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Lawrence GOugh's Last

Round,?
POR THE LAST eiaht ~ears the usually peaceful world of Irish
fencin& has been resoundin& to the clash between the Irish AlMteur
Fencing Federation, and Lawrence Gough, who claims to be Ireland's
leading master of the art. It is a dispute where thrust and counterthrust has been reported in the sports pages of nearly every paper in
Ireland. Recealit!f,
the decision of-the IAFF not to field
a team in this year's Montreal Olympics, the battle between Gough
and 'the Federation has entered another, even more controversial
round.
,Gough is nursing a wound that has
resulted from the Federation's failure, yet
again, to select him as Ireland's entrant
for the Games. Though he had really litde
chance of being chosen on any team the
I.A.F.F. might have fielded, having
already on several occasions in the past,
been suspended and expelled from its
ranks, the letter which be received last
February notifying him of his rejection
contained a blow which caught him offguard. And well it might, for the grounds
on which it rejected Lawrence Gough are
probably without precedent in Irish
athletics.
The last paragraph of the letter signed
by Maeve Dunphy, Honorary Secretary
of the Federation, read: "Further to your
meeting with Mr. Wilkes of 30th December, I wish to inform you that the
I.A.F.F. considers that, irrespective of
what results you may ac::llieve, it would
Dot be in the best interests of Irish
fencing that you represent Ireland in the
Montreal Olympics. As a corollary, the
Federation will not be forwarding your
results to date to the Olyinpic Council of
Ireland."
What this amounts to is an assertion
that there are standards other than those
of performance in which an athlete's fitness to enter an event is to be judged.
But just what standards are being invoked has never been made clear. Ro bert
Wilkes, the I.A.F.F.'s President, refused
to comment on the offending passage_
However, the implication is clear enough
that somehow or other Gough is not a fit
character to represent his country at the
Olympics. In a sport which has a tradition
of gentlemanly and chivalrous behaviour
to live up to, it seemed 'to Gough like a
stab in the back.
Unfortunately, that tradition has
already been somewhat sullied in Ireland
over the last eight years. The battle be-

tween Gough and the I.A.F.F., leading up
to the attempted coup de grace of Mrs.
Dunphy's letter, has been characterised
by the kind of thrusts and counter-thrusts
nOt found in any rule book of the art
of fencing.
This is mainly because the combatants
are fighting within a very narrow field.
The first round in Gough's long battle
was fought with Patrick Duffy, who since
the 'forties has completely dominated
Irish fencing. Patrick Duffy is the only
professional fencer in the country and
runs its only training school in Sandymount. Known as «the Professor," Duffy
has trained all the leading fencers in
Ireland, who are all members of the
I.A.F.F. He is also the only source of
fencing equipment in the country. As we.ll,
he runs the Salle Duffy fencing club, one
of the four fencing clubs in Dublin. It
is here that the I.A,F.F. generally holds
its selection examinations to choose the
panel of members who are to preside
over Irish competitions. "Professor" Duffy
is usually the head of the examining
board.
, For several years running those
chosen to preside over the final pool of
Irish competitions, that is at the highest
level of the sport, have all been Salle
Duffy members. It is hardly surprising
that a fencer who is not a member of
Salle Duffy, taking part in a competition
against a SaUe Duffy opponent, should
feel rather uneasy about the fact that the
judges are also members of the SaIle
Duffy dub.
Gough claims that Duffy was responsible for having him unfairly excluded
from a National Schoolboy Championship
competition on the grounds that he was
no longer attending school at the time
of the event. Apparently, in the previous
year the sister of the I.A.F.F.'s President,
, therCKevfn' Byrrie,hiid been· permitted

she had left school and was working.
On the day of the event Gough turned
up at the Salle Duffy club where it was
being held and there followed a confrontation between him and I.A.F.F. memo
bers. He was turned away and soon after·
wards received notice of his first suspension from the Federation, under whose
auspices the event had been held_
As it turned out, "Professor" Duffy
had not organised the competition as
Gough later claimed, and that the rules
under which he was excluded were perfectly valid. Had this been made clear
at the time the ensuing battle might not ~
haY~ ~kelJ plac~, and the history of Irish l
feaeing might have been very different_ ~
The suspension meant that Gough was "
barred from entering a , competition in
Germany for which his team, from the
University College, Dublin, Fencing Ciub,
of which he was a member, had been
selected. But the next thrust came from
Gough and it was aimed at Professor
Duffy. A year later, when he became
Captain of the U.C.D. dub, he arranged
for its members to order their equipment
direct from the suppliers in London, bypassing Duffy completely. He followed
this up by another blow: the U.C,D.F.C.
members would no longer attend SaIle
Duffy training classes (given then at two
guineas an hour) but would be trained
by the most experienced members from
within their own dub. "Professor" Duffy,
however, disputes this hit and maintailis
that it did not affect him at aU.
But whatever satisfaction Lawrence
Gough may have derived from this move
it was short lived. Within nine months
he was removed from the captaincy of
the dub. He daims it was due to direct
pressure from the Federatior., Parryinr:
thi. allegation, counter-allegations have
It that there wa. resentment from
within benuse as Captain he had used
tit. tiny Irant given to the club by the
Univer:sity to travel. Yet, the only: _travel
that Gough did at this time was -to
Turkey where he entered a competition,
the expenses of which he maintains he
paid himself.
__" .. . ,
More serious was the blow tnat came
from the I.A_F.F. six months later, right
in the middle of the run-up to the 1968
Olympic Games. It fell shortly aftel'
Gough had taken upon himself to write
to the Irish Olympic Council asking
them in ominous tones to make sure
that "nothing unorthodox would happen
in the selection of the Irish fencing team
for the Mexico Olympics." This was an
attempt to parry the rejection that
Gough was obviously expecting from the
I.A.F.F. who are solely responsible for
the selection of the Olympic team. It
was, to say the least, a clumsy move and
the expected counter-thrust came when
Lawrence Gough was informed by letter
from the Federation that he was no
longer a member. The letter notifying
him of his expulsion was brief and to
the point: "I have been asked to advise
you that at the Council meeting held
last night you were expelled from the
Federation from today's date for 'conduct detrimental to the interests and
character of the Federation',." It was
signed by the chairman, then K. T. M.
Robinson.
A
fatal
thrust apparently. But
Gough was quick to parry with a claim
that the explanation was unconstitutional. In fact, Article VIII, Section 3,
of the I.A.F.F.'s constitution would seem
to bear him out. In cases of expulsion
it reads: "Notice must be served upon
the member against whom the action is
being taken, setting forth gCIlt:1 ally the
conduct forming the basis for the
action." Shortly afterwards he was informed that, contrary to what the letter
said, he had only been suspended for
one year. But in spite of this after his
year

was

up

his

app1ication

for

a

Federation fencing licence was rejected
by the I.A.F.F.
So, for the last four years, Gough
has not been allowed to take part in
any Irish event, and for most of that
time he has been living and fencing on
the Continent, His latest attempt to draw
attention to his situation began this
(Cont. in page 9)
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January, to coincide with the run-up to
the Montreal Olympics, when an article
appeared in "The Irish Times" extolling
his prowess as a fencer and lamenting
his neglect_ However, during the intervening years since 1972 his performance
in the sport is not all that he makes it
seem. The list of competitions which he
p.as entered, nearly all of them on the
Continent, and which he offers as evidence of his qualifications for Olympic
status, are not nearly as impressive as
they might look to an outsider. They
'are mostly local fencing events without
any genuine international standing. The
last competition he took part in that
might be regarded as in any way representative, in Birmingham last April, has

been dismissed by tht' I.AT.r a.~ 1)[
little significance as it had no '-high level
Continental entrants. The Federation is
demanding that Olympic entrants should
have participated in Grade " A" International events_
However, as Gough is
quick to point out, this is a demand
which was not met by the Olympic team
they sent to Mexico (who all, by the
way, were Salle Duffy members) in
1968.
Whatever the outc.ome of this latest
round in the battle between the I.A.F_F.
and Lawrence Gough, it is certain that
he will not appear in any Olympic event
after 1976. As far as his age is concerned he is already over-the-hill for his
sport. For him thi~ latest round· may
weB be his last. Doubtless, he intends
that if he cannot shout "Touche" at the
end of the match he' will at least go
out with a flourish_

