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Chairman’s Cable

Well, a late fall visit in November last year fo
Roy Crane’s converted basement {now “man
cave”), the former “Roadster Gaskets®
production line and warehouse facility (since
sold), for some billiards and Scotch with Roy
and Jack Homer, found me taking the TRE out
for a late-inthe-seazon  run. After an
enjoyable afterncon shooting pool and talking
cars, heading out fo the driveway for the
evening trip home yielded a “no headlights®
condition and a very =soft brake pedal that
went to the floor. Jack had kindly noticed |
had no headlightz and quickly located some
suspect electrical connections in the TRE fuse
box, and by jiggling a wire or two here and
there, rotating the fuzesz (and simply by
removing the plastic cover) he had the
headlights back on. But, the soft brake pedal
condition which | only discovered upon
reaching the botform of Roy's long drivewsay—
after my trusty mechanical wizard, Jack, had
just driven off into the evening—remained.
So, it made for an interesting trip home on
Route 128; fortunately traffic was terrible and |
found wsing mostly first and second gear in
the stop-and-go fraffic, | really never needed
to apply the brakez. So, being the typical
slacker Britizsh car owner, upon arriving home
two and a half hours later that evening, | put
the TRE back to bed for the winter, yes,
“driven hard and put away wet” (i.e., without
fixing the brakes until this Spring). Tumed out
it was a rusted out and likely original 1974
metal brake line running along the chassis
under the driver's seat area—which made for
a big puddle of DOT 4 brake fluid under the
car and an empty brake master cylinder
reservoir. An eazy enough fix, now
completed.

Then there was the nomally trouble-free MG
TC looking for attention, which | had not
started over the long (and record breaking)
snow-subsumed Winter. Sure enough, now
suffering a stuck starter motor pinion. If
amyone hasz any tips (short of removing the
starter from the block and doing it “properly” to
clean, de-crud, and de-grease the inner
works), kindly let me know. | hawve not had
the fime yet to try rocking the car in 4th gear,
tapping the starter motor with a mallet, or
other makeshift “home remedies® but the
sympioms include no “click® of the spring-
loaded pinion an the starter {i.e., the TC motor
iz not of the pre-engaged type) when the
starter pull is engaged, and the engine will
turn over on the starer (fan spins), but the
starter pinion won't free up to dizengage the
flywheel, 20 it seems. Always a “to do” list
with these beloved Britizh machines.

Owver the long winter, | was also forfunate
enough to enjoy an unexpected treat
bequeathed from the previous carstaker of TC
G977, He had long ago given me what |
thought was hiz entire collection of MG related
materiale—books, manuals, toolz, stc, but
little did | realize he had, after 22lling me the
car, held on to his “most cherished”
automobile ephemera, which he generously
began sending me in installments thiz past
year in the mail. He wrote:

Dear Charles -

It occurred to me that once again I
had better start downsizing for while I
am well, I am 83 with some of the
problems knoun to us croakers. What
I have starting doing is passing on a
Jew items of worth to those who care
about what most people would simply
toss.

The Arnolt MGs on TD mechanical
units and designed by Bertone were
among the four or fire most achingly
beautiful machines of the time. We
would drive the 200+ miles up to
Chicago from West Lafayette to go to
Wacky Arnolt's show room and shop



on E. OQhioc St even driving with just
my Derrington racing screens in mid-
winter. A war surplus B-17/B-24 fleece
lined leather flying  suwit was
obligatory. Incidentally I s&ll have the
USN swrplus basic trainers leather
flying helmet whick I wore although
af little use in Arizona.

Ammolt himself was seen as a bit of a
nut. His shop foreman was Ialian.
One bitter cold winter day I arrived
having experienced my dynamo
sprinkling copper dust over me during
the last 75 miles. What to do? I put on
a wild Italiaon's desperate plea for a
new generator. I was a few dollars
short but because I was mistaken for
his countrgman he dismissed the
shortfall.

Aloha, nui loa — Whit

Dear Whit:

Arrived a few doys ago in the post--one well-eagred
and much loved "time traveller” from another erg.

Thank you for your kindress. | did not expect to
imherit any further tregsure from pour coche of
gutomotive [ucre, howng long thought [ hod
absconded with it ol wio our delicate business
transoction bock in 2005 whence | stole away one
of your dearest family members. Needless to say, |
am touched and humbled to receive such further
gifts from powr personal stash of “the good stuffi™
I shall be pleagsed to start my mail order
subscription of periodic, historical and delightful
surprises forthwith, kind sir!

I am enjoying the lotest instoliment of the W.H.G.
Private Lobel' Curated Subscription [o.k.a, the
"Automotive Historical Object Surprise of the
Maonth Club™ membership) that pouw hove
generously gifted to me. Among the interesting
info is the technical description of the HRG 1500:
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HRG was a parmership between E_A. Halford,
G.H. Robing and H.T. Godfrey, who had been
the "G" of “GN" the most famous and
successful of Britizh cyclecars. The HRG was
dezigned for the sporteman, with a vintage
style chassis, solid axies, cart springs, friction



dampers, cable brakes, minimal rigidity, and
quickly eamed a reputation for being a good
all around car, at home on the road, track, in
trigls and rallies (including a second in class
finizh in 1937 at Le Mans). Being hand built,
HRG's were rarer and more expensive than
rivals such as MG, their simple but superbly
proportioned lines and enginssring harkening
back to the 1930s, were primitive even by
post-war Morgan standards.

The 1100 cc (100) was reportedly capable of
75-80 mph while the 1500 (with its modified
1496 cc, 61 hp sohc Singer engine) was
claimed to do 90-100 mph.

| have aways been intrigued by the relative
mernts of the HRG, which | understand is
loosely pattermned “in the siye of the glorious
pre-war Frazer Nash T.T. racers, one of my all
time dream machines. To be sure, the HRG
is not as graceful as its MG nvals and
contemporaries (and sursly not comparable in
pace and grandeur to the National Treasure
that-is-tfre Frazer Nash T.T.), but those who
loved them certainly held strong opinions as o
their supenornty to our “built to a price” MG's.

S0 | went looking for additional historical
material to illuminate the confroversy.
Witness the HRG apologetics of the following
letters to the editor of the Motor Sport
magazine in June and September 1949, See:
hitpthanwnw motorsportmagazine. comifarchive

[Search on “Owerrafed HRG® Nofe youw can
click on the orginal page images fo zoom inf-

Here’s the initial *MG fanboy” letter [Page 10,
June 1949]:

MOTOR SPORT

Letters from Eeaders
Sir
I have been very interested in the recent

correspondence which has appeared In
vour columns with regard to the HE.G.

It seems to me that this 1= a wvery
overrated car. After all, the M.G. was
domng 15 years ago what the HE.G. 1=

doing now. The 1,100-cc. L- and K-type
M.G.5s were genuine S80-m.ph. vehicles
but the current HE.G. 1,100 c.c. seems
to have a 75 mph maaomum. Fifteen
years younger, o m.p.h. slower!

I'm sure, too that the MG steering and
roadholding is just as good as the HE.G.

Coming to the current MG, "TC" model,
this attains apprommately the same high
performance as the HE.G.,, and the
steering and roadholding are just as
good. But surely the difference in price
between the two cars 1s the bigsest factor.
[ feel sure that the M. G. at approxamately
£400 cheaper 1= by far the better
proposition.

[ amm Yours ete.

A C. Bufts.

Croodey Green, Herts.

In response fo ithis °“Reader Leffer® the
Magazine received and published several
“heafed” replies from HRG loyaliziz [zee
Pages 39-40, September 1949]:

THE "OVER-RATED" H.R.G
Sir,

Whilst I should be the last person to deny
Mr. Butts, or anyone else, the right to his
oWr. opinion, his remarlks about the
HE.G. are harsh almost to the point of
bipotry, and [ feel I must, in defence of a
very fme little motor, disagree with him
on many of the ponts he bnngs out
hiz letter.

The passing of the years has, as so often
happens, added considerably to the
performance of the sx-cylinder oh.c.
M. G.5. The L-type, which incidentally was
cutside the 1,100-c.c. class anyway, was
never an S0-m. p. h. car, or anything hke
it, and would probably have justified the
title sporting rather than sports. I have
no fipures for the unblown E-fype, but [



doubkt if it was faster than the later and
larger D-type which did. its 80 m p h. at
the expense of a 25-m p g tharst. This car
was last priced, m 1937, at £330, m
confrast to the HE.G. 1939 price of £289
for the 1,100-c.c. model.

The six-cylinder oh.c. M.G s were not, [
fear, completely lovable motors. Their
temperament, nose, prodipious thorst
and oil-soaked dymamos were scarcely
compensated for by the performance
available. The makers seem to agree with
me here, because the type ceased sarly 1n
1937, shortly after the introduction of the
T-iype. Femember, too, that the 1939 9-
hp. HEG., on a Motor road test, did
almost 80 m.p h., had better acceleration
than the N-type Magnette and withal gave
better than 35 m.p.g.

Mr. Butts 1= sure that M.G. steering and
roadholding 15 just as good as HE.G.
Frankly, [ am not! [ own neither make of
car, but [ am a repular spectator at
Preccott and one can learn a lot about
steermg and roadholding on the esses.
The HE.G.= are not only immeasurably
faster and steadier through here than the
M Gs=s ; they are, [ consider, safer and
more stable than any sports car [ hawve
seen climb the hill yet. The times though,
particularly Mr. Newton's record, spealc
for themselves. After all, it 1= very largely
on its handling quabfies that we must
judge a sports car. A Buick can produce
some wery Impressive |performance
figpures, but that does not make 1t a
sports car. The "TC" MG Mdget 1=
perhaps the best of the hine, with most of
the wirtuez and few of the wvices of the
earlier cars, and at the price 1s extremsly
good wvalue One doez not expect prilled
trout for the same price as bolled cod,
although weight for weaght the latter 1s
better value. Both are excellent in ther

own way but 1n no wise comparable. The

M G 1= bult to a price, the HEG. to a
guahty, amnd whilst 1t 1= gross
exapgperation to describe M.G.

performance as egual to that of the
HEG., as a study of MOTOE SPOET
road tests will prove, 1t 1= on the score of
quality that HEG. gAins 50
mmmeasurably. It 1z a hand-made
machine, bult by craftemen for the
Lirmated body of knowledgeable who can
appreciate 1t. Beautiful worlbmanship 1=
scarce in  these dismal fimes, and
becoming more so, in all walks of Lfe.
After an all-too-rare ghmpse of an HE G
on the road or in a car park, [ am inclined
to think that one of these lovely machines
would be worth the money just to sit and
lock at. I am, Yours, etc.,

JOHN B. Owr=mig. Notts

Source:

http: / fwww. motorsportmagasine com far
chive {article / september-1949 /40 fmotor-
Eport

AMERICAN COMMENTS ON LE MANS
AND M.G. versus H.RE.G

Sir,
Just a short note from the States to let
vou know that your excellent coverage
and beautifully put together arficle on the
Le Mans race was greatly appreciated by
enthusziacts here. * **

[ was particularly interested in the M.G.
ws. HE.G. controversy, parficularly Mr.
Butt's statements and the rebuttal
publiched in July. In addifion to my Type
43 Bugatt, I have also a 1948 “TC" M.G.
fitted wnth a Marcshall Nordec blower. I
also have a close friend who 1= the very
proud possessor of a 1.5 htre HEG.
"Aerodymarmc.” Both cars are |lept
carefully tuned, and for the purposes of
testing we both wused the same Shell
premium grade [about 79 octane] pump
fuel. The results of this comparison
follow:



With the MG. scresn folded and all
standard equipment aboard, acceleraton
tests against a stopwatch were as below.
The speedometer was previously fested
and found to be progressively fast to a
maximum of 10 per cent. at 90 m.ph. [as

per speedometer|.

M.G. "TC," 1,250-c.c. Supercharged
0-20 m.p.h 5 sec.

0-40mph. B3 sec

0-50mph. 12 sec

0-60 m.p.h. 18.5 sec

0-T0m.p.h 29 sec

0-80 m.p.h. 37.8 sec

H.R.G. "Aerodynamic,” 1,496-c.c. [non
supercharged)

0-20 m.p.h. 5.3 sec.
0-40 mph. B4 sec
0.50mph. 121 sec
0-60 m.p.h. 18.1 sec
0.70 mph. 29.6 sec
0-80 m.p.h. 39 sec

I think that these figures, when analysed,
give some rather interesting information.
First, it 1= apparent from the HE G
figures that the value of the asrodynamic
coachwork increases steadily as the
speed Increases, and secondly, that the
"TC MG, when ftted with the blower, i
just about the HE.G.'s equal. Using even
higher octane fuel [about B4 cctane) [ was
able to make the M.G. go to B0 mph
through the gears in 37 seconds fat,
which [ think vou will agree is pretty good
even for a blower. In the roadholding and

cornering department, both of us agree
that the HE.G. is i1n an entirely different
class with any "TC" M.G. you can find,
and mm worlkmanship and fimish the
HEG. i= also in another class. This is
not to slight the "TC.)" since [ frmly
beheve that 1t 15 one a the best values for
the money purchasable today—but the
differenice in price between it and the 1.1
litre H.E.G. 1= fully justified also.

I rather thank that Mr. Gott, in hic letter
in the July issue, strikes the mnail
completely on the head when he states
that a comparison between the two cars
cannot hope to show for the unblown
M.G. The two cars are in totally different
claczes, and as Mr. Gott says, you can
wear out two or three "TC" M.G=
attempting to follow an H.E.G. arcund.
By way of comment, | wonder what

performance figpures on a fairly highly
blown H.E.G. would show?

Also by way of comment, M.G. owners in
England might be interested to know that
my blown car, running on 84 octane fuel,
with the windscreen up, bumpers front
and rear, a Notek pass hight, and 40 Ib. of
lugpage in the dickey, not to mention a
1301b. passenger, actually succeeded in
running 3395 m p h. through a measured
mile on one of New York State’'s wonderful
EXPYESS parkways. Thas was
accomplished late at mnight, when the
atmosphere was dewy and policemen
more or less out of the picture, and there
was absohately no breeze of any kand. [
was more of less startled myself, but the
fipures are urnimpeachable. The
speedometer reading was 97 m.ph. and
rpm 1n the neighborhood of 5200
Everything stayed topether, and a fairly
close check the next day revealed that
things were stll as the maker left them
mnternally. | do not recommend thas sort
of thing, however, unless it 1= on a faurly
good road, because my "TC " 15 obviously
not at its best in the suspension
department at this speed My friend's
HE.G., however, iz very definitely in its



best form at about 80-85 mp h., and 1t 1=
at these speeds that a good comparizon
may be made between the roadholding
capabilibes of each. Please excuse thns
rather long-winded epistle, =ince it
started off im all sincerity as a note, and
like Topsy, "just grew." I you could, by
chance, forward the mformaton I have
mnchaded about my MG-HEG.
experiences to Mr. Gott at 5t. Albans,
would be delighted to hear from him
about this subject. [ am, Yours, etc.

New York, U.3.A. F. FITZGERALD. ***

Az for myself, and as loyal Chaiman of your
MG-oving T Party, | wouldn't trade anmy pre-
war MG for an HRG but | understand the 1500
was likely capable of 80-90 mph and well
enginesred and built. Mot a speed | would
feel courageous enough to atiempt in a
supercharged TC (even if capable of reaching
that terminal’ velocity), but perhaps in an L2
or K? Perhaps if | chaneled my hero, Tazio
Muvolar. . .

The Professor wrote in reply to my note of the
HRG :

Hi Charles -

In graduate school at Purdue a fellow
student purchased a new HRG. I drove
it one afternoon and picked Hilda [his
wife] up from Campus. The moral of
the story is that she did not realize she
was not in the 1934 Aston Martin nntil
she eventually noticed the large white
sticker in front of her on the
windshield. That, sir, from as bright a

woman as | have ever known.

The HRG was not all that different in
feel from the old pre-war Aston Martin
except that it was, understandahly,
tighter. That modest advantage was
more tham amply offset by the Moss
gearbox (then still in use by Jag.]. That

gearbox was tmuly awful, stiff and
relactant and even with synchro's it
could not be harried.

P.5. -

1> The steering on the HRG was as
heavy as it was on the 1934 A-M
except that the A-M's seemed a bit

smaother in action.

2> Both machines had extremely stiff
suspensions and unlike the TC, the
frame was not flexible |similarly the A-
M's). If anything the HRG's was stiffer
than that of the A-M.

3> The bucket seats in the HRG sat
one up straight and tall almost to the
point that I at then just over 6' was
almost but not guite "above" the
windshield.

—Whit

Il leave you with a photo of my true dream
machine; The lovely Frazer Nash TT-

And for the Frazer-Nash in action against an
Ausfin Healey at the Alford Speedfest in 2012
check out this video on YouTube:

hitpeifvoutu beffI9YUNUThg; for a drvers
seat view check out this VWSCC Frazer Nash
Race from 2012 at Cadwell Park:

httpffyoutu. bepBLISIGEDS
—Charfas
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