


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Christmas Issue Comments

As usual, [ found much of interest in the
Christmas 1991 edition of *‘The Colonel’’. I
wonder if T could comment briefly on three of
the items:

Alan CIiff in his letter expresses some surprise
that H.F.Stephens was not listed as a Director
of the Burry Port & Gwendracth Valley. As I
understand the situation, Stephens was never
employed in the management of the line, but
was employed as a Consultant Engineer in
comnection with its application for a Light
Railway Order and introduction of passenger
trains. An interesting sidelight of this is that
the W C & P R’s acquisition of No. 3
“Weston’® from the Burry Port in 1906, which
might be thought to be a transfer between
Stephens’ railways, actually took place before
he was comnected with either line.

Tuming to the article on plate girder bridges, I
do not know when your photograph of the
bridge near Rolvenden was taken /7990 - Ed./,
but the present structure dates from only
1970-73, when the deteriorated beams were
replaced by new ones and the abutments were
considerably rebuilt and strengthened. Newmill
Channel bridge (No. 2332) originally had a
span of about 34 feet and a skew of around 45

degrees. The original abutments were in a poor
condition and as the river authority required the
bridge to be raised and increased in span in
connection with their flood prevention works, it
was necessary to rebuild it completely. The
new bridge, which used Callender Hamilton
spans from a temporary bridge over the Med-
way at Aylesford, Kent, was opened in 1977.
Hexden Channel bridge (No. 2347) was square
and had a clear span of some 25 feet. It was
replaced in 1979, as the original beams were
badly corroded and the abutments cracked and
again the water authority required the structure
to be raised. o

Finally, Edward Seaton (mentioned in the
report of the ‘‘Colonel Stephens Railways’’
course) was not in fact appointed as Resident
Engineer of the Metropolitan Railway until
1903; before then he had been an independent
consultant and it would have been in that
capacity that he acted for the Paddock Wood &
Cranbrook. Together with Percy Tempest
(Engineer of the South Eastern Railway at that
time) he was also Engineer for the Tenterden
Railway Bill of 1899 (Headcorn - Tenterden -
Appledore).

Zom Burnkam, Sidcup, Kent.

More comments on Jon Clarke’s letter, this time from two Committee

members. Firstly, from the Treasurer.

As Treasurer and more importantly a long-
standing member of the Society (even back to
the days of Andrew emery running the show for
the cost of an s.a.e.!) I cannot let Jon Clarke’s
comments in ‘‘The Colonel” issue No. 26 go
unanswered.

Firstly, surely no member expects that a
committee member or anyone else should
absorb the cost of producing ‘‘The Colonel’’;

this is most unrealistic and is without any
precedent. Committee members already subsid-
ise the society by not claiming all the postage
and other expenses incurred by themselves on
behalf of the Society. (thanks, chaps!)

*“The Colonel’’ has improved beyond recogni-
tion from its early days both in format quality
and content and I am sure all members will
agree that the Editor is doing a splendid job.



A fiver over a year when broken down is
adequate to cover four journals per year and
leave a little spare to go towards hiring an
A.G.M. room and some publicity.

1 would however entirely support Jon's views
about increasing membership by advertising,
press releases, trade stands etc. and this was
mentioned in my last reports at the A.G.M.
Now that we have a Publicity Officer in the
person of Stephen Hannington, I hope this will
come to fruition.

Finally, on the vexed question of including
material other than relating directly to the
Colonel’s lines, why not ask the members? I
personally feel we should be 100% Colonel
Stephens as other groups and societies exist for
other lines, but the members must decide.

At the end of the day the members I think get a
good five pounds worth; if I am wrong our

- membership will fall and Jon can say ‘‘I told

you sol’’

Nigel Bird, Llwyn-y-Groes, Dyfed

Secondly, from the Publicity Officer and past Editor.

Reading Jon Clarke’s letter reminded me of the
KESRA versus TRC squabble (founding preser-
vationists against the operating company) and
at first I was reluctant to get involved. Howe-
ver, as one of the architects of the current
regime, and with perhaps a closer working
knowledge than most of the issues, I feel
compelled to take the plunge.

Firstly, I would like to express my whole-
hearted support for ‘‘the committee’” who have
freely given of their time, effort and, more
often than not, money to keep our show on the
road. As a result of their work, the Colonel
Stephens Society is stronger and better served
than ever before.

Credit is also due, of course, to Andrew Emery
and Jon, for exactly the same reasons, for their
excellent work in getting the CSS off the
ground in the first place.

Having said that, a few facts are needed to
balance the argument. The membership of the
CSS has almost doubled since ‘‘the commit-
tee”” took over: from 88 in June 1987 to 164 in
April 1991. This is Chris Holden’s achieve-

ment. Incidentally, a recruitment advert has
recently appeared in two issues of the British
Railway Joumal.

Furthermore, at the time that I took over as
Editor of the journal, and before the committee
was formed, the Society finances were in such
a disorganised state that our ‘‘printer’’ was
threatening to withdraw his services because he
hadn’t been paid. Nigel Bird put that right.

As for the five quid subscription, it wouldn’t
even buy a round of drinks down my way. And
I've never yet got a hangover from reading
‘‘The Colonel’’: worth every penny.

As for the inclusion of non-Colonel railways, 1
resisted it in my day, but I have no objection
whatsoever if Les Darbyshire chooses that
direction. I trust his judgement. And by ‘‘res-
ist”*, I mean there were requests for this sort of
material from the membership itself. Current
editorial policy therefore gets my vote any day
- vparticularly the fearless approach of the
letters page.

Stephen Hannington, West Norwood

Having let the membership have their say (and with apologies (o those wihose leters, for space
reasons, were not printed) I think I kad better call a halt to correspondence on this topic - Ed.




MODELLING TOPICS

Ray Arnold explains how he adapted Comet LMS Suburban Stock etched
coach sides to become the ex-Midland stock of the Shropshire &

Montgomeryshire Railway.

Editor’s Note - Ray works in mm scale, but
Comet make the same sides in 4mm scale and
the method described is suitable for both.

The Comet sides required are the LMS Sub-
urban 9-compt. and 7-compt. brake-3rd. Draw-
ings of the Midland stock can be found in
““Midland Coaches’’ by D Jenkinson, and
prototype photographs of the S & M stock are
desirable.

First scoring deeply with a craft knife and then
by the judicious use of sharp scissors, the sides
are cut to the dimensions given on the drawing
to give the correct panelling arrangement. Joins
in the sides are best made along a door edge if
possible, as this shows the join least.

A strip of brass is prepared of length slightly
short of the full coach length (by twice the end
thickness) and wide enough to reach from just
above the lower edge of the side (with
clearance for the floor) to just below the lower
edge of the windows, and a second strip of the

same length but narrower, to reach from the
roof edge to just above the window frames.
Both strips are soldered to the inside of the
sides, leaving a rebate into which the glazing
material fits.

The glazing material is temporarily tacked into
place, and the droplights scored on it ensuring
it does not move whilst so doing. The glazing is
then removed and the droplight profiles cut out
(drill small holes at comers first) and by trial
and error (with me ‘much more error!) ensuring
that the holes match the brass etching. The
edges of the glazing holes are painted appro-
priately to the colour scheme used and when
dry, small squares of glazing material are
attached from behind to give depth to the
droplights. Finally the glazing strip is refitted
and secured. ’

Thus a coach side is born. The rest of the
assembly is in accordance with the manufac-
turers instructions.

Some S & M Queries

Ray is currently working on a model of
Shrewsbury Abbey station (having already
made Kinnerley) and requires some detail
information as follows.

1. All 1920s photos show at the buffers end of
the platform an advert comprising a large dark
circle with the word ‘‘Grocutts’ centrally
placed. Grocutts is believed to have been a
department store. What other wording was on
the advert, and what were the colours?

2. Above the platform exit over the canopy a
sign states *'J & B Blower Ltd.”’, with possibly
““wholesale and retail’’ beneath. Other letter-
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ing is illegible. Is Blower the firm who now
supply compost? What is the full lettering, and
in what colours?

3. Which firms traded from the huts in the
station yard? I know the Shropshire Coal Co.
was one, but who else? Did J Crane have an
office? And what are the words on the gable
end of the smaller two huts facing the station?

Can anybody help Ray with this information?
Replies via the Editor, please, then I can
publish it in case it's of interest to others.






