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= "AS I PLEASE " TRIBUNE 9 JUNE 1944..-
- Arthur Koestler s recent artlcle ‘in Trlbune,l Set me"”ﬁ”"
w;wonderlng whether the book racket w1ll start up agaln in 1tsf’

”:old v1gour after the war, when paper 1s plentlful and there

'_fare other thlngs to spend your money on.

"f Publlshers have got to llve, 11ke anyone else, and you L

:‘fcannot blame them for advert1s1ng thelr wares, but the truly

‘ eshameful feature of llterary llfe before the ‘war was theff”
‘:hblurrlng of the d1st1nct10n between advertlsement and

'cr1t1c1sm.‘ A number of the so-called rev1ewers, and '
espec1ally the best-known ones,»were 51mply blurb wrlters.

: The "screamlng" advertlsement started somet1me in the?
""nlneteen—twentles, and as the compet1t10n to take up as much‘
-f‘space and use as. many superlatlves as poss1ble became
flercer, publlshers’ advertlsements grew to be an 1mportant :

source of revenue to a number of papers. The 11terary pagese;

- of several’ well-known newspapers were practlcally owned by a
gshandful of publlshers, who had thelr qu1s11ngs planted in
'_:all the 1mportant jobs. These wretches churned forth

pralse--"masterplece," "brllllant " "unforgettable" and so

‘Tforth--llke so many mechanlcal planos. A book comlng from

ythe rlght publlshers could be absolutely certaln not only of‘

\favourable rev1ews,,but of belng placed on the "recommended"
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us book borrowers would cut out and take

If you publlshed books at several dlfferent houses you gffui

strong, he'pressure of advertlsement was._@’

.fjiA book comlng from'wgblg publlsher,fwho habltuafiy spent

'7,ylarge sums of advert‘sement mlght‘getyflfty or seventy—flvegﬂ,:ﬁ

3'rev1ews'3 a book from a. small publlsher mlght get only
*?-twenty.u I knew of one case where a theologlcal publlsher,j

:jfor some reason, took 1t 1n hlS head to publlsh a novel.v He

'"3spent a great deal of money on advert1s1ng 1t._ It got

'fexactly four rev1ews in the whole of England and the only

“Jffull length one was 1n ‘a motorlng paper,‘whlch selzed thevd

‘,n opportunlty to p01nt out that the part of the country

5,descr1bed 1n the novel would be a good place for a motorlng
btour.; ThlS man was not in. the racket hlS advertlsements

'ffwere not llkely to become a regular source of 1ncome to the
fllterary papers, and so they ]ust 1gnored hlm.3} B

Even reputable llterary papers could not afford to'

‘dlsregard thelr advertlsers altogether. th was qulte usual»
*5to send a book to a rev1ewer w1th some such formula as |

hhg"Rev1ew th1s book 1f 1t seems any good. If not, send 1t

Sl back.» We don’t thlnk 1t's worth whlle to prlnt s1mply

”pdamnlng rev1ews." Naturally a person to whom the gulnea or

‘f5SO that he gets for the rev1ew means next week's rent is not : L

Hig01ng to send the book back He can be counted on to f1nd ‘_l“




somethlng to pralse, whatever h1s prlvate oplnlon of the 5E:”

":book may be.};;

n-]rev1ewers read the books they are pald to crltlclze has been?hyh

'ffpartlally abandoned. Publlshers, or some publlshers, send

v‘ffout w1th rev1ew coples a short synops1s

;what to say. Once, 1n the case of a novel of my own, they

”'nymls spelt the name of one of the characters.: The same mls-"”“ .

7[~spe111ng turned up 1n rev1ew after rev1ew.f The so—called

'”*fcrltlcs had not even glanced at the book——whlch

dfnevertheless most of them boosted to the skles.vf”

”"'fflln Ir;bune, 28 Aprll 1944 Koestler had wrltten an artlcleh i

o ftln the form’of a letter to a young Corporal who had wrltten fjf

_f;to ask for adv1ce as to whlch book rev1ewers could be taken fﬁ‘h

T'yfas rellable guldes.; Koestler p01nted out the dlsmal

t‘_jlstandards of crltlclsm prevalllng in most Of the press,:7”

ielllng the rev1ewert;f‘_;i
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AsS T PLEASE " RIBUN 21 Jﬁny‘1944;{
I have just found my copy of Samuel Butler s Note

h"Books.. the full edltlon of the flrst serles, publlshed by )

Jonathan Cape 1n 1912. It is twenty years old and none the ;t

o better for" hav1ng gone through several ralny seasons in

vﬁ‘fBurma but at any rate it ex1sts, whlch 1s ‘all to the good

.for thls 1s another of those well-known books whlch have nowr
»lceased to be'procurable.' Cape s later produced an abrldged
hfver51on in the Traveller s lerary, but it is an
'>wunsat1sfactory, abrldgement and the second serles‘whlch was
‘jpubllshed about 1934 does not contaln much that 1s of value.
bIt is in the flrst serles that you. w1ll find the story of
Butler s 1nterv1ew w1th a Turklsh 0fflClal at the ; |
Dardanelles, the descrlptlon of h1s method of buylng new—’.h
1a1dveggs‘and hls‘endeavors‘tofphotograph a seaslckablshop,
‘ and other similarftrifleskwhiChﬂinra‘way are worth morefthan
his major works. fu | | | e ‘

Butler s main 1deas now: seem to be elther unlmportant

-or  to suffer from wrong emphas1s.y BlOlongtS apart who now
“cares whether the Darw1n1an theory of evolutlon, or the |
‘ Lumarcklan vers1on Wthh Butler supported ,1svthe correct
hone’» The whole questlon of evolutlon seems less momentous‘
“than 1t d1d because, unllke the Vlctorlans, we do not feel‘

- that to be descended from anlmals 1s degradlng to human -
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