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Pittsburgh spring NABC – Not-so-great attendance

The locals in Pittsburgh worked hard to put on a good show but sometimes a city just doesn’t attract our players and sometimes the facilities just don’t work.  The Pittsburgh NABC, unfortunately, demonstrated both shortcomings.  The table count of 9,593 was 10% below modest pre-tournament estimates.  This compares with Reno last year at 14,888 tables and Philadelphia in 2003 at 10,850 tables.


The locals in Pittsburgh worked hard to put on a good show.  Tournament chair Roni Gitchel and her hard working volunteers as well as District Sharon Fairchild, deserve our plaudits.  The locals managed to get sponsorship, including PNC, one of the nations largest financial services companies.  Despite their efforts, there were problems with the site that could not be overcome, including poor lighting and inadequate elevator service.

Editorial…

Nothing against Pittsburgh, but if we want to attract players to our NABCs for up to 10 days then we have to offer more than bridge.  The niceties at a site affect our players’ good time, but generally do not affect attendance.  Great cities greatly enhance attendance.  Last years’ NABC cities, Reno, NYC and Orlando, brought 3 exciting sites, near record attendance and healthy profits.  The table count in Reno, NYC and Orlando were 14,888, 13,351 and 14,642, respectively, 7,380 higher then the 2003 total table count in Philadelphia, Long Beach and New Orleans which were 10,850, 12,247 and 12,402, respectively.  Profits from our 2004 NABCs were $482,000 higher then from our 2003 NABCs, $921,000 compared to $482,000.  This years’ cities, Pittsburgh, Atlanta and Denver may draw a lower table count then in 2003, with expected profits at only $380,000, $540,000 less then in 2003.


Our players vote with their dollars and feet.  As such, attendance is higher and profits greater in more exciting cities.  If our goal is to give our players quality tournaments, a great experience and make loads of money - which we can give back to our members as well as promote our game - then we should be going, mostly, to certain proven cities.  Of course, even if this became our policy it wouldn’t affect us to many years, as we have bookings 10 years out.  One major disappointment, NYC won’t be considered for at least 10 years unless we are willing to make a bold business decision and get out of certain future contracts.


Certain important cities are clearly being overlooked, such as Vancouver, Montreal and NYC.  This is because of contract negotiations (Vancouver), bad elevators and not enough king size-bed hotel rooms (Montreal) and long standing misconceptions (NYC).


I am proposing that our selection criteria be changed.  The main criteria should be GREAT CITIES THAT WILL DRAW OUR PLAYERS IN MASS, GIVE THEM A GREAT TIME AND MAKE TONS OF MONEY.  Then we can look at the details: one hotel sites; low room-rates; good lighting; convenience to restaurants; adequate elevators; etc.  Actually, many of these latter criteria are often ignored.  Just look at Pittsburgh and Birmingham.


The greater profits can be used to promote our game, be more aggressive in getting into schools and senior centers, lower card fees for the players and sanction fees for sponsoring organizations.  This is good business and will lead to further success.


Seems like a no-brainer…Greater player participation, greater player enjoyment, more publicity and greater profits to grow our game.

Membership

Total ACBL membership, as of March 1, 2005, was 156, 350.  Breaking this down there are 150,550 paid members and dues-paying Life Masters, and 5,800 active non dues-paying Life Masters.  This is approximately the same number as one year ago.  One difference…we have now dropped inactive non-dues paying members from our roles.  That’s a drop of 11,000 reported members, but a true count.

Financial Snapshot

The net assets of the ACBL at the end of 2004 were $7,350,000, compared to $7,150,000 at the end of 2003.  The difference is due, in large part, to the NABC yearly profits.

ACBLscore

For the third year in a row, a Windows version is promised for next January.  As it is near completion, in all likelihood, it will really be ready this time.

Board Actions

The spring ACBL Board meeting had few motions and many of those were withdrawn for lack of merit.  The highlights are few.


An Insurance Committee will be appointed to look into all our insurance needs, including insurance for clubs, Units and Districts.


A Regional Tournament Sub-Committee was appointed to review our Regional allocations.


Every five years a Redistricting Committee is appointed.  This usually leads to some interesting discussions but no changes.  Maybe this year will be different. I’m chairing this committee.


A proposal from the Hall of Fame Committee was requested which addresses extending the electorate, restricting the Von Zedtwitz award to at most one selection per year, and requiring a minimum percentage of the votes for induction.


ACBL’s WBF dues will be paid based on ACBL’s membership, which includes all active players including active non-dues paying Life Masters.


A five-year strategic plan was established.  The Board and management started working on a strategic plan at the fall 2004 Board meeting and completed its task at the spring 2005 meeting.  I’m a skeptic.  These exercises feel good while they are going on but rarely lead to any substantial results.
Our new Bylaws have been completed and approved by the Board.
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District 24 shined in NABC+ Events, with 5 wins, including the premier event, the Vanderbilt KOs.  Top 20 finishers follow.

Silodor Open Pairs: Bobby Levin – Steve Weinstein, 4th; Adam Wildavsky, 6th, Erez Hendelman, 7th; Martin Fleisher, 10th; David Berkowitz, 20th.

Silver Ribbon Pairs: Scott Levine – R. Jay Becker, 6th.

Rockwell Mixed Pairs: John Kranyak, 1st; Martin Fleisher, 5th; Beverly Perry – Kent Mignocchi, 12th; Leslie Paryzer, 19th. 

Lebhar IMP Pairs: Zia Mahmood – Michael Rosenberg, 7th; Sam Lev, 18th; Fred Chang, 19th.

Whitehead Women’s Pairs: Laurie Vogel – Gail Greenberg, 1st; Lisa Berkowitz, 4th; Gladys Collier, 6th; Valerie Westheimer – Judi Radin, 7th; Lynne Tarnopol – Jacqui Mitchell, 14th; Ritchey Goodwin – Debbie Rosenberg, 18th.

Red Ribbon Pairs: Ilan Tadmor, 5th.

Vanderbilt KOs: Richard Schwartz – David Berkowitz, 1st; Jim Krekorian, 2nd; Michael Moss, 3/4th; Christal Henner-Welland, 5/8th; Joe Grue, 5/8th; Jimmy Cayne – Bobby Levin – Steve Weinstein; 9/16th; Brad Moss, 9/16th; Adam Wildavsky, 9/16th; Michael Polowan, 9/16th. 

Jacoby North American Swiss: Jimmy Cayne – Bobby Levin – Steve Weinstein, 1st; John Kranyak, 6th; Roy Welland- Bjorn Fallenius – Zia Mahmood – Michael Rosenberg, 8th; Martin Fleiser, 11th; Mark Feldman, 12th; Joe Grue, 16th;

Golder North American Flight B: Igor Milman – Oley Robinchik, 13th.

Machlin Women’s Swiss Teams: Jill Levin – Susan Picus – Debbie Rosenberg, 1st; Sylvia Moss – Amalya Kearse – Jacqui Mitchell – Gail Greenberg, 4th.
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