
Minutes of an Open Meeting of the EBL Seniors Committee  
at Malmo, Sweden - Saturday 3 July 2004, 1.30 pm to 2.45 pm  

 
 

Present: 
 

Chairman Goran Mattsson 
Co-Chairman Nissan Rand (Israel) 
Secretary Patrick Jourdain (Wales) 
EBL  J-C Beineix; M. Blancken-Burgers. 
 
Austria:  Fleischman 
England:  K.Stanley, C.Dixon, P.Hackett 
Israel:  D.Birman 
Denmark P.Lund 
Wales  P.Gagne 
Czech Rep. P.Hebak 
Poland  Novak, S.Latala 
Ireland  P.Meehan 
Sweden:  H-O. Hallen.  
 

 
The Chairman congratulated Peter Lund on winning the gold medal in the European Seniors a 
few minutes earlier.  
 
1. Discussion on Malmo EBL Senior Teams 
 

Nissan Rand described the problems with the changes in dates and formats caused by the 
big variation in predicted entry. The EBL was proposing for the future that the length of 
the tournament, probably 8 or 9 days, would be announced at least 6 months in advance 
and then not changed thereafter, with the format being adjusted if entries were not as 
expected. Matches would remain as 16 boards, playing the same boards as 1-16 of the 
Open’s 20 board matches with the same timing. 

One matter being discussed was that the Senior Teams and the Women Teams would be at 
opposite ends of the championship with the possibility of saving space. This idea did not 
receive support from the floor: Lund, Dixon and Hackett all saying that the players 
strongly wanted their medals to be presented at the conclusion of the tournament with the 
Open. Jourdain added that there would be no saving in space unless either the Women or 
Senior teams were limited to less than 8 days, so that they did not overlap by more than the 
one day the Open might have off.  

Dixon said that an entry deadline of 6 months would be too early for many teams, so the 
tournament length must be decided before the exact number of entries was known. Teams 
could then make their hotel and travel arrangements as they entered rather than waiting to 
know the final number. The format for differing number of entries must be announced in 
advance so that would be no last minute adjustments to the Conditions of Contest. Any 
changes made onsite are inevitably controversial as some teams would gain and some lose. 
Even the age qualification had been changed from the first announcement.  

Hackett wanted the playing schedule to be concentrated with not much time off as the more 
time spent not playing bridge the higher the hotel costs. Hebak and Meehan both supported 



the objective of keeping down costs for the players. This implied setting the tournament 
length towards the lower end of the expected entry with consequent adjustments if entries 
were higher than expected. Gagne pointed out that the changes in announced format had 
led to his team increasing from 4 to 6, and then finding they could have coped with 4. This 
implied the initial entry of a team might be of 4 players but the closing date, and therefore 
determination of format had to be made in time to allow extra players to be added if the 
schedule proved heavy. 

The Chairman mentioned a solution proposed some time ago by Jourdain for the Open if 
entries proved slightly too high for the chosen length of the event. The round robin could 
be conducted in two pools with teams playing everyone in the other pool first and then 
cutting a few bottom-placed teams from each pool before concluding the round robin by 
playing all the teams left in your own pool. The cut would occur more than halfway 
through the event, with a possible consolation event for the teams that missed the cut. This 
solution meant the length of the event could be set shorter than if trying to cope with the 
highest-expected number of entries. 

Birman put in a plea for the format to be as close to the Open as possible and Stanley 
wanted to play the full 20 boards that the Open were playing. In favour of the 16-board 
match length was that several Senior teams had only 4 players and some had players with 
other functions at the championships, such as Lund in the winning Danish team. 

 
2. Istanbul  
 

Mr Rand announced entries for the Seniors was already 28 and would be limited to 32. The 
format was 4 matches a day of 12 boards at 10.30, 13.30, 15.30, and 17.30, finishing 19.15. 
First day Sunday there might be one match after the opening ceremony at 1600. The last 
day would either be Sunday or the Monday with a medal ceremony the same evening. The 
entry fee included payment for the Mixed Teams. J-C Beineix assured Mr Hackett that if 
there was a one-day overlap the regulations would ensure that no Mixed Team would be 
excluded by virtue of participation in the Seniors. 

Mr Rand reported that the distance from the playing area to the main hotel was 10 minutes 
by car, 20 minutes on foot, but there would be a shuttle available frequently during the day.  

 
3. Other announcements 
 

There would be a seminar in Feb 2005 in Telecitta, Italy held by the EBL with separate but 
simultaneous sessions for Youth, Women and Seniors. The Chairman urged Federations to 
send one delegate to each of these, meaning they must appoint a delegate especially for the 
Seniors. 

EBL Senior Congresses: In England, Tel Aviv and Malta there were Congresses the EBL 
supported.  

Rules and Regulations: Age limit: Mr Mattsson opposed the speed of the increase in age 
limit from 55 to 60 announced by the WBF and EBL, fearing the effect of no new seniors 
for five years. There was no consensus on this matter. 
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