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Editors Comments

| am writing this at an informal meeting of chesdlectors in a remote area of Yorkshire in the
UK. See page 14 for a report. Things are still vgnyet on the research front but a couple of
interesting articles both related to the Stauntatbepn / Jaques have come forward and are either
published in full or noted in this magazine. Theoffact” email system on the magazine website
has not been functioning well. | can receive e-mhbilt | am not able to reply to them. | hope to
have this sorted out soon, but | apologise to a@y @ember who may have emailed via the
website and have not received a reply.

Front Cover

This Russian, hand painted chess set made fromligakes sold recently on e-Bay for $149.62
and attracted 13 on-line bids.



We have received the sad news that Syd Freer lsaggaway following a short illness. Syd had
been a member of CCI since the 1980s and amassetk aollection of good quality chess sets.

During the 1990s Syd was a regular auction atteaddea strong buyer of sets. He and his wife
Jean attended the Florence meeting whilst morentigc€yd was at Cambridge in 2010. We

send our condolences to Jean and the family.
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Mozambique Stamps 2011. Celebrating %0
Anniversary of Maia Chiburdanidze Chess.

Maia Chiburdanidze was the seventh (and at the time the
youngest) Women’s World Chess Champion. Her FIDE
rating was 2502 in 2011.
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German CCI Meeting
7"- 9" Nov 2014
Weimar, Germany.

Dear Members and Friends of CCl,

We fondly remember the recent CCI Meeting in Munich with numerous attendants from
Germany and abroad. The International Congress in New York was attended by a large number
of members from Germany. This year we plan to meet in Weimar, many German and some
overseas Members have already signalled their participation.

This time the meeting will be held in cooperation with the “Ken Whyld Association” a group
dedicated to the collection of chess books. Today | cordially invite you and your friends to spend
a chess weekend in Weimar, the City of Schiller and Goethe from November 7th to 9th, 2014.

As in previous years we will have a chess market for about 2 hours in the hotel. Please bring
chess items for sale or exchange and inform us in order to arrange for sufficient space. To cover
the room cost a small contribution of EUR 10 — 15 per table will be collected. The chess market
will take place in the library of the hotel that features a large number of small elephants. It would
be nice if our members could bring one or more chess elephants to supplement the collection at
least on a temporary basis. A very special event will be the presentation of the highlights of the
Mathieu and Ine Kloprogge collection that will be auctioned off by A. Klittich-Pfankuch,
Brunswick, on November 20™ and 22", 2014

We were able to negotiated special rates for us in the traditional 5-star hotel “ELEPHANT".
Please make your own hotel reservations using the key word “Chess” at:

Hotel “ELEPHANT”, Markt 9, 99423 Weimar.

Telephone +49 3643 802 631. Fax +49 3643 802 655. email elephantweimar@Iuxurycollecti

Our special rates per night, including breakfast are: Single room € 112.00, double room €
127.00 Plus a City tax of EUR 2 or EUR 3 respectively. A contingent of rooms will be held for us
up to September 5th, 2014. Free parking is available in the hotel parking lot.
In order to ensure a smooth and uncomplicated meeting we have negotiated special rates with
the guides, museums and restaurants. Thus we have combined all costs in a participation fee of
EUR 195.00 per person which includes:
welcome drink on November 7.

- dinner in the Hotel on November 7th, 2014

- all entry fees and guided tours on November 8" and 9", 2014

- beverages and cookies during the coffee break

- lunch on November 8", 2014 (incl. beverages)

- dinner on November 8",2014 (incl. beverages)

We kindly ask you to transfer this sum beforehand to the following CCl-account. The payment
also serves as your registration:

Chess Collectors International. Deutsche Bank.

Account number 4712055 00. Bank code 500 700 24

For international transfers:
IBAN: DE06500700240471205500. BIC: DEUTDEDBFRA



Should anyone prefer to pay the fee in cash at the meeting, please notify us in order to register.
Attendants that do not stay in the conference hotel will be charged EUR 20 to cover the cost of
room rents and the like.

The meeting place on Friday, November 7", 2014 starting from 6.00 pm is the lobby of the
conference hotel "ELEPHANT". Following a welcome drink, we shall walk a few meters to the
restaurant “Zum Weissen Schwan” for our opening dinner at 20 pm, please note that this meal
is included in the participation fee.

The presentation of papers will start Saturday, November 8", 2014 at 9.00 a.m. in the
conference room of our hotel. We hope that you will find the program attractive and we look
forward to meeting many of you in Weimar.

Sincerely yours,

— a—
/ Aﬂnw / Lm signed: W. Angerstein

Thomas H. Thomsen Wolfgang Angerstein
Telephone +49 6174 4222 Telephone +49 2104 33503
Fax +49 6174 24062 Fax +49 211 8119511
email : dr-thomsen@t-online.de email : lascadidgel@gmx.de
More information is available at: www.klassik-stiftung.de

www.hotelelephantweimar.com
www.luxurycollection.com/elephant
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In the last issue of The chess Collector (Vol XxNol) in the News section, page 16, we
reported the discovery of an old Chinese chessade from clay, in thelebei province.

| made an appeal to members for additional infoionaand one of our Chinese CCI members
has managed to uncover a few photographs of tide fin

Chinese Chess pieces found in
the Great Wall of China,

dating to the Ming dynasty.
(1368-1644)




WHO WAS THE PATENTEE OF THE IN STATU QUO CHESS BOARD?

by Marc Loost

One of the most remarkable game accessories thatJamues patented and manufactured in thecgftury was
the chess board he named thén Statu quochess board.” Notwithstanding the renown of thimrd and its
chessmen, some confusion continues to exist coimgethe date on which the patent was sought, dbe when the
patent was granted, and even the identity of tbipient of the patent (the “patentee”). The pumposthis article is
to set out the relevant historical documentation.

The chess board was set into the hollow bottomfofding shallow wooden case. Each of the squaf¢lseoboard
had a hole into which the metal pin in the baseaath chess piece could be inserted. The ingeniowedty of this

chess board consisted of a mechanism that endimechess pieces on the board to be quickly lockebeir game
position whenever this was needed, such as wheohies game was played on a moving vehicle (cdeah, or

ship) or when the game was played at interruptegivals and the board had to be folded up and meissvhere.
In such circumstances it was quite convenient teehthe pieces remain affixdad statu quo (in their existing
position) to the board. The position of the pieessild remain observable to the players as londhadbard was
not folded up. In the weekNlustrated London Newsf 20th May 1854 (at page 475, column 4), Jaquiertised
the board in the following terms:

“IN STATU QUO CHESS-BOARD. — By Royal Letters Patert — This invention supplies a want long felt by
players of the game of Chess. By the use of the 8tatu Quo Board, the game may be discontinued, and
resumed at any time, without the Chess-men in the @anwhile being disturbed. The Board and men are
admirably adapted for ordinary play; and, for sea @ railway use, the In Statu Quo Chess-board has olwus
advantages not possessed by any other board hitherbffered to the public. Price, complete with chessien,
30s.; or, with ivory men, 50s., --JAQUES Patente&atton-garden.”

This initial text was soon changed to emphasizé dagues was the wholesale supplier of the boandil U859
nearly all advertisements for this board identififjues to be the patentee. However, commenciSgptember
1859, the Jaques advertisements of this boardedltére designation of “Jaques patentee” to “Jagunes Son
patentees.”

The patent (technically sometimes called ‘letteasept’) had been granted months earlier, on 16tguatu1853.
The application for the patent had been signed*bduly 1853 and deposited and recorded Brialy 1853 in the
office of the Commissioners of Patents for Invemtipursuant to théPatent Law Amendment Act, 185Phe
application was accompanied by a complete spetificgddescribed below) and the requisite fee ofpifs stamp
duty of £5. The application was given the permaiaentifying registration number No. 1589 of theay&853.

This date of 2 July, when the application was recorded, fixed phierity of public disclosure of this claimed
invention, and it afforde@rovisionalprotection for six months. During these six montiesinvention could be used
and published and the public would be given an dppdy to oppose the grant of the patent.

It should be recalled here that in the year beforel November 1852provisional protection had been allowed to
Jaques on®*iNovember 1852 for a provisional patent applicafam‘improvements in chesand draught boards.”
That 1852 application may have been intended ta first preliminary version of thia statu qudboard. That earlier
provisional application (No. 606 of the year 188l be described only near the end of this artitlecause it has
little historical interest, having been rather valguspecified without any accompanying drawings hading been
allowed to expire before coming into commercial.use

The requisite notice of the existence of the apfiti; filed on 2nd July 1853 was advertised inltbadon Gazette
on 5th July 1853 at page 1915. The Jaques’s nofités intention to proceed with the applicatioasradvertised
on 12" July 1853 at page 1950. The purpose of theseemtivas to give interested persons an opportuaity t
oppose the grant of the patent being claimed fritivention. Written particulars of opposition hi@dbe submitted
within 21 days of the publication of the latter ioet If the application was not opposed, the plengipatent law
did not require an investigation into the novelfyttee invention. But further fees and stamp dutyanting to £10
were to be paid when the patent was granted. insdikely that no opposition arose to the Jaquesrition,
because the patent (No. 1589) was soon sealedégraotJohn Jaques on 16th August 1853. Phtent Law



Amendment Act, 1852vhich had come into force on™1October 1852, had considerably simplified patent
procedures in the United Kingdom and reduced théial cost to the applicant.

However, an inventor, in deciding whether to seegatent and how long to use it commercially, dtidld to
carefully consider the fees and stamp duty he wbeldbliged to pay. Firstly, there was the £1@ mai filing the
application, and subsequently another £10 for tlaatgof the duly sealed letters patent having e&mal life of
fourteen years. With regard to timestatu quochess board, which sold at 50 shillings if it veaglipped with ivory
chessmen, this meant that Jaques had to setlsigh chess boards just to recoup his basic fegestamp duty of
£20. If the application were opposed, these costdd rapidly escalate because of further admiaiiste fees and
charges.

2 00000000006 Furthermore, even after the patent was grantedoitiinuing validity
e beyond three years was subject to further feestadp duties. The 1852
Act provided that the patent would become void firther fee of £40 and
a stamp duty of £10 (£50 in all) were not paid befine expiration of three

years. The costs again increased later, becaugatbet would become
void if a further fee of £80 and a stamp duty o® £2100 in all) were not
paid before the expiration of seven years. Thescbst in fees and stamp
duty of maintaining the patent in existence forfing seven years would

be £170 (£20 + £50 + £100). This total sum wastiigvalent of 68n

statu quochess boards (with ivory chessmen) sold at 50l each.

A.D. 1853 50 et N’ 1589.

SPECIFICATION

e The title of the Jaques invention broadly describedo consist of

‘improvements in the manufacture of chessboards dressmen.’ These
improvements were described in detail in the p&the application called
a “specification.” In the Jaques application, thiiscument comprised three
pages of text accompanied by two larger sheets (fodded) on which six
| figures were drawn. Thdrawings, lithographed by Malby & Sons, were
filed in duplicate and were partly coloured, butsnsubsequent prints that
2 were produced for the public were not coloured.
Although the name Jaques was wrongly spelled “Je&qon the blue cover of the specification printed 854 by
George E. Eyre and William Spottiswoode (printerél.M. the Queen), the name was correctly spelledues”
in the text of the specification. Such mistakeshia spelling of similarly sounding surnames were ur@ommon--
even in official documents.
In the Jaques specification, the “improvementshim thanufacture of chessboards and chessmen” wareecl to
be:
“the method of securing chessmen to chessboards dig the interruption of a game at chess, and the
modification of the form of chessmen, whereby thegre rendered more portable, as herein-before desdred
and exemplified. But | do not confine myself to thearticular details thereof, provided my said improvements
be substantially maintained.”

CHESS-BOARDS AND CHESS-MEN.

ILLIAM SPOTTISWOODE,
criLexe Manmary ¢
FICE, EAST HARDING STREET,

[ A =1 The words in statu quoé that were subsequently used to
:_ T ] _, identify the patented chess board and chessmenadidppear
T Am anywhere in the Jaques application. These wordsl ecually
be seen stamped on the upper edge of the board thieen
board was unfolded. Further research is neededsdertain
whether trademark protection was sought for thesedsvin

T = 40 ¢ 7 respect of the board and chessmen.

The details of the complex mechanism of the boastew
described as involving

“a pin in the bottom of each chessman” that cdddplaced
through a hole in each square of the board antdut into a
hole of pear-like shape” situated in underlyingnthinetal
plates. In connection with the plan drawing (hiesslequately
depicted), it was explained that, when these npttdés are :




“pushed inwards by pressing the guide®,b, until the ketch k, Figure 3 ... rises and prevents their return...
the small end of the pear-shaped hole in the metalates is placed in the notch in the pin of each ece, as
shown in Figure 2, and each chessman is retainedcseely in its assigned place until the ketchk, being
pressed down, the springsd, d force the plate outwards. The larger end of thgear-shaped hole is then
brought immediately under the corresponding holesn the squares, and the chessmen are set free. The
wooden blocksf,f, help to secure the ketchek,k, and keep the upper and lower panels of the chesshoag
and h, Figure 2, from touching the metal plates.”

With regard to the chessmen that were depictedgaré 5 of the specification, the text stated thay:

“represent a form of chessmen unusually low, and bbf the same height, and yet so designed or constted
as to retain the distinguishing outline of each pige. When, therefore, the board is doubled up withhe
chessmen fixed in it, the thickness of the fold wibe the least possible, and may be convenientlygged in a
cover, and secured by lock and key as shown in Fig6.”

|

(SHEET 2)
A.D.isss. Jury 2. N° 1589, _ ot
JAQUES CoMpLETE SPECIFICATION .
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As will be seen from the above drawings, the weliited squat chess pieces were not of the Stayatern that in
March 1849 Nathaniel Cooke (sometimes misspelleab®C) of 198 Strand (the address of fliastrated London
News had registered as a new and original ornamelgsign under th®rnamental Designs Act, 184Zach of
the in statu quochessmen resembles a piece that had been prgviogklded in one or more other patterns of
chessmen. However, in some of thestatu quaboards that | have seen, the knights no longemmbke those in the
patent specification and look more like the knigimtghe Staunton pattern. | have not found anydatibn that
Jaques sought to register the design of these mleessinder theOrnamental Design Act, 1842and it seems
guestionable whether such registration would haxeeeded, inasmuch as the Act required the desidpe hew
and never previously published. For table gamesradttean chess, Jaques obtained his first registratnder the
1842 Design Act on®*iNovember 1853.

Turning now to the main question as to who waspiditentee of then statu quochess board, it is evident from the
specification that the patent was filed by and tdrto John Jaques of 102 Hatton Garden, Londdn.1853,
however, there were two individuals named John &aguho were working as ivory and hardwood turnérs02
Hatton Garden. Was the patentee John Jaquesdie(&lr95--1877) or was the patentee his son, Jabnes the
younger (1823--1898)? The appellations ‘elder’ miinger’ were used by father and son in legalushoents as
late as 21 February 1867.



Most commentators seem to have assumed that Jajuesldhe elder was the patentee. Such assumptien wa
presumably based on the knowledge that in 1853btisness carried on at 102 Hatton Garden was tle so
proprietorship of John Jaques the elder. This doiggcal assumption was mistaken. The patent wad foy and
granted to John Jaques the younger and not graotées father. The text of the patent specificatexpressly
named the patentee to be John Jaques the youitheygh the blue cover sheet did not. In the djpation, the
text was shown to have been signed and sealedFitssday of July, Anno Domini One Thousand eigbhdred
and fifty-three’ by ‘JOHN JAQUES, thgounger.(L.S.)” All the advertised notices of the applicatialso identified
him as John Jaques the younger.

Why and when in 1859 was the word “patentee” chdnige“patentees?” It has often been reported Johh
Jaques the elder admitted his son John into patiipein 1860-61 and that he adopted the new patiename of
‘Jaques and Son’ to reflect this change. The aglonisinto partnership, however, must have occuimned859,

because advertisements by the partnerdafues and Soappeared (here much enlarged) inlthestrated London
Newsas early on r%’SAugust 1859.

B D BOARD.—A new portable
° . - I BACKGAMMON, CHESS, and DRAUGHT
BOARD, containing within a space not exceeding that of a small
pocket telescope the whole of the matériel—viz., boards, men, dice-
t, boxes. &e., for playing the three games. Invaluable to tourists. Price
o= 12s. 6d., at most Fancy Repositories ; wholesale, JAQUES and SON,

Y Partantocse Hattan.cardan
> Pa‘entees, BDation.-garden,

1 HE GAME of CROQUET, a capital out-door

CGame for the Lawn, and adopted for either Ladies’ or Gentle-
men’s play. Piice, with Laws of the Game, complete 25s. ; superior,
45s. ; pclished hardwood, £3. At most Fauncy Repositories. Published
bex and sold wholesale by JAQUES and SON, Hatton-garden.

d
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And on 3° September 1859, the partnership of Jaques andirSbpublicized theifin statu quochess board in the
same newspaper in the following manner:

NSATAIVR A VTN NAMAAAVINL M ANALT M) AALABAET VA ; WU TEy LS

~ ATEVVAAS EVAAY  AVALY VAP Adiam ateT WA »
1€ | Holborn, W.C. Illustrated price-lists post-free.

8 THE GAME of CROQUET, a capital out-door Game for the

8, Lawn, and adopted for either Ladies’ or Gentlemen’s play. Price. with Laws of the
X | Game, complete, 25s. ; superior, 45s. ; polished hardwood, £3. = At most Fancy Repositories

:,} Published and sold wholesale by JAQUES and 80N, Hatton-garden.

P
by .
s B C D BOARD. — A new portable BACKGAMMON, | &
s . ° e CHESS, and DRAUGHT BOARD, containing within a space not S
exceeding that of a small pocket telescope the whole of the matériel —viz, brards men,
h | dice-boxes, &c., for playing the three games. Invaluable to touriets. Price 12s.6d.,at most | C
he Fancy Repositories ; wholesale, JAQUES and SON, Patentees, Hatton-garden. i
ud
h- THE IN STATU QUO CHESSBOARD supplies a want felt | a
g by all chesplayers. At any period of the game the board may be instantaneously
M | closed without the chessmen being disturbed. Invaluable to railway travellers and tourists. 8
'; Price, with men complete, from 30s. and upwards.—At most fan:y repositories; wholesale, t
0. | JAQUES and 5ONS, patentees, Hatton-garden.
d 4
i
e
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This is the first reference to “Jaques and Sonnpeés” that | have seen that relates toithstatu quoboard, but
there could have been some earlier referenceshar aewspapers, especially daily newspapers. Xta ketter “s”
added to the word “Son” was obviously a printertsoe As this unusual set of triple Jaques advemisnts
indicates, the change from “patentee” to “pateriteess also applied to other products that had hestented by
Jaques prior to the formation, in 1859, of what ttessecond partnership in the Jaques business.

This advertisement was placed at about the timeJégues and Son were producing the first editfoimair short
32-page 8vo booklet entitiefhe ABC of Chesg By a Lady. This edition of 5,000 copies, which identified its
female author only bthe initials “H.1.C." is generally considered to e first published work on chess written by
a woman. But the public was not soon to know thenfity of the author. The first two advertisensenf the



booklet that were published in thustrated London News November 1859 omitted the words ‘By a Lady’rfro

the title of the booklet and thus even concealesl fdct that the author was a woman.

The first hefsé

advertisements, which appeared off Myvember at page 494, is shown below.

WUPY LU AUULITIN. LA VAWRLUE UT Vi LU,VVV DUUALAS SUILL POSL-1ree.

CHESS.—The A B C of CHESS, 32 pages, 8vo,

JaQUES and 8on, 102, Hatton-garden.
Notice.—Five copies will be sent free by post for sixpence.

One Penny.
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1 S 2’ JAQUES’S g
IN STATU QUO CHESS-BOARD.
pigpes. . .4
e P g /

. This Invention supplies a want felt by all Chess-players. The IN

period be discontinued, and the Board folded and placed in its case
swﬂlwnlth- Chessmen being disturbed. To Tourists and Railway
Travellers. it mwdmmmwmmjm

ordinary Chess-boards is entirely done away with.
“N should rated London News.

SOLD WHOLESALE BY

STATU QUO Chessboard is so contrived that the game may at any |

seem short, whilst from its peculiar construction the trouble incident to ¢

oA A~ - z -

The booklet was a short basic introduction to cimeeduced by Jaques
and Son to accompany the Staunton Chessmen tlyaiidweufactured.
The first edition, selling at one pence, was quictllsposed of or
discarded, and a second edition was produced inadarl860. This
second edition was reduced in size to 13.5 x 11tonhetter fit into
chess boxes but was expanded to 64 pages (plusegrimaper
wrappers) to carry advertisements for other JagmelsSon products.
The price was doubled to two pence. The insidetfrarapper of the
booklet featured an illustrated advertisement afjties’sin statu quo
chess-board implied to be offered “By Royal Letteesent.”

This booklet was Jaques and Son’s replacemeihéadChess-player’s
Text Book that Howard Staunton, at the instance of Na#h&ooke
(1810--1879), had written to accompany the fingh of Staunton
Chessmen manufactured by Jaques in 1849. Nath&@ueke
(sometimes misspelled “Cook”) was the proprietothaf design of the

Hot “_nd e Bamn_ G"dm'jmndm Staunton Chessmen that he had registered undetOthamental
o ’ o Designs Act, 1842n 1st March 1849. As the proprietor of the
registered design, Cooke controlled the use ofittggn during the three-year life of the designycigihit. Cooke
was a printer by training and, contrary to sometaisn reports, was neither an architect nor aivelaif John
Jaques. From 1842 until 1853, Cooke was one optbprietors (and founders) of thkustrated London News
Howard Staunton, who edited the chess column ofliirgtrated London Newfom 1845 up to his death in 1874
was thus one of Nathaniel Cooke’s employees frodb1® 1853. To my knowledge, there is no evidernz t
Nathaniel Cooke played chess or had any desigh asttier than in connection with printing and pubirg
newspapers and a multitude of illustrated booksas€hbooks were briefly described in my article hie book
entitled A Modest Collectiorthat the members of the Private Library Assocrapoiblished in 2006. Those books
included two works by Henry Noel Humphreys thatidatiel Cooke published in extraordinary decoratiagon-
pierre bindings. This was the material produced in LonbgrGeorge Jackson and Son that, with Cooke’s ajro
had been used by William Leuchars to produce thhig@asket containing some early Staunton Chessiaes
same material embellished the folding chess bohad Leuchars in December 1849 offered as an majchin
accompanying accessory.

The anonymous female author of the 1859 bookhet ABC of Chess | By a Ladgs Harriet Ingram Cooke (1838--
1924), the eldest daughter of Nathaniel Cooke. Bbeld wed John Jaques the younger in Kensingto3ist
January 1860. Among the witnesses to that weddiego(ted inThe Timesand The Morning Pogtwas Herbert
Ingram (1811-1860) who was the brother of Nathafiebke’'s wife, Harriet, whose maiden name was darri
Ingram. By this time, Herbert Ingram (elected Membf Parliament for Boston, Lincolnshire since @8had
succeeded in becoming the sole owner oflliastrated London Newsut his remarkably successful career would
soon be extinguished in a disastrous steamboasionlland wreck in Lake Michigan off' §eptember 1860.

After Ingram’s death, thdlustrated London Newsyhich was published at 198 Strand, continued teiiged in
the nearby building called “Milford House” on Milfid Lane, Strand. In May 1860 Nathaniel Cooke, whmed
the land and building at Milford House, transferiédo two trustees. One trustee was Nathanieltees son,



Nathaniel Wedd Cooke; the other trustee was Natha@woke's new son-in-law, John Jaques the youngeis
transfer of the freehold of the property was subfecan existing 21-year lease in Milford HousettNathaniel
Cooke had previously granted to Herbert Ingram,bn@éther-in-law and his former partner in severasibesses.
Nathaniel Cooke subsequently became one of the sugiporters ofhe Graphigthe successful weekly illustrated
London newspaper that competed with ithestrated London Newand was printed at Milford House after 1888.

It is my hypothesis, to be explained elsewheret ithevas Herbert Ingram (who did play chess) whospaded
Nathaniel Cooke to register, finance and promote/étd Staunton‘s conception of the Staunton Chessrirepart
induced by the recommendation of a friend of Stams{ Cooke and Staunton agreed to appoint Johne3aile
elder to be one of the manufacturers of the Stau@teessmen. These chessmen first appeared in t8dthpanied
with individual representations by Cooke, Stauntord Jaques that the design as depicted in thetrags
certificate was then new and original. The fancifidtion that John Jaques the elder designed thentsta
Chessmen in 1839 or later was first disseminateber2® century and is quite contrary to historical evicen

The identification of John Jaques the younger as“flatentee” of then statu quochess board does raise the
guestion as to how the Jaques business was coddaicid2 Hatton Garden from 1853 to 1859. Did Jadmues
the younger conduct business at this address fapartor together with his father? Was John Jaghes/ounger an
employee of his father's business? Was the busiaesactual profit-sharing arrangement as betwieemgelves,
even if they did not establish a legal partnersing use the style dflaques and Soantil 1859? Did John Jaques
the younger conceive and fabricate ithatatu quadboard himself or was the board a joint effort Bsher and son in
which the son was nominally designated to be tlierpp@e of the invention in order to achieve a paldir purpose?
One must keep in mind here the fact that in July31L8ohn Jaques the Elder was nearly 58 years oldhan his
eyesight may already have been failing. In eagh®fLl861 and 1871 censuses, he reported himdedf bdind.

The most likely scenario is that John Jaques thanger was a paid employee of his father until he a@mitted
into partnership in 1859. Even if John Jaquesythenger was the inventor and sole fabricator, thard (or, more
precisely, the patent for the board) would ordiyanave become an asset of the business of therfathis would
be customary if the board was invented and faleitah the course of the son’s employment by hiséfat
Therefore, if the father’s business was transforfnech a sole proprietorship into a partnership &9, the patent
for the board (among other assets of the business)d have become an asset of the partnership.uBeaza this, it
would have been rather incongruous thereafter ¢atify the two Jaques (father and son) by the davgword
“patentee.” Instead, it evidently became convenanrd practical to replace the word “patentee” witik word
“patentees.”

We may then ask whether the words “John Jaqueshigat’ in advertisemenbefore 185%eferred to John Jaques
the younger (who was the actual patentee) or to Jalyues the elder, who, being, in the above scerthe
proprietor of the patent, could also be calledphtentee. It would be my guess that, before 18&9advertised
words ‘Jaques, patentee’ were probably intendedidsignate the proprietor-father and not the invesom,
notwithstanding that the patent had been issuditktgon.

Further research, however, could slightly alters tecenario, if it showed that John Jaques the yauhgd
transferred his patent to the partnership by a &m@mssignment. Such an assignment would have leggstared as
provided by the 1852 Patent Act. The Jaques’s fisstioer term “patentee” or “patentees” at any tiafeer 3¢
September 1856 raises a further question. In.timelon Gazettef 17" October 1856 (at page 3397), the Office of
the Commissioner of Patents for Inventions publishdist of some 380 patents that were declared to:

“have become void by reason of the several Pates®having neglected to pay the additional Stamp Dytof
£50, before the expiration of the third year fromthe date of such Patents, pursuant to the Act of 6vic, c. 5,
sec. 2, for the Quarter ending the 30 day of September 1856.”

Included in the list of void patents was Patent 689 dated ¥ July that had been issued to John Jaques the
younger in respect of tHa statu quochess board! A patent that thus became “void” tegaly extinguished and
could not be revived. John Jaques and most othlenfees would certainly have known this in advabesause
such administrative action was prescribed by the21Batent Act and had already occurred severaistismce the
enactment of the 1852 Act. The failure to payfbé of stamp duty in order to keep the paterdtatu quowould

thus usually have been based on the patentee’sialethat the extra cost of £50 was not worth ttheaatage of



keeping the patent alive for another four yearserwhnother £100 would be payable. Would this dexcigi 1856
not have been made principally by John Jaquesltler, avhose business would be affected? What factmuld
have influenced such a decision? Much of the adggnbf owning a valid patent was the ability to Ipie its
existence as a warning to deter the unauthorisedtithe invention by others. A further advantagesthe ability
to initiate legal proceedings to prevent or stophsinfringement, but this advantage was perhapsde&lent. For
some inventions, the likely cost, delay and hazafdegal proceedings might outweigh the commeradtantage
of protecting the invention from competition.

With regard to then statu quochess board, neither of the two John Jaques piylbalol much to gain from a
renewal of the patent, because by the end of Sémet856 they had little to fear from unauthorisest or
imitation of the invention. The invention was gudistinctive in appearance, name and construetimhwas not
easy to replicate. Since 1853, Jaques had creageddireputation and marketing network for thisnioled luxury
product. The intricate board required preciselskd manufacture and involved some fairly costlgtenials. Not
every ivory and hardwood turner possessed the siguskills and experience, and few were dealeksngaa
regular supply of these materials.

In addition to the factors that would constrain supply of unauthorized imitations of the boardipwa demand for
this specialized product would itself protect Jagjagainst serious competition. The price of thadeas high, and
the need to possess it was probably slight. InM8%0s, relatively few chess players would haverofieeded such
a board to alleviate disturbance or interruptiorthhess games. Jaques, therefore, could risk alipthi@ patent to
lapse, if, without too much risk, he could continoeclaim that he was the patentee and therebyyittalt he was
still the owner of a valid patent. This evidentlaswvhat he decided to do, because he continuesstyide himself
as the patentee after October 1856, even thougtakesnt had been declared void.

What was the nature of the earlier Jaques inveritioimprovements relating to chess? In the yedorieehe filed
for his 1853 patent, John Jaques the younger'ddolember 1852 had filed grovisional specification (No. 606)
for “improvements in chessnd draught boards.” Notice of the allowance of provisionabfection was published
in the London GazettdNo 21,379 of 12 November 1852 at pages 3006 & 34® notice that opposition to the
application could be submitted was published inltbledon Gazett®o. 21,383 of 23 November 1852 at page 130.
He was identified as John Jaques the younger, ittoner of Hatton Garden. In filing this provisidraplication,
Jaques may have been seeking to gain prioritylioffdate over an impending competing applicationd chess
board that achieved a similar function. He celyairad been quick to take advantage of the majoefits of the
new 1852 Act, which had been recently enacted lin1852 and had recently come into force 8rQOctober 1852.
The copy of this 1852 provisional specificationtthhave seen was printed in 1854 by George E. ByteWilliam
Spottiswoode (printer to H.M. the Queen), but anlier print may also have been issued to the puflhis
provisional specification consisted of only oneggaaph and was not accompanied by drawings. Jadjoesged the
application to expire, perhaps because he decaeely solely on the better-specified inventionttha proposed in
July 1853. The specification for the 1852 inventitmscribed the invention to be:

“a board with flaps and hinges to enable it to fom a flat board for playing, and when not in use tde folded
up in the form of a box or tray. The chess or draugt men have pegs which take into holes in the cemtrof the
square of the board, and in the event of the gamesing interrupted, by simply turning the flaps at the side of
the board a spring or springs come or come into an, and the men are retained in their position, ad so
firmly, that the board, if desired, be folded up irto the shape of a box without the men falling or ving their
position.”

Has anyone seen a folding board that is adaptablhéss or draughts and that fits the describedifgdion
involving ‘pegs’, ‘springs’ and ‘turning flaps’, ia folding box or tray? It seems likely that Jatagues the younger
would have fabricated some examples before abangdms effort to patent this particular board oafuts. As the
specification did not include any drawings, it didt disclose the pattern of chessmen or draughtstha would
have been used. The considerable differences bettheel852 and 1853 specifications suggest thaintistatu
qguo chess board was conceived after the date of tte¢ dpecification and before the date of the second
specification, namely sometime betweéhNMovember 1852 and 1st July 1853.

Before concluding this article, it seems worth ngtthat the partnership of Jaques and Son (existining the
period from mid-1859 to 21 Feb 1867) was the seqmarthership that existed in the Jaques businegdhet the



name “Jaques and Son” or “John Jaqgues and Son"sulasequently applied to several different partripssin
different generations until 1898. The business tnassformed into a limited liability company in 189

It is generally but mistakenly believed that thestfisuch Jaques family partnership existed betwebn Jaques the
elder and his father Thomas Jaques the elder (1/@&8). The reality was otherwise. The first parghip was
between John Jaques the elder anatkisr brother, Thomas Jaques the younger (1793--1830). The{tbesons
of Thomas Jaques the elder) together conductedlibsiness of wholesale ivory and hardwood turrerghridge-
ware manufacturers and dealers in ivory and hardedor several years. Each brother held a 50%esimathe
business. Their father was not a partner. Fronuiab®17 until 1821, they conducted this businesz2aBaldwin’s
Gardens, Holborn, London. Following their fatherdirement from his own business (described beliomgbout
1821, they continued to conduct their own busimasgnly at the father's former premises at 65 Leattemne,
Holborn, London until the partnership ended whk tdeath of Thomas the younger in February 183fler Ais
brother’s death, John continued the business atohies own name until 1859, first from 1830 maialy65 Leather
Lane (although he had a saw mill at Liquorpondettfer some years) and then from 1838 mainly at Hagon
Garden, Holborn. His move to 102 Hatton Garden heye been partly motivated by the fact that hiseain-law,
Thomas Danks, had moved from Baldwin’s Gardens8t8® Hatton Garden some years before.

There is ample documentary evidence of these fatis.existence of the partnership between the nothérs was
certified by John Jaques the elder’'s own writt@eshent made under oath in which he declared that:

‘such Partnership Trade or Business was carried ofor some years previous to the year One thousand dfit
hundred and twenty two in Baldwin’'s Gardens and fran the said year One thousand eight hundred and
twenty two ... as partners under or by virtue of ertain Articles of Agreement entered into between rad by
them for such purpose and bearing the date the twéw fifth day of January One thousand eight hundredand
twenty one...".

Thus, contrary to the information published by Jlagues Company since 1945, the Jaques businesstdidoceed
from father to son through generations. The preseisiness arose directly from the partnership dtwgia’s
Gardens between the two brothers, Thomas and Jblerbusiness conducted by John Jaques the elaerl880 to
1859 was a direct continuation of the business woted by the two brothers in partnership, the fif@ncial
accounting of which | have seen and expect to phbinh another context. The Articles of their parsidp
agreement might still exist in the archives of dlagues Company. To my knowledge, the Jaques confpdmigh
has existed as a limited liability company onlycgin1899) has never mentioned this partnership leztvwihe
brothers in any published version of their histang has never acknowledged Thomas Jaques the yaaspaving
contributed to the business of which he was a fowghdenior partner. This, it seems to me, is onasederal
omissions that have created confusion concernieghibtory of the Jaques business and the prodhatsits
founders manufactured. The business card of the df ‘T. and J. Jaques’ at 65 Leather Lane, wiiieh Jaques
company have often featured in their publishedohyjstwas that of the partnership of the brothensnduthe period
1821-1830 when they were at this address as partne

What then was the nature of the separate busirfefe dather, Thomas Jaques the elder (c.1765-)2848ntil
about 1821, he conducted his own separate busate§$ Leather Lane, apart from that of his two sdns
commercial directories where both businesses vigtexl| his business was usually described to keoftan ivory
turner and tunbridge-ware manufacturer and dealerory, tortoiseshell and foreign hardwoods. Theghs (if any)
differences between the business of the fathertlaaidof his two sons appear to be that the sonshasimed that
they werewholesaleturners who turned both ivory and hardwoods. Tdidynot usually deal in tortoiseshell.
Thomas Jaques the elder probably retired frombtihisness shortly before February 1821. In that maartd within
days after he has seen his sons agree their Art@idPartnership and seen his son John Jaquesidbe \kell
married to Ann Danks, Thomas Jaques the elder fbrsab-leased his premises at 65 Leather LanéstoAo sons
jointly . These premises included the workshops and stashgd that he leased in White Hart Yard at the gka
his premises at 65 Leather Lane, together withtsighi way (for a horse and cart) that he sharet hig landlord.
His landlord was his neighbour, John Emblin (somes spelled Emblyn), who was a tripe dresser dte@ither
Lane.Years later, Emblin would employ Ann Danks’ether, Michael, after the carpet manufacturingimess of
Thomas Danks and Son had fallen into bankrupt&Biil.



After 1821, Thomas Jaques the elder could be fairi® Leigh Street, Red Lion Square, Holborn, whiafiding
he shared with his second wife, the former Ann Enewhom he had married in August 1816. From 1848 his
death in 1846, he was listed in commercial dinéetoas a lodging house keeper at that address yddingest son,
Samuel Jaques, born of this second marriage, vgasaal ivory turner. It has yet to be ascertainedthdr Samuel
Jaques and John Jaques the elder ever had a woekatignship.

It seems very likely that Thomas Jaques the eldridvhave trained his three sons in ivory turningheir youth.
This training, however, did not constitute an apgoeship recognized by the Worshipful Company ofriers.
After John Jaques the elder retired from the bssiren 21 February 1867, John Jaques the younger in 1868
decided to gain the “freedom” of the City of Lomjavhich essentially consisted of the right to viiteam his
address at 102 Hatton Garden. He could do sod¢blé gain membership in the Worshipful Companyf ofners,
but he could not qualify for such membership byeptaige, because none of the Jaques had been meshiteiss
livery company. He was therefore obliged to pusehhis membership by paying 5 shillings to the Camypon
18th November 1868. This enabled him to obtairfneedom” of the City of London on 7th December 986

The various topics touched upon in this articleitenfurther research that would correlate the fatethhe design
registrations, the trademark registrations ancttiyright registrations that might have been oletdiby Jaques.
With regard to the use of the terms “patentee” ‘qradentees,” such research would ascertain to whibbr Jaques
products these terms were applied and whether trgy daques patents were allowed prematurely torbecsoid.
John Jaques’s 8-page booklet on the laws andatgus of the game of croquét that Jaques and Sbiisped in
1864 indicated that they had decided simply to theeless differentiating terms “Jaques and Smtent’ in
connection with their invention of certain croqirgtruments. In the same booklet, however, an gideanent for
thein statu quochess board referred to “Jaques and Son. paténerdhe 1865 edition of the booklet omitted the
reference to “patentees.”

The wrapper of the Jaques booklet on the lawsaxfu@t did not indicate whether the author of thekiet was the
father or the son, but you would be correct in giresthat the patentee of the provisional pateantgd in 1862 for
“improvements in the instruments used in the gafreaguet” was the younger man.

Marc Loost
London, 29th August 2014

NEWS

Russian Chess Museum

A new museum of chess has opened in Moscow, Ruksis.located in the Russian chess
Federation, 14 Gogol Boulevard, Moscow and contamay rare Chess artifacts including
Chess sets and Books. The grand opening was att&ydeCl member Yuri Averbakh

Further information can be found on the followinghagites:

http://www.chess.com/news/russias-first-chess-mmusepened-in-moscow-8334

http://www.fide.com/component/content/article/1didews/8299-the-first-russian-chess-
museum.html




1% AppletreewickSkyreholme International Chess Tournaent

At the end of August, nine chess collecting enthstsi (Most were CCl members) gathered in
the wilds of the Yorkshire Dales in the UK for ariarmal weekend of discussions, chess games
and socializing. Most were from the UK but one memtame over from the USA and one from
Holland to be at the event, which was organize@€8y Member Jonathan Jordon.
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Based in an old schoolhouse, which is being remalatear a small village called
Appletreewick, We had informal discussions on tepenging from BCC sets, to the USA Ivory
ban, from Victorian transport to Carlsen’s tournatr@ogress.

It was a very enjoyable weekend where several dirogght along one of two special sets to
either show or play with. It was especially good fa play games of chess with a BCC set, a
stamped Jaques set or an old St George set.

We played a mini tournament of 15 minutes play tredtop four went on to play a series of 1
hour games and the overall winner was Jon Crun(iU&A)

Tournament Games in progress

Everyone who attended really enjoyed
the relaxed atmosphere and friendship.
Well done Jonathan and let’s hope thjs
leads on to more informal meetings irj
the future.




NEWS

Russian Chess Museum

A new museum of chess has opened in Moscow, Russdocated in the Russian chess
Federation, 14 Gogol Boulevard, Moscow and contaiary rare Chess artifacts including
Chess sets and Books. The grand opening was att&ydeCl member Yuri Averbakh

Further information can be found on the followinghsites:

http://www.chess.com/news/russias-first-chess-mmsepened-in-moscow-8334
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museum.html

Auction Review

Christie’s

A sale of a few significant chess sets was held vecently at Christie’s auctions in South
Kensington, London. Sets of note were a Victoriaavél set by Calvert dated to 1830, which
sold for £625 and an Irish Killarney set in arbutusod and sycamore complete with an inlaid
board, which sold for £1500. Another fine Calvest ;@ Boxwood and Rosewood was sold for
£2375 and a British Chess Company “Royal” ches¢lsge 19" C) sold for £2125. (Lots 278 —

288) The results and pictures can be found here:

http://www.christies.com/lotfinder/lot/a-victoridmexwood-and-ebony-royal-chess-5831433-
details.aspx?pos=9&intObjectlD=5831433&sid=&page=19

Auction Gallery of the Palm Beaches
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Staunton Chess Set

Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity

By Fernando Raventos
(Extracts and Review by Jim Joannou)

This interesting and Detailed paper is aimed andryo get the Staunton Pattern recognised as an
“Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity”. Howevérere is a problem to overcome because
the UK government have not signed up to the releM&ESCO convention.

Extract:
Introduction.
As surprising as it may seem, not all chess sets haen designed to play, hence we find:

6 Functional pieces, designed to play and
6 Ornamental pieces, designed to decorate.

This article focuses on the best known functiopiaces, called Staunton, which are widely
accepted by casual and professional players arthenorld.

The Staunton chessmen were created in London i9, tRding the Victorian era, over 160 years
ago. They are masterpieces of functionality andasiee, so they have become the unique and
unmistakable classic chess game pieces. Many glaggmnot imagine the game with other
pieces.

In 1924, these pieces were selected as the offetaby the World Chess Federation; presently,
for about 600 million players in over 120 countri8saunton pieces are the choice of set.

Since such pieces fully meet the needs that metivdtem, they have become one of the most
successful designs in history, to the point thaytare considered timeless pieces, neither old nor
new, and nobody is seriously planning on improwanghanging them.

But such pieces were not created easily or spootetg they are the outcome of a slow process
of trial and error that lasted more than half atesn resulting in various designs that are now
known under the generic name of Pre-Staunton.

Given their antigueness, importance and contingéglyance, such pieces are already a part of
the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.

For this reason, it would be desirable for the EchiKingdom, it's home country, to formally
request UNESCO to include them in the Represemtatist of the Intangible Cultural Heritage



of Humanity. Unfortunately this is not possiblethe moment because the United Kingdom,
despite being a member of UNESCO, is not partyhto Convention for the Safeguarding of
Intangible Cultural Heritage. We hope that soomemtlater, the United Kingdom adheres to
such Convention and with legitimate pride claimtbke world, as English, the traditional
Staunton chess set.

Fortunately the Internet and the ubiquitous elextracommerce are developing a growing
interest in quality Staunton pieces, mainly madevobd, even in sophisticated luxury versions.
UNESCO'’s official recognition would strongly suppdris positive trend.

The article continues with looking at the well knostory of the original design, the concept of
the Intangible Cultural Heritage and its advantafdatowed by detailed analysis of the various
pieces and finishing with a word about the cursstuation.

It is an interesting read but the real purposéhf article is to raise awareness and gain support
for the recognition of the Staunton design. How tenCCl help?

Well, members in the UK could write to their MemlmdrParliament directly. A signed petition
could be organised and submitted to the UK govenin@ther suggestions would be welcome.

A full copy of this article can be downloaded fréine Home page of the magazine website.

Disclaimer:

The sets offered here are not endorsed
or recommended by the CClI
organization.
Descriptions & pictures are provided
by the seller and not written by the
editor. Interested parties should contact
the editor.
Previous items that have begn

requested or offered for sale may siill
be valid. See the members section|of
the magazine website for further
pictures / Detail:




Selling
ltem 13

Interesting
Modern
Metal set
complete
with board

Chess Sets, Books, Magazines for Sale

A member, downsizing his collection, is offering gell most of his material to

fellow CCl members. This includes 80 sets from rigve high-end, dozens of

books, hundreds of magazines dating back to 194d,aafew chess boards &

clocks. Some souvenirs of CCI conventions are alsnlable. Catalogs of chess
sets, books, or magazines are available for youewe Photos of the chessmen are
in the works.

If you are interested in examining one of thests liplease contact Jim Brotsos, at
jabchc@ameritech.net.

If any member is interested in any of these setefter then please contact the
editor. Further pictures can be found on the mangagiebsite. (See Back page for
link to the magazine website)



CHESS ON THE WEB

The Chess Collector Magazine Website.
http://chesscollectormagazine.sharepoint.com

The two papers mentioned in the issue can bothdvnldaded from the home page of the
website. Various articles on the USA ivory ban hals® been uploaded.

As mentioned earlier, the “Contact” e-mail systemtlze website has not been operating well but
we hope it will be operational soon.

Carlous Chess website
https://sites.google.com/site/caroluschess/home

This interesting website, created by Leo Hovestegititains many pages on various aspects of
Chess. Including ancient chess history, medievakghhistory, chess and music, and chess art
history. There is also a section on Chess Traimmggch includes chess software.

Hanging Chess set — Gazebo Style.



