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Most fencers have their own private agenda
on “How to improve the USFA,” We have often
been the recipient of suggestions beginning
with “What you should do is 7, followed by
verv good thoughts on some facet which would
completely reorganize U.S. fencing. But the
suggestors do not want to discuss or modify
their ideas and are ""too busy’’ to carry them out
or to pursuade someone else to do so.

We need to have some general agreement on
our goals and the directions we want to take.
One major goal of Amcrican Fencing is to create a
condition of good communication and rapport
between our elected officials and the national
fencing conununity, both elite and hoi polloi.
This presupposes that our officials and the
board of directors articulate general goals and
actions upon which we can all agree. Goals ar-
rived ataftera healthy discussion are those goals
most enthusiastically supported.

But we natives are restless, For the third suc-
cessive time and all in the period of four vears,
we have opted for a new administration to guide

us. (See next page). Hope springs eternal and we
are sure that, with this new leadership, we can
make our mark on the fencing world. With some
active athletes in charge and with full apprecia-
tion for the efforts and aspirations of those who
preceded them, we look forward to new ap-
proaches to the administration of our sport.
Welcome to US fencing, Lew and Carl!

Space did not permit the publication of the
“Senior Olympics’ results, which willappear in
shorthand form at a later date. We were some-
whatappalled to see the Senior Olympics events
start with listings of age groups 20 — 25 years of
age. Since when have 20 year olds been consi-
dered “seniors’? Is there not some Middle Earth
between Junior and Senior? We are in favor of
calling our nativnal championships, which are,
in essence, open to all ages, The National
Championships. We also favor a maximum age
for Juniors and a minimum age for Seniors. To
us, especially for the sport of fencing, “senior”
denotes one who has attained at least his 35th
vear. What do our readers think? —MTH

Renasssanes Tad.
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UR NEW LEADERS, 1984-

Lewis Siegel

We'd like to thank all of the people who
supported our candidacy and voted for us
in the recent election. Our being elected
evidences a great desire for change on both
the recreational and competitive levels.
Over the last four vears we have witnessed
contested elections, strong feelings, and
harsh rhetoric. Inshort, we've beena splin-
tered organization festering with ill will.
Let's put all that behind us. There’s too
much work to be done by all of us to raise
fencing from the depths of obscurity.
Quite frankly, the stakes are too small for
the kind of bickering and factionalism we
have experienced. Let’s all work together
to make the stakes worth fighting for. With
that said we'd like to appeal to all those
who love our sport to come forward and
offer help in some way whether small or
large. If we don’t know that you want to
help, we won't know to ask you. So please,
write and let us know.

After every Olympic Games, we tend to
lose a large percentage of our active and
seasoned competitors who decide to hang

Carl Borack

up their weapons. We'd like ton
cial appeal to those fencers
around’’ in some way, shape,
whether on a recreational basis
Junior programs, serving on con
cadres, or simply directing at to
now and then. American fenci
can't afford to have you drop o
We look forward to the cha
face and we intend to put fer
progressive and more solid fou

the future.
—Lewis Siegel & C

ELECTED NATIONAL
OFFICERS OF THE
U.S.F.A. 1984-86

Iresident: Lewis Siegel
Executive V.P.: Carl Borack
Vice-President: George Masin
Vice-President: Colleen Olney
Secretary: Fred Rhodes
Treasurer: William Latzko
Nat'l. Division Dir.: Chaba Pall



BROTHERS AND SISTERS

In reference to your query about brothers
and sisters in fencing which appeared in the
March/April issue of American Fencing: what
about a brother and sister who fence com-
petitively? In that case, the Domolkys qual-
ify: Lydia was world champion in 1955,
Olympic gold medalist in 1964. | was a
member of the US National Championships
sabre team in 1957, several times US na-
tional finalist and am now sabre coach at
Harvard.

I hope this Olympics will be good to
American fencers.

George Domelky, Boston, Mass.

FENCING IS IN PERIL

During the twenty years I have been liv-
ing here in the United States, [ have corres-
ponded regularly with Maitre Raoul Clery,
who was my fencing master for many years.
He was the fencing master of my brother
Yves also.

Maitre Clery, whose reputation in Europe
is second to none, is among the few who
are trying to save our endangered fencing.
It is he who proposed several years ago
using the toss, “heads or tails,” to resolve
the priority of the sabre attack and, more
recently, to shorten the strip. Although this
may have brought about no great im-
provement, M. Clery has tried to do some-
thing about simultaneous attacks. He is the
author of the recent article, A Propos
d’un Accident,” which was translated into
English by one of my pupils, Mary Jane
Stevens.

Fencing is in peril. Without analyzing the
situation in detail, I wouldlike to cite only
the most important facts.

Sabre:

Last autumn an important meeting on
sabre took place in Rome, Italy. We do not
yet know what the FIE will decide, but the
problem is: first of all, the running attack
which has replaced the fleche. Although

taught in the lesson, the latter has disap-
peared in competition. The attacker begins
to advance, then starts running. Most of the
time, the arm is pulled back and exposed.
Counter-attacks to the forearm or to the
hand are rarely counted by the president; if
there is a double touch, right-of-way is
given to the attack. But if the attack is cor-
rectly executed, the counter-attack should
arrive too late. If there is a double touch,
the attacker should be regarded as touched.

I said that the fleche had disappeared; this
is true. It has become a footrace. I would
almost like to say that a sprinter with only a
few sabre lessons would touch a seasoned
fencer, though I wouldn’t go quite that far.
It's just for the sake of comparison. Run-
ning, either to get away or to attack, is rec-
ognized neither in the rules nor in the con-
vention of fencing. The sabre attacks are:
cut, advance-cut, fleche, advance-fleche.

Whose fault is it if the sabre has evolved
in the wrong direction? First, it is not elec-
trified; this is one of the major problems.
Second, it is the fault of the presidents de
jury who, either through incompetence or
through negligence in analyzing the fenc-
ing phrase, systematically give right-of-
way to the attack with arm pulled back. Let
us hope the the FIE will remedy this.
Foil

Electric scoring has brought about an im-
provement in the validity of touches by re-
placing the judges and thus giving the di-
rector sole responsibility for the combat.
But, alas, too many presidents direct bouts
on the basis of the light alone. Many begin-
ners who take lessons learn right-of-way
accordingly, understanding nothing
further since they themselves are judged in
this fashion. M. Clery said to me, after the
Clermont-Ferrand world champion-
ships. “Fencing as practised today does not
always correspond to the fencing we
teach.”
Directing:

Fencing has changed in these past twenty
years: it is faster, more athletic, true. More

beautiful .. .that's another story. The presi-
dents de jury are responsible for this.

It is hard to direct fencing bouts properly
without error, and everyone makes mis-
takes. The biggest problem is surely the
weakness of officials in general, who forget
that they are important. When I say weak-
ness, this means in maintaining orderin the
course of a competition. During the bout
over which he is presiding, the presidentis
boss. In Europe, I understand, they see
things which didn’t occur a few years ago:
fencers who will not accept decisions un-
favorable to themselves, coaches who try to
influence the director; fans, even the public,
unable to stay in their seats and coming up
to the strip. This doesn’t help in keeping
order. Thus, the directors work under ex-
cessive pressure and do not dare issue
warnings. The harm proceeds from there,
and fencing suffers for it. Yet, the presi-
dents jury have the rules in their favor. All
this is down in black and white. (See rule
53, 611, 612, 615, 651) In an atmosphere
where order reigns no longer, it is not sup-
rising that fencing is no longer what it
used to be.

Leon Auriol, Maitre d"Armes

MORE ON HELENE MAYER

To those of us who were privileged to
know Helene Mavyer, she s still a vivid pre-
sence, but there must now be a whole gen-
eration of fencers for whom she is simply a
name.

I met her first in 1933, when she was a
student at Scripps College and 1 was at
Pomona. Before and after World War Il our
paths crossed from time to time in the Bay
Area, especially in the salle of Hans Hal-
berstadt.

On the fencing strip, Helene was truly
formidable. She was the only woman fencer
I knew who could meet men fencers on an
absolutely equal level. I have seen her, in
practice bouts, take on the whole University
of California fencing team, seriatum, re-
moving her mask between bouts only to
replace a strand of hair which had escaped
from the bun at the back of her neck and
apparently not even raising a sweat. The

only opponent whom I ever saw in
her was Hans Halberstadt, and 1
that this was a hangover from the
he had been her first maestro in F1
Helene always bore herself witl
and grace. None of us who knew
forget her. Itis good thata younges

tion of fencers be aware of her.
Thelwall Proctor, Arace.

FROM THE EDGE
OF THE TARPITS

For some time, [ have suspected
turning into a dinosaur (ie.
hopelessly out-of-touch with
trends that they become mildly int
but nonetheless useless) I need sor
tell me so — if it is true. The follo
marks concerning the photos in sc
issues may provide all yourequire t
to answer my question. ..

I realize that interesting photos
erable to dull ones, but those w
monstrate poor fencing should be L
such. The Sept./Oct. 1981 issue
page 6, an illustration that would 1
even in a sabre bout.

The photo on page 16 of the N
1983 issue is an embarassment to t
try to teach control and restraint
fencers. If that passes as even .
courtesy, it's a shame.

The Sept./Oct. issue of 1983, pag
an illustration that dishonors sabr
by suggesting a brawl with broom-
two-by-fours.

Enough. If the foregoing does nc
me of being hopelessly old-fashior
perhaps American Fencing could
some photos of good work and ide
others for what they are — poor ex

Richard Jackson, Banner Elk, N.

Editor’s note: Photos of even the “best” fen
action do not necessarily reflect control ana
We try to print a variety of photos and trusi
of them, such as those of Helene Mayer, rec
lished, meet with Mr. Juckson's approva
their labeling as good or poor examples fo
purposes to our instructors.



BOARD HI-LIGHTS

The National Board of Directors meeting was
held on Saturday, June 9, 1984.

Dr. Valsamis reported that, in order to “reverse
the trend toward more fatalities” in fencing, the
Medical Commsson is considering several re-
commendations to the FIE and to the SEMI
Committee, including experiments with clothing
(a new fabric, Kevlar, is being tested),
mechanisms to make the weapon blade spring
apart under stress, the mandatory dating of fab-
rication of blades, and the banning of the or-
thopedic grip. In answer to questions on wo-
men’s epee, he said it appears that there is no
more danger of injury to women than to men.
Rather incomprehensibly, the FIE is considering
the requirement that the straight French grip be
mandatory for women'’s epee only.

Northern Ohio Division’s bid for the 1985 Na-
tional Junior Olympics and for the 1985 National
Championships (June 1-8) was accepted.

Pitches were made for changes in the National
Championships qualifying system. Several de-
tailed suggestions were made on qualifying
through Sectional championships. The issue was
put out on hold for consideration by the new
administration. )

Some detailed changes in the USFA Opera-
tions Manual were proposed at the last Board
meeting. After consideration, some of these
changes were approved at this time. These have
to do with classification of fencers, deleting re-
strictions on direct elimination in qualifying
competitions, and allowing the host divisions to
qualify double the number in the U-19 and team
championships to bring these events on a par
with other events.

The Fencing Officals Commission has released
a new, updated list of officals’ ratings, available
from our Colorado Springs office. Also available
is a newly completed “Information Booklet for
Officials,” a practical guide for presidents of jury.
Each division is urged to geta copy. A bookleton
directing epee is expected to be available this
summer.

Congratulations to the following for receiving
FIE directing licenses:

Category A: Alex Orban (sabre).

Category B: Jeffrey Bukantz (foil)

Mac Garrett (epee & foil)
Fred Rhodes (foil)
Russell Wilson {epee)

PRIEUR
SPORTS
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DISTRIBUTORS
American Fencers Zivkovic
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San Francisco, CA
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THE 1984 NATIONAL
ENCING CHAMPIONSHIP

The 1984 Nationals were held at the Uni-
versity of lllinois — Chicago P.E. Building
during one of Chicago’s famous spells of
consistently inconsistent weather. Over 600
fencers braved the heat and humidity to vie
for 13 individual, team, and Under-19 titles.
In addition, the Illinios Division hosted
both the Senior Olympics competition in
fencing and tournaments in woman’s
sabre, women's sabre team, and woman's
epee team.

The main gymnasium was a magnificent
site, with twenty (count ‘em, 20!) fully
maintained copper strips gleaming on the
floor and with plenty of seating space in the
bleachers for the audience to view them.
This allowed more than one event to go
on at the same time. It was gratifying to see
the U-19s as part of the action on the main
floor, instead of being shunted off to
another room (or building) as in the past.

The highlight of the tournament was the
men’s foil finals early in the week, not only
because they provided the first Olympic
team selections, but also because of their
setting. Over 600 people were in attendance
at the Grand Ballroom of the Conrad Hilton
Hotel to watch the finals. This was a black-
tie optional affair and many guests, includ-
ing our directors and hand judges, were
suitably attired in dinner jacket and cum-
merbund or evening gowns. The elegant
evening was a perfect counterpoint for a
very energetic and exciting finals. Qur
thanks go to Illinois Division members
Marty Krolland Leslie Buterin, who staged
the event.

Mike McCahey, a hometown boy from
Chicago but presently fencing in New York
City, showed a concentration, enthusiasm,
and drive throughout the gala final which
gained him a well-deserved first place and a
berth on the Olympic team (See page 18 for
complete roster of Olympic team selec-
tions).

A surprise youngster from Califo
a famous name, Michael D" Asaro, |
his way to the sabre finals after first
(in the ladder of 32) and losing
Westbrook. Peter proceeded tc
Gonzalez-Rivas and was tossed
pechage, from where he had to def
and Lekach to gain the finals an
sequent first place. Young D" Asar
third place match to another p
youngster, Michael Lofton from M
City, who made the Olympic teat

Vincent Bradford, of the U¢
tathlon, came away a double cha
women's foil and women’'s epe
another suprise Californian, Pa
picked off everyone in the me
eliminations ladder straight throu
nals to win first place over Lee S

Wilbur Wheeler of the Alcazar I
O’Neill of Tanner City and Mollie
of Tanner City, all successfully
their U-19 titles in men's foil, e
women'’s foil. Qur new U-19 sabr
ion is Bob Cottingham from the I
Kimberly Academy in New Jerse:

Fred Rhodes, chairman of the O:
Comumittee, bore the brunt of the
bility for the frustrations, mish
triumphs over adversity with rela
humor. He says:

“As usual, a tournament of this ¢
not have been run without a lot
both from within the division and
Our thanks go to our Bout Cc¢
chairman, Samuel David Cheris, ¢
erstwhile assistants, Gerrie Baumr
thur Lindstrom, George Nelson
Latzko, and Colleen Olney. Alst
some of the spotlight are Admi
Assitant Anne Whiting, FOC rep
Kolombatovich and Ralph Zim
our Technical crew of Dwight Cl
Li, and Joseph Byrnes, and th
Executive Director, Carla-Mae




The Illinois Division’s members who
made the difference were Francisco Scar-
ramuzza, Peter Morrison, Dr. Edmund To-
bias, and Richard and Diana Unger. Again,
thank you, one and allt”

Men's Foll {138 entrics)

1. M. McCahey, NYFC 58 D Coodman, Unatt.

2. M. Smith, Atlanta F 59. G. Hayenga, Jowa S U
3. P. Lewison, NYFC 60. M. Pederson, U of Wisc,
4. G. Massislas, Fencing €. 61. S. Dunlap, Atlanta

5. E. Wright, Santelli 62 R. Pavlovich,, NYFC

6. P. Burchard, Fencing C. 63. D. McCormick, Alcazar
7. P. Gerard, Auriol 64. ]. Flint, Sebastiani

8 G. Nowomura, Fencing ¢ 65. ]. Palmer, NY U

9. M. '\/Iarx, Auriol 66. W. Pardy, Auriol

10. J. Tichacek, NYFC 67. . Yarger, SWIFT

11. ]. Biebel, ;. Lakes F 68. G. Wahl, Alcazar

12. 5. Kolger, FAM 69. M. IMhall acadibue
13. . Bukante, NYFC 70. H. Labow, G. Lakes F.
14 ey, Letterman 71. R. Rosenberg, U Texas
15. P Benneu NYFC 72. L. Tierney, Excalibur
16. D. Littell, Csiszar 73. Ed Tobias, G. Lakes F.
17. T. Pryor, NYFC 74, J. Sweet, Letterman

18. M. Naranjo, G. Lakes F 75, D. Tatzel, Unatt.

19. |. Powers, NYAC 76. R. Tripp, FAM

20. L. Stegel, NYFC 77. D. Hedges, Dallas

21. T. Glass, Bayou City 78. D. Dentitchell, Bankati
22. D. Valsamis, NYAC 79. E. !\mhat':u G. Lakes F.
23. M. Kent, Fairfield 80. store, Palasz
24, C. Borack, Mori 81. , Csiszar
25, E. hcNamare, NYAC 82, P Wheeler, Veysey

26. ]. Martersteck, Avatars 83. N. Leever, G. Lakes F.
27. D. Comas, Fairlield Co  84.T A. Warzacha
28. T. Lansford, Unatt 84.T M. St

=
©

. D. Hinton, Fencing C. 86. 1. Savit, \YFC
30. S. Berman, Avatars 87. S. Sawvyer, Purdue

1. M. O’Donnell, Unatt. 88. C. Higgs-Coulthard
32. R. Nuonomura, Mori 89. M. Robins, Unatt.

3. E. Rosenberg, NYFC 90. P. Degenaer, Dallas F C
34. B. Renk, Ma 91 . Hightower, Unatt.

35 M. Decena, 92. M. Calderisi, GTFC

93. J. Hill, Auriol

94.T M. Ellingson, Atlanta F
94.T . Katz, Northw. U
96. M. Vaughs, Bismhans F
97. S. Lathe, Brigham Y U
98. T. Gargiulo, Fencing C.
99. J. Shanks, Okla.S U

100. G. Hamilton, Tuscon F.
101, J. Callardo, Tuscon F.
102, T. Lutton, Denver F.
103. J. Chun, Omaha F.

104. P. Zviks, Brigham Y U

wumian, Lett.
. Sebastiani
38 W. Wheeler, Alcazar
39. ). DeMargue, Yale
40. M. Bloomer, Yale

431. C. Young. Unatt.

42. . Zelkowski, FAM
43. S. Gross, Unatt

44, M. Davis, FAM

43. P. DesGeorges, Auriol
46. E. Mullarkey, TCFC
47. M. Gross, Atlanta

48. R. King, Gillet 105. M. Yu, Asgard
49. D. Burgess, Anchorage 106. R. Walter, LaBelle
50. B. Martin, Unatt. 107. D. Hohn, San Diego S U

531. A Thorogoud, Csiszar 108. R. Grady, Lexington
52. D. Moreno, G. Lakes F 109. W. Johnson, Tuscan F.
53. M. Hoot, Boston F 110.T H. Kavet, Avatars

54. C. Ablanedo, S D’Alerta 1310.T Z. Johansen, BY. U
55. J. Taracido, UMC 110.T F. Herlinger, BY. U
N. Lumm, Tuscon 113. M. Czarnik, DC Fencers
57. D. Holeman, Auriol 114. W. Dixon, Bayou City

115. O. Temple, LaBelle
116. M. Husband, LaBelle
117. E. Stanley, Trans Tex
118. G. Cajandiy, Chicago F.
119. C. Hertel, Palmetto
120. M. Gilman, G. Lakes F.
121. T. Mueller, Yale

122. ]. Burg, G. Lakes F
123. T. Weichers, B.Y. U
124, M. Yumkuglu, Atlanta
125. G. Fiducia Csiszar

126. 5. Miranda, En Garde

Women’s Foil (134 entrics)
1TV, Bradiord, , USMP
2. S. Badders, Auriol
3. D. Waples, Auriol

C. Bilodeaux, NYFC
E. Cheris, Chevenne F

J. Angelakis
S, Monplaisir, NYEC
D. Cinotti, Santelli
9. 5. Johnson, USMP
10. 5. Marx, Auriol
1. M. Sullivan, TCFC
12. C Louie-H, Halberst
13. C. McClellan, Csiszar
14. C. Hamori, N. Orl. F
13. M. Miller, Mori
16. J. Ellingson, Fencing C
17. A Metkus, Yale
8. M. S . Csiszar
19. M-J. O'Neill, TCFC
20. R. Hayes, Temple

{. Orl. F

, Santell

23. D, \I;m I;\ NYFC

I

24. ]. Hynes, TCEC

25. N. Latham, Bardakh
26. M. Gillman, Madison F
27. G. Rossman, NYFC
28. S. Everson, Csiszar

29. L Hayes, Temple U

30. J. Yu, Fencing C

31. |. Littman, Palmetto
32. L. Dumas, N. OrL. F
33. M. Verhave, NYFC

34. }. Starks-Faulkner, Csiszar
35 T. Ceving Bardahh
36. R. Reux, att.
37. X. Brown, Gascon
38. M. Fabian-Rudriguez, San
39. A-Fleur Miiler, Penn &
Hander, Bardakh
arinier, Santelli
42. P Median, Santelli
43. H. Valkavich, S D'Esc.
44T H. i, NYFC
44.7 M. Nagy Qante!h
46 K. Forres FemmgC

. }. O'Donnell, Unatt
48. C Hall, Unatt.
49. N. Murray, Csiszar
50. A. Klinger, Auriol

51. A. Dravcott, Letterman
52. K. Kralicek, Auriol
53. C. Carter, Wash. F.

127.T R. Stennett, Unatt.
127.T € Thompson, Unatt.
129.T G, Sadowski, FAM
129.T . Ledbetter, Trans Tex
131. D. Gustafson, Omaha F.
132. R. French, Bayou City
133.T D. Dunsion, Unatt.
133.T 1. Sehgal, West VA U
133.T D. Wichner, UOFC
133.T . Benavides, Omaha F.
137. R. Fiegel, U of Okla.
138. R. Khoury, Atlanta F.

. Friedman, NYFC
V. Mannora, Csiszar
N. Bixabaum, Minneap. F
. M. Wichick, Temple U
38 M. Annavedder, TCFC
59. L Jasiuk, G. Lakes f
60. N. Walters, Bayou City
61. T. Swenson, Madison F
S.Ki it Couk, Yale
]. Sapulski, Lion & Sw
64. C. Yu, Fencing C
D. Tavares, Santelli
66. K. Thanipson, Vevsey
67. 5. Kass,Cheyenne F S
68. L. Tripp, FAM
69. D. Dobesh, G. Lakes F
70. N. Munson, Franklin F
1. I Lichten, Illinois F
J. McKee, Palmetto
3. C Gertz, Wash. F
- A, Barreda, TCFC
J. Rachman, Temple U

B

E. Grompaone, Bardakh
M. McCarthy, Bavou City
M-]. Tash, Sprfld F
. D. Stone, Orsi F V
. M-L.Vagt, Yale
. C. Davis, UCDavis
2. J. Cull, Paladin F

L. Burdick-Hall, Unatt
. S Spaulding, St. Gregory
85. E. Erdos, Kadar
86. ]. Farkas, Unatt.
87. S. Rilev, U of lowa
88. D.D. Nicolau, Birmhm F
89. J. Hall, TCFC
90. C. Tremonte, Bayou City
91. M. Petranek, TCFC
92. N. Horvat, U Detroit
93. J. Roth, Madison F
94. J. Yu, Yale
95. K. Antaya, Harlford
96. M. Elliot, Kan City M
97. S. Ball, U of lowa
98. A. Reibman, Duke
99. L. Buterin, G. Lakes F
100. S. Finkle, Nourthw.
101. N. Shaw, U uof Minn.
102. S. Horutunian, Yale
103. D. Unger, Chicago F
104. C. Zaurer, Atlanta F
105. C. Fata, Unatt.
106. J. Gilbert, Halberst.
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107. K. Lesser, N. Orls. F
108. P. wWullenweber, Gillet
109. J. Tucker, UOFC

110. H. Desgupta, Boise S U
111. L. Felty, Louisv. F

112. E. Rust, Parkway F

113. C. Parker, Unatt.

114. T. Bachman, Utah S
115. M. Shereda, Tri-State U
116. T. Downs, Parkway F
117. E. Garfield, La Boess
118. M. Adrian, G. Lakes F
119. C. Abramson, Atlanta F
120. L. Smith-Powell, Mori

Men’s Epee (126 cntrivs
. P. Soter, Halber:

2. L. Shelley, Orst FV

3. 5. Trevor, NYAC

4. R. Marx, Auriol

5. P. Schifrin, Fencing C
6. R. Cox, Halberst

7. B. Lee, Sebastiani

8. C. Michaels, USMP
9. V. McGovern, Otto
1¢. . Moreau, USMP

11. D. Wells, Vevsev

12. R Frenson, NYA

13. T. Glass, Bayou City
14. H. Farlev, NYAC

15. E. Kaihatsu, G. Lakes

16. W. Matheson, Letterman
A'. Behrens, Letterman
! >, Halberst

~

Pesthy, \‘1/\(_

Jugan, Halberst
Brynestad, USMP

23. C. Ablanedo, S D'Alerta
J. Johnson, Madison FC
G. Masin, NYAC

R. Nieman, USMP

J. Urban, Orsi FV

. C. Lundstrom, $ Borracho
. R. Cotter, Fencing C
G.Petranek, TCFC

R. Yarrison, TCFC

M. Hughes, Otto

A. Messing, Bardakh

A. Zakov,Bardakh

L. Beres, USMP

36. G. Faithful, B Green S U
37. ]J. Flint, Sebastiani

38. D. Glenesk, USMP

39. C. Schneider, FAM

40. T. Eckersdorff, USMP
41. M. Davis, FAM

2. D. Schaffner, Atlanta F
43. T. Gillham, M

44. M. Goldsmit
46. J. DuBose, Bayvou City
47. C. Melcher, NYFC

w9
53
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48. F. Richardson, $ Borracho

49. M. Storm, USMP
50. C. Young, Unatt.
51. R. Lutze, Minneap. F

. ] Rodriguez,

. R. Neldliny,

. K. Tindel

. DeSilva, Palasz

S
. T. Mackie, Tri-State U
. E. Bowden, Atlanta F
. K. Harris, Northw,

D. Rethwinever, Hlinois F
L. Grady, Lexton F

P. Belknap, Denver F

J. Thompson, Parkway

. R Vasquez Unatt.

A. Driscoll, Sac. Heart A

. S, Giltner, G. Lakes F

D. Carpenter, Unatt.

. ]. Yoder, Unatt.
. G. Varley, Ft. Mevers

L. Siegel, NYFC

B. Dolph, ILL F

Y U

R. Holden, Char. River
F. North, Madison

57. W. Thomas, G. Lakes
. E. Tobias, G. Lakes
39. G. Von Seggern, 5 D'Alerta

. Levine, Illinois F
. Sloan, USMP

. Zaleski, Illinois F
. Amich, G. Lakes

R
E
. G. Losey, USMP
P
S

5. J. O’Neill, TCFC
. D. Ferman, Parkway F
7. S Kline, Exca

libur

R. Mehvorns, Orsi V
K. Hunter, Alcazar

. T. Wetchers, Brigham Y U

get, Unatt.

I, NYFC

R. Armingtlon, Bucks CF
M. Rust, Parkway F

R. Venberg, Veyvsev

G. Kocab, FAM

P. Zvlks, Brigham Y U

B. Hagerty, St. Paul Ac

1. Yarger, S\VIFT

97
98,
99.

L) Smeibero
3. P. Kitzhoefer, Unatt.

tockton, S U

M. Shelby, Tucson F
R. Baldwin, Illinois F

. C. Hertel, Palmetto

7. S. Jones, Letterman

. T. Griffee, N Dame

. ]. Carpenter, Northw,

. H. Holt, La Boess

1. A. Baxter, Csiszar

2. R. Rausch, U of Okla.

. M. Stasinos, Brigham Y U
. S. Lathe, Brigham Y U

5. R. Chidel,
. B. Bovle, G Lakes F

Unatt

M. Arnaud, S D'Alerta
D. Nelson, U of Minn.
J. Browaing, Savanaah F

100. 5. Hutton, 49ers
101. R. Casavant, LaBelle

102. K. Chavin, Otto

103. S. Jackson, Pr. Wm F.

104. R. Barrell, Stockton S U

105. R. Alexander, NYFC

106. V. Miller, SWIFT

107. O. Temple, LaBelle

108. D. Ellis, OCU F

109. W. Dixon, Bayou City

110. J. Benavides, Omaha F

111. G. Pecherek, Hlinois F

112, J. Nunaile, Alcazar

113. D. Bloom, G Lakes

114. 5. Barth, Bardakh

Women’s Epee (68 entries)
/. Bradford, USMP

‘\/I Srabunia, Csiszar

N. Murray, Csiszar

. Erdos, Kadar

Lewis, Csiszar

Klinger, Auriol

Hayes, USMP

Stone, Orsi

Littman, Ta

.<>9°>1<>wr‘>w.N~

xﬂ*O@»r

McClellan, zar
. Torres The Fencing C.

115,
11s.
117.
118,
119. 1
120.
121,
122,
123,
124.
125,
126.

P. Harmer, U ¢
C. Culbreth, V
J. Young, U of
A. Goldman, U
M. Czarnik, D
D. Thompson,
C. Hagen, Nor
G. Scott, Csisz
R. French, Bay
D. Alperstein,
D. Burgess, A
A

. Randolph,

. K. Rahl, Schmi
. M. Adrian, Gr
. X. Brown, Gasc

L-A. Shorski,
V. Marmwora, Ce

. P. Smith, Bardz
. M. Nagy, Sante
Y. Jasiuk, Gr. L
. T. Miller-Yarris
. D. Allen, Ashla
. K. Loscalzo, N*

From the finals in Men's Epee: (above) Pet
(left) vs. Bob Marx; (below) the clunpio:
between Lee Shelley (left) and Paul Soter.
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. 5. Everson, Csiszar
4, L. Norwood, USMP

C. Carter, Washington F,
K. Thompson, Veysev
27. A. Draycott, Letterman
28. C. Gertz, Washington
29. D. Pratschler, Bardahk
30. M. Shereda, Tri-State U.
31. D. Camarra, UC-Davis
32. C. Brown, U of N. Carol.
b Bardabk
UC-Davis
. L. Deutsch, USMP
. K. Sokulsky, N. Texas U.
S. Sunda, U of Minn.
. C. Tremonte, Bavou City
;9 S, ahara UC-sC
N. Shaw, U of Minn.
.S, Selw Stockton S U
42. A Jones, lllinois F.
43. M. Anunavedder, TCFC
44. D. Binkley, Athenacum
45. R. Vasquez N. Texas U,

Men’s Sabre (94 entrics)

N GO
S. U +

. M. lofton NYFC
M. D’Asaro Jr., Fencing C
Gt NYF
Reilly, NYAC

Blum, NYFC
House, NYAC

9. B. Keane, NYAC
10. S. Lekach, NYAC
11. AL Orban, NYAC
12. G. Gonzalez-Rivas, NYAC
13. M. Benedek, Univ. FC
14 R. Wilson, NYAC
. G Rodn uez, \YTC

SO e W

- )
. P
.S,
. E

@0

18. J. Friedberg, NYAC
19 G. Chiang, Halberst.
< Al Lara, LAAC

22 P. Brand, Cha. River F
22. 5. Renshaw, Notre Dame
23. A. Kabil, NYAC

24 B. Kenk, Madizon

25. T. Losonczy, NYAC

26. D. Anthony, Univ. F C
27. L. Warshaw, G. Lakes F
28. D. Franek, Wash. F

29. D. Richards, Wash. F

30. A. Vela, lHlinois F

31 B Cottinglum, Montdlaly
32. K. Stoutennire, N. Dame
33. J. dlarolta, Univ. FC

34. V. Grinzayd, Atlanta F
35 L. Pinkus, Univ. FC

36. . Vozella, TCFC

37. W, Goering, FAM

38. B. Kogler, Wayvne S U
39. B. Demos, Hlinois F

0. W, B Dearborn F

41. B. Essig, Halberst,
42.T B. Mebine, Halberst.

46.

63.
64
65.
66.
67.
68.

50.
5.

L. Deutsch, USMP

7. G. Orsi, Orsi

. R Watson, NYFC

. M, Elliott, Kan. C. Metro
. M. McCreary,
. S. Blair, UC-Davis
. 5. Still, Unatt.

N. Texas U.

P. Cowan, B. Green U.
P Wullenweber, Gillet

. C. Parker
. M. Russik, Charlotte F.

A Snell, Texas A &M
C. Alvarnsen, Atlanta
C. Hall, Unatt.

. H. Desgupta, Boise S. U,
. T. Reed, N. Colo. F.

M. McCarthy, Bavou City
S. Spaukding, St. Gregory
M. Clee Turho\ Omaha
E. Turney, Halberst.

C. Yu, The Fencing C.

C. Muonds, Parhway .

G. Varley, Ft. Mevers F.

2T D. Koser, G. Lakes F

C. Reohr, Csiszar

.T H. Spector, Wash. F

T M. Higgs-Coulthard, TCFC
. C. Chisholm, Csiszar

.} Galin, NYFC

W. Vardeman, Wash. F
T V. Tzitzura, G. Lakes F
T P. Ciemins, Alcazar
D. Lewis, Spokane

3. D. Ling, Wash. F
. A, Brand, Chas. River F

M. Stasinos, Br. Y. U

N. Kessler, FAM

T P. Spletzer

T C. Qwen, Alcazar

T }. Martin, Cinct. F

T D. Burgess, Anchorage
T D. Holdsworth, Wash. F

2. W. NMaovow, En Garde

M. Draeger, U of Wisc.
‘right, Halberst.

66.
68.

68

82.
83.
84,

. G. Abdulla, B
&0.
81

T C Thompson, Unatt.
T G. Chronis, Northw.
T Z. Johansen, Br. Y. U
M. Stewart, En Garde
R. Lacatena, Northw.

. C. Willis, Parkway
. B. Burget, lowa S U
74,
. P.Degenaer, Dallas F

D. Garner, Bayou City

Zylks, Brigham Y U
estman, Unatt.
R. Chidel, Unatt.

ham F
W. Lubinec, lowa S U

R. Castellanos, llinois F
R. Mitusiewicz, L.L Swo
O. Temple, LaBelle

L Hirvosien, Florida U

T T,

85. R. Quiriconi, Hlinots F
86. ]. Benavides, Omaha F
87. D. Tash, Spfld F

&8. T. Fullmer, No. Colo. F
§9.T A. Reibman, Unatt.

Under-19 Men's Foil (44 entrics
W. wheeler, Alcazar

C. H. Coulthard, TCFC

E. Muffel, Santelli

T. Hensley, Lexington

M. Kent, Fairfield

D. Hyleman, Auriol

M. Nawnjo, G. Lakes

8. D, Guston, Yale

9. W. Minder, NYFC

10. A, Thorogoud, U, Penn

11. J. O'Neill, TCFC

12. ]. Burg,G. Lakes
13, M. Phitlips, Exca
14. B. Hagerty, St. Paul

15, N. Platt, Bardakh

16. . Platt, Hung/Am

17. M. Yorukoglu, Atlanta F
18. J. Orvos, Hung/Am

19. D. Domencic, EnGarde
20. T. Gargiulo, Fencing C
21. M. Yu, Asgard

22. J. Normile, Alcazar

R

N oo

ibur

Under-19 Epee (29 cntrics)
1. J. O'Neill, TCFC

2. M. Phillips, Minn. Ex

3. K. Hunter, Alcazar

4. C. Melcher, NYFC

3. M. Amaud, S0 D'Aterta
6. J. Orvors, Hung. Am.
7.°S. Griffiths, Orsi

8. L. Murk, Stanford

9. J. Noraiile, Alcazar

10. A. Baxter, Csiszar

11. A, Halpern, Csiszar

12, W. Wharton, Penn. $ U
13, A. Randolph, Princeton
14 M. Yorukoglu, Atlanta F.
15.T R. Rauech, Oklalworme U

Under-19 Sabre (26 ciisics)
Cuttinghamn, MKA

2. A Kogler, NYAC
3. K. Stoutermire, N.D.
4
5

~

. D. Atklm Grenadier
i Aliazar

C. Owen, Alcazar
C. Reohr, Csiszar
8. N. Faroudja, Asgard
K. Small, Halberstadt
G. Rossi, TCFC
11. ]. McElgin, Csiszar
12. D. Coffev, Bart'vlle
13. S Szegfu, NOFC

Under-19 Women’s Foil (33 cnt
1. M. Sullivan, TCFC
2. M-J. O'Neill, TCFC

89.T J. Lawrence, Unatt.

91. R. Unger, Chicago F

92. M. Babowicz, Victoria
93. S. Skibinski, Pr. Wm. F.
94. R. Matthews, Unatt.

23. M. Prilutsky, Kansas CF
24. D. Kinhan, Auriol

25. S. Gilette, G. Lakes

26. ]. Hill, Auriol

27. M. Childs, Atlanta F
28. J. Livings, Houston F
29 M. EH n, Atlanta F
30. F. Scaramuzza, Gordon TH
31. T. Fullmer, N. Colo

32. R. Rausch, Oklahoina U
I Adachi, Columbia U
. D. Coffey, B'I'svlle

35. J. Lia, NYFC

36. C. Peccerelli, Taft H'S
37. T. Mroczek, Excalibur
38. L Schenck, Somervilie
39. S. Flores, Asgard

40. B. Atkins, Santelli

41. A. Johnson, Georgia U
42. R. Newman, Stuyvesant
43. M. Garlett, Wichita

44, P.H. Coulthard, TCFC

G oy
g

I5.T T. Gargiulo, The F. C.
17.T S. Kline, Minn. Ex
17.T L. Sauberman, Brandeis
J. Orvos, Hung. Am.

20. D, Kapper, Cammack H. &.
. B. Hagertv, St. Paul Ac.

. ]. Gross, Fence C. Dallas
. D. Holeman, Auriol

M. Yu, Asgard

25, ]. Bishop, Unatt.

26. D. Coffev, Bartlesville

N

2

7.ALT , Georgla S.
28, T. Fullmer, N. Colorado
29. P. Higgs-Cou

hard, TCFC

14. B. DeAngelo, Princet.

15 ]. Abbey, Pingry

16. P. Cox, Concor

17. J. MeNulty, Gordon T.

18. M. Garlett, Wich.

19. ]. Bishop, TCFC

20. A. Lewis, Con. Car.

21. ]. Woo, UNC

22. R. Latzsch, Atlanta

3. R. Rausch, Okla. U.

. T. Fullmer, N. Co. F.

5. D. Kapper, CommHS
. P. Higgs-C., TCFC

rigs)
3. ]. Yu, Yale
4. C. Bilodeaux, NYFC

Michae

Men's Epce finalists, from left

S. Kimball-Cook, Yale 20. T. Yee, Saltus

6. M. Wichick, Temple 21. P. Fox, Huston, F

7. G. Rossman, NYFC 22, K. Perkin, Mo ttan L. S.
& M. Madon, NYFC 23. 1. Marnell, Rutge

9. A, Barreda, TCFC 24. L. Fox, NYFC

0 HUT Mori 25. 1. Gilbert, Halberst,

11 S, . 26. E. Cherniack, Alcazar

12. ] Hall, TCPC 27. 1. Metaratos, NY U

13. D. Pratschler, Bardakh 28 P T S,

14. 1. Hamori, NOF 29.C. Davies, Santellt

15. M. Merril, Gr. Lakes F. 30. K. Kowalski, F C. of Dalias
16. ]. Hynes, TCFC 31. K. Harris, Norwestern U.
17. D. Dosesh, Gr. Lakes F. 32, D. Behm, Unatt,

18. K. Kralicek, Auriol 33. S. Thomas, Ra we H. S
19. E. Garfield, La Boessiere

Men's Foil Team /76
1. The Femmo Center, San Jose, California
™~ Yu, Hinton, Burchard}

WS
2. Salle Autiol, Purtland, Oregon
(DesGeorges, M.Marx, R. Marx, Pardy, Gerard)
3. New York Fencers Club, New York, New York
(Lewison, McCahey, Tichacek, Bukantz, Bumen)
4. Salle Csiszar, Thil .
(Littell, Thuro
3. Great Lakes Fencing Club, Chicago, {linois
6. New York Athletic Club, New York, NY
7. Alcazar Fencers, Cleveland, Ohio
8. Atlanta Fencers Club, Atlanta, Georgia
9. Madisuin Fending Club, Madison, Wisconsin
10. Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut
11, Tucson Fencing Club, Tucson, Arizona
12, Nuithwestern University, Chicago, THinois
13. Avatars, Walertown, Mass.
14. Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah

. Fiducia, ,\ii‘;.\:x

, Lee, Cox, Schifrin, Mafx, Trevor, Shelley, Soter.

15. La Belle, Midluad, Texas

16. Minnesota Sword Club, Minnecapolis, Minr

Men's Epee Team (17 feams)
1. New York Athletic Ciub, New York, New
{Trevor, Farlev, Pesthy, Masin, Frenson)
2. The Fencing Center, San Jose, California
{Burchard, No ! , Massialas,
3. US AModern Peutathlon Training Center, Fr
Texas
(Losev, Moreau, Stull, Michaels, Nieman)
4. Halberstadt Fencers Club, San Francisco, (
(Cox, Cuminings, Jugan, Soter)
Orsi Fencing Village, Rutherford, New jw
6. US Army, Fort Sam Huston, Texas
7. Salle Otto, South Jursey

8. Great Lakes Fencing Assuciation, Chicago,
. S

w0

‘et

(urddei of

Alcazar

Brigham Young U
Csiszar

FAM

Hiinois Fencing Club
Salle d'Alberta

U of Minnesota
Veysey

Yale University

Men’s Sabre Team (10 teams)

. New York Fencers Club, New York, New Y
(Steve Mormando, Peter Westbrook, Pet
Glucksman, Jerry Rodriguez)

2. New York Athletic Club, New York, New ¥
(Phil Reilly, Edgar House, Brian Keane, Ge
Rivas, Paul Friedberg)

. University Fencers Club, New York, New Y
(Joseph N’Ia:um, Mic Benedeck, Don Anthon
Steve Kaplan)

[
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Article 646,5D (4)
Interruption of
bout for
unrecogHized injury

Article 612,
Fencer, spect
trainer, et
disturbing
the order

Artide 649, 111(1)
Vindictive action,
violent hit.

y, Artficle 646,5

_ Absence
— % any contr
— 2 :

. ) marking.
Article 649, II(2)
Fencer disturbing
the maintenance




FINAL 1984

1. The Fencing Center, San Jose, Cailfurnia 13. Hinios Fencing Club, Chicago, lllinois
{Michael D'Asaro Jr.,Nick Faroudja, George Nunon 14, KMinnesota University, Minnesota OLYMPIC POINT STAND
Peter Burchard, Greg Massialas) 15. North Texas State University, Denton, Texas ING S
5. Washinglon Fencers Club, Washiluglon, DC 16, Wellesley, Cambridge, Mass.
6. Salle Csiszar, Philadelphia, Fennsylvania Men’s Foil
7. Northiwestern University, Chicago, Hlinois . 1. Peter Lewison 412 24. Taul Martine 70 27, Wayne Joha 72 34 Tristram T
8. Hlinuis Fencers Club, Chicage, IHinois Tewo brothiers Marx made the Olympic team: Robert 2. Michael McCahey 406  25. James Powers 57 28, Craig Cummings g8 35.T Michael }
9. Buigham Yuwig University, Provo, Utah (left) in epee, Michael in foil. 3. Gregory Massialas 402 26.T Alexander Flom 56 29. Ed Kaihatsu 54 35.T Joel John
10. Towa State University, DesMalues, lowa 4. Michael Marx 394 26T Pierre DesGeorges 56 30. Wayne Behrens 45 37. Robert Bec
5. Mark Smith 346 28. Timothy Glass 55 31. Dale Brvnstad 30 38. Gregor Pets
6. Jack Tichacek 320 29. Dean Hinton 54 32. Gieerson McMullen 28 39.T Joseph El
7. George Nonomuwra 314 30.T Paul Schmidt 32 33. Carlos Ablenedu 27 39.T Arnold M
8. Jeffrey Bukantz 264 30.T Jesus Gil 52 SABRE
Women's Foil Team (16 feams) 9. Pascal Gerard 250 32. Ted Pryor 45 1. Steve Mormando 530 21. Russell Wil
1. New York Fencers Club, New York, New York 10. Peter Burchard 240 33, Michael Naranjo 2 2. Peter Westbrook 464 22. John Friedb
(Manplaisir, Bilodeaus, Mendles, Verhave, Friedman) 11. Donald Blayney 221 34. Daniel Rain ford 38 3. Michael Lofton 380 2. Stephen Ka
2. Tanner City Fencing Club, Concord Mass. 12, Edward McNamara 172 35.T Phillip Mathis 34 4. Philip Reilly 372 24, Dick Richar
{Angelahis, Sullivan, O'Neill, Hynes, Annavedder) 13. Joseph Biebel 158 35.T Nicholas Leevar 34 5. joel Glucksman 352 ;5- Michael Sul
3. Salle C ; ania 14, Edward Ballinger 134 37, Matthew Harris 30 6. Edgar House 338 26: Artur Tarno
(Everson, § Han, Starks-Faulkner) 15. Philippe Beanett 136 38. Wilbur Wheeler 28 7. Stanley Lekach 324 27. Aly Kabil
4. Salle Santelli, Engiewoud, New Jersey 16. David Littel 133 39. Marc Kent 27 8. Stephen Blum %6 28T Richard M
(Cinotti, Tavares, Ve aier, Nagy, O'Connor) 17. Stefan Kogler 130 40. David Comas 26 9. Brian Keane 240 ’28 T Alfred Lar
5. Temple University, Philadeiphia, Pennsylvania 18. Heik Hambarzumian 126 41.T Mark Decena 24 10. George G-Rivas 216 30: Bruce Mebis
6. New Orleans Ferving Club, New Orleans, Louisiana 19. Edward Wright 120 41.7 Edward Kaihatsu 24 11. Miklgs Benedek 163 31. Peter érand
7. The Fencing Center, San Jose, California 20. Martin Lang 112 41T Carl Borack 24 12. Alex Orban 150 32. Steve Rensh
8. Salle Autio!, Purtland, Oregon 21. Demetrios Valsamis 106 44. Stephan Gross 18 13. Michael D'Asaro Jr. 126 33. Thomas Los
9. Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 22. Lewis Siegel 98 45.TRobert Marx 1 14. Paul Friedbutg 123 34. Wulle Balk
10. Great Lakes Fencing Club, Chicago, Illinois 23. Dennis Crable 96 45.T Chailes H-Coulthard 16 15. Donald Anthoc;w 1 35: Bryan Renk
11, Madisen Fencing Glub, Modisor, Wisconsin 16. William Goering 105 36.T George Ba
12. Bayou City Blades, Flouston, Texas 17. Gerard Rodriguez 104 36.T David Ling
te oG 5 s o
1. Vincent Bradford 416 23, Sally Ballinger &8 107 Gordon Chiang 52 39T Lownene 1
.24 h hi . 2. Jana Angelakis 382 24T Emily Grompone 62 i ’ o T
our s 1pp11'lg 3. Debra Waples 372 24.T Katie Coombs 62 Paul Pesthy, five times national epee cha;
_‘:;’é/l");- -PRIEUR equipment ;* g:san‘g‘qg\;i“*” 34; ii J;:uf::!efcﬁt:k f’g Pan American individual and team g
. . adt . La E 5 i Fie T e ;.
2t -Lowest, prices 6. Caitlin Bilodeaux 322 28. Christine Hamori 57 Hiyee Linmes Olympian, retires in style.
4 7. Andrea Metkus 301 29.T Nelda Latham 48
Blade Specials (Reg) ©On Sale 8. Margo Miller 294 29.T Blarte Nagy 48
N i unwired foil (15.92)  9.9° 9. Joy Elfingson 279 29.T Ruth Reux a8
unwireg epee (}:%SC) ‘gf: 10. Mary Jane O'Neill 271 32. Sharon Everson 38
\" Sabri - Sic f'% E "5' Qi% - :'/ 11. Elaine Cheris 246 33. Rachel Hayes 36
B practice 1oiil ¥.%7 <o 12. Molly Sullivan 224 34 Isabelle Hamori 33
back-zip lame (77.25) L9.95 13, Stacey Johns 176  35. Mia LaMarca 30
14. CL -Handleman 166 36, Diana Mendley 27
15, Margo Szabunia 134 37. Veronica Manmora 26
16. Suzanne Marx 124 38.T Jessica Yu 24
17. Avril-Fleur Miller 116  38.7 Janice Hynes 24
18. Jenette S-Faulkner 112 40. Susan Kemball-Cook 22
19. Debbie Cinotti 102 41 Michele Madon 20
20. Cathy Mc Clellan 94 2.7 Linda Volkmmer 18
21. Hope Knoecny 76 42T Catherine Kay 18
Wt. Adry. Saved 22. liona Maskal 72 44, Lisa Plazza 16
money on those
EPEE
1. Robert Marx 518 14, Tim Glass 162
2. Lee Shelley 420 15, Roger Cox 154
3. Steve Trevor 416 16.T Robert Frenson 138
4. Peter Schifrin 412 16.T David Wells 138
5. Jolar Moreau 344 18. Robert Nieman 13
6. Holt Farley 277 19, William Landers 130
7. Paul Soter 272 20. Michael Storm 124
8. Lewis Siegel 248 21, Vincent McGovermn 118
9. Charles Michaels 230 22. Risto Hurme 110
e collect 10. Paul Pesthy 20? 23. Brian Lee 108
11, Robert Stull 185 24. George Masin 100
Triplette Competition Arms * 411 S. Main St. + Mt. Airy, N.C. 27030 + (915)786-5294 12. Charles Schneider 172 25. Bruce Jugan 87
13, William Matheson 171 26. Gregorv Losev 78




OUR 1984 OLYMPIC TEAM

RULES

FOR THE CORRECT APPLICATION
OF THE REGULATIONS IN DIRECTING SAB

Women’s Foil: Men’s Foil:
Vincent Bradford Peter Lewison

Jana Angelakis

Debra Waples

Sharon Monplaisir

Susan Badders

Caitlin Bilodeaux (alt.)
Sabre:

Steve Mormando

Peter Westbrook

Michael Lofton

Phil Reilly

Joel Glucksman

Edgar House (alt.)
Epee:

Robert Marx

Lee Shelley

Steve Trevor

Peter Schifrin

John Moreau

Holt Farley (alt.)

Michael McCahey
Greg Massialas
Michael Marx
Mark Smith

Jack Tichacek (alt.)

Captain/Manager:

Jack Keane/John Nonna (alt.)

Armourer:

Joe Byrnes/Ted Li (alt.)

Coaches:

Yves Auriol, Csaba Elthes, Henry
Harutunian (Assistant coaches:
Semyon Pinkasov, Michel Sebastiani)

Adidas-shoes-sweats
France Lames-siaes-accessories

Santelli-cLotine masks-acs

Quality fencing wear and
equipment at competitive prices

VISA-Mastercharge
FREE price list upon request

Sherry Posthumus
Marlene D'Amico

Co Directors

'The Fencing Post &z

40 North First St.

(Unofficial translation of an F.I.E. release, 25
November, 1983, in conjunction with the Study of
Directing for the Betlerment of Sabre Fencing)

1) - In the analysis of the phrase d'armes,
consideration must be given:

a) to the exact distance beyond which
there can be no phrase d'arme.

b) to the movement of the sword arm
which carries the continual threat
against the valid target of the adver-
sary and which must always precede
the movement of the legs.

¢) to the correct and proper application,
in the sense of the Regulation and the
Conventions, of the fencing time.

d) to any movement of the arm - hesita-
tion, withdrawal of thearm, lowering
the line, absence of threat — which
makes the fencer lose his offensive
priority and consequently passes the
right of way to the adversary who
correctly initiates an offensive action.

2) - Running should be considered like a
step forward in counter-time, thatis to
say that the fencer who runs invites his
adversary to initiate an offensive ac-
tion.

3) - The President of the Jury must require
from his judges the correct evaluation
of the parries. When the offensive ac-
tion ends in a closed line, this parry
must be considered good, whether the
whip of the blade of the adversary
reaches the valid target or not.

4) - Most of the attacks judged to be simul-
taneous are not so: thisis evident in the
reruns of videofilms. Consideration
must be given to the way the threat is
made and the preventative (defensive?)
searching for the blade must not be con-
sidered as an attack.

5) - A “beat-attack” correctly executed does
not allow for a valid stop thrust.

6) - Article 422/2/g, which deals with fleche

attacks and their contir

should be correctly applied.
7) - Concerning the conduct of

cents of Jury and of the juc

a) they should speak French
plying the regulations;

b) they should not permit th
tion to take place under
disruptive to its good con

) the President should requ
responses from the ju
should see to it that the
without any manifest worc
which might influence the

d) the President should re
using gestures or words w
influence the replies of tr

e) it is understood that a jud
duty to advise the Presid
Jury of any touch which th
not seen;

f) forbid any dangerous actic
*Article 422121g: if the attack by fl
made as described in Article 417
the continuation of the attack by 1
not meet the requirements of Ar
and the fencer attacked makes ar
or defensive action in the same

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

A possibly important (in the
sense) typo occured in my article
ling A Touch” in the May/June J
of American Fencing.

A two letter word —"of” — wa
that totally changes the intent of #
steps a President should take whe
presents the epee for testing. The
at the end of step #4 should rea

“If the weapon does not work
three tries, annual the touch.”

A weapon does not have to
consecutive tests in order to hav
annulled.

~George Kolombaloi



by George G. Masin

EPEE TEAM TRIP — 1984

The epee team trip of 1984 has probably
achieved the greatest competitive success
ever of any U.S. fencing team in European
World Cup competitions. The highlights
are:

® Six American fencers making the di-
rect elimination in the two World Cup
competitions.

@ Eight Americans making the top 48 in
one of the World Cup competitions
(only host nation of France had more
fencers in the top 48).

e One World Cup finalist.

e An American team that had more vic-
tories against the Russian team than
the West German team.

Heidenheim World Cup

The first competition was the
Heidenheim World Cup competition on
April 28-29. The American fencers and
coaches left for Europe on various flights on
the evening of April 24 and arrived in
Munich the next day. The team competition
in Heidenheim which precedes the indi-
vidual competition is only open to Euro-
pean teams which have won their national
team championships and so the Americans
could not compete.

The individual competition had 362 en-
tries and started with three rounds of
pools. The first round was made up of 57
pools of 6 fencers with the 20 fencers who
made the final four in the team event given
a bye. Three fencers qualified from each
pool as well as the one best fourth place
finisher. Of the Americans, only Lee Shel-
ley was eliminated in this round. The sec-
ond round was made up of 32 pools of 6
fencers with 3 fencers qualifying to the
next round. Holt Farley and Charles
Michaels were eliminated in the second
round. The third round was made up of 16
pools of 6 fencers with 4 fencers qualify-
ing. George Masin and Steve Trevor were
eliminated in the third round.

The competition now used a direct elimi-
nation with no repechage to get to the final
of eight. John Moreau and Lew Siegel lost

their first direct elimination bouts and
finished in the 33-64th place bracket. Peter
Schifrin beat Strohmayer of Austria 10:5 in
his first direct elimination bout and then
lost to Chronowski of Poland 10:4 in his
second to finish in 20th place. Robert Marx
beat Swornowski of Poland 10:8, Heer of
West Germany 10:8, and Nevarsardian of
Russia 10:7 to make the finals. This was only
the second time that an American had made
the finals in Heidenheim, the other time
occurring thirteen years ago. In the finals,
Marx lost his first bout to the former world
champion, Riboud of France, to end in fifth
place.

Seven Nation Team Competition

After the Heidenheim competition, the
American fencers were taken by bus to the
national training center in Tauberbischof-
sheim. There the American team partici-
pated in a one week training camp with the
West Germans, Russians, Poles, and Hun-
garians. At the end of the week, the French
and [talian teams arrived to join the other
teams in competing in the Seven Nation
Team Competition on May 4-5. There are
actually eight teams in this competition
since the West Germans, as hosts, enter
two teams.

The U.S. team beat West German “B”
team 8:6 and lost to the French team 9:2, the
West German “A’" team 8:2, the Polish
team 9:2, the Hungarian team 9:7, the Ita-
lian team 8:3, and the Russian team 9:5. In
the match against the Hungarians, the
Americans were losing 8:7 gcing into the
last bout but were ahead on touches so that
a victory by any score would have caused
them to win the team match 8:8 on touches.
The last bout went 4:4 before the Hunga-
rian fencer scored the deciding touch. The
five victories of the American team against
the Russian team were more than the
number of victories that the West German
“ A’ team was able to score against the Rus-
sian team in their loss to the Russians.

In spite of their one team victory, the
U.S. team finished only in eighth place
because of a bizarre tie match between the

100% cotton twill complete Fencing Uniform only
(Jacket, breeches AND Underarm plastron)

Stretch Twill complete Fencing Uniform

REGTHEW SPOR

7, PRINCE’S TERRACE G/
G. P. O. BOX 1345
HONG KONG

Spedialist in Fencing Clothing.

You only pay a half jacket price to get a new Complete Uniform!

Special promotion from September to December 1984.

Us $28

US $40.00

Price includes packing and surface mail.

Send your check and order NOW! Our stock size is from 32-40
Catalog and size details are supplied FREE!

West German B and Hungarian teams
(8:8 with an exact tie on touches) and a last
round upset victory by the West German
B team against the [talian team.
Poitiers World Cup

The Poitiers- World Cup competition
started with three rounds of pools to get
down to a direct elimination of 32 with re-
pechage to a final of 8. Of the ten Americans
entered, all qualified out of the firstround (a
new record?) and only Lee Shelley and
David Wells were eliminated in the second
round. This meant that 8 of the 48 fencers
(one in six) in the third round was a U.S.
fencer. Only the host country, France, had
more with 12 fencers. In the third round, six
U.S. fencers were eliminated: Peter Schif-
rin, Steve Trevor, Charles Michaels, John
Moreau, Lew Siegel, and Holt Farley. In
the direct elimination, both Robert Marx
and George Masin lost their first two
bouts, placing 29th and 32nd respectively.

Going into the National Championships
the U.S. has five epee fencers who have
earned international points for the 1983-4

fencing season in four competi
Shelley(1983 World Championsh
Trevor (London), Rober
(Heidenheim and Poitiers), Pett
(Heidenheim), and Georg
(Poitiers).

Aaron Bell (left) from Muarblchead, M
Gerber from Lookout Mt, Colorado were
foilists in the Senior Olympics.




MODERN
PENTATHLON

by George Nelson

Training at the Modern Pentathlon
Training Center at Ft. Sam Houston in San
Antonio has been in high gear since Feb-
ruary. Following the Pentathlon Open at
the end of January, several European teams
have been participating in training with
the American squad, particularly in the
fencing event of the five-sport pentathlon.
Weekly individual fencing training has
averaged better than twenty hours per
week, including footwork, lessons with
the coach, and bouting; all of this in addi-
tion to cross-country running, swimming,
horse-back riding, and pistol shooting.
Local civilians are also included in regular
bouting practice and weekly competition.
Very often the weekly fencing competition
includes more than thirty fencers in a
round-robin.

Modern Pentathlon Olympic Team selec-
tion was concluded with the National
Championships, May 12-15. A two-part
selection system was used to obtain the
1984 Olympic Team members, following re-
sults from the March Invitational and the
National Championships. Based upon
those results, Mike Storm, Greg Losey, Rob
Stull, and Dean Glenesk were selected for
the team, with Bob Nieman and Mike
Burley as alternates. At the Nationals, the
fencing event was won by Ben Withers,
second was Greg Losey, third was Bob
Nieman.

BOOK REVIEW

by Richard Gradkowski

QUEST FOR GOLD:

THE ENCYCLOPEDIA OF

U.S.OLYMPIANS )

By Bill Mallon, fan Buchanan, and

Jeffrey R. Tishman

New York: Leisure Press, 495 pp. illus., $19.95
Every Olympic quadrennial brings a

flurry of literary activity. The vast bulk of

these tomes simply rehashes previous

books, repeating old errors and contribut-

ing little knowledge of the Olympics. Itis a
pleasure to advise readers of an exception to
this trend.

QUEST FOR GOLD is a series of biog-
raphical profiles, nearly 2,000 in number, of
every U.S. Olympic medalist in all sports.
This massive effort, three years in produc-
tion, is the definitive Olympic book. Re-
gardless of how many other works on the
subject you may have read, this provides
new data. Fencers will take a special interest
in the chapters devoted to our medal win-
ners in fencing and modern pentathlon, the
contribution of our eminent historian of the
sport, Jeffrey R. Tishman.

To read these chapters is to taste the
flavor of the “Golden Age” of fencing in
America; a time when we enjoyed consid-
erable prestige internationally both as com-
petitors and presidents of jury. Profiles in-
clude those of Albertson Van Zo Post, our
only Olympic fencing champion, Lt
George C. Calnan, who won three bronze
medals and took the Olympic Oath before
perishing in the dirigible “Akron”, Gen.
George S. Patton, sabreman on the 1912
Olympic team and fifth place finisherin the
first Modern Pentathlon championships
and Albert Axelrod, our last fencer of dis-
tinction, who took the bronze medal in in-
dividual foil in 1960.

The profiles in other sports are equally
interesting. An extra treatis the “back of the
book’” material that provides a statistical
cross-section of all U.S. Olympians (the
youngest, the oldest, who made the most
teams, how many served in Congress, etc.,
etc.).

QUEST FOR GOLD is a unique book, and
will undoubtedly become the standard re-
ference work in its field.

WEDDING BELLS

Greg Massialas and Mata Raa announced
their engagement in Paris this February.
They plan to be married after the Olympics,
on August 25th, at the Temple of Sonion
near Athens, Greece. Qur best wishes to
them both!

I have been alerted recently to some in-
ternational hanky-panky with electrical foil
jackets. It seems that some lames (make
unspecified) are showing up with a kind of
bikini-cut curve, swooping in from the hip
fo the groinlines in front, flat contrary to the
express provisions of the rules (Articles 216
and 220) and the diagram that illustrates
them. What diagram? — I hear you asking
indignantly, after thumbing through our
rule book. I mean the diagram that is sup-
pose to be there, but somehow got omitted
in the British printing that we bought a
couple of years ago. The diagram is still
there (on page 33bis) of the latest printing of
the FIE French text (1983). It also ap-
peared in earlier printings of the US English
translation.

It's amusing how this sort of thing re-
peats itself. Twenty years ago, at the Tokyo
Olympics, a number of European com-
petitors — whole national teams, in fact —
showed up equipped with lame jackets cut
in just that same incorrect fashion. The
practice was just as much against the rules
then as it is now, and as a result a lot of
fencers in Tokyo were to be seen sporting
substantial patches of additional odd-
matched lame cloth added to their bellies.
The crew of seamstresses on duty was
worked overtime the first few days. What
was generally noteworthy was how much
additional lame frequently had to be added
— and, obviously, how much target these
fencers had managed to make disappear.

One reason for the error — and I suspect
thatitis an error more often than an attempt
at fraud by the jacket manufacturers —
probably lies in the fact that many of the
people who make these things aren’t
fencers and don’t know our peculiar rules.
Even if they have seen the rule book, and
the diagram, they presumably simply re-
fuse to believe that any grown-up respecta-

ble organization could really be s
to insist on a straight line where
respecting couturier would natw
curve.

Well, why does the FIE want
line?

It seems to me because that is
specification that can be measure
fencer at the inspection table in th
nary “Controle” of the whole of !
equipment. Much of the time, of
all but the very biggest competit
inspectors have quite enough to d
the electrical conductivity of a je
thus pay minimal attention to tk
course, the jacket is also suppo
examined for correct fit to the tors
wearing it — at the beginning of e*
When was the last time you act
that being done?

The problem doubtless arises —
part—because implicit in the FIE
sort of smobbish or aristocratic as
that all fencers will naturally have
iforms custom-tailored. (You m
don’t?) Somewhere in the colle
administrative mind, there is a p
ture of John or Jane Fencer, standi
of those little tailor’s pedestals, w
of glorious glittering lame lavish
over one shoulder. And there,
over obsequiously in front, with a
of piris, a pair of sissors in one he
copy of the FIE REGLEMENT in t
is Yves Saint Laurent or whoev
the honors.

In the real world, lame jackets
to standard sizes, normally based
measurements. All well and good,
vou have the problem of the leng
torso. In men’s suits, for example
shorts, regulars, longs, and extra
and that's without worrying a
heighth of the hip bone, whichis



feature for the cut of the front of a foil lame.

It seems to me that manufacturers, to
provide jackets that will properly cover the
target, need to make their designs on an
assumption that the hip will be relatively
low. Thus, high-hipped, or even medium-
hipped, fencers putting on the regular jac-
ket will wind up offering a little more target
then the rules call for. However, if the jac-
ket is made for a high-hipped type, and is
worn by anyone else, not enough legal
target is being covered by the lame. As the
King of Siam put it: is a puzzlement.

In fencing, as elsewhere, you are lucky if
vou can be fitted off the plain pipe racks. If
not, the cautious and honest fencer will get
a jacket that is a bit bigger than absolutely
necessary, and either wear it that way, or
have it carefully cut down to — but not
beyond —— the minimum coverage required.

In any case, there is no excuse for swoop-
ing curves in the front, or for starting the
down-angle forward of the outside of the
hip (another occasional naughtiness
encountered).

RESULTS

20TH ANNUAL
BLUEGRASS OPEN

Uiiicersity of Kentucky, Levington, KY April 14-15

Men’s Epee (16)

. George Faithful, B Green
. Tim Hensley, Lexington
- Greg Doyle, Lexington

. Jim Poole, Lexinglon

. Bob Henslev, Lexington
. Francis Wolff, FC Lville
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Men'’s Sabre (12)

. Bob Hensley, Lex.
Ceorge Faithful, B. Gr.
John Yarger, SWIFT
Tim Henslev, Lex.
Mike Meister, CFC

il Miller, SWIFT
Men's Foil (20)

1. John Yarger, SWIFT

2. Tim Hensley, Lex.
3.

[y g—

e
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K. Cunningham, Ft. Ben H

4. Greg Dovle, Lex.

5. SWIFT

6. Bob Henslev, Lex.
Women's Foil (10)

. Lou Felty, FCL

. Bail: Hoefer, Cinci.

. Chyis Maocrmarn, Cinct.
Patti Cowan, B. Gr.
Laura Grady, Lex.
Patty Hensel, FCL
Women's Epee (6)

1. Adriente Grizzell, Lex.
2. Patti Cowan, BGSU

3. Lou Felty, FCL
Women’s Sabre (6)

1. Amy Driscoll, 5. Heart
2. Katy Simpson, BLADES
3. Lou Felty, FCL

[ N
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BOTTERELL, 1984

Clifton Center, C
Men's Foil (20)

. Tim Hensley, Lex.

Mike Cz k. Disc.
John Yarger, SWIFT

K. Cunningham, SWIFT
. Lennell Myricks, CFC

. Dan Ewen, Lex.

Men's Epee (19)

Tim Hensley, Lex.

. Lennel} Myricks, CFC
George Faithful, BGSU
John Yarger, SWIFT
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Doug Thomson, CFC

. Keith Cunningham, SWIFT

iti, Ohio, April 28-29, 1984
Men's Sabre (15)

1. Jeff Martin, CFC

2. Tim Henslev, Lex.

3. Mike Rogers, OSU

4. Virgll Miller, SWIFT
5. John Yarger, SWIFT
6. Lenneli Myricks, CFC
Women's Foil (9)

1. Marlene Adrian, [FC
2. Chiis Mo CFC
3. Barb Hoefer, CFC
Women's Epee (7)

1. Marlene Adrain, IFC
2. Patti Cowan, BGSU
3. Barb Hoefer, CFC

RESULTS: WORLD UNDER-20 CHAMPIONSHIPS, 1984

Sabre
46 Ent, 18 Cntr

M. Karelov, URS
j. Qled!
ALK
A. Casaluced, ITA
V. Szabo, ROU
M. Zablocki, POL
7. Babanasis, GRE
A Veccia, ITA

U.S.A. RESULTS

Women's Foil Men’s Foil

57 Entr, 21 Cutries &1 Ent. 24 Catr.

1. M. Zalafti, ITA S. Certoni, TTA

2. Q. Velitchke, URS P. Lhotellier, FRA

3. E. Gusganu, ROU A. Ibraguimoy, URS
4. A. Fichtel, ALF Z. HON

5 T. Sadovskaja, URS A wi, RDA
6. L. Trave ITA D. Shmidt, RDA
7.LF wer, ALF E. Gunther, ALF

8. S. Lange, RDA L. Bel, FRA

26. M. O'Neill 29 M. VanderVelden
). M. Suilives 43, L Higgs-Couldasd

45, C. Bilodeaus 4. E. Cheu

37. R. Wilson
39. G. Rossi
43, M. D' Asaro

Epee
&1 Ent, 28 Cutr

S. Kravtchouk, URS
R. Berger, ALF

M. Randazza, ITA
A, Kajak, URS

V. Ageev, URS

S. Resegotti, [TA
A. Kardofus, HOL
E. Srecki, FRA

. K. Hunter
. AL Baxter
. T. Gargiulo

[
G

)
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“What do I do against this guy?” Everyone
who has been to a fencing meet has heard that
question. The advice that is given in response
usually falls into three categories. The first is
what might be called the “"Magic Move”" fallacy.
What the fencer who asked that question wants
to hear is “Do a doublé .”" or “Try a coupé on
him.”". The victim of this fallacy thinks in terms of
1-2, or doublé, or whatever. He is looking for the
secret stroke; some particular attack or combina-
tion that will magically get him the touch.

Anyone who has done much fencing must
know that any given attack will work against
anvone at some time. It all depends on the cir-
cumstances; the distance, the timing, the actions
of the opponent, etc. A fencer who goes out and
tries a beat-disengage, gets hit and says that the
move didn’t work is wrong. The move was fine.
He didn’t work it!

Another category of casual coaching is “Gen-
eral Good Advice.” “Keep vour distance, don’t
let him use his best move, don’tlet him take vour
blade, keep vour pointin line.” You could sav all
that about any opponent at any time. It's just a
statement about good fencing.

A third and better category is advice based on
observation. “Watch him hitch with his back foot
before he lunges and beat-attack into it.” or, in
épée, "When he pulls his hand back, fleche to his
mask.”” This advice concentrates on an oppo-
nent’s weak points. Find out what he does wrong
and use it against him. There are two problems
with this. Oneis typified in the complaint: "Well,
['saw him hitch, made a beat-attack and got hit
with a parry-riposte.”” To see the opening and
react quickly enough to hit is still very difficult.
The other problem is, what if the opponent
doesn’t have any weak points? [ would be hard
put to find flaws in the game of Harmenberg or
Romankov that could be consistently attacked
with any success. Yet the best fencers do get hit
and even beaten on occasion.

A question that every fencer must deal with is,
“Tknow a lot of moves, but how and when do |
use them?”" Many fencers become entranced with
learning of many different attacks and combina-
tions. Using a lot of different attacks with the idea
that one is bound to work is a little like putting a
lot of coins in the slot machine on the theory that
eventually you will hit the jackpot. Unfortu-
nately, by the time vou find a successful move,
the score may be 4-0 against you. A young fencer

works on all kinds of exotic mover
seconde hook, sixte lift to the back
when he tries them out against an op
finds that he gets hit with the usual
tacks and parry-ripostes. He begins 1
“Why am [ working and studying so h
get hitby some kid who doesn’t know
know?”’

[t often seems that the less “educa
simplistic fencer has the advantage. [t
onlv two attacks, you don't have to s;
time worrying about how to hit your
If you know two dozen, it can becor
lem. Remember Aesop’s fable about t
the cat. Better to know one trick thaty
a dozen that don't.

How many different attacking and
moves does a fencer really have to kne
think anyone seriously questions
learn the basics thoroughly. One n

distance, balance, footwork and have
the blade. Beyond that, it is not ne
even particularly desirable to learn
different attacking moves. The re.
fencers do not use a lot of obvious "“te
They hit with relatively simple mow
exactly the right distance and with the
ing. The American master, Mel Nortt
that if you can do five attacks better th
else, you are the next world chamj
question is: How do they do it?

To some extent, the answer lies in
ous. The top world-class fencers are
trained athletes, with excellent bai
footwork, and a keen sense of distanc
as highly developed powers of obsery
concentration. They also appear to ha
human reaction times. They see the or



and take advantage of it so quickly that we begin
to wonder about bionic fencers being built
somewhere behind the Urals.

Actually, the reason a top fencer is able to
react so quickly to an opportunity is not super
speed or superior reflexes, or even his or her
own powers of observation, as important as all
these things are. He reacts so quickly to a situa-
tion because he not only sees it, he creates it.

Try this experiment! Get a friend to hold a
glove for the glove drill. He holds up the glove
and you stand en garde facing him. He drops the

““...he not only
sees it, he
creates it.”

glove and you try to catch it by extending and
lunging. If he holds the glove at the right height
and close enough, even though he gives no sign
of when he is about to drop the glove, you can
catch it. Now have him hold the glove a bit lower
and move a bit farther away so that when he
drops it you can’t catch it no matter how fast you
lunge. Then get him to drop the glove when you
say “Now’". If he drops the glove on your signal,
catching it becomes so easy that it is almost tri-
vial, even though your lunge is no faster and
your vision no better.

The same thing happens in fencing. You
create the right situation when you cause your
opponent to open the line at the exact moment
that you are atlacking. The hit seems easy. The
way you create the situation is by using prepara-
tions of distance, footwork and actions of your
blade to maneuver him into the exact position
you want for your attack, and at the same time
observing your opponent to see that he reacts in
such a way that your attack will hit.

Fencers in training spend a lot of time drilling
on attacks, but there is a tendency to practice the
attack by itself, out of context. Not enough time
is spent working on the setup for the attack; in
making the preparation and watching for the
opponent’sresponse which will signal the open-
ing for the attack, even as the preparation is
being made.

The Soviet master, V. L. Arkadiev, has written
that the preparation is the most important part of
the attack. [ would add that the preparation and
the opponent’s response to it are the two co-
equal preliminaries to the successful attack. No
matter how well the preparation is done, if the
opponent’s response is not the appropriate one,

e D
Salle D’Armes Kadar

FENCING ACADEMY

Since 1958

Quelity school for
progressive fencers and coaches

7127 Brecksville Road
Independence, Ohio 44131

then the attack will not hit. Thus every hit is the
result of three factors” The preparation, the op-
ponent’s reponse, and the attack itself.

The process by which you train yourself to
create the situation and recognize it instantly is
one that T have called “image matching”’. Forany
given attack that you intend to use you develop
an image in your mind of what your opponent
must look like in terms of distance, relation of
his blade to yours, movement, etc. at the precise
moment that he is vulnerable to the attack.
When you are fencing you use whatever prep-
aration is necessary to get the other fencer to
match that image. You are trying to re-create the
mental image in the other fencer. When the im-
ages match, your recognition is instantaneous
and vour attack will be at the lower limit of
human reaction time and almost impossible to
defend against.

Developing the appropriate image for a par-
ticular attack takes a lot of practice and experi-
ence. For each attack you must ask yourself the
following five questions:

1. WHO AM I FENCING? What is he predis-
posed to do? What does he want to do?
What kinds of reactions is it appropriate for
me to try to elicit from him?

2. WHAT DISTANCE DO I WANT? Close,
middle or extended?

3. HOW DO I WANT HIM TO BE MOVING?

Toward me or away from me?

4. WHERE DO I WANT HIS BLADE? Do |
want his arm extended or not?

- WHEN DO I ATTACK? As he begins to
response to my preparation (an intra-attack
onmy part), or as he completes his response
(eg. my parry-riposte)?

Let’s look at a specific example. Say that one
attack that you want to perfect for épée is a
croisse to the mask from a sixte (6) engagement.
The five questions might be answered as follows:

1. WHO? Someone who likes to attack over
the bellguard to your arm. An aggressive
fencer.

2. WHAT DISTANCE? At middle distance
and closing.

3. HOW MOVING? Moving toward you.

4. WHERE HIS BLADE? His arm extended,
the tip of his blade within 8-10 inches of
vour bellguard and somewhere between 10
and 2 o'clock as you look at your own
beliguard.

5. WHEN? At the point where he is fully ex-
tended and just beginning to step forward.

If you can develop the image in your mind of
how the fencer looks at the moment he is vulner-
able to that attack, vou will be able to attack with a
sixte-croisse from any of several preparations.
Some examples would be:

1. Press in 4 giving the forearm as an invita-

tion.

2. Beatin 6 or4andinvite by dropping the arm
a bit.

3. Press in 8 and extend at the low line, invit-
ing him to roll off and stop-thrust at your
arm.

4. Lift in 6 and expose the underside of the
forearm (your attack becomes a contre-6
croisse).

5. Pressinto6and advance. (contre-6 again).

1

The preparations are done advancing, retreat-
ing, opening or closing the distance, depending
on the character of your opponent. You will have
to spend a great deal of time exploring the pos-
sibilities for yourself to see what works against
whom. It is not any particular move that you
make that triggers your attack, it is vour oppo-
nent’s very specific response.

Keep in mind that by “attack’”” I am referring to
any move or combination thatismeanttoendina
hit. A 1-2, beat-attack, parry-riposte, bind,
croisse, etc.; all can be considered attacks, even
though they don’t fall within the strict rulebook
definition of an attack. Likewise your prepara-
tion may be any move that gets your opponent to
match your “image”. Your opponent’s response

may be an attack, a parry or eve:
hesitation or withdrawal of his ha
he does that will make him vuln
attack you are setting up for.
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