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LET'S BE CONTROVERSIAL
No, 206, THE END OF THE SILVER TRAIL

Fifty years ago, ag Danny reminds us in his Diary this month,
the Rookwood staries came to a cloge in the Boya' Friend., They had
been running for eleven years, and there can be no doubt of their
popularity, not only then, but right down to the present time,

I have, of course, discussed the matter before, but one could not
let thig anniversary pass without refurning to the subject hriefly.

There are different views as te whether Rookwood ended on
account of an editorial decision or whether Owen Conquest decided thit
enought was enough, My personal view, as | have said before, is that
it was an editorial decision. 1 do not believe thar Hamilton himself
would have deliberately cur off a source of a good income. I 5ee no
reason why he should have done, and 1 den’t believe that he would have
done.

For at least six months, there had been very marked signs of
change in the old green paper, The presentation was different. The
type of story offered was different, The four-column lay-cut replaced
the five- column one, and frem that moment one sensed rthat change was
in the air. Whether it was change for the sake of change, or whether
the circulation was causing uneasiness so 4 change was regarded as
essential we do not kmow, But with the end of April 1926, all the old
geries had gone, and now the Boys' Friend was to adopt an entirely new
programme which would make it "the greatest paper in the world”, The
new Boys® Friend was to jast for 20 months after Rockwood departed,

A sad anti-climax.

Az we mentioned last month, Wakefield, who had illustrated
Rockwood in the RBoys' Friend for about 8 years, departed from that
paper at the end of March, Rookwood lasted another 4 weeks, illustrated
by an unknown 4rtist,

The series in which Lovell fell out with his closest friends and
became junior captain was wound up abruptiy, to be followed by a couple
of single tales featuring Tubby Muffin - 2 couple of tales which may have
been kept for emergency in the editorial office.

And, as |l have previcusly commented, Rookwood was never
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mentioned again in the pages of the Boys' Friend, It was remarkable
that a series which had run for eleven years should disappear without
trace from the paper. Surely some readers must have written in to
the editor and asked: "What about some more Rookwood?”' But if any
reader actuglly wrote in that way, the editor never referred to it,

Hamilton wrote very littie more about Rookwood at all. And
nothing that was memorahie. Rookwood, of course, went into the Gem
for a time, later on, in serials and complete tales, but they were
mealy by some substitute writer.

After the war there was the book length story "The Rivals of
Rogkwood” which was competent and readable, without having any
quality which caused 1t to remain in the memory. And in the post-war
Annuals, not to mention one or twa monster heoks put out to cash in on
the Chrisrmas trade, there were a few little pot-boilers on Rookwood
which never registered,

The later days of Rookwood in the Boys' Friend were rather marred
with tco much Lowvell, He was starred constantly, but, like Coker,
though one loved him, he became a bore 1n over -larpe doses,

Not so very many years earlier, there had been that curious
hiatus in the Bookwood saga when the Fistical Four were transferred to
2 ranch in the Wild West in a series of first class tales which lasted for
the hest part of 3 year., The four eventually returned, and the sags
was resumed, though I thought that Rookwood was never quite the same
again,

In the post Wild West period, there were two thoroughly good and
memortable series, original in plor at that time. They were the
delightiul set when Mr. Greeley became Head of his own school, and
the charming summer series concerning the paying puests on Captain
Muffin's floating boarding-house. The latter was slightly marred with
too much Lovell,

Somehow it was a curious error of judgment on the part of
Hamiltan that he scl about grooming Lovell to be the star comedian in
the same way that he made the mistake of overpiaying & comic Gussy in
the latter-day 5t, Jim's. Probably he was seeking anuther kind of star
after the manner of his prime creation, Billy Bunter,

So Rookwood ended in the Boys' Friend, and to 2ll intents and
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purpoeses it was the end of the saga, But Rookwood was re-living itg
life in the Popular, and it could be that it was even more successiul in
that format where no pruning was ever necessary. Anda few more
years further on, when the Rookwood mles ran to their end in the Popular,
that glorious old paper met its end at the same ame,

One of the most satsfactory aspects of the Rookwood story in
the Boys' Friemd, which is the only par of Rookwood which mawers, is
that the substitute writers had but few fingers in the pie. Something like
a dozen of the Boys' Friend Rookwood tales were by the subs.  All the
rest came In a competent and usuvally memorable stream from the
creator of the school,
{EDITORIAL COMMENT. Long-aanding readers of Collecton' Digest now have the entire
Rookwoad saga in the Boys' Friend covered critically apd by title in Danoy's Riary. It occun
ta me that plenty of cur readew might find it interesting and uselul ro have Danny's sovey of
Rookwood. with all his comments on every Raokwaod story, gathered together apd publishe=d
in booklet-form, together, perhaps, with some of our leading articles on Roolowoed, I you
like the ide2, drop me a line, and we will try to gel it out in the Antyma, )

SCOTT AND HAMILTON

EDWARD SABIN writes: In the February "C.D." Roger Jenkins siated
that Charles Hamilton had only a contempt for Scott’s characters,

In the March 1ssue of “C.D.", Wm. Thurbon says, "I wish Roger
would elaborate on this”.

Well Sir, I would like o put a point of view about this. Has
Roger forgotten that in 1908 the young Mr. Hamilton, (he would 1 think,
have been 32 then) not only adopted the first name of Scott's Frank
Oshaldistone, but insisted in using it for the rest of hig life {about 53
years},

It is still the name by which we know him in 1976,

Not much contempi there Roger. Again, we are told in "The
World of Frank Richards", that when only 11 years old, he could recite
by heart, the whole of Scott's "Tay of the Last Minstrel". A famastic
feat that, considering the length of that poem, Only a great love and
regard for a great author there.

There were in Scott's "Reb Roy", eight Osbaldistone’s in all.
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LET'S BE CONTROVERSIAL

g, 63, THE JTCONOCTLAST

Fobody seema to know whether the present publishers of the Bunter
booka fntend to ocontinue the series with new gtories from -~ substitute
writar. It appoars that in ewrly 1963 we shall scc one new story by
Chorles Hamiltor, and later in the year the story on which he wns =
work at the tice of his death. Apparently this stcry has been finished
off by ancther writer.

e keen Greyfriars fan iz perturbed at the idea of the series
being contimed by a substitute writer. Witk the nemory of subptitate
writers in the pest, we wonder what kind of a picture Greyfriavs may
present in a few years’ tine.

T suggest that it was by ne means the most gifted writers whe nec-
esanrily wrote the must sucansaful anbstitute stories. By which I vean
that = nan right be o fine author and yet be incapable of writing a
Grepfriars cr St. Jin's stery which was ncceptable to the keen fan.

There is = great temptation for the substitute writer to introduce
his own characters and his own gettings to vake the geries his own. And
if a man destroys tradition, os he 1 tempted to do, his work will not
be meceptable to those who may know Greyfriars betber than he doeE,

Thia urge cn the part of any qubstitute wiiter is human and wnder-
gtandable., He is using another mmn'a charneters and ancther man's
reputaticn. The teiptation to introduce change and thereby rake the
series partly his cwn, must be irresistible, Yot I think it fatal to
gubrit 4o thiz tepiation.

b reader, whose letter appeared in cur "Yours Sincerely™ ssction,
gpoke in glowing terms of the Cliff House stories written by John Whaway,
tar reader referrad to the rany changes introduced by Wheway, and how
"he made Bescie Punter an entirely differsmt character." I dcubt whether
cur resder would have found hinsel £ holding a nejority opinicia

As 1 youngster 1 rend and anjoyod perhaps the first hundred or 8o
Senocl Friend stories. Years later I anme on GLiff House again, and I
forrd & woreaopnisubla. 3o many old simrwators dropped; 30 Dany new
opnea introduced:; - mueh change For the sake of chenge. Worst fault of
all, a boys' school was introduced near Cliff Bouse, and this achosl
provided the boy friends of the C1iff Houss girla. Stupidly encugh,
Greyfrimrs was never overl renticned in the C1iff diuse stories.

Eo doubt Fr, Wheway was happy. He had rnde the series his CWils
Put at wiat cost to the cizeulsticn of hias paper we zhall never know.
¥e only lmow that Cliff House, as a separate entity, did not long agurvrive
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Meny of the substitute writers introduned their own charactera
and tried hard to meke them popular. Mr, ¢,H. Samwsys tock over the
Sreyfriars steries in the Perny Popular, reborn after the first world
war, In many ways, 1 think Mr, Samways the «ogt successful of all the
substitute writers, for he lmew his Greyiriars, and he tried hard to
tpdtate the Hamilton style, But in the "Popular! stories, Mr. Samwmys
introduced a character, Demnis Carr, who was starred for quite a long
time, MNatugally Mr, Sarways had a soft spot in uis heart for Dennia
Carr. Fqually neturally, there muat have been a hard core of readers
who found Carr a blot on the landscape. The Carr stories had a good
run, but they stopped with a sudden jark, o be replaced with the old
Red Mzgnet stories.

B while back I wes criticised for having 1ed readers up the gar-
den path in s very esrly Amnual article by suggesting that Fr, E.3.
Procks wrote most of the Gem storles betwsen 1926 and cid-12%1, Said
my critic: "How we hsar that Franois Warwick waa genarally respnsivle
for most of the stories in this pericd.”

In oy reply I pointed cut that, during the pericd in gqueation,
early 30C stories appeared in the Gem, and it could gtill be & fallscy
+o snsaume that Franecis Warwick wrote wost of them.

Tn Blalisns recently, Mr. W.0.G. Lefta crmtributed an articls
which showed that Mr. Warwick actually wrote M storiza for the Gem,

Not & tot of stories, cunparatively, but what a 1ct of chanpge
Mr. Warwick brought abput. Spalding Hall, 2 rirlls school was put
down near St, Jic's and Cousir Ethel went there as a pupil. The
Spalding Hall pupils bacane the girl friends ¢f Ton Merry # Co. Mra
Lefts tells us that Bully Surkett and Cyrus Handcock cams fror Mr.
Warwick's pen., S0 it was Mr, Warwick who now wrote of Tor Merry,
Marmers, Lowther and Hsndcock, the chwma of study Ne, 10,

1t appears to have been yet anctner substitute writer who swept
awey Mr, Linton, and replacad him with the jll-fated ¥r, Filbean.

Mr, Werwick was uhdoubtedly an excellent writer in his own
sphere - but he was nct a good substitute writer. Yher, cy History cf
the Gem comparatively recently, appeared in the Annual, I did not know
who wrots the stories, but I passed the ppinicn that the writer of
the Spalding Hall and, Handcock qtoriea was the worst of all the sub-
stitute writsrs - not becsuse he was inexpert with his pen, but because
he destroyed traditicn, I still think the sace.

It i3 quite likely that any cubstitute writer, who takes cver the
nodern Bunter series, may not face quite the same perils as the old
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sub writers in the Magnet, I think it likely that hard-cover books
rely more for their sales on ecasual purchagera, and leas on the support
of the loyal and true. It may well be thut a new sub writer can be an
iconcelast ~ and got away with it, We of the cld brigeds can only hope
for the best.
It's just oy point of view., What's yours?
* B * ¥ »

CONTROVERSTAL ROROES

WY, G2, THE IDOL

EDHARD TROMECH: [, tog, Peel that the C.B.E.C, mould never hove been heard cf, had [t
ot oeen for the beloved tales of Greyfriara, 8, Jin'= and Rookword. Seatcn Blake ard
Nelaen Lee, g2nd as they were, mould pnly have becn pleasant megaries of o bovhood and
hot quite pood enough to have formed the "Bretherficod of Happy Hours® as dear old Herbert
Lenkenby onlled the movenent,

JIN HEFEUEY [ was with Frofk Bhaw sIocst 211 flie my snd havs Felt for a ione while
that oy of owr fratemedty atlow tec mueh sentizent to sway thelr Julment of the
1tntzay valie of the wort of our peloved Frank Richards. Heowever much Fronk Loved
wribing, hlg work was 4ll on o cermerglal basls = worts and tloe meall roney — and ne
author gsould seddis himaclf with the burden of zo iy thousand werdts per week and
eIpoet to rcach the picnacle of ariters zuch as Mokeng, Haggard or Cenan Doyle, Proow
Was a greabt writer 1o his sphers = his charccters were all sc ouch allve, and in owe dey,
when reading ook p so tueh lelsure bk, we grem to 1¢ve thec all.

The restalgla thiz Keeps allve s understandablie, but I 3:111 think that we should
ke®D an ®¥en kcel® and $ry to uoderzband Chot ¥T1ters 1ike Frank Shaw are writing what
they think snd not belug unfzir, v have any !ntentlen of wpsctbing or ingit-ing the
mrath of oweebers ef the 0,2,3.0.

(ot Controversial solimn has slained that Frank Riehsrds was Second to None 1n his em
ghere, [t has never comparud hiz wook with thab ef DMckens, Haggard or Cotan Doyle,

for the simple reason that no compardson is posaible, A1l were suprene in thelir omm line,
Bo far as cormersisl basis gees — what cther bnsls has any profeasicnal writer? — E,F.0

CLIFF BMITH: I knaw that Trve g Iot for shich to thapk Charles Hamilton., He sntertained
and Instrueied se during oy famoative yenra = God bless hin, T'g sure ghat nekody ean
Assess the ippact for gaod e had on the yeuth of the last [ilty ¥ears,

It} LTNE: Tha battie with Franit haw !s vastly sntertaining; he woites well, and mith
mrgh good gense; but I think this rotnd gees Lo you,

MIGE Ep Jy PATE: Three rousing Augsie cheers for Controversial No. 62, I wag delighted
with yewr rapiler—uhwp arglrents, Bravs and Viva for Four fatrminded eutlcook,

LUTHIE HOLJLND:  Far any resder Lo see idelatvy behind yewr mgpegticn relating to
Jherles Hatlleen®s seeresy peparding hils youthful backersund fs apgurd, Bueh z resdop
falla to distinguish between Idclatry and lo¥alty. I agree wholeheartedly with youmr
sugzestion that wo should respect Cherles Hanilltonfs wish In this at ter,

Hhilzt hs was ailve, [ loaked upon him a3 a frlend af S yeara! standing, whic
brought mich plessure inte @y 1ife through the medium of hlz nen, The hlgh moral tona of
T LT L R A I P T L T P PP TP A
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LET'S BE CONTROVERSLaL
Ko. 65, THE FOUR HCESEMEN

We all had our likes and dislikes among the various types of
gtories, 4 student of charzoter might get a comprehenmive ncwledge
of us - of cur intelligence and our personalities — if he could glean
from us pariiculars of ocur tastes in the ald stories.

Tom Hopperton disliked stories of missing heirs, of ventriloguiam,
and of imperscnators. He should then, like 5t. Jim's better than Crey—
friara or Rookwood, for the Gem presented muach less of thet sort of
thing, Cffhand, I cannct remember any wissing heir story in the Zam,
There werc plenty at Greyfriars and Bockwood., It is diffiecult to de-
cide which waa the beat of them. The Mornington-'Erbert series was roy—
be the most charming end tcouching, though it often Frizged on meludrama
and foday there is a scent of old lavender about it. The Flip series is
memorable for the affection which the little waif had for Billy Zunter.
It contuired so mery Tirst-class tales.

I never cared for the Skdp series. It was iypical of the latten-day
Magnet and had its mements. It was written with great conpetence even
though, fer me, it lacked aomething which some of the esrliar series
had posseased,

I thini that, possibly, Tom Hopperton wes a trifle hard on the
missing heir thems, thowsh I azrced with much of what he wrote, With
misaing heirs, ventriloquists, and impersopators, one had to suspend
eredudity — but one had to do that when reading most of the stoeries
which we enjoyed in ocur youth. With the migsing heir thems one had tc
swallow so much coincidence and contrivance,

Most of us enjoyed Punter as & ventrilequist. But cnce sgain, if
wa didn®*t like wentriloquists we eould twrn to St, Jir's whish has no
resldent voies—thrower, HRooviwood had Van Ryn, thowsh we heard nothing
of his powers afier the first few years of dopkwood,

411 three schoolse had their impersonation stories. Kerr was
supposed to have a gift as an impersonstor in meny tales. But it Was,
of course, Wibley of Creyfriars whe made that type of story entirely
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his own.

T thipk it is fairly certsin that the average reader liked the
stories on sny of these themes. In fact, down the yeara in the Magnet
there were sc many tales of missing heirs, ventriloquism snd imperson-
ation that one would hardly hove bocome & Tegular roader at all of the
Magmet if one did not take such gtories in onets atride,

The secret of it all was in the way the storiez were teld. Chardss
Hamilton wrote ac well that hs could make evem the ridiculous seen
feamible, But, in the hande of & writer witnout his gitis, even a good
plet wounld have amrunted to nothing.

The Strong Alonzo serles was sheer fontasy. Yet so well was it
t0ld, sc brilliant were sODe of the character etchings it contained,
thet it becare an immensely readable cories, 1 have read it many times,
and never cease to enjoy it. However, Strong Alonzo stood alone. It
wea never rehasned as was the missing heir theome.

Any series had an advantage if it was nok predictable by the
resder, The wissing heir theme wes usually obvicus from the start,
even though, as in the Jdp series, it covered eight gtories in the
telling,

The last of Mr. Hopperten's pet gversions was the school cowbaoy,
and here I am with him all the way. In this instance, the Gem was the
main culprit, In the early twentiea, Wildreke was introduced to an
alrendy overcrowded stage. e was the last new perganentd character to
be introduced at 5%, Jim's, ard, along with Mr. Sopperton, I should have
been happier without him. Why he wes ever introduced is a mystery, oven
though Crarles Hardlfon ray heve foroseen that travel series in the #ild
Wost in the Gem 2 fow years later,

Tn ary case, St Jim's already had Puck Finm, though we saw little
of him down the years.

Ofﬁ.ﬁﬁﬂﬁMEMwmemmItMﬂIlﬁMtMBmmlmw
boy the least of all, T think we should have lost nothing if he had
never been invented, But though I think the wissing heir was plugged to
death and he often gave me a pain in the neck, I still think we ahould
have logt scme werthwhile stories without him, ox the vantriloquist, or
the imperacnator.

Itts just my point of view! What's yours?

= * ® X %

ji. ECADES No, B3. WE_ICoH0AAGT
It has happened before cocasionally, and no doubt it will happen sgaln, Readers

el
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of Larry lnscelles of Greyfriars, whose earlicr arrivol was laotor
reprinted under the same title in the Schoolboys! Own Library — "The
Fighting Form-Master™. Their introductions to their respective
gcheols were very similar. Ench rendered a service to the headmanter,
as a result of which the unsavoury post was forgotten. The Rookwood
vorsion certaxinly wine on the scere of sheer enfertniment. An old
by eame back to horsewhip the hpadmaater, and only Nre Dalton was
effective in preventing the threatened indignity.

Dicky Dalton waa = bright and breesy yourg man of twenty—five who
make a striking controst with the other prominent middl e~nged members
of Dr. Chisholm's staff. He waz keen and peretrating, a aymbol of
the new 2ge after the first World Ware But I ar perverse. I womld
rather read about the shy, hesitating, lovable Mr, Bootles at any time,

Let's Be Controversial
Nop 56 THE VITAL @PARX

Throughout the Lite of the Hagnet Chales Hamilton presented resdors of the paper
mith first-class storlea - ¢lassics of thelr wpe. Tales of school iffe, or tales of
dchoolboy adventurc. His style changed 23 the years flowed by, but his coopetones never
virled, There wag pebheps no sinrle yoar in the paper' s existenec without sopething
cutstaring In atorles = sore milestone,

I have pever disgulsed ry opinlen that Charles Haoiloon mos at the peak of his
pomers between, roughly, the years 1927 snd 1934, Those Interoediate years are notable,
not only for the sudden wpsurge in ouaiity but for the remarkablc consl stency he
palntained,

From 153 omwards the corpelence mas always evident, but the chorm loasened,

The ¥ital Spork wes nlssing.

I? 1t secms that 1 =0 suggesting that some deterioratlon tock Place, that
deterioration ls anly evident 1n oomparison with Charles Fardltonds own worka I firmey
tellcve that I he had written nothing but the storles of the lster Magnet, be would !
gtill be the wirld's greatest writaer of school storles,

The ¥1tal Bpark wos misging — or at least dimoed - BUt there were alsc changes,
The aerles became a number of tales, all almost cooplets in theoselvea, In which the
bagie plot w5 oot develeped, 1o the Carter sirlea, Carter wished to discredit Bunter,
and each story told how he tried same teick znd falled, Tracer wanted to leave Oregs
friars, and each story tcld hom he trled to bring It sbout and falled, The individusl
atories mere excellent, but the drumcing on one Chebs week after week Irmmoived the rizk
of tedlum,

The Certor eeries wos 100Scly based on the Do Cogta sertes, but how differusnt the
i geries were, The plot of the Da Costa serics unfolded and dovelaped, with amezing
atmpspbere of the ¢rickel Cerm; we sam the produal change 10 the charscter of Da Costa
undar the gpell of Sroyfriars, the whole gisnt tale worklne up to a caghiflcent cllnar,
The Carter 2erles was statilc shroughout,

A reader could plck up and be quite satisfied with any ohe story of the Coacrter
sertfes., But anyone reading one tele In the niddie of the [a Costa serles would nob be
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patlaried until he discovered what had gene before and what cace &fLer.

1n what Roger Jenkins hos 8¢ rlghtly termed the Golden Age of the Maghet, Charles
Hamlitcn wrote with edase ard chvions personsl 2R)oyrent. Hegnetis charm [lowad
anceasingly in the siories, The writer seemed to have no rore in the world,

1 thimk the ztcrics of Che 1£ier Magnet wete less effortless. Is 1t possible that
schoo] storles b gehersl mere lasing some of their popularliy, ond soge anzleCy {omrd
1= way Inta the authorts rind? Or was he petting 2 trifls weary of a 1ifetlne with
sehocl storles? thirk beth possibilitlcs are unllkely. TG gould be, of cclrss, that
aditorizl policy now requlred the iype of zerlss §n which cach storT¥ Wes TETe or less
gomplete in itself. But that would 8Till leave eerteln ospeels of the matter unexplained.

Just why mos chat Vital Spark 1¢gL? It seems to me Chat there 18 Bn abvious
explanstion.

The edlter of the Megnet ohee said that a panel of meh thought out baslc =skeletan
plots which webe aubcitted to the auther o be written vp lnte storles. There is rnoching
pelittling to bBr. Hallton 1n thls, These plets weuld have boen nothing withet the
sc11] of a brilllsht writer to turn ther [nte 11ttic casterpleces which sould be read
and read agoln with keen ondoyfment. But the plfted auther, wichout having To Rether
about the plot muesticn, could pour =11 h!s £kill, charo and lmagination Inta his mriting.

In oy opinfcn hers 1s no Aoubt at all that thla pancl exfsted for a long tlme, Tor
commn-senge Lells us that 1t cust have done, We khow, =nd pervel at, Charles Rapilten's
snormoua weekly cutput, (o minds boggle at the drudgery at the typamr-iter, day eiter
any, week after wesk, year 1ILer year. Just why did he condems himselt to this 1ite of
slavery ot the machine? Was 1T for The fipanclal reward? Or mas it the dedicaticn at
a man lnspired? Whatevel the redscn, we WePe the lucky cmes, HWe reaped The harvest of
hiz lsbholT,

I contend Chat his eartous output, combined nith quallty, would have been o sheer
imaosstbility 1f he had been obllged Lo think up 21! his plats as well as write hia
splendid stories, Even the most gifted writer has to pange while he thirke out hle
plots, And we know that Charles Hamilton mever Dpahsed,

1 believe that In the later yesrs of the Hagnet the panel =ystem for supplying a
rrapartlzn of the ploks was abandened, possidbly at the puthor? s own wish, Oid he then
hzyve to aupply all his owd plots round which to meave his stories? Was thls the refsin
vy a plot which would have been covercd 1n Do or three starles in garlter LImes was
naw gpread pub to preat length in the later HM=gnet 50 thal some Serles averstajed thelr
weleame? wWas this shy ss nany of the old plots were glven o fresh airlng {n later JoyEs
I think it mas, 4nd 1 think that, in the turmell for sparching cet his own plots and
Eﬂilng them 1ast as lang as possible, cur glfted mriter lcst & 1iztls of that ¥ical

park.

Nowhere wag the change more evldent then o the travel series. The South Seag
garies of 1937 had 1ts mcments of prestness, but IT 1z amell beer when placed beslde the
aarller South Gead serfes with 1ts impeccable stmosphere, 163 plot development, and Uhe
getieral charm of 1ts wrlving. Let us placo the Tewas Serles of 1937 haside the China
Sories 1f we have any coubt thab scme deterioration ook places

The cost vivid contrast can be seen heteeen The ¥Yielor {leeve stories (Lhe laab
geries which Charles Hamilton wrote Ior the Ger uncil 1939), and the Sllverzon Serles.
In the Clecve sorles we Tind mmooth plof developoent, mpert character work and Surmer
tern atmosphere, wlth canvinelng dlalogue, all beaut {fully cartded in four perfect
grhocl steries. The Bllversch Series, with no plct development at all, btazed on an okd
thets, joried =nd jumped frob coE Story ta ancther, 111 basleslly the sibe, [or geven—
Leen weekd.

I enjiyed the Silverson Series, the {ndividucl stories betnr written with unfallilng
coppetenes, But it ls strely imposalile not o sée thzt the Silverson Sertes lacked
that something -~ that ¥ital Spark = which the Vielir Clegve seried possesscd.

Itts just oy point of viewt What's yors?
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ROCER JEMING: It 13 1 challenzing #nd raselnoting prsult to 1lst onet 5 averslons
in Hoolltonlana, 1 persmally seepm to have disllkes that no ohie ¢lge shares, [ cah
ralerate wentriloqulsts = Irperaanators, but for some reason or other I connot ahjde
storles about tTom Herty's Wesklyt, 1 think [b st be becanse they were all the =saone
= ope embarTassing insertion, put In Y trickery, which landed the editors In the s0Up.
1 =am alsc strongly averse Lo gtorien sbout pets, especinlly Fonso gnd Towaer, perhapa
agalp becouse the MEpAO ol these Laled wad 5o gterectypods Flnally, [ heartily dis-
1ike type-naress Miaa B, the bokert 5 deughter (whom Magleverer feil In love with},
and Mr. Tiper, the printer cf Rylcombe, e chvlous exarples, ire Sands, the grocer,
{5 nol 30 blotant an example anless one reeslls the habit of plxing supar wlth sard T
mke it oo Turther, Thesc ype-hnzoes are rallowed In elghteenth centcy 1iterature by
Flelclng and his successers, DUl Lo &2 they always struck sich 2 dtzeordant note that
they seemed ta bring the sterles down to tho level of & comic atrlp.

JOKN WERHAM:  Althouph the flrst nem 1 ever read was "Redfernts Barring Cut® amd 1
—erher toe ftory with soce atfection, 1 do not like barring out storles, or those
which ore entirely dewsted to ragging. 1 do oot 11ke all aporting storics but, trning
u just lo tice to save the ioaings after SoTe heir-ralsing odvantured <0 route 1a quite
another mtber, The best greyfriars steries for L2 twnlved a atorm over FerE gSay ur
the lazy lapplop of the river In sumer time. AL Bt. Jipls | preferrad the stronger
reat in such choracters as QUUIRC, Talbob ~red Captain Helllsh, I 1tke thoo @ll reallys

poB WHITER: You aore Tight. The zecret of 1% all was in the w2y the storles were tolda
T dlwncys liked the wentriloquist and the icperscootor, homever irprotebla they ooy hove
heeh. Poth pscopades mppealed To us 86 bOys besanze we would have loved to be able to
de the szre thing. 1 love conboys, and didn't mind the achoo] conboy, 1 preferred
Wildraks to Buck Flnn. 1 1fked K1t in the Bloor Imas SLOrF,. Ahd, ol courdeg the Rogue
Rackstraw Serles. 1 slzo enjoyed the brlef viglt of Texas Lick !n the Reckmond 58g3.

JOHH TROVELL: Credibility wae the succeds ot = meny Magmet and G gerles, and &y
thot deviated [rom this Dever had the same appeal. MF particular averalion wWas BUNLErt s
yentrlloquise, and 1t persista oven to this days Witley's lopersonstlons, to a lesser
extent, never appealeds and Etrong Alormo T Wy hard 10 forget was ever publlshed. I

am convineod that Chorled Ramnilton would hawe been even mare succegalul without hia
sentriloquist, leperscnabol, supernan schoolboy, orf hypratiat, DUL an pesagional nissIng
helr had at least the virfue of aythentlcllys

1 Tou have my fimt sapport Lo the oatter af icowboy' scholars = OoF far that
oiEer cowboys of 20y iind, the Rio Kid tneluded, My love 120 sehonl STory, and the
gchocl SLory wad Hoamiltonfa metier, hut outlawed cewboys nor gputh Beas adventursers nor
Juvenlle vapabonds, The oissing heir theme had, I think, provided sone goud series ik
1 oid not like tha YRlonZo the Great' gerles at all. It serwved to reoind DE that
Greyiriars was pieeion and disturbed o leng gequence of pleasert dreams, Bunter s a
wentrilcqulst 18 abi1ll within the realm af posslbillty and hog always LEen acceptable Lo
me,

Noy B ET TU BRUTE {Further vlewa)

RAY HOPELNS I am prepared o read with enjoFment any new odvanture of the old % Col=?
1f you are taking 3 poll for or 3galnst "lLate SumeT Fally® , you may put e domn an the
1ist a8 FOR. If you have apother 1ist which soFs Yea ¢ Nay %o Slade, Yoo mEF Include
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me in Those kho say YEA, In other words, whet your author rinds Tloe to Invent anothwmr
afvenmure nvolving eny of our favoarite old schools or of what 12 repldly getting the
favpurite N achool {8lade}, then 1 Fay encourags him with a nice cup of tea, & Bllent
reon with 2 Cypenriter, and tell him to go abead,

§c: 1 read the Coapanlon Papera regularly as a Joungster, bl almays oF
lrterest was 1n a2 good BLCCY. 1 certalnly was not discerning encugh Lo dlseinguleh
betwean Frank Rlchards snd a sub writer, 1 realised varly thet Richords ond CLUfCord
mete one and The Sane, put [ mas not resily Intercsted 1o that agpect, The Ieal
gr-iterion mos the qality of the story. bBo, TRTe power to your elbow, and 1et us hewve
mwre tameoes 11ke "Late Summer Folly¥.

ELCTIEIRT AR I,

EE]M: 1 sincercly hope that "Late Humner Folly® will noct be the last of amr
st ituted toles,

N, LAHBERT:  Providing the cubstitute writer 18 an sitherity on the works of
M. Bamilbon, 1 8€é R0 TEQELD why the fomous characters should not 1ive oo {n new
adventures 1n this noderh 4pe. it 15 azid that eollecting (ntimslasts fall Intc tMo
types. 1 fear I 2 in the categary of those who just love the old schoods and
gharactors mmd enjoy anything about theo.

11L LT¥E: o herm oon befzll cur smch loved Houellton schocols ond bopd if they are
Tod by an «xpert who KRows md belleves ln Them as mach &5 Charles Hamllton ever
did, That 15 the reasch yhy "Late Surper Folly" wes such a great success and g0 VOTY
ejoyable, The Digest and dnmusl are bath remarkable, ond the factunl srticleg are
most Interesting and informative, but T alwiys tecl they have an added apaThle whonever
5 Harilion or o Eoddte mbrenbite Sppeils.

h__[,_)ﬁ-%ﬂ': I think thet "Lata Swrer Folly® was morth inclusicn, for the crdlhely
Conterbual Teoarks da ngb spply¥ 1o this case, 1 wotld says BGo to 1% - produce morel?!

FRAE Uﬂ-rim Sccetloes, 11m afrald we socrifles the mibstapoe [or the shadow, and,
far the e of DE, 1 Just cannot understans the objectiond sgalnst exeellent short
gtorlez of the "Late Summer Fully type. [ enjoyed 1E immengely, and 1 hope Fou won! &
be persuxied o <oy us the pleamms of further storles of this czlibre.

GEOFFPEY WILLE:  Charles Hamilton'a 1ife-work 1s cocplete, ond 2 nenderrol canen 1t 53,
Tt hoppehs alic to be the largest gurput of apy knomn wribter, What an eIlraordinsry
glutceny we ore gullty of wren even this wiil not do Fer us, What a curious compliment
we pay Do by itmaginlng that the nppetite can be gatlafled when the mngic 15 mlaslng.

Ir 1t emn be =i1d that others can agpply the rmglc then me contrnd Lot oursclves  UWeY
can't, of couras, not @ven the best of them, In general T am opposed to ary atLetpl Lo
wadde {0 the Hamiltonlan cancn, and (el #e ghould resist &8 strongly as possible any
sugeestion of publishing "newd Punier books by any other hand,

CHiLL: I cuzet join those wha appreciated TLate SUmET Folly'., 1 thought
it p¥eellent, nod hope you will not stop this kind of stof¥ In futue, If & few people
go pot like the ldem, they pecd not readl

- e W mm o A m

POINT OF VIEW

Belfsst reader, Misa E. Magovery, sends us s inGatesting letter in which ahe

makes the following comment:
v] think Frank Richards wae jezlous of Pentalow. He naver eeniioned Plet Delarey

{eont?d on pege Zhee) ..
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atoriea did not exist, 1If this ls done, 1t can be enjgyed far what 1t 15, a competent
#d Interesting tale of Levimntg reactlons Lo g sudden and mexpectad blow, The blind
faith of Frank Levison can be o 11ttle trying at tioes, but the shimsical leyalty of
Cardew 1s alwaya a Jo¥ o reod shout, The sericd had a grest sense of dramatis purpnaa
ahd unity, and at timez cwven & particular eplsodes wWes carrled ovar I'too ohe weok to
another, thus glving cthe deaired lepregslen that eveI¥ihing hoppened in the space of &

fewm days,

1522 had mch to commend 1t, and Charles Facilton told me, at an Intetviow, that
thare mac & grest deal tc be agfd for condldering the years nid-1921 to Dld=1923 an
being the finest two eonseowtive ¥ears in the hlstery of the Gem, But though tha plots
mere good and the details well thought ctt, ther: was undochtedly sorething ritsalng, The
lang stories of the blus Gem afforded a rore ledmredy spproach, and the upheaval of Lhe
war and Chardes Hamiltonts nllitary service hag robbed mch of his work of 1ts CUBLITAPY
pelish In the early 'teentics. It wag not until the advent of the esloired covirs that
the Indian Swrmer of the Gen teally bagsn,

Let's Be Controversial

No, 67 THE BRANCH LING

It iz more then obvicus that there noed mever have been 3 Abe
atituts story in the Magnet or the Gem. Charles Aamilton was porfectly
able to have kept both papers supplied with now stories for every week
throughout the lives of bath Paperss He hrd the talent and the ataming,
He never dried up owing to indifforent health or to holidays. In fact,
he wan a demon for work. It is hard to think that he was ever very
bappy awsy from the typewriter.

It is casier to wonder that Ny man was able to churn out two
long steries - ome of Greyfriars end one of St. Jim's - each waclk,

Yet we know that he did.it, at different times, for long pericds of
time. He could have dome it a1 1 the time, If he had been ma inciined.

We had substitute gtories in tho Gom and Magnet, not because
Charles Hemiltor had dred up or was ailing or was on heliday, but
simply and zolely becmise he turred his talents on to breneh dinss.,

In 1915 he branched away to Roclwood, writing himself al}l but a
handful of this serdes until the Spring of 1926,

in 1MT he branched vyet again, thiz time to Codar Creek, writing
evary one of the 205 stories for the next four years,

In 1919 he took a third branch to the Benbow, writing every
atory for the next two years or moTe,

........ Mﬂﬂehﬁmﬂd.ﬂmﬂmﬂk%mﬁe v yore claimine
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his attention, the substitute writers took comsand of the Gem and the
Magnet, Rookwood end Cedar Creek, most readers will agres, were worth
it. The Benbow was not,

The Pembow shories werc purely run of the mill yarns, agrecabls
roading Like all the writerts work, but lacking originality in plot or
charsctcrizations. The only novelty was the fact that we had a school
on 2 ship.

0ddly enough, in all of these bvranch linea, Charles Hamilton
branches away to a branch within a branch, as it weére.

Fer thirty weeks in 1923, the Rookwood chums went %o the Wild
¥West. That was a long time fer gohool stories to be turned into
westorns. The clmms returned to Rookweood at long last, but I, per-
gonally, thought that the Rockwood serics was pever quile the same
22010,

The Benbow series branches in the same way. Ater & year oT S0,
the ahip waa fitted out and went to sca in & long voyage to tho West
Indies. I have little doubt that that long voyage was & mistake. It
wa3, at any rate, the ond of the Benbow.

1o criticism can be really offerved azainat the long hranch line
into which the Cedar Crock series twrmed, forming what was to be the
awan song for Jeder Creek. In the last aeries of 8ll, in the Backwood
stories, Frank Richards ran away from Cedar Creck, tc meet with some
delightful adventures which lasted for 17 weeks, and ended the long
yun of that wwsusal series.

4 comtritutor tc this month's Digest was recinded of this finnl
Cadar Oreck seriem by the events ina modern filme 1 felt the urge to
look up the series and read it again. Much water has flowed under the
tridges since I last enjoyed it.

3 Promc Richords was accused of theft and compelled to leave Cedar
Creck, His unele, Rancher Lowless, decided to send the boy to a dis-
tant school which handled hard cazes - & rather drastic decision for
an affectionate relative to moke. Rather then become a hard case,
Frank ran away from the Lewless Ranch, He fell in with rustlers who
were plsnning to rob o hrutal horse-dealer, He begcame B chore-boy to
the horse—dcaler. He met up with the thirsty Mr. Penrose, and becume
a partner in producing a backwoods pewapapor until Mr. Penrase's thirst
got beyond control. “Wandording on as a rolling stone, Frank joined up
with 8 pold-seceker, apd accxvmilated a few hundred dollars which several
ainister people tried to steal, He met with the Black Sack gang, and
poscued an Enslish nobleman, Lord St. Austells, who was a relative of
Vore Besuclerc. Finally Frarnk returned to Cedar Creek with his name

..................




. .. Page 19

clesred. Lord St. dustelis vanted to teke him to England, send him to
University, and set him on the rosd to authorship, Butb Frank falt
"The Call of the Prairiea" and stayed on at Cedar Creck.

30 ended the Jedar (reck series. Charles Hamilton was never to
write another story of the Schoel in the Backwnods, One wonders why it
ended then, for it must have been popular.  Possibly the powemthat-be
decided that Mr. Hamilton should cnee again concentrate on St, Jim's
for a time.

Read foday, these last seventeen stories of Framk Richapds!
Schooldays have lcst little Af any of their charm, which is remarkable
when one realizes tinat they were written over forty years ago. Just
here and therc, or the rare oecasion, they arc mildly datcd, hy style.
in the more dramatin poments, particularly where Frark is asccused of
the theft, the dialogue is stilted and old~fazhioned. When o rasceml is
belng thrashed brutally, "the schoolboy would fain hove locked ey,
But it iz only at rare moments that the age of the stories peeps
through. With just the slighteat nmendwent to dislogue in placosz, these
seventecn tules could be issued as cne story today and would nake
reading natter which would surely appeal to any medern boy,

o doubt when the stories appeared, readers were longing for
Frank to return to Codar Orocek, All the some, the avthor was at his
most successful when he was doing a "solo™ turn of this types Tha
hero was in the limelight a1l the time., The Rio Kig stories, betfer
written and mare convincing, owed much of their sucecas to keening the
hero in the lesd with the supporting cast suall and ever changings,

The entire Cedar Creek scries, with the exception of sbmt three
stories, was republished in the golden oge of the Popmlor, Those
three stories were undoubtcdly pisacd through the ¢crelesscesa of some
sub=editor,.

Codor Creek wos assuredly s worthewhile branch line, BEvery story
wag excellent of ite class, and Charles Hamilton wrotoc the lots Posaibly
the moat memcrable atories of the whole lot are the last seventcen in
which Frark Richards appeared seclo, and became s rolling=stone.

It's just my woint of viewl What's youra?

* % ¥ x ¥

E!E\’M[AL ECHCES
On earlier toples,

i_:"ﬂ_ PACKGH: 1 mb quite ha py Lo read and enjoy everything that appeara In C.D.w C.D,
nousl, but 1 oSt confoss I would mech rather poad articles about the old papersg and
Btories than shat are virtually substitnte tales - whoever writes them, When 1% coDes

to resding yarns aboul Oreyfriars, St. Jip'e and 2o on, nothing can glve e greatep
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LET'S BE (ONTROVERSIAL
No, 69. THE GHOST STCRY

We know that large rumbers of subatitute stories of Greyfriars and
3%t Jin's, camiasionsd by the editors, appeared in the Magnet and the
Gems So far as I kmow it has never bean suggested that any of our
fovourite authors themselves employaed "ghoat" writers to do cny work for
th.em.q

Tt would, at any rate, explain soee of the controversy which has
occasionally oceurred in cur Blakdana column, when one contributor
declarea that & certain suthor was paid for a partieular story, while
ancther contributor avers emphatically that the particulsr story bears
the hall-mnrk of another writer.

Did Charles Hamilton, staggering under the incessant demsnd from
editors for more and more of his work, ever employ a "ghost" writer? I
an guite certain that he did not after the first World War. Of the few
years bofore the first World Wor I mm not so certain,

There ere some stories in that period, in both the Magnet and
the Gen, which have a strangsly hybrid flavour. There are storiea which
were obvicusly written by a subatitute apthor, yet show the Hamiltom
touch in places.

I do not beliove for o moment that Charles Hamilton ever had the
time or the inclimation for readingaibstitute stories after they wers
in print. How was it then that occasionally the creations of substi-
fute writers appeared in his stories. In the middle history of the
papers I believe that this was due to the editors changing nsmes on the
mamuaeripts. Certainly it bheppened in the case of Mr, Pilbeam.

About 1970 o Gem subetitute author retired Mr, Linton and replaced
him with Mr. Pilhear. In at leest one of the stories which the genuins
writer contributed befors the reprints comrenced, Mr. Pilbeam appeared.
Charles Hamilton told me that he had never even heard of Mr. Filbeem.
In his storiea he wrote of Mr. Linton. Somebody in the editorial

...........................................................................................................................................
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office changed the pame. The overall impression at the time was that
the gemiine Clifford had used & substitute writer's character.

Delarey and Phyllis Howell, to mention but two of Pentelow's
ereations, were referred to by the geouine writer in his stories, Here,
I think it likely, we have instance of Pentelow altering the papes in
the manpseripta,

Not 80 easy to explain sway, however, iz the crse of Mr. Erasmus
Zccharish Pepper, who owned a barn. Mr. Pepper and his barn appear to
bave been an invention of Pentelow, but both were featured im genuine
Hapilton stories some years after Pentelow's infiuence had left the Gem,

Mr. Poppers barn was the rendezvous for Pentelow's stories of
the St. Jin's parliament, Years earlier, when the blue Gem wasz very
young, there were genuine stories sbout s St. Jim's parlisment.

For a wime thers does meen to have been a link-up between the
atoriss of Charlea Hamiiton and Pentelow which is all the more remarke
able becauwse the atyles of the two =uthors gare 30 utterly dissimiier.
It is knomnthat the tio cen clashed,

Tet it 1s a fact that, some years later, the brilliant little
series of the Stony Seven saw Tom Merry & Co running a teashop in Mr.
Popper's barn. It really doea not make sense, unless he created Mr.
Pepper and the barm, that Charles Hsmilton should use them, long afier,
Or even know anything about them.

Qdd is the case of Clifton Deme in the blue Gew. Deme was the
creation of a substitute writar, a man whose style was guite unlike
Hamjlton's, Yot Hamilton adopted Dane, and, in blue cover steries,
often introduced him. It is ineonceivable to me that, with the very
large 5t, Jim's ceat of his own creation, the gemiine suthor should
read o substitute atory which was published against his wishes, and
gdopt the now character therefrom. The moat feasible explanation ia that
the substitute writer introduced Deme under the instructions of the
gemuing Martin Clifford.

Charles Eagilton told me emphatically that, with the exception
of "The Schocl Under Canves;" he never wrote s story which appeared
under the pen—name of Prosper Howard. Yet Prosper Howard created
Gordon Gay in the Fmpire Litrary - and, dewn the yearas, Charles Hemilton
froequently used Gordon Gay.

In the blue Gew snd tha red Magnet the majority of stories stand
out, without any doubt a2 gemuine material, Thers are same which are
obvicusly substitute efforts. But there are a mmber on which it is
difficult to pess an opinion - and it 4is hard to see why this should
be 30, It has been E}:ggastad occasionally that these were written
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Charles Hamilton on an "off" day. More likaly, I think, thst thoy were
ghost stories, touched up by the gemine hand, One does not, at any
rate, find any of them after the first World War.

Bermard Glyn was certninlty a gemuine character. Yet Glyn wes
apcken of as being at ths school, in a aubstitute story which appeared
before the genuine ons which told of Glyn's arriva). Unless Mr, Ham-
ilton himgalf told tho Sub-writer about Glyn, the sub writer must have
Tead the genuine Glyn story in Januscript fom in the editorts office,
In that case, the editor held back the permiine story to Teplace it with
8 sub atory which at that tire had not been written, It dosan'{ make
Benea.,

Yo oy mind the most otriking indication of a poazibls ghost
writer 1a found in the 1913 blue Gen story "Misunderatoods" 4s & gub
Story it is fairly successful, though it lacks the Hemilton nagic apd
would never deceive the real student. But this story hass a stock Hamil
ton theme. The boy who sses two pPecple in danger, goes to heip the one
Whoge nesd is the greater, and is accused of cowardice for neglecting
the other. Down the years this theme was used a good nany times at the
varions schools, though I believe (witheut checking) that this was the
first Instance of itz being wsed. At the end of the story Marners was
presented with his famous canera,

If the story were a normal sub specimen, alipped in by tha editor,
the fact of Charles Hanmilton repeating the same theme and keeping
Manners® canera as a stock topie, 13 strapge. But if ths theme was
sketchod out by the genuine writer, and worked on by 2 ghost writer
undor hiz direction, the whole puzzle falls into place,

I have just been Teading an artiele which Roger Jenldng wrote in
" 1946. How I am sure it is unfair to quate free on articls which a
eolleague wrote long agns With the passing of the years cur taste may
change & little; our Inewlsdge increases; we become less hampered by
Prejudices I loathe my own articles which I wrote sven a fow years
back, and it eobarrasssg ne if I evar read them, I could often be cone
founded if anyone was =o unidnd as to quote nany of oMy own old ariiclen,

Rogor's old articles atand up to the passing of tioe far betier than
mine do, so I hope he will forgive rme for quoting him here. I ohly do
80 because & comment he made in his 1946 article Provides an interesting
polnt in connection with the theme I an now handling,

Mr. Jenkin's wrots:

"These (the "ipm frog Nowhere! series in the Gem' were
in all Brobability written by Clive R. Fenn, the only person
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who ever used Mr. Bsmllton's pen-names without his dis-
approval, And cpe can appreciate the reason, for these
tales agem to be written by the hand of the master him-
aelf, It iz unfortunnte that if the employment of
subatitute writers was inevitable, the A.P. did not always
call at first on the son of Manwville Fenn,"

I don't suppose that today, seventeen years later, Roger would be
of the opinion that the "Nippy from Nowhere' series, which told of the
8t. Jin'a chups on towr with o motor caravan, seemed to be written hy
the hand of the master hinself. According to the Gem catalogue, the
Fippy series were written by 8. BE. Austin, who wrote a large oumber of
sub stories in both the Magmet and the Gem,

However, my reference to Mr. Jenkin's wery old article is not on
seeount of the Nippy series. I have quoted fram the article simply
for the atatenent: "{live Fenn, the only peraon who ever used Mr.
Bamilton's pen-nsames without his disspprovel.™

It seem= ocbvicus that Roger must have got that fron Charles
Hamilton hinself, But, so for as I know, there is no reference anywhere
to Clive Fenn having written any substitute atory., There seens to be
no record that Penn ever wrote & Magnet or Gen sub story for the editors.
Yot he wos the only man who used Charles Hamilton'a pen—napes without
his disapproval,

Ther for whom did he write?

. Sursly for Charles Hamilton. Is it not feszible to think that he
may have been 2 "ghost" writer - workdng under the direction of the
gemuine author?

Much of this is copjecture - but it ia fascinating to conjecture.
No doubt we shall go on conjecturing for many yeara to come.

® O % * #* * &

QONTROVERSTAL, _BCHOES
Nos 68, THE HEAVENLY TWINS

Though one alveys thoupht af the Gem and Magnet sx the '‘Hesvenly Twinat
1t was te be expected that the *Vital Spark' could glow equelly bripht in both
slmiltenecuely. Probably the 193%=35 period was the rloe wheh thelir cooblned level was
gt its hiphest, though for the connoisseunr thiz 15 perhaps clowded by the reallszatloh that
the oo moas carrying reprinta which, for all their muality, were not quits what the
origlnala had beeh, Tho teo papera touched a high level simultanecusaly, though, In the
grer of 19%, with the Blnek Box serfes fn the Gem ond the Water-Lily serdes in the

Hegnet,
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bever quits foord myse]f in sgreesont with the ides that ¢ dissppsarsd arvar about
193, The 127 = 34 pariod stonds soprene beeamuse the lamp of gantus durped steadily
‘throughrut;  thereafter there were times mhen It fluttered a 11%tls. But mch aplendid
talea et the Forterclifte series of 1935, the Watch—Chain and Geshill Park acries of
1937 and the Carter series of 1933 = amd ! think there are cthers = show mo dimmut!on
of the flame that 1 can see. [ agree thet there are notleeable modificaticna af atyle
and mood, but these | would regard as markite 2 normal ol fference between what cight be
#alled Olddie-period and late=perlod work, observabie in any mriter. Bere 1 folicw
Roger, but I do feel he poes Loo Tar in sugeesting thak the preatest of any man's work
egms |0 hld middle period, Truethat wme here [ind Sooe of the rreshness snd Inventive
neag of Youth cocbrined with the greater mraturity and wigdom of experjence; but whot of
that particylar sanity, depth md serenity that comesz with age? In any ¢RgSe, are
Cthello, Lear ond Antony and Clecpatra renlly middle~period Bhekespeare? Surely not.

w 1 really must put in a word In tsvour of the sunny yellow covers of Che
Megnet®, When I firat bought the Mognet In the early 1930's I was alwa¥s atfracted by
1ta cheerful cover, especinlly in the sarmer montha mhen 1t aecoed to perscoify for oe,
al any rate, the long beaptiful summers of that perlod. Mr, Bhleldts {ilostraticne
eovering the great Lencaster series, and most of the gther gregl serles at hig tioe mere
mich more afult than lster 1lluatrationa in the Magnet, | must it that some of Che
red , whibe aRd Diue Deno woere AbRracilve Loo.

w: When | came intg contact with the Magnet {(19%) the Gem hat alrost

and [ had ne Intereat in It t111 I discovered thab Martin apd Frank mwere the sace
chappia. I hawe always enjayed storles of St, Jim's, but they never seam Lo ring tha
bell 1ike Greyiriars and Rookwood do, [ can't put ¥ [inger on the rvason for this,

bgt 1 know that I prefer post=war Br, Jints to the pre=sar varfety, A to oy surprise

I pven prefsr 1t To the podt=mar Oreyfrdara,

UGB SELL4RS: I am certaln that the blue Gems and the red Mapnets were the [inest
stories of Charles Hamllton, ard thia 1a proved by the fact that the mejority of readors
are keen to sbtaln these papers and Day high prices for them. Wiy wors thay reprincted
80 Dony times? The apswer {2 clear, The secret was the atznsphere in Chose stories
nmaglnm a3 never repsabed in sny later perlod of thet wery famous pair, the fan and the

gk,

w From & purely artistic polnt of view 1 agree that the Gon covers were
prebabdy better than the Msgpet, Bk mzrely the Magnet front oovers had much more
Individual ity and perheps greator distlnetlon. Leonartd Ehields of course did most of
e covers from 1927 ormartdg and at his best be was mequalled in Cthis field.
80 far =3 bthe actual contents of Lhe Dwo magazines were concerned In the red, vhita
and blue and yellow and orange perfod, ot least 1% ecan be sald Tor the Magnet that,
the serfal apart, sll Bhe features were complimentary to the main sehool story. Thia
wag not true of the Cem elther during its "Indien Suomer® or in the reprlnt period,
Finally, I sgree bthat the Magnet in 1ta last years achieved dignity md perhaps
a littie dullnmas too,

139G

: The GDUZRDIAH, in an artiels ly Terry Colsmen, has giwen the gle? newa chat some
of the old Greyfriars stories are o be reprinted in LOOE snd LEARR, Ip his article,
Mr. Coleman makes the followlng statements:

M pas. agsziney mhich 1s meekly, S98%5.15+, 09,3008 MG, A, Sahhrl TORAA. 1.
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to read, despite their abridgementss they contaln = series of
elimaxes, which give & satisfying ebb and flow to ench reprint, whervas
the: double numbers and Bunter books have only one climax npicccs

Finally, mention must be made of the coloured cover of Magnot No.
288, o sailing btont containing three schoolbeys with o backgrounsd of
& pler jutting out inte the sca. It ha= no comnection with the story,
but it typifies the serens, haleyon world that existcd when the double
mmbers were in their heydey,

£ o6 K * »
LET'S BE CONTROVERSIAL
No. 0 THE ONE AND ONLY

Surcly the most lovablo character in the whole of Bamiltonie is
Arthur Aagustus MArcy, the swell of St. Jimis. 0ddly enough, he waa
never imitatod at any of the other Hemilton schools, I aay oddly
enough, because most of the biz Hamilton successes in characterization
found their countcerparts clsewherc as time rassed.

Gussy was created at the ond of 1906, Ho was reelly belicvenble
only for = fuw years following his creation. Ten ywara later he wog
dated. Yot we hove gone on reading sbout hic down the years, and
even to—day we do not foul that we are reading of a datod charncter.

By the end of Y906 Charles Homilton had created a muher of
schools which had stayed for a short time and then paszsed one He had
no rensen to think that 5t. Jin®s would last any lenger then the
others had done, or that Arthur Augustus, whom he hod introdnced into
that modest 1ittlc series in Pludk, would still be featuring in new
tales fifty yoars an.

Gussy was not larger thon life, 43 a2 achoolmzster I would
beaitete to any that any fictional schoolboy, with the exception of
the very wicked, wos largor than 1ife, But Gussy woa doted by hia
monocle, his specch impediment, his "fivahs",

Even whon most of us were children, Sussy was dated, thoueh it
never occcurred to us.  We loved his mistoerntic background without
any sense of jealouay. Although we seldom had five pence in our owno
pockets, we were thrilled to read of 2 boy who frequently received
five pourds from his "patah™,., I doubt whethsr Guasy ig any morse
dated in 196% thon he wns in 1923, but I think ho would cause pore
resentoent to-day, with far le=s reasomn.

Wher Gussy was intreduced to St, Jim's in 1906, he was realiy a
atock Edwardisn charncter, Clecrly he was originally intended for
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light relief only. It was left to Martin Clifford, as the yaears
- alipped by, to develop Artlnn Augustus into one pf the Hamilton
"g:l:'eatﬁ"-

We wero never told whether the monocle was merely affectation or
whether Suzay was defective in the zight of onoc gye. We can accopt
that Gusay had one weak gye, for though ho was fastidious, he was
never affccted.

But ths momoclc heavily dated Gusay. Hone of us, I would wager,
ever anw a schoolboy wearing o monocie on account of weak sights
For the past fifty yoars, I would imngine, no school in the country
would allow 2 boy to attend wearing z monocls.  Yet, to us, Gussy
without his monoclc, would mot be Gussy at alls In the post-war
atories, Charles Bamilton playcd down thit monocle. There wis but
little reforence to it - but we old—stagers must nlweys have sensed
that it woas thoro.

Tho spoech impediment dated Gussy even morc thon his mopocle,
yot a0 much of the gentls chorm of Arthur Augustus loy in that specch
impedimonts,  Po—doy there iz much in speech which grates horribly
wpon sensitive nerves, but actual spoech impediment iz almost urnknown
in normel youngstors.

Martin 01ifford dsveloped Gusay frem the stock dude of the
earlicr atories to the simple, kind-hearted youngater who was onc of
paturc's gentlemon in the finest scnse of the expression. In almoat
every story of St. Jin's ever writton Gussy played his part, and he
atarred on countless ocensions in inmumersblc great stories. In
many wiys, in certazin circumstances, Gueay gerved Martin Clifford
every bit os well 2s Billy Buntor served Fronk Richords.

The atory "Bought Honours" ia n classic cmong scheel stories for
gvery one who hoa over read it,  Jn this atory, the simple Guasy woa
 persunded by the cunning Lovison to chent in an cxam. It iz an
unforgettable episodc in the Ste Jim's sagre 1t wos Guasy'a
conmection with Oliver Iymn which ploced tho Schoolboy Pug scrice
smong the Gom's greatests S0 ofton Cuasy's simplo faith — somotimen
misplaced but nlways endearing - brought the luep to the torost. In
lightor moeed we reeall Gussy ond nis c¢hoguebook; Guasy adopting o
dorkey in the brilliant littic "D'Arcy Mnwirma="; Guamy going to work
ot various jobs, ond olwiyo with hilarioua reaulta; and Guagy runndng
away from school and teking roefuge in turm at Groyfriars, Roctoweod,
and Cliff House in a seorios which is as delightful to-day as when it
was written forty years ago.

Gusgy was undoubtedly the ﬁreateqt pieca of character paioting
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at St. Jim's., Yot it was Gussy who inevitably dated St. Jim's. But
it was a doting which, in my view, the reader never roally noticed.

¥ # * # %

DAVID NIXON GOES 7O GREYFRIARS

David Bizon, ono of the most likeable personalitics on television,
joina - the cast of the Bunter show in the Weat End thiz coming
Christmas seasome With the intriguing title of RILLY SUNTER MEETS
MAGIC, the ploy, which cpens at the Shaftastury Theatre on DecombeT
23rd, would scem nagured of success.

David Mixon plays o conjurer who can do worderful tricks when
he ia a1l olone, but finds things begin to go wrong whon anyonc elsc -
is prosent. And when Billy Bunter hoppena to be present — well,
imagination boggless In recont years thoere have beon 3 fow minor
grumbles hecauge the Greyiriars chums spent Christmcs abroad. This
yeer thoy are in gooc old England — =i a loncly plmoe in Jormwzdl -
and surly cony hearts will wom spontincously when we Sof thot the
place hes been named POLPELLY o

Pater Bridgemont, wha was such an outstanding success last yeor,
ence ogain plays Billy Bunter. When he coets David FNizon, who plays
a conjurer who has a mild flair for villainy, things really happen.

Last year the Billy Bunter show, though it did the best business
of all thoe Christmns matinee shows, was hard hit by the #eathere
Another bod oeszon woull mecn the end of Billy Bunter za a stage
attrrotion. Lot us hope for pood weather, =nd give the show every
gapport in our powers I you con display a bill profitcbly, let us
know herc at the Iigest Office, and we will scrd one 10 youe

Eake an oorly appointment to meet Billy Bunter ond the Greyfriars
chums, not forgetiing lira Quelch, when BILLY SURTER HMEETS KAGIC at
the Shaftestury Theatre. Fore news of the show in future issues of

Collectora® Digest.
PO AR

SUFFLIERS OF HAMITTON'S FLOTS : -—-— By Derck Adlcy

Once agnin it wos 2 pleasure to read an article by Roger Jendns
ir, GuDe = I rofer to More Kews from Rose Lawn'. It woaz indeed
interesting to read zbout Tnzrles Eamilton's home and neighbourhood,
nrd note that Roger felt there was little to support the ides that
Hopdiltor: was ever supplied with plots for hia atoricds

(contimed on page i8 i




T T P T E T e P TR PP R T PP T P P Y e i (LU faaf

Pogs. 15
Lo Q gilte The schoo Lo
In 301 *,..0¢Ver been seen 1o Grevfriars® (not the omual g4t)i in 972, "...betier
than anyone in Greyrrlare,® :
in 901, *The renafnder of the day possed meventfully engughi® in 905, TThe rest of

the lesson passed uneventjully enough,*

Without detpaeting frob the tremendous amunt of work and research that B11) lofta
hag accooplished in thiz Fleld, it doea seem to e o the strength of thls evidenes that
he has been cisinformed aé to the authorship of nany of the storiea publishied In "The
Next Best Thing®, and that we 8111 do nol have anything like an mocurate and cotplete
Iist of substitute stories and thelr authers, In point of fast Lt I8 qulte clesr thak
such a desirgble atate of affairs fs jmpossible eotisidering the lapge of time slnce Che
publication of the storjes, It 15 cur miatertuns that the Magnet and Oem muthors
apparently Falled to keep detalled records of 21l the aieries they had published 1n these.
papers; and SLIl] more so that the L,F, doeshift appear to have detalted snd reliable
records,

T must confess I am a bit dublous about agcepting the ssaurance of suthors about
storjes they clalh freo memory Go have written between thirty and CIfty years ago;
pertimilarly in view of the recwrrence of themes snd similarity {md even duplication) of
fmny titles, He doubt many Citles were sltered b¥ bright edltors, enywayl

My omn careful and oritiecal study of many hmdreds of Magnet and Gem storles indis...
cates that thers gre literaily doZens of substitute stales In our 0.B.B.0. "officials
1lats which are s4111 credited to Charles Hamllton. HMany of cheae are, 1 feel, an inmit
te hia mamory, belng utterly absurd, worthleas, and in the sate caCegory a3 othars that
are achnowledgsd as aach, [ have, In facb, an sbuwdance of evidehce amd quotations to
Jippert oy view of the atories I have In mind, quite gpart from the Cealiy charscter—
Isation (characters seting ®out of character’} which 12 usually the best guide Lo a sub
ELOTT.,

I hope shortly to elaborate on this subject with the help of quotations that will,

I ml certalh, convinee any student of Haolltoniana that he ean safely add & conslderable
ougber of edditional titles to his 118t of substitute storled In the Magnet and Cen,

LET'S BE CONTHOYERSTAL
Nos 71: A KIT CR A MISS :

The topic of the substitute writer is always with us, and there is
Iittle doubt tihnt it olways will be with use A reador whose lotter
appearcd recently in Yours Sincercly makes same extramely intoresting
compents on the subject though some of hiz conclusions are fallacies.

Qur render said: "It is only since we have grown up thot we
criticisca™ He contoended that when we were boys we could not tell o
substitute story from the gomine article.

I am awarc that there are some readers who claim that they could
never detuct one from the other, and it clways aurprizes mo. My own
view is that nny youngster who thought the substitute stories and the
gemiine ones all come from the aone pen cannot have boen = very avid
render of Eamiltouisa ot 21l. I myself road +tho Gem ond the Wagnet
from & very corly age ond I have rood them ever since, I cannot pecall
any time when, to quotc Gerry &llison's apt illustration, the sub sto
did not couse the cirder to grote between my teeths (cont'd on page 18 Je,
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LET'S BE CONTROVERSIAL (conts’'d from pﬂgﬁ 15)en

ur render engquires: "Who would you eall a substitute writer for
Soxton Blake?" Herc he is wide of the mark, for there is no commec—
tion at alle It was nover cloimed at any time that all the Sexton
Bloke stories come from the some man. But in the case of the Magnet
and the Gom the cditors muinteined the myth that two separete writers
turned out every story of Greyfriors and St. Jim's thot appeared.

It has boen sugmested by some of our conbributors in the post,
that the great scandal of the old popers was that the work of substi-
tute writors wes published under the ponensmes of Charles Homilton.
The goouwine writer himself, thoush possibly with tongue slightly in
chook, subseribed to this view, Subatitute storics may have been
necczgary to maintain the sequence - but such stories should net have
appeared under the pen—nomes Frank Richards or Martin Clifford,

There is much cammonesense, much justice, in that.

But pruse, for o moment, znd consider, The Sexton Blake sagn
belongs to nobody, although we oy have preferred one auther to
another.

Things were very different with Greyfriors ond St, Jim's. They
belotg exclusively to Chorles Bemilton, There is not one man in the
world who would suggest otherwisce But it night hove been vaatly
difforent if every subatitute story hnd been published under the nome
of itz zcetunl writer. Names 1ike Pentelow, Samweys, Warwick, ond many
pthers who butted in to fill the pop winile the genuine writcr was
engoged in other fields, If thosc substitute stories hnd been pab-
1ished under the pames of the cotual writers things would have been
vastly different. They would have been part of the Greyfriars and St.
Jim's angos and accepted 23 such — in the same woy that every Sexton
Blake story is ncecopted.

in my opinion only one man roxily goinod — the financial agpect
excluded, of course - from the fact that all the stories appeared
under the pen-nomes of Charles Hamilton — opd that man was Charles
Homilton himself. True, very much indifferent material was published
under these pep~names, buf thisz very systor threw two th:mga inte
viglent contrast — the gonuine ond the imitation,

Charles Hamilton's reputation has lost nothing from the activitier
of the substitute writers. In fact, it goined cnormously.

Wo should hove likod the substitute stories no mere and no less
had thoy boen published under the names of their real writers. But
they would have been given sonc credit as pert of the saga and they
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would have avoided the odivm which has become their lot for ail time,

Plenty of Sexton Elske stories dewn the yenrs were bering ond
badly written, but they never ramnined in the memory na the substifute
Goms 2nd Magnots dide I can recall only one Sexton Blake story which
gwve me the "cinder crunch®s, That was "The Man Frow Tokio". The
original Granite Gront stories had beon published anonymouslye Beforo
I bad completec the first page of "The Man From Tokio™ I kmow that it
was not by the original writer ard my disappointment waos intonsces In
consequehes, I have nover forgotten it. Had I known in advonee thet
the ztory was by a difforont writer thore would haves becn no
dis:lppointmen‘t. .

It was the rocurring hopes and disoppointments of the Gam apd the
Magnet which decply blackened the substitutc periods in the paporse
Hod we known in advonce the nomes of the writors of the stories thore
would hove been no losting odium, for we should have bought and read
only the stories of the writer or writers who nppezled to uss In the
same way os the readers of the Sexton Blakc Library did before the war
whon copies of 211 the pordodicnls were in the shops to be bought or
ignored as the whim took the purchaser,

Our Yours Sincercly writer ssid, referring to two subatitute
gtories which werc reprinted in the Gen: "Both storics were conzidered
good cnough for the re=prints, and some of Fronk Richards! own stories
wore not."

But our correspondent is miataken. Many of the gerwine tales
were omitted = but not becausce they were not good encugh for reprint.
ing. Simply becamusec they were dated by topicnlities, like "The
Diabolista®, "Tom at the Franco-British", and plenty of others, or were
over—sontimental like "Figgy's Folly" and some of the Dick Brocoke
stories in a way which would have failed to rinmg the bhell in the nine—
teen—thirties. 45 2 resalt of these inevitable omiszions - znd other
factors like the publication of the Christmas stories in Hovamber in
garlier days - the seasons rushed by teo quickly for the selector, so
he had ¢ leap shend. In these days I was responsible for any oamount
of picking up of gemuine etoriss which hod been cmitted on account of
these leaps nhead. I think we can all rest sgsured that no gemuine
story was ormitted because it was "not good snough for re—printing.”

Tho nurber of aubstitute tales roprinted was wory amall, It is my
impression thet the intention was to reprint pone and that & few cropt
in through the carelessncss of someons in the editorial officca

It's just my point of view. What's yours?

.
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ROCER JEMKING:  Anythlng that 1 srote seventoo years ago 18 surely ctoo faint now ©o
hare iy fchoes left at alll T have, however, confiroed with John Shaw that 1t was
Charles Hagilton hinseil who wrote that comment abcut the Nippy [rom Nowhere storles.
Clive Fenn was the son of Cecrge Manwilla Fonn, and was the anly writer of atories about
Charles Hupiltonts charaeters mho wes nok disapproved of by the creator of those charactera,

Charles Hapllton adniited being ¥ague about dates, but he was never uncertain about
stories, He alwaye remembered his omn atories. and thiz is clear [rom Che lotCers Johm
ghaw Tecelved from him early ln Ehe last wor, when he confirmed his auchorshlp of wery
many stories, during the course of A long colTespoidences Forr this reason I have giwaya
regarded J ot Shew'a 11st of substitute stories 35 boing the most asthentlc and reliable
of 211, 8ioilerly, I an prepared To accept Charles Hamiltonls stabement about the suthor-
ghip of the Nippy [roo Nowhere storles,

why Chorles damilion did net disapprove of Clive Ferm!g storles ia otk altogethar
gertalh. It 1%, however, clear that There Wald 4 oohentols digagreenent over the Gem In
the iste 'Cmenties, and Charles Hamllton refused to write anything for Lt for many yeolsd.
In the partlcular circubatances of the time, 1T glght mell ba the ¢ase that he preferted
_the 8T, JImfs storles Lo be weitten by Clive Fenn rather than by argyone else, Compared
with some of the storles of the tize Lp the Jem = for exale, SC. Jima bealeged by
Russians in the Ecwy Searles Brooka series = 1 expect that Cllve Fenn's tales gceded
almst as good as those hy the gemulpe Hartin Cliftord hioself.

0,0 +  Omyn Evanaj ©. H. Teaxt; Hichael 8torm; Andrew Murrsr; Je W, Bobinz d, G
H another yery popular writer who Ic would be tactful not to mentlon = all had
Whoat' writers for gome of thelr Bexton Blake yarna,

Phyllia Howell waa a oreation of G. R. Aomways, snd not J. M. Pentalow, though, as
you rightly suggest, Che characlers nanes Were interloped in Mr, Hamtltonts stories with-
out hia kmowledge, Regarding the atory tMimmderatood® in the GEM 1t was actually written
b¥ E. B. Brooka, and was ofiginally entitled 1the Coward of Bi, Jimts' ~ but there I8 Do
reacrd Lo show that Brocks and Hamilton cver oollaborated in storles for the Compan 100
papera.

Clive k, Fenn mast certalnly did not write any snbstituta atorles In the MARET ar
OFM - not oniy by officisl records, When Mr. Fenn was conlactad SODe years ago by Tom
Aoppertan he remarked *that the only atory he ever wrote Was rejected by Pentalow the
edltor, Then he {Fern) was later moat sstonished to gee Chat fentelow had carved up hia
ides into Pive or s£lx ataries, mhleh mere later publlshed, Clive B, Fonntg iob was sicply
to anmwer readers lotters 1n the MAGHET offlce.

Mr. C. M, Down recently told me thatb Cherles Hamilton did ereate Cordon Oay & Co. In
the RFIRE LIBRARY, Dut only wrote the tirat few stories, ang afterwards he (Down) and
H. 4. Hinton srote the atorics under the 'Frosper Howard! pen-nome betwesh them, & full
explanation about all this wondd take &n artlole by ttaglf, The ogstery of the creatlon
of Clifton Dabe £n the GEN 1s bost easily erplainedi Resdera who have the CEH will have
to heve m Tull 1ist of additional data since that was publishad in due ooursel

No. 57 THE FEUD OF THE FOURTH mhich introduced Clifton bare was writlen by Lha
editer FERCT GRIFFITHE

The substltute wrlter who retlred Mr, Linton, amd replaced him with M, Pl1Doan wad
FRANCIS WARWICK , whe arote more stories then credited to him in the GEM CATALOGUE,

Personally I don't think Clive R, Fenn had the ability o TOhoet! for Chuarlon
Hemilton, &ococrding Lo Branton-Hope, and T'm only quoCing what he tald me, *he {Hopel] o
a pergonal fréend of Hra Hamilton had his full approval when he tised hls charmolers in
BLorles.

:  PhylIla Howell 18 fowwd 1o G, R. Balways 15chopl and Bport® amd also in

e i A0, N19n. . Premumnbly, These Smo Magnats were also mritten ly Bammays, dn
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Mtaresting polok: 1o Magnet 468 It 1z gtated that Fhyllis Howell had lost her anly
Brefher in the war g yuar before, but, later, Bameye lotroduced har brother, archie,

W oreyiriars.,

GEE,_::! WS Hlé;t! gi W.D.5, Lofts

Some venrs 2go, I tock friend Gerry Allison to task, for sugcest-
ing thot he could detect a substitutc atory in a few worda, Although
I still mmintain that with sub-editing, interloping of phrases and
other fnctors by sub=editors, ome con Lo 8o wrong, though = gencral
exrmination Ly an expert could possibly tell the difference - on this
occngion T am most pieased to say thot Serry wes right, "Wonted a
Poet" Woe 953 the Codar Creck story in the BOY3 FRIEKD was written by
a sub—writer but net as Scrry so strongly hints by Ge fe Sooways = but
by Roginald S. Kirkhezm - who wms o close fricnd of hisa

In fairness to Bric Fayne our editor, who suggested recently that
Charies Homilton had writter all the 205 stories, he had not only been
misled by Mr. Homilton, {who probably assumed he wrote them all) but
it has heen many years since he last read them, and one's opinioms esn
atter 8 let in 2 fresh perusal of them.

I have fouml evidence, that the obove story was writton in a greaf
hurry, 3o probably the writer can be cxecused to somo extents At tho
game time I cnn also answer Ray Hopkins query in the fugust 'Yours
Sinccrely' on dctoils about Re Se Eirkham - or *Eirks' as ho was
affuetionately ealled.

'Kirks? was considercd a great humorous writer at the Amnlgomated
Press.  Stnrting writing for THE SC0UT, he later wrote acme eorly sube
stitute Mognet stories, and at least GEM 568 "Denounced 1 o Coward's
In 1919 ho wrote wony Bessie Bunter atories in THE SCHOCOLFRIEND, msirdy
the Wmarous oncs, whilst Horace Phillips wrete the sericus thonmes.
'Firksz" wrote boys stories under the nome of '"Frank Vincent' a3 well
a3 mmerous girls tales.

Around 1930 'Kirks' was left o large sum of money by his father,
who hod owned o large store in the South., Giving up writing, be went
on & ¢ruise roumd the world, and on his return started a succeazful

fruit growing business in Kent. On his death s few years ago, he left
over £32,000.

'Witks! was an ezceedingly popular man at the AJF., and vmo a
leading light in 81l the house dinners, parties, and functions, and he
was certainly for from unknowi.

So congratulations, Gerry on proving that a Cedar Cresk atory was
a zub, end I'm only too plessed to confirm {providing that they are
correct) mny Hamilton sueries in the future, . . —
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alow in riaing,

He seemed to be glued to hia chatr, and to detach himsalf thersn—
from with a herculean sffort.

{In & few months' timc there will be a special competition in

connection with this latest series of Gms of Hamiltonia. Watch for
announcerentsd )

CONTROVERSIAL ECHOES
No, 0. THE OFE 44D OFLY:

GECRCE SELLARS: Dear Old Gussy, A very colourful character, oo a piller of 8t, J1nfds
Lty story of Tom Merry & Co without him in it weuld have seeced dull trteed, He plaged
a worthy part 1n comtless talea, Aamd 1 1Iked him as wh in drems as In comedy.

The storles § used to love (and stlll do} were those of hlz loye affalrs, alwaya
nld—way betwasn pathos and lavghter, Needless to asy, Gusay i® a great favourites of
mae. In ¥Cozaln Evhelfs Bchooldsys® , Hanners made bp a Bong about hio for a concArt.
Thiz 1g = verse of Ix:

Hets always dreased

in hiz Sunday best,

Copplete with shinlng toppers

A modest ¢ap, Uhis lofty chap
Regards ng most 1Dprogels

His mzlsteont, too, 15 pink ad bluag
Forr spats he's [eirly lusay:

Ke iz the nuttlest of the nubs,

O own irmortal Gussy,

m%l quite agree that Gussy was without doubt oné of the plltsrs of the
efl, never L, though, that we had too such of him as we did of B11ly Bumte in
the Magnet, In r¥ ¥iew the latter paper suffere=d from o gurfelt of Bumter, and I alwaye
preforred 8t, Jio's and Rockwood because of {t.

BTLN ¥NIGHT: The cne and only Gustawus wag almays a great fevourites of mine, too, I
mch preferred hin to 81lly Bunter,

AHDARN LaNCHAN: 1 was delighted with the survey you gave of the One and Omly, and
thought It the best Contreweralal of an excellent year. [ have olways loved Guasy, and
you presented an aspect of thia great plece of characterisgaticn which T hal never
nppreelated bersre, [ hope thot yoa oay be teopted to selpot zome of the othar custand=
{ng characters, now and again, and spotlight them in the =yme way In Let's Be
Controverslal.

ERIC FATHE adrar In oo article entltled *Gerty Waa Right® in our November iasge oy
Triend, Bill Lofts, commentiog on the fact that I atated that Charles Raptlton wmeota all
the Cedar Creck stories, said that I hed been misled by Mr, Haml]ion, Thiz was not the
gamre, Bo for as [ know, Charles Haoilten newer claioed thal he wiote all the Codar
Crogk ptarlea, Certalnly he never nade mich a clain to me. HF slip was entlrely due

to g fauliy twmoTy, and the grest iapse of years siooce I read the Codar Creck Toles.

]
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LET)S EE CONTROVERSTAL J
Nos 725 NOT FLAWLESS, ROT —1

Hoger Jenkins's nrticle in the Apmanl was thought-provoking,
Though entitled "Flaws in the Diamond" it devotes only its firet half
te the flows. The second helf concorns the substitute writera.

43 to the flaws - well, I oo not certnin that they were renlly
flawa at all, If they were, then one gets the impression that Roger
hod to scrapc the bottom to find them - and thot iz scmething of o
compliment to Chorles Ramilton,

I think thot topographiczl details were important in maintoining
illusion, Wher slips oocurred, os they did ocensionnlly, they were
due to a foulty memory. The natendshing thing ie not that there were
topographical slips, but that thoere wore so fow of them, considering
the nuther's enommous cutput and the range of his work, Such slips
were only obvicua at 21l to scmeons who read the stories clozely over
a mmber of yeors.

The shandonment of the Black Rock woa surprising, for it feztured
a good deal in the early Megnet. But abendommenta, both in topo—
graphy and charmcteriaation, were by no moans wimown in the Hamilton
story dewn the years.

When I was 4 lad, the names of the starring characters never
gtruck @e ns anything but perfect. Whether they originated in
Burke's peerage and Debreft I could not ssy even now - I accept any-
body's word that they did = but I don't see thot it matters, Charles
Homilton wns, to some extont, the vietim of his own popularity. His
stories ran for such s very long time. Tom Herry was created exrly
in 1207, and it may have been fashionnble at that time for authors to
give their herges symbolic nimes. &3 I wrote o month or two 2go,
Arthur Augnstus was o typical dude of BEdwordion fietion, but o few
yuars later he was dated.  Henders did not notice it. It was not
the suthar's fault his work wos so populer thaty by demond, St. Jim's




Toge.12.

and Greyfrieras wont on o on and one

Poger commenta thot by 195 when Rockwood was crected Charles
Bomilton had hod time to learn by his mistokes. Perhaps thot is truc.
Yet, though Bookwood moy have boen more flawless than Ste Jic's and
Greyfriors, it haod oothing like the same success. Hor do I believe
that Jiney Silver oever cought the imagination of readers aos Tom Merry
did.

astonishing, I think, wos the repetition of nomes. MHost inex—
plicable af all wias the uze of Mr, Quelch and George Wingate ot
Clavering in the apring of 190V, and then to find the snme names ond
identicnl chevacters ot Groyfriars in coarly 1903, Not flows, perhops,
but certoinly oddities, 4nd long, long afterwards we found pames
lilkee Punter ond Poypings continmunlly cropping up.

I agree with Hoger obout unpleosant nomes for unpleasont pooplos
For the record I would mention that Snipe was not o Homilton crention.
1% woa an editerial nmme given to Levisen for a time in the reprint
period when storics were printed out of original sequence.

I don't think the dAuappy Family nomes ever bothered me much, but T
was unhappy over nemes like Professor Balmyermpets  That sort of
thing lowered the standord of the papers with o bump to comic paper
levels

1 do not really agree with Hoger. thet the woy in which Greyfrisrs
boys resd the Gem, or the way in which Guasy once met Martin Clifford,
shnttered illusion, At any rate, it always had the reverse cffect
upon ces  More shattering to my illuslons woere the Greyfriars Herold
and Billy Bunter's Weckly supplements.  But we all kmew thot the
muthor had nothing to do with those.

As on cdult I find very few reol floaws in the dismondes I think
that the adverb "guictly" was uaed too frequently. I think that "Hal
Hal Ha's"™ and "Yaroohal" were quite superfluons. I am surprisod that,
at any rate in later yenrs, they were not blue-pencilled. I agreo
with Roger that there wos an air of gentle patronoges in the presenta-
tion of the so—called working classes, but I am sure it never gavo
pffences I belicwe thot ninety per cent of Charles damilton's roodors
were of those worlding classes and of the middle class which, os Roger
a¢ truly anys, nover roally exdsted in the stories.

I hnd oy own pet aversions nmong themos, as who of s haz not?
Long sericg, in my view, were a mistakes I beolisve, as I have said
bofore, that the very long scries camc about on acegunt of the need of
the author, in later years, to make ome plot last as long a9 possibles

It irritated me when, almost imvariably, Charles Hamilton

llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll ittt dnd ot ot s ettt etic



Page 14 ——

translated any plece of foreigm language uged. Monsieur Charpentier
alwoys translated his French expressions intc English. It is the
only instance that I can-call to mind of Charles Hamilton ever writing
dewn to his readers.

But these criticisms are really carpings Charles Hamilton's
schievements were so immense in furning cut wholesome and readable
storics in huge quantities for boys, as both Roger and I fully agroe,
that onc has to bo carping to find foult.

In all but onc point, I fully ogrec with Roger's maatoriul
amming-up of the substitution qucstion. Roger tells us that tha
dearth of geruine stories in the Gem in the late twentiss wns due to
a bitter arsument which the muthor had with the editor of the Geme I
find it rithor hard to-nccept this, though I presume that Roger
obtained hiz inforwation from Chorles Homilton himself.

I discusacd the Gem more than any cother paper with {hnrics
Bamilton, ond he mever told me anything of the sort. The cditor of
the Gem was niso the editor of the Magnet, and surcly = dispute with
one would hove becn z dispute with the other. I believe that Mr.
Down wns the editor ot this time, and the author always spoke of him
as the ensiest of men with whom to co—operato.

Furthersore, the trend of ever-inercasing subatitute work woa
clear during moat of the twenties. Even in the earlier twentics the
genuine stories, though consistently excellent, wsre regrotiably short.
In 1924 there wes a largs number of substitute atorics. In 1925 more
than half the stories were by substitute writcers. In 1926 there wos
n mere handful of germine storicsa 1927 showod an improvement, when
Charlcs Homilton contritmted the summer series of Tom Merry & Co in
Cannda. 1928 had only the Vietor Clecve serles of feur tolos. Im
1929 there were no gemune stories at all.

In 1930 sl in the first six months of 1531 there were obout
eight gemine stories.  after the roprinta started, new stories were
no longer reoquired from anyens for the Gem.

In my opinicr, had there been o bitter diepute over the Gem,
Charles Hamilton would have written no new stories at all for it in
those years. My view iz that he had other fish to fry, ond just bad
no time for oany Top storicSa

Finally, 1 do not agrec with Roger that in the Gem of the middle
twentios crwards, the imitatione were "very cleverly done indeod."

He ia, of course, spesking of his personal reactions to thuse stories,
but I find it surprising that ho should have found it necessary ‘o
rond severnl chapters in some cnses bofore becoming cortain that the
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story in question wns an imitation. Such-was never By oxperiencos
I recoll the bitter disappoiniment I uwsed to suffer when, week after
week, I used to lack in vodn for 2 genuine story.
1 do not know which particular substitutc stories Roger has in
mind, but I can think of none in that peried which I would regard in
any woy as approaching the real thing.

= O # * W W

CONTROVERSTAL ECHOBS

Hog F1: A HIT CR A T3S
WalhG. LOFT3:  Ome could never speak of a subgtitute Bexton Blake mriter, though one
eplld rufir bz substitute *ehmrocter writars.®  No other writcr could ever write a
Cranllé Grant story 11ke W. W. Sayer, the creator,. With regard to the reprinting af
the old Ger stories, the following 18 o wrtract from o letter recelved from Me, R, G,
Hewitt, nho was a sub—editer on the Magnet end Gem In The 30Ms,

EThe Cem reprinta were selected by Mr. Arthur Alderoft, who was In charge of the
Gom at that tige (under Hr. ¢, M. Down).  He typed them dlreet from the wolumes, ared
he had Ingtructions Co use genuine Charles Hanllten storles only. 1t 15 guite possible
that a Few substituto staries ercpt ln, but this was unlntentlonal, & fed genulne
sterics had to be onitted ag they were dated from some reason or other.®

HARRY BRCSTER: 1 think y¥ou have kit on a wvery senaibls sond wlse vlew of the substitute
whitcrs and thelr stories, and P ochink you are dead oorrect, Jual as we all aceepted
the vuricus autherd of Sextoh Blale, so would we have toierated the substitute writers,
had their names been disclosed, Some of the mub yarns were putrld atuff, but they have
suffered more ainee Lhe dizslosure that they wers hob genulins. Tours 18 a good point,
end | think fnjustice to the well=pagning bul infericr sub=writers would have deen awlded

F_'F,ﬂﬂ_u}‘: T can appraciato that some discerning readera counld defect som: subestarics,
but I fall Lo mee how anyohe could detact them all, as, even now, there 1s still arguoent
a8 Lo whether some 3tories are subs orf not, Like s3) suthors with a buge cutput and
deadlince to mest, C.H. turned out some pot=bollors.

48 regards deductions as to suthorship from internal evidence so ably put by Laurle
Button and Walter Webb, these deducticnz have so often been proved wrong that I reel
they take up space that oould be put bo beticr usc, But Laurie Sutton la quite correct
In refusitg to actopt outhorg? staloments as o Storles they wrobe even 20 Yeal® afCs.
But what abcut the dozens of mb=storlss whilch he s¥s are stlll eredited to CJHLT
Fran your own staotementsd jold shewld be able to settle thls, Can youd I should very
mech doubt thet Fenn ever phosted (o C.H. I rogard him as one of the pocrest of the
&uF. outhors,

FRIC FAYNE adds: ! presume that Mr, Bution was referrlng to many substliute ghorles
are nok shomn as such In the Londot Club's Gem catalogue, 1o a review of thils

patalofee In Collesctoral Dipest for {oetober 1962, we oade The following cbaervation:
EThe chly criticism one con mske 1% thet subatitute stories oight have been Indicated
az such, oven when the nome of the ectual writer was not known, As 1t 13, one gets the
pverall i{mpreaslon that Charles Hamilton wrote even more atories for the Gem than he
petually did,”

Hemever, the fault lay with e coapllers of the catalogue, It dig not Ce2an that,
In che minds of any eIperts, substitute stordes wers eredlited to Charles Haolltona
Personelly | do net bellewe that amy sub story 1o the Gom or Mognet would deseive an
expert, but I think one might have doubts on certaln storics which were gemuine butb not

vk the st oL E e, -———— TRAMILTOKIANAT [contimed on page 22 e.

L 0 TR e T L I LA A P R 0 0 e A Fa b A el AL AL RS AR e S e I I L et P e S S DAL



B8 1 ot s —————————————————————————— e

"and you'll destroy all the remaining copies of that number, with
the éud in it, and I'1l see you do itd" said Prank, determinedly.
"hat's the condition. Otherwise I'm ~oing to the shariff,"

¥Mr. Penrose had to give in, In the presence of Prank Richurds
& Cos, 21l the remaining stock of the current number of the "Thempsorn
Preag" worce taken out, piled into o heop in the yard, and set fire tos

There is 1o doubt in my opinion, thit this Cedar Crosk atory was
provoked by the appearance of "ianted a Poet® in Boy:' Friend No. 933.
Mr. Ponrgse was made to stind in as whipping boy for Percy Griffith -
the original offender. Although substitute stories about Groyfrinrs
and 3t. Jim's contimued to sppeosr, and there is no rocord of piles of
Magnots and Gems hoving to te burned, ot least tihe pure Hamiltomdan
air in Eritish Columbla remsined wnsullieds. For no other sub-writer
seams to have viaited the School in the Backwooda.

* * K * * #

LET'S BE CONTROVERSIAL
Nog 75+ A QUESTICH OF TASTE:

Some time mgo, in this serdes, I criticiged as unvelievabla the
Hamilton cheracter Tom Dutton. Some of my collsapues agreed with me,
and the subject has been referred to more than once since then.

I found, however, tlat my colledgues took a dim view of Dutton
for different ressons from my cwne They condemned Iutten as & characs
ter drawn in poor taste ~ deafness iz nc subject for humour,

I.have to confess that, in melbing my criticism of wutton, I gave
no thought at all to the "poor taste" side of the matter. I condemred
Dutton because he was not true=to-1ife.  Bowsdayz, and for many yeara
past, & boy afflicted with deafness would wear a hearing=-aid.

Adults, whose sense of hearins deteriorates with the passing of
the years, find themselves handicapped and liable to mizinterpret what
ia zaid to them, Hut denf children are ususlly amazing at the art of
lip-reading. They acquire the gift unsonsciously. Years ago, in my
own school, we discovared thut a boy waz lip-resading. He was taken
to & doctor who verified that the boy was actuslly very deaf indeed,
though the parents hud never suspected it.

Dutton irritated me ss a boy who would never exiat in any real
school, Invariebly I found his misunderstandings tedicua, not be—
cause I thought them in poor toste, but because they wers crude. EHad
they been really funny, or shown wit on the part of the author, I
-might have been ammaed,
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Goethe once said that nothing shows & man's character more than
the things he laughs at, Coethe may bave had something there.

My mother detested anything which cast fun upor stuttering. She
was disguated with songs which relied upon stuttering for their hmour,
Arything which mizht hurt the feelinga of a perscn afflicted with
stuttering caused her intemse anger. She instilled me with the some
TieWa

Tet 1 never heard her express any annoyunce at Jokes involwving
deafrniess - possibly because she herself was hard of hearing. Jhe was
the firat to laugh at anything ineongrusus resulting from her deafnesa,

I recall a wusic hall act - a married ccuple knmown as Hat Fills
and Bobbies I thougnt them brilliant. One of their many sketches
depicted an olderly couple, koth 2fflicted with deafnesz, who met
after nany years amd oxchanged reminiscences. The old gentleman said:
"Do you ramember when I put you across Ly kmae and apanked you?" and
the deaf 014 lady replied: "You wouldn't kmow the old rlace mow,"

I laughed heartily, Yet if they had given o otuttering song I
should have found it revolting, I could laugh at nmour frem deafness,
but humour frem stuttering would be ansthers to me,

Utterly ivconsistent!)

Tet aren't most of us inconsistent over the thinga we laugh at,

I would regord a atuttoring charscter as drawn with very poor taate,
yet I never cease to dolight in the epacch impeddment of Arthur
duguatus Mirer, Is it not a certainty that many who would give
Charles Homilton a black mark for getting fun cut of Dutton's denfress
would still give him full marks for the mour he extracted from
Gusay's inpedimont?

What about the obesity of Bunter and the other fat boys of the
Hopdlton story?  Rarvely iz obesity dus to oversatine. Usually the
cause is some physieal disorder over which the sufferer has no control.
The disconfort must be at least squal to that ¢l deafness, and it is
far more dangerous.  Some readers snd writers do not like Funter (and
I do not ugree with them), but I have never yet heard him slsmmed bee
cauze his fatness was nortrayed in questionable taate,

Oceasionally Sunier's short-sightedness was made the subject of
comedy. I have never kmown this eriticised, and the author himseif,
and his sister, suffered from poor eyesight for most of their lives.

Er. Jelby's red nose and irascible temper were due to indigestion,
but there is nothing funny in indigestion in resl life, Clarence
Cuffy wes, to put it mildly, a little simple - but most of us found
him a8 joy.




Authors, when trying to be funmy, make full use of the ills to
which the flesh is heir, and they often try to extract humour &t the
expenae of the frailties of fuman nature. Where, in fzct, should an
author draw the line in theoss matters?

Candidly, I do mot believe that Charles Hamillon was ever guilty
of bad taste ir his stories, but if we condemn Tutton's deafness as
bteing a breach of goacd teste we must equally condemn the obesity of
avery fat boy in fiection. Which surely would be carrylng things too
farl

On the other nond, it must be admitted that the character work
in commestion with these ills mskes a big difference. And Duttom's
deafness was never used as anything but a supject for comedy. It had
ng other parposes

Some, then, say that Dutton wes 2 eharacter in poor tastes 1
say he was unreal. 3o perhips Groyfriars would have been all the
better nod he never been createda

But would it?

. CONTROVERSILL, FCACES
Ko, 72. NOT FLAWLESS, BUT e

ROEERT FELLY: I ngree wholeheartedly with your recenmt comments in
the Tige=st ahout substitute stories in the Cem from 1920 onwurds.
Torilton Wis obviowsly on good terms with J. M. Down, the editor of
the two companicn piperss 1 feel thot Hawilton by tine 19205 was to
acme ertent a wictim of his own success. Wit toe competition of the
Themaon papers beconing acuie the A.F. seemz to have shuttled him
between one paper and another to help save decliming putlications and
get new weeklies like Fodern Bey and Remcer off to a good start. The
result was that for scme yearz both the lMagnet ond Gem carried large
mmbers of sub stories despite the good relatlors betwWeen Hamilton
and I]’Ow'nr

¥y gueas is that soms time in 1926 the decision was made { perhape
ot Hemilton's own ingistence) that rather than have both pupers carry-

ing large rmumbers of b stories one should revert to peing a purely
Hamilton papers A4S the Magnet was the more popular by 1926 it was
the. obviouz choice, How else can one sxplain the audden ending of
long runs of sub stories in #id-1926. From this time orwards subati~
tuge stories were very mich the exception in The Marnet.  Admittedly
the Gem hud 2 run of Hamilton stories round abeut 1926=1327 but this
is probably explidned by the gup betwoen tne ending of the Rookwood
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stories in the Boys Friend und tha beginning of the Ric Xid in the
Populer and Ken King in Modern Boy.

Hewiltont's earlier relntions with Pentelow are a different
metter althouzh thia period gaw the teginning of hisz diversification
with Rookwood and Cednr Creelk in the Boys Friend.

Wy 04 B0 LOFTS: I wes Surprised to read in Rogerta article that

"Mre Homilton had o bitter srgument with the editor of the Gem in the
Iate twenticaa" I have boen in touch with Mr, Down for s mmpar of
years.  He as nlways spoken highly of C. Hay and never, to my
keowledgs, had any dispute with him. It is tpue that there were
editors on each paper, esg. Hedley O'Mant (Mopmet) ang Arthur Alderoft
(Gem), but on his rare vizits to Flectway, C.de only cver sow the man
at the top - C. ¥, Down. The explunation I heard ny te why 2. H, dig
not write 30 much Tor the Cop waz thit he was more ohthusicstic sbout
Jimzy 3ilver than Tom derry at that partienlar time. It acems that
he wsed to send in sbout n dozen camplete Roolwood yurn3, which was
soeetiing which nover happened in connection with Greyfriars or 5t.
Jim's. Iy 1928, perhaps the Modemn Boy tales were more attractive

to him, but this paper was alsc under the comtrol of Q. M, Dowie 'The
Boy's Friend wos in a giffepent group, ond come under Re To Evea,

PRTER HANGER: I dgree with you that Roger Jenkins hnd te scrape the
bettom to find flaws in the diamend, but, 23 you so aptly add, that 1s
sarething of = compliment to Charlea Hamilton, v

LAURIF SUTO0% Concerning Happy Fomily nomes, I am gurpriged that
Roger Jerkdins is so worried by this matter. Has not ne met with
"nomes for the job" in pea: life? 1 can offer Hr. Cotton, my tailops
Cakebread, the bakor; Cnrver, the Lewisham butcher; Tyler, the man
wno repaired my roof: Glazier, the Crystal Palace gcilkeeper,

Why was D'Arey o nome too good to be true? It is quite a3 common
nams amongt profeasicensl and smateur footballers. I can't see ang
objection to Xr. Lambe, the vicar, or to Skinner, Gore, and Crocke -
all quite cormon names,

I azrec with you about Professor Balmycrumpet, to which T would
2dd the Welshem Staikes ond the Swindlenm Handieap, I don't ghare your
lrritation at the transistion of foreion phrases. Council dachool
readers didn*t learn languages, and the translations were an educotion,
For millions, their only French lessons came frem Mozzo0.

ERTC FLYNE ad@s: Boys did net tuy the Magnet in order to learn
languages.  Monsieur Charpsntier's repetition in Engliah of everything




