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Accused-mum had decided when the Accused was four years old that he would become a doctor and would brook no alternative.  During his fifth year at the Wyggeston School, however, he decided to opt for the more realistic alternative of  studying mathematics.   This his mother, however, was not prepared to tolerate and the Accused found himself in the first year sixth form (during l959-60) studying Botany, Zoology, Physics and Chemistry.  Physics and Chemistry were studied together with the those students who were studying those subjects together with the composite single-subject Mathematics.  These were regarded as a single class with Mr Cooper as form master.  It was more the Accused who was the mathematician and physicist in this humble gathering - in so far that there was any mathematician or physicist. 

The Accused was informed by his parents that he had also been signed on to study for ‘A’ levels in Latin and Greek at nightschool at the Leicester Polytechnic.   Not merely had the Accused not agreed to this, but the proposal had never even been suggested to him.  Examing Boards did not permit candidates to sit the examinations for as many as six subjects simultaneoulsy - but Polytechnic Students sat the papers set by the Oxford Examining Board whereas the Wyggeston pupils sat those set by the  London Examining Board.   Accused-mum in later years claimed that she had not taken the Accused’s suggestion that he study mathematics seriously because there had nevr been any mathematicians either in her family or in Accused-dad’s.   (Mathematics, unlike most other eccentric interests, is one in a high percentage of  cases not linked to family history - and hence mathematicians traditionally meet obstruction or intolerance from their families).   The Accused initially attended the teaching of  Latin and Greek at the Polytechnic.  At the second session the teacher apologised that he had spoken to the Accused previously without having referred to his previous examination results.  The Polytechnic catered usually for people who had failed their exams.

The Accused recalls that Cicero’s Pro Roscio Amerino to have been one of  the Latin set books.   Although the works of  Cicero comprise a high proportion of  the surviving Latin texts from the period during which the Latin taught appears in literature they tend to be avoided (in unsimplified form) during ‘O’ Level teaching.   Roman politicians wrote works as personal propaganda.  Cicero is regarded as an extreme case.   He published what were supposed to be his speeches in which he prosecuted or defended in a lawerly capacity - but the sentences are long and complicated and strongly suspected not to be the original speeches but academic exercises to publicise Cicero’s intellectual brilliance.   The Accused not only found that a far wider vocabulary was used and that it took time to decode the convoluted constructions.   However, it was not this that caused the Accused to abandon these studies, nor even was it the time spent on his chess activities nor the fact that he was already studying four ‘A’ Level subjects (whereas three was the usual maximum).   The critical issue was the time consumed by zoology (at Cambridge there was to be a similar disproportionate amount of  time consumed by Anatomy).

Mr Cooper would write lengthy notes on the blackboard - those referring to the morphology or  anatomy of  various animals or classes of  animals being particularly voluminous.   Too much was presented in class to be understood and remembered there and then - and the Accused found that it was unrealistic to read and memorise these encyclopaedic texts at home.   It was reported by other pupils in the class that these were third year Cambridge University degree notes.   In addition to this a vast amount of  time was spent on ‘practical’ work in all four subjects, but particularly zoology.   The continuous ‘practical’ activity left no time for study or  learning in class.   Pupils were utterly exhausted!   Mr Lacey, who was to retire in two years time (with Mr Garside taking over as Senior Science Master and Mr Cooper as Biology teacher) had retired from active teaching.  He would hover around, however, fuming at the teaching methods of  what he regarded as the less experienced Mr Cooper.   He would prance into the room (Science classes were held in Laboratories)  to tell the class they should spend less time on Biology.   He continued to tell the Accused to cut down his biological studies and to concentrate on Physics.  It was not practicable, however, to follow this advice.  Mr Briggs, whom the reader has encountered as an economically handicapped youth who was pilloried in his first year at the school for supposedly inadequate academic peformance (or insufficient work done at home - since marks were awarded mainly for homework or tests on homework), reappeared now after three years in the ‘C’ (handicraft) stream - which was not taught biology as a separate subject.    The relatively large biology sub-set consisted, except for the Accused, of former C stream boys hoping to gain places at Medical Schools,  and the non-biologists hailed mainly from the E stream.   The reader may suspect that this honours degree course was set up for the benefit only of  the Accused, who was expected to accepted by Cambridge University - and he found it hard going!   The Accused would sit next to the long-suffering, friendly and never-complaining Mr Briggs, though rarely speaking to him, amazed how hard Mr Briggs was working and under the impression that Mr Briggs was coping far better than he was.   One of  the class,  a Mr Peacock, who was champion sprinter (and member of  the County Team) was to secure a place at the Sheffield Medical School, but the author has been unable to verify that any other of  the Accused’s biology set classmates were to get university places or any, for that matter, to enter any career or employment.   Medicine was regarded as the only career available to biologists (there was a wider choice for girls) and the only one of  these colleagues whom the Accused was to see regularly during subsequent decades was to be chronically unemployed and to assume the outward appearance of  chronic schizophrenia which was to afflict so many grammar school pupils who were refused employment.   The grammar school pupil always had to settle for something that was below his realistic abilities or achievements - and there was no lesser alternative to Medicine (for males).   So these boys without prospects were the hardest working youngsters in the country.   It may not be to the Accused’s credit that he never openly voiced the suspicion that Mr Lacey should have swallowed his pride and at least made pupils aware of  the syllabus of  alleged easy girls’ school subjects such as Biology or  Hygeine, permitted pupils to sit such exams (without necessarily changing the overall teaching syllabus) and enabling them perhaps to acquire girls’ school prospects.   The Accused however felt more humiliated at being labelled Not Working Class, for which reason he would be last in order when it came to allocation to textbooks or first in order when it came to textbooks being stolen.   The Accused therefore tended to be bereft of essential texts - those lacking including the chemistry practical text (essential looking up approved methods and cribbng answers in exams) and the physical chemistry text.  One of  the Accused’s colleagues regularly came to school in a car - he was able to do this, he explained, because he was ‘working class’- which the Accused,  who was chronically refused driving lessons, felt humiliating (though this practice of pupils motoring to school was after some weeks stopped).

The Accused had been informed during previous years,  by Mr White, the Classics teacher, that there existed an option of  applying for a General Scholarship to Kings College, Cambridge.   The Accused was at that time well informed over a wide range of  topics and considered that if he entered for this examination he would do at least as well as all the other candidates (and could persuade anyone at interview!) and, since he was then fifteen years old would three years younger, he could obtain this scholarship effectively without competition.  He would also then not be obliged to study medicine.  However he also felt that over the subsequent years he would gradually fall more and more behind his contemporaries.  Therefore he visited the office of  the Headmaster, Mr E.E.Larkin to propose this suggestion.

The Chemistry teacher, Mr Garside, was to tell the Accused two years later: “You can get in anywhere, or open doors anywhere.   When you turn on the charm nobody can resist you.   I know.  You’ve done it to me!”.  There were those who encountered what Mr Garside called ‘charm’ as an irresistable force, but there were others who appeared more to regard the Accused with irresistable prejudice.   In the Accused’s school days these were more the people who were acquainted with the Accused’s parents  those familiar with the Accused - and amongst them appeared to be Mr Larkin (though, chacteristically, he would converse with Mr Larkin on man-to-man rather than boss-subordinate terms).   Mr Larkin insisted that Wyggeston Schoolboys could not apply to Kings College Cambridge.  It was a Public School haven.  Instead, it was wiser to apply to some less prestigious college.  He suggested Downing College (which he himself  had attended).   He also (missing the whole point) declared that Cambridge University was not ideal for those contemplating a career in Medicine.  London was preferable.   A grammar school pupil might be advised to apply to the London Hospital Medical College.  Although this was a little known medical school he believed it was actually the largest.   A Wyggeston pupil (as the Headmaster himself  had been, an Association Footballer) had been accepted by the London Hospital and had recently been awarded their dissection prize.

Kings College, Cambridge, was to attended (after the Accused had already left Cambridge) by Simon Hoggart, a Wyggeston pupil, and had also been, in previous years, attended by Hugh Alexander,  the chessplayer well-known to the Accused, who had previously attended King Edwards School,  Birmingham, where Mr Larkin had been chemistry teacher.   (The Accused had been surprised to find at King Edward’s Birmingham a brass plate honouring Alexander whereas the only brass plate at Wyggeston honoured the explorer David Livingstone, whose connection with the school nobody was ever able clearly to explain.  Possibly Livingston’s grandmother had once attended the same church as the former Headmaster, the Rev. James Went).  Mr Larkin would only promote reforms at Wyggeston (such as relaxation of rules affecting school uniform) after they had been introduced at King Edwards; Birmingham which historically had been ‘twin’ to Wyggeston in being a ‘free school’.   However, in the l960s Kings had a small intake, not more than seventy a year, and was besmirched by having sixty closed scholarships available for Old Etonians, the main qualification being alleged to be an interest in choirboys.   The Accused was later to discover that Downing College had one of  the highest percentage intakes of  Public School Boys at Cambridge University and was notorious for accepting students on grounds of  sporting rather than academic achievement.   Although the Accused then had no concrete evidence for his own suspicions, he did feel there was a tradition at Wyggeston for misguidedly imitating what it believed to be Public School values and traditions, supposing that this was what was required at Oxford and Cambridge and of  systematically concentrating applications on Colleges that were neither the largest nor those with the greatest reputations.  He felt that the larger colleges (such as Trinity and St John’s at Cambridge - and also St Catharine’s, which then had the third largest intake) had more room for grammar school pupils and that colleges, particularly those with reputations or reputed to have academic requirements, would not be looking to grammar schools for Public School stereotypes.   Wyggeston, he suspected, had in former years been concentrating on the promotion and production of  the very dull and uninteristing in the hope of slipping imitation Public School Boys into obscure Oxford and Cambridge colleges.   The Accused felt that Colleges were not likely to see the attractions of an imitation Public School Boy when they had any number of real Public School Boys available, that the Wyggeston school had never previously had a pupil of  the Accused’s ilk and that he was more what was required from a grammar school candidate.   The Accused however was somewhat cowardly - he was afraid of  his mother finding out - and therefore did not pursue the issue further.   (The author’s investigations suggest that Head Teachers’ misguided views of  the requirements were then and subsequently a major reason for so few grammar school pupils applying to Oxford and Cambridge and those who applied proving somewhat uninteresting).

Roger Scowen was not to stand for re-election for the office of  ‘captain’ at the Annual General Meeting of  the school chess club which took place at the beginning of  the l958-9 school year.   The excuse was that he had to concentrate on his school work, though Lovett and Webb, who produced similar excuses, may have put on pressure that no second year sixth former should stand for this office.  Nobody had suggested that Dudley Long,  previously Secretary, would not automatically be proposed as ‘captain’ and elected  in the absence of  alternative nominations.  Except for Lovett and Webb.   They continued to try to persuade the Accused to stand.   The Accused did not doubt that if  he was proposed and accepted nomination he would be elected by an overwhelming majority - consisting of  first, second and third formers!  However he considered it unkind and dishonourable to oppose Long.   He also doubted that he had the full support  of  the school first team, of  which the ‘captain’ was also expected to be leader and organiser.   Scowen and Long obviously preferred Long.   Lovett and Webb surely would hope to be submerged in a near unanimous vote rather than to be seen as openly and without prior warning betraying their colleague Scowen (who supported Long).  Supposing the Accused in fact was a member of  the first team, then would it then be in the interests of  the then acknowledged rivals for first team places to vote for the Accused.   Long was assumed to be supported by Scowen, who in turn disapproved of  the Accused, who, in turn, was supported by the overwhelming majority of  members.   Might it not be in the interests of  the ambitious to belong to a small minority Scowen party and gain within the context of  the school first team (or county teams) a privileged position?   How would Scowen and Long have reacted had the Accused been elected?   The Accused did not have any ill-will towards Scowen and Long and did not wish them to resign from the club or  team in circumstances they would find hurtful.  Nor did he wish them to remain and to be a continuous source of  discontent.   Nor did he necessarily want the bother of  Scowen and Long trying to invent new rules or  appeal to the Headmaster to get rid of  the Accused!  It was not therefore diplomatically expedient for the Accused to accept nomination as ‘captain’ (despite the fact that he would inevitably have been elected).

Scowen and Long however had misread the politics.   The proposal that the Accused stand for election had been discussed before the meeting took place (for over a year) and did not reach the meeting.  Almost certainly Scowen and Long were unaware of  the lay of  the land.  So, when it came to the Accused being proposed as Secretary they proposed Emerton (who had no prior warning of  this).   In this they had the support of  an impressive little coterie who could be regarded as motivated by the self-interest politics explained in the previous paragraph.   Emerton was slightly embarrassed because he did not wish to appear to have been plotting against the Accused behind his back - but the Accused indicated that he would cast his vote for Emerton and that took no offence.   Scowen and Long however were wasting their time.  Scowen feared the Accused’s less regimented and less disciplinary approach towards organisation.   Emerton was no more pro-regimentation and pro-discipline than the Accused.

Mr Hesselgreaves, who took the Chair at AGMs, asked Keith Emerton to wait outside the room at the voting took place.   They thought it likely that the votes would be evenly split.  After all, it was unlikely to make any practical difference.   However Mr Hesselgreaves then announced that Accused had received “about twice as many votes” (out of around sixty people present - compared with a handful at previous AGMs).   The Accused reports that he rapidly came into conflict with Dudley Long on a number of  issues.   The author suspects that some of  the disputes he lists took place at the beginning of  the following season when the Accused was ‘captain’ and Emerton ‘secretary’.   However, if  his accounts are correct, then either Long was then in the third year sixth or else he retained an indirect connection with the school club through it now having expanded into the Leicestershire Chess Club.   Long was to obtain a place, as he intended,  at Queen Mary’s College, London, whose pricipal,  Dr Hirsch, an Old Wuyggestonian, he admired.   A third year in the sixth form was required for those intending to enter Cambridge rather than London University.

The Accused whines particularly over his attempts to rejuvenate the school’s first team in the Sunday Times competition.   This will be assumed to have taken place during the l959-60 season.  The Accused was also faced with having to provide competitive matches for a much larger club than had existed previously.  The Accused felt that there should be matches available for all club members.  He did not consider emphasis purely on skills at chess or  the confinement of  the club to an elite of  strong or renowned chessplayers as being justifiable.   Also he supposed that the excellence of  the prestige teams depended on there being a large pool of  less prestigious players, particularly amongst the younger pupils, all with their own competitive team tournaments.  It was his policy therefore not merely to arrange more external matches but to arrange internal matches.   The attempts to arrange ‘house’ matches met with opposition but he did manage to arrange inter-form matches (over eight boards per form in the lower school).

Dudley Long was appointed a school prefect (in addition to Scowen, Webb and Lovett).   Long developed a great reputation amongst his fellow prefects for inactivity or laziness.   He did have a legal defence available.   The dinner time chess sessions now took place in classrooms above the Lower School Hall.   Scowen and the Accused had been accumulating more and more sets at the expense of  the Wyggeston School Foundation (which spent many thousands of  pounds a year on the Rugger Club, Rugger changing rooms and Rugger pitches) and there was no difficulty in accommodating two hundred or more pupils during these dinner time sessions.   The Accused kept adequate control over these sessions without bothering to keep control.   However, at first, prefects on duty over the dinner hour were expected to include the rooms used by the chess club in their rounds.   They did occasionally appear - in pairs.  However,  they sometimes were made to feel they were not welcome.  It was agreed therefore that the chess club would have authority over its own premises and that prefects within the chess club would have no duties other than those connected with the chess club.   Under the Accused’s regime, as a matter of policy, no prefectorial disciplinary imposition was ever imposed, but it theory the Accused could have issued a thousand lines or  a prefectorial detention to any little boy who did comply with his whims or wishes.   It is doubtful that Long ever knew of such an arrangement (which was more set up for the Accused’s benefit and put into full operation the following year) or was ever removed from the list of  routine prefects’ duties - but he could have claimed exemption in theory.   If in fact he was negligent in duties, he must have been very negligent - since there were over sixty prefects and a paucity of  actually performed duties.

The Accused too was given the impression that  Dudley Long was not an addicted workoholic.   The Accused,  as secretary, sought additional fixtures rather than to get rid of  them.   Moreover, he sought to set up a schools’ chess league, in which Wyggeston was to participate, catering for schools in the county, as opposed to the City.   The schoolmasters at other Leicester schools were not too delighted when they heard of  this.   There were also reservations by the county schools - since after all Wyggeston was expected to win very easily and they did not take chess very seriously.   Long’s view was even more extreme.   He ‘ordered’ the Accused that there must be no fixtures at all against the county schools.   The club was to excel in quality, not quantity (as it had done in previous years).  It would concentrate on its prestigious first team and that would only play prestigious opponents (i.e the Sunday Times Competition and the Leicester Grammar Schools’ Chess League).   Since Long did not take very much active interest, the Accused merely ignored these orders, arranged matches and selected teams!   On a couple of  occasions Long did discover that such fixtures were being played and repeated the orders or  ordered matches already arranged to be cancelled - but the Accused forgot to put these orders into effect.

Dudley Long, in the Accused’s view, also had a tendency to be a bully.   It is not known how the relevent events which caused clashes with the Accused seemed to Long.   He appeared to have an urge to show authority by demanding that the Accused remove the name of  this or that person from a published team sheet (they were at that time mainly put up on notice boards under the school bell)  and when the Accused refused go to the person concerned and humiliating him in the presence of  a large audience by telling him he had been dropped.     The Accused would then tell him, after Long had departed, that they were not dropped.   Long had a high opinion of  some of  the young chess players then in the first year of  the school.   This included the sons of  the county chessplayers Russ and Oakfield and Christopher (later better known as Anton) Powell, whose father was the Professor of  German at the University.  He had developed an opposition to Alan Jex. Jex was then a smallish and shy young boy and was struggling along nobley and without allowing himself to be discouraged by a sequence of  losses.    Had either Long or the Accused been aware that Alan Jex  was in the l980s to be Secretary of  the Leicestershire Chess League they may have formed the opinion that his results were consistent with such an office.   At the time, however, Long was forever bickering to the Accused about Jex and ordering him, without effect, to drop Jex from the team.  So Long decided to inform Jex  that he was dropped from teams for which he had been selected.   If Long had any right to do this it arose from the tradition of  the ‘captain’ being Chief Executive and Dictator,  though at time the Accused was more de facto Managing Director.   The Accused was not a belligerent person, but felt he was left with No Alternative.   In the presence of  a room full of  club members, including several of  its more senior members,  the Accused informed Dudley Long that from now on the duties of  a ‘captain’ were to be restricted to throwing a coin at matches and that if  Dudley did not abide by this he would call an  Extraordinary General Meeting of  the Club and have him voted  out of  office.   There is no record of  Long having been vindictive over such an arrangement.  Perhaps it suited him.   This tradition of  ‘captains’ having no duties beyond throwing a coin was to remain in chess clubs run by the Accused (He was to take on the title of  ‘captain’ of  the Wyggeston club during the l959-61 seasons, but the term was rarely used within the club itself and regarded as an outdated concept).

also attempted to introduce hIn Accused, in the list of proposed participants he produced, removed himself and Emerton from the first team into the second team.   The Accused was intending the second team to win the competition.   He had obtained from the school office a full school roll, together with dates of  birth, and also had a full set of  Sunday Times rules, including the regulations affecting age handicaps.  By removing the older players the Accused was effectively giving the ‘second’ team’ three points per game!  One of  the proposed players, Anton Powell, although he Long objected strongly - threatening to recruit the support of  The Headmaster.   Supposing that 

The Accused took up office as team secretary of  Leicester ll.  He never used the title ‘captain’ (which was the term used in the league rules).   He was given a list of  players with their addresses, with no indication that they would play.   The indications were that few were prepared to play under the new management.   The first match was against the YMCA.   The Accused wrote to everyone on the list a letter asking them to come to the YMCA premises prior to the match.   This wouild enable it to be determined who was intending to play and arrangements to be made for that and subsequent matches.   This resulted in a hostile letter being sent to the Accused by H.M.Illsley (the Moat schoolmaster) complaining that he had been asked to attend a match without being given any guarantee of  playing (with similar letters sent elsewhre).   The Accused had only received firm agreements to attend or play in the match from two other players,  Hugh Burgess,  of the Kibworth Grammar School, and Gerald Turner of  the Moat School (both of  whom were approximately the Accused’s age).   The Accused explained the situation to Keith Emerton, who agreed to come as well.

Turner, Emerton, Burgess and the Accused were the only  players who turned up - and the team won 3.5 -2.5 (This was before default penalties were introduced).  It was the Accused who only managed to scrape a draw on fourth board (but a draw which wins the match is not to be deprecated!).   [This was the first match Leicester ll had won for a very long time!].   The Accused considered the circumstances to give him carte blanche to run the team as he chose and to recruit players as he chose.   Anyone else who might have wished to exert influence or authority had been given the chance to do so.   The Accused initially recruited his players from the Wyggeston School - initially, in addition to Emerton, Michael Miller, Goeffrey Morley and Martin Smith - but soon also Vivian Woodward and Dudley Long.   Roger Scowen chose to play for Victoria ll rather than Leicester.   This commenced as a solitary protest, even though anyone schoolboy or junior player who deserted the Accused’s team or did not play for it was guaranteed a place (and relatively high board) in the County Team.   They became Wigston heros.   William Gregory and Christopher Holroyd later joined Victoria and Vivian Woodward later joined Leicester l.   Nevertheless,  Dudley Long remined with Leicester ll - though he made it a condition for his playing that he always occupied Board 1.

It is believed that there was no grading system in those days other than that invented by the Wigston player Harry Tharpe (in which the Accused, despite the Wigston authorship, was that year to be No5 in the County - well above any other under l8 or under 21 player in the county!).   The grading system was to create difficulties for the secretaries of  chess teams!  The Accused would say that it was within his powers to arrange for any of  his players to obtain whatever grading he chose.   The board on which a player competes affects the player’s grading rather more than his percentage score.  It is customary for players to play in a fixed board order.  The gradings thus come to justify the board order and the board order determines the grading.  In particular there was in the Leicestershire League (in the First Division) what the Accused called the First Board Club or Union whose members were in the habit of agreeing draws with each other.   The Accused developed a notoriety amongst his rivals not merely for (succcesfully) usuing variable board orders, or board orders that contradicted reputations or gradings but of  placing himself on top board when his grading was not spectacular and winning.   Those who had fixed ideas of status in chess were so offended that the Accused would even finding himself accused of  cheating (even by winning games!).   The Accused was used to managing teams whose members had variable form or who played against some opponents better than others or whose results rapidly improved if  the opportunity was offered or who had limited respect for reputations.   Some players would insist on playing only on higher boards or against highly graded opponents or players whom they regarded as grading-fodder - with high gradings but vulnerable.    The Accused also took note of  games as they were being played, even when also occupied with his own game, and was sufficiently familiar with the play of  his own players and opponents to predict results and might give players instructions before a game how to play or which openings to play (and where opponents had fixed board orders it was possible to arrange who was going to play whom).   In  l958-9, even without a grading system there was a degree to which players used to teams to nurse their reputations though in his teams there was perhaps less of  this than usual amongst players of  similar age and calibre and certainly less of a bugbear when the grading system came into vogue.   Dudley Long, who was then older and more experienced than the other Leicester ll players and at that time still (correctly) regarded as the strongest player was not making an eccentric or unexpected demand when asking to be placed regularly onto Bd l for Leicester II, would have been so anyway - and the other players found the arrangement convenient.   Despite the sharp differences between Long and the Accused relative to organisation of  the club at Wyggeston,  the allegation that there was bad blood between the two is contradicted by Long never deserting the Leicester ll club for the sake of  a reward in the form of  a higher placing in the county team or for any other reason (other than his eventually leaving Leicester).

William Gregory received an award in the local Sir Johnathan North competition for analysis he prepared of  the Guico Piano opening.   Rodney Lovett also espoused, as White, a tactical version of  this opening which is generally supposed to be too overanalysed and unproductive to be worth playing in competitive chess.   The Sir Johnathan North competition was a local predecessor of  the national Duke of  Edinborough Award, which is intended to enourage the efforts of  those with unfavourable economic backgrounds or who are deprived of  prestigious education.    It was usual for the awards to be made for more outdoorish activities and because of  this and because (inevitably) much of  Gregory’s analysis was standard theory rather than new he did not win the competition. 

The trio who were to be regarded as the strongest chessplayers amongst the Accused’s coevals were to be Dave Mackey, of  the City Boys’ School,  and John Robinson, of  the New Parks School - and the Accused, who is believed to have been slightly older than the other two.   The Accused was the least distinguished of  these on the chessboard but more got the headlines and was better known outside the county.   John then also played for the Leicester ll team, despite the Accused’s refusal to believe he had a more talented probably younger rival from a school that in chess circles was obscure.   John was in those days a little nervous and may have been intimidated by the Accused’s more flamboyant behaviour.   John, some years later, mentioned to the Accused (without any malicious intent) that he had a personal score of  7-0 against him.   The Accused, who regarded match games as more important than individual games, replied that he did not doubt this, but had been under the impression that the score was 7-0 in his own favour.   The Accused tried to recall to what games he referred, was told that those games were not taken seriously (and, as it happens, the Accused had suspected that John had not taken them seriously).   John Robinson in later years was left, by his work as an accountant, impeded from paying attention to chess, but his results, when he was able to take some time off to play seriously, suggest that he was a significantly more competent player than the Accused.   The Accused, of course, felt aggreived that his Secondary Modern colleagues or those at less prestigious grammar schools were able to train to be Accountants, whereas,  unless they had financial backing or  their dad’s gave them jobs, such routes were closed to Wyggestonians because of  the Not Working Class prejudices (and through locally available routes not being open to those who attended or had attended University).  Despite the Accused’s inherent nastiness,  John Robinson was to be supportive to the Accused throughout his chess career.

The Accused paid fees directly to the League Secretary, registering his own players rather than registering them via the club secretary (Philip Collier).   The reason for this was that registration fees had to be paid before a player could appear in a match - and a player might be recruited at short notice - and that the five shilling fee charged by the Leicestershire Club for junior membership was in any case automatically used to pay the five shilling league fee should the player join a league team.   Phillip Collier did not object to this arrangement - though since the ever increasing junior contingent played very little chess at club meetings, made a great deal of noise and regularly played Kreigspeil (which requires three boards, screened off from each other, on a large table) they would congregate in an ante-room adjacent to the room used by the more senior members.   The Accused’s experience of  having been unable to raise the sixpenny fee for the Silver Rook in l957 and his experience of  hostility against chess at home to the degree of  sabotage that impeded his performance,  made the Accused sympathetic towards younger players - even to the degree of  paying their fees despite being himself not overendowded with money.

The Accused or Leicestershire Club had registered a young boy from the Moat School, who had previously played for Leicester ll, as still playing for Leicester.  In fact, he did play a few games for Leicester ll near the beginning of  the season - though he also played for NALGO, which Mr Illsley had now joined.   Mr Illsley created a great fuss about this - writing letters of complaint to everyone (including the Accused).  This boy, he claimed, had been registered by Leicester without his permission and was being forced by the Accused to play for Leicester against his will.   As a matter of fact, according to league rules, if a player was registered during a season for one league club he could not transfer to another without the first club’s consent.   Brief and abortive attempts to enforce this rule have occurred - usually because both club or team secretaries are under the impression that the player is being pressurised against his will by the other secretary.   In this case, the player had originally given the impression that he was being pressurised to play for NALGO but he then said that he was choosing to play for that team, whereas Gerald Turner,  who was in a similar position, said he chose to play for Leicester.  The author does not know what Mr Illsley thought happened about this.   However all that happened was that the League Secretary phoned the Accused to inform him that Mr Illlsley had made a ‘complaint’.   There existed no complaint or dispute, replied the Accused.  The Accused said that there could well have been some confusion since the list of  players he had been given at the beginning of  the season was really a list of  people who had played for the club in previous years.   However, the relevent test was for which club the individual actually played and if  this boy was playing for NALGO, as the Accused understood he was, then he was playing for NALGO.  The league secretary agreed that irrespective of  what verbiage might have been used, all parties were agreed as to how the rules should be interpreted and that no complaint or dispute existed.

The Wigston Club had believed that the ancient Philip Collier woud eventually leave the scene and then take over.   The Accused and their club were therefore viewed with considerable hatred.   Over the chess board they could not compete - nor could they compete as organisers.   The Accused made a haibit of  picking out thirteen and fourteen year olds to be trained as organisers - and it was in the early years invariable for organisers to run their own teams before they were fifteen years old.   In Leicestershire League affairs the Accused ab initio became Philip Collier’s sidekick, accompanying him to meetings and holding speeches.   His resolutions were always carried.   One reason for this was that in those days there were not that many clubs in the Leicestershire League, not all turned up at AGMs and the Accused was presented with the voting cards belonging to Leicester l, Victoria l and Victoria ll (by the team secretaries, at their initiative, and not by stealth) - which meant effectively that he carried a majority. (Most of  the other clubs also voted with him rather than with Wigston).

Considering that the Accused was then only fifteen years old he was treated with extraordinary misconduct by the Wigston Club, or Wigston Mafia as he called them.   According to his reports the Wigston ringleader was one Bill Oakfield.   Although it was the Leicestershire Club rather than Wigston that was the home of the foreigners,  there is a tendency of  the natural underdog to join the persecutor and to become its most militant supporter.   Bill Oakfield was Jewish.   His excuse was that the Accused was (he imagined) German.   His relatives, he would claim, had been killed in the gaschambers by the Accused’s relatives.   The Accused felt it was more likely to have been the other way round!  He suspected that Oakfield had been awarded monetary compensation for alleged experiences in Germany and that he felt guilty (just as the survivors in concentration camps or prisoner of  war camps were reported often to feel guilty).   Oakfield’s paranoia, as the Accused calls it, was according to the Accused based on a set of delusions which was intended to justify the compensation payment.   However, the Accused also had some other explanations for Oakfield or Wigston behaviour - one that it was a form of sexual sadism and another that the Wigston players in those days just weren’t up to it!  The foreigners in the Leicestershire Chess Club, except for Mr Russ, who, Accused-mum was later to insist was a German with a German name to be pronounced Rooss (meaning ‘Russian’) rather than Russ, were Austrians or from the Austro-Hungarian empire.  The Accused was to be victimised for life also by other Germans, who seem often, whether they be Jewish or Gentile, to have a Nazi-style paranoia directed against Austrians.   The Wigston Club, and Mr Oakfield in particular, were to engage in all manner of  tricks - or so the Accused claims.   Their favourite in the early period, he claims, was to arrive at matches late, when the boards were set out and the Leicester ll team were waiting and then to wait in the anteroom and refuse to come in - and then to come in one second after 7.45 claiming they had won the match by default because the clocks had been started.   They had then not been started, as was customary, out of courtesy for the opposition and, since club rooms were then open until after ll p.m. or for as long as the players chose, it was not then necessary to meet the deadlines proposed in league rules - in fact it was universally unofficially agreed that matches started at 7.30pm and not as per league rules 7.45pm.   In strict interpretation of  the rules Wigston had no case anyway (or, at least they would have lost on default as well and more obviously) and on these occasions the intransigent Oakfield would eventually be overruled by the other Wigston players!  Secretly the Accused wished that they had not consistently backed down after making a show of  this trick so that it would become more public to what extents the Wigston Mafia was prepared to go in what the Accused considered to be dishonesty and cheating.

As Secretary of  Leicester ll the Accused was also regarded as a member of  the Leicestershire Chess Club management committee (bring with him usually in the present year one or two younger acolytes - who in later years became elected committee members).   The proceedings followed a standard pattern.   The Accused would make some proposal.   This would then be talked down, one by one, by the entire senior contingent.   The Accused had not taken the political implications into account, he would be told.  “Wigston!  Wigston!  Wigston!” was the continuous terrified refrain.   The committee were so afraid of  the Wigston Mafia that they hardly dared breath!   Then E.B. Chapman would hold what the youngsters supposed was a very long, boring and unnecessary speech.   He would review everything that had been said and comment on it in a journalistic manner.   However, this did seem to succeed in wearing down his colleagues.   They then regularly unanimously voted for what the Accused had proposed, though by that time they had forgotten that it was the Accused who had proposed it and had been arguing for it all night and somebody else proposed it as a supposed compromise or new idea!   Edwin Chapman was to be Mercury Columnist until he was over ninety years old (in the year 2001).  He was then already considered by the youngsters to be an old man and a typical elderly stuffed shirt.  In fact,  E.B. Chapman, who wass the most left wing person in Leicestershire Chess - though it was perhaps only the Accused who came to learn this (in later years).   The Accused’s ‘left wing’ attitudes very much coincided with those privately held by Chapman.   In fact, the entire Leicestershire Club Committee, despite appearing to be a collection of stuffed shirts, was privately well to the ‘left’ of  the committees of  supposedly less prestigious clubs.  Quite possibly Chapman was not just holding boring speeches out of  exaggerated self-importance but knew exactly how the psychology would evolve!  Chapman was Leicester’s City Surveyor (with his name on the dustbin waggons) and taught creative writing at Leicester’s adult education centre.   One of his stories was regularly read on the radio.   This concerned a busdriver who refused to join a strike.   The management received therefore from the union a demand to sack him (or they refused to work with him) - but the management resolved this by appointing him an Inspector.  Inspectors did not have to belong to the Union.

The resonsibilities of  the Leicester ll team secretary included arriving early to set out the boards, sets, clocks and scoresheets.   Accused-mum was not delighted at the Accused going off to these matches and would before he departed begin cooking a sumptuous meal.   This meal, however, would not be ready until after the match should have started.  Initially, the Accused ran off without food, but soon hit on the trick of  telling his mother that matches started as 5.30 rather than 7.15pm (the Leicestershire Club did book the room from 5.30 p.m. though few if any members arrived before 7p.m.).   The Accused also now regularly presided over the dinner time chess sessions, which were now daily (and so also in the summer).

Accused-mum raised no objection to the Accused absenting himself during dinner hours.  However, the claim that she was unware of  his chess activities is belied by the fact that the Accused’s name would appear in the local newspaper.  This his mother considered a great disgrace, induced maternal wailings more vigorous attempts were made to prevent the Accused from gaining access to newspapers at home.  The Accused was railed at for being no good at chess and Accused-mum appeared to triumph over the Accused’s real and imaginary defeats.   In truth Accused-mum knew no more than that the Accused’s name was in the paper and that to have a name in the paper was a disgrace.   When the Accused was interrogated about the results of games - in the hope of avoiding his mother triumphing and his being tormented he would say that games had been drawn irrespective of  the outcome.  So, even though the Accused’s results were sub-standard, especially when playing against weaker teams for the county or  Leicestershire Chess Club, Accused-mum had little evidence for the losses over which she was triumphing.   It was all in her imagination.

The Accused’s name however had a habit of  appearing in the local Leicester Mercury.   Timothy Pigott-Smith, later an actor, son the Mercury editor was a Wyggeston schoolboy.   The Accused was surprised to find after his parents’ deaths in the l990s that his father had saved press cuttings referring to the Accused, including admittedly numerous defeats in British Chess Federation Congresses (perhaps, had the Accused known, he would have tried harder!).    There were also cuttings concerning various heros (such as R.H.Northage, more of  Scowen’s age or older, of  Loughborough) whose mother’s were known to Accused-mum.   Northage was later to be the Mercury Bridge Correspondent.   Accused-mum’s attitude as perceived by the Accused however was that name-in-the-paper was a great disgrace.   It led to wailing and accusations and the ban on the Accused having access to copies of  the Mercury delivered to Briarwood was intensified.

During the three year period that the Accused was team secretary the team may or may not have lost one match, a default against the YMCA during l958-9 due to some confusion over the date of  the match or the venu.   The dispute over whether or whether or not this match had been defaulted was continuously posponed.   That is, if  there was a dispute.   Leicester ll said they were willing to play the match on some other date, whereas YMCA said they didn’t want to, couldn’t or that it would be unfair since the Leicester ll now had such a large pool or registered or potentially registered members that they could arrange to have an overwhelming advantage on a mutually agreed date or, maybe, any date.   In any case, it had not been determined that Leicester ll had not defaulted.   The Accused, with the agreement of  his colleagues, never claimed that YMCA had defaulted the match, but the League Secretary was not convinced that YMCA had defaulted any less than Leicester ll.   Eventually the team won the division by a large enough margin for the episode to be forgotten.   Leicester ll’s opponents in Division ll wanted Leicester ll to be promoted to Division l.   They were too strong for the division, they claimed, and also claimed they took chess too seriously to be in Division ll.  In this they were referring to custom of  the Accused’s teams sending games with winning positions at call of time for adjudication, when this made the difference between a won and a drawn match, rather than agreeing to draws.  So did everyone else want Leicester ll to be promoted - except the Leicestershire Chess Club committee.   The Accused was surprised that there should be any choice in the matter.  They greeted the suggestion with consternation.   “Wigston! Wigston! Wigston!”, was the cry.   The Leicestershire Chess Club already had two teams in Division l - Leicester 1 and Victoria l.  What would Wigston do if  it applied to have three.   The Wigstonites might have been alarmed had Leicester ll declared itself a separate club with two votes and the Accused had turned up at the League AGM with six votes - Leicester l, Leicester ll and Victoria - but it was perfectably feasable for one club to have two team in one division (though, admittedly, it was likely to be Wigston who were relegated).  Oswald Weiss was so distressed at the prospect of  annoying Wigston that the Accused felt it would be disloyal to him to push the issue.   Mr Weiss insisted that the matter would be resolved through, instead of  Leicester ll being promoted,  some players in the Leicester ll team being seconded to the Leicester l team.  Privately the Accused neither believed this would happen nor that it was a satisfactory proposal.   It amounted to the Leicester l team offering patronage to select Leicester l members and provoking politics, rivalries and dissention - and the Accused doubted whether the Leicester l team as a whole was as strong as the Leicester ll team.   There was  danger of seconded players being on the upper three boards of  Leicester l and becoming barred from playing in Division ll and also of  the Accused not being free to nominate what players were seconded.   If there was such a scheme he preferred to forward the lower board players to Leicester l or players who did not get into the current Leicester ll side - and not to second a player more than once.   There was currently nothing to prevent Leicester ll players from playing from Leicester l, yet not one had been asked to do so throughout the entire season, even when Leicester l were short of  players and Leicester ll players readily available.   There was also a danger of  Leicester l players being pushed out - and the Accused did not trust the much older Leicester l team to look after his players.   The Accused said nothing but hoped that the proposal, which was unlikely to meet with much cooperation from Leicester ll,  would be forgotten (and expected it would be).

The Accused also had a disagreement with Dudley Long over the treatment of  Christopher Holroyd.   It may have been that this evolved over l958-60 rather than over l958-9 as the Accused recollects it.  There was no agreement as to who was the stronger of  the two players.   Holroyd was however also a Rugger Player (playing regularly for the County and later for England) and Long resented his refusing to play in chess matches when he had clashing county Rugger fixtures.   Holroyd and Gregory were paired against each other in one of  the later rounds of  the local Silver Rook Under Fifteen Championship.   They played each other - and the result was a draw.   They played again - and there was another draw.   This occurred repeatedly.   The organisers were getting restive.   Eventually they agreed to Rodney Lovett throwing a coin.   So Holroyd won, though Lovett then said that he thought that Gregory was marginally the stronger player.   The Accused, who encouraged non-specialisation may have been more biased in favour of  Holroyd.   Holroyd then won the tournament.   The Accused is believed to have demonstrated to Holroyd after the adjournment in the final how he could win the king and pawn ending (in which he was a pawn up) by a series of  sacrifices (much on the same lines as his own earlier game with Emerton.   This did not please H.M.Illsley, who school (Moat) the losing finalist attended.   Gregory later joined the Victoria ll team (also espoused by Scowen) - which, since the Accused might be suspected to have been prejudiced against him,  might be expected.  He said that Mondays were more convenient than Thursdays.   Holroyd, since Gregory had joined, also joined Victoria ll.   Long ordered that Holroyd be dropped from school teams because he played in county Rugger matches when they coincided with school chess matches.   Since the Accused considered this arrangement more than reasonable - Holroyd even played in school chess matches when they clashed with school Rugger matches - and actually the Accused organised the teams - Holroyd went on playing for chess teams without knowing about Long’s orders.   He found out however eventually and believed Long and the Accused found it impossible to persuade Holroyd to take no notice of  Long.

Horatio Marmaduke Illsley was a friend of  Mr Garside, the Wyggeston Chemistry teacher.   They were both Oxford graduates and both members of  the Knighton Conservative Club on the corner of  Queen’s Road and Clarendon Park Road.   A present day observer might suppose that they neither looked very Tory nor expressed very Tory opinions.  The Conservative Club itself was in the solidly Labour Castle Ward to the West of  Queens’ Road,  Mr Garside lived on West Avenue - a Labour Road,  which although now regarded as very Middle Class was then regarded as very working class.   Moat School had earned the title of an ‘Intermediate School’.neither grammar school nor secondary modern, but a teacher in an intermediate school, even if  the only intermediate school in the country, surely would not be a Tory.   It was in those days quite respectable to be a Tory.   Tories did not necessarily differ in their political views from Labourites.   However, according to Mr Garside the Conservative Club was just a drinking club.   It was patronised, he claimed, by many in Clarendon Park who did not support the Conservative Party.

The Accused’s seniors in the Wyggeston chess club spoke favourably of  Mr Remington on City Boys’ but in general scathingly about the teachers on the Leicester Schools’ Chess Committee, particularly so Dudley Long, on the grounds that they were not impressive chess players.  They were particularly scathing about a Mr Mackley who determined the results of  games sent for adjudication.   Mackley would judge games which were clearly won by one side as draws.   This included not merely games where one side had a pawn advantage but even games where a side had a much more sizeable advantage.   Mr Mackley claimed that it was necessary, in junior to chess,  to allow a  ‘margin’.  The Accused felt there might be a case for such an attitude when games were adjourned prematurely.   In, for instance, the Muzio Gambit, regularly played by Rodney Lovett, white sacrifices a piece in the opening but it would, at stage, be unreasonable to send the position for adjudication and to expect a result.   In the pre-Scowen era an extra pawn would not have been enough to win a junior chess game and although the Accused’s players won their games when a pawn up in an even position,  they would probably have won if a pawn down!   The Accused at that time had little acquaintance with Mr Mackley.   The author does not wish to libel Mr Mackley or anyone else on account of  malicious lapses of  memories on the part of  the Accused.   However, the Accused asserts that he later came across Mackley as one of  several elderlyish schoolteachers playing in Leicestershire League Chess Teams who, despite not being tigers of  the chessboard, resembled tigers in appearance and behaviour.   He also came to realise that Mackley was not in a position reliably to adjudicate chess positions.   He however regarded him more with brotherly sympathy, not supposing that a person should be criticised or victimised for being below master-strength at chess.   On the other hand,  whether this is to believed or not,  the Accused reports that such schoolteachers behaved towards the Accused as if  they detested him and had dishonourable Ku Klux Klanish tendencies and describes Mackley even as Wigston Mafioso, though he was not a member of  the Wigston Club.

Organising chess clubs consumed a great deal of  the Accused’s time.   Leicester ll, under the Accused’s management, and the various teams or clubs it eventually changed into, according to the Accused, never fielded the same team twice.   It relied on its large pool of  membership.   The Accused found it necessary  cycle all around Leicester to find teams for each match.   Similarly, considerable time was involved in securing full teams for the school’s now much more numerous internal and external matches.   The Accused when taking younger teams to other schools would on arrival give simultaneous displays to the local schoolboys.  As during similar performances during the dinner hours at Wyggeston he freely let players take their moves back, would play further games with opponents who had lost and would not insist on having the white pieces, as is usual in simultaneous play.   The reason for this is that if one opponent has black pieces and another has white, the second player, supposedly, can imitate the simultaneous players moves in the first game, while the first player imitates his moves in the second.   If anyone tried this against the Accused he would leave his queen en prise in one game.   The opponent would gleefully accept it and the other opponent would not imitate.   He was also prepared to play at enormous odds, increasing the odds each time he won against a particular opponent.   Nevertheless, the Accused won every simultaneous game he played - and was to do so during subsequent decades!

The author suspects that the Accused mixes up his years in his recollections.  Nevertheless, he claims that he, as well as Long, Webb and Lovett, were selected that year to play in the county under eighteen championship - and it appears also Gregory and Holroyd.  There were four sections, two of which were won by Lovett and Webb.  One was won by Whitelam of  City Boys (the current holder of  the Championship).   Long and the Accused were in the remaining section..  This came to depend on a play-off between Long and the Accused.  Long won and the Accused whines that he was bullied and intimidated during play! There was a mini-tournament between the section winners and the result came to depend on the game between Lovett and Whitelam.  So the Accused whined to himself  that this was rather a poor performance, that he would have done better and regretted losing to Long!  When this game between Lovett and Whitelam was being played at Church House Scowen, Long and the Accused were waiting at Scowen’s parents’ house on Bulwer Road, near the Avenue Road School.   To everyone’s relief,  Lovett eventually arrived with the trophy.  There followed, during the Easter Congress, the Leicestershire Under Twenty One Championship in which the Accused played, though he did not play during the four subsequent years, either because of  other commitments or because he was not invited (and did not have the courage to invite himself, which during the last year during which he was eligible, he did).   The Accused’s performance was moderate.  He won his games against Emerton, Woodward and Webb,   Long did not compete.   Against Lovett’s Sicilian defence he played 2 c3 (the Accused did use algebraic notation, then eccentric, though German rather than English algebraic) which he supposed was his invention.  Lovett won, and despite the Accused’s incompetent play, declared himself impressed by the opening, against which he later recommended, after some private investigations, 2..d5, against which the Accused concocted 3 Qa5+.   Roger Scowen, who played nervously against the Accused and lost all the games played against him, on this occasion donated a queen in the opening.   The tournament was won by Dave Mackey of  City Boys’, who also won in the five subsequent years (therefore coming above the Accused on two occasions when he played).   The Accused’s poor performance in this tournament seems to have been due mainly to his low self-estimation, his delusion that he was not up to the standard of  the other players.

During this Easter congress the Accused was invited to attend a meeting of  the schoolmasters’ Leicestershire Junior Chess Committee.   Despite the ire of particular schoolmasters described and despite the fact that the schoolteachers traditionally kept the Wyggeston School out of  their deliberations because their chess club was organised by schoolboys and not schoolmasters,  some of  the teachers were impressed by the Accused’s efforts, particularly his appearances with junior teams at their schools...particularly the Committee Chairman,  Estlin Grimley,  the Headmaster of  the Dale School (on Dale Street in Highfields, about a mile and a quarter from Wyggeston and not far from Moat on Moat Street).   Maybe Mr Grimley was Welsh.   The teachers made it clear however to the Accused that this privilege was extended to him and not to anyone else at  Wyggeston.   On this occasion he was invited mainly to seek his opinion on whether Holroyd should be included in the county under eighteen team.  They believed he had qualified for it on the basis of  his results, including those in the Under Eighteen Championship.   The Accused said he was surprised that they should be in favour of such a large Wyggeston contingent being included.  He had been under the impression that they tried to avoid a Wyggeston monopoly whereas they were now proposing to include at least three Wyggestonians (including the Accused himself) whom they might have had an excuse for excluding on the grounds that they were eligible for Under Fifteen teams (if there were any).   They said it might be a good idea to win the Midlands and National Championships (The Midlands Championship they did win).   They also admitted being aware that Long had a prejudice against Holroyd, The Accused confirmed, as they already knew, that this prejudice was unjustified,  that if the objective was to field a winning team then Holroyd should be playing and that Long’s prejudices made it even more imperative that he should be playing - since, after all, it might be useful for him to play in subsequent years.   The Accused was asked to inform the relevent players they had been selected.   He mentioned to Holroyd, who happened to be nearby in the building at the time and Long either overheard or rapidly found out.   He informed Holroyd that he was not going to permit this because he preferred Rugger to Chess and rushed into the committee room and came out immediately to tell Holroyd,  in what the Accused interpreted as a bullying manner,  that he had been deselected.   The Accused went back in to inquire.  The Accused was told that Long was not a member of  the committee, at not been asked to attend,  that they took no notice of  his opinions and that Holroyd remained in the team.   The Accused informed Holroyd of  this but Holroyd appeared to be more inclined to be convinced by what the Accused interpreted as Long’s bullying.   Holroyd immediately decided to play no more chess.   The Accused on several occasions later, at the school, tried to explain to him that he should ignore Long who had no authority over anything, whether it be school chess or  county chess - but Holroyd refused to believe him!   The Accused contacted Mr Grimley, asking that those selected should be informed in writing but was told this was never done and that the Accused should regard himself as the committee’s representative when dealing with Holroyd - who remained unconvinced. 

According to the Accused’s recollection the semi-final match between Wyggeston and  Calday Grange Grammar School in the Sunday Times Schools Competition took place during the l978-9 season.   The school had entered two teams into the competition, both of  which won thier ‘zones’and a chess clock (as sold by CHESS  of  Sutton Coldfield).  The Accused felt however discouraged and dissatisfied, he claims, on account of  the conduct of  his seniors, particularly Long.   An age handicap is imposed on teams in the competition and the Accused felt that the team was intractably handicapped through the presence of  Scowen and Long.  He felt they were misguided in assuming that their presence was essential and that ab initio they should not have been in the team.   Further, Long particularly, was in the habit of singing the praises of  the most famous members of  opposing teams (and some not so famous).   This then justified draws against such as the great K.B.Richardson of  Nottingham High School.   But it also discouraged the team before play had even commenced.   “If  you don’t feel good enough to win against Richardson”,  the Accused felt like saying, “then don’t play!”.    There players available in the school four or five years younger who would at least consider the possibility whereas Scowen and Long at their advanced age and with nothing more to contribute, or not to this particular team, had given up on the job.   Michael Miller, for instance, thirteen years old, who would have an excellent board l and just the man for the job, for instance, was not even in the team!   His presence would have removed a point off  the age handicap even if  perhaps it would have sacrificed a half point otherwise gained on top board (which, with hindsight, seems unlikely).

The first team, sure enough, struggled against Nottingham High School (or maybe it was, again, City Boys, against whom the School regularly struggled).   The result came to depend on an unfinished game played by Lovett which was sent for adjudication -which came back as a draw.   The school appealed and Mr C H O’D (Hugh) Alexander, who was Sunday Times Chess Correspondent, wrote back saying he was impressed by Lovett’s analysis and upholding the appeal.

Next day  the Headmaster held the school back for a long period before dismissing the school morning  assembly.   “There are...ah..reports..”, he drooled on, as Mr Dixon subsequently put it,  “that unauthorised young people have been tresspassing upon the allotments on  Freeman’s Common” (across the Welford Road from the school site).   “Naturally...er..no boy from this school would tresspass on these allotments and..er ..of course no boy in this school is responsible.   So don’t do it again!”  The actual speech was considerably longer, but that was gist of it.

However, it was also announced that the school chess team had succesfully appealed against the adjudicator’s decision.   This greatly offended Mr Batelle, the veteran South African-born physical training instructor.   It was not acceptable, said Mr Batelle, to dispute the referee’s decision.  He railed to all he encountered on the disgraceful lack of  sportsmanship of  the chess club.  Rodney Lovett was a stickler for justice and apt to confront schoolteachers or  anyone else with seniority without fear of  consequences whenever he felt anyone was being victimised.   So, despite being a well-well behaved person,  Lovett had made sufficient enemies amongst personages that he had even been threatened with expulsion from the school.   He would then point towards his own impoverished background and claim immunity.   Lovett already had strained relations with Mr Batelle.   Lovett’s tirades against Mr Batelle became now even more extravagant.   Scowen and Long also did not speak of  Mr Batelle in a complimentary manner.   The Accused, however, collared Mr Batelle in his lair and smiled sweetly.   It might be a matter of practicality that the decision of  a referee in a football match or of an umpire in a cricket match had to be accepted without dispute.   In such situations it was necessary for a rapid decision to be made for the game to continue - and, moreover, there was no means whereby a decision made by a referee on a sportsfield could be guaranteed to be absolutely correct even were it practicable to interrupt the match and hold a public inquiry.   The situation in chess, however, was different.   It was part of  the game that unfinished games where no result was agreed  were sent after a match to be adjudicated.   Moreover,  appeals against decisions were routine rather than unusual.   In a chess game it was possible to predict, with sufficient analysis of  the position, what would be the result with best play on both sides.  When positions were originally sent up for adjudication a set fee was payable by both parties (refundable if  their claim was upheld)  but it was not necessary, even if desirable, to provide any argument to justify the claims.  The first adjudicator was not expected to be infallible and might well make a mistake with some position where the result was not obvious.  In such cases,  it routine practice for the side which claimed an error to have been made to prepare its own analysis of  the position which would then be, on payment of  a further fee which was returned if  the appeal was succesful,  was  sent to an appeal judge who in a local event might be a county champion or in a national event an international master.   Or there might be a little committee attached to the Appeal Judge,  which might, on occasion, ask him to think again, though they would eventually accept his decision.  Such Appeal Judges usually made up their own mind as to what would be the outcome of the game, but, to protect them, they were not obliged to rule in favour of an appellant who had produced inadequate analysis or  whose analysis did not prove their case (even when their conclusions were correct).   The Accused,  however, had never heard of  this rule being invoked.   The fees charged for appeals were sufficient to deter anyone from appealing if  they did not feel certain and therefore, in chess, a high percentage of  appeals were upheld.   Mr Batelle replied that he had not realised any of this and that his criticism had been mistaken.   The Accused, he said, had spoken civilly and given an explanation, whereas his colleagues had more been abusive without presenting their case.

The last four teams in the Sunday Times Schools’ Chess Competition entered what those who were to lose in first round called the Finals.   The Accused’s seniors considered it a great achievement to reach this pool.   The Accused was not so impressed.   Wyggeston was the largest and most selective school in the country.   It had by far the largest and strongest chess club in the country.   It should not have now manoevred itself into a position in which it fully expected to lose to Calday Grange Grammar School in the semi-finals.   The whole concept of  a school chess club had been misused to set up this inflexible prestige team.   The Headmaster was generous enough to allow the team the afternoon off to play the match, which was held at Wyggeston.   The Accused felt that he might at least salvage the situation by persuading the team to demote some of  the older players to lower boards where they had more chance of  winning and were not subdued by the reputations they had built up for their opponents.   When he arrived however, the opposing side had not yet turned up (nor most of  the Wyggeston side).   The Accused also was affected by the tension and poor expectations, but had discovered that he invariably won chess games if  he previously went swimming.   This was mentally relaxing.   So the Accused departed to the school swimming bath (thirty yards away) and swam a quick three lengths under water.

The Accused, when he got out of the swimming bath, was approached by Malcolm Hartwell, then a slim thirteen year old, who, together with Mick Miller, was in the form 3R.   “R” meant “Remove” - they took their GCEs in four years rather than five.

“Why do you keep ignoring Mick Miller”, asked Hartwell.

“Do ignore him?”, asked the Accused.

The Accused probably did.   He supposed Miller to be far too brilliant a youngster to be interested in his company.

“Yes, you do!”, insisted Hartwell, “If you continue ignoring him, he is going to curl up and die”.

“Do you really mean that?”, asked the Accused.

“Yes, I do”, insisted Hartwell, “If you continue to ignore Mick Miller he is going to curl up and die”.

“Alright!”, agreed the Accused, “I’ll ask him about it”.

It occurred then to the Accused that there might be some justification in Hartwell’s comments.   It was true that as a mathematician or chessplayer,  the Accused was not in the same class as Miller.   But, apart from Miller, there was nobody else than the Accused.   There might be mathematicians or chess players,  but from Millers point of  view, they would be dull, without imagination.   Moreover, it had always been traditional for younger boys to latch onto older boys at the school.   But previously it had been Rugger players.  With the emergence of  the Post War Bulge,  the younger pupils no longer had any admiration for Rugger and Sport, per se, unless the perpetrator had some other entertaining interests.   Lower school pupils now went off after school to play in pop groups, not to watch football matches, and they hero-worshipped Garth Pratt, not the School Rugger Captain, whoever he might be and they regarded prefects as a joke.   Although Garth Pratt provided inspiration to the artists,  for the scientists and mathematicians there wasn’t anyone other than the Accused!

The Accused felt that he was given a means of  remedying any ignorance of  Mick Miller of  which he may have been guilty.   However, he wondered whether Malcolm Hartwell was also speaking of  himself.   He had no diplomatic means of  asking Hartwell whether he too was in danger of curling up and dying.  It may not yet be clear what this process of  curling up entails - but the reader will learn of  the tragedies befalling the unfortunate Malcolm Hartwell.

   The Accused returned to the chess match to find that it had started, and that Long, who had arranged a board order which the Accused felt was misguided, was railing and threatening over his delayed appearance.   Long, who was oblivious to such matters, could not see the connection between swimming and chess.   Sure enough Long rapidly agreed a draw with a prestigious opponent,  the Accused, to his surprise,  won almost as rapidly - and the team, despite a better performance than might have been expected, lost.   The Accused’s misgivings regarding the ages of  the Wyggeston participants were amply confirmed.    Calday Grange, as expected, went on to win the competition.   In the Accused’s view the result confirmed that under better management the team would have won easily,  that the present team was an obsolete fossil,  that it had been obvious that younger players should have been fielded and that it was through lack of forsight and lack of  planning that the situation had arisen without anyone recognising it and without there being an obvious remedy which all would have espoused without misgivings.   Not merely had this team failed to step aside through pursuit of  a false objective, but, as might have been expected, it had failed to achieve the objective.   The Accused felt irritated at his senior’s regarding this inadequate years’ performance as a triumph.

So, after this match, when returning home down the school drive,  the Accused happened to meet with Mick Miller (who regularly left by the South Drive, though the North might have been nearer home).  Was it true, as Hartwell had suggested,  that he was in danger of curling up and dying.  Yes, it was, replied Miller.   The Accused had better hurry up and make amends - and, yes, although it was another issue and concerned other criteria,  Hartwell might be more at risk than was previously apparant.   The Accused and Miller were addicted to mathematicians’ comedy and to speaking to each other in puzzles or codes (Hugh Alexander also had a liking for this type of  humour).   In that spirit they trekked across Victoria Park and bought fish and chips on Highfield Street (Miller then lived on Evington Road).   This was to be repeated so often that colleagues at the school became convinced that Miller was the Accused’s younger brother.   They resembled each other, claimed the colleagues,  if the Accused really did not believe Miller was his younger brother, then perhaps he had misread the birth certificate.   The Accused was somewhat surprised.   Miller was better looking than he was!

The Accused saw his chess club not so much primarily as a chess club as an attempt to set up a peer structure for  those who under the existing  British socio-economic system faced discrimination.   This did not only include intellectuals - but it was against people of  supposedly higher intelligence or the more educated or  less gullible that the most severe discrimination appeared to be directed.   It was directed strongly against the pupils of  state grammar schools or those with a similar education in secondary moderns and the peer-structure was needed for the scientists and mathematicians, rather than for the artists, who already had defensive peer-structures.   Further, those in the post-war buldge, those in the first three years then at the Wyggeston School not only were the most talented but but seemed the most dramatically denied any future.   Employment or a place in society was allocated in reverse order of  supposed intelligence.   Since there were for that generation many more people for the same number of  jobs,  there was going to be nothing left over those on top of  the tree, for whom the chess club was catering.   All that was previously left over to the intellectuals when all else was allocated (such as the Civil Service) was going to be demeaned and workingclassified and made attractive to the less able by the escalating working class style wage (as with the enormous payments now handed out to Britain’s incompetent company directors and management advisors).   The club members were also being taught to think objectively about everything, to practice democratic principals and to organise themselves.   The workingclassified or those who were preferred and guaranteed prosperity always had to have a dictator or leader.   The Accused was never a Leader, as the term in understood by modern political parties.   If  this acolytes allowed him to make decisions that was because experienced proved that he was likely to be right and that his decisions led to succesful outcome.   All however was fully explained and discussed by all and all decisions were collective and unanimous.   Nobody was expected to abide by a majority decision to which he had not agreed.   The organisation of  the Accused’s club may to others have seemed bizarre or no organisation at all.    The only rule, the Accused would say (and nobody contradicted) was that anyone could be a member and nobody could be expelled.   There was no need for a formal membership.   The majority of  the population, who required leaders and to be told what to do,  if  they attempted to join would discover they could not understand what was going on, that nobody was giving them orders (agreement with the orders of  other people being generally supposed to be ‘democracy’) and that there was no formal organisation such as with which they had been familiar and simply found themselves dissatisfied and walked out.   So long as the club did not become a vehicle for C.V.s  or for people with ambitions for titles or to be called captains, bosses and leaders the club was safe and whenever people with such ambitions or practices intervened the club began to disintegrate.

At the beginning of  the 1958 Season,  the Accused at Wyggeston was offered the services of  people with a gangsterish approach,  who volunteered to be his private army and to enforce discipline or defend him from some physically orientated organised enemy.   In fact, they began to operate this manner without asking his permission.  “What am I to do about this?”, the Accused thought to himself, “I do not consent to being the Chief Gangster,  then they are going to turn on me.”    This, maybe, he thought, is what happened to Hitler.   It had happened to a great many people with democratic or  liberal inspirations.   The private army appeared,  they had not dared express open opposition and, thereafter, they had become themselves the gangsters,  the instrument and victim of  a system of  gangsterism and unable to escape.   “If I do not put an end to this now”, he told himself,  “I will never be able to put an end to it”.   However, he fully expected that by doing so he would put an end to any influence he might have himself.   He would just be pushed out and the gangsters would take over.  Nevertheless,  he spoke to those who were perpetrating the gangsterism - and spoke without any authority or means to enforce any decision he made upon them (or not so within the criteria within which he was prepared to operate).   He spoke of  the need for all to be free to act as they wished without coertion and for law to persist through universal agreement and not through use of force.   To his astonishment they all agreed, there was no more gangsterism and the former gangsters were perfectly happy to abandon their former ways.  “Can it really be as easy as this?”, the astonished Accused asked himself.   Is that all that Hitler had to do? 

The Accused is remembered as a person incapable of  expressing himself, without the gifts of spindoctoring or persuasion.   He discovered however early in his career that he could be too persuasive.   He would be very pleased that some large group of  people had unanimously agreed to support some proposal of  his.  He would then turn his back and discover that they had all agreed to something else - and had been persuaded by someone who relied only on the shibboleths of persuasion such as the public image of  the expert or leader - sitting behind a table, adopting a particular title,  citing alleged rules and regulations, wearing the uniform of an expert or leader,  speaking in authoritative or authoritarian tones,  using simplified or naive arguments easily picked up by the intellectually asleep, pretending that some proposal was already unanimously agreed and making all feel they might be victimised if  they dissented.  The Accused therefore resolved that he would never rely on such persuasion and instead ensure that nobody agreed with him unless they made the decision for themselves.   He would therefore avoid the persuasive argument, rather present a strong case for the opposite alternative or present an argument weakly enough not to prevent others from coming to conclusions themselves.   He would give full reasons for any action he proposed rather than give orders.   In a chess club, as in any other organisation, a person may have to make an unilateral decision because nobody else is coming to a decision or has a solution or he may be forced to make an autocratic decision because there is no time for discussion - but in the Accused’s club all such decisions were open to being examined afterwards or else the outcome had to confirm that the decision had been correct.   Nobody was appointed a leader for life, or for a season or, without reservation, for a period of time.

It is not thus realistic to describe any attitude or policy prevalent in the chess club as that of  The Accused.   However, symbolising the Accused as the spokesman,  the club discouraged internal competition.  This extended even to competitiveness against other people in the county.   This extended even to the county championship.   The Accused saw his club more as a national organisation -and its members in any case became more and more scattered apart.   There was not an overriding objective to excel at chess in the sense of  the ambition expressed by Dudley Long at the beginning of  the l958-9 season that the Wyggeston School Chess Club should be a small organisation consisting of  first team players who were astonishingly skilled at chess.   However, in so far as there were members with competive chess ambitions or talents,  these should be directed towards national rather than local ambitions (and there was not to be a competitive striving after gradings).

There was thus little incentive to enter or to win the Leicestershire County Championship - except for particular players, on particular occasions for particular reasons.    There were stong chess players in the Leicestershire County but few of  these would in any year enter the championship and, on average, the Wyggeston or Leicester ll teams were significantly stronger than the County Championship.   Vivian Woodward found himself regularly playing as low as board five for Leicester ll (or even not playing at all).   This seems extraordinary in retrospect - but it was his choice and he resisted suggestions that there should be a more flexible arrangement.   It may be that in reality he was aware that this discrimination was in danger of causing him to be overlooked or underestimated.   He therefore entered the county championship and won.   When explaining the occasional game he had played in the championship to his colleagues he demonstrated a far more detailed and sounder knowledge of  opening theory than the Accused (who was hardly knew any opening theory at all and relied on his own inventions or made them up over the board) and perhaps than anyone else in the county and the games he played also confirmed that his title of oounty champion was a realistic assessment.

The Accused claims that it was during the following year that Mick Miller won both the local Under-Fifteen Championship and the County Championship.   Although the Accused was not surprised that he won the county championship,  he was somewhat puzzled that he entered.   This tournament required a great deal of  time and effort.   On the other hand,  he was then a young lad who was perhaps in danger of  being overshadowed by a great horde of  fellow club members older than he was (by up to seven years) and none as accomplished a player as he was - and the county championship perhaps enabled him to make a point and to avoid the necessity of  winning a catalogue of  yearly local junior championships.   Miller may also have regarded it in the interests of  the club for him to win the County Championship.   The Accused did not enter it and Miller would insist that he should be entering it and winning in order to attract members to the club (in which he grossly overestimated the Accused’s talents,  which Miller persistently did despite it being obvious from their own encounters that he was of  lesser calibre.  The Accused also saw himself handicapped by his poor eyesight and his duties as organiser and preferred training other people to performing himself).

Both Mick Miller and Malcolm Harwell came to visit Briarwood regularly (though never together) and play tennis with the Accused on Victoria Park - or at any rate, they played tennis and the Accused occupied the other side of  the net.   The Accused would also go swimming with Malcolm Hartwell.   Miller was on friendly terms with George Morely,  who was addicted to number theory.   Number theory turned out to be full of  versions and combinations of  the expression 2n-1.   Mathematical arguments which subjectively to the person who expounds them are not mysterious may appear incomprehensible to others when attempts are made to express them in symbols.   Morely’s  number theory may not have been mysterious - but it seemed so to the Accused.   He found number theory, altogether, difficult to understand.   But then Morely presented the Accused with a proof  that God does not exist, written entirely in  2n-1.   The Accused read through this.   If  he did not show appreciation of  this noble effort nobody else would.   But he did not understand it.    “People were often keen to produce mathematical or other disproofs of  the existence of  God.   It made them feel that they themselves were more powerful than God.   Some liked to do this - because they had little confidence in themselves or were bullied and had to compensate.   Nevertheless,  it was impossible to prove mathematically anything that was not inherent in the premisses.   Mathematical proofs demonstrated what had been assumed rather than creating new propositions.   If  Morely had proved God did not exist, then he had somewhere in the premises or method of  deduction assumed that God does not exist.   It would be possible to formulate another set of premisses with the proposition ‘God exists’ which might even be concealed rather than openly stated - and then prove the assumption.   But even so, it consisted just of words.   The same symbols could be used to signify “Roger Scowen exists” or “The cat sat on the mat”.   This may or may not have been correct and it may or may not have been relevent, but George Morely seemed satisfied.   The Accused, therefore, was also satisfied.   He was forever being presented by schoolboys, for appreciation,  items of logic or mathematics which nobody else could be expected to understand, which he was expected to understand but which he did not understand (Though he would try to do so).

If  the Accused’s recollections are reliable, Miller won the Leicestershire Under Fifteen Championship and the County Championship the following year.   That year however      

The Accused retur 

  Christmas, Hartwll, swmming, calday grange.
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