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Chairman's Column 

Sponsorship in 200 

  

am delighted to tell you that, thanks 

to David Openshaw's perseverance, 

we are on the point of concluding a 
major new sponsorship for 2003 from 
Lincoln Unit Trust Managers. Lincoln 
backed the World Association Croquet 
Championships held in London in 
2001 and the response they got from 
our members then encouraged them to 
support croquet again this year.   

Lincoln's presence will be seen at 
the Inter-County Championships, the 
Opens and in the Gazette; the CA is 

also mailing members with further 
information about our sponsors. 

We look forward to renewing this 
partnership: the sponsorship sum that 
the CA receives will enable us to bring 
forward plans to develop our game. 

Looking after your new club mem- 
bers 

good croquet friend, Gladys 

Robertson, died recently. Gladys 

was someone who, quietly and with- 
out any fuss, helped new members at 
the Ealing club. She made them wel- 
come, encouraged them to go on 
coaching courses and to enter club 
tournaments. Gladys will be greatly 
missed, 

We should not forget the impor- 
tance of encouraging ab initios. 
Recruiting them is one thing - retain-   

ing them as enthusiastic club members 
is quite another. It really is vital to 
make newcomers feel part of the club 
at an early stage. They usually get a 
lot of attention when they go on initial 
coaching courses, but what happens 

after that at your club? It pays long- 
term dividends if, early on, new mem- 
bers get to know some of the more 
experienced players who can advise 
them. There are various ways of 
bringing this about. Social activities 
can be helpful; so can doubles play 
(alternate stroke in the Association 
game) which gives opportunities for 
informal help. If your club has suc- 
ceeded in retaining a good proportion 
of its recent intake, do tell us how you 

have achieved this: write a letter to the 
Ed. 

May your club have a good recruit- 
ment - and retention - year in 2003. 

Quiller 

MacRobertson Test Team Announced 

The CA has announced its team 

for the 2003 MacRobertson 
Shield Test Matches, as follows: 

Mark Avery 

Matt Burrow 
Chris Clarke 

Robert Fulford (captain) 
David Maugham 
Stephen Mulliner 

The event, between GB and teams from Australia, 

New Zealand and the USA, will be the first to take 

place at Florida’s National Croquet Center, in 

November. 

Five of the six members of the squad are 
veterans of the MacRobertson. Jersey's Matthew 
Burrow is the newcomer, and is both the youngest 

    

  

Three of the 2003 British team : (L to R) Chris Clarke, David 
Maugham and Robert Fulford       

member of this year’s team, and. the first Channel 

Islander to represent Britain. 

   
  

Campaign code | CROQO3 

Alan and 

Margaret’s story 

My daughter asked me the other day 

Dad, what did you do when 

you wanted to put some money 

aside for the future ? 

to which | replied 

When I was about your 

age, | put some money into 

an investment - a unit trust. 

I invested a little every month 

and I didn’t even miss it. 

Now that I’m coming up to retirement, I’m happy that 

I've got extra money set aside. After all, you never know 

when you might need it. 

For every investment made with Lincoln by 31 December 2003 you will 

benefit from a 50% discount on all initial charges. 

0800 282 621 
www.lutm.co.uk 

Lincoln Unit 
Unit prices can fluctuate and are not guaranteed. Any advice offered will 

relate only to the products of the Lincoln Marketing Group. Trust Managers 
A member of Lincoin Financial Group 

12280 - 2/03



  
  

The Croquet Gazette Issue 284 - March 2003 The Croquet Gazette Issue 284 - March 2003 
    

Letters 

Drug testing - a practical 
solution 

he answer to drug testing in cro- 
quet already exists and has done 

so since 1865. This was the year the 
first croquet club in England was 
formed at Worthing, and it is possible 
that the use of laudanum was suspect- 
ed, hence the need for regulations and 
random tests. The Victorians were of a 
practical bent, and, lacking the 

advanced equipment available to us 

today, came up with a cheap and accu- 
rate method. 

For this we are indebted to the Rev. 
C. Lutwidge Dodgson, an early tour- 

nament reporter, whose colourful 
prose style set a standard that few 
have equalled and none surpassed. 
The one example that survives may be 

unrepresentative. It is certainly 
bizarre, and has one wondering 

whether the writer was himself under 
the influence at the time. Its damaging 
effect on the public's view of the game 
was immediate and lasting, and as a 
result the author was ostracised by 
players and administrators alike and 
his other writing on the game has been 

lost. 

Nevertheless, it is within the sur- 

viving manuscript, tucked away 

towards the end, that we can find the 
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reference which describes the test then 

in use: 

p.152 Rule 42. All persons more than a 
mile high to leave the court. 

As if this were not enough, on the very 
next page the author quotes the 
Referee of the Tournament as stating 
that "It's the oldest rule in the book". 
Need we look further? While I agree 
that verification of this condition 
might require more than an unaided 
ocular test, it would only need a little 
elementary geometry and some simple 
instruments. No samples are neces- 
sary, and the result would be available 
in minutes. 

It's been right under our noses all 
this time. 

John Bevington 
Wrest Park 

Picture quality 

welcome the general appearance, 
readability and mix of articles you 

have introduced since becoming editor 
of the Gazette. But what has hap- 
pened to the photographs? They are 
all of such low contrast! As a classical- 
ly-trained spectroscopist, it pains me 
to see such lifeless reproductions. 
Surely not all originals are of such low 
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Brian had discovered an excellent means of extracting 

teeth, without the bother of a visit to the dentist.   

quality that a bit of black and white 
would destroy them! More contrast, 
please! 

Lawrence Whittaker 

Leicester 

Point taken. There are at least four stages 
which could worsen the picture quality in 
the Gazette: sourcing, conversion, output 

(from me to the printers) and printing 
itself. Certainly I noticed some degrada- 
tion in the image quality for the last issue, 
but getting it right is a matter for ongoing 
experimentation. In the meantime I'll be 
negotiating further with the printing 
house in order to improve future reproduc- 
tion. - Ed 

Handicaps 

any players seem to feel a con- 
flict when they involve them- 

selves in handicap play at the expense 
of the time they could be using to play 
the advanced game, and are frustrated 

by the loss of ten points to a high bis- 
quer. 

As this seems to be the main prob- 
lem with the AHS, I should like to 

quote from Geoffrey Cuttle’s article 
(Gazette 283, Jan 2003), but to rearrange 
the order of importance of the ‘needs’ 
which he summarised. 
1 to combat the reluctance of low 
handicap players entering handicap 
events; 

2 to counter the seepage of points 
from the AHS caused by joiners and 
leavers; 

3 to reduce the excessive spread 
between scratch and the higher handi- 
caps. 

I agree that a solution is urgently 
required, if possible before the start of 
the season. I should be happy to see 
Geoffrey’s proposals accepted imme- 
diately, and reviewed at the end of the 
season, but I ask myself this question: 

“Is the reason why a problem exists 
only because we record both level and 
handicap play on the same card?” 

Could a simpler solution be to 

record level and handicap play results 
on separate cards, starting off this year 

with the same number of index points 

on each card as are carried forward 
from last season. Thus we may have 
separate ratings depending on which 
game we a re playing. 

Let's face it; the handicap and 
advanced games are two different 
games with different tactics often hav- 
ing to be adopted, so why don’t we 
recognise that fact with separate 
cards? I think we would find that the 
respective ratings would run suffi- 
ciently parallel, but even if not, I don’t 

see discrepancies being a problem. 
What's wrong with a player having a 
handicap of, say, 2 for level and 1 for 
handicap, or vice versa? 

Personally, I see the recording of 
handicap points on my card as quite 
irrelevant in helping me to measure 
my ability to play the advanced game. 
Handicap games can be fun, and with 
a different system I should make 
myself more available to play them, 
but when I may have worked hard to 
beat an opponent in level play there’s 
a psychological deterrent against risk- 
ing the ‘hard-earned’ against a high 
bisquer, notwithstanding the I may 
win. Whatever the result, handicap 

games never have the result of boost- 
ing my confidence, as they seem to 

reduce me to a bag of nerves. 
I can see an advantage for rapid 

improvers to retain a single card, as 
they need the points from both games 
in order for their handicap to keep 
pace with their abilities. For those of 
us already on a plateau (handicap rat- 
ings above 1500, say), the keeping of 
two cards would be a boon, removing 

the fear of handicap play. 
Two cards would allow the CA to 

disentangle the statistics to deal with 
the current problems. For instance, we 
could calculate seepage from each sys- 
tem by making year on year audits of 
index points. 

In horseracing there are often dif- 
ferent handicap ratings for flat racers 
on turf as against dirt even when they 
regularly interchange. If the Jockey 
Club can cope, let not Croquet be 
fazed. Let’s just do it. 

Edward Dymock 
Blackheath, London   

Missing you 

he Croquet Players at Hurlingham 
Club send their best wishes to the 

CA staff in their new home. We hope 
they are enjoying the purpose built 
facilities, which they so deserve. It 

could be that they do not miss us - or 
that Portakabin - but we miss them! 
We miss their friendly and helpful 
presence at our Club. 

Bronach Reid 

Chairman, Croquet Sub-Committee 

Hurlingham Club. 

Croguet Variants 

have been commissioned by the CA 
to produce a book on fun and alter- 

native games of croquet. 

This book will be in three parts. 
The first will give rules for some light- 
hearted games of croquet that can be 
played during an odd moment when 
there isn't the time or inclination to 
play a "proper" game. This will be fol- 
lowed by some non-standard varia- 
tions to official versions of croquet. 
The final part will give some ideas for 
those who want to organize a croquet 

gymkana. 
I am therefore asking for contribu- 

tions to the book in any or all of the 
three categories. Essentially there are 
no boundaries to the contributions but 
please bear in mind the following 
points. 

1. Do not send entries that need com- 
plicated diagrams to explain how they 
work. Simple diagrams are OK. 
2. If I feel that an entry needs modify- 
ing or I have queries, I will contact 
you. 
3. All accepted entries will have the 
donor acknowledged. 
4. The games 4-ball, tag, three-person 
croquet, Time-share, snooker croquet, 
4-hoop max, Getting in the washing, 

10-minute croquet and robber are 
already in, so do not send these. 
5. Any entry must have been tried out 
and found to work. Please include 
clear rules and scoring. 
6. Do not send entries that are too com-   

plicated. 
7. Word or plain text files are OK, also 
Publisher 2000. 
8. L reserve the right to not include any 
entry. If 1 do so I will say why. 

Please send contributions to me at 
5 Rosedale Ave., 
Stonehouse 
Glos GL10 20H 

or email dongaunt@compuserve.com 

Don Gaunt 

Gloucestershire 

A clan gathering    

    TD eaders might find this photo 
(above) interesting. It has quite a 

story attached to it. 
The players shown are (L to R) 

Barbara Toye, Les Toye, Les Toye, 
Jonathan Toye. Notice a certain pat- 
tern? Barbara and Les (from Devon) 
and I had all entered the August tour- 
nament at Hunstanton (in 2000 I think, 
though I’m not entirely sure). We had- 
n’t met before. Les had a son called 
John, a teacher (as I was then). So we 
arranged a doubles match at my home 
club, Downham, where we play in the 
lovely grounds of Stow Hall, a mile 

from Downham Market. 
The local paper was intrigued by 

Toye and Toye vs Toye and Toye so 
came and took a photo. 

A sad footnote is that now both Les 
Toyes have died. Barbara’s husband 
lasy year (as | understand), and my 
Dad (who is standing next to me) two 
days before his 85th birthday in April 
last year. 

It was a lovely day. 

Jonathan Toye 
Downham Market
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‘The Perfect Game’ 
A vintage short story from GK Chesterton 

e have all met the man who says 
that odd things have happened 

to him but who does not really believe 
that they were supernatural. My own 

position is the opposite of this. | 
believe in the supernatural as a matter 
of intellect and reason, not as a matter 

of personal experience, I do not see 

ghosts; I only see their inherent proba- 
bility. But it is entirely a matter of the 
mere intelligence, not even of the emo- 

tions. My nerves and body are alto- 
gether of this earth, very earthy. But 
upon people of this temperament one 
weird incident will often leave a pecu- 
liar impression. And the weirdest cir- 
cumstance that ever occurred to me 
happened a little while ago. 

It consisted in nothing less than my 
playing a game, and playing it quite 
well for seventeen consecutive min- 
utes. The ghost of my grandfather 
would have astonished me less. On 
one of these blue and burning after- 
noons I found myself, to my inexpress- 
ible astonishment, playing a game 
called croquet. 

I had imagined that it belonged to 
the epoch of Leech and Anthony 
Trollope, and I had neglected to pro- 
vide myself with those very long and 
luxuriant side-whiskers which are 
really essential for such a scene. I 
played it with a man whom we will 
call Parkinson, and with whom I had a 

semi-philosophical argument which 
lasted through the entire contest. It is 
deeply implanted in my mind that I 
had the best of the argument; but it is 
certain and beyond dispute that I had 
the worst of the game. 

“Oh Parkinson, Parkinson!” I cried, 

patting him affectionately on the head 
with a mallet, “how far you really are 
from the pure love of the sport - you 
who can play. It is only we who play 
badly who love the Game itself. You 
love glory; you love applause; you 
love the earthquake voice of victory; 
you do not love Croquet. It is we the 
buglers who adore the occupation in 
the abstract. It is we whom it is art for 
art's sake. If we may see the face of 
Croquet herself (if I may so express 
myself) we are content to see her face 
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turned to us in anger. Our play is 
called amateurish; and we wear 
proudly the name of amateur, for ama- 
teur is but the French for Lovers”. 

“We accept all adventures from our 
Lady, the most disastrous or the most 
dreary. We wait outside her iron gates 
(I allude to the hoops), vainly essaying 
to enter. Our devoted balls, impetuous 

and full of chivalry, will not be con- 
fined within the pedantic boundaries 
of the mere croquet ground. Our balls 
seek honour in the ends of the earth; 

they turn up in the flower-beds and 
the conservatory; they are to be found 
in the front garden and the next 
street”. 

“No, Parkinson! The good painter 
loves his art. The good musician loves 
being a musician; the bad musician 
loves music. With such a pure and 
hopeless passion I do worship croquet. 
I love the game itself. I love the paral- 
lelogram of grass marked out with 
chalk or tape, as if its limits were the 
frontiers of my sacred fatherland, the 

four seas of Britain. I love the mere 
swing of the mallets, and the click of 
the balls is music. The four colours are 
to me sacramental and symbolic, like 

the red of martyrdom, or the white of 
Easter Day. You lose all this, my poor 
Parkinson. You have to solace yourself 

s 
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for the absence of this vision by the 
paltry consolation of being able to go 
through hoops and to hit the stick”. 

And | waved my mallet in the air 
with a graceful gaiety. “Don't be too 
sorry for me”, said Parkinson, with his 
simple sarcasm. “I shall get over it in 
time. But it seems to me that the more 
aman likes a game the better he would 
want to play it. Suppose the pleasure 
in the thing itself does come first, does- 
n't the pleasure of success come natu- 
rally and inevitably afterwards?” 

“Or, take your own simile of the 

Knight and his Lady-love. I admit the 
gentleman does first and foremost 
want to be in the lady’s presence. But I 
never heard of a gentleman who want- 
ed to look an utter ass when he was 
there”. “Perhaps not; though he gener- 
ally looks it”, I replied. 

“But the truth is that there is a fal- 
lacy in the simile, although it was my 
own. The happiness at which the lover 
is aiming is an infinite happiness, 
which can be extended without limit. 
The more he is loved, normally speak- 
ing, the jollier he will be. It is definite- 

ly true that the stronger the love of 
both lovers, the stronger will be the 

happiness. But it is not true that the 
stronger the play of both croquet play- 
ers the stronger will be the game”. 

“Tt is logically possible - follow me 
closely here, Parkinson!- it is logically 
possible to play croquet too well to 
enjoy it at all. If you could put this blue 
ball through that hoop with any more 
difficulty than you pick it up with 
your hand, it would not be worth 

doing. If you could play unerringly, 
you would not play at all. The moment 
the game is perfect, the game disap- 
pears”. 

“T do not think, however”, said 

Parkinson, “that you are in any imme- 
diate danger of effecting that sort of 
destruction. I do not think your croquet 
will vanish through its own faultless 
excellence. You are safe for the pres- 
ent”. | again caressed him with the 
mallet. I knocked a ball about, wired 
myself, and resumed the thread of my 
discourse. The long warm evening had 
been gradually closing in, and by this 

time it was almost twilight. By the 
time I had delivered four more funda- 

mental principles, and my companion 
had gone through five more hoops, the 
dusk was verging upon dark. 

“We shall have to give this up”, 
said Parkinson, as he missed a ball 

almost for the first time. “I can’t see a 

thing”. “Nor can I”, I answered, “and 

itis a comfort to reflect that I could not 

hit anything if I saw it”. With that I 
struck a ball smartly, and sent it away 
into the darkness towards where the 

shadowy figure of Parkinson moved 
in the hot haze. Parkinson immediate- 

ly uttered a loud and dramatic cry. The 
situation, indeed, called for it. I had hit 

the right ball. 
Stunned with astonishment, I 

crossed the gloomy ground, and hit 

Corner pegs, etc. 

Tel: 01255427717     

  

LIMITED 
For a comprehensive range of Croquet 

Equipment, Mallets, Balls, Hoops, 
Winning pegs, Clips, Corner flags, 

All at competitive prices. 

Ask for Townsend Croquet equipment 
at your local shop. 

TOWNSEND CROQUET LTD. 
VALLEY BRIDGE ROAD 

CLACTON ON SEA 
ESSEX CO15 4AE 

Fax: 01255 474241 

my ball again. It went through the 
hoop. I could not see the hoop; but it 
was the right hoop. I shuddered from 
head to foot. Words were wholly inad- 
equate, so I slouched heavily after that 
impossible ball. Again I hit away into 
the night, in what I supposed was the 
vague direction of the quite invisible 
peg. 

And in the dead silence I heard the 
peg rattle as the ball struck it heavily. I 
threw down my mallet. “1 can't stand 
this!” I said. “My ball has gone right 
three times. These things are not of this 
world”. “Pick your mallet up”, said 
Parkinson, “have another go”. “1 tell 

you I dare not. If I made another hoop 
like that I should see all the devils 
dancing there on the blessed grass”. 
“Why devils”? asked Parkinson; “they   

may be only fairies making fun of you. 
They are sending you the Perfect 
Game, which is no game”. 

I looked about me. The garden was 
full of a burning darkness, in which 
the faint glimmers had the look of fire. 
I stepped across the grass as if it burnt 
me, picked up my mallet, and hit the 
ball somewhere - somewhere where 
another ball might be. I heard the dull 
click of the balls touching, and ran into 
the house like the one pursued. 

G.K.Chesterton, 
from Tremendous Trifles (1909) 
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SUNSHINY BALLS CHOSEN FOR THE 2003 
MacROBERTSON SHIELD AND THE PRESIDENT’S 

THESE NEW CA CHAMPIONSHIP APPROVED BALLS 
AVAILABLE NOW IN PRIMARY & SECONDARY 

INTRODUCTORY OFFER £117 per set 

OTHER BALLS 

£139 per set 
GARDEN CROQUET BALLS 

l6o0z £46; 120z £41; 7oz £36 
Postage packing and insurance adds £5 per Set. 
PPI on multiple orders at special rates. 

MALLETS, HOOPS, WINNING PEGS, FLAGS 
AND CLIPS AVAILABLE AT KEEN PRICES. * 

CROQUET SETS FOR GARDENS AND HOTELS. 

Advice available from John Beech by phone. 
Send for a full list of Top Quality Croquet 
Equipment & Sets. 
Woodlands Croquet, Woodlands, Skipton O 

Road, Barnoldswick, BBI8 6HH 

Phone/fax 01282 813070 

CUP 

COLOURS 
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‘The Others’: image and elitism in croquet 
Michael Wilson gives a personal view of snobbery within the game 

[ we haven't actually heard the con- 
versations then we can imagine 

them: 
‘What's needed is new members.’ 
“Young people, that's what the game 

needs.’ 
“More youngsters playing our game.’ 

“Yes, of course,’ says the longstanding 
club chairman, who's voted himself a 

parking space and a bench plaque. 
‘But then, we need the right sort of 
youngsters.’ 

“Oh, yes. We need the right sort 

of youngsters.’ 
“Youngsters who don't drink so 

much.” 
‘Who'll join us at teatime for a 

chat.’ 
‘Who won't be too so 

intense about the game.’ ° 
‘The neat and tidy sort of 

youngster.’ 
‘One who doesn't swear and who 

wears proper clothes.” 
Before long, we wonder if new 

youngsters are wanted at all. 
Perhaps what is really wanted is old 
youngsters, a rejuvenation of the 
club's current membership. This is not 
a call for new blood, but rather a keen- 

ing for some narrow criterion of mem- 
bership which is no longer practicable. 
Change, oh my God - imagine it! 

Committees are the same in all 
walks of life, from sewing circles to 
local government. A_ vigorously 
waved banner of progress can't hide a 
group of friends who want to preside 
over their own kingdom without the 
threat of change. But in croquet espe- 
cially, we have a paradox which 

extends beyond the club committees. 
This paradox centres on The Others. 

: , ‘ re ith screwed and glued double faces, inlaid sight lines Other people, new people, outsiders. | because they would rather take a road | in order to practice that octuple... it’s a Kealanle rom QUE with scr nS ee : ’ 8 

We want them, because we see the | less travelled. far cry from the current game, but isn’t The nasa aa Ramamames cS ~ a 4 and a high quality finish. Sustainably managed timbers. 
many benefits which sports can gain We should recognise, for example, | it equally valid? Isn’t it even quite gine esleetinmaketancue 2: O ine 

from popularity. Yet we don't want | that those young people who choose to | possible? We're just waiting for the CA Shop: : Mae este = = aa ae — with brass plate extreme end-weighting 

them, because they will undoubtedly | play the sport are making a daring | Alex Higgins of croquet to spring up o we (£17. a a ee 

spoil what we already have. statement. They don't want to join in | out of the Cheltenham ghettos, or a on iti _— £95), sa on wraps (£7 50) 

Whatever we say about croquet's 
aura, there are clear reasons why peo- 
ple do and don't join croquet clubs and 
for most of them it has little to do with 
whether or not hitting balls with a 
mallet is enjoyable in itself. Croquet 
clubs have a powerful image in the 

10   

   

ignorant conscious, an image that 
would be difficult to shake off in any 
circumstances. And shaking that 
image off is impossible given the sim- 
ple fact that no-one in the game really 
wants to lose it at all. 

No, for all the moaning 
about development and the ,~ 2 
token marketing that goes | 
on, we don't want anything 

re to change at all. ‘4 
Not really. 

Wl 
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Let's face it, most of 

us are in croquet because we were 
drawn to its very image. Of course not 
the stale archetype of pensioners' pat- 
ball, which we'd love the media to dis- 

pel for us. Croquet, as we're tired of 
explaining to the uninitiated, is 

unfathomably skilful. But neverthe- 
less, croquet as it is played today has 
an image which attracts the majority of 
its followers, and that image is one of 
exclusivity. It is an elitist's sport. 

Croquet is not elitist because it is a 
snob's game, or a rich person's game, 

or a difficult game to learn. Indeed, at 

least one of these is untrue. In essence 
though it is elite, simply because it is 
unusual. People choose to play it 

the activities of the common herd, 

They want something more exclusive, 
more mysterious, an esoteric pursuit 

with something other-worldly about 
it. Something different. And we can 

guess why. An exclusive pursuit 
allows the individual to shine more   
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brightly. A sparsely populated pur- 
suit allows an amount of crony-ism, 
the pleasures of recognition and a 
close-knit community that know who's 
in and who's outside: who 'we' are 
and who represent 'The Others’. 
Croquet's other-worldliness also fuels 

a certain escapism which is barely 
quashed by the practical rigours of 
hard, skilful competition. 

Contrast snooker's aficiona- 
dos, a set who have followed the 

crowds and hugged to the popu- 
larising output of the TV. Anyone 
who has been to a snooker club recent- 
ly will find that the gentlemen after- 
dinner billiards players are conspicu- 
ously absent. Gone too are the seek- 
ers of an ‘alternative’ pastime. Times 

they have a-changed. I remember 
my Tiger Book of Sport, circa 1974, 
had snooker on a page with other 
‘seldom-seen sports’ (there was no 

reference to croquet, weltering pre- 

sumably with the ‘never-seen sports’). 
Anybody surfing their TV channels 
during the 1980s, however, would've 

been lucky to catch a snooker-free 
hour. Snooker’s dominating group is 
consequently the mass of urban youth, 
with its contemporary manner and 
occasionally astonishing talent. 

No apologies for comparing the 
two games. They have become oppo- 
site extremes in some ways, yet they 
require similar skills and offer not dis- 
similar satisfactions: they were once 
played in the same atmosphere by the 
same people. What happened to 
snooker? Will the same happen to cro- 
quet? Is that what croquet wants? 

Indoor courts, baying crowds, skin- 
head croquet geniuses playing truant 

Ronnie O'Sullivan figure to drag his 
fans to Budleigh. 

And of course such change - heav- 
en forbid - would see the top levels of 
the game soar beyond recognition. We 
know how standards suffer in games 
which are dedicatedly middle-class. 
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 Finding genuine high-flyers needs a 
large pool of participants. Look at the 
standard of football in countries with a 
large population of urban poor. Okay, 
you can’t play croquet in a back-alley 
with a tin can, but the point is still 
there. We know that cricket, for one, 
has suffered irreparably from post-war 
decline in interest among the urban 
working population. 

So, talented individuals from the 
broadest demographic possible. Is this 
a likely change in croquet? Interested 
groups from a similarly broad demo- 
graphic - what about that? Fans bawl- 
ing from the sidelines mid-break - ‘Go 
on Reg, wellie it, mate!’ - kids in jeans 

giving the old guard a pasting...visible 
antagonism, air-punching elation... 
‘Give ‘im a kicking, Rob!’ Do we want 
it, Yea or Nay? 

I bet the Nays take it by a landslide. 
And most of the voters will be quite 
happy to denounce out loud any such 
heretical proposals. ‘Let’s keep our 
sport for the elite who appreciate it’ 

In which case, where do the new 

members come from? 
Of course it is nice to support the 

preservationist slant. We all basically 
like croquet the way it is or we would- 
n't be involved in it now. The atmos- 
phere which surrounds it is, for one 

thing, unutterably beautiful. Even the 
‘radical’ Palm Beach project has used   

Hurlingham as a template for its 
| design. Teas, parkland, blue-skies and 
whites - for anyone with a fondness for 
the picture created by English country 
house mythology, croquet has a charm 

rivalled only by village cricket. 
Indeed, this image is a priceless 
resource, one which naturally markets 

itself to elitists and escapists. 
Part of croquet’s whole attraction is 

that it is currently played in a world 
removed from mainstream twenty- 
first-century life. We shouldn’t be sur- 
prised that The Others don’t appreci- 
ate the intricacies of a pastime they see 
from over a barbed-wire fence nor that 
they will muddy the carpets when 
they’re invited in. What we have in 
croquet is a little enclave where pop- 
ulist existence, with its watered-down 

street cultures, crowds and hubbub, is 

banished. And when we say yes to 
lovely new fee-paying members, we 
expect them to wipe their feet clean 
and kowtow to our neatly preserved 
Eden in its entirety. “They can join, but 
only if they do things our way.’ 

With new members change is 
inevitable though, especially if they 
arrive en masse. New members, 
young members, however much they 
are drawn by croquet’s current state 
and some of its surrounding myths, 

are bringing changes all the time, with 
new styles in everything from t-shirts   

to roquets. 

It is a sad yet classic problem - ‘] 
know my kingdom is collapsing but 
the only way of preserving it is by 
changing it beyond recognition - by 
making it somehow no longer mine.’ 
People who cry out for more members 
generally want subservients, an influx 

of numbers and money but with no 
force for change. Hence the little com- 
mittee drama imagined above. 

What, then, do we want? How do 

we encourage more people to join and 
at the same time preserve the game’s 
pleasant exclusivities? What should 
change and by how much? What will 
the new generation bring? If crowds 
are undesirable, then can the game 
really rely on us one or two oddballs to 
keep it alive? 

Compromise is of course possible, 
and we should hope nothing that is 
great about croquet will be lost, and 
this includes a large part of its current 
image: its ‘other-worldliness’ and, in a 

good sense, its ‘elitism’ - its location 

down the road less travelled by. We 
must also hope that any changes prove 
to be positive ones. But one thing is 
sure, where large groups of people are 
concerned we have very little control, 
and which of The Others do eventual- 
ly come into croquet, and how they 
affect it, will be decided not by ‘us’ but 
by ‘Them.’ 

  

“Essential veading fav alt golf craquet players! 
Manor House Mallets 

A Guide to Golf 

Croquet 

Price £5 .00 each inc. UK postage 

N 

a 
Special rate for 10 copies       

The originators of carbon fibre shafted mallets now offer 
a comprehensive range: from the “Basic’ (£82.50), the 
well established T- series (£130), and the 2000 mallet at 

£150 (inc. head wrap). All have heads of fine hardwood 

For details or discussion, contact Alan Pidcock, 

Tel & Fax 01772 743859 

e-mail pidcock@manorh.u-net.com 
The Manor House, 1 Barn Croft, Penwortham, Preston 

PR1 0SX     
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Sonoma-Cutrer Gives World Singles the Boot 
Garth Eliassen reports on the demise of California's premier event 

a i Sonoma-Cutrer World Singles 
Championship, which for the last 

seventeen years has been held at 
Sonoma-Cutrer Vineyards in Sonoma 
County, has just been sent packing by 
the winery’s corporate owners, 
Brown-Forman of Louisville, 
Kentucky. 

This year’s World Singles 
Championship was scheduled for May 
12-17, but tournament sponsors and 
managers are scrambling to find 
another site in the California wine 
country, north of San Francisco. There 

aren’t many options. Meadowood 
Resort in the Napa Valley has two 
championship courts, and there are a 
few private courts in the area. 

To further complicate the issue, 

Brown-Forman and Sonoma-Cutrer 
intend to hold a new tournament, pos- 
sibly a one-day invitational, on May 
17, the date originally set for the World 

Singles final. 
Sonoma-Cutrer’s new tournament, 

whatever the format, will apparently 
exclusively benefit the Make-A-Wish 
Foundation, which has been a primary 
beneficiary of previous World 
Championships, sharing the bounty 
with other Bay Area charities includ- 
ing the Polly Klaas Foundation. 

The World Singles Championship, 
an extraordinarily successful fundrais- 
er, last year drew 1,200 spectators and 
raised over $1 million at its finals-day 
luncheon and wine auction, which has 

become a major event in the Bay 
Area’s annual social calendar. 

The split will open competition 
among sponsors, managers, and con- 
tributors, including the numerous 

Wea ya. 

  

Senoma and Napa wineries that have 
donated fine wines for the tourna- 
ment’s fundraising auctions. 

Brown-Forman bought Sonoma- 
Cutrer in 1999 and merged the winery 
into Brown-Forman Wine Estates, 

which includes Fetzer Vineyards in 
Mendocino County as well as other 
wineries in California and Australia. 

It has been one and a half years 
since Brown-Forman gave the pink 
slip to Sonoma-Cutrer founder Brice 
Jones but promised that the World 
Croquet Championship would contin- 
ue to have a home at Sonoma-Cutrer. 

“Brown-Forman is a great corporate 
citizen,” the corporation’s director of 
communications Phil Lynch then told 
the Santa Rosa Press Democrat,” and 

the people of Sonoma County can rest 
assured that Sonoma-Cutrer will con- 
tinue to play a role in sponsoring these 
important events.” 

What about the courts? The tourna- 
ment shuffle raises the question of 
Brown-Forman’s commitment to cro- 
quet in general and whether other 
events will continue to be held there. 
The Sonoma-Cutrer Croquet Club is 
continuing to use the courts for the 
time being and currently has 25 mem- 
bers. 

The Sonoma-Cutrer World Singles 
Championship debuted in August, 
1986, four years after the winery was 
founded. Jones took the new tourna- 

ment under his wings and invited top 
players from around the world to 
come and participate, and the champi- 

onship rapidly gained a reputation as 
the world’s premier croquet event. 

Tom McDonnell of Santa Rosa, a   

croquet vet from the classic 
Hollywood days who moved with his 
family to Santa Rosa, helped establish 

croquet in San Francisco and at 
Meadowood Resort, and introduced 
Jones to the potential of the game 
shortly after the winery’s main build- 
ing was completed in 1981. 

Jones was sold. In January, 1984, he 

began construction on two oversized 
championship courts below the win- 
ery’s wine-tasting terrace and sur- 
rounded them with magnificent stone 
embankments. The courts have been 
considered for many years to be the 
best in the world. One year, in fact, 

many of the championship’s foreign 
players grumbled that the courts were 
too perfect, and therefore too easy for 

top-level championship play. Triple 
peels were common during éach tour- 
nament and became the standard to 
strive for until the more intense 
quadruple, quintuple, and sextuple 
peels debuted in top-level play. 

The first Sonoma-Cutrer champi- 
onship in 1986 was won by Stephen 
Mulliner of England. For the most part 
the competition has been dominated 
by foreign players, despite occasional 
runs by American players. In 1991 Jim 
Bast made it to the final and was about 
to win, but overrolled the last hoop 
after peeling partner and had to shoot 
offcourt. David Maugham took advan- 
tage of the misstep and won the title. 
In 1999 Jacques Fournier, then seven- 
teen, became the first American and 

the youngest ever to win a world 
championship. 

  
  

  
Left: David Maugham in play at the Sonoma World Championship, Right: The wine auction gets underway 
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CROQUET GAZETTE= 
TOURNAMENT DIGEST 2002 

Lo: back through previous copies of the Gazette, 
there has long been a problem with the completeness of 

the CA’s archive of results. 
In the 1970s, the dearth of tournaments allowed 

editors to publish details of every club tournament taking 
place throughout the country. Now, with close to 200 tour- 
naments a year, the Gazette cannot hope to act as a journal 
of record for all calendar events. 

Even so, it does intent to continue reporting of 
major events and championships, and, for the sake of his- 

torical completeness, the Tournament Committee will be 
assisting in making sure that this is the case. In the short 
term, there have been some unsatisfactory gaps in reporting 
of tournaments run by the CA itself, and this supplement 
seeks to address that by providing a summary of all major 
competition results. 

Golf Croquet Championships 
Inter Club 
Final 
Tyneside bt Hurlingham 4.5 - 2.5 

All England Handicap 
Final: 

Abdul Ahmad bt David Mountfield 10-5 

Inter Counties Championship 
CA Select Team 

Ascot Cup 
Final 

Nelson Morrow bt John Moore 2-1 

Ranelagh Cup 
Chris & Roddy Sheen 

Open Championship 
Final: Reg Bamford bt John Moore 2-0 

WCF World Championship 
Final: Khaled Younis bt Salah Hassan 4-7,7-4,5-7,7-5,7-5 

Lancashire Open 
Final: John Moore bt Alan Pidcock 2-0 

Ramsgate Open 

Final: Reg Bamford bt Robert Fulford 2-0 

Yorkshire Open 
Final: Salah Hassan bt Khalid Younis 2-0 

Handicap, team & other CA events 
Peel Memorial Handicap 
Men’s Champion 
David Mooney 
Women’s Champion 
Sue Best 
Mixed Doubles 
Don Williamson and Janet Davies 

All England Handicap 
David Kitson 

Students Championship 
Singles Event 
Final 
Michael Blackwell bt James Mackay +4tpo -18tp +3 
Team Event 
Oxford University bt City University 

Schools Championship 
Eton College bt Spalding Grammar School 2-1 

Veterans Championship 
Winner: Ken Smith 
Runner-up: Bill Arliss 

Club Events 
Inter Club 
Final 

Colchester bt Bristol 5-2 

Mary Rose 
Final 
Wrest Park bt Medway 4-3 

Longman Cup 
Final 

Zenmet bt Bristol 4-3 

Secretary's Shield 
Final 

Bowdon bt East Dorset (Parkstone) 4-3 
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Association Croquet Championships - Level Play 

British Open Championships 
Hurlingham 30 June to 7 July 
Semi-Finals 

Reg Bamford bt Jonathan Kirby 
+17tp +10sxp +25sxp 

Chris Clarke bt David Goacher 
+5tp +26tp -26tp -16tp +26tp 

Final 
Bamford bt Clarke 

+12 +26sxp +26sxp 
Open Doubles Winners 
Chris Clarke & David Maugham bt 
Reg Bamford & Stephen Mulliner 

-17, +24tp(C), +24tp(M) 

Men's Championship 2002 
Cheltenham 23 - 26 May 
Semi-Finals 
Bamford bt Openshaw 

+26qp ~26tp +13tpo 
Goacher bt Farthing 

+16tp +16tp 
Final 

Bamford bt Goacher 
+17sxp +15sxp +17octp 

Women's Championship 2002 
Jenny Williams bt Beatrice McGlen 

+4, +7 

Mixed Doubles Champions 
David Openshaw & Kath Priestley 

European Championship 
Jersey 19 - 22 September 
Matt Burrow bt Stephen Mulliner 

-6, -17tp, +8otp, +26tp, +26tp 

WCF World Championship 
Wellington 2 - 8 December 

Final 
Robert Fulford bt Toby Garrison 

+26tp, +26tp, -17tp, +15tp 

Selection Events 
President’s Cup - Parkstone 
Robert Fulford 

Chairman's Salver - Budleigh 
Mark Avery 

Spencer Ell Cup - Hunstanton 
Keith Aiton 

Treasurer’s Tankard - Surbiton 

David Magee 

Selectors’ Weekend - Wrest Park 

Martin Granger Brown 

Barlow Bowl - Cheltenham 

Sarah Burrow 

Longman Bowl - Cheltenham 
Gene Mears 
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Regional Championships 
South Of England Championship 
2002 
Compton 13 - 15 September 

Semi-Finals 
David Maugham bt Ed Duckworth 

-2. -20 +17tp +25tp +26tp 
Tim Wilkins bt Dave Kibble 

-12tp +4 -23tp +5tp +23 
Final 

Maugham bt Wilkins 

+3 +26 

Western Championship 2002 
Parkstone 4 - 6 May 
Semi-Finals 

Robert Fulford bt David Goacher 

-8, +26tp, +9tp 
Peter Trimmer bt David Openshaw 

-14, +17tp, +17 
Final 

Fulford bt Trimmer 
+26tp, +24tp, +26tp 

Eastern Championship 2002 
Hunstanton 26 - 28 July 

Semi-Finals 
David Maugham bt Robin Brown 

+17 +26tp +17tp 
Jeremy Dyer bt Phil Cordingley 

+25tp +2 -18tp +12 
Final 
Maugham bt Dyer 

-3 +17 +16tp -26tp +1 

Northern Championship 2002 
Bowdon 23 - 26 August 
Semi-Finals 

Chris Clarke bt Colin Irwin 

-26tp, +16tp, +4tpo, -16, +26tp 
David Maugham bt Mark Avery 

+26tp, -8, +26tp, -26tp, +26tp 
Final 

Maugham bt Clarke 
+12tp, +21, -10, +26tp 

Coles Championship 2002 
Cheltenham 4 - 6 May 
Semi-Finals 
Reg Bamford bt Chris Farthing 

+26sxp, +26sxp 
Mark Avery bt Stephen Mulliner 

+24tp, +25tp 
Final 
Bamford bt Avery 

+26sxp, -26tp, +26sxp, -5tp, +26qp   

Surrey Championship 2002 
Surbiton 14 - 16 June 
Semi-Finals 

Stephen Mulliner bt Jeremy Dyer 
+26tp, -130tp, +26tp 

Jeff Dawson bt Lionel Tibble 

-13tp,+10tp,+4tp 

Final 

Dawson bt Mulliner 

+130tp, +26tp,+14 

Team Events 

Home Internationals 2002 

Nottingham 15 - 16 June 2002 

1 England 3 wins 
2 Ireland 2 wins 

3 Wales 1 win 

4 Scotland Q wins 

England bt Wales 4-0 
Ireland bt Scotland 4-0 

England bt Scotland 3-0 

Ireland bt Wales 5-0 

England bt Ireland 3-1 
Wales bt Scotland 4-1 

88th Inter Counties 2002 
Southwick & Compton 1 - 4 June 
DIVISION 1 Pd Won Games 

Essex 10 «#8 21 

Northumberland 10 7 17 

Surrey 10 «6 19 
Gloucester 10 «6 18 

Cheshire 10 «366 15 

Nottinghamshire 10 5 15 

Middlesex 10 #5 14 

Avon 10 6«—65 14 

Dorset 10 «4 14 

Sussex 10; 2 10 

Lancashire 1. gf 8 

DIVISION 2 
Hertfordshire 10 #9 24 

Suffolk 10. «8 24 

Glamorgan 10 7 21 
Yorkshire 10 #F 17 

Bedfordshire 10 7 16 

Warwickshire 10 4 15 

Northamptonshirel0 4 14 
Devon 1 38 10 

CA Select 10 3 fg 

Kent 10 2 10 

Berkshire 1: Ff 7 

Dorset, Sussex and Lancashire were relegat- 

ed to Division 2. 

Hertfordshire, Suffolk and Glamorgan were 
promoted to Division 1. 
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World Association Croquet Rankings 
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UK Golf Croquet Rankings 
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R Bamford [SA] 

R Fulford [E] 

B Fleming [A] 

D Maugham [E] 

C Clarke [E] 
T Garrison [NZ] 
J Dyer [E] 

J Fournier [USA] 

M Burrow [Jer] 

J Prince [NZ] 

G Beale [NZ] 

D Bulloch [NZ] 
S Mulliner [E] 
R Jackson [NZ] 

M Avery [E] 

R McInerney [I] 
B Wislang [NZ] 

S Comish [E] 

G Bryant [NZ] 
M Clarke [A] 
M McInerney [I] 

L Watson [A] 

J Stark [USA] 
I Dumergue [A] 

C Irwin [E] 

R Bamford 

S Mulliner 

J Moore 

R Fulford 

C Sheen 

D Old 

I Brand 

S Curry 

N Morrow 

T Weston 

E Dymock 

D Hopkins 

R Ware 

A Pidcock 

W Arliss 

2867 
2774 
2656 
2639 
2613 
2607 
2578 
2569 
2562 
2560 
2555 
2554 
2551 
2548 
2547 
2547 
2547 
2533 
2521 
2516 
2516 
2494 
2493 
2490 
2489 

Grade Games Wins 

105 88 
95 74 
88 73 

149 107 
100 = 68 
65 46 

109 70 
46 38 
82 58 
28 «22 
13 =. 10 
55 = 4. 
82 50 

141, 117 
10471 
4738 
45 29 
13 tO 

102. 75 
80 3658 
53! Bl 
99 72 
45 27 
41 25 
60 41 

Grade Games Wins 

159.12 47 43 

148.27 23 14 

139.48 105 75 

138.21 31 22 

131.70 66 42 

124.49 68 42 

124.30 55 32 

123.69 48 30 

122.78 26 18 

121.29 40 23 

120.39 22 14 

119.46 34 24 

118.44 81 48 

117.52 16 11 

116.18 66 Bf 

Index 

2776 
2881 
2621 
2605 
2670 
2691 
2642 
2647 
2563 
2515 
2555 
2447 
2578 
2507 
2559 
2598 
2573 
2535 
2465 
2524 
2495 
2423 
2380 
2461 
2533 

Index 

159.74 
137.42 
133.76 
138.58 
133.78 
127.15 
128.02 
122.64 
118.57 
120.93 
119.53 
121.45 
119.17 
117.38 
120.42 

“age 

83.8 

77.9 

83.0 

71.8 

68.0 

70.8 

64.2 

82.6 

70.7 

78.6 

76.9 

74.5 

61.0 

83.0 

68.3 

80.9 

64.4 

76.9 

73:5 

72:5 

58.5 

72.7 

60.0 

61.0 

68.3 

%age 

91.5 

60.9 

71.4 

71.0 

63.6 

61.8 

58.2 

62.5 

69.2 

55 

63.6 

70.6 

59.3 

68.8 

56.1 

  

  

26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
oe 
28 
29 
30 

World's Best Triple Peelers 
W
O
w
O
m
M
N
D
U
M
A
W
N
H
E
 

10 

Bamford [SA] 

Jackson [NZ] 

Maugham [E] 

Fulford [E] 

Clarke C [E] 
Bassett T [A] 

Fleming B [A] 

Avery [E] 

Openshaw [E] 

Dyer [E] 

Total Games Games Total Wins 
tp’s played with tp’s wins with tp’s 

69 105 65.7% 88 78.4% 

66 132 50.0% 108 61.1% 

64 149 43.0% 107 59.8% 

61 95 64.2% 74 82.4% 
58 100 58.0% 68 85.3% 

58 110 52.7% 7? =—-75.3% 

46 88 52.3% 73 63.0% 
45 106 42.5% 71 = 63.4% 

43 118 36.4% 74 58.1% 

42 109 38.5% 70 60.0%   

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

J Hogan [NZ] 

P Parkinson [NZ] 

M Suter [SA] 
D Goacher [E] 

D Openshaw [E] 

J Dawson [E] 
P Skinley [NZ] 

S Williams [T] 
J Kirby [S] 

W Louw [USA] 

L McBride [C] 

E Duckworth [E] 

P Trimmer [E] 

J Sutton [A] 

J Death [E] 

D Anderson [A] 
J Gibbons [E] 

G Bury [A] 

R Baker [NZ] 

S Meatheringham [A] 

D Harrison-Wood [E] 

P Hort [E] 
B Dawson [A] 
L Harvey [A] 

S Hockey [A] 

D Beck 

P Strover 

J Hawkins 

R Knapp 

T Mockett 

C Jones 

J Hackett 

K Mason 

R Brand 

T Bower 

J Jeffrey 
M Gibson 

S Jones 

R Longbottom 
P Quinn 

Sutton [A] 

Burrow [Jer] 
Garrison [NZ] 

Harrison-Wood [E] 

Watson [A] 

Mulliner [E] 

Bury [A] 
Kibble [E] 
Kirby [S] 
Dawson J [E] 

Grade Games Wins Index ‘%age 

2484 28 19 2477 67.9 

2474 109 76 2382 8 69.7 

2474 32 19 2456 59.4 

2464 77 = =©42 = «6234600 54..5 

2462 -°116 $72 2512 62.1 

2459 76 49 2361 64.5 

2450 84 53 2412 63.1 

2445 47) 29 2484 61.7 

2442 118 75 2448 63.6 

2434 29 22 2437 759 

2434 76 60 2468 #£«78.9 

2431 66 43 2502 65.2 

2425 37 24 2429 #649 

2421 117-82) 2418 = 70.1 

2416 39 24 2417 ~ 361.5 

2416 40 31 2541 77.5 

2416 118 77 =2513 = =—65.3 

2407 128 97 2427 75.8 

2407 29 17 2366 58.6 

2404 126 96 2423 76.2 

2402 12? 87 2324 71.3 

2382 61 36 2379 59.0 

2375 55 36 «62445 665.5 

2363 100 70 2406 = 70.0 

2358 72 46 2424 63.9 

Grade Games Wins Index %age 

113.66 48 26 106.08 54.2 

111.87 21 15 118.31 71.4 

107.08 18 9 112.51 50.0 

106.30 46 22 102.12 47.8 

106.12 16 9 110.85 56.3 

104.96 20 9 102.87 45.0 

104.56 32 15 98.75 46.9 

103.52 30 14 104.15 46.7 

100.50 30 15 106.29 50.0 

100.42 17 8 102.26 47.1 

100.37 26 11 103.41 42.3 

100.26 11 7 104.70 63.6 

99.24 19 8 101.60 42.1 

98.54 13 6 93.33 46.2 

98.48 11 4 95.88 36.4 

Total Games Games Total Wins 
tp’s played with tp’s wins with tp’s 

40 117 34.2% 82 48.8% 

39 84 46.4% 60 65.0% 

34 65 52.3% 46 73.9% 

34 122 27.9% 87 39.1% 

33 99 33.3% 72 45.8% 

32 82 39.0% 50 64.0% 

30 128 23.4% 97 30.9% 

30 135 22.2% 72° = 41.7% 

28 118 23.7% 75 37.3% 

27 78 34.6% 51 52.9% 

Sextuples in 2002: Reg Bamford (42 + 1 octuple); Robert Fulford (16); David Maugham (13); Dave Kibble (3); Trevor Bassett (2); Daniel Anderson 
(1); Ed Cunningham (1); Jacques Fournier (1); Keith Aiton (1); Stephen Mulliner (1); Mark Avery (1); Greg Bury (1); Patrick Hort 
(1); Jeremy Dyer (1); Simon Hockey (1); Toby Garrison (1); Chris Patmore (1) Page 3
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UK Association Croquet Rankings 
Top 120 players as at end of year 2002 

W
O
N
 

A
M
 
A
W
N
 

R Bamford [SA] 

R Fulford [E] 
D Maugham [E] 

C Clarke [E] 
J Dyer [E] 

M Burrow [Jer] 

S Mulliner [E] 
R McInerney [I] 

M Avery [E] 
S Comish [E] 
M McInerney [1] 

C Irwin [E] 

M Suter [SA] 

D Openshaw [E] 

D Goacher [E] 
J Dawson [E] 

S Williams [1] 
J Kirby [S] 

E Duckworth [E] 

P Trimmer [E] 
J Gibbons [E] 
J Death [E] 

D Harrison-Wood [E] 

P Hort [E] 

T Burge [E] 

R Beijderwellen [NL] 

I Bond [S] 
K Aiton [S] 

A Johnston [1] 

P Cordingley [E] 
R Brown [E] 
J Guest [E] 

D Gaunt [E] 

D Mundy [E] 

R Tribe [E] 
P Taylor [E] 
D Kibble [E] 
C Farthing [E] 

R White [E] 
T Wilkins [E] 
L Tibble [E] 
J Evans [W] 

D Magee [S] 

I Burridge [W] 

A McInerney [1] 

M Heap [E] 
C Williams [W] 
J Watson [E] 

T Mrozinski [W] 

D J Nicholson [E] 

I Vincent [E] 
N Evans [E] 

G Noble [E] 
B Elwell [E] 

C Patmore [E] 
D Foulser [E] 
E Cunningham [IT] 

S Tudor [W] 

P Fitzgerald [1] 

I Lines [E] 
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Grade Games Wins 

2868 
2775 
2639 
2613 
2578 
2564 
2552 
2547 
2544 
2533 
2516 
2496 
2474 
2466 
2465 
2451 
2445 
2442 
2431 
2427 
2421 
2416 
2402 
2382 
2356 
2354 
2348 
2343 
2340 
2326 
2325 
2318 
2316 
2301 
2296 
2294 
2287 
2287 
2284 
2281 
2279 
2272 
2256 
2252 
2239 
2227 
2226 
2224 
2221 
2200 
2190 
2188 
2186 
2181 
2176 
2175 
2174 
2157 
2156 
2154 

105 

95 

149 

100 

109 

84 

82 

47 

106 

13 

53 

62 

32 

118 

77 

78 

47 

118 

66 

37 

118 

39 

122 

61 

12 

122 

14 

71 

65 

108 

64 

164 

48 

156 

21 

62 

136 

67 

30 

113 

107 

32 

78 

23 

19 

42 

77 

12 

38 

43 

51 

38 

47 

pa 

68 

102 

47 

34 

16 

61 

88 
74 

107 
68 
70 
60 
50 
38 
71 
10 
31 
43 
19 
74 
42 
51 
29 
75 
43 
24 
77 
24 
87 
36 

5 
72 
9 

34 
39 
58 
31 
91 
30 
88 
14 
39 
72 
35 
20 
58 
63 
19 
51 
11 
9 

18 
43 

9 
26 
25 
26 
25 
26 

7 
31 
57 
19 
17 
9 

35 

Index %age 

2776 = 83.8 
2881 77.9 
2604 871.8 
2670 68.0 
2642 364.2 
2586 71.4 
2579 61.0 
2598 80.9 
2496 67.0 
2535 76.9 
2496 8658.5 
2565 69.4 
2456 59.4 
2528 62.7 
2347 = 54.5 
2391 65.4 
2484 3661.7 
2448 =63.6 
2502 65.2 
2432 = 64.9 
2518 65.3 
2417) 61.5 
2324: 713 
2379 859.0 
2246 3841.7 
2318 59.0 
2319 64.3 
2414 47.9 
2496 60.0 
2378 53.7 
2297 848.4 
2341, 55.5 
2289 62.5 
2402 856.4 
2304 66.7 
2304 62.9 
2250 52.9 
2200 52.2 
2302 66.7 
2303 51.3 
2296 §=58.9 
2258 59:4 
2261 65.4 
2224 47.8 
2230 447.4 
2159 42.9 
2277 =—55.8 
2279 75.0 
2275 68.4 
2179 =58.1 
2213 51.0 
2227 65.8 
2170 855.3 
2232 =©663.6 
2195 45.6 
2195: ‘55.9 
2152 40.4 
2144 8=650:0 
2197 956.3 
2104 57.4   

61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 

100 
101 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 
115 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 

Grade Games Wins 

J Toye [E] 

J Davis [Lux] 

R Rogerson [1] 

P Duckworth [Jer] 

2149 13 5 
2148 25 12 
2145 12 ) 
2145 20 9 

P Castell [E] 2127 109 ~=660 

A Linton [E] 2126 33 18 

J Surgenor [S] 2116 40 31 

P Nash [E] 2112 12 6 

J Davies [E] 2109 56 33 

H Bottomley [E] 2107 29 «8619 

A Lines [E] 2103 43 23 
M Blackwell [E] 2096 19 11 

K Carter [E] 2086 68 41 

W Prichard [W] 

P Stephenson [E] 
J Williams [NZ] 
R Jenkins [E] 

S Burrow [Jer] 

L Bradforth [E] 

J Mackay [W] 
P Eardley [E] 

N Morrow [NZ] 

W Ormerod [E] 

2084 16 8 
2081 12 8 
2078 102. 49 
2077 56 27 
2074 43 26 
2072 106 «47 
2069 42 24 
2065 22 LL 
2061 86 39 
2051 16 Fj 

P Smith [E] 2050 63 30 
C Dent [E] 2038 61 36 
R Smith [E] 2037 50 33 

2037 23 9 
2036 13 8 
2034 62 30 
2033 31 8616 

I Plummer [E] 

P Harbord [E] 

L Whittaker [E] 

T Browne [I] 

C Jones [E] 2032 40 20 
P Swaffield [E] 2027 39 «21 
N Harris [E] 2025 41 26 

P Death [E] 2017 20 ~=6©10 
T Wood [E] 2017 12 3 
B Neal [E] 2014 24 9 
P Payne [CH] 

A Pidcock [E] 

2012 47-23 
2011 40 20 

S Patel [E] 2001 58 24 

M Granger Brown [E] 1993 46 26 

D Hector [E] 1991 14 9 

J Allen [E] 1984 55 29 

B Burnett [E] 1983 41 21 

M Evans [E] 1979 31 21 

G Bennett [E] 1978 60 25 

E Newell [1] 1972 19 7 

B Wainman [E] 1968 25 13 

B Smith [E] 1967 49 26 

T Weston [E] 1966 61 29 

B Rannie [S] 1956 #2 38 

T Dustan-Smith [E] 1953 22 15 

P Whittall [E] 1951 10 5 

R Ashwell [E] 1951 19 8 

B McGlen [E] 1948 34 «19 

J Hawkins [E] 

C Edwards [E] 
1944 23 861 
1938 56 29 

D Tutt [E] 1928 21.14 
R Williams [S] 1927 34. «17 
T Coles [E] 1919 10 3 
D Lilly [E] 1918 10 4 

Index %age 

2070 38.5 
2122 48.0 
2201 41.7 
2157 = 45.0 
2151 55.0 
2193 54.5 
2130 77.5 
2137 = 50.0 
2071 58.9 
2091 65.5 
2096 §=53.5 
2096 57.9 
2108 60.3 
2042 50.0 
2123 66.7 
2035 48.0 
2023 48.2 
2082 60.5 
2077 44.3 
2044 357.1 
2010 50.0 
2047 845.3 
1966 843.8 
2108 47.6 
2106 59.0 
2031 66.0 
1980 39.1 
2006 61.5 
2028 48.4 
2016 §=51.6 
2032 ~=50.0 
2091 53.8 
1974 63.4 
2008 50.0 
1890 §=25.0 
2037 325 
1998 48.9 
2006 50.0 
1994 41.4 
2088 56.5 
2019 =64.3 
1951 52.7 
2000 51.2 
1982 = 67.7 
1938 41.7 
1952 36.8 
2005 52.0 
1991 53.1 
1997 47.5 
1972 52.8 
1946 68.2 
1997 =50.0 
1925 42.1 
1992 55.9 
1987 §=©47.8 
1916 51.8 
2039 66,7 
1874 50.0 
1966 30.0 
1862 40.0 

Code of Practice for Setting Hoops 

This article reviews the recent arguments 
over hoop setting and suggests a code of 

practice that should be adopted for the set- 

ting of hoops for tournaments. Grateful 
thanks are offered to Roger Wood, Colin 
Irwin and Jeff Dawson for their comments 
and the additional material they have pro- 
vided. Bill Arliss, Chairman, Golf Croquet 
Committee. 

s most readers will be aware, there 
has been a vast amount of corre- 

spondence in recent years about the tol- 
erances to which hoops should be set for 
competitive Croquet. Most has centred 
on the gaps between the largest ball 
diameters and the hoops and only pass- 
ing reference has been made to the firm- 
ness of the hoop setting in the ground. I 
suppose this is to be expected as it is a 
very simple matter to measure sizes 

with feeler gauges but a totally different 
problem to measure firmness in the 
ground. What is firm to one person may 
be slack to another. 

“Runability”: I am also certain that 
most good players will agree that the 
hoop/ball size tolerance is only one fac- 
tor in the determining the “runability” 
of a hoop. In fact if we are considering 
soft and wet lawns, the “runability” is 

only marginally affected by clearance, 
particularly at the larger clearances. In 
identical ground conditions a wide 
hoop will always be easier to run than a 
narrow hoop. However a hoop set in 
rock hard ground at 3/16” clearance is 
likely to be much harder to run than on 
set at 1/32” in very soft ‘ground. It 
should be clearly understood that hoops 
are very seldom cleanly run and that 

some Wire is almost always taken. Thus 
the response of a ball when it hits a wire 
is the most critical factor. In order to 
understand the process of running a 
hoop, let us look at the possible ways in 
which a ball will progress through a 
hoop. 

(a) The ball passes through the hoop 
with no contact with the hoop itself. The 
hoop is scored. 

(b) The ball contacts one hoop 

upright, makes a single change in direc- 

tion and exits a hoop without contacting 
the other wire. The hoop is scored. 

(c) The ball contacts one wire is 

bounced to the opposite wire, bounces 

backwards and forwards several times   

before it exits the hoop. The hoop is 
scored. (Listening to the sounds made 
when a ball passes through a hoop 
would suggest that this is most com- 
mon). 

(d) The ball behaves as in (c) but 
looses all forward momentum before it 
has cleared the hoop. The hoop is not 
scored. 

(e) The ball hits one upright and is 
effectively rejected on the playing side 
of the hoop. The hoop is not scored. 

(f) In cases where the ball has been 
inaccurately aimed at the hoop, it 

bounces backwards off the hoop then 
rolls forward through the hoop due to 
its forward rotational energy. The hoop 
is scored. 

I have tried to analyse mathematical- 
ly what happens when a ball contacts a 
wire and found it technically very com- 
plex. It is not my intention to include 
vast reams of mathematics in this paper 
but just to say-that J concluded that the 
change in direction when a ball hit the 
wire was,mainly governed by the com- 

parison between the elasticity of the ball 
and the elasticity of the hoop mounting, 

the Jatter being very low in soft ground. 
Thus with very hard ground, unless the 
angle of contact was very slight,.case (e) 
was most likely to occur. With the softer 
ground and with greater angles of con- 
tact, cases (b) to (d) where far more 
likely to occur. It is also easy to see how 
the hoop tolerance is likely to have most 
effect in deciding between responses (c) 

or (d). Those who have played indoors 
will know how difficult it is to run 
angled hoops, and the indoor hoops are 
the full 1/8”. It is simply because the 
uprights are welded to a steel plate and 
there is no give or absorption of impact 
at all. A hundred years ago they experi- 
mented with hoops set in oak blocks 
under the ground, and abandoned the 

idea because it made hoop running so 
difficult. Firmness is everything and at 
the marginal level it is much more 
important than clearance. 

It is because of these variations that 
the Tournament Committee is unwilling 
or in fact unable to stipulate at the 
beginning of a season, what the toler- 
ances should be for each competition if 
some measure of constant “runability” 
is to be maintained from tournament to 

tournament. This can only be main-   

tained if the Manager/ROT is allowed 
to vary tolerances dependent on ground 

conditions at the time of play and the 
level of players in the tournament. I am 
fully aware that some Managers have in 
the past reduced clearances ta 1/32” 
which was technically illegal at that time 
and this has produced howls of protest. 
However one simple question that 
should be asked in these cases was ‘did 
it stop the triples being performed in 
most games’. I agree that we cannot 

have ROTs taking the law into their own 
hands but unless play becomes general- 
ly impossible, should we not question 
whether we have got our regulation 
right or wrong? 

Maintainability: A further factor in 

hoop performance which has become 
more evident to me during the last two 
seasons has been the maintainability of 
hoop settings during a tournament. My 
involvement with Golf Croquet, where 
hoop settings are much more likely to be 
abused by hard hitting, has brought 
home to me that it is very little good 

having a setting which measures up 
fully before play starts but rapidly dete- 
riorates after a few hard contacts. Again 
practical experience has shown that it is 
possible with the use of correct proce- 
dures for hoop settings to last for con- 
siderable time even with the hard abuse 
of Golf Croquet. A situation that is com- 
monly encountered with bad hoop set- 
tings is the ‘rattling’ hoop. If the ground 
around the carrot becomes compressed, 
it may be found that the hoop top can be 
moved very easily over a short distance, 
but then rapidly becomes firm as the 
edge of the carrot hole is encountered. 
This type of situation is far more likely 

to produce a ‘blobbed’ hoop. As a result 

in top class Golf Croquet, the players are 
always feeling hoop tightness before 
trying to run the hoop and if necessary 
will ask for a hoop to be tightened 
before they attempt it. 

I hope that in the preceding para- 
graphs, I have managed to convey some 
of the major factors that affect hoop 
“runability” Tt is not my intention to 
review the actual settings that should be 
used for a particular event under specif- 

ic ground conditions, that is the prerog- 

ative of the Tournament and organising 
committees. What | would like to do is 
suggest how a particular setting can be 
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reached and more importantly what 
procedures should be used if the set- 

tings are to be maintained for as long as 
possible. 

Setability : The Tournament 
Regulations quite clearly require hoops 
to be reset in new holes at the com- 
mencement of each tournament. It is 
recognised that this is a very labour 
intensive task and therefore is not 
requested lightly. The need to ensure 
that there are no “rabbit runs” is one 
reason but really only a minor reason. 

The major reason is that new hoop holes 
give by far the best chance of getting a 
very firm base for a hoop mounting. 
Under normal conditions of weather, 
effective compression by ~ players, 
growth of grass etc, ground not being 
used for hoop mounting will gradually 
become well compacted and will devel- 
op a fibrous structure near to the surface 

due to the growth of the grass roots. To 
set a new hoop position, the first task 
must be to remove two cores in suitable 

positions for placing the carrots of the 
moved hoop. Unless the ground is rock 
hard it is suggested that the carrot size 
should not be more than 1/2 - 5/8” 

diameter. The depth will depend upon 
ground conditions and could be 4 to 6” 
deep in very hard ground but reducing 
to no core at all in very soft conditions. 
There are no hard and fast rules to these 
dimensions but they should be chosen 
from experience such that when the 
hoop is driven home to its normal work- 
ing position, the force necessary is not so 
great as ‘bow’ the hoops in the process. 
Do not hammer the centre of the crown, 
hammer directly above the uprights, 
alternating from side to side. The reason 
for this smaller core is that it ensures the 
ground surrounding the top of the car- 
rot is well compacted but without break- 
ing up its fibrous structure. Particular 
emphasis is made to the upper surface 

as it is this area that has by far the most 
effect on holding a hoop steady during 
the impact of a ball on the hoop. This 
can be deduced from a simple law of 
moments. Having placed the hoop in 
the prepared core holes, it should then 
be driven partially down into the 
ground until say 1 to 1.5” of carrot 
remain protruding above ground. The 
setting should then be checked with a 
ball and feeler gauges at a height at 
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which it is estimated the ball will pass 
through the hoop eventually. Should 
this be found incorrect, the hoop should 
be removed and some earth carefully 
scrapped from the appropriate side of 
the top 2 to 3” of one core hole and 
deposited on the opposite side. I have 
found the best method of performing 
this operation is to use a wide bladed 
screw driver or alternatively a large 
knife or chisel. The hoop can then be 
hammered down until firm and the 
measurements rechecked. The process 
can then be repeated until the required 
setting is obtained. Ideally the correct 
sizing should be reached when the car- 
rots remain about 1/2” above the sur- 

face. It is strongly recommended that 
the 1/2” protrusion is always the start- 
ing point at the beginning of a tourna- 
ment as this provide the best way of 
maintaining hoop settings during subse- 
quent days. One point that must not be 
forgotten is a simple gauging check on 
the balls. Although the modern croquet 
ball is much more likely to maintain 
very good dimensional tolerances, it 

should not be assumed and a quick 
check to determine the maximum diam- 
eter should be made. The ball with the 
maximum diameter should then be used 
for setting. Checks such as this also 
identifies balls that may have a ‘blister’ 
and thus show slight ovality which may 
not be visible to the naked eye. 

Having now discussed the initial set- 
ting, we must move on to how we main- 
tain our settings. As play continues, the 
ground will become gradually more 
compressed as balls strike the hoops. 
The quite obvious way to maintain the 
firm setting is to physically drive the 
hoop further home until it becomes firm 
again. Naturally this can only happen a 
limited number of times as the carrots 
will gradually disappear below the sur- 

face. The laws do allow the carrots to 
sink by up to 1/2” so this does provide 
a fairly wide range of adjustment but we 
must consider what happens when this 
limit is reached. I have seen many hoop 
setters reach for their bucket of earth at 
this point and simply pack the bottom of 
the hoop hole. Over the course of years 
adding soil like this has the highly unde- 
sirable effect of raising humps around 
hoop positions. Whilst this may produce 
a hoop that seems firm at the outset, its   

performance will rapidly deteriorate as 
all additional support has been added 
around the base of the carrot whereas it 
is only the top section that of the carrot 
that provide the major stability in the 
hoop. There are some setters who have 

manufactured small spigots that allow 
earth packing around the top of the car- 
rot hole. This will achieve the desired 
result but is a rather tedious process to 
accomplish satisfactorily. Probably the 
best method of correction is to inwardly 
collapse both hoop holes along their full 
length using the setting screw driver 
before the carrots are below ground 
level, compact the earth around the 

hoop area using your feet and then rein- 
sert the hoop without taking a core. This 
will produce a setting that will last for 
some time. Excellent results may also be 
achieved by lifting the hoop slightly, 
without removing it, then, in-a circular 
pattern around each upright, moving 

out from 1 to 6 or 8 inches, plunging the 
screwdriver deep into the ground and 
forcing the earth towards the hole. 
Recheck that the hoop setting is correct 
and then vigorously tamp the ground all 
around the hoop, spiralling out to a foot 
or more, with a standard, flat bottomed 

punner (6 inches square, weight 10 Ib) to 
firm the disturbed soil and level the sur- 
face. Should the ground start to break- 
up around the top of the carrot, I have 
one piece of advice; don’t bother to try 
to rectify, make new hoop holes. 

Naturally each morning during a 
tournament the actual settings must be 
checked by the ROT or his assistant and 
must be corrected if found in error. The 
same technique of removing earth from 

one side of a hole and replacing on the 
other side should be used to correct the 
problems but it must be realised that 
this will generally result in the hoop 
position being slightly lower than it was 
before the correction. 

Many people have said to me that as 
they want to cut before start of play on 
the first morning of a tournament, there 

is no time to reposition hoops after the 
cutting. My own experience is that 
hoops can be fully set on a previous day 
and providing that they are very care- 
fully lifted the previous evening and 

replaced after cutting in exactly the 
same holes, very little of the original set- 

ting will be lost. Preferably the initial 
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setting can leave the carrots in excess of 

1/2” above the ground so that there is 

scope for adjustment on the following 
morning, It should be remembered that 

newly set hoops are likely to be very 
firm in the ground and if left to an impa- 
tient groundsman may easily be loos- 
ened by a sideways kick, the quickest 
way to destroy any setting. The only 
way to remove hoops properly is to first 

loosen them with a vertically upwards 

blow from a hammer or alternatively 

use a lever system to exert strictly verti- 
cal lift. The replacement in the same 

holes is often very critical as hoop wires 
are often not concentric with the carrots. 
After lifting hoops always tread the 
holes down with your feet. The above 
requirements suggest that all hoops 
should be marked by lawn, position and 
orientation and this can be quite easily 
accomplished by simple black paint 
marks on white hoops. It is most impor- 
tant with the older sets of hoops where 

casting tolerances may not be too good. 
The above principles also apply to clubs 
who have to take their hoops in each 
night after a days play. 

The use of grass cuttings as a pack- 
ing agent is still seen to be quite com- 
mon but is certainly not used by most 
experienced hoop setters and should be 

strongly discouraged. In hot dry weath- 
er the grass dries quite quickly and pro- 
duces a “rattling” hoop whereas in wet- 
ter weather the hoop holes rapidly turn 
into compost heaps. 

The very minimum of tools I would   

expect to see in any hoop setters kit 

would be: 
* One hammer, preferably with plastic 
or rubber ends to protect the hoop sur- 
face. 
¢ One large, flat bladed screw driver 

(usually with a blade length of about 
BF) 
¢ At least two sizes of coring tools 
ranging from 1/2 to 1” cut. These may 
simply be pieces of metal tubing with a 
hole drilled through the top end to take 
a torsion bar that allows the tool to be 
rotated. I personally have used pieces of 
copper tubing which have lasted several 
seasons but stones in the ground can 
easily damage them. A simple plunger 

will be required to remove cores from 
the cutters or alternatively a cut-out in 

the side of the cutter will allow the core 
to fall free. 
* One set of feeler gauges 

A critical and often overlooked area 
is repairing the old holes. Never fill 
them with sand or earth, this just builds 
hills over time. There is a simple princi- 

ple to remember, take nothing away 
(hollows) and add nothing (hills). It’s 
not rocket science. Break down the com- 

paction of the old holes with the screw- 
driver and use a new cores to fill the top 

1”. The core should be taken from off the 
playing surface and should contain 
good grass as this will allow the old hole 
to repair itself most quickly by natural 
growth. I have used a 1.5” cutter for this 
duty as I have found this is sometimes   

necessary to cover badly damaged hoop 

holes. It is time consuming to do well, 

but if you want to maintain quality 

lawns there are no short cuts. 
1 hope the foregoing has cleared up 

some of the more detailed points about 

the process of hoop setting. It is not an 
easy task and needs some practice 

before if the operator is to get the right 
balance between core sizing and ground 
conditions and can shave just the right 

amount of earth of a hoop hole to get the 

required change in size. I would not say 
that you will always obtain a setting that 
will last for ages but that if you follow 
the above codes you are much more 
likely to get a setting that is likely to last 
for the longest time under the given 
ground conditions. On some grounds 
with a very sandy composition, it is 

physically impossible to get a good set- 
ting that will last for a long time. 

Alternatively with a clay-based subsoil, 
the hoop setter has a much easier task. 
One point that | hope has been clearly 
demonstrated is that hoop setting is not 
a 30 second task, it takes considerable 

time to carry out correctly. This and the 
costs of lawn maintenance were the rea- 
sons behind the increases agreed last 
season for lawn and ball hire by the 
Tournament Committee. Thus lam sure 
all clubs will agree that if they claim the 
full recognised rates for hosting CA 
events, correct preparation of both 
lawns and hoops will be expected in 
return. 
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Telephone: 01359 270200   

LOOKING FOR A NEW MALLET TO IMPROVE 
YOUR HANDICAP? 

CHOOSE AN MCP MALLET from a wide 

Los range of sizes and weights, fitted with a 

\ | fl traditional wooden shaft or the increasing- 

ks . « ly popular lightweight carbon fibre tube 
with its amazing strength & torsional 

rigidity. A range of grips and quality mallet bags are 

also available. Alterations and repairs undertaken to 
any mallet, please ring for a quotation. 

Contact Mike Percival, The Laurels, Heath Road, 

Hessett, Bury St. Edmunds, IP30 9BJ 

Mobile: 07780 677943 
Web: www.croquetmallets.co.uk 

Email: mike@croquetmallets.co.uk       

The John Hobbs Mallet 

The mallet that adjusts to your grip. 

You set the handle to whatever angle best suits 
your style of grip and swing. 

Optional curved bottom to 12" heads 
Easily dismantled for airline travel 

Light aluminium shaft, nylon shock absorber, 
variable weight heads - see web site: 
http:/ /members.aol.com/ Hobbsmall 

John Hobbs, Kingsbury, Argos Hill, Rotherfield, 

E Sussex. TN6 3QH Tel & Fax: 01892 852072 

Email: Hobbsmall@aol.com     

Ly
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‘Mallets plus morons equals mayhem’ 
James Hawkins reports on American attempts to spice up the game 

was sitting in a coffee shop in 
Salisbury last August when I found 

a rack of postcards. The usual stuff - 
semi-abstract watercolours and arty 
photographs which advertisers and 
struggling artists like to leave in free 
help-yourself stacks in bistros. Here, 
though, there was one showing a 

group of 30 smiley, sun-tanned 
Americans under the caption 
“Greetings from San Francisco”. The 
funny thing was, they were all waving 
croquet mallets. 

These are the folk of the San 
Francisco Extreme Croquet Club. 
Along with practitioners from 
Connecticut to Detroit to Seattle, they 
dwell in the nether reaches of the 
Kingdom of Croquet. 

In a grand democratising gesture, 
the rules of the game are restructured 
to make them more - well - fluid. For 
a pursuit whose vicarage garden 
mythology decrees that house rules 
should be created to suit local geogra- 
phy or personal taste, Extreme, or XC, 

takes this to its logical conclusion. So 
much so that it exists not so much as a 
single game, but as a generic family, 
clearly recognisable as a group, but 
with few similarities in actual play 
from club to club, and often little 

scope for transference in skills. 
Nine-wicket croquet, where the 

course is laid out in a double-diamond 
(below) faded from English croquet 
by the 1870s. Somehow, this configu- 

ration resurfaced in post-war America 
with the efforts of mass merchandisers 
aiming for the backyard (i.e. garden) 
croquet-playing family market. This 
became the standard layout for what 
would become XC. 

The game of children’s pat-ball 
was clearly something in which no 
adult with any level of self respect 
would engage. The change in think- 
ing came when a generation of univer- 
sity students uncovered their old 
childhood sets. In most cases, this 

reintroduction to the game was large- 
ly beer-fuelled. With no facilities to 
play on a perfect surface, the ‘creative 
juices’ allowed them to accept what- 
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| “I'll take a bisque” - students in Texas puzzle over their next hoop 
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  Dimensions do, of course, vary. 

The standard layout of an Extreme Croquet court. 

        

ever conditions were available. 
Boundaries disappeared, distances 
between hoops got larger, and the 
inferiority of the playing conditions 
was embraced and celebrated. The 
extremeness of the game depends on 
the individuals involved, time allocat- 
ed, and quantity of alcohol available. 
Up in Seattle, for example, it’s a rela- 

tively staid affair. The New 
Englanders of Connecticut and 
Maryland have all but dispensed with 
the garden itself, and have a leaning 
towards playing in dense woodland. 
Texas A&M University has possibly 
the most masochistic outlook of the 
lot, with wickets in drainage culverts, 

atop waterfalls or in tree stumps. 
So much for the layout of the 

course. Fixing a hoop into a flower 
bed, or a broken up area of patio, or a 

garden shed is the same whether it’s 
done in Michigan or California. 
Where the games differ are on a more 
fundamental level. 

Specifically, some clubs have the 
recognisable foot-on-the-ball method 
of croqueting, two bonuses for a 
roquet, limits on roquets per turn, and 
the rest of the features many of us 
imagine as key to the game of garden 
croquet. Some allow multiple succes- 
sive roquets of the same ball. Some 
disallow the croquet stroke altogether. 
The radical departure in some forms is 
the concept of “poison”. 

Unlike our game, with a peg in the 
middle to be struck at the end of the 
game, XC has a peg at each end. One   

peg is struck half way through the 
game (the turning post). Here, the fin- 
ishing post serves a very different 
purpose from the centre peg in cro- 
quet. After completing the final wick- 
et, a ball becomes “poisonous”. Any 
other ball with which it comes into 
contact is immediately eliminated 
from the game. 

The strangeness of the poison con- 
cept is not fully realised until one 
understands that very little credit is 
given to the running of hoops. The 
elimination of opponents is what 
counts, and the Byzantine scoring sys- 
tem dictates that pegging out in this 
game is almost certainly a losing tac- 
tic. 

Tactics altogether are a curiosity. 
The rules seem to expect a one-sided 
battle, and games stop, not when 
there’s a winner, but when individu- 

als have had enough. Connecticut 
rules define the allotted time period as 
dictated by “1) Specific number of 
games; 2) Time limit; 3) Darkness; 4) 
High tide; 5) Etc.” It’s not uncommon 
for a game to drag on for eight hours. 
One group in central Ontario, Canada 
have an annual event that takes place 
over three days. For this event, a dif- 
ferent course designer sets the wickets 
and course each day, with only the 
“Tee Off” point remaining constant. 

Don Oakley, a Canadian mallet 

maker, has had dealings with the 

Extremists for some time. “ About five 
years ago I was contacted by an 
Extreme Croquet player. His reason   

for calling was the lack of a decent 
mallet with which to play. After some 
discussion, it turned out that they reg- 

ularly purchased a few croquet sets 
each year JUST to replace the mallets 
that keep breaking.” Wear and tear 
isn’t limited to the mallet head. 
Delicate shots call for the tip of the 
shaft, or the underside of the head to 

be used. And, of course, the more vig- 

orous strokes threaten to shear the 
entire mallet into pieces. 

espite its evidently high-profile 
ae once on the campuses of the 
United States, the game is not, in fact, 

an American invention. The oldest 
surviving club is thought to be 
Krocketklubben R.A.S.O.P. (the mean- 
ing of the initials is a closely guarded 
secret known only to members), 
founded in 1975 by ten students at 
Linképing University in Sweden. This 
was a firmly forest-bound affair. 
“One year we put a hoop one metre 
up a tree trunk, thinking it would be a 
difficult shot. It was actually quite 
easy because there was a stone at the 
bottom of the tree and we found we 
could ricochet the ball off it up 
through the hoop,” claims Anders 
Wilen, the last of the club’s founders 

still in the game. 
Contemporary photographs show 

participants dressed at all times in 
tweed suits. The subtext isn’t hard to 
spot. If croquet is seen as the quintes- 
sential English activity, adherents 
must adopt the dress code to match. 

  
  

(Left) The handle of a seesaw doubles as a hoop; (Right) The referee checks the correct setting of the peg 
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The Swedes go the whole hog, and play to a CD of 1930s 
palm-court music. Lakewood Croquet Club, in the top left 
hand corner of the US, takes the idea a step further, with 
the stipulation in its rules that players must talk with exag- 
gerated British accents. 

This is perhaps the crux of the game, and the element 
which is the most uncomfortable for us fans of the ‘serious’ 
game. Underpinning the XC philosophy there seems to be 
a layer of contempt for ‘old’ croquet. Bob Alman, of 
Florida’s National Croquet Center, is an émigré of San 
Francisco, and has had dealings with the SFXCC. “All 

they’re interested in is drinking and partying and getting 
attention from the press. Part of their shtick is ridiculing 
‘serious’ croquet players, whom they accurately describe 
as ‘boring old dorks in white.” 

Indeed, publicity is something which has come easily to 
the Extremists. Even now, journalists have the same pre- 
conceptions as ever about croquet. And XC provides the 
antithesis of what people imagine our game to be - stag- 
nant, upper-class and geriatric - rather than what it is. 
Local press and television in the States have lapped it up. 
Coverage has reached as far as a recent article in the 
Danish press, and a (for us) less than flattering interview 
on BBC Radio Five Live. Oh, and since finding that post- 
card of mine last year, I now see that my local shoe shop in 
Liverpool sports a life size poster of SFXKCC members play- 
ie ume, oo 4 te (Ny = t         
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ing croquet in a car park. 
So, does all this really damage us? A few years back, 

some members of Southport Croquet Club posed at the top 
of Snowdon with a couple of balls and a hoop. Coverage 
in the local paper brought a few extra people along to that 
year’s coaching course. Over in Florida, the NCC has cre- 
ated its own semi-Extreme Croquet course. “The course 
has obstacles, palm trees, and challenging changes in eleva- 

tion,” says Bob Alman. “We can play the course exactly like 

golf if we're trying to seduce golfers - and when played that 
way it is at least as entertaining as golf. Or we can play it 
exactly like Golf Croquet - which is even more entertain- 
ing.” It’s too early to say whether this will provide the 
stepping stone for golfers to make the transition to Golf 
Croquet or whether it will remain a sideline for the Center, 

What is clear is that the two games have very little in 
common. At its most basic level, Extreme Croquet seems 

to be more like a portable do-it-yourself version of Golf. 
Design your own course in the morning, and don’t forget 
the crate of beer to keep you going throughout the day. 

It’s fair to claim that most participants appear to be 
more interested in hardened party-going than the actual 
mallet-wielding, though it’s probably also a fair claim that 
most (proper) croquet players, either in clubs or in the gar- 
den, are more interested in the social network croquet pro- 
vides than the abstract appeal of the game. 

And as for the question of bad publicity, Don Oakley 
for one is unperturbed: “Any time a sport is taken to the 
extreme, it is likely to gather attention. As they gain noto- 
riety, the sport which they are compared to also falls into 
the spotlight. It is there that eloquent spokespeople can 
bring more attention to the original game.” 

  

Weblinks: 
www.extremecroquet.net 

Connecticut Extreme Croquet Society™ 
www.extremecroquet.com 

San Francisco Extreme Croquet Club 

  

  

  

CROQUET 
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Expert advice, discounted prices, rapid delivery on most items 

Mallet Cases 

  

   
   

La cases Sa 

now available, ideal 1 
for carrying your mallets “~ J 
overseas. . 

Small, internal dimensions 10 x 39 x 3.25" £69.00 

Large, internal dimensions 12 x 40 x 3.25" £72.00 
Also a range of soft mallet covers to suit most mallets, 

including both padded and unpadded. 
Blue cover with Croquet logo £19.00 
Padded blue cover with croquet logo £23.00 
Padded blue cover for longer mallet head lengths £27.00 

Croquet Mallets 
comprehensive selection of mallets, including Pidcock, 
Percival and Hobbs mallets, as well as the Hogan, 

Jaques and Townsend mallets we have always sold. The 
popular Hogan mallet at £69 + delivery is still our best-sell- 
er. Come to us for the widest variety and impartial expert 
advice. 

  

  

Clothing 
Ace range of white clothing and wet weather gear is 

available, including: 

Breathable wet weather jacket £33.00 
Breathable jacket and trousers £46.00 
Fleece reversible windcheater jacket £35.00 
Fleece reversible gilet £27.00 

_ Wet weather 'bomber' jacket £33.00 

§ Roll-up sports windcheater £28.00 
Pullover £18.50 
Ladies cardigan £28.00 

  

For more information 
Call Jeff Dawson on 01483 776971 
Email sales@croquet.org.uk 
Or visit our website www.croquet.org.uk/shop 
We are based at: 
112 Potters Lane, Send, Surrey GU23 7AL 
Callers welcome by appointment only, please 

| 

| 
| 

| 

| 
| 
| 
| 

_ Books 
_ A wide variety of croquet 
| publications are available, including:”— 

  

Odds and Ends 
Timer £8.00 
Croquet Girl cards - pack of 8, blank inside £4.50 
Croquet posters - bé&w prints, 4 designs available £6.00ea 
Ball markers, pack of 10 assorted plastic markers £1.00 

£1.00 Ball marker plastic holder, with 4 markers 

      

  

4.00 The Laws of Association Croquet oY 
2 £2.00 The Laws of Golf Croquet    

A Guide to Golf Croquet £5.00 
Know the game £5.00 
Croquet - The Skills of the Game by Bill Lamb —_- £10.00 
Croquet by John Solomon £9.00 
Plus One on Time by Don Gaunt £10.00 
Expert Croquet Tactics by Keith Wylie £14.00 
Croquet Management by Gaunt & Wheeler £11.50 
Croquet Coaching Manual £11.50 
The Principles of Handicapping by Bill Lamb £2.50 
Challenge & Gilbey book by Alan Oldham £3.00 
Lawn Management by John Beech £2.00 
Croquet: Technique by John Riches £7.00 
Croquet: Error Correction by John Riches £7.00 
Croquet: Next Break Strategy by John Riches £9.00 
Croquet: The Mental Approach by John Riches —- £9.00 
Croquet: Lessons in Tactics by John Riches £9.00 
Croquet: Finer Points by John Riches £10.50 
All book prices include P&P to UK addresses 

  

Complete croquet sets 
H™ about getting a set for the back garden? We sell a 

wide range of sets at rock bottom prices, and our new 
voucher scheme entitles members to 10% discount on their 

first set! 

  

Club Equipment 
his is an ideal time to check over your club equipment, 
and replace anything necessary. As always, we sell all 

the equipment your club is likely to need, including: 
Balls - Barlow GT, Dawson and Sunshiny 

Hoops - Omega, Aldridge, Townsend and Jaques 

Corner flags, yardline markers, pegs, clips, gauges.
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Tournament Business 

s a result of some communica- 
tions received from several of the 

top lady players, the tournament com- 
mittee agreed to review how the ladies 
selection events (i.e. the Barlow Bowl 
and Longman Bowl) were organised. 
Jeff Dawson took up the task of 
responding to the communications we 
have had, and assessing whether there 

was sufficient support for any change. 
The suggestions made had been for a 
change to the format of the events to 
shorten them (so that less time was 
needed to be taken as holiday), to 

change the venue to Bowdon (if they 
were willing to host) on the basis that 
several of the top ladies based in that 
area may be more likely to participate, 
and to move the event to avoid clash- 
ing with Northerns week (on a similar 
basis). 

The tournament committee felt that 
changing the format to a knock-out 
competition would not be appropriate, 
in view of the fact that there was 
already a ladies event organised this 
way (the Men’s and Women’s event). 
However, the committee was and is 

keen to ensure that as many of the top 
women. as possible be encouraged to 
participate, so that the event is seen as 

having the prestige we consider it 
deserves. We were therefore willing to 
take a flexible approach to achieve this 
end, provided that any change was 
supported by the majority of the likely 
participants. After an initial exchange 
of emails with some of the potential 
players, it was decided that a viable 
way of shortening the event would be 
to play as a single round-robin rather 
than as a double round-robin, thus 
providing 7 games for an eight, which 
could be played over 3 days and still 
allow time for any play-offs. 

Decisions for any change had to be 
made quickly, as the tournament com- 
mittee meeting was held only some 3 
weeks before the fixtures book needed 
to be finalised. In view of this fact, and 
the fact that Cheltenham had already 
been promised the events for 2003, it 
was quickly decided that for 2003 it 
would be impractical to change the 
venue and hence also the dates (which 
need to fit into Cheltenham’s busy 

20 
  

schedule). In order to get as wide a 
view as possible in the short time 
available, Jeff undertook to contact as 
many of the top ladies as possible, by 
phone and email. Because of the need 
to get views on this quite quickly, 

there was not time to send out a more 
formal questionnaire, and it was felt 

that this method also elicited a wider 
response than might otherwise have 
been achieved. Nonetheless, we are 

aware that this was not necessarily the 
most scientific approach that could 
have been taken, and we would wel- 

come further views from any of the 
ladies who might participate in the 
future, especially those whose views 
were not obtained in the survey. 

Jeff obtained responses from 25 
players, including all but 2 of the play- 
ers in the top 240 on the current rank- 
ing list. The results regarding change 
to a shortened format were: 

9 definitely in favour 
11 quite happy to go along with the 
change 
3 who would prefer no change 
2 who were definite in their views 
that there should be no change. 

It should be said that of the 9 definite- 
ly in favour of the change, 5 of these 
are unlikely to play in 2003 anyway, 
because of the clash with the begin- 
ning of the Northern week. 

The other strong view which 
emerged was that most ladies would 
prefer the two events (Barlow and 
Longman Bowls) to be held at the 
same time and place, as the social 

interaction was felt by many to be 
important. Most had no strong views 
about when the event should be held, 

except that it should not clash with 
any of the other major events, or other 
events specific to their local clubs! 

Jeff also asked about double bank- 

ing, time limits and venue. As to be 
expected, these questions gave rise to a 
much more varied response. Broadly, 
the majority were prepared to double 
bank if it meant the events could be 
kept together (with a significant num- 
ber of dissenters), and the majority 
were also against imposing time limits 
except where strictly necessary to 
complete the event. Most were rea-   

sonably happy with Cheltenham as 
the venue, although there was a view 

from several that the event should be 

moved around. 

Conclusion 
It was felt that there was a sufficient 
weight in favour of the shortened for- 
mat to make the change for 2003, and 
hence we have made this change, with 
the events to be played over 3 days, 
Friday to Sunday, with a single round- 
robin. However, this has the draw- 

back that there would be insufficient 
games if the numbers who applied 
were insufficient to form two eights, 
and sixes were played instead. 
Therefore, the proviso was made that 
if there are insufficient entries to make 
up 2 eights, then any six which is 
played should revert to the double 
round-robin format over 4 days. 

In view of the clash with Northern 
week, it was also felt that we need to 
find an alternative date for the event in 
future years. This will be reviewed 
over the forthcoming season. 

In the meantime, we would like to 

hear from as many of those players as 
possible who may be affected by any 
of these changes. Please send any 
comments to Jeff Dawson, 112 Potters 

Lane, Send, Surrey GU23 7AL, or 

email him at sales@croquet.co.uk. 

Tournament Regulation Changes 

he Tournament Regulations have 
had a few adjustments for the 2003 

season. Probably the most significant 
change to affect most players, concerns 
practice. The regulations now stipu- 
late that players may practice for the 
five minutes before play commences 
each day, on the lawn allocated for 
their first game, provided that there is 
no instruction to the contrary from the 
Manager, and that they take care not to 
loosen hoops. 

Perhaps the other most controver- 
sial change is in Appendix 1, on hoop 
setting - always a hot topic! The 
appendix has been modified to 
remove reference to ‘Exceptional 
Conditions’, which it was felt was very 

subjective. This now leaves clubs free 

to vary the standard settings by +/- 
50% provided that they advertise any 
planned modifications in the fixtures 
book, or publicise before play com- 
mences on the day why a change was 
considered necessary. 

Other changes are relatively minor, 
and include: 
(a) Appendix 4: Definition of A Class 
Championships amended to allow for 
qualifying blocks. 
(b) Hi(a): Clarified when changes of 
handicap should take effect (i.e. nor- 
mally at the end of the tournament in 
which the trigger point is reached, not 
just an event within the tournament) 
(c) Hi(e): No-one with a handicap 
greater than 20 may enter an event 
organised by the CA (note that this 
restriction does not apply to club 
events advertised in the fixtures book). 
(d) H1(f): New section to clarify eligi- 
bility for handicap restricted events 
(players may still play if their handi- 
cap was within the restriction limits at   

the closing date, or if no closing date 
applies, one week before the tourna- 

ment is played). 
(e) H2 Amended to clarify who may 
act as tournament handicapper, and to 
introduce a section on appeals 
(f) Various changes to clarify where 
the regulations apply to Golf croquet, 
including a new section T4 on timed 
games in Golf Croquet. 

The full regulations are available in 
booklet form, and every member club 
will be sent a copy. They can also be 
seen on the CA — website 
www.croquet.org.uk, or the booklet may 
be purchased from the CA on-line 
shop, cost £3. Principal regulations 
affecting players are also summarised 
in the fixtures book. 

Fixtures Calendar Corrections 

* pp 4 & 6 : The Open 
Championships at Cheltenham will 
commence on 6 July, not 7 July, as   

shown in the summary calendar. The 
main entry on page 23 is the definitive 
version. 

* p 32: The dates of the Seniors’ 

Championship are 15-20 July, not 26 
July. 
¢ p 90: Both the Improver Course 

and the Bronze Course at Southwick 

will be held on 26-27 April : 
« The South West Federation Bronze 

Course will be held at Nailsea on 17-18 

April, managed by Peter Dyke, 23 
Broom Farm Close, Nailsea, Bristol 

BS48 4Y]J, tel 01275 545178. 

¢ The Silver Course at Dulwich will 

be on 3-4 May, and at Bath on 26-27 

April. 
There are some minor errors in the 

summary details of tournaments on pp 
2-9, but except as detailed above the 

dates are correct, as are the entries in 

the main body of the book. 
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© MEETING 
At the next AGM, which will be held on 

Saturday 11 October, three members of Council 

will have completed their terms of office, two of 

whom have indicated their wish to stand for re- 

  

    
- sii " = : 

New Zealand 

South Africa 
Australia 

~. Canada 

America 

The names of any Associates who wish to stand 
for election to Council should be notified to the 
Secretary of the CA by 1 June. In addition it 
would be helpful if notice of any motions to be 
put to the AGM could be given to the Secretary 
by that date. 

Nigel Graves 
Secretary, The Croquet Association 

c/o Cheltenham Croquet Club, Old Bath Road, 
Cheltenham GL53 7DF. 

Email caoffice@croquet.org.uk       
For individual or group holidays in the best 

destinations in the world with or without 

croquet. 

Call for travel arrangements to the Western 

Province Tournament or MacRobertson 

Shield. 

Diplomatic Travel Ltd 
Coach Lane, Danehill, East Sussex 

Tel: 01825 740262; www.diplomatic.co.uk 

enquiries@diplomatic.co.uk 
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News & Information 

Croguet— 
Dutch Croquet 
This intriguing postcard comes via 
Nelson Morrow of Surbiton. The orig- 
inal card was printed in Saxony, and 

was sent from ‘SGravenhage to 
Rotterdam, dated 11th August 1912. 
The caption reads ‘Croquet - “Partners 
should keep together” ’ 

Leicester Club on the move 

After playing in the grounds of 
Desford Hall since 1994, the Leicester 

club has now moved back inside the 
city and will play at Victoria Park, 
where the club was founded and 
played from 1985-1990. There is only 
one full size court, but the playing con- 
ditions are superior to any the Club 
has experienced since leaving there, 

Hoororor 

  

  

and the catchment area is more prom- 
ising for new members. 

League Revision in the East 
Midlands 

With the demise of national events in 
Short Croquet, the East Midlands 

Federation, a relative stronghold of the 

Short game, has decided to change its 

Short Croquet League for 2003. It 
becomes a 14 point Full Bisque 
Association Croquet League with a 
base of zero. This will retain similari- 
ties to Short Croquet whilst integrating 
handicaps with the AHS. There is 
some flexibility over court size. Those 
clubs with only small lawns will par- 
ticipate using the schedule of bisques 
for small lawns issued by the 

    

The Great Hoopopotamus 

(— 
executes a perfect 

cut rush ...OH, NO! 

  

  

Three-quarters of the 

way through my tea and 

then you do that, you 

clumsy great ungulate! 

    

  
I'm terribly sorry! 
I shall make good 

immediately! 

  

    
bites should beep lagether:” : 

Tournament Committee last year, 

while larger clubs have the option of 
playing in the same league with full 
size courts. 

Association Inter Counties 

Details for the following Inter Counties 
Captains have changed. 
Hertfordshire (Association): 

John Gibbons’ email address has 

changed to john1@gibbons1 .fsnet.co.uk 
Yorkshire (Association): 

Peter Thompson's email address is 
peter.thompson@skansks.se 

Devon (Golf): 

The captain is Roger Bowen, whose tele- 

phone number is 01395 442360, and 
whose email address is 

roger_bowen@budleighs.freeserve.co.uk 

Rin Hs Wty Seal VME by Vietor 

A quarter of a cup of 
TEA ROOM 

tea and a small piece 

of one of those 

sandwiches, please! 
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A Special Wine Offer for Croquet Association Members 

Only £50.00 per case delivered to your doorstep! 

  

     
        

    

SOUTH AFRICA 
South African wines are produced in the South Western Cape Province. Most of the vineyards are 

within three hours drive of Cape Town. There is a long tradition of wine mak joes back to the 

ttlers. The vineyards, with their stunning background of mountains, are coole 

s from the west to provide “terroirs” of interest and great potential. tt 
South African wines have raced ahead in the UK. The opening of the market 

as well — the winemakers have listened to overseas buyers and there is an incre: 

ying winemakers. Massive replanting of red wine varietic specially Shir 
mean that by 2005 supply will have doubled. We have chosen two South Afr 

to try — they both offer excellent quality and value for money: 
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  bernet, will     

san wines for you 

Sunny Ridge Cape Chenin Blanc 2001/2002 
The versatility of the Chardonnay grape throughout the world has led to its tremendous popularity. 

Here in the Cape it produces soft, ripe Chardonnay fruit with rich creamy vanilla oak flavours. 

Beautifully balanced. 

  

Sunny Ridge Cape Red 2001/2002 
A blend of Shiraz and Ruby Cabemet grapes, producing a medium bodied dry red with 

juicy fruit flavours. Delicious! 

AUSTRALIA 
Australia has been at the forefront of the New World challenge to the established wine 

countries of the Old World, It has led the way in providing the big wines bur y with 

flavour. The wines have gained the confidence and captured the imagination o' 

generation of wine drinkers with their promise of consistent high quality and lifestyle imagery 

We have carefully selected two wines for your enjoyment: 

   

  

new 

Spring Gully Chardonnay Semillon 2001/2002 Stanley Wines 

This blend of two classic grape varieties gives a medium bodied dry white, with lifted varietal 

characters and subtle oak. Great for everyday drinking. 

Spring Gully Shiraz Cabernet 2000/2001 Stanley Wines 

A soft, rich medium-bedied dry red, showing true varietal flavour with attrac 

From one of the oldest vineyards in Australia 

  

ve oak characters. 

  

This mixed case offers excellent value for money and contains three bottles of each of the 

four wines listed above. The normal price of these wines should be £63.65 delivered but we are 

offering them to you for only £50.00 per case delivered to your door. 

   This offer is only available whilst the stock lasts. So hurry... try them — you will not be disappointed. 

Don't forget all wines purchased from the Folio Direct Wine List or from our wine offers will benefit the 
  

Croquet Association — please purchase from Folio and support your Croquet Association 

a B.. 

Folio Direct Order Form 

Name... 

Address . 

Please send to me . cases of South African/Australian Mixed wine case offer. 

please debit my erediteard [ IL JL LJ LILILILI WILL DOO 
or | enclose my cheque in the sum of | © made payable to Folio 
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John Jaques II won a place in sporting history - 
and a Gold Medal- for introducing croquet into 
England at the Great Exhibition in 1851. His 
display there attracted such wide attention that 
the game speedily became the vogue and over the 
years has developed into the absorbing sport 
enjoyed by so many world-wide. 

To commemorate the 150th anniversary of this 
event, the company has introduced a special 
Limited Edition 'Great Exhibition' set which 
includes Association Hoops, 160z balls and fine 
quality mallets, all at a very competitive price. 
Only 150 of these sets are being produced! 

The company also manufactures a complete range 
of sets and mallets for all standards of play, 
ranging from £60 upwards. View these on our 
website: www.jaques.co.uk 

"We taught the world to play..." 

    
John Jaques & Son Ltd, The House of Jaques, 1 Fircroft Way, Edenbridge, Kent, TN8 6EU 

Telephone : 01732 500200 Fax : 01732 500111 Email gameon@jaques.co.uk 

  

 


