
CDTTL AGM 2022: Divisional Secretary’s Report 

1 Over the past six seasons, the number of Clubs entering teams in the CDTTL has dropped from 

fourteen to nine, with the withdrawal of Rawreth, Liberal, Bocking, Felsted and ARU.  However 

the number of teams in the adult divisions has remained high due to an influx of players from the 

Chelmsford Junior League (CJL) and from our social Bat&Chat sessions at CSAC. Twentyfive 

players from the junior divisions played in the adult divisions, six Bat&Chat players joined teams 

in Division 5, and forty League players took part in Bat&Chat sessions. 

   

2 The number of players taking part in the Junior League dropped significantly due to players 

moving on to the adult divisions and the withdrawal of Danbury, West Maldon and OCA teams.  

 

 No of Clubs No of Adult teams No of Junior teams 

2016-17 14 50 8 

2017-18 14 48 18 

2018-19 12 50 21 

2019-20 11 53 24, 29 

2020-21 - - - 

2021-22 9 47 17, 15 

 

3 The five adult divisions each had 9 or 10 teams, and the CJL divisions had 5 or 6 teams. In the CJL, 

problems were caused by teams failing to turn up for away matches; scorecards being posted on 

WhatsApp rather than the League email account; Clubs running out of players due to an over-

optimistic number of teams being entered; and fixtures being rearranged on an informal basis.  

 

4 Division Tables 

Division 1 P W D L F A Pts 

1 Chelmsford A  16 14 1 1 123 37 123 

2 Chelmsford B  16 8 1 7 88 72 88 

3 Danbury A  16 6 3 7 85 75 85 

4 OCA A  16 7 4 5 83 77 83 

5 Danbury B  16 9 2 5 80 80 80 

6 Writtle A  16 6 3 7 78 82 78 

7 Danbury C  16 6 3 7 75 85 75 

8 Galleywood A  16 3 3 10 57 103 57 

9 Chelmsford C  16 2 2 12 51 109 51 

 

Congratulations to Chelmsford A, whose team of Gary Young, Daniel Young and James Liddiard 

were runaway winners. The youngsters of Chelmsford B were runners-up with a team based on 

Harry Buckle, Charlie Craig, Josh Bickles and Saul Chivers.  Averages of 90% or better were 

recorded by Matthew Mulley (100%), Duncan Taylor (96%), and Trevor Lloyd (90%) 

Division 2 P W D L F A Pts 

1 Danbury G  18 10 6 2 107 73 107 

2 Hatfeld Peverel A  18 10 1 7 95 85 95 

3 Chelmsford D  18 8 4 6 95 85 95 

4 Writtle C  18 9 1 8 94 86 94 

5 Danbury D  18 7 6 5 94 86 94 

6 OCA B  18 6 6 6 91 89 91 

7 OCA C  18 4 4 10 83 97 83 

8 Writtle B  18 3 6 9 83 97 83 

9 Danbury E  18 7 5 6 82 98 82 

10 Danbury F  18 4 5 9 76 104 76 

https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Chelmsford_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Chelmsford_B
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Danbury_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/OCA_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Danbury_B
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Writtle_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Danbury_C
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Galleywood_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_1/Chelmsford_C
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Danbury_G
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Hatfield_Peverel_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Chelmsford_D
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Writtle_C
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Danbury_D
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/OCA_B
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/OCA_C
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Writtle_B
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Danbury_E
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2021-22/Division_2/Danbury_F


Division Two is always hard fought, but this year was closer than ever.  Behind Eamonn Hall’s 

Danbury G, 4 teams finished within one point of each other in the race for second place, and one 

point separated three teams at the other end of the table in the fight to avoid relegation.   

Gary Ward (94%) and Sanjay Saptarshi (86%), topped the division averages. 

 

Division 3 P W D L F A Pts 

1 Galleywood B 18 16 0 2 137 43 137 

2 Maldon A 18 17 0 1 131 49 131 

3 Danbury J 18 9 2 7 101 79 101 

4 Chelmsford E 18 7 2 9 86 94 86 

5 Chelmsford F 18 8 2 8 84 96 84 

6 Writtle D 18 4 4 10 83 97 83 

7 Danbury K 18 6 5 7 81 99 81 

8 OCA D 18 7 0 11 78 102 78 

9 Danbury H 18 4 2 12 62 118 62 

10 Hatfeld Peverel B 18 3 1 14 57 123 57 

 
Division Three was dominated by two very strong teams, Galleywood B and Maldon A, who will 

add strength to next year’s Division Two.  Top of the averages were National Over-80s Champion 

John Holland (89%), Lloyd Bennett-Smithn (89%), Hamish Innes (83%) and Gary Copsey (83%). 

 

Division 4 P W D L F A Pts 

1 Danbury L 16 12 2 2   115  45  115  

2 Writtle E 16 9 0 7 99 61 99 

3 OCA E 16 10 1 5 89 71 89 

4 Chelmsford H 16 10 1 5 88 72 88 

5 Maldon B 16 9 0  7  76  84  76 

6 Chelmsford G 16  6 2   8  76 84  76 

7 Galleywood C 16  4 2  10  66  94  66 

8 Highwood A 16  4  2  10  62  98  62 

9 Highwood B 16  2  2  12  49  111  49 

 

Division Four saw Chelmsford H take an early lead, winning their first 8 matches, but when Harry 

Chivers and Joachin Mapes became ineligible due to playing up in higher divisions, Danbury L and 

Writtle E came through to take the promotion places.  Denis Crapnell and Harry Chivers had 100% 

records, with Joachin close behind on 92%. 

 

Division 5 P W D L F A Pts 

1 Buttsbury 16 12 1 3 108 52 108 

2 Hatfeld Peverel C 16 11 2 3 105 55 105 

3 OCA F 16 11 0 5 92 68 92 

4 Hatfeld Peverel E 16 9 0 7 85 75 85 

5 Hatfeld Peverel D 16 7 1 8 83 77 83 

6 Danbury M 16 7 2 7 81 79 81 

7 Danbury N 16 4 0 12 57 103 57 

8 Maldon C 16 4 0 12 57 103 57 

9 CTTC J 16 3 2 11 52 108 52 

 

Buttsbury, Hatfeld Peverel C and OCA F were in contention for promotion throughout the season, 

with Buttsbury coming out on top due to a stronger squad of players winning the important 

matches.  Top of the averages were Jamie Elliott (96%) and Stuart Wintle (83%). 

 

https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Danbury_J
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Writtle_F
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/OCA_G
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Chelmsford_F
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Chelmsford_F
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Galleywood_B
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Highwood_A
https://www.tabletennis365.com/Chelmsford/Results/Team/Statistics/Winter_2018-19/Division_4/Highwood_B


 
CJL 1A P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Bees 10 9 0 1 38 12 38 

2 Leopards 10 8 0 2 31 19 31 

3 Pumas 10 5 0 5 26 24 26 

4 Bats 10 2 0 8 20 30 20 

5 Panthers 10 4 0 6 19 31 19 

6 Tigers 10 2 0 8 16 34 16  

 
CJL 1B P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Badgers 8 5 0 3 27 13 27 

2 Rattlesnakes 6 5 0 1 19 11 19 

3 Wildcats 7 4 0 3 19 16 19 

4 Jaguars 6 2 0 4 13 17 13 

5 Beavers 7 1 0 6 7 28 7 

  
CJL 1C P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Antelopes 9 9 0 0 43 2 43 

2 Cougars 7 5 0 2 23 12 23 

3 Racoons 9 5 0 4 23 22 23 

4 Bulldogs 9 5 0 4 19 26 19 

5 Falcons 8 1 0 7 11 29 11 

6 Eagles 10 1 0 9 11 39 11  

 
CJL 2A P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Pumas 8 7 0 1 30 10 30 

2 Bees 7 6 0 1 23 12 23 

3 Leopards 7 3 0 4 20 15 20 

4 Bats 7 1 0 6 10 25 10 

5 Rattlesnakes 7 1 0 6 7 28 7  

 
CJL 2B P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Badgers 8 8 0 0 33 7 33 

2 Antelopes 6 3 0 3 16 14 16 

2 Racoons 6 3 0 3 16 14 16 

4 Jaguars 6 2 0 4 12 18 12 

5 Wildcats 6 0 0 6 3 27 3  

 
CJL 2C P W D L SF SA Pts 

1 Bulldogs 8 8 0 0 34 6 34 

2 Beavers 8 5 0 3 23 17 23 

3 Cougars 8 4 0 4 18 22 18 

4 Eagles 7 1 0 6 11 24 11 

5 Lions 7 1 0 6 9 26 9 

 


