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JUNIOR TRIALS & RANKING

FROM the five Area Trials, in which no fewer than 83 boys and 37 girls
took part, 14 boys and 12 girls reached the Final Trials at Ultra

Electronics, Acton, on October 1.

Both the trials for boys and girls were

arranged in four groups which were seeded from the known capabilities of
the players taking part. All the trialists were then placed into a knock-out

competition, places in the draw decided by positions in the groups.

Thus

the four group winners in each case were put as the four seeds and the draw
then arranged so that no player was likely to play against the same opponent

again.

The top group seeds came through in each case, i.e. Taylor, Judd,

Mitchell and Harmer amongst the boys, and Smith, Heaps, Shirley and

Goldsmith in the girls.

To get a complete picture the first round losers
played off to a winner and so did the second round losers.

There was also

a play-off for the two losing semi-finalists.

The selection committee agreed to extend the ranking lists to 1-10 for
both boys and girls, with an additional Group A of ten in each case with

a further Group B of ten for boys.
attached to the original Area Trials.

BOYS
. TREVOrR TAYLOR (Herts)
PaurL JupDp (Warwicks)
BRIAN MITCHELL
(Lancs)
ToNy CLaYToN (Yorks)
PauL HarMER (Herts)
MIcHAEL WALD (Bucks)
. ROGER CLARKE
(Warwicks)
JouN PuEeLPs (Yorks)
9. ArLaN FLETCHER (Yorks)
Davip JaMes (Devon)
GIRLS
1. KARENZA SMITH
(Middlesex)
2. Jupy HEeaps (Cheshire)
JiLL SHIRLEY (Bucks)
4. SANDRA GOLDSMITH
5
6

Nems W

(Surrey)
. JENNIFER CORNOCK
(Warwicks)
. Linpa ForkEs (Yorks)
CHRISTINE MANN
(Middlesex)
8. RutH WiLsoN (Kent)
9. SusaN LisLe (Lancs)
10. Sanpra LEE (Yorks)

GROUP A
P. Abell (Yorks)
G. Allen (Warwicks)
M. Berry (Warwicks)
A. Boasman (Lancs)
J. Coleman (Yorks)
N. Jarvis (Yorks)
M. Jobson (Warwicks)
F. Kennedy (Essex)
R. Napper (Bucks)
M. Waldman (Middlesex} D. Wilson (Derbys)

In this way a lot more meaning was

GROUP B
S. Bassett (Norfolk)
J. Dabin (Kent)
R. Gibson (Middlesex)
S. Heaps (Cheshire)
R. Hellaby (Essex)
R. Marchant (Northants)
M. Read (Essex
S. Smith (Essex
P. Taylor (Herts)

GROUP A
Linda Bashford (Yorks)
Julie Daniels (Hants)
Nancy Ferguson

(Northumb)

Susan Howard (Surrey)
Valerie King (Yorks)
Diane Maxfield (Hunts)
Susan Pacitto (Bucks)
Barbara Peters (Herts)
Carol Randall (Derbys)
Moira Stevens (Kent)

NEWBURY JUNIOR OPEN

More Titles for Taylor & Shirley

ILL SHIRLEY and Trevor Taylor
won the Senior singles titles in
the Newbury Junior Open where the
rather late finish and the withdrawal
of Harmer from the boys’ final were
the annoying aspects. The organising
committee are already arranging next
year’s tournament with rather less of
the younger events perhaps, so that
the finish can be more like 8.30 p.m.

MWM
With the Juniors
BY LAURIE LANDRY
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UNDER-17

Boys’® Singles — quarter-finals : R.
Napper (Bucks) bt D. James (Devon)
12, -11, 22 ; P. Harmer (Herts) bt H.
Thomas (Wales) 6, -16, 16 ; A. Fletcher
(Yorks) bt S. Smith (Essex) 18, -19, 22 ;
T. "ll"gylor (Herts) bt R, Hellaby (Essex)
14, 12,

Semi-finals : HARMER bt Napper
-19, 8, 10 ; TAYLOR bt Fletcher 8, 9.

Final : TAYLOR bt Harmer w.o.

Girls’ Singles—semi-finals : J. SHIR-
LEY (Bucks) bt C. Mann (Middx) 11,
14 ; L. CHESSON (Kent) bt B. Peters
(Herts) 19, 17.

Final : SHIRLEY bt Chesson 6, 7.

Boys’ Doubles—semi-finals : TAYLOR/
THOMAS bt James/P. Stone (Devon)
10, 16 ; P, TAYLOR (Herts)/S. HEAPS
(Cheshire) bt R. Napper/M. Wald
(Bucks) -18, 18, 15.

Final : TAYLOR/THOMAS bt Taylor/
Heaps 12, 13.

Girls’ Doubles—semi-finals : SHIR-
LEY/S. PACITTO (Bucks) bt G. Mc-
Culloch/V. Bond (Surrey) 4, 10; J.
BRIDGES/A. PAINTER (Middx) bt J.
]1)7aniels/C. Hutchings (Hants) -11, 15,

Final : SHIRLEY / PACITTO bt
Bridges/Painter 7, 4.

Mixed Doubles—semi-finals : NAP-
PER/SHIRLEY bt M. Wald/S. Pacitto
(Bucks) 20, 12 ; THOMAS/MANN bt
1F9 "{g.ylor (Herts)/R.Wilson (Kent) -12,

Final: NAPPER / SHIRLEY
Thomas/Mann 9, 19,

bt

UNDER-15

Boys’ Singles—semi-finals : THOMAS
bt J. Dabin (Kent) 18, 22 ; FLETCHER
bt S. Tannahill (Hants) -12, 6, 11.

16Final: THOMAS bt Fletcher 8, -20,

Girls’ Singles—semi-finals : CHESSON
bt S. Beckwith (Essex) -18, 8, 19;
MANN bt Panter 20, 19.

17Final: CHESSON bt Mann -22, 20,

Boys” Doubles — semi-finals:  R.
HELLABY/M. READ (Essex) bt P.
Taylor/Heaps -18, 14, 20; DABIN/
THOMAS bt S. Endersby/M. Fryer

(Kent) 12, 12.

Final : DABIN/THOMAS bt Hellaby/
Read 14, 17.

Girls’ Doubles — semi-finals: C.
MANN (Middx)/V. KING (Yorks) bt
J. Hudson (Hants)/L. Pacitto (Bucks)
16, 17; CHESSON/P. BRENCHLEY
(Kento) bt P. and S. Beazer (Somerset)

Final : MANN/KING bt Chesson/
Brenchley 16, -11, 17.

THERE appeared to be some mis-
understanding at the last A.G.M.
as to how the finances of the E-T.T.A.
are controlled. It was suggested that
there should be an annual budget—
there is a budget of course, and there
has been one for several years. This
is submitted to the first meeting of the
Council and every effort is made to
keep to the original estimates.

There are certain items that can be
reasonably controlled but there are
others that can only be estimated.
Adjustments have to be made there-
fore during the season as the esti-
mates turn out to be over or under.
The result is either a profit or loss
and if it is a loss then some drastic
actions may be required by the Coun-
cil.

To demonstrate the position, the
figures for 1966-67 season are set out
showing the original estimates and the
actual figures by the end of the
season,

OPTIMISTIC

It will be seen that the Administra-
fion Expenses were within £65 of the
estimate and the Working Account
Expenses were within £165 of the esti-
mate—both being below estimate. The
income on the Administrative Account
was £223 better than estimate making
an improvement so far in total of
£453. The most serious difference was
on the Working Account income
which turned out to be £1,153 less
than the estimate. This arose partly
on the estimate of the income on the
Fund Raising efforts which was less
than what was anticipated. The
original estimate was obviously opti-
mistic but nevertheless could have

THE FINANCIAL YEAR

By TOM BLUNN,
Hon. Treasurer of the E.T.T.A.

been achieved if sufficient effort had
been made. The initial enquiries for
the Lottery were double those of the
previous year and £1,000 was possible
—as it turned out only £500 was
raised. The 100 Club was slow to get
off the ground but is now growing

slowly but produced nothing in its.

first season.

Other reasons were that the amount
received from the Trade Fund was
only £650 against an estimate of
£1,000 as the balance was held over
pending the final decision on the
amount to be claimed to cover the
loss on the European Championships;
the T.V. fee for the English Open
was £150 less than previous years and
the profit on home International
matches was rather disappointing. But
for these setbacks the loss last season
could easily have been turned into a
profit of several hundred pounds.

Many expenses are net after deduct-
ing sundry income and recoveries and
there is far more involved than what
appears from the foregoing figures.
The gross expenditure for last season
was well over £20,000 and obviously
there is tremendous scope for move-
ment one way or another.

It is not always understood how
the financial structure of the E.T.T.A.
is built up. Briefly there are three
main sources of income: (1) The
members, (2) The Government and
(3) Outside sources. The total income
from each sourcs is approximately
£7,500 from (1), £4,500 from (2) and
£8,000 from (3) the latter including
T.V. fees and sponsorship. The total
received from (1) and (2) just about
covers the gross cost of Administra-
tion. All the activities therefore are
financed from outside sources and this
is where the strength of the Associa-
tion lies. The respect for the efficient
administration and the attraction of
the game itself brings the money to
pay for the whole of the international
programme at home and abroad.

SPECIFIED GRANTS

The Government grant is specified
to assist in Secretarial, Coaching and
Office expenses and there is no other
way in which this money can be
spent. The grant covers 80% of the
salaries of the Organising Secretary,
the Director of Coaching and the
Staff Coach, with £300 towards each
of their travelling expenses plus £300
towards: the cost of Office Rent. This

Estimated Actual is by no means a part contribution
£ £ but is a material contribution which
Administration Account makes the administration of the Asso-
Income—Members 7,325 7,548 ciation secure.
Government 4,500 11,825 4,500 12,048
The income from members pays
Less: Expenses 11,625 11,560 |the balance of all other administra-
—_— tion costs plus the rebates paid to the
Balance £200 £488 | Counties. The County Rebates have
Working Account helped most counties to keep their
Income 3,150 1,997 | fees down for several years, and next
season the rebates will amount to
3,350 2,485 | about £1,500 and compares with £600
Less: Expenses 3,350 3,185 [in 1961. The rebate represents more
than half the income of many coun-
— Loss £700 |ties and is a material factor in the
_ financial structure of the counties.
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EXHIBITIONS GIVEN ANYWHERE IN BRITAIN

SIUART GIBBS & TAN HARRISON

Here Often”,
“World of Sport”

Peter Douglas, DANTON & COMPANY MANAGEMENT LTD.
9, Southampton Row, W.C.1.
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Administration of the Association
is a direct benefit to all members. The
effect of the Coaching Scheme is felt
in all areas where coaching rallies and
other activities have taken place.
Likewise, the new school centres arz
now having a beneficial effect on the
Leagues in the areas. Last season
there was a satisfactory increase in
overall membership and only a few
Leaguss failed to show an increase in
membership.

FAVOURABLE IMAGE

The international activity is the one
that obtains the most publicity and
helps to create the image in the minds
of the public. Due to a favourable
image certain soulces of iicome have
been made avaijlable, mainly T.V.
fees, sponsorship and the Trade Fund,
and every penny that is received is
put straight back into the game. It
may be said that the image of the
game would be improved if our inter-
national teams were more successful.
This may well be so, but with the
whole cost of running the teams
coming from outside sources the ex-
tent of the training, coaching and
organisation has to be limited to the
extent of the money available.

Each of the three sources of in-
come therefore has an important part
to play in the work of the Association
and perhaps the aforegoing comments
have helped members to appreciate
how the financial side is controlled.

Mixed Doubles — semi-finals :
THOMAS/MANN bt L. Shoobridge/
Brenchley (Kent) 6, 9 ; N. FULSTOW/
V. KING (Yorks) bt G. Swceney/H.
Wesley (Essex) 13, 12.

Final : THOMAS/MANN bt Fulstow/
King 16, -20, 14.

UNDER-13

Boys® Singles—semi-finals : P. TAY-
LOR bt Sweeney 21, 17 ; B. HUTCHIN-
SON 5(Beds) bt R. Morris (Herts) 11,

Final : TAYLOR bt Hutchinson 8, 19.

Girls’  Singles — semi - finals : L.
PACITTO (Bucks) bt D. Griffin (Middx)
, 93 S. BEAZER (Somerset) bt G.
Macrae (Surrey) 12, 8.

Final : PACITTO bt Beazer 12, 12.

BARNET 7.1 CENTRE

by Johnny Leach
TABLE tennis centre in every

A town in the country, where the
game may be played seven days a
week without hindrance from other
activities—that has long been the
dream of British officials and players.
Four years ago, far-seeing Douglas
Underwood, the American-born Vice
President of the Barnets League, set
about the task of getting Barnet its
own table tennis centre. The initial
response to his idea was frigid, largely
because it was considered “ pie in the
sky.” However, backed by his chair-
man Mr. A. J. Cox, and Mr. D. Gale,
an executive committee member,
Douglas persisted in his efforts.

In Barnet Lane he found a piece of
land which had once housed a Youth
Centre. He secured a 28-year lease, a
£3,000 mortgage and, eventually,
planning permission plus a £6,900
Government grant towards a fully
equipped centre to cost £14,000.

The Barnets League then set about
trying to raise sufficient funds to close
the gap. So far, largely through a
successful horse racing competition,
they have realised £1,700. However,
just as everything appeared settled
with the Barnet Urban District Coun-
cil the area was absorbed by the
GLC. Negotiations had to start all
over again ! Meantime, also, the esti-
mated cost of the new building had
soared to £18,000.

However, thanks to Mr. Under-
wood’s dogged perseverance and
enterprise all difficulties have now
been overcome. Building commences
early in 1968 and next July the
Barnet Centre is due to open its doors
with nine tables available for hire at
an hourly rate. Arrangements are to
be made to make time available to
the general public, and also to give
special facilities to schools.

Barnet have set a glowing example.
Just think what might be achieved if
it were to be followed by every table
tennis league in the country!

Lessons From Stockholm

Charles E. Davies asks

..... did England really have any
live hopes of a title in Stockholm ?

Hard as our players tried and in spite
of the sparkling form of Denis Neale
the answer is an emphatic NO,

Why was this. And more important,
what wag there to learn at the Cham-
pionships that can enhance our pros-
pects in the future ?

With this question in mind I inter-
viewed our players in Stockholm and
here are some of their ideas and
views,

Mrs. Mary Wright says, “ Before
the championships we trained harder
and better than ever before, but it
still wasn’t enough. We need to train
more and even harder. If we want to
win world titles we must adopt the
Japanese attitude. Their business is
winning and like all good businesses
they are organised to the last minute
detail to achieve this!”

Chester Barnes, in his third world
championships, states, *“ England must
breed penholder players of her own.
We just get used to the Oriental style,
then we go home and don’t meet it
again until the next world’s—a gap
of two years!”

Karenza Smith is emphatic on the
point of speed. “ All of us need to
move much quicker—match the light-
ning footwork of the Japs—and hit
the ball harder.”

Nineteen-year-old  Stuart Gibbs
says, “1I noticed the Japanese filming
many of their dangerous opponents.
This would be a great aid in England.
It would help me enormously if I

could analyse my game on film. It
would add points to it.”

Hexham’s Maureen Heppell, who
like Stuart Gibbs and Karenza Smith,
was experiencing her first world
championships agrees that speed of
footwork is a key factor. ** The speed
of the Japanese and the North
Koreans is fantastic,” she says. “ To
win, we must all move much, much
faster.”

Ian Harrison, at 27, the veteran of
the side, says, “ Why didn’t we win ?
The trouble with English table tennis
is that it is played and thought of as
a game. With this attitude how can
you hope to win titles against coun-
tries who treat the sport as a full-time
business ?

Middlesbrough’s Denis Neale,
England’s most successful player at
the championships, strikes an opti-
mistic note. “We are not so very far
behind other countries,” he states.
“All we need is a greater belief in
ourselves. With this and a greater all
round effort, we can beat anybody.”

Thus to win world titles our players
say. they must be fitter, faster : be
directed with a professional verve—
a business like acumen : have greater
opportunities to practice against
Oriental styles; and to cultivate a
greater belief in themselves.

These views pose two questions.
Has English table tennis the resources
to achieve these aims? If not, has the
E.T.T.A. the necessary drive, desire,
and know-how to get the required
resources ?

Upon the answer to these
questions, lies, it seems to me, the
answer to the question, “Can England
win world table tennis titles in the
future ?























