool #4: 1 Salle Csiszar vs Solem, 7/2; vs. NYU, 
5/4; 2. NYU vs Solem, 6/3. 

ELIMINATION ROUND #1 

NYAC vs NYFC, 5/2. 

2. lGH vs \VauYvulosa, 5/2. 

3. S. Csiszor vs Halberstadt, 5/4. 

4. S. Sontelli vs NYU, 5/2. 

SEMI-FINALS: 

1. NYAC vs S. Csiszar, 5/3. 
2. S. Santelli vs lGH" 5/1. 

THIRD PLACE: S. Csiszac d. LGH 512. 

fINALS: 

S. SanteH; d. NYAC, 5/0. 

SABRE TEAM: (8 teams) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND, 2 Pools of 4 Teams (2 
Quolify) 

Pool #1: 1 NYAC vs. S. Bankuti, S/4! vs S. de 
Nord, 8! 1; vs NYU, 8/1; 2. Salle Bankuti vs 
S. de Nord, 6/3; vs NYU, 5/4; 3. Salle de Nced 
vs NYU, 5/4. 

Pool #2: NYFC LGH, 7/2; vs S. Richards, 
8/1; 2 FA Mich:gan vs LGH, 6/3; vs. S. 
R:c~crds, 7/2; 3. Salle Richards vs LGH, 9/0. 

FINALS: Keund-Robin of 4 Teams 

NE\V YORK AC vs NYFC, 5/4; vs FA Mich, 
7 ;2; \IS 5 Bonkuti, 9/0; 2. NEW YQ::tK FC vs 
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FA Michigan, 5/4; vs S. Bankuti, 
Michigan vs S. Bonkuti. 5/4; 4. Sc 

EPEE TEAM: (10 teams) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND: Round-Robin 
(2 Qualify) 

Pool #1. 1. NYFC vs Univ. of Minne 
S. De Nord, 6/3; 2. Salle de Nord v 

Peol #2: 1 Salle Csiszor vs. S. Rich( 
LGH, 8/1; vs Bost-on YMCA, 8 1 

Richards vs LGH, 7/2; vs Boston 
3. Boston YMCA vs LGH, 5/4. 

Pool #3: NYAC vs Mars Fe, 6; 
YMCA, 8/1; 2. Sa:em YMCA vs M 

DIRECT ELIMINATION ROUND 

1. Salle Richards vs NYFC, 5/2. 
2. Salle C:s;szor vs Solem YMCA, 5/3. 
3. NYAC vs Salle de Nord, 5/1. 

FINALS: Round-Robin of 3 Teams 

NEW YORK ATHLETIC CLUB 
6/3; vs S. Csiszar, 5/0. 

2. Salie Richards vs S::Jlle Csiszar, 6/3 
3. Salle Csiszar. 

WOMEN'S TeAM: (17 teams) 

ROUND #1. Round-Robin, 5 Pools C 
Byes: NYFC, \Vest End FC 

yo::1 #1: 1 Sante!;i Fen::::~ng Aco. 
AC, 5/4; YS Buffa:a St. Coil, 9/0; 
vs Buffalo, 9/0. 

Poo! #2: 1 Ha!berstadt vs. S. CSIs: 
Solem YMCA, 8/1; 2. Salle Csiszc 
7/2. 

Pool #3: 1. Salle SonteHi vs. S. Ka( 
Wm-Pat, 7/2; 2. Wm-Patterson C( 
Kadoe, 7/2. 

Pool #4: 1 lAAC vs Hunter Colle 
Son Antonio, 7/2; San Antonio Fer 
vs Hunter, 7/2. 

Pool #5: 1. Marki vs FOU, 9/0; vs 
5/4; 2. FDU-Teanack vs S. Richard: 

ELEMINATION ROUND: 

Halberstadt vs Pannonio, 5/1. 
2. NYFC vs Son Antonio FS, 5/2. 
3. Ma.ki vs Santelli FA, 5/2. 
4. West ~nd FC vs Wm-Patterson, 5/1 
5. lAAC vs S. Csiszar, 5/1 
6. S. Santelli vs FDU, 8/1. 

SEMI-FINALS 

West End Fe vs Marki, 5/2. 
2. NYFC vs Halbecstadt, 5/3. 
3. S. Santelli vs LAAC, 5/1. 

FINALS: Round-Robin 

NYFC vs. S. Santelli, 5/4; West End F 
6/3; S. 50ntelIi vs West End Fe, 6/ 

SALLE SANTELLI; 1/1, 10 bou 
West End FC; 1/1, 9 b;)Llts won; 3. 
8 bout:; won. 
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UNDER-19 FOIL: (24 Entries) 

ROUND #1 (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. litten, D., C. ill (S/O); 2. Lucido; J., 
II (3/2); 3. Dale, M., N. CA (3/2); 4. Mullarkey, 

E., NE (2/3); 5. Neale, J., NJ (1/4); 6. Pollack, 
A, W. NY (1/4). 

Pool #2: 1. McConville, T., III (5/0); 2. Charles, 
K., Conn (3/2); 3. Krause, J., Met (3/2); 4. 
Nonomuro, G" N. CA (2/3); S. Sullivon, M., NE 
(1/4); 6. Scher, J., Gold Cst (1/4). 

Pool #3: J. Eastman, D., Wise (4/1); 2. Page, K., 
II (4/1); 3. Golnow, W., S. CA (3.2); 4 Otero. 
N, N. CA (3/2); 5. Graham, T, Gold Cst (1/4); 

6. Chew, P, Met (0/5). 

Pool #4: 1. Jennings, C., NE (5/0); 2. Bennett, 
P., LI (3/2); 3. Petretti, R., NJ (3/2); 4. Sanders, 
I., W. NY (2/3); 5. i-1z...n~rl;ufO, R., N. CA (1.1 4); 

6. Ladymon, D" N. Tex (1/4). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. Littell, D., U. III (4: 1); 2. Dole, M., 
Halberst (3/2); 3. Poge K., Centerch HS (3/2); 

4. Eastman, D., Tosa FC (2,3); 5. Krouse, J. 

Turn Verein (2/3); 6. Bennett, P., LI $vliVlusillcn 
[1 14). 

Pool #2: 1 Charles, K. (4 1); 2 Jennings, C., 
Solem Y (3,!2); 3. McConv:lle, T., Notre Deme 
HS (3/2); 4. Lucido, J., St. Joh'sU 3); 5, 

Gelnaw, W" Torrance FC (2/3); 6. Petrettl, R, 
Rempo HS (lI4). 

FINALS 

1. LITTELL D. (5/0); 2. Dole, M. (3:2;,1.105); 
3 Page, K (3/2, 85); 4 Jennings, C (2/3), 

5. Charles, K. (J 14, .696); 6. McConv'tiie, T 
(1/4, .652). 

SABRE UNDER-19: (2 Entries) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1. losonczy, T., NJ (4/0); 2. Dole, M., 

N. CA (2/2); 3. Graham, T., Go:d Cst (2/2); 
4. DiFiglio, S., III (2/); 5. Ladymon, D., N Tex 
(0/4). 

Pool #2: 1. Do-nosi, S., M:eh (4/0); 2. Bran-.:l, P., 
NE (3/1); 3. livingston, B., Md (2,2)' 4, 
Catoio, M., Met (1/3); 5. Iv'\eiklejohn, J., C. Flo 
(0/4) 

Pool #3: J. Hulswit, c., NE (3/1); 2. DeVivo, E.~ 

NJ (3/1); 3. Meyer, K., III (212); 4. Pollock, A., 

W. NY (2/2); 5 Nonomura, G, N. CA (0/4) 

Pool #4: 1 Otero, N., N. CA (4/0); 2. Nyilos, R., 

II (3/1); 3. Acker, A., C. III (2: 2); " Scher, J. 
Gold Cst (1 5 Samet, R., LI (0/4). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Qualify) 

Poof #1: losonczy, T.,'~NYAC (5,0); 2. Nyilas, 

R., U Swordsmen (3/2); Dole M., Halberst 
(2/3); 4. Hulswit, c., Concord~Corl, HS (2/3); 5. 

Livingston, S" John's Hopkins (2 / 3); 6. Acker, 
A. (1/4) 

Pool #2: 1 Donosi, $., FA Mlch (5 2. DeVivo, 

E., NYU (4: I); 3. Brood, P., S. Richards 13 / 2); 
4. Graham, T., Eastern (L 3); S. Otero, N. Hal-
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berst (1/4); 6 Meyer, K., New TrierHS (0/4). 

FINALS: 

1. LOSONCZY, T. 
3 Brand, P., (2/3, 

5. DeVivo, E. (1/4, 

0); 2. Danosi, S. (4/1); 
782); 4. Doie, M. (2/3, ,667); 
59); 6. Nyil(ls, R. (1/4, .54). 

UNDER-19 WOMEN'S FOIL: (24 Entries) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND (3 Qualify) 

Pool #1: 1 Johnson,S., S. Tex (4/ l); 2. Farkas, 
/., NJ (3/2); 3 Thayer, E., Kent (3/2); 4. 

Suxefliutl, A" NE {2,!3}; Mongo, M., Conn 
2/3); 6. R(,ti",!";:uil~, D., Met (1/4). 

Pool #2: 1 Jacobsen, G., N. CA (4; 1); 2 Hurley, 
Y., Gulf Cst !4.1); 3. Lynch, J., N) !".l); 4. 
Coliins, K., Minn (2 '3); Hite, c., Cent. Flo 
(2/3), 6. Moriarty, M., Gatewy (0/5). 

Peol #3: Burton, L., S. CA (4.")); 2. Petry, S.~ 

AriZ (4 1;; 3. Sih'estro, L., NJ (3 /2); 4. Kovatch, 
J' I Nj (2 3); 5. James, J., Gotewy (1/4); 6. 
Crawley, A., NE (1,4). 

Pool #4: 1 Bradley, J., Kans 0); Cinotti, D., 
NJ (4, 1)' 3. $eiller, S., Kent (3 '2); 4. Ackerman, 
L, LI (2 3:'; Hom, S., Met (1 '4); 6. Piquer, 
E., Getewy (0,5) 

SEMI-FINALS (3 QualifY) 

Pool #1: Jacobsen, G., Halbersr (5/0); 2. Perry~ 

$., Tucson FC (3 2); 3 Johnson, S., SonAnt. FS 
(2,3); L. Selier, S, Ather, HS (2/3); 5. ClnoH!, 

BUilIG,":: (2 '3); 6. Silvestro, L., Romano HS 
(1 

Pool #2: 1 Forkas, I., HAAS (4 1); 2. Hurley, V.~ 

\Vest FC (4 1;; 3. Lynch, J., \Vm-Pet. C (2 / 3); 
Burton, L., VVEFC (2 '3); 5. Thover, S. 

Coeur 6 Bradley, J., Wichita FC (1/4). 

FINALS 

1 FARKAS. I 
2 

(jef. Hurley, V in fenee~off, 4/3; 
(4,1); 3 Jccobsen, ,G (3/2); L. 

5. Lynch, (J /4, .688); 6. Perry, 
Johnsen, (1/4, ,529) 

UNOER-19 EPEE: (21 CompetiTors) 

PRELIMINARY ROUND Quolify) 

Pool #1 1 Simone, R., NJ (3,' 1); 2. Jennings, C., 

NE (3 1); 3 Nonomura, G., N. CA (2/2); 4. 
SamDone, J., Wise (2 /2); 5. McConviile, II! 
(0/4). 

Pool #2: Anderson, l., III (3-'J); ladYlnan~ 

O. N. Tex (3 1); 3. Dale, M., N CA (2 (2); 4. 

Butteric!<., J., LI & Scher, J., GoidCst. (1/3, .842). 

Peo: #3: Israel, M., Met (4 0); Irwin, J., 
Oreg {2 / 2j; 3. Otero, N., N. CA (2/2); 4. Soter, 

P., N. CA (2/2'; 5. Neale, J., NJ (04i. 

Pool #4: J Sheliey, l., NJ (L )); 2. Graham, T., 
Gold Cst (3/2); 3. Mtdlarkey, E., NE (3/ 4. 
tv\eikie)Jhn, J., C. Fio (3 (2); 5. Nonomura, D., N. 
CA (2/3); 6. Jacques, R, LI (0/5). 

SEMI-FINALS (3 Quu:'fy) 

Pool #1. 1 Israel, M., Brookl C (5/0;; 2. Mul-
l(l~key, E., Solem Y (3,2:; 3. Anderson, l., U. 

Chic 4. irwin, J, (2/3); 5. G., 
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Halberst (2/3); 6. Simone, R' f Bricktn (0/5). 

Pool #2: 1 Jcnr.ir.gs, C., Solem Y ); 2. Dole, 
M., Hciberst (4/1); 3. Otero, N., f'-1olberst (2/3); 
4. Srei:ey, P:ngry (2/3); 5 Ladymon, D., 

St. Ma~'<.s 6. Graham, T., Eastern (1/4). 

FINALS: 
1 JENNINGS, C. (4 11); 2. Otero, N. (3/2,1.235); 
3 isrcei, M (3/2, 1 150); 4 Muliarkey, E. 
(2 3, .'7'0;; Andersen, L. (2/3, 652); 6. Dole, 

M (ll 

WORLD UNIVERSITY GAMES 
At its meeting 01 July 3. at Bentley Col

lege the United States Collegiate Sports 
Counci! Committee for Fencing met and re
ported. 

The basis for pOints awarded in the Mar
tini-Rossi was amended to the following: 

Quarter finolists 3 points, semi linalists 6 
pOints, Finalists 9 pOints, top hall linalists 
12 poin;s. 

It wcs further determined that· it will be 

up to he ccaching stall to make the linal 

selection of who will participate in the indi~ 

vidual and team events, this decision to be 

mode in /V\oscow. The Head Coach will have 
full authority and the rules of conduct estab
lished for the Olympic team will apply. 

Fencers may be required to finance port of 
their expenses. Followir:g is a list of persons 
who hove liled the required "Letter 01 Intent" 
and IAho have received points. 

WOMEN: V. Bleomoster, B. Devan, A. Felt, 
S. McCourt, E. Orly 

FOIL: T. Fallesen, H. 
Mokler, R. ,Vlarin, A. 

J. Rosen, T. Simmons, 

Hombarzumicn, B. 
Neroni, J. Nonna, 

J. Tank 

SABER: R. Dow, S. Lekach, S. Kaplan, P. 

Reilly, J. Tishman 

EPEE: G. Belak, S. Bozek, J. St. Clair, F. 
Hooker, W. Johnson, M. Lipton, D. Loder, 

B. Makler, M. Nickless, J. Nanna, T. 
Olsen 

~~~'Frederick 'Rohdes 
~~ FENCERS' OUTFITTERS ......... 1- '169 EAST 86TH ST .• NEW YORK 28. N.Y. 

AMERICAN FENCING 

1972 OLYMPIC CAP! 

by Richard G,adkows~ 

As we go to press, we prese 
preliminary report on the 1972 01 

expect a lull series 01 reports by 

to be publ ished in future issues c 

FenCing. 

Foil Indiyidu,,!: 

John Nanna and Carl Borack 
noted in the first round. Bert F 

vanced to the second round belare 
noted. \iI/ilold Woyda 01 Polan( 
Gold medal, with Kamuti of H, 
Noel of Frarce second and thirc 

Foil Team: 

The U.S. team was seeded e 
of thirteen teams (over Canada or 

on the basis 01 the individual pe 
In its first match the U.S. lost to 

4, in its second match we lost t( 

12-4. Our loil team was clearly ( 

In the linal a young Polish tE 

Woyda de'eated the USSR 9-5 
oerienced Woyda won four bouts 

team of three world junior char 
ene world junior siiver medalist s 
others. France defeated Hungor 

Bronze medal. 

WomenLs individual: 

Harriet King fencing in her four' 
and Ann O'Donnell fencing in he 
eliminated in the first round. ~ 

was eliminated in the second r' 
White appeared below por an 
seem to get wormed up. 

Antcnella Ragno 01 Italy was 1 

Gold medal winner with Iidika 
Hungary and Go/ina Gorokhova o' 

second and third. 

Womens' Team: 

On the basis of the individuc 

ances the US teo'" was seeded 8 
teams. The U.S. team was elimin( 
lirst round losing to Poland 8-8 (: 
TR), Ita!y 10-6 and Germany 9-2 
suffered badly lor the lack 01 a 
fourth member. 

In the fino! a listless Soviet 
the Hungarians for the Gold ml 
Romania took the Bronze. 

Paae 



Saber Individua': 
AI Morales and Aiex Orban were elimi~ 

noted in the quarter-finals, while Paul Apostol 

mode it to the semi-final, where he went out 
with a 2-3 record. 

In the final Victor Sidiak of the USSR 
come in ahead 01 Morath of Hungary and 
his teammate Nazlymav. 

Sabe.' Team: 
The sober team was seeded seventh out 

of thirteen teams, Gnd found itself in a first 
pool with France (seeded second) and Cuba 

(seeded tenthl. We lost to the Cubans 9-7. I 
was reminded of Csaba Elthes' dire prediction 
in our previous issue of American Fencing in 

his article "Coli and American Fencing". The 

team then lost to France 10-5 (although the 

actual loss was accomplished by 9-3) and 
was eliminated. 

The sober team fino! was on upset win for 
the Italians over the USSR by a 9-5 score. 
The hard fought match featured 176 double 
attacks (by my Own countl. The Hungarians 
rallied to toke the Bronze medal. 

Epee individual: 
Jomes Melcher twice U.S. Notional Cham

pion \NOS eliminated in the first round while 

George Masin and Steve Notburn went cut 
in the second tour. 

In the final Dr. Fenyvesi of Hungary took 
the Gold medal, while Ladagallerie of France 
ond former Olympic champion G. Kulcsar of 

Hungary took second and third. 

Epee Team: 
The Epee team was seeded 16 out of 20 

teams on the basis of the individual perform
ances. In the first round the US defeated 
Rarnania 8-8 (59 TR/ 64 TR); Argentino 
14-2; and lost to East Germany 8-8 (65 TR / 
61 TRl. With a 2/1 record the USA ad
vanced to the direct elimination round, where 

we lost to Sweden 9-2. 

The final featured a surprising perform
ance by the Swiss team, ,",hich hod not won 
a medal since Helsinki (1952). The Swiss 
defeated Romania and France to advonce to 
the final. In the finol, Hungary defeated 
Switzerland for the Gold, and USSR defeated 
France for the Bronze. 

Many US officio Is partiCipated in the 
Olympics. Csaba Pallaghy directed several 
tumultuous finals, while Donny Bukantz, Curt 
Ettinger, Gen. Kunzig, and George Worth 
all represented the USA In addition, Miguel 
de Capriles was a member of the Directoire 
Technique. 

Commen!'o;'y: 

The depressing results of our 1972 team 
show ro progress Over the past few years. 
The quick elimination of most of our fencers 

ir,dicates that they were not properly pre
pared. If American fencers wish to advance 

out of the preliminary round they will have 
to train more seriously. 


