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Bill Williams’s Sinbad and the Throne of the Falcon marked the end of the first era of Cinemaware’s existence. Bob Jacob’s original vision for his company had been as a sort of coordinator and advisory board, helping independent developers craft games inspired by the movies — an approach to game development as conceptually original as he hoped the games themselves would prove. The finished results from his initial stable of four such development contracts, however, quickly disabused him of the scheme. The mishmash of styles, platforms, and technical approaches among his developers resulted in games that shared little in common either visually or philosophically — and that was without even considering the near-disaster that had resulted from Sculptured Software’s mishandling of the most ambitious of the four projects, Defender of the Crown. The rescue operation that Cinemaware had been forced to mount to get that game out in time for the Christmas of 1986, involving as it did the taking over of day-to-day management of the project, had proved the old adage that if you want something done properly you just have to do it yourself. By the time that Sinbad, the last of those original contracts by far to reach fruition, trickled out in mid-1987, Jacob was already well along in the task of remaking Cinemaware into a full-fledged development house. This mid-course correction necessitated a dramatic expansion of the operation in terms of assets, office space, and personnel — in other words, the addition of all of the headaches he had hoped to avoid via his original vision. But needs must, right?

Jacob now stopped hedging his bets among the combatants in the 68000 Wars. Cinemaware the full-fledged development house would be built around the Amiga, becoming in the process the American game developer most closely identified with the platform during its best years in its homeland. Given Defender of the Crown‘s huge success, it was natural for Cinemaware to turn to that game among their early titles as their technical and artistic model for the future. Indeed, Cinemaware’s in-house tools were built on the broad base of a reusable “game-playing engine” for the Amiga that R.J. Mical had started developing in the process of making that game. Each Cinemaware game would be developed and released first on the Amiga, with the Amiga graphics and sound then degraded as artfully as possible to the variety of other platforms the company continued to support. Cinemaware’s programmers developed quite a variety of tools to automate this process as much as possible, yielding, if not quite a true cross-platform game engine, a standard approach with many of the benefits of one. It gave Cinemaware what seemed the best of both worlds: the prestige of being the premier developer for the most audiovisually impressive platform of its day combined with the ability to still sell games on the other, less capable but more numerous machines whose owners lusted after a taste of the Amiga’s magic.

Thanks to Defender of the Crown‘s huge success on the Amiga, Jacob had some time and a solid incoming revenue stream to use in executing the transition. He would need it, especially as both artist Jim Sachs and programmer R.J. Mical, the two masterminds who had together brought Kellyn Beck’s Defender design to life at the last, had severed all relations with Cinemaware as soon as their work was done, angered over the extreme pressure Jacob had put on them and what they considered to be a paltry financial reward for their herculean efforts. Rather than hiring computer people who happened to be good at drawing graphics, as most companies did at the time, Cinemaware began to hire conventional artists and to train them if necessary on how to use computerized tools, a key to what would become an almost uniquely refined visual aesthetic. One Rob Landeros, who had worked under Sachs on Defender, became the new art director, while several programmers toiled, as they increasingly would in a transitioning industry in general, in relative anonymity. The days of people like Bill Budge becoming stars for their programming skills alone were quickly fading by the late 1980s, as Design as a discipline unto itself came more and more to the forefront. And no company was closer to the leading edge of that movement than Cinemaware.

Jacob’s first goal for his re-imagined company must be a practical one: to port each of those first four games, a set of one-off designs custom-programmed for the particular platform on which each had been born, to the full suite of machines that Cinemaware planned to support. Doing so was no simple task, involving as it did not only developing the tool chain that would allow it but also effectively re-writing each title from scratch using the new technologies. The process could lead to some strange outcomes. The ports of Defender of the Crown, for instance, had many of the elements that had had to be ruthlessly cut from the Amiga original restored, resulting in games that played much better than the Amiga version even if they didn’t look quite as nice. Purchasers of the Amiga original of Sinbad, meanwhile, didn’t even have the comfort of knowing that their version still looked better: Cinemaware redid Bill Williams’s crude “folk-art” graphics from scratch for the ports, resulting in the very unusual phenomenon of a game that was prettier on the Atari ST and even Commodore 64 than it was on the Amiga. To add a further dollop of irony to the situation, the graphics for those better-looking versions had actually been drawn on Cinemaware’s Amigas, in keeping with their standard practice for all of their art. Ah, well, at least the Amiga version of King of Chicago both looked and played better than the Macintosh original.

In addition to all the ports, Jacob of course also needed to think about new games. With his company now established as a big name in the industry, he turned to licensed properties. This may have marked the joining-in with a mania for for licenses that many industry observers were already beginning to find distressing, but it did make a certain degree of sense for Cinemaware, a company whose stated goal was after all to bring movies to monitor screens. Jacob found what he thought was a nice little property to start with, not particularly huge but with its fair share of name recognition and public familiarity thanks to countless television reruns: the old slapstick comedy trio the Three Stooges, a vaudeville act that had made the leap from stage to screen in the 1930s and remained active through the 1960s, creating more than 200 films — mostly shorts of twenty minutes or so, ideal for later television broadcast — in the process. It didn’t hurt that Jacob, something of a connoisseur of B-grade entertainment in all its multifarious forms, had a genuine, abiding passion for Larry, Moe, and Curly, as shown by the unusually lengthy manual he commissioned, dominated by a loving history of the trio that has little to do with how one actually plays the game.

Eager to get his Three Stooges game finished to maintain Cinemaware’s momentum but with his small programming team swamped by the demands of all that infrastructure and porting work, Jacob made the counter-intuitive and potentially dangerous decision to place a game’s programming in outside hands just this one last time. The Three Stooges went to Incredible Technologies, a small programming house based in Chicago. This project, though, would be different from Cinemaware’s previous outside contracts: Incredible wouldn’t be paid to be creative. Instead Cinemaware would provide all of the art and sound assets as well as a meticulously detailed design document, courtesy of Jacob’s right-hand man John Cutter, describing exactly how the game should look and play on the Amiga, the Commodore 64, and the IBM PC. As he had during the latter stages of the Defender of the Crown project, Cutter would then closely supervise — read, “ride herd over” — Incredible’s development process.

Cutter, who wasn’t a fan of the Stooges going into the project but developed a certain affinity for them over the course of it, was inspired by the games of Life he remembered from his childhood to make of The Three Stooges a computerized roll-and-move board game. Many squares lead to one of half-a-dozen or so arcade sequences, each based on an iconic Three Stooges short. About half of these minigames are reasonably entertaining, the other half unspeakably, uncontrollably awful. Among other potential fortunes and misfortunes on the game board, there’s a Three Stooges trivia contest that’s persnickety enough to be daunting even in the age of Google and Wikipedia. The rather noble first goal of the game is to earn enough money during your thirty turns on the game board — it’s single-player only, despite the board-game theme — to save “Ma’s Orphanage.” The rather creepy second goal is to go so far above and beyond that Ma gives her three beautiful daughters to the Stooges, one each for Larry, Moe, and Curly.

Released in early 1988, The Three Stooges is easily the most simplistic of all the Cinemaware games, enough so as almost to read as a caricature of Cinemaware by one of their critics who were always so eager to decry their work as a bunch of pretty graphics and sound all dressed-up with no particular place to go (a criticism that was, it must be admitted, far from entirely unfounded for Cinemaware’s games in general). Cutter has little good to say about his own design today, citing as its greatest strength a brilliant fake-out of a cold open that remains the funniest single instant Cinemaware ever put on disk.


See video at: http://www.filfre.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/stooges.mp4



Back in the day as well, Cinemaware was at great pains to emphasize the graphics and sound in The Three Stooges as opposed to the actual gameplay, and understandably so. It marked the first game from Cinemaware to make use of digitized images and sounds, captured from the Stooges’ own films, thus becoming perhaps the first game to deserve to be called a truly multimedia production for this the world’s first multimedia computer. Like all of Cinemaware’s games, it looked and sounded absolutely spectacular in its day on the Amiga. But all that multimedia splendor did come at a cost. Programmed with competence but, one senses, not a lot of inspiration by Incredible, you spend most of your time waiting for all that jaw-dropping media to be shuffled into memory off of floppy disk rather than actually playing. Just to add insult to injury and to further illustrate where Cinemaware’s priorities really lay, the set-piece sequences that introduce each minigame can’t be skipped. No matter how impressive they are (or were in their day), they get a little tedious by the time you’ve seen each a dozen times or more.

[image: Larry finds his "Stradiverius" is busted, in the opening to an arcade game based on Punch Drunks.]Larry finds his “Stradivarius” is busted, in the opening to a minigame based on Punch Drunks.


And yet, despite all these problems, I have an odd fondness for the game, counting it among the few Cinemaware productions I still find tempting to play from time to time today. My fondness certainly isn’t down to any intrinsic interest in the subject matter. The manual opens with a quote from movie critic Leonard Maltin, stating that there are two groups of people in the world: “one composed of persons who laugh at the Three Stooges and one of those who wonder why.” Among the former group was Libyan dictator Muammar Gaddafi, who, according to news reports from 1988, “sat in his tent day after day — sulking and staring at old Three Stooges movies.” As for myself… well, what can I say? I’m afraid I’m among the perplexed.

What saves the game, to whatever extent that’s possible, is the real passion for the Stooges that one can sense on the part of its creators, even if one doesn’t quite share it. Passion — or lack thereof — always comes through in a game, as it does in any creative work. Jacob emphasizes that he wanted to create a game that was “100 percent pure” to the Stooges — a game from Stooges lovers for Stooges lovers, if you will. To this day he speaks with real delight of a visit by Moe’s widow to Cinemaware’s offices, and most of all of the approval she expressed of the game’s anarchic spirit.

And there is at least a modicum more strategy in The Three Stooges than you’ll find in the likes of Life. Replacing Life‘s spinner to determine where you go next is a disembodied hand that you can stop just where you want it as long as it’s moving slowly enough. By this means you can avoid the terrible arcade games and the other undesirable squares on the board and maximize your earnings. Unfortunately, the hand gradually gains speed unless you periodically devote a turn to playing a Moe-beating-on-Larry-and-Curly minigame to slow it down. (No, I have no idea why that should have any effect.) The key strategic question of the game, such as it is, is thus when to beat and when to stay your hand. Hey, when you’re playing Cinemaware you have to take your depth where you can find it. The Three Stooges is only slap and stroll, but I like it.

[image: Curly in a cracker-eating contest, based on Dutiful but Dumb.]Curly in a cracker-eating contest, based on Dutiful but Dumb.


In very limited doses, that is.

For Cinemaware’s next game, Jacob again turned to an existing property, albeit a  more obscure one: the Commando Cody serials of the early 1950s, which portrayed the adventures of the titular hero as he flew around with his personal rocket pack to battle against enemies both terrestrial and extraterrestrial. Commando Cody not exactly being a hot property in the late 1980s, Jacob thought the license a slam dunk, to such an extent that he allowed the game to get very far along in the development process without signing a final contract with the owners of the property. He even gave at least one extended preview to a magazine of Cinemaware’s upcoming “Commando Cody” game. But when he returned to Cody’s holding company to finally settle the legalese, he found that none other than Steven Spielberg had “stolen it” from him by making a deal of his own. Jacob then turned to the contemporary comic-book character The Rocketeer, whose creator Dave Stevens had himself been heavily influenced by Commando Cody in creating his own rocket-pack-equipped flyboy. But that also fell through because Stevens was already in talks with Disney, talks that would eventually lead to the 1991 movie The Rocketeer. (I suspect that the explanation for Spielberg never doing anything with his Commando Cody license can be found here as well.) And so Rocket Ranger was completed as an entirely original, unlicensed work — hardly a huge loss, as the various flying rocketmen that preceded Cinemaware’s weren’t really notable for their vibrant personalities anyway.

Like Defender of the Crown, the mechanics of Rocket Ranger were designed by Kellyn Beck under the watchful thematic eye of Jacob himself. Its basic structure is also the same: a light strategy game surrounded by action games that stand in for the dice rolls in the likes of Risk. And once again it plays with the tropes of history without making a whole lot of sense as history. This time we’re in an alternate version of the 1940s where the Nazis have developed space travel and made it all the way to the Moon. Unsurprisingly given advantages like that, they’ve already won World War II. But never fear! Now we’re in the future, time travel has been invented, and we’ve been sent back with a few trusty hi-tech tools — most notably, a personal rocket pack — to sway the balance of power and change the course of history. No, it doesn’t make much sense, but don’t worry about it. The important thing is that you get to fly around the world and — maybe, if you’re good enough — to the Moon to fight evil Nazis. And, this being a Cinemaware game, there’s also the usual sultry love interest along with a whole army of fetching female slaves to rescue, plenty of fuel for the libido of Cinemaware’s many teenage fans.

Whatever Rocket Ranger‘s structural similarities to Defender of the Crown, the criticisms of the latter game and other Cinemaware titles as all show and no substance were beginning to hit home for Jacob and company. This they demonstrated both by their somewhat prickly defensiveness when the subject came up and by their determination to emphasize the greater depth of this latest game. Rocket Ranger is indeed longer, more varied, and much more challenging — more on that in a moment — than the games that preceded it.


See video at: http://www.filfre.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/rocket.mp4



At the same time, though, it is still a Cinemaware game, which means the majority of the team’s efforts were still expended on presentation. Unlike so many flashy games then and even today, there’s a real aesthetic behind all of its screens, echoing the gargantuan Futurist sets of Fritz Lang’s Metropolis almost as much as the pulpy serials of Jacob’s childhood. It remains to this day lovely to look at, while the music — composed and programmed by Bob Lindstrom, editor of the Apple II magazine A+ but a “secret Amiga fanatic” in his free time — is also pitch perfect, owing a lot to John Williams’s work for movies like Raiders of the Lost Ark. As in The Three Stooges, digitized sound is used sparingly but effectively, including real airplane noises recorded at Los Angeles Airport, just down the road from Cinemaware’s offices. There’s also a bit of digitized speech here and there, performed by whomever was judged to have the right chops among Cinemaware’s staff; John Cutter’s wife Melanie, for instance, played the love interest. To pack all of these elements onto the game’s two Amiga disks and, just as importantly, to move it all it in and out of memory during play with reasonable alacrity, Cinemaware developed a custom data format they called “Quick-DOS.” It let them compress 4 Mb of code and data into less than 2 Mb of standard Amiga disk space, and to read it in at three times the usual speed.

[image: Rocketman versus Zeppelin.]Rocketman versus Zeppelin.


Cinemaware was very proud of Rocket Ranger, the first original game they’d developed completely in-house using all of their shiny new tools. And no employee was prouder than their leader and founder, who viewed the game as something of a coming to fruition of the original vision for interactive movies that had prompted him to start the company in the first place. “We really got the format right with Rocket Ranger,” he said. Never one to mince words, Jacob declared Rocket Ranger nothing less than “the best game ever done” and, as if that wasn’t hyperbole enough, “the biggest project ever tackled by a computer company” to boot. To his mind the game had “so many twists and turns, permutations of the story, and branch points that you can’t believe it.” John Cutter, who oversaw this project as he did all other Cinemaware games as the company’s only producer, said he was “more satisfied with Rocket Ranger when it was done than any other project I have ever worked on.” Both men remain very proud of the game today, especially Jacob, for whom it quite clearly remains his personal favorite of all the Cinemaware games.

For my part, I think it comes very, very close to nailing the gameplay as thoroughly as it does the presentation, but is ultimately undone by balance issues — ironically, balance issues of the exact opposite kind to those that plagued Defender of the Crown. Simply put, this game is just too hard. The arcade-style minigames are mostly entertaining but also extremely punishing, while the strategic game feels all but impossible in itself, even without the added pressure of needing to succeed at every single minigame in order to have the ghost of a chance. Just an opportunity to practice the minigames — as usual for Cinemaware games of this era, in-progress saving isn’t possible — would have made a huge difference. As it is, very few players have ever beat Rocket Ranger. It feels like a game whose difficulty level has been set to “Impossible” — except that there are no difficulty levels. An extreme over-correction in response to the criticism of the ease with which Defender of the Crown can be won, it serves as one more object lesson on the need to test games with real players and to work however long it takes to get their balance exactly right.

[image: Cinemaware's trademark sultry damsel in distress, 1940s version.]Cinemaware’s trademark damsel in distress, World War II edition.


Cinemaware’s final release of 1988 marked both a major departure from their usual brand of interactive movies and an innovation easily as prescient in its own sphere as Defender of the Crown had been in its. It was called TV Sports: Football, and it introduced a whole new approach to the idea of the sports simulation.

Those wishing to trace the history of the modern “EA Sports” stripe of sports simulations, cash cows that generates billions of dollars every year, generally reach back to one of Electronic Arts’s first titles, a little 1983 basketball game called One on One: Dr. J vs. Larry Bird. From there the history proceeds to John Madden Football, the 1988 genesis of the series that would come to personify the whole genre of mainstream sports games when it reached Sega Genesis and Super Nintendo in 1991. All of this is valid enough, but it nevertheless misses the other important blueprint for sports gaming as it would come to be known in the 1990s. “Early on,” says Jacob, “I saw that people relate to sports through television and the way to do it was to emulate the TV broadcast. I think of EA Sports and I go, ‘Yes, that was my idea.'”

[image: TV Sports: Football]On the field, complete with a television-style perspective and helpful caption.


What’s striking about TV Sports: Football and all those games that would follow is that these aren’t really simulations of their sports as real players or coaches know them. They’re rather simulations of the televised presentations of their sports, interactive spectacles that cleave as closely to the programs we see on our televisions as they possibly can. This is, when you stop to think about it… well, it’s kind of weird, isn’t it? Cinemaware went so far as to include spoof commercials (“Stop Sine Nasal Spray: We’re not #1… but we’re right up there!”) in their game. The modern sports-simulation landscape is an amalgamation of Electronic Arts’s early forays into league licensing and star-athlete branding with TV Sports: Footballs faux-television presentation.

[image: Electronic Arts may have had John Madden, but Cinemaware had Don Badden.]Electronic Arts may have had John Madden, but Cinemaware had Don Badden.


There’s much of social or philosophical import that we might say about lives that have become so mediated that we crave an extra layer of it even within our mediated simulations. But then, for many — most? — of us this is what sports are today: not a beat-up glove, a homemade bat, and a brand new pair of shoes out there on the field, but rather afternoons gathered around the television. We’re the people who go to a real event and find that it just doesn’t feel right without the comforting prattle of the announcers, the people who make it a point to remember to bring a radio next time. Is this part of the tragedy of the modern condition? I don’t know. You can debate that question for yourself. Suffice to say that Cinemaware struck a rich cultural vein with TV Sports: Football that continues to geyser to this day. Sports as spectacle, sports as multimedia entertainment… this is what the people really want, not sports as icky sweat and effort.

How appropriate then that it was the Amiga, the world’s first multimedia computer, that first brought it to them. Another design by the stalwart John Cutter, TV Sports: Football comes complete with everything you’d expect from a Cinemaware take on football: two disks worth of thrilling graphics and sound, buxom cheerleaders to keep the old spirits up, and gameplay that’s a little sketchy but serviceable enough until you figure out the can’t-miss tricks that can yield a touchdown on every drive and rack up scores of 70-0.

[image: The inevitable cheerleaders.]The inevitable cheerleaders.


Although no later Cinemaware game would ever approach the sales numbers of Defender of the Crown, each of this new generation of titles did quite well in its own right, not only in North America but also in Europe, where Cinemaware was becoming just as well known as they were on their home continent thanks to a distribution deal with the major British publisher Mirrorsoft. Like Americans, Europeans found Cinemaware’s games just too sexy to pass by even if they ought to have known better — and, with Amigas already selling so much better in some European markets than they were in North America, there were a lot more customers there with the computer best equipped to strut Cinemaware’s stuff. It was easy enough to overcome some subject-matter choices that weren’t terribly well-calibrated to European sensibilities. The Three Stooges, for instance, were virtually unheard of even in English-speaking Britain, and American football also remained a mystery to most Europeans, much less the television broadcasts on which Cinemaware was riffing in TV Sports: Football. (One British reviewer decided there was nothing for it but to start from first principles: “The ball has to cross an imaginary barrier that rises horizontally from the opposition’s base line. This move is known as a Touchdown.”) Rocket Ranger represented the most uncomfortable culture clash of all; Cinemaware was forced to strip out all of the Nazi imagery and make the bad guys into generic aliens in order to sell the game in the Amiga hotbed of West Germany.

Sizzle without steak or hat without cattle though their games still to some extent may have been, Cinemaware was clearly doing something right. Jacob was happy to reinvest their earnings in yet bigger, bolder plans, all still in service of his vision of games as overwhelming multimedia experiences. We’ll see where that vision took him and his company next in future articles.

(Sources: Amazing Computing of July 1988, November 1988, and June 1989; Amiga Power of November 1991; Commodore Magazine of November 1988; Computer and Video Games of April 1988; The Games Machine of April 1988; The One of January 1989 and June 1989; Retro Gamer 123; the book On the Edge by Brian Bagnall; Matt Chat 292; two Gamasutra interviews of Bob Jacob, one by Matt Barton and the other by Tristan Donovan.

Rocket Ranger and TV Sports: Football are available as part of a Cinemaware anthology on Steam. You can download the Amiga version of The Three Stooges from here if you like.)
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				No mention of the superior computography of Rocket Ranger? When you have three such eminent computographers, you really expect to see some great computograpy, and I think Rocket Ranger has it all on display.
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				I wonder if they still teach computography 101 in university these days.
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				Great article as always.  Just wanted to add that I have interviewed Don Traeger, one of the principle architects of the EA Sports brand, and he acknowledges TV Sports Football as a key influence.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Ben P. Stein			

			
				February 3, 2016 at 12:20 pm			

			
				
				I believe you’re being a little too harsh on these Cinemaware games, despite what are clearly good-faith efforts to judge the games fairly against the backdrop of the time in which they were were released. 

I was a college student in my early 20s when these games came out. When I bought The Three Stooges and Rocket Ranger I knew not to expect great game mechanics from Cinemaware and I suspect I was not alone. Instead, I bought them for the cutting-edge graphics and sound and the immersive experiences they provided. This alone brought a lot of enjoyment and made them worthwhile purchases, at least in my case. 

In addition, the mini-games in the Three Stooges worked for me, and in fact, the board-game mechanic and the goal of raising money for the orphanage was compelling to hold my interest. Despite your premise to the contrary, I believe the developers demonstrated inspiration in the execution of the design (did they not design the opening sequence which you hold up as inspiration? and there are numerous other little touches such as the timing and use of the sound effects in the boxing ring that seem to go beyond what one would convey in a design document). 

Having played the game recently myself, I do not believe your.fondness for the game is “odd.” I do not believe that I should be ashamed or worried what others might think by llking this title–it’s not all nostalgia. I think it’s a good game.

That said, when a subsequent title like “Wings” fully delivered in most if not all areas that make a game great, then then Cinemaware experience was even better.

Please keep up the excellent writing and analysis.

Respectfully,

Ben

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 3, 2016 at 1:40 pm			

			
				
				I don’t think we really disagree all that much. The reason I write about Cinemaware is just the reason you describe: they furthered the medium by showing the immersive potential of games that put a real focus on aesthetics and (art) design. Because of their focus on graphics and sound that were once so impressive but now aren’t so much, they haven’t aged as well as many other vintage games in my opinion, but that shouldn’t diminish their historical importance.

That said, John Cutter does rather give the impression in speaking of his Three Stooges design process that it was kind of a matter of having it tossed in his lap, not knowing what to do with it, and saying “Well, maybe a board game would work?” The opening sequence has been explicitly claimed by Cutter as his innovation, not the programmers’. Having seen my share of 500-page design documents, and knowing what I do of Cinemaware’s general approach to development, I suspect that The Three Stooges was likely specified to a somewhat more exacting degree than you envision. But I can’t say for sure, which is why I added that “one senses” to the article proper. :)

And no, I’m certainly not ashamed of liking The Three Stooges. It’s silly fun, and there’s always room for that in my life. When I call it “odd,” I mean interesting in the sense of here’s a game that by all rights shouldn’t work, but for some reason it does… on me (and you), anyway.

Wings we can agree on wholeheartedly. Definitely Cinemaware’s finest hour, and perhaps the only flight simulator ever that interpreted “realism” not as having all the right switches and buttons but as showing the real emotional toll of war. It’s a game that positively oozes soul and humanity, and we don’t have nearly enough games like that.

Thanks for your thoughtful comment!
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				I’m actually more of an It Came From The Desert fan (still a bit too dependent on graphics and sound, as shown by how much less fun it is to play the EGA-only PC port), but with an incredible atmosphere, and more of an adventure game than was typical for Cinemaware. On the other hand, I love Wings as well (and backed both Kickstarters), and couldn’t agree more with “It’s a game that positively oozes soul and humanity, and we don’t have nearly enough games like that.”.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Ben P. Stein			
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				Thank you, Jimmy, for your very kind reply. Based on what you’ve written, it sounds like The Three Stooges was planned to a higher degree than I thought. I stand corrected on the creative force behind the opening sequence. John Cutter is definitely a very important figure in many of my favorite games from that period. I am sure I’m not alone in appreciating your writings about his contributions.

It seems like we all agree completely on Wings. 

Very best wishes,

Ben
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				I knew ZERO about the “Desert” movie, I just knew *of* it, but then that’s why I’ve been coming to “Digital Antiquarian” for so long.
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				A lovely article and a pleasure to read, as always. 

As someone who grew up (console) gaming and still plays and collects games, I am always fascinated by German localization. My husband and I snatch up region-free German games to compare them to the American versions. It is always an interesting experience, and keeps the games a little fresh after we’ve watched one another play. German games have some violent things removed while others stay in, and it is really interesting to see where the line in the sand is drawn. People can be murdered in Fallout, but they cannot be blown to bits. Obviously, Nazi imagery is banned, but the recent Wolfenstein game takes it even further as you fight against “The Regime.”  It’s an interesting way to play games and wonder a bit about culture (although to be fair, it seems to be more more about rules than sentiments.)

Possible typo: “It was easily enough to overcome” to “It was easy enough to overcome”

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				July 22, 2016 at 7:17 am			

			
				
				Thanks for the correction! 

It always surprises me to realize that this censorship is still going on today, given how interconnected the world has become.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ricky Derocher			

			
				November 21, 2016 at 4:09 am			

			
				
				I have managed to beat the Amiga version of Rocket Ranger – so it is possible. By the way, for the C64 port the difficulty was scaled way back. So it’s MUCH more easier to beat the C64 version of the game.
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[image: Ultima V]

It’s not easy having a software superstar for a little brother. That’s something that Robert Garriott, president of Origin Systems, had more and more cause to realize as the 1980s wore on. Whilst Richard Garriott quite literally lived out his fantasies, it was Robert who was left to deal with all the mundanities of running a small game developer in an industry that was ever becoming a more precarious place. Whilst Richard wrote the games and gave all the interviews and reveled in his Lord British persona, it was Robert who dealt with the sort of people who might not be terribly impressed by a wispy 25-year-old that liked to affect the personality and the dress code of a Medieval monarch. It was Robert who negotiated the business deals, Robert who represented Origin’s interests with the Software Publishers Association, Robert who put a sober, businesslike face on a company that to a lot of outsiders looked like little more than a bunch of nerds with too much time on their hands. And sometimes it was Robert who found himself trapped between the practicalities of running a business and the desires of a famous younger brother who was just slightly full of himself — what young man wouldn’t be slightly full of himself in his situation? — and was used to having things his own way.

[image: Honestly, now... would you feel comfortable investing in a company run by this guy?]Honestly, now… would you feel comfortable investing in a company run by this guy?


The most dangerous of these conflicts was the great sibling squabble over just where Origin Systems should be located. Back at the end of 1983, you may remember, Robert had been able to convince Richard to move the company from their parents’ garage in Houston, Texas, up to New Hampshire, where his wife Marcy had found a fine position of her own working for Bell Labs. The deal was that they would remain there for at least three years. Robert, who had spent the months before the move commuting cross-country in his private plane, hoped that during the three years something might change: Marcy might get a transfer, or Richard might decide he actually liked New England and wanted to stay there. Well, at the end of 1986 the three years were up, and neither of those things had happened. Richard, who persists to this day in describing his exile in the “frozen wasteland” of New Hampshire in terms lifted straight out of Ethan Frome, figured he had fulfilled his side of the deal, had done his three years as he’d said he would. Now he wanted to move. And he knew exactly where he wanted to move to: back to warm, sunny Austin, the city that had felt like the only place he wanted to make his home almost from the day he arrived to attend university there back in 1979.

A deal being a deal notwithstanding, Robert tried to nix the move, at least for the time being. In addition to his own marriage — he and Marcy certainly didn’t relish going back to commuting cross-country — there were the other Origin employees to think about. Sure, most of the technical staff remained the same group of youngsters that had trooped up north with the Garriotts three years before; they were almost one and all in agreement with Richard that it was time to be southbound again. But there were also the support personnel to think of, New Englanders hired in New England who had been doing good work for the company for quite some time. Robert proposed that they put Origin’s future location to a simple company-wide vote.

That proposal really pissed Richard off. New Englanders now well outnumbered Texas transplants, meaning the outcome of any vote must be a foreordained conclusion — which was, Richard believed, exactly why Robert was asking for one. The two had screaming rows that spilled out of their offices into the hallways of a suddenly very tense suite of offices, while the occupants of those offices, northerners and southerners crammed together under one roof for years, now felt free to let loose on each other with all of the frustrations they’d been keeping under wraps for so long. It was civil war — the staid New Englanders who were loyal to Robert against Lord British’s merry band of anarchists. In a fit of pique and homesickness, Richard’s right-hand man Chuck Bueche, music composer and programmer for the Ultima games, porting expert, and designer of games in his own right, announced he’d had enough and headed for Texas on his own. Richard and Robert each threatened to break with the other, to do his own thing with his own splinter of the company.

Such threats were ridiculous. Richard and his crew were no more capable of taking full responsibility for a company than Robert and his were of writing the next Ultima. These two needed each other for more reasons than just the ties of blood. It was finally left to older and cooler heads, in the form of the brothers’ parents, to broker a compromise. Richard would move back to Austin with most of the technical team, to set up a small studio there that would make the games; Robert would remain in New Hampshire with Marcy, a couple of programmers working on ports and ancillary projects, and the larger support staff that was responsible for packaging and marketing the games and running the business as a whole.

Thus Richard and company, reunited again with Bueche, found themselves a minimalist office in Austin in early 1987, fifteen desks ranged along a single long hallway. And Richard himself, now becoming a very wealthy young man indeed thanks to the huge success of Ultima III and IV, started work on Britannia Manor, a custom-built house-cum-castle worthy of Lord British; it came complete with secret passageways, a cave, a wine cellar, and a stellar observatory. It was pretty clear he wasn’t planning to go anywhere else anytime soon.

Carried out though it was for very personal reasons, Richard’s return to Austin would prove the single best business move Origin ever made. Eastern Texas may not have had as sexy a reputation as Silicon Valley, but there was plenty of high technology in the environs of Dallas, Houston, and Austin, along with a booming economy and low taxes to boot. Austin itself, in addition to being home to a prestigious university boasting almost 50,000 students of diverse talents, was something of the cultural as well as government capital of the state. Along with a lively music scene and tattoo parlors and all the other attributes of a thriving college town, Weird Austin boasted a diverse tapestry of nerdier culture, including Richard’s beloved SCA chapter and the hugely influential tabletop-game publisher Steve Jackson Games. What Austin, and Texas in general for that matter, rather oddly lacked was any notable presence in the computer-games industry. Richard himself was shocked at the hungry talent that washed up unbidden at Origin’s doorstep almost as soon as they hung their shingle, all eager to work for the house that Ultima had built. “Austin as a location was fundamental to the success of Origin,” remembers Richard, “because there was so much talent here in this town.” The atmosphere inside Origin’s new Austin office was soon so exciting, so positively bursting with possibility, that Robert had to admit defeat. More and more of Origin’s operations steadily moved south. Within a couple of years, Robert would convince Marcy to make the move with him, and Origin’s operations in New Hampshire would come to an end.

But hardly was the great Texas/New Hampshire crisis resolved than another raised its head. This time the dispute wasn’t intra-family or even intra-company. It rather involved Electronic Arts, a much bigger publisher with which little Origin would have quite the love-hate relationship over the years.

The origin of Origin’s EA problem dated back to August of 1985, about a month before the release of Ultima IV. By this point distribution was starting to become a real issue for a little publisher like Origin, as the few really big publishers, small enough in number to count on one hand, were taking advantage of their size and clout to squeeze the little guys off of store shelves. Knowing he had a hugely anticipated game on his hands with Ultima IV, one that with the proper care and handling should easily exceed the considerable-in-its-own-right success of Ultima III, Robert also knew he needed excellent distribution to realize its potential. He therefore turned to EA, one of the biggest of the big boys of the industry.

The agreement that resulted was quite the coup for EA as well as Origin. Thanks to it, they would enjoy a big share of the profits not just from The Bard’s Tale, the hit CRPG they had just released under their own imprint, but also from Origin’s Ultima IV. Together these two games came to dominate the CRPG field of the mid-1980s, each selling well over 200,000 copies. For a company that had never had much of anything to do with this genre of games before, it made for one hell of a double whammy to start things off.

While it’s been vaguely understood for years that the Origin and EA had a mid-1980s distribution agreement that broke down in discord, the details have never been aired. I’m happy to say that I can shed a lot more light on just what happened thanks to documents housed in the Strong Museum of Play‘s collection of Brøderbund papers. (The reason I was able to find them in a Brøderbund archive will become clear shortly.) I unfortunately can’t make these documents publicly available, but I can summarize and quote extracts from them. I do want to look at the contract that EA and Origin signed and the dispute that would eventually result from it in some detail, both because it’s so very illustrative of how the industry was changing as it entered the second half of the 1980s and because it provides a great example of one of the most dangerous of the potential traps that awaited the small fry who still tried to survive as independents. Origin would escape the trap, but many another small publisher/developer would not.

At first glance the distribution contract might seem more generous to Origin than to EA. Origin is obligated to remain the distributee only as long as EA has bought product from them totaling a stipulated amount over the course of a rolling calendar. By the end of the contract’s first year, which comes on September 1, 1986, EA must have bought $3.3 million worth of Origin games. The goal for the second year of the contract doubles; EA must have bought games worth $9.3 million in total from Origin by September 1, 1987, in order for the latter company to be obligated to honor the third and final year of their distribution contract. That’s a very ambitious sales goal for a little company like Origin whose entire reason for existence was a single series of games with a sporadic release schedule. (Origin had already released some non-Ultima titles and would continue to do so, but it would be years yet before any of them would make an impact on their bottom line to even begin to rival that of Ultima.)

All went well between Origin and EA for the first eighteen months. The trouble started shortly after Richard’s move back to Austin, when he got word of EA’s plans to release a rather undistinguished CRPG called Deathlord that was even more derivative of Ultima than was the norm. As Strategic Simulations, Incorporated, had learned to their chagrin a few years earlier in the case of their own Ultima clone Questron, Richard didn’t take kindly to games that copied his own work too blatantly. When EA refused to nix their game, and also proved uninterested in negotiating to license the “game structure and style” as SSI had done, Richard was incensed enough to blow up the whole distribution deal.

Richard and Robert believed that Origin would be on firm legal ground in withdrawing from the distribution agreement at the onset of the third year because EA was projected to have purchased just $6.6 million worth of product from Origin by September 1, 1987, way short of the goal of $9.3 million. Origin informed EA of their intentions and commenced negotiating a new distribution agreement with another of the big boys, Brøderbund, currently riding even higher than EA on the strength of The Print Shop and Carmen Sandiego.

The notice was greeted with shock and outrage by EA, who felt, and by no means entirely without reason, that it was hardly their fault that they were so far from the goal. That goal had been predicated on not just one but two or three or possibly even four new Ultima games being released during those first two years. Foreshadowing the way that Origin would handle Ultima VII years later, Richard’s plan at the time the contract was signed had been to release an Ultima IV Part 2 that would reuse the same engine in relatively short order, and only then to turn to Ultima V. But those plans had fallen by the wayside, undone by Richard’s idealistic need to make each Ultima clearly, comprehensively better than its predecessor. And now Ultima V was taking even longer than had Ultima IV. Having long since missed the original target of Christmas 1986, it now looked almost certain to miss Christmas 1987 as well; it still looked to be a good six months away from release as of mid-1987.

Yet it was the Ultima I situation that most ruffled EA’s feathers. When the rights to the first game of the series, having passed through the hands of the long-defunct California Pacific and then Sierra, reverted back to Richard in 1986, Origin assigned several programmers to rewrite it from scratch in assembly language rather than BASIC, adding graphical upgrades and interface enhancements along the way to bring it at least nominally up to date. Already a semi-legendary game, long out of print on the Apple II and never before available at all on the Commodore 64 or MS-DOS, the new and improved Ultima I carried with it reasonably high commercial hopes. While not the new Ultima, it was a new Ultima for the vast majority of Lord British fans, and should ease some of the disappointment of not being able to get Ultima V out that year. But in the wake of the Deathlord dust-up it became clear to EA that Origin was deliberately holding Ultima I back, wanting to tempt their prospective next distributor with it rather than give EA their fair share of its earnings. This… well, this pissed EA right the hell off. And, then as now, pissing off EA wasn’t usually a very good idea.

EA’s lawyers went through the contract carefully, looking for anywhere where they might knock a few dollars off the requirement of $9.3 million in orders inside two years.

The original goal for 9/1/87 was stated in Exhibit A as $9,300,000. This amount “is reduced by $40,000 for every month in which any of the software products listed in Exhibit B are not available according to the schedules set forth in Exhibit B.” Moebius/Apple was listed as being available in September 1985, and was not available until November 1985, a slip of two months. Ogre/Apple was listed as being available in November 1985 and was not available until June 1986, a slip of seven months. Moebius/C64 was listed as being available in November 1985 and was not available until October 1986, a slip of eleven months. Taking into account only those titles listed in Exhibit B, a total of 22 months are applicable to the $40,000 provision, equaling a deduction of $880,000 from the $9,300,000 goal mentioned earlier, leaving a net goal of $8,420,000 for 9/1/87.


The adjusted goal of $8.4 million still left EA $1.8 million short. No problem. They attached to the same letter a purchase order for a random hodgepodge of Origin products totaling the full $1.8 million. EA didn’t really care what Origin shipped them, as long as they billed them $1.8 million for it: “If Origin is unable to ship any of the products in the quantities stated on the purchase orders, please consider this an order for a similar dollar volume of any of your products that can be shipped in sufficient quantities to meet our 9/1/87 objectives.”

You’re probably wondering what on earth EA is thinking in throwing away almost $2 million on any old anything at all just to retain Origin as a distributee. Far from cutting off their nose to spite their face, they’re playing hardball here; what they’ve just done is far more dangerous for Origin than it is for them. To understand why requires an understanding of “overstock adjustments,” better known as returns. It’s right there in the original contract: “Vendor [Origin] agrees to issue credit to EA based on the original purchase price for the return of resalable overstock made any time beyond 90 days of original receipt.” This provision gives EA the ability to crush Origin, accidentally or on purpose, by over-ordering. Origin can honor the order, only to have it all come back to them along with a bill big enough to bury them when EA doesn’t sell it on. Or Origin can refuse to honor the order and get buried under a nasty breach-of-contract lawsuit. Or they can come back to EA hat in hand and ask nicely if both parties can just forget the whole thing ever happened and continue that third year of their agreement as was once planned.

Many small publishers like Origin were becoming more and more angry and/or terrified by the logistics of distribution by the latter half of the 1980s. This is why. Nevertheless, with the big publishers squeezing out any other means of getting their games onto store shelves, most of the small companies were forced to get in bed with one of the big boys against their better judgment. Although several other big publishers had affiliate distribution programs, Activision and EA became the most aggressive of the bunch, both in recruiting and, if things didn’t work out, destroying affiliated labels by returning hundreds of thousands or millions of dollars worth of product along with a bill for same. The battlefield of the industry’s history is fairly littered with the corpses of companies who signed distribution deals much like Origin’s with EA.

Origin, however, was lucky. In rushing to become a distributee of Brøderbund, they’d found shelter with a company with the resources to go toe-to-toe with EA; Doug Carlston, founder and president of Brøderbund, was himself a lawyer. Brøderbund took Origin’s cause as their own, and a settlement agreement presumably entailing the payment of some sort of penalty from Origin and/or Brøderbund to EA was reached in fairly short order. (The actual settlement agreement is unfortunately not included in the Strong’s collection.) Origin signed a two-year distribution contract with Brøderbund, and all of EA’s worst suspicions were confirmed when the revamped Ultima I shipped on the very first day of the new agreement. And that wasn’t even Origin’s last laugh: Deathlord, the match that had lit the whole powder keg, got mediocre reviews and flopped. True to his tradition of adding references to his contemporary personal life into each Ultima, Richard added the words “Electronic Arts” to the in-progress Ultima V’s list of forbidden swear words (“With language like that, how didst thou become an Avatar?”). Just for good measure, he also built a mausoleum for “Pirt Snikwah” on the grounds of Britannia Manor. Like most monarchs, Lord British apparently didn’t forget a slight quickly.

The Garriotts were still living charmed lives. Much as so many love to romanticize Trip Hawkins’s “electronic artists” of the 1980s, complete with crying computers and all the rest, EA has always been a rough customer when it gets down to the brass tacks (knuckles?) of doing business. Few others have tangled with them like Origin did and lived to tell the tale.

Behind all this drama there lurked always the real point of the whole endeavor that was Origin Systems: Ultima, specifically Ultima V. Just like all the other games in the series, it was well on the way to dwarfing its predecessor in terms of scale and technical ambition, with all the birthing pains that must imply.

Beginnings and endings can be tricky things for an historian to come to grips with. Certainly the middle period of the eventual nine-game Ultima series is full of them. There’s the beginning marked by the great conceptual leap that is Ultima IV, when the series became about more than killing monsters, collecting loot, and leveling up — a leap that changed the series’s character to such an extent that plenty of fans will tell you that you needn’t even bother with anything that came before, that the real Ultima starts right here. And there’s the ending that is Ultima VI, the first Ultima not built on the code base of its predecessor, the first not developed and released first and foremost for the Apple II, the first for which Richard did none of the programming.

In between the two lies Ultima V, a crossroads game if ever there was one. It marks the end of the line for the 8-bit Ultimas, the basic structure that began with Akalabeth pushed to a complex extreme that would have been unthinkable back in 1980. How extraordinary to think that this game runs on essentially the same computer as Akalabeth, plus only 16 K of memory here or an extra disk drive there. The series’s glorious last hurrah on the Apple II, it also marks the beginning of a radically different development methodology that would carry forward into the era of the MS-DOS-developed Ultimas. Starting with Ultima V, new Ultimas would no longer be the end result of Richard Garriott toiling alone in front of a single Apple II for months or years until he emerged with bleary eyes and disk in hand. From now on, Richard would direct, design, and supervise, while other people did most of the grunt work.

It was an obviously necessary step from the perspective of even the most minimally informed outsider. Ultima IV had taken him two years, twice as long as originally planned, and had nearly killed him in the process. If the series was to continue to grow in scale and ambition, as he himself always demanded it should, something had to give. Yet Richard resisted the obvious for quite some time. He struggled alone, first with the abortive Ultima IV Part 2 and then with Ultima V, for almost a year while while everyone fretted at the lack of progress. He genuinely loved programming, took pride in knowing each new Ultima was truly his personal expression, top to bottom. But at last he accepted that he needed help — an acceptance that would change everything about the way that Ultimas got made forevermore.

The process started with two new programmers, Steve Meuse and John Miles. The former started writing tools to make it easier to create the world, to put a friendly interface on all of the tasks that Richard normally managed by hand using nothing more than a hex editor. Meuse’s “Ultima Creation Package” would grow into something that, according to Richard, “almost anyone could use.” Meanwhile Miles took over most of the actual game-programming tasks from Richard; more than half of the code that shipped in the finished game would be his. “The transition of doing it all yourself to doing it as a team was very painful,” Richard says of this landmark change of late 1986 that marked the abrupt end of his days as a working programmer. “However, once you had a team in place, and especially once you were no longer sharing the duties of both doing it and managing it, the pain went away.”

Richard’s team only continued to expand after the move to Austin, as all of that pent-up Texas talent began arriving on Origin’s doorstep. The finished game credits no fewer than six programmers in addition to Richard himself. With so many more people involved, this Ultima needed a project manager — the role also commonly referred to as “producer” — for the first time as well. That role went to Dallas Snell, late of Penguin Software, who, nobody being too specialized yet at this stage, did some of the programming as well. Snell lobbied for months for the hiring of a full-time artist, but Richard remained skeptical of the need for one until quite some time after the move to Austin. But at last Denis Loubet, an Austin artist who had been doing cover art for Richard’s games since the days of Akalabeth, joined the Origin staff to do all of the art for Ultima V, whether the media be paper or cardboard or pixels. Loubet’s work, blessedly free of the chainmail bikinis and other cheesecake tendencies that make most vintage CRPG art so cringe-worthy, would now become even more integral to the series, helping to maintain its aura of having just a little more class than the standard CRPG fare. Finally, and also largely thanks to Snell’s determination to professionalize the process of making Ultimas, there are fourteen people — fourteen! — credited solely for play-testing Ultima V, more than enough to ensure that there wouldn’t be any more blatant screw-ups like the vital clue that was left out of Ultima IV.

[image: Denis Loubet on the job at Origin.]Denis Loubet on the job at Origin.


Freed from the pressure of programming, Richard could make Ultima V a much more consciously designed game than its predecessors. From an interview conducted almost a year before the game was published:

In previous Ultimas the combat systems were not designed out on paper ahead of time. I kind of ranked weapons in order of strength… the higher up the list of weapons you got, the better the weapon. Now I’ve actually designed an entire gaming system, including magic and combat, that is just as good to play on paper as on the computer. It’s extremely well-balanced, both [sic.] the weapons, armor, and magic, and we’ve been balancing the costs and uses of those things for six months — essentially by playing Ultima on paper.


Origin was so proud of this system of rules that they planned for some time to make an Ultima tabletop RPG out of them. That project fell by the wayside, but just the fact that Richard was thinking this way represented a huge step forward for a series whose mechanics had always felt ad hoc in comparison to those of its original rival, Wizardry. “I can tell you in numbers the probabilities of your being able to do something,” said Richard, “whereas in previous Ultimas I probably wouldn’t be able to do so. I just kind of did it until it looked right.”

While all of the extra care and thought that was going into this Ultima was welcome, it was also time-consuming. A series of release dates spouted by an overoptimistic Richard in interview after interview fell by the wayside, as subscribers to adventurer-catering magazines like Questbusters read for a year and a half of a game that was perpetually just a few months away. Still, the game they kept reading about sounded better with every mention: it would fill no less than eight Apple II disk sides; it would offer twice as much territory as Ultima IV to explore; each non-player character would have three times as much to say; non-player characters would have realistic day-and-night schedules that they followed; just about every single thing in the world, from table and chairs to torches and even a harpsichord, would be a discrete, manipulable object.

[image: An early public preview of Ultima V at Dragon Con, October 1987.]An early public preview of Ultima V at Dragon Con, October 1987.


More philosophically-minded fans wondered about a subject on which there was less concrete information available: what would the new Ultima be about? After the great conceptual leap that had been Ultima IV, would Lord British be content to return to monster-killing and evil-wizard-bashing, or would there be another — or perhaps the same? — message on offer this time out?

All of their questions were answered on March 18, 1988, when Origin released Ultima V: Warriors of Destiny for the Apple II; versions for MS-DOS and the Commodore 64 followed in July and October respectively, with ports to a handful of other platforms trickling out over the following year or so. We’ll dive into the virtual world that awaited Ultima V‘s army of 200,000-plus eager buyers next time.

(Sources for this article and the next: Questbusters of June 1987, July 1987, August 1987, March 1988, July 1988; Game Developer of September 1994; Computer Gaming World of March 1986, December 1987, July 1988, January 1989, November 1991, November 1992. The books The Official Book of Ultima by Shay Addams; Dungeons and Dreamers by Brad King and John Borland; Ultima: The Avatar Adventures by Rusel DeMaria and Caroline Spector. See also Richard Garriott’s extended interview with Warren Spector. And of course the Strong’s collection; my thanks to Jon-Paul Dyson and his colleagues for hosting me there for a very productive week!

Ultima V is available from GOG.com in a collection with its predecessor and sequel.)
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				Marcus Johnson			

			
				February 5, 2016 at 3:39 pm			

			
				
				Wonderful article as always. Just a quick correction: “East Texas” really just refers to the part of the state nearest the Louisiana border, cities such as Beaumont, Tyler, Longview, etc. Austin is Central Texas, Dallas is North Texas, and Houston is Southeast Texas (which, yes, is not the same as East Texas). 

These are honestly cultural distinctions as much as geographical but that’s how Texans refer to them.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 5, 2016 at 3:51 pm			

			
				
				I actually lived almost thirty years of my life in Dallas, so it seems I just wasn’t paying attention. :) I changed “east” to “eastern” to make it clear I’m using the term not so much as a proper name as a geographical clarification.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 5, 2016 at 4:21 pm			

			
				
				Man. The shy little me who obsessed over Ultima V, and wanted to get into coding because it was the ultimate loner job, would have been utterly crushed to learn about what went on behind the scenes at Origin, even back then. Not to suggest that any of it was -bad-, but I never imagined the amount of coordination involved in making games, especially as their complexity ramped up.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				MalcolmM			

			
				February 6, 2016 at 3:47 am			

			
				
				I wonder how many people play tested Ultima VI? That game was one of the buggiest games I ever tried to complete. I bought it on the PC when it was first released. Half way through the game my copy slowly became corrupted – character portraits would get swapped, bridges were missing pieces and couldn’t be crossed. 

I also encountered a game breaking bug in Ultima II on the Atari 8 bit computers. I played it for many hours, but I was never able to leave the continent you start on. I only learned much later that there was a bug in the Atari version that meant you could never receive a silk tassel when killing a monster. This item was required to board a ship, so the game was unwinnable. Ultima was not my favourite RPG series :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Phil			

			
				February 6, 2016 at 2:19 pm			

			
				
				Ultima V is probably my favorite Ultima game. However, even I have to admit it is one hard beast.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				February 6, 2016 at 4:01 pm			

			
				
				I was going to ask what you were looking at in the Strong Museum! I’m sure there’s more to come, but at least a little bit of that curiosity is quenched.

Not to say EA is literally the devil or anything, I’d certainly love to hear the perspective of the person who made the Origin deal, but Doug Carlston really is a savior. I talked with him recently and he had his fingers in everywhere. Broderbund was like an intermediary for the entire software industry the world over. They could have exploited their power to startling effect, but they really nurtured creators.

I’m excited to see what else you’ve drawn up. The period of 1985 Origin to 1991 Origin is a gap I honestly knew nothing about, so I’m glad you found some greater perspective and pictures to go along with it. I suppose that’s what I get stalling my research so long in 1985!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Terilem			

			
				February 6, 2016 at 4:06 pm			

			
				
				If I could offer a minor clarification, as the November 1992 CGW and September 1994 GDM are both mistaken about this: 

No one named Pirt Snikwah appears nor is mentioned anywhere in the Ultima games themselves. There is an NPC named Master Hawkins in Ultima V, but he is just a generic shipwright and benign by all accounts. More to the point, however, the character these magazines appear to be referring to is the murdered pirate Captain Hawkins in Ultima VI (a few of his crew are are also named after EA personnel).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 7, 2016 at 8:37 am			

			
				
				Thanks! Made an update.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Brian Bagnall			

			
				February 8, 2016 at 3:04 pm			

			
				
				I didn’t know about any of the drama with EA prior to this article. My goto sources of info for games, Lemon64, Wikipedia and Mobygames don’t even mention the Broderbund connection. A lot was going on behind the scenes that you could never guess otherwise. I wonder if even the box or manual credits Broderbund anywhere.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 8, 2016 at 3:23 pm			

			
				
				Almost certainly not. This wasn’t a promotional relationship, strictly a business transaction. Origin wouldn’t want to mention Brøderbund on their box copy in case they got a new distributor and wanted to sell old stock through them. :)

Some distributors might prefer to avoid distributees that might steal sales from their own products. But since Brøderbund had no presence in the CRPG market whatsoever at this time, Origin made a good fit.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				February 8, 2016 at 10:41 pm			

			
				
				Yeah, the Broederbund affiliated label program was not nearly so robust as the EA and Activision iterations.  When I spoke to Doug Carlston, he said they basically started it as a way to feel out companies they may want to acquire somewhere down the line, but they were never really satisfied with it and ended the experiment fairly quickly.  Other than Origin, the biggest thing Broederbund did with its affiliated label program was distribute SimCity for Maxis when no one else would touch it.
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				GeoX			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 6:25 am			

			
				
				Ultima V is available from GOG.com in a collection with its prequel and sequel.

Argh I can’t believe I’m the pedantic jerk this time, but I can’t help pointing out that “prequel” is not the same as “predecessor.”  Ultima IV is not a prequel to Ultima V, but Ultima V could be a prequel to Ultima IV, if it concerned events that took place prior to the previous game.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 8:03 am			

			
				
				Fair enough. :) Changed.

				


			

			

	





		
		
			Pingback: Open Apple #57 (March 2016) : Bill Budge! | Open Apple

	

		
		
			Pingback: Ultima V and the Dangers of Working with Publishers

	

		
		
						
				Flo			

			
				April 17, 2016 at 7:33 am			

			
				
				Hmmm… only b/w pics of the early days?

Interesting, AFAIR we had already some type of colored screens, back then?

Or is my remembering just wrong?

Nontheless,

these were the early days, in which you could create basicly an AAA blockbuster just with a bunch of friends while seating 3 month in the basement, fed by pizza only and no daylight.

Today, you have to deal with a scale like “GTA-version-fifehundred-brought-in-1-bln-plus-my-pal!!!!11”

Times have changed.
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				Dan Fabulich			

			
				April 18, 2016 at 3:23 am			

			
				
				“there wouldn’t be any more blatant screw-ups like the vital clue that was left out of Ultima IV.”

What clue was that? I went back and re-read your 2014 coverage of U4 and could find no mention; there’s no discussion of it in http://ultima.wikia.com/wiki/Bugs

I don’t suppose you’re referring to the answer to gur nafjre gb gur Pbqrk’f svany dhrfgvba? Rnpu gvzr lbh tnva na rvtugu, lbh frr n yrggre va gur ehavp nycunorg. Vs lbh neenatr gur yrggref vf gur fgnaqneq iveghr beqre, lbh trg “Vasvavgl.”

Which is to say, it was a pretty bad/cruel puzzle, but it’s not like the clues were just accidentally forgotten.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 18, 2016 at 7:37 am			

			
				
				Actually, clues to that puzzle were accidentally forgotten. Smith the Horse was supposed to give a vital clue if not outright provide the solution, but his dialog was accidentally left out. It’s quite a famous incident in Ultima lore, source of a running joke in later games.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Dan Fabulich			

			
				April 20, 2016 at 12:39 am			

			
				
				Huh. I did know that Smith gave that clue in Ultima V, but I didn’t know that Smith’s dialog in Ultima IV was missing due to a bug. (Do you have a link to more information about that? Googling turned up http://wiki.ultimacodex.com/wiki/Smith_the_Horse which repeats the story, but also with no citation.)

I thought Smith gave that clue in Ultima V as an after-the-fact acknowledgement that the puzzle in Ultima IV was too hard.

Still, I think calling that clue “vital” is excessive; it implies that Ultima IV was accidentally unsolvable (and that this bug was never remedied even in subsequent re-releases), which is not correct.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 20, 2016 at 6:03 am			

			
				
				I don’t seem to have a smoking-gun quote from Garriott to hand, but the fan legend certainly seems correct in context. Smith simply says, “A,” when you talk to him, an obvious programmer placeholder. If you ask about “A,” he says, “A?” Answer “yes” and he says, “A” again. Something is clearly wrong. Also, another character, Francesca, tells you to talk to Smith as if he has something important to say. Then in Ultima V he says he forgot to tell you something last time, and that the answer is “Infinity.”

We’ll have to disagree on our definitions of “vital.” Yes, it was possible to deduce the answer anyway using some very lateral thinking, but Smith’s clue was intended to be there, and heaps of players were left stranded at the bottom of the Abyss many times over for lack of it; remember, it wasn’t possible to save in the dungeons in Ultima IV, meaning you had to spend hours getting to the end of the last dungeon just to try each guess you had. Many or most who solved it seem to have done so only by calling Origin’s hint line or, later, by consulting walkthroughs. At best, Ultima IV becomes horrifically cruel without Smith’s clue.
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Ultima V is a story about freedom of choice. You can’t put these [the eight Virtues] down as laws. It does not work to put these down as laws. They’re fine as a point of discussion, but it’s a completely personal issue. I would never try to build a pseudo-science of truth. This is never meant to be THE TRUTH. This is really meant to be, “Hey, by the way, if you just happen to live by these standards, it works pretty well.” It was never meant to be the one great truth of the universe that you must abide by.

— Richard Garriott



An awful lot of people get awfully exercised over the lore and legends of Britannia and the many failings of Richard Garriott’s stewardship thereof. Some of them spend their time in tortured ret-conning, trying to explain why the geography of the place kept changing from game to game, why its name was changed overnight from Sosaria to Britannia, or, even more inexplicably, why it suddenly turned into our own Earth for a little while there during the time of Ultima II. Others prefer to just complain about it, which is fair enough.

I have to say, though, that it’s hard for me to really care. For me, the Ultima series isn’t most interesting as the saga of Britannia, but rather as something more intimate. It’s the CRPG equivalent of the film Boyhood. As we play through the games we see its creator grow up, from the giddy kid who stuck supercomputers, space shuttles, and Star Wars in his fantasy games — because, hey, those things are all just as cool as Dungeons and Dragons to a nerdy teenager — to the more serious young man who used Ultima IV and, now, Ultima V to try to work out a philosophy for living. Taken as a whole, the series can be seen as a coming-of-age tale as well as a fantasy epic. Having reached a stage in my life where the former is more interesting than the latter, that’s how I prefer to see it anyway. Rather than talk about the Ages of Britannia, I prefer to talk about the ages of Richard Garriott.

What makes the process so gratifying is that the changes that Richard Garriott undergoes are, one senses, the changes that a good-hearted, thoughtful young man ought to undergo. Which is not to say that Garriott is perfect. Lord knows it’s easy enough to mock the sheer one-percenter excess of paying Russia a reputed $30 million to haul him into space for twelve days, and some of his public comments do rather suggest he may be lacking in the Virtue of Humility. But then, given how much his (alter) ego has been stroked over the years,1 it’s not surprising to find that Garriott regards himself as a bit of a special snowflake. Ironically, it wasn’t so much his real or imagined exceptionalism as it was the fact that he was so similar to most of his fans that allowed him to speak to them about ideas that would have caused their eyes to glaze over if they’d encountered them in a school textbook. Likewise, the story of the Richard Garriott whom we glimpse through his games is interesting because of its universality rather than its exceptionalism; it fascinates precisely because so many others have and continue to go through the same stages.

In Ultima IV, we saw his awakening to the idea that there are causes greater than himself, things out there worth believing in, and we saw his eagerness to shout his discoveries from every possible rooftop. This is the age of ideology — of sit-ins and marches, of Occupy Wall Street, of the Peace Corps and the Mormon missionary years. Teenagers and those in their immediate post-teenage years are natural zealots in everything from world politics to the kind of music they listen to (the latter, it must be said, having at least equal importance to the former to many of them).

Yet we must acknowledge that zealotry has a dark side; this is also the age of the Hitler Youth and the Jihad. Some never outgrow the age of ideology and zealotry, a situation with major consequences for the world we live in today. Thankfully, Richard Garriott isn’t one of these. Ultima V is the story of his coming to realize that society must be a negotiation, not a proclamation. “I kind of think of it as my statement against TV evangelists,” he says, “or any other group which would push their personal philosophical beliefs on anybody else.” The world of Ultima V is messier than Ultima IV‘s neat system of ethics can possibly begin to address, full of infinite shades of gray rather than clear blacks and whites. But the message of Ultima V is one we need perhaps even more now than we did in 1988. If only the worst we had to deal with today was television evangelists…

Garriott often refers to Ultima IV as the first Ultima with a plot, but that strikes me as an odd contention. If anything, there is less real story to it than the Ultimas that preceded it: be good, get stronger, and go find a McGuffin called the Codex of Ultimate Wisdom pretty much sums it up. (It’s of course entirely down to the first of these that Ultima IV is such a revolutionary game.) I sense a false conflation here of games with a plot with games that are somehow more worthwhile or socially relevant. “I’m writing stories,” he said during the late 1980s, “stories with some socially significant meaning, or at least some emotional interest.” But if we strip away the value judgments that seem to be confusing the issue, we’re actually left with Ultima V, the first Ultima whose premise can’t be summed up in a single sentence, as the real first Ultima with a plot. In fact, I think we might just need a few paragraphs to do the job.

[image: Thanks to Denis Loubet, Origin's newly installed artist, Ultima V looks much better than the previous games in the series even on a graphically limited platform like the Apple II.]Thanks to Denis Loubet, Origin’s newly installed artist, Ultima V looks better than the previous games in the series even on a graphically limited platform like the Apple II.


So, after you became an Avatar of Virtue through the Codex of Ultimate Wisdom at the bottom of Ultima IV‘s final dungeon, you were rewarded for your efforts by being sent back to boring old twentieth-century Earth to, as the ending text so famously put it, “live there as an example to thy people.” In Britannia, the Council of Wizards raised the Codex to the surface by essentially turning the volcano that housed it inside-out, creating a mountain with a shrine to the Codex on its top. But this process created a huge underground void, an Underworld as big as Britannia’s surface that among other things allows Ultima V to make the claim that it’s fully twice as big as its predecessor. (No, the proportions of one volcano, now matter how immense, don’t quite add up to the whole of Britannia, but just roll with it, okay?)

Everything was still going pretty well in Britannia, so Lord British decided he’d like to embark on an adventure of his own instead of always sending others off to face danger. He got a party together, and they entered the new Underworld on a mission of exploration. Bad idea. He and his party were all killed or captured, only one scribe escaping back to the surface with a tale of horrors in the depths. “And this,” I can just hear Lord British saying, “is why I should have continued to let others do the adventuring for me…”

It happens that Lord British left one Lord Blackthorn as his regent. Now, with Lord British presumed dead, it looks like the post will become permanent. That’s bad news because Blackthorn, concerned that not enough people in Britannia are “striving to uphold the virtues,” has instituted a Code of Virtue to force them to do so.



	Thou shalt not lie, or thou shalt lose thy tongue.

	Thou shalt help those in need, or thou shalt suffer the same need.

	Thou shalt fight to the death if challenged, or thou shalt be banished as a coward.

	Thou shalt confess to thy crime and suffer its just punishment, or thou shalt be put to death.

	Thou shalt donate half of thy income to charity, or thou shalt have no income.

	If thou dost lose thine own honor, thou shalt take thine own life.

	Thou shalt enforce the laws of virtue, or thou shalt die as a heretic.

	Thou shalt humble thyself to thy superiors, or thou shalt suffer their wrath.





A number of your old companions from Ultima IV, opposing this Britannic version of the Spanish Inquisition, have become outlaws against the crown. They arrange to transport you back to Britannia from Earth to hopefully save the day. Garriott:

So, where Ultima IV was fairly black-and-white — I mean good guys are good guys and bad guys are bad guys — Ultima V unfolds in a gray area. Lots of characters try convincing you that Blackthorn is doing things just right, some say he’s an evil force, and others realize he’s wrong but are taking advantage of the situation for personal profit and are willing to fight anyone who opposes Blackthorn. You now have to operate more or less like a Robin Hood-style outlaw, working against the system but from within the system, which you must bring down philosophically as well by convincing key people in the government that they are wrong about Blackthorn.


Now we can better understand where the plot is really going. Crazily elaborate by previous Ultima standards though it is, the part of the backstory involving Lord British’s trip to the Underworld is mainly there to get him out of the picture for a while so Garriott can tell the story he wants to tell. “Rescuing Lord British in Ultima V is not really the focus of the game,” Garriott admits. “It’s just the final physical activity you have to do, like recovering the Codex in Ultima IV. It is how you do it that’s important.” Garriott wants to turn Britannia, all sweetness and light in Ultima IV (albeit with something of a monster-infestation problem), into a place every bit as horrifying in its own way as the Underworld. And, more accepting of shades of gray though he may have become, he isn’t quite willing to make Lord British — i.e., himself — responsible for that.

If all this isn’t enough plot for you, there’s also the story of one Captain John, whose ship got sucked into the Underworld by a massive whirlpool. There he and his crew stumbled upon one of those Things of Which Man Was Not Meant to Know, which drove him insane and caused him to murder his entire crew, then unleashed the three Shadowlords upon Britannia: personifications of the anti-Virtues of Falsehood, Hatred, and Cowardice. It does seem that you, noble Avatar, have your work cut out for you.

It’s a much clunkier setup in many ways than that of Ultima IV. A big part of that game’s genius is to equate as closely as possible the you sitting in front of the monitor screen with the you who roams the byways of Britannia behind it. Opening with a personality test to assess what kind of a character you are, Ultima IV closes with that aforementioned exhortation to “live as an example to thy people” — an exhortation toward personal self-improvement that hundreds of thousands of impressionable players took with considerable seriousness.

All that formal elegance gets swept away in Ultima V. The newer game does open with a personality test almost identical to the one in Ultima IV, but it’s here this time not to serve any larger thematic goal so much as because, hey, this is an Ultima, and Ultimas are now expected to open with a personality test. Instead of a very personal journey of self-improvement, this time around you’re embarking on just another Epic Fantasy Saga™, of which games, not to mention novels and movies, certainly have no shortage. Garriott’s insistence that it must always be the same person who stars in each successive Ultima is a little strange. It seems that, just as every successive Ultima had to have a personality test, he reckoned that fan service demanded each game star the selfsame Avatar from the previous.
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But whatever its disadvantages, Ultima V‘s new emphasis on novelistic plotting allows Garriott to explore his shades of gray in ways that the stark simplicity of Ultima IV‘s premise did not. The world is complicated and messy, he seems to be saying, and to reflect that complication and messiness Ultima has to go that way too. Nowhere is his dawning maturity more marked than in the character of Blackthorn, the villain of the piece.

CRPG villains had heretofore been an homogeneous rogue’s gallery of cackling witches and warlocks, doing evil because… well, because they were evil. In tabletop Dungeons and Dragons, the genre’s primary inspiration, every character chooses an alignment — Good, Neutral, or Evil — to almost literally wear on her sleeve. It’s convenient, allowing as it does good to always be clearly good and those hordes of monsters the good are killing clearly evil and thus deserving of their fate. Yet one hardly knows where to begin to describe what an artificial take on the world it is. How many people who do evil — even the real human monsters — actually believe that they are evil? The real world is not a battleground of absolute Good versus absolute Evil, but a mishmash of often competing ideas and values, each honestly certain of its own claim to the mantle of Good. Our more sophisticated fictions — I’m tempted here to say adult fictions — recognize this truth and use it, both to drive their drama and, hopefully, to make us think. Ultima V became the first CRPG to do the same, thanks largely to the character of Blackthorn.

Blackthorn is not your typical cackling villain. As Garriott emphasizes, “his intentions are really very good.” Setting aside for a moment the message-making that became so important to Garriott beginning with Ultima IV, Ultima V‘s more nuanced approach to villainous psychology makes it a more compelling drama on its own terms. The fact that Blackthorn is earnestly trying to do good, according to his own definition of same, makes him a far more interesting character than any of the cacklers. Speaking from the perspective of a storyteller on the lookout for interesting stories, Garriott notes that a similar certainty of their own goodness was the “best part” about the Moral Majority who were dominating so much of the political discourse in the United States at the time that he was writing Ultima V.

And yet, Garriott acknowledges, legislating morality is according to his own system of values “just the wrong thing to do.” He has held fast to this belief in the years since Ultima V, proving more than willing to put his money where his mouth is. The version of Richard Garriott known to the modern political establishment is very different from the Richard Garriott who’s so well known to nerd culture. When not playing at being a Medieval monarch or an astronaut, he’s a significant donor and fundraiser for the Democratic party as well as for organizations like Planned Parenthood, a persistent thorn in the side of those people, of which there are many in his beloved Texas, who would turn their personal morality into law.

As for Blackthorn, his evil — if, duly remembering that we’re now in a world of shades of gray, evil you consider it to be — is far more insidious and dangerous than the cackling stripe because it presents itself in the guise of simple good sense and practicality. A long-acknowledged truth in politics is that the people you really need to win over to take control of a country are the great middle, the proverbial insurance underwriters and shop owners — one well-known ideologue liked to call them the bourgeois — who form the economic bedrock of any developed nation. If you can present your message in the right guise, such people will often make shocking ethical concessions in the name of safety and economic stability. As the old parable goes, Mussolini may have been a monster, but he was a monster who made the trains run on time — and that counts for a hell of a lot with people. More recently, my fellow Americans have been largely willing to overlook systematic violations of the allegedly fundamental right of habeas corpus, not to mention unprecedented warrantless government spying, in the same spirit. The citizens of Britannia are no different. “In a society that is very repressive like this,” Garriott notes, “many good things can happen. Crime is going down. Certain kinds of businesses [military-industrial complex? surveillance-industrial complex?] are going to flourish.”

The ethics of Ultima IV are easy. Really, how hard is it to decide whether it’s ethical to cheat a blind old shopkeeper of the money she’s due? This time around, Garriott doesn’t let us off so easy. He puts us through the ethical wringer every chance he gets, showing us that sometimes there is no clear-cut ethical choice, only… yes, you guessed it, infinite shades of gray. Just like antagonists, ethical dilemmas become more interesting when they pick up a little nuance. Maybe they become a little too interesting; Garriott proves willing to go to some uncomfortable places in Ultima V, places few big commercial CRPGs of today would dare to tread.

At one point, Blackthorn captures Iolo, one of your boon companions in Virtue from Ultima IV who summoned you back to Britannia. He binds him to a table beneath a razor-sharp pendulum lifted out of Edgar Allan Poe. Betray the plans of your burgeoning resistance movement, Blackthorn tells you, and he will free Iolo. Refuse and… well, let’s just say that soon there will be two Iolos. Scenes like this are familiar fare in movies and television, culminating always in a last-second rescue just before blade bites flesh. In this case, however, there will be no rescue. Do you watch your dear friend die or do you betray everything he stands for? If you let him die, Ultima V erases Iolo entirely from the disk, to deny you the hope of resurrecting him and remind you that some choices really are final.

At another point, you meet a character who holds a vital piece of information, but he’ll part with it only if you exorcise his personal grudge by turning in one of your own friends to Blackthorn’s Inquisition. Personal loyalty or the greater good? Think fast, now! Which will it be? Garriott:

There is no other solution. I agree it was a dirty trick, having to turn in one of the good guys to get information. Now, admittedly, the game never really goes and lynches the guy, but you must presume that is the ramification of what you have done. That is a tough personal thing that I put in there, not because I knew the answer myself, but because I knew it would be a tough decision.


The most notoriously memorable of all Ultima V‘s ethical quandaries, still as shocking when you first encounter it today as it was back in 1988, is the room of the children. Like so much in game design, it arose from the technical affordances (or lack thereof) of the Ultima V engine. Unlike the surface of Britannia, dungeons can contain only monsters, not characters capable of talking to you. Looking for something interesting to put in one of the many dungeons, Garriott stumbled across the tiles used to represent children in Britannia’s towns and castles.

When you walk into the room of the children, they’re trapped in jail cells. Free them by means of a button on the wall, and they prove to be brainwashed; they start to attack your party. You need to get through the room — i.e., through the children — in order to set matters right in Britannia. Once again it’s a horrid question of the greater good — or smaller evil? Garriott:

Well, I thought, that is an interesting little problem, isn’t it? Because I knew darn well that the game doesn’t care whether you kill them or whether you walk away. It didn’t matter, but I knew it would bring up a psychological image in your mind, an image that was in my mind — and any conflict you bring up in anybody’s mind is beneficial. It means a person has to think about it.


In this situation, Garriott — or, perhaps better said, the game engine — thankfully did allow some alternatives to the stark dichotomy of killing children or letting Britannia go to ruin. The clever player might magically charm the children and order them out of the room, or put them to sleep (no, not in that sense!) and just walk past them.

The room nevertheless caused considerable discord within Origin. Alerted by a play-tester whom Richard Garriott calls “a religious fundamentalist,” Robert Garriott, doubtless thinking of Origin’s previous run-ins with the anti-Dungeons and Dragons contingent, demanded in no uncertain terms that his little brother remove the room. When Richard refused, Robert enlisted their parents to the cause; they also asked why he couldn’t be reasonable and just remove this “little room.” “Why,” they asked, “are you bothering to fight for this so much?”

And I said, “Because you guys are missing the point. You are now trying to tell me what I can do artistically — about something that is, in my opinion, not the issue you think it is. If it was something explicitly racist or sexist or promoting child abuse, I could stand being censored. But if it is something that provoked an emotional response from one individual, I say I have proven the success of the room. The fact that you guys are fighting me over this makes me even more sure I should not remove that room from the game.”


And so it remained. Much to Robert’s relief, the room of the children attracted little attention in the trade press, and none at all from the sort of quarters he had feared. Buried as it is without comment deep within an absolutely massive game, those who might be inclined toward outrage were presumably just never aware of its existence.
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Having now spent almost 4000 words discussing the greater themes of Ultima V, I have to acknowledge that, just as with its predecessor, you spend a relatively small proportion of your time directly engaging with those themes when actually playing. Whatever else it is, this is still a conventional CRPG with all the expected mechanics of leveling-up and monster-killing. As usual for the series, its code is built on the base of its predecessor’s, its screen layout and its alphabet soup of single-letter commands largely the same. Ditto its three scales of interaction, with the abstract wilderness map blowing up into more detailed towns and still more detailed, first-person dungeons. The graphics have been noticeably improved even on the graphically limited 8-bit machines, thanks not least to Denis Loubet’s involvement as Origin’s first full-time artist, and the sound has been upgraded on suitably equipped machines to depict the splashing of water in fountains and the chiming of clocks on walls. Still, this is very much an Ultima in the tradition stretching all the way back to Akalabeth; anyone who’s played an earlier game in the series will feel immediately comfortable with this one.

That means that all the other things that Ultima fans had long since come to expect are still here, sometimes for better, sometimes for worse. The hilariously awful faux-Elizabethan diction, for instance, is still present and accounted for. (One of my favorite examples this time out is a father telling his son he needs an attitude adjustment, a slang phrase very en vogue at the time of Ultima V‘s release courtesy of countless harried sitcom parents: “Thou shalt take a year off from magic, Mondain, to improve thy attitudes.”) And there’s still the sense of an earnest but not yet hugely well-traveled young man — physically or intellectually — punching a bit above his weight in trying to create a new world out of whole cloth. For instance, with Garriott apparently starting to feel uncomfortable with the whole divine-rule-of-kings thing, Britannia has now become a republic with an an uncanny resemblance to the only republic with which Garriott is at all familiar, that of the United States; Lord British, naturally, sits in for the President. Even the story of the government’s founding mirrors that of the American Constitutional Convention. Tolkienesque world-building, needless to say, this is not.

For all its additional complexities of theme and plot, Ultima V actually exhibits more continuity with its predecessor than any earlier Ultima. For the first time in an Ultima, it’s possible to import your character from the previous game, an innovation dating back to the second Wizardry game that most other CRPG series had long embraced. And the overland map of Britannia in Ultima V is, apart from that new volcano that popped up where a dungeon used to be, almost exactly the same as that of Ultima IV.

At the same time, however, Ultima V is a vastly bigger and even more ambitious game than its predecessor. Positioned in the same places on the overland map though they are, all of the towns, castles, and dungeons have been extensively remodeled and expanded during the (Britannic) years that have passed between the two games. And if that’s not enough space for adventure, there’s of course also the huge Underworld that’s been added. The magic system has been revamped and better systemized, now sporting almost twice as many spells — almost fifty in total — that are divided into eight “circles” of power. The parser-based conversation system, while superficially unchanged from that of Ultima IV, now understands much, much more, and delivers more text back in response to every query.

But the heart of Ultima V‘s ambition is not in the sprawl but in the details. Ultima V‘s Britannia must still stand as one of the more impressive virtual worlds ever made. Many of its complexities are seldom seen even in games of today. To see them in a game that runs in 64 K of memory feels nothing short of miraculous. Every object in every room is now an object of its own in the programmatic as well as visual sense, one that can be realistically manipulated: torches can be taken off walls, chairs can be sat in, harpsichords can be played. Just as impressive is the game’s implementation of time. As you play, not only does day cycle to night and back again, but the seasons change, the fields filling with crops over the course of the growing season and then appearing bare and forlorn again when winter comes. Unbeknownst to many players, even the cycles of the heavens are scrupulously modeled, two moons and eight other planets moving across the sky, each according to its own orbit. Every five and a half years comes a full planetary alignment, which you can witness if you happen to look through a telescope at just the right instant. This Britannia is a land bursting with secrets and wonders, truly an unprecedented achievement in its day in virtual world-building.

In keeping with the new focus on temporal change, characters now follow daily schedules instead of standing endlessly in one spot. Consider Jeremy, who lives and works in the inn in the city of Yew. He gets up from his back-room lodgings at 9:00 each morning to go to the prison to visit his brother, who’s been incarcerated there under Blackthorn’s heresy laws. He gets back to the inn in time for the lunch rush, and spends the whole day working in the kitchen. After closing time, he visits his brother once more, then returns to his room to sleep. Meanwhile the entire town is following similar patterns; virtually everyone stops at Jeremy’s inn for a bite to eat and a bit of gossip at some point during the day. Guard shifts change; drawbridges and portcullises go up and down; shops open and close. Coupled with the richer conversations, it’s enough make the inhabitants of the town feel like real people living real lives rather than conversation vending machines waiting for the Avatar to step up and trigger a clue, a joke, or a non sequitur.

Indeed, this version of Britannia as a whole is a less artificial place than Ultima IV‘s. While all of the towns from that game remain, each still corresponding to a Virtue, the correspondence is less neat. Garriott:

When you walk into a town it should look like a bustling Medieval village, with all the normal kinds of things you’d expect to find in a town, but there are only six characters that you have a chance to meet and talk to. These six characters don’t tell you straight out that “Moonglow is the city of Honesty,” for example. It’s not like honesty awards are plastered everywhere. It’s more that because of the nature of commerce in this town, because of what is important to these people, honesty is a consistent trait. You might hear, “By the way, everyone around here is pretty honest. It’s one of the things that we pride ourselves on around here.” Like “everything is bigger in Texas,” that kind of thing.


There are welcome signs that Garriott and his development team have themselves taken note of many of the things I complained about in my article on Ultima IV — those things that, at least in my contrarian opinion, made that game a fascinating one to talk about but not always a terribly compelling to play. Major steps have been taken to reduce the tedium factor. As Garriott attests above, the non-player characters in the towns and castles are among a few things in Ultima V that have wisely been reduced in number in comparison to its predecessor. Instead of having to lawnmower through dozens of pointless conversations in every town, you’re left with a smaller number of personalities who fit with the world and who are actually interesting to speak to — in other words, no more Paul and Linda McCartney wandering around quoting lyrics from their latest album. The pain of the endless combat in Ultima IV is similarly reduced, and for similar reasons. There are far fewer monsters roaming the Britannic countryside this time around (another result of Blackthorn’s law-and-order policies?), and when you do have to fight you’ll find yourself dropped into a more complex combat engine with more tactical dimensions. The dungeons, meanwhile, are stuffed with interesting scripted encounters — perhaps too interesting at times, like that room of the children — rather than endless wandering monsters. Mixing reagents for spells is still incredibly tedious, and Garriott has devised one entirely new recipe for aggravation, a runic alphabet used by most of the printed materials you find in the game that must be laboriously decoded, letter by letter, from a chart in the manual. Nevertheless, on balance he has given us a much more varied, much less repetitive experience.

[image: Ah, runes, how I do hate thee...]Ah, runes, how I do hate thee…


But alas, many of Ultima IV‘s more intractable design problems do remain. Solving Ultima V is still a matter of running down long chains of clues, most of them to be found in only one place in this vast world, and often deliberately squirreled away in its most obscure corners at that. Even if you can muster the doggedness required to see it through, you’re all but guaranteed to be completely stymied at at least one point in your journeys, missing a clue and utterly unsure where to find it in the whole of Britannia. The cycles of time only add to the difficulty; now you must often not only find the right character to get each clue, but also find the right character at the right time. Ultima V is in the opinion of many the most difficult Ultima ever made, a game that’s willing to place staggering demands on its player even by the standards of its own day, much less our own. This is a game that plops you down at its beginning, weak and poorly equipped, in a little cottage somewhere on Britannia — you have no idea where. Your guidance consists of a simple, “Okay, go save the world!” The Ultima series has never been known for coddling its players, but this is approaching the ridiculous.

I think we can find some clues as to why Ultima V is the way it is in Garriott’s development methodology. He has always built his games from the bottom up, starting with the technical underpinnings (the tile-graphics engine, etc.), then creating a world simulated in whatever depth that technology allows. Only at the end does he add the stuff that makes his world into a proper game. Ironically given that Ultima became the CRPG series famed for its plots, themes, and ideas, said plots, themes, and ideas came in only “very, very late in the development” of each game. The structure of play arises directly from the affordances of the simulated world. A classic example, often cited by Garriott, is that of the harpsichord in Ultima V. After adding it on a lark during the world-building phase, it was natural during the final design phase to give it some relevance to the player’s larger goals. So, he made playing it open up a secret panel; therein lies an item vital to winning the game. Garriott:

[This approach] makes a great deal of sense to me. The worst example of this is exactly the wrong way to design your game. If I say, “Here’s a story, pick any book at random, make me a game that does that,” it won’t work. The reason why is because that story is not written with “Is the technology feasible?” in mind. By definition it will not be as competitive as my game is because I have chosen specific story elements that the technology shows off particularly well. It required little, if any, extra work, and it works well with all the other elements that can exist. It is designed to adhere to the reality that you can pull off technologically. By definition, it fits within the reality of Britannia.

And every time a new management person comes in and says, “Richard, you’re doing it all wrong,” I make my case, and eventually they either give up on me or become a convert.


It’s interesting to note that Garriott’s process is the exact opposite of that employed by a designer like, say, Sid Meier, who always comes up with the fictional premise first and only then figures out the layers of technology, simulation, and gameplay that would best enable it. While I’m sure that Garriott is correct in noting how his own approach keeps a design within the bounds of technical feasibility, the obvious danger it brings is that of making the actual game almost a footnote to the technology and, in the case of the Ultima games in particular, to the elaborate word-building. A couple of other landmark CRPGs were released during 1988 (fodder for future articles) whose designers placed more and earlier emphasis on the paths their players would take through their worlds. In contrast to the fragile string of pearls that is Ultima V, these games offer a tapestry of possibilities. Later CRPGs, at least the well-designed ones, followed their lead, bringing to an end that needle-in-a-haystack feeling every 1980s Ultima player knows so well. Among those later CRPGs would be the later Ultimas, thanks not least to some new voices at Origin who would begin to work with Garriott on the designs as well as the technology of his creations. If you’re dismayed by my contrarian take on the series thus far, know that we’re getting ever closer to an Ultima that even a solubility-focused old curmudgeon like me can enjoy as much as he admires. For now, suffice to say that there’s enough to admire in Ultima V as a world not to belabor any more its failings as a game design.

That said, there are other entirely defensible reasons that Ultima V doesn’t hold quite the same status in gaming lore as its illustrious predecessor. Ultima IV was the great leap, a revolutionary experiment for its creator and for its genre. Ultima V, on the other hand, is evolution in action. That evolution brings with it hugely welcome new depth and nuance, but the fact remains that it could never shock and delight like its predecessors; people had now come to expect this sort of thing from an Ultima. Certainly you don’t find for Ultima V anything like the rich, oft-quoted creation story of Ultima IV, the story of how Garriott first came to think about the messages he was putting into the world. And that’s fine because his eyes were already open when he turned to Ultima V. What more is there to say?

Nor did Ultima V have quite the same immediate impact on its fans’ hearts and minds as did its predecessor. Ultima V‘s message is so much messier, and, Garriott himself now being a little older, is less tuned to the sensibilities of the many teenagers, as craving of moral absolutism as ever, who played it when it first appeared. Far better for them the straightforward Virtues of the Avatar. One can only hope that the message of this game, subtler and deeper and wiser, had its effect over time.

Whatever you do, don’t let my contrariness about some of its aspects distract from Ultima V‘s bravest quality, its willingness to engage with shades of gray in a genre founded on black and white. The game never, ever veers from its mission of demonstrating that sometimes Virtue really must be its own reward, not even when it comes to the traditional moment of CRPG triumph. When you finally rescue Lord British and save Britannia at the end of Ultima V, you’re ignominiously returned to Earth. In the anticlimax, you return to your apartment to find it broken into, your things stolen. Sigh. Hope you had insurance. It’s a messy old world out there, on Earth as on Britannia.

(Sources are listed in the preceding article. Ultima V is available from GOG.com in a collection with its predecessor and sequel.)


	The classic hagiography of Garriott still has to be Shay Addams’s 1990 Official Book of Ultima. Here’s Garriott the teenage Lothario, deigning to allow some of his many girlfriends to sit with him while he programs his fantastic creations:


“My girlfriends, who understood what was going on in those days and were a big part of my life, and who always showed up in the games, would sit right behind me in the same chair at my desk.” Resting her head on Garriott’s shoulder, she would “just sit there watching me program a few lines and test it, and watch the creation unfold.”



And here’s Garriott the scholar, plumbing musty old tomes to come up with a magic system:


A full moon hovered over the skyline, casting a pale gold glow on the crinkled pages of the leather-bound tome as Garriott slowly thumbed through it at his desk. Magic was in the making, for his task was nothing less than to coin the language of magic that would be spoken by the mages and wizards of Ultima V. Planning to quickly ferret out a suitable synonym for poison and call it a night, he’d hauled the massive 11-language dictionary from the shelf hours ago. But so engrossed did he become with the subtle nuances and shades of meaning, so captivated by the alluring assortment of nouns and adjectives and verbs, that he sat over its faded pages long after choosing the Latin “noxius,” from “noxa,” to harm, and abbreviating it to “nox.”



 ↩
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				39 Responses 
			


						
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 6:17 pm			

			
				
				Absolutely fantastic. I loved reading it, and now I feel I must *really* finish Ultima V once and for all (I’ve started playing it several times, but since I only found out about it after playing VI, the engine, and especially the annoyances you mention, like mixing reagents and deciphering the runes, have always stood in the way).

I’d also like to mention the soundtrack. Most of this I only played under emulation (back then I just played the PC version, and saw the Amiga version at a friend’s), but U5 has a great soundtrack on the Apple II with Mockingboard sound cards (supported by emulators such as AppleWin), including the first appearance of “Stones”. It’s also significant for being one of the very, very few games to natively support the Commodore 128, having the entire soundtrack on that system, but no music at all on the C64. And on the Amiga it has only a single track playing through the entire game, which does not appear in any other version, that sounds like a ballad (and very sad) version of Metallica’s “One” (the beginnings of both are virtually identical).

These days there’s a patch to add MIDI music to the PC version (it works with the one from GOG, under DOSBox), which I’d recommend to anyone playing it, although it isn’t perfect, IMO; the Ultima V theme (that plays when the game boots up) is missing the drums from the Apple II and C128 versions, and the Amiga theme (that the patch adds to character creation here), while still good, sounds, I think, a lot less haunting than the original version on the Amiga.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				TsuDhoNimh			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 6:30 pm			

			
				
				I remember playing this game when I was passed a pirated copy (with photocopied manual) from a friend. I played obsessively for about two months, taking many pages notes, interrogating everyone I could find, and having fun building my character and allies. I think I got about 75% of the way through the game before losing interest, probably getting stuck on one of those obscure clues that I could never find in the age before everything was available on a gaming wiki.

A side-effect of playing this game was that part of my circle of friends in high school had memorized the runic alphabet in the manual. We took advantage of this newfound skill to pass coded messages in class that (when we were caught) left out teachers scratching their heads.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Josh Scherr			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 6:46 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for this – as always, I love the depth and insight you put into these articles. Ultima V is probably still my favorite of all the Ultimas I played (never played 8 or 9), largely because of the nuance added to the story (such as it was) and the depth to the world. Day/night! People with schedules! 

It happened to come out over my spring break in high school, so I pretty much spent the entire 5 days playing the entire thing start to finish. A week later, Egghead Software (our local Babbages equivalent) was hosting a software expo with Garriott in attendance. I brought my cloth map for him to sign and when he asked me what I thought of the game, I told him I thought it was great. He paused and said “Was…? You finished it already? That was fast!” Made an impression on my 16 year-old self.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Steven Marsh			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 7:02 pm			

			
				
				I wouldn’t want to re-experience it, but one of the things I recall from living the Apple II era the first time was the physicality of disk access. In Ultima V, when you entered a Town or Dungeon, you needed to put in the Town or Dungeon disks, and the disk drive would ka-chunk, ka-chunk, and then you’d see the results.

.

I remember those extra moments being very tense in games. I especially remember it from the Infocom games; when the disk started ka-chunking significantly, I knew that I was either doing something interesting or possibly even stumbling onto a solution.

.

I prefer the instant-access emulator world, but sometimes I long for the times when traveling across the Ultima world would pause constantly as various new chunks loaded in memory.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 7:10 pm			

			
				
				It was a godsend when Dad got a second drive for the IIc. I could put the Land disk in one, and preemptively swap town/castle/dungeon disks in the other. Sped things up, but you still got that ominous drive chatter.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 8:06 am			

			
				
				I think many of us have the same memory with Infocom games in particular. It’s one aspect of the old-school gaming experience that really can’t be conveyed via emulation. “Physicality” is a great word for it.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Steve			

			
				February 15, 2016 at 12:33 am			

			
				
				This is one reason I really appreciate emulators with a high quality implementation of drive sound emulation. It doesn’t quite recapture the “feel” of swapping disks into real drives, but it recaptures that sense of “something’s happening” when the drive suddenly fires up for an extended load.

Unfortunately this feature is fairly rare. The Apple ][ emulator Virtual ][ for Mac OS X does this very nicely, for example, whereas AppleWin doesn’t currently support drive sound emulation at all.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 7:08 pm			

			
				
				I played the Apple II version of this for literally two years and some, largely because I was confused by the copy protection bit with the harpsichord in a certain room.

It’s possible (or at least it was) to evade the pendulum event. I did t largely by abusing the way monsters behave when your entire party is invisible, and the magic carpet.

The dungeon room with the kids was odd, but when they attacked I figured they were evil gnomes and fought back.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Steven Marsh			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 7:19 pm			

			
				
				Oh, and I should also note that Iolo shows up in future Ultimas, so I guess we know how THAT moral conundrum played out canonically.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 8:06 am			

			
				
				Or Origin/Garriott just forgot about it. :) See my first paragraph…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Steven Marsh			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 6:41 pm			

			
				
				Fair enough. :-)

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				samsinx			

			
				February 12, 2016 at 8:50 pm			

			
				
				U5 was a game I played for months and finished in my early teens without any clues.  Like you said, it was by far the most difficult playable Ultima (unlike say, U8…) I can’t imagine having the patience to finish it today.

That said, I really think it’s the second best single-player Ultima game (U7 1&2 yes was better.)  And it had the best combat of the series.   After U5, combat seemed increasingly less important with each sequel.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 8:11 am			

			
				
				I think I like the later games more partially because there *isn’t* so much combat. (I believe it’s possible to finish Ultima VI almost without fighting at all.) I enjoy combat in games that make it their focus and lavish some care on its implementation, but it always just feels like a distraction and annoyance to me in Ultima. I agree, though, that Ultima V comes closest to making it interesting enough to justify its existence.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 10:33 am			

			
				
				Weird, I remember Ultima VI as being the Ultima where combat took the longest time, and where equipment mattered the most. It was also the first Ultima, I think, to make enemies drop their full equipment when dead (before that, you’d typically just buy it in stores), which meant that after combat you’d have to go through all the dead bodies to decide what to get and what to leave — so, counting that, each battle typically took a looong time.

IMO, it was only by Ultima VII that combat became an afterthought, which, like you, I didn’t mind at all… but then it became basic but time-consuming and repetitive in VIII and IX (not helped by the fact that there’s no party in those games).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 10:51 am			

			
				
				I could be mis-remembering. Update when we get there. ;)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				February 14, 2016 at 10:50 am			

			
				
				About Ultima VII, I’ve been thinking about / remembering it, and combat isn’t probably really an afterthought like I said above. It’s just that it happens quickly and (mostly) automatically, and the focus isn’t really what you do during combat, but how you have prepared for it. It’s stlil important to:

1- level up your characters

2- find different trainers around the world to increase your characters’ stats (using “training points” that you get when levelling)

3- equip your characters as best as you can — and, besides what different stores sell (and at different prices), there’s a lot of unique equipment to find in the game

4- choose AI tactics for each character (e.g. attack closest enemy, attack weakest, attack strongest, protect weakest party member, prefer ranged attacks, etc.)

So, as you see, it’s not as trivial as it sounds; it’s just that it happens quickly and in real time, instead of being turn-based with you controlling every character manually. (It’s also skewed in favor of the player, so that if you’re caring even just a little about the 4 points above, you’ll probably win every time — they probably wanted to prevent player complaints like “what? I died 2 seconds after beginning combat? this game sucks!” — but because of it, it may feel too easy.)

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 7:30 pm			

			
				
				Really great article as usual. I’ve never played Ultima, but I’m saving up all these games for my days in the retirement home like old people today with their crosswords. Just me, a CRT, a floppy drive, and all these worlds.  :-)

“overlook systematic violations” sounds odd to me. Do you mean “routine”? “Frequent”? Maybe “systemic”?

“Warrantless” is not hyphenated

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 14, 2016 at 8:14 am			

			
				
				Although your suggestions would work, I think systematic does work here as well: “Having, showing, or involving a system, method, or plan.”

My spellchecker doesn’t like “warrantless,” but I’ll take your work for it. ;)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Sniffnoy			

			
				February 13, 2016 at 9:28 pm			

			
				
				I’m confused by this bit and the quote that follows it:

Indeed, this version of Britannia as a whole is a less artificial place than Ultima IV with its neat single city for every virtue and single dungeon for every vice.


I haven’t played the game, but going by the quote, it sounds like there *is* still a single city for every virtue, it’s just less blatant.  I’m confused; would you mind clarifying?

By the way, some factual nitpicking: Mussolini did not, in fact, make the trains run on time.  Which doesn’t affect the larger point (hence why I labeled this nitpicking), but I thought it was worth pointing out.

(Meanwhile, some proofreading: Blackthorne -> Blackthorn, ringer -> wringer,

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 14, 2016 at 8:21 am			

			
				
				Yeah, that wasn’t written very well. Hopefully it’s clearer now.

I was more concerned with the legend/parable than the historical facts in the case of Mussolini, so, while the Snopes article is interesting, I think I’m going to leave mine alone. :)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				flowmotion			

			
				February 14, 2016 at 9:15 pm			

			
				
				Back in the 1980s, I don’t recall many people caring about “continuity” or “canon”. Every television show hit the reset button at the end of the episode, and you had series like James Bond where they cared little about continuity. Movies like Star Wars got you right into the action without having to explain what the characters were like when they were seven years old. Even nerd fare Doctor Who had like four different “Origins of the Daleks” stories and left the whole Time Lord business deliberately vague.

I think the obsession over canon is something from comic books that spread to the popular culture through Hollywood. Suddenly every single movie has to include an origin story. We now no longer can have a James Bond or Captain Kirk without learning how they became Bond/Kirk. 

In any case, I was pretty darn nerdy, and it never bothered me for a second that Sosaria changed to Britannia, and the map changed every game. I played I, II, and III, and I completed Ultima IV. (Or almost completed, I didn’t have the final clue, and wasn’t intending to replay the final dungeon after dying many times.) I have always heard great things about V, but by the time it came out I was simply too busy with life to devote another hundred hours to Lord British.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Victor Gijsbers			

			
				February 15, 2016 at 10:24 am			

			
				
				The obsession over canon or ‘lore’ is also, I think, a result of the influence of the most lore-obsessed author of them all, J.R.R. Tolkien. Generations of fantasy writers grew up with the idea that having a coherent background world with a millenia long history, artificial languages and intricate cultures was both a necessary and a sufficient condition for a great fantasy ‘epic’.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				The Bandsaw Vigilante			

			
				October 9, 2016 at 12:15 am			

			
				
				Agreed. People have gotten too preoccupied with the “canon” label itself as if it’s something that needs to be used or applied or defined before anything else can be done, or as if nothing really counts until this magic incantation is invoked, and turns it into a real live boy. 

But that’s ascribing far too much power and importance to the word. It’s nothing more than a convenient description. It’s a shorthand label for referring to the core work in the franchise. 

I think there are two things responsible for infecting fandom with their modern obsession with “canon” as something overarchingly urgent. One was Richard Arnold’s approach to Star Trek canon and tie-ins in the TNG era, his judgmental and exclusionistic view. He was pretty much the one who popularized the term “canon” in the first place — it existed going back to Sherlock Holmes fandom, of course, but I don’t remember sci-fi fans making use of the term or being all that obsessed with the canon status of a work until the ’90s. 

The other thing that promoted fandom’s unhealthy and disproportionate obsession with canon was Lucasfilm Licensing’s approach to the Star Wars Expanded Universe, their promotion of the alleged “canonicity” of tie-ins as a crucial element of their appeal. 

That helped infect genre fans with the twisted notion that whether a story “fits” is somehow more important than whether it’s good, as if all this were study material for a final exam, and you had to make sure you got the right answers. I think genre fandom as a whole would be much better off if those two influences hadn’t promoted a disproportionate fixation on “canon” and “continuity.”

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Victor Gijsbers			

			
				February 15, 2016 at 10:22 am			

			
				
				“Mixing regents for spells is still incredibly tedious”. I’m also sure they would object to the process. :-) (I.e.: regents -> reagents.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 15, 2016 at 10:32 am			

			
				
				:) Just realized I used both homonyms in the same article. Must be some sort of record. Anyway, thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ice Cream Jonsey			

			
				February 16, 2016 at 8:31 pm			

			
				
				Is anyone else playing this game using WHDLoad and an Amiga? I tried to do so last night and every sprite in the game seems to be corrupted. I haven’t found Amiga enthusiasts talking about this, so I’m curious if this is a system configuration thing or what. (This seems like the go-to place to talk about Ultima 5 at the moment as well.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 17, 2016 at 6:52 am			

			
				
				I don’t have any personal experience with Ultima V on the Amiga, but your description sounds very much like a chip/fast RAM issue. I’d try setting the Amiga to just 1 MB of chip RAM and no fast RAM in the emulator, or run nofastmem on an already booted system before starting the game. If that doesn’t work, try 512 K of chip RAM and no fast RAM (although it’s hard to believe that a game released this late wouldn’t support Fatter Agnus, stranger things have happened).

If that doesn’t work, you might try the English Amiga Board: http://eab.abime.net/. Lots of techie types there who are usually very helpful…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ice Cream Jonsey			

			
				February 18, 2016 at 7:30 pm			

			
				
				Thanks! You are the man. Some info I found before coming back to the comments on this article just now, and they agreed with what you thought. (One other comment indicated that there was a file in the zip of the WHDLOAD “version” of Ultima 5 that needs to be extracted on an Amiga and not a PC.) So between those two things I’ve got a plan. :)

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Zark			

			
				February 17, 2016 at 10:53 pm			

			
				
				The thing that blew my mind after playing Ultima V was learning later that the virtue system really didn’t keep tabs on what the player did like in Ultima IV, but many players still behaved as if it was.  I know I did.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 18, 2016 at 6:24 am			

			
				
				I think that can be read as one more commentary on the silliness of an absolutely rigid system of ethics. In a situation where you’re forced to become an outlaw, a sort of Robin Hood as Garriott always liked to described it, maybe it’s justifiable to steal a little bit from the treasury? But of course “the end justifies the means” is a slippery slope in itself… one more example of how ethics aren’t always so straightforward.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Tim Kaiser			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 3:11 pm			

			
				
				This is a great game. My first Ultima was U6 and I played that and U7 and a whole bunch of RPGs as a teenager. Later on, I played U5 and had that same feeling of adventure, discovery and exploration that I felt while playing U6 and 7. It’s amazing how Richard Garriott kept what I feel are the real tenants of Ultima: exploration, discovery and adventure consistent throughout the series (until it declined with U8).

I also remember that the game does get tedious by the end. I lost interest after exploring every town and castle and reasonably leveling up my guys and all I had to do to beat the game was get my avatar to level 8 and explore the GIGANTIC underworld. Combat was never a strong suit of the Ultima games.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Olivoist			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 11:30 pm			

			
				
				Very interesting and in-depth article, thank you.

What do you think about the free remake Ultima V Lazarus ?

I only played and finished this one and not the original game since its dialogues/characters are supposedly more fleshed out and well improved…

I really enjoyed this game a lot and definitely recommend it. Great world, great story, great role-play.

You’ll need Dungeon Siege and Windows XP ; or find a way to make this mod work with the Steam version of Dungeon Siege).

Ultima V Lazarus : http://www.u5lazarus.com/

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 6:18 am			

			
				
				I’ve heard very good things about it, but never played it I’m afraid.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 8:38 pm			

			
				
				I’m still waiting for the Ultima game that I’m more likely to enjoy. I desperatly want to play the series, and I usually play every games. But… Ultimas 1, 2 and 3 disinterested me very early on, for all the reasons you already mentioned. Ultima 4 is not nearly playable enough for me to spend time on it – I wouldn’t trust it. Ultima 5 seemed to approach it, but apparently it’s still no it.

Maybe Ultima 6 will be the charm. You’ll let me know, I’m sure. :) I hate starting a series that late, but hey, between what I’ve played and what you wrote about, maybe I know all I need to know about U1-5!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Olivoist			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 1:07 am			

			
				
				Hi Peter, I suggest you try Ultima V Lazarus mentioned in my previous comment it’s apparently a really good “remastered version” of the original. 

You’ll need Dungeon Siege and Windows XP ; or find a way to make this mod work with the Steam version of Dungeon Siege.

Get Ultima V Lazarus for free here with manual and all : http://www.u5lazarus.com/

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 7:27 pm			

			
				
				But isn’t the essential game the same? The same string-of-pearls thread to follow? The same design? The old graphics really don’t bother me…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Olivoist			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 9:56 pm			

			
				
				The dev team and reviewers say that Ultima V Lazarus has improved dialogues/writing compared to the original.

http://www.rpgwatch.com/show/article?articleid=7&ref=0&id=37

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Tass Cjelli			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 2:50 pm			

			
				
				U5 was *to me* when the Ultima series lost its magic.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				James Andrews			

			
				July 14, 2016 at 3:51 am			

			
				
				I’m a little late to the conversation, but have to say Ultima V was my definitive Ultima.

I finished it (without cheating) 10 years after I first started it – from when I got it on my C64 as a kid, and then emulating it on the PC as a young adult.

( I think the C64 version was actually superior to the native PC version, as when you ran into monsters on the map they were more varied, mages with skeletons, ettins with headlesses ).

I think the game’s ambition is what kept me coming back.
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Two advances, one technical and one conceptual, led to computerized adventure and RPG games as we came to know them in the 1980s. The technical advance was of course the PC revolution, dating from, depending on how you prefer to look at these things, either the arrival of the first Altair kit computers in 1975 or that of the first pre-assembled consumer-grade computers, the legendary Trinity of 1977. The conceptual advance was a slightly older, subtler development, but hardly of less importance. It dates to 1974, the year that Dungeons & Dragons was published. Shortly after beginning this blog, I wrote of Dungeons & Dragons that “its impact on the culture at large has been, for better or for worse, greater than that of any single novel, film, or piece of music to appear during its lifetime.” Much as that claim may cause many cultural gatekeepers to slam down their portcullises in horror, I stand by it more than ever today.

When it comes to computer games in particular, the noise that a bunch of tabletop gamers struck up in the 1970s just keeps on echoing. Whether you’ve ever played a tabletop RPG or not, if you play computer games today you are heir to what those folks first wrought all those decades ago. Sometimes the influence is so strong that I feel compelled to take an extended look back.

Well, readers, what can I say? We’re coming to another of those times. In the course of the next handful of articles I’ll find myself again needing to look back to the tabletop games of the 1970s to understand the computer games of the 1980s. We’ll start that journey today with a loose-knit group of friends and colleagues who quietly changed the face not only of games but also of books. And it all started because one of them arrived late to a game night.

[image: Ken St. Andre, Michael Stackpole, and programmer Alan Pavlish dressed up as Wasteland Warriors, 1988.]Ken St. Andre, Michael Stackpole, and programmer Alan Pavlish dressed up as Wasteland Warriors, 1988.


The game night in question took place in April of 1975 in Scottsdale, Arizona. The individual in question was a shy 28-year-old librarian with the incongruously Arthurian name of Ken St. Andre. In deference to his chivalrous moniker, St. Andre had always loved adventure and fantasy fiction, right from the day he first discovered the likes of Edgar Rice Burroughs and Robert E. Howard as a young boy. His motivation for reading, then as always, was unabashed escapism:

I have never been particularly strong, athletic, heroic, good-looking, or successful with women. I’m the kind of guy who would like to live a life of high adventure, but am either too smart or too chicken to really pursue such a life. Tarzan and Conan—those guys are my ideals—physically superhuman, handsome, courageous, and irresistible.


He dreamed of becoming a professional writer of similar stories, but, not being a terribly outgoing or self-confident sort, had found it easier to take a graduate degree in library science and settle into a quiet nine-to-five routine.

St. Andre’s social calendar, such as it was, was dominated by his other great love: that of games. He had learned chess at his father’s knee at the age of 6, and gone on to become president of his high school’s chess club. But as of the spring of 1975 his biggest ludic obsession was Diplomacy. Having discovered the game only a year or so before, he now played every chance he got, and was already crafting variants of his own that moved the setting from pre-World War I Europe to worlds of fantasy drawn from his imagination and the paperbacks on his bursting bookshelves. He thus had cause to be particularly disappointed tonight to find that his friends had already started playing without him: the game they were playing was Diplomacy.

Bored and made restless by the fun his friends were having without him, St. Andre started poking through the other games lying about the place. One of them couldn’t help but catch his eye, a wood-grained box lying amid the sea of cardboard with the name Dungeons & Dragons stamped on its front. Released more than a year before by a tiny garage-run company called Tactical Studies Rules (TSR), Dungeons & Dragons was prompting considerable discussion in gaming circles. But, with TSR’s distribution reaching little beyond the Midwest, the game was hard to come by in other parts of the country. St. Andre had heard of it, but had never seen it in the flesh. Now, thanks to a member of his gaming group who’d scored a copy somewhere and brought it along as a curiosity to show to the group, he had his chance. He opened the box to discover four rulebooks and a pile of reference cards.

St. Andre loved what he read on the first pages of the first of the rulebooks. Promising as he did to let him play the role of Burroughs’s John Carter of Mars or Howard’s Conan the Barbarian, Gary Gygax could hardly have done a better job of appealing to St. Andre’s instinct for escapist adventure had he written the introduction just for him. As he read further, however, St. Andre grew more and more nonplussed. This game was complicated. When he turned to the combat rules, which were grouped together in a rulebook inexplicably titled Chainmail instead of Dungeons & Dragons, he gave up, baffled by rules that demanded miniatures and a referee willing to literally build the battlefield on a tabletop (“construct terrain on 2′ X 2′ pieces of masonite or similar material, sculpting hills, gullies, ridges, rivers, and so on with plaster and/or paper mache”). That sort of arts-and-crafts project might have sounded appealing to some, but St. Andre wasn’t among them.

It was a classic clash of expectations. Gary Gygax and TSR were steeped in the culture of hardcore miniatures wargaming, where no rule was too complicated, where physically making from scratch the battlefield and the combatants that roamed across it was half the fun. Dungeons & Dragons itself had been created not as a standalone game but as a fantasy storytelling “supplement” to TSR’s Medieval wargame Chainmail.

St. Andre, for all his love for games in general, had no particular truck with minutiae-obsessed wargames. He preferred more easygoing, social games like Diplomacy or even Monopoly. His reaction to Dungeons & Dragons was thus: “What a great concept! What a terrible execution!” He would later sum up his differences with Gygax by saying that he was interested in taking the stories he loved and turning them into games, while Gygax wanted to take his hardcore wargames and add a bit of story.

Still, the fire had been lit. Over three feverish days and nights, St. Andre laid out the basis for a new game, which he then tested and refined with his friends for the next couple of months. For most of this period they continued to call the game they were playing Dungeons & Dragons, an anecdote that provides as good a marker as any of the endeavor’s fundamental innocence as well as its sheer derivativeness. But when he started thinking about actually publishing the game, St. Andre knew that he need to give it a name of its own. He came up with Tunnels & Troglodytes, whereupon a member of his group named Dan Carver promptly shortened it to Tunnels & Trolls. Pithy, catchy, and cheeky in its willingness to riff off of its inspiration, it suited the game’s personality perfectly. A kind critic of Tunnels & Trolls might note how much faster and simpler it was to play than Dungeons & Dragons. A less kind critic might note that those qualities were not down to any unique mechanical elegance so much as a willingness to leave just about everything to the Dungeon Master — yes, Tunnels & Trolls retained the name for its own referee — to make up as the game went along. Whether you find that notion appealing says much about what sort of player you are.

St. Andre paid the print shop at Arizona State University $60 to run off the first 100 copies of his game, which now filled about 40 typewritten pages — or roughly the size of one of those four Dungeons & Dragons books. He struggled to sell more than a handful of his modest print run; he was anything but a natural salesman.

Luckily, he had among his gaming acquaintances a fellow named Rick Loomis, owner of a tiny company called Flying Buffalo that was based right there in Scottsdale. We’ve met Flying Buffalo before in the context of their main business as of 1975: a play-by-mail grand-strategy game called Starweb that was moderated by a big Raytheon 704 minicomputer. Starweb, which incredibly is still ongoing today, would become an influence on later PC games, particularly on those of the British designer Mike Singleton, creator of the 1984 classic The Lords of Midnight. Indeed, after a start like Starweb one can imagine Flying Buffalo doubling down on gaming’s digital frontier, perhaps becoming an early publisher of PC games. But instead Loomis made his big play on the tabletop, a decision that was all but foreordained by what transpired between him and Ken St. Andre in 1975.

St. Andre asked Loomis in his shy way if the latter might be able to take his remaining copies of Tunnels & Trolls with him to the first ever Origins Game Fair at Johns Hopkins University that July. Loomis agreed to do so as a favor without much enthusiasm. Once at the Fair, he stuck the plain, hand-stapled booklets on a corner of Flying Buffalo’s table, sure no one would glance at them twice. He sold every single copy.

Legend says that he did so under the evil eye of Gary Gygax, selling his Dungeons & Dragons sets for several times the cost of Tunnels & Trolls and staring daggers at Loomis all the while from TSR’s booth on the other side of the hall. Never the cuddliest of personalities, Gygax was outraged by Tunnels & Trolls, considering it nothing more than a cheap, inferior knockoff of his idea. (The name didn’t do much to help Flying Buffalo’s case…) Several times over the years TSR, which grew to be a very litigious firm under Gygax’s watch, would rattle their legal sabres at Flying Buffalo, thankfully without ever quite following through on the big lawsuit that might have buried the smaller company under lawyers’ fees.

The first RPG to be published by a company other than TSR, Tunnels & Trolls established the dynamic that has continued to rule the tabletop-RPG industry to this day. Unusually in this world of ours where pioneers so often go unrewarded, Dungeons & Dragons, the first tabletop RPG, has remained the most popular by a veritable order of magnitude. All other games have been forced to define themselves in relation to — and frequently in opposition to — Gygax’s vision. Of no game was this more true than Tunnels & Trolls. After all, Tunnels & Trolls prompted the comparisons before you even opened its rulebook, just as soon as you read its title. As he’s always at pains to emphasize, St. Andre may very well have had only the vaguest understanding of Dungeons & Dragons at the time he wrote Tunnels & Trolls, but his game was comprehensively a reaction to it nevertheless: “deliberately designed to be simpler in its mechanics, less expensive, faster to play, and more whimsical.”

The things that had baffled St.Andre about Dungeons & Dragons were largely the same things that would continue to baffle new players for decades to come. Why did armor make characters more difficult to hit instead of absorbing damage when they were hit? (St. Andre opted for the latter approach in his game.) What the hell was the difference between Intelligence and Wisdom? (Reasoning that anyone truly wise wouldn’t be spending her days chasing monsters and looting dungeons, St. Andre ditched the latter statistic, replacing it with Luck.) Was it really necessary to use a pile of weird polyhedral dice, especially given that such dice didn’t come included with Dungeons & Dragons and weren’t terribly easy to find in the mid-1970s? (St. Andre made sure that his game needed only a couple of standard six-sided dice, of the sort anyone could find by raiding that old Monopoly game in the closet.) In what kind of society did people walk around advertising that they were “lawful,” “neutral,” or “chaotic?” (St. Andre ditched the concept of alignment entirely.) Did there really need to be two entirely separate schools of magic, each with its own fiddly rules? (St. Andre ditched clerics as well, a decision that had the added upside of keeping his game from being “dominated by some pseudo-Christian religion.”) Even if a foolish consistency really was the hobgoblin of little minds, was it necessary for Dungeons & Dragons to be so consistently inconsistent, for every rule to read like it had been created in a vacuum, with no reference to or knowledge of any of the others?

Tunnels & Trolls can almost be read as a satire of Dungeons & Dragons, if it’s possible to satirize something that was itself so new and nascent. St. Andre reworked Gygax’s sturdily descriptive but humorless spell names to bring a dash of joy to their casting: “Lightning Bolt” became “Take That You Fiend!,” “Neutralize Poison” became “Too Bad Toxin.” He once aptly described Tunnels & Trolls as The Lord of the Rings filtered through the sensibility of Marvel Comics. One of the most iconic pieces of Tunnels & Trolls art is one of the earliest, a troll — who, I must say, actually looks rather like a gorilla — with an arrow through his head and a caption below saying, “HA-HA! Yah missed all my vital spots!!” It stems from one of St. Andre’s early game sessions, during which the character being run by Rob (brother of Dan) Carver shot a giant lion at point-blank range with an arbalest, only to see the beast keep right on coming and maul him. St. Andre’s response to Carver’s loudly expressed outrage was immortalized by Carver himself the following day. Crudely drawn yet easygoing and funny where Dungeons & Dragons was pedantic and serious, it captures the anarchic spirit of Tunnels & Trolls beautifully. Come to think of it, “crudely drawn yet easygoing and funny” sums up Tunnels & Trolls itself pretty well.

[image: Tunnels & Trolls]Had Tunnels & Trolls been merely the first non-TSR RPG or “merely” the progenitor of the countless rules-light, storytelling-heavy games of today, its place in history would be secure. Yet its influence has been still more marked than those descriptions would imply, thanks to a conversation the Flying Buffalo friends had one night after attending a Phoenix science-fiction convention.

The topic was that perennial problem of so many RPG players, then and now: the need to reconcile busy lives with getting together on a regular basis with friends to play. What if there was a way to play a solo game of Tunnels of Trolls? A fellow named Steve MacAllister suggested that it might be possible to create a sort of interactive, programmed book. The player could read a paragraph setting up the scene, then, depending on the circumstances, either choose an option from a multiple-choice list or roll dice according to the standard Tunnels & Trolls rules, then turn to the next appropriate numbered paragraph to continue the story. And so on, and so on, until the adventure ended in victory or death or some state in between. It might not capture the full flavor or offer the full freedom of a multi-player Tunnels & Trolls session with a good Dungeon Master, but for plenty of players it might just be better than nothing. Loomis himself ran with the idea, and Flying Buffalo published his Buffalo Castle, Tunnels & Trolls Solo Adventure #1, in May of 1976.

Coming three years before Bantam Books kicked off the gamebook craze of the 1980s with the first book of their Choose Your Own Adventure line, the Tunnels & Trolls solo adventures were perhaps the most prescient idea of all to come out of Flying Buffalo.1 They were quite successful by the company’s modest standards, selling so much better than conventional multi-player adventures and supplements that at times Flying Buffalo seemed to publish little else. But, as would prove typical for Flying Buffalo in general and Tunnels & Trolls in particular, their influence far outstripped their sales. In the early 1980s, Steve Jackson of the British company Games Workshop had the idea of combining the programmed paragraphs and light RPG mechanics of the Tunnels & Trolls solo adventures with the everyday paperback-book form factor of Choose Your Own Adventure. The result was the Fighting Fantasy line, a bestselling juggernaut on both sides of the Atlantic. Sales of the first book in the line alone, The Warlock of Firetop Mountain (1982), bettered those of every Tunnels & Trolls product ever made by many multiples. Estimates are that well over 15 million Fighting Fantasy books have been sold in total.

About 1977, a newcomer named Liz Danforth arrived on the scene at Flying Buffalo as a telephone-support operator for Starweb and staff illustrator among other odd jobs. After proving herself as good with words as she was with pictures, she was given the job of editing Sorcerer’s Apprentice, Flying Buffalo’s equivalent to TSR’s Dragon magazine. (As ever, Flying Buffalo was still defining itself in reaction to TSR and what St. Andre liked to call That Other Game. “Sorcerer’s Apprentice will attempt to carry the T&T philosophy of FRP gaming to a wider audience,” he wrote for the first issue. “Namely that role-playing is fun. Dungeons & Dragons, despite its inherent silliness, has somehow taken on the quasi-serious aspects of a religion.”) In later years, Danforth would achieve considerable fame as a freelance illustrator of countless games and book jackets. For now, though, she applied a much-needed sheen of professionalism to the output of Flying Buffalo, whose publications at the time she arrived still looked and read like fanzines. Notably, she all but completely rewrote St. Andre’s rambling prose for a slicker, tighter new edition of Tunnels & Trolls that appeared in 1979.

In 1978, another newcomer named Michael Stackpole arrived. An avid player of Starweb who struck up an acquaintance with Loomis through that game, Stackpole first sold him a new Tunnels & Trolls solo adventure and then parlayed that into a full-time job at Flying Buffalo, something even St. Andre himself — he was, you’ll remember, not much for “high adventure” in real life — never quite dared give up his stable librarian gig to accept. Once again, had Flying Buffalo’s only claim to fame been to serve as the incubator of Michael Stackpole’s talent it would be worthy of at least a substantial footnote in the history of gaming and science-fiction fandom. Stackpole would go on to become a prolific science-fiction novelist, frequently writing books set in the universes of big ludic and cinematic properties like BattleTech, World of Warcraft, and, perhaps most notably, Star Wars. Not being terribly interested in such things, I can’t speak to his qualities as a writer, but he’s certainly been successful at it.

With the help of Danforth and Stackpole, Flying Buffalo slicked-up and professionalized just in time for the wave of success that rolled across the world of tabletop RPGs in general during the next few years. These were the years when school lunch rooms across the country were dotted with Dungeons & Dragons manuals and funny dice, when TSR’s annual revenues topped $20 million, and when a young Tom Hanks was starring in a terrible movie about the dangers of the craze. (The name of that movie and its titular game, Mazes and Monsters, could easily have been that of Tunnels & Trolls had St. Andre and his friends chosen another letter to alliterate on.) TSR, the flagship of the industry, pulled along a whole convoy of smaller vessels, among them Flying Buffalo, in their wake. It was a prosperity and level of mainstream attention — admittedly not always positive mainstream attention — the likes of which the tabletop-RPG industry had never known before nor would ever know again. Flying Buffalo expanded quickly, increasing both the quality and quantity of their output of both Tunnels & Trolls and other products. They were now big enough to attract names like Dave Arneson, Gygax’s less pedantic partner in crafting the original vision for Dungeons & Dragons, and Charles de Lint, another soon to be prominent novelist, to write for them.

Perhaps their most fondly remembered product of this brief halcyon period, as indelibly Flying Buffalo as any Tunnels & Trolls publication, is Grimtooth’s Traps (1981), a system-agnostic collection of hilariously lethal party killers, as introduced and annotated by the titular troll himself. Deeply unfair by any conventional standard, the traps in all their Rube Goldberg complexity are so much fun that you’d almost be willing to forgive any sadistic Dungeon Master who sprung any of them on your party. But then St. Andre has always scoffed at conventional notions of game balance, saying that if the odds were truly even then the heroes wouldn’t be heroes, now would they? Anyway, in his world the Dungeon Master is the absolute final arbiter of everything, free to fudge or ignore dice rolls and deus ex machina the players out of a jam whenever she feels it necessary to advance the real goal of entertaining, exciting cooperative storytelling.

For our purposes, Flying Buffalo’s most significant non-Tunnels & Trolls product must be an entirely new 1983 game called Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes — a game of twentieth-century adventure of all stripes, from John Rambo (mercenary) to James Bond (spy) to Sam Spade (private eye). Michael Stackpole, still a few years removed from beginning his career as a novelist, took it as an opportunity to graduate from writing adventures and supplements to crafting a whole new game system of his own — albeit a game system that owed more than a little to the mechanics of Tunnels & Trolls. His most significant addition to those mechanics was an à la carte menu of skills that took the place of Tunnels & Trolls‘s rigid character classes. Stackpole devised an ingenious and quietly influential system wherein skills could be added to a character’s core abilities to determine her chance of succeeding at something. For instance, she might use Dexterity plus her Pistol skill to shoot at something, Intelligence plus Pistol to figure out what type of pistol a given specimen is, or even Charisma plus Pistol to impress someone else with her shooting skills.

Unfortunately, the year of Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes‘s publication was also the year that the bloom began to come off the tabletop rose, not least because the sorts of kids who had flocked to Dungeons & Dragons and its competitors began to discover the adventurous computer games the tabletop industry had done so much to influence. Thanks to declining sales and some unwise financial decisions of the sort that are endemic to a young industry enjoying a sudden spurt of growth — in this case the particular culprit was a too-good-to-be-true financing deal with a local printer — Flying Buffalo very nearly went under. Loomis suddenly didn’t have the resources to properly promote or support Stackpole’s game, nor to do much of anything else for that matter. Sorcerer’s Apprentice ceased publication as part of a series of heartbreaking cost-cutting measures, and Liz Danforth moved on. Michael Stackpole stuck around longer, but would eventually go freelance as well as his career as a novelist began to take off. Flying Buffalo flies on to this day, but, like Chaosium, that other tabletop survivor we met earlier, has never since enjoyed anything like the success of their brief early-1980s heyday.

And that is largely that for Flying Buffalo’s most influential period. But what an influence it was! There’s the proto-4X game and proto-MMORPG all rolled into one that was Starweb. There’s Tunnels & Trolls, the game that proved that Dungeon and Dragons need not be the be-all end-all when it comes to fantasy RPGs, and that showed in the process how much rollicking fun could be had with a rules-light, story-oriented system. There’s the Tunnels & Trolls solo adventures and the millions of dog-eared, pencil-smeared paperbacks they spawned. There’s the later careers of Liz Danforth and Michael Stackpole. One could doubtless write several substantial articles of any of these legacies. The legacy on which I’d like to concentrate, however, is yet another one, albeit one related to all of these things.

Even as Flying Buffalo was frantically downsizing, a youthful computer-game executive was fingering his copy of Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes and musing. Brian Fargo, founder and head of a little Orange County developer called Interplay, was in the process of finishing his company’s first CRPG, a Wizardry-like dungeon delver called The Bard’s Tale that had been written primarily by his old high-school buddy Michael Cranford and would soon be published by Electronic Arts. But Fargo already had grander ambitions. He loved pulpy post-apocalyptic fictions: the movies The Omega Man and Mad Max, the comic book Kamandi: The Last Boy on Earth. The post-apocalyptic CRPG he was dreaming of would be the first of its type, and must entail more than mapping endless mazes and slaughtering endless hordes of monsters — not that a little slaughtering would be amiss, mind you. Looking at Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes, a game he liked very much, he started thinking about another first: working with experienced tabletop designers to translate a set of tabletop mechanics, which even in the rule-lights form favored by Flying Buffalo were far more complex than those of the typical CRPG, to the computer.

Fargo’s first call was to Ken St. Andre, who was very receptive. (“Cross my palm with silver and I’ll be happy to work on games for any company out there,” he jokes today.) St. Andre almost immediately came up with the perfect name, one that would remain unquestioned henceforward: Wasteland. But Fargo would, St. Andre said, need to get Michael Stackpole on board if he wanted to adapt the Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes rules; it was Stackpole’s game, after all.

When Fargo duly called him up, Stackpole was initially skeptical; plenty of similar feelers had never turned into anything. But when Fargo asked whether he, Fargo, could fly out to Arizona and talk to him about it in person, Stackpole started to take the idea more seriously. Soon he had officially signed on as well.

Fargo’s choice of partners proved a good one in more ways than one. St. Andre and Stackpole were both very well-acquainted with computer games and didn’t look down on them, a quality that stood them in marked contrast to many of their peers from the tabletop world. Both had become active electronic as well as tabletop gamers in recent years, and both had parlayed this new hobby, as they had their earlier, into paying gigs by writing articles, reviews, and columns for magazines like Computer Gaming World and Questbusters. St. Andre had developed a special enthusiasm for Electronic Arts’s Adventure Construction Set, a system for making simple CRPGs without programming that wasn’t all that far removed in its do-it-yourself spirit from Tunnels & Trolls. He served as head of an officially recognized Adventure Construction Set fan club.

Fiercely loyal to their old friends, St. Andre and Stackpole convinced Fargo to widen the circle yet further, first to include Liz Danforth and then Dan Carver, the very man who had given Tunnels & Trolls its name all those years ago. The new computer project missed only one key figure from the creative core of the old Flying Buffalo. Rick Loomis, busy trying to save his company, had no time for side projects.

This little group of tabletop alumni was embarking on an unprecedented project. While plenty of veterans of the tabletop had flitted over to the more lucrative world of computer games already, no single project had ever employed so many, and never with such a clear goal of bringing the vintage tabletop-RPG experience to a computer game. Whatever his little band of refugees came up with, Fargo knew as he looked on with excitement and no small trepidation, it was bound to be interesting.

(Sources: Matt Chat 90 with Brian Fargo; Brian Fargo’s speech at the 2012 Unity conference; recent interviews with Ken St. Andre at Grognardia, Poplitko, Obskures, and the Tunnels & Trolls home page; a vintage St. Andre interview with Demon magazine; RPG.Net’s review of Mercenaries, Spies and Private Eyes. Most of all, Shannon Appelcline’s superb book Designers & Dragons: The 1970s and Jon Peterson’s positively magisterial Playing at the World. The latter book does a far better job making the case for Dungeons & Dragons‘s importance than I have on this blog.)


	There were other experiments with interactive books going at the same as and even before the first Tunnels & Trolls solo adventures. For instance, author Edward Packard of eventual Choose Your Own Adventure fame published Sugarcane Island, a sort of prototype of the concept, through the tiny Vermont Crossroads Press the same year as Buffalo Castle. There is, however, nothing to indicate that anyone at Flying Buffalo has any awareness of this or other developments prior to Choose Your Own Adventure. ↩
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				Jim A			

			
				February 19, 2016 at 8:28 pm			

			
				
				Funny that you mention Grimtooth’s Traps: there was a Kickstarter last year to do a reprint of the five volumes of the Traps series. The Kickstarter met all of its stretch goals, which means special hardcover editions with fancy gold foil covers, and all sorts of extras that fans of the series will enjoy.

https://www.kickstarter.com/projects/1409961192/grimtooths-ultimate-traps-collection/description

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				MrEntropy			

			
				February 19, 2016 at 8:54 pm			

			
				
				I used to buy T&T (and Paranoia!) stuff just to read  since I didn’t know anyone that was interested in any game that wasn’t D&D. Especially the Traps books.

ColecoVision catalogs listed Tunnels & Trolls as a game coming out, but I don’t think it ever did. I’d love to know the story behind that and how far they got with it.

Now I’m curious as to why Fallout was going to use GURPS rules.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				S. John Ross			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 3:29 am			

			
				
				I could tell you a lot of stories about the GURPS/Fallout thing (some of them pretty sad …) but the short version is that the Fallout team were specifically GURPS fans who specifically wanted to do a GURPS game. The plan had been to do many genres; Fallout was just going to be the first outing. I was working on GURPS Grimoire at the time and they were already coding the magic system for the fantasy entry.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 4:07 am			

			
				
				I remember being absolutely thrilled to read about that; they seemed really enthusiastic about the project, and the potential seemed enormous. And then the whole thing just came apart. :(

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 8:21 am			

			
				
				The story Brian Fargo tells is that Steve Jackson saw an early build of a GURPS Fallout, was appalled at the violence that started right from the opening cinematic, and said essentially either it goes or GURPS goes. Fargo chose to ditch the latter. I have no idea to what extent this is an oversimplification…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				S. John Ross			

			
				February 23, 2016 at 6:31 pm			

			
				
				If this is ever something you want to explore in greater detail; email me. Heck, for that matter I have some sad FB stories, too, but only from a freelancer’s perspective (with the SJ Games stuff, I worked at the offices).

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 8:15 am			

			
				
				Flying Buffalo had some connections with Coleco, which is doubtless how that project got started. Michael Stackpole worked very briefly for Coleco circa 1980, and Paul (now Jennell) Jaquays, a big figure in tabletop-RPG fandom, helmed Coleco’s videogame-design group from about 1980 to 1985. I haven’t heard a lot about what form Coleco’s Tunnels & Trolls game would have taken. I do believe it was just another victim of the Crash of 1983. St. Andre still talks about the project with regret, as Tunnels & Trolls’s big chance to make the big time blown.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jonathan			

			
				February 22, 2016 at 8:46 pm			

			
				
				This image (and description) appeared in the Coleco catalogue for 1982:

http://www.jeffbots.com/coleco/tunnelstrolls_ad.jpg

A ROM image of an animated title screen is available, but there is no evidence that any additional game programming was ever done.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Michael Russo			

			
				February 19, 2016 at 9:50 pm			

			
				
				Playing at the World is really a great book. I had and have no real interest in playing D&D or wargames and yet I loved reading it – it’s really quite refreshing and entertaining to read a history book that is well thought-out, laid-out, put-together, and just organized properly! (Believe me, you know when you are NOT reading a book like that.)  It also had lots of other references to explore (I started reading some Jack Vance because of it.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
			Pingback: Od „Tunnels & Trolls” do „Wasteland” – k6 trolli

	

		
		
						
				Infinitron			

			
				February 19, 2016 at 10:39 pm			

			
				
				Hello Jimmy,

If you don’t mind me asking, do you intend to follow up this article with another one about the development of Wasteland itself, a week from now or at some other point?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 8:16 am			

			
				
				Yes, next week’s article will be on Wasteland proper.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 4:29 am			

			
				
				All of the stories I’ve heard of TSR’s litigiousness were set (and experienced) after Gygax’s ex-wife gained control of the company. I don’t doubt it in the least– I just find it interesting (and disappointing) that certain bits of the gaming history narrative thrive, like Lorraine the harpy vs sweet old D&D Daddy Gary, while things like ‘nuance’ and TSR’s behavior and fortunes under him can be particularly difficult to dig up.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 8:31 am			

			
				
				I would say that TSR was if anything more litigious under Gygax than after. For a while there they were trying to go after anyone who used the words “Dragon” or “Dungeon” or two-word alliterations in the title of just about anything. Stories abound from the early 1980s in particular.

For instance, they threatened to sue MIT because a port of Zork called Dungeon was floating around out there. And the subtitle of the first Wizardry was originally to be Dungeons of Despair, but Sir-Tech had to change it to (the delightfully overheated) Proving Grounds of the Mad Overlord instead when TSR’s lawyers came calling.

Jon Peterson’s book goes into how TSR thought they should have the entire Dungeons & Dragons if not tabletop-RPG field in general to themselves, and some of the legal stratagems they employed to try to stop the emerging market for third-party supplements. It actually reminds more than a little of Atari, who built the VCS with a similar expectation, and their fruitless attempts to shut down the likes of Activision.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				anonymous			

			
				February 21, 2016 at 4:33 am			

			
				
				Lorraine Williams was never married to Gary Gygax. Perhaps you’re thinking of the fictional Hard Eight Enterprises from the Knights of the Dinner Table comic book? (Which has a company founded by a Gary Jackson, but which is later taken over by his ex, Heidi, who is a harpy type)

The TSR story is rather convoluted, but the gist of it is that Gary never really had control.  Rather, Gygax, his friend Donald Kaye, and Brian Blume (whose father provided the money necessary to print D&D) were involved at first, but Kaye died quite young and due to various financial difficulties, most of the company wound up being owned by the Blume family, which proceeded to use it as a piggy bank for their own enjoyment.  Gary was more or less forced to work away from Lake Geneva, and was not at all in charge.  Eventually, Gary got the board of directors to oust the Blumes, and he himself brought in Lorraine to help run things (she was the sister of someone he had met while working for TSR in Los Angeles), but then the Blumes forced Gary out and sold their share of the company to Williams.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 21, 2016 at 8:54 am			

			
				
				The best article I know on this subject is — big surprise! — one by Jon Peterson: https://medium.com/@increment/the-ambush-at-sheridan-springs-3a29d07f6836#.62f46tpcu. While it’s true that in theory Blume had more shares than Gygax, and thus could overrule him, in practice Blume ceded the final decision-making to Gygax, and everyone at TSR considered it to be Gygax’s company. From the article: 


Irrespective of ownership, it was clearly Gygax who ran the business; a 1976 issue of the Strategic Review shows pictures of both Gygax and Blume, the former identified as “TSR’s founder” and the latter as “TSR’s second banana.” Three years later in an interview, Gygax cast the situation more formally: “I am the President of TSR, and Brian Blume is V.P. and Secretary.”


I’ve never heard that he was “forced” to work away from Lake Geneva. On the contrary, I’ve heard that he pursued the idea of turning Dungeons & Dragons into a mainstream-media franchise — films, television, etc. — very eagerly, and jumped into the Hollywood lifestyle enthusiastically if a bit awkwardly.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				anonymous			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 8:05 am			

			
				
				Jimmy–

Sorry for the late reply. My source is Empire of Imagination by Michael Witwer.  Chapter 31 has this passage:

It was March of 1983, and Gary had been spending much of his time in Hollywood laying the groundwork for a soon-to-be-formed subsidiary of TSR called Dungeons & Dragons Entertainment Corp. Though Gary was eager to expand TSR’s presence into other forms of media, he hadn’t undertaken this enterprise entirely by choice.  Gary had essentially been forced out of his day-to-day management and creative role at TSR and directed by its board to manage this new Hollywood venture.  This had been orchestrated by the Blume brothers, who now used their majority stake in the company to exercise absolute authority.

Of course, he had gotten a divorce at about the same time, and certainly enjoyed the luxuries of his life while in California, so it was hardly a punishment like Steve Jobs’ infamous ‘exile to Siberia’ in 1985.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 8:28 am			

			
				
				I’m afraid that book is largely fan service. Again, I’d point you to Jon Peterson for a more scholarly, nuanced examination of this topic.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 7:19 pm			

			
				
				Wow! Thank both of you for enlightening me on those fronts! I thought I’d got myself set straight, or at least straighter than some of the character assassination and half-truths I’ve seen repeated since the early Nineties, but it’s clear that I still have a lot to re-learn.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 7:10 am			

			
				
				after a start like Starweb one can imagine Flying Buffalo doubling down on gaming’s digital frontier, perhaps becoming an early publisher of PC games.

Somewhere in my solitaire gamebook collection I have a curious piece from Flying Buffalo — what appears to be a randomly generated solo dungeon, doubtlessly the output of some adventure-scrambling BASIC routine, printed out and sold with a sheet of construction paper as a front cover.  I have not found much further information on the subject available.

I’m convinced that this was pursued as an investigation in milking some extra use out of the Raytheon’s spare cycles after the day’s Starweb turns were calculated, and between the two it does build a case for Flying Buffalo as an early computer computer game company that made the regrettable decision to have the postal system and paper printouts be the I/O for their computer games.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Michael Stackpole			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 3:20 pm			

			
				
				Great article, but I would correct one point: I was never “laid off” at Flying Buffalo. Rick Loomis had always had a really liberal policy of letting his employees do freelance work on their own time. I was still working for Buffalo when Brian called, and continued to work there after working on Wasteland. Shortly after completing Wasteland, then working on Bard’s Tale 3, I went freelance and spent most of my time working on novels. Despite not being a full-time employee, I’ve still worked for Rick at conventions and with him as a member of the Game Manufacturers Association (GAMA) board.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 3:34 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for this! Corrections made.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Mark Argent			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 4:25 pm			

			
				
				my introduction to T&T was through the DOS port of the PC-98 game that adapted several of Flying Buffalo’s solo adventures, published by New World iirc. it was clunky and not the prettiest game, but also shared more than a few similarities with Wasteland, and had some very charming writing. I’ve never been able to find much background on the T&T PC game’s history or development. any thoughts on drilling down into that?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 4:35 pm			

			
				
				I believe that Liz Danforth did most or all of the writing for that, while the programming was outsourced to a development team in Japan. Language problems and the sheer distance between Danforth and the developers explain much about the game.

I don’t plan to look into it much if at all here — just too many better games to write about, I’m afraid — but the CRPG Addict did a long playthrough that probably also offers some more historical insight: http://crpgaddict.blogspot.dk/2014/03/game-141-tunnels-trolls-crusaders-of.html.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Dave			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 5:44 pm			

			
				
				A minor nitpick: IIRC, Take That You Fiend! is more like D&D Magic Missile than a Lightning Bolt..

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 22, 2016 at 9:35 am			

			
				
				Magic Missile actually isn’t a part of the original Dungeons & Dragons rules to which Tunnels & Trolls was responding. No details of *how* the Tunnels & Trolls spell does what it does are provided at all: just something like “spellcaster uses his magical energy to damage an enemy.” Given all that, Lightning Bolt seemed as good a comparison as any.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Liz Danforth			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 6:07 pm			

			
				
				What a fun retrospective read — thank you! I’ll also offer some additions and/or corrections for your readers. 

I’d been doing artwork for Flying Buffalo for some years before being hired. My first piece was a cover drawing for Supernova, probably about 1976 or 77. Being part of the Phoenix Cosmic Circle (the gang of science fiction fans and gamers which included Ken, Ugly John (Dan) Carver, Steve McAllister, and Bear Peters, and thus the incubation chamber for T&T), I was drawing for early T&T supplements and solos long before I was hired by FBInc. 

When I was hired, it was to be staff artist and someone to answer phonecalls from Starweb customers calling in their turns. Stackpole was still in college but had just turned in the manuscript for City of Terrors, and Rob Carver and I were illustrating our hearts out on it. (I wrote a bit about this http://www.lizdanforth.com/2011/03/city-of-terrors/). After Mike graduated, we dragged him across country to join the FBInc team. 

Sorcerer’s Apprentice came along quite a few years later. Ken was the first editor, and I took it up after the first few issues. 

As Mike says upthread, Rick was very generous about all of us working freelance on the side, and we did drift away to our own careers when things started to be more troubled. 

In answer for the question about “Crusaders of Khazan” — yes, I wrote most of it, working to tie together many of the then-existing solitaires into a coherent storyline. Ugly John contributed some rooms as well. It was indeed something of a Frankenstein, with the actual programming being done in Japan, and I remain sorry it never fulfilled its potential. But damnation, it was a grand dream to have pursued.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 10:17 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for this! I made a few changes to better reflect the chronology.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Liz Danforth			

			
				February 20, 2016 at 6:10 pm			

			
				
				(I should have said “Frankenstein’s monster” … dammit, I know better.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				thomas gimpel			

			
				February 21, 2016 at 2:29 am			

			
				
				I, for one, received my first copy of tunnels and trolls being laid up with knee surgery in the summer of 82. I never looked back after receiving this box set edition. I played d and d and also found the rules cumbersome and  time consuming. I have played many hours of t and t and plan to play many more.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Stan Bundy			

			
				February 21, 2016 at 2:50 am			

			
				
				The main Flying Buffalo game I’ve always been interested in is a card/board game. 

Nuclear War, now celebrating its 50th year with a new edition (and 3-4 expansions). There was even a really primitive computer game of it that was distributed on floppy disk in the 90s.

I’m surprised it never came up in the article, as it was probably the 1 Flying Buffalo product, other than the Grimtooth books, that people were most likely to come in contact with for much of the last 3 decades.

				


			

			

	

		
		
			Pingback: Ten Things You May Not Have Known About Me | Oakheart by Liz Danforth

	

		
		
			Pingback: T & T News from the Web | Trollgod's Trollhalla – The Outer Sanctum

	

		
		
						
				Kate Willaert			

			
				February 22, 2016 at 6:52 pm			

			
				
				Fantastic article, as always!

I have one minor nitpick. You say:

“A less kind critic might note that those qualities were not down to any unique mechanical elegance so much as a willingness to leave just about everything to the Dungeon Master — yes, Tunnels & Trolls retained the name for its own referee — to make up as the game went along.”

For the last year or two I’ve been researching the origins of various gaming terms, and was surprised to discover that “Dungeon Master” appears nowhere in the original D&D rulebooks, which refer to the role as “referee.”

The first time TSR ever used “dungeonmaster” (one word) was in Gygax’s foreward to D&D Supplement II: Blackmoor, released three months after Tunnels & Trolls. Even more interestingly, the word only appears in that foreward, while the rest of the book still uses “referee.” Was the foreward a last-minute addition?

It’s possible the phrase was being used in gaming circles much earlier, but T&T was the first published instance of it. If St. Andre did coin it, it may have been simply a “cute” name that just happened to catch on. Starfaring similarly calls the referee a Galaxy Master (GM), a possibly reference to Gamemasters (GMs), a phrase that goes back at least to 1972.

Regardless, the whole thing makes it even more hilarious that TSR decided to trademark “Dungeon Master” in 1992 when they weren’t even the first to use it. (The bastards.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 23, 2016 at 10:34 am			

			
				
				That’s really interesting. I parsed the original Dungeons & Dragons rules looking for a number of things when writing this article, but never for “Dungeon Master.” It never even occurred to me that that term *wasn’t* invented by TSR.

However, Jon Peterson, as usual, has something more to say about the origin of the term. The first use in print that he’s found is from a Los Angeles science-fiction fanzine dated February 20, 1975 — i.e., about two months before Ken St. Andre started designing Tunnels & Trolls. It appears that the term was not invented by Gygax or anyone else at TSR, but was a fan creation that spread rapidly. Presumably St. Andre heard it through the fan grapevine as well, and, since he didn’t even own a copy of the Dungeons & Dragons rules, he may have assumed that it was TSR’s official term from the first. He may still assume that to this day.

Anyway, this puts St. Andre in the interesting position of not being the inventor of the term, but nevertheless the first to officially codify it in a game’s rules. I’m not sure if even Peterson has picked up on that. Very interesting indeed. Thanks!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Kate Willaert			

			
				February 23, 2016 at 3:42 pm			

			
				
				And thanks for confirming that it started in fan circles! I’ll definitely have to check out Peterson’s book. 

(I wish it was easier to access various old fanzines from the ’70s beyond just The Space Gamer and various official company newsletter zines.)

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 8:10 pm			

			
				
				Fighting Fantasy.  I had *all* the books, translated into Portuguese. “Aventuras Fantásticas”. I took them on holidays because I couldn’t lug my computer around, whereas books, pencil, an eraser and a die were much lighter.

Ah, memories.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				OC&GS			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 6:47 am			

			
				
				Same here…translated into English! :)

I still have the Warlock of Firetop Mountain, Deathtrap Dungeon and Crypt of the Sorcerer. Actually, “still” isn’t really the correct word. I had them years ago, but I don’t know what happened to them. I re-bought them (as newer editions) a few years back, just to read through them again…because they’re just so damn cool.

I recall their primary function in my young life during the ’80s: to provide something “gamey” for me to do when I didn’t have access to my Atari 2600 or Commodore 64!

Chris

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 8:22 pm			

			
				
				Tunnels & Trolls seems like something I’d love to try! Was there ever a computer version?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 16, 2016 at 7:55 am			

			
				
				There was, but not a very good one. See some of the other comments here, and http://crpgaddict.blogspot.dk/2014/03/game-141-tunnels-trolls-crusaders-of.html.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				William Hostman			

			
				April 7, 2016 at 7:52 am			

			
				
				The game is enjoyable, but does do some things in a very Un-T&T manner. Most especially, combat. Still, it’s a good adventure, and it runs just fine in DosBox… And FBI still sells it.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				William Hostman			

			
				April 7, 2016 at 7:51 am			

			
				
				It’s worth noting that the “if A turn to page X, if B to page Y, if C to page Z” mode actually well predates the RPG…

BF Skinner conceptualized it in 1958 for educational texts; Doubleday implemented it by 1961, and I learned the basics of computer machine-code/Assembly programming from a 1960’s tutor-text, so when I encountered the Pick-A-Path books, and the T&T & Car Wars Solo Modules, it was a natural format for me.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 7, 2016 at 9:36 am			

			
				
				Steve MacAllister did make a comparison to a “programmed math book” when he made the suggestion. I don’t have any experience with such things, but it sounds like what you’re referring to here is the same sort of thing.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Martin			

			
				September 18, 2016 at 2:01 am			

			
				
				Typo police here!

 In later years, Danforth would achieve considerable fame fame as a freelance illustrator

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				September 18, 2016 at 7:11 am			

			
				
				Thanks!
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We can mark the formal beginning of the Wasteland project to the day in December of 1985 when Brian Fargo, head of Interplay, flew out to Arizona with his employee Alan Pavlish to meet with Michael Stackpole. If all went well at the meeting, Pavlish was to join Stackpole and Ken St. Andre as the third member of the core trio who would guide the game to release. His role, however, would be very different from that of his two colleagues.

A hotshot programmer’s programmer, Pavlish, though barely twenty years old, had been kicking around the industry for several years already. Before Interplay existed, he’d done freelance work on Commodore VIC-20 games for their earlier incarnation as Boone Corporation, and done ports of games like Murder on the Zinderneuf to the Apple II and Commodore 64 for another little company called Designer Software. When Pavlish came to work for Interplay full-time, Fargo had first assigned him to similar work: he had ported the non-Interplay game Hacker to the Apple II for Activision. (In those pre-Bard’s Tale days, Fargo was still forced to accept such unglamourous work to make ends meet.) But Fargo had huge respect for Pavlish’s abilities. When the Wasteland idea started to take off while his usual go-to programming ace Bill Heineman1 was still swamped with the Bard’s Tale games and Interplay’s line of illustrated text adventures, Fargo didn’t hesitate to throw Pavlish in at the deep end: he planned to make him responsible for bringing the huge idea that was Wasteland to life on the little 64 K 8-bit Apple II and Commodore 64.

However, when Fargo and Pavlish got out of their airplane that day it was far from certain that there would be a Wasteland project for Pavlish to work on at all. In contrast to St. Andre, Stackpole was decidedly skeptical, and for very understandable reasons. His experiences with computer-game development to date hadn’t been happy ones. Over the past several years, he’d been recruited to three different projects and put considerable work into each, only to see each come to naught in one way or another. Thanks largely to the influence of Paul Jaquays,2 another tabletop veteran who headed Coleco’s videogame-design group during the first half of the 1980s, he’d worked on two games for the Coleco Adam, a would-be challenger in the home-computer wars. The more intriguing of the two, a Tunnels & Trolls adaptation, got cancelled before release. The other, an adaptation of the film 2010: Odyssey Two, was released only after the Adam had flopped miserably and been written off by Coleco; you can imagine how well that game sold. He’d then accepted a commission from science-fiction author cum game developer Fred Saberhagen to design a computer game that took place in the world of the latter’s Book of Swords trilogy. (Stackpole had already worked with Flying Buffalo on a board game set in the world of Saberhagen’s Berserker series.) The computerized Book of Swords had gone into stasis when it became clear that Berserker Works, the development company Saberhagen had founded, just didn’t have the resources to finish it.

So, yes, Stackpole needed some convincing to jump into the breach again with tiny Interplay, a company he’d never heard of.3 Luckily for Interplay, he, Fargo, and Pavlish all got along like a house on fire on that December day. Fargo and Pavlish persuaded Stackpole that they shared — or at least were willing to accommodate — his own emerging vision for Wasteland, for a computer game that would be a game and a world first, a program second. Stackpole:

Programmers design beautiful programs, programs that work easily and simply; game designers design games that are fun to play. If a programmer has to make a choice between an elegant program and a fun game element, you’ll have an elegant program. You need a game designer there to say, “Forget how elegant the program is — we want this to make sense, we want it to be fun.”

I was at a symposium where there were about a dozen people. When asked to tell what we were doing, what I kept hearing over and over from programmer/game designers was something like “I’ve got this neat routine for packing graphics, so I’m going to do a fantasy role-playing game where I can use this routine.” Or a routine for something else, or “I’ve got a neat disk sort,” or this or that. And all of them were putting these into fantasy role-playing games. Not to denigrate their skills as programmers — but that’s sort of like saying, “Gee, I know something about petrochemicals, therefore I’m going to design a car that will run my gasoline.” Well, if you’re not a mechanical engineer, you don’t design cars. You can be the greatest chemist in the world, but you’ve got no business designing a car. I’d like to hope that Wasteland establishes that if you want a game, get game designers to work with programmers.


This vision, cutting as it does so much against the way that games were commonly made in the mid-1980s, would have much to do with both where the eventual finished Wasteland succeeds and where it falls down.

Ditto the game’s tabletop heritage. As had been Fargo’s plan from the beginning, Wasteland‘s rules would be a fairly faithful translation of Stackpole’s Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes tabletop RPG, which was in turn built on the foundation of Ken St. Andre’s Tunnels & Trolls. A clear evolutionary line thus stretched from the work that St. Andre did back in 1975 to Wasteland more than a decade later. No CRPG to date had tried quite as earnestly as Wasteland would to bring the full tabletop experience to the computer.

[image: You explore the world of Wasteland from a top-down perspective rather than the first-person view of The Bard's Tale. This screenshot and the ones that follow come from the slightly later MS-DOS port rather than the 8-bit original.]You explore the world of Wasteland from a top-down perspective instead of the first-person view of The Bard’s Tale. Note that this screenshot and the ones that follow come from the slightly later (and vastly more pleasant to play) MS-DOS port rather than the 8-bit original.


Early in the new year, Stackpole and St. Andre visited Interplay’s California offices for a week to get the process of making Wasteland rolling. St. Andre arrived with a plot already dreamed up. Drawing heavily from the recent ultra-violent action flick Red Dawn, it posited a world where mutually-assured destruction hadn’t proved so mutual after all: the Soviet Union had won the war, and was now occupying the United States. The player would control a group of American freedom fighters skulking around the farmlands of Iowa, trying to build a resistance network. St. Andre and Stackpole spent a month or more after their visit to California drawing maps of cornfields and trying to find ways to make an awful lot of farmers seem different from one another. (Some of this work can be seen in the Agricultural Center in the finished Wasteland.) But finally the pair had to accept the painful truth: the game they were designing was boring. “I said it will be the dullest game you ever saw,” remembers St. Andre, “because the Russians would be there in strength, and your characters start weak and can’t do anything but skulk and hide and slowly, slowly build up.”

St. Andre suggested moving the setting to the desert of the American Southwest, an area with which he, being born and raised in Arizona, was all too familiar. The region also had a certain thematic resonance, being intimately connected with the history of the atomic bomb. The player’s party might even visit Las Vegas, where folks had once sat on their balconies and watched the mushroom clouds bloom. St. Andre suggested nixing the Soviets as well, replacing them with “ravening monsters stalking through a radioactive wasteland, a few tattered humans struggling to survive against an overwhelming threat.” It meant chucking a fair amount of work, but Fargo agreed that it sounded too good to pass up. They might as well all get used to these sorts of false starts. Little would go smoothly or according to plan on this project.

After that first week at Interplay, St. Andre and Stackpole worked from home strictly in a design role, coming up with the plans for the game that were then left to Pavlish in California to implement in code — still an unusual way of working in the mid-1980s, when even many of the great designers, like Dan Bunten4 and Sid Meier, tended to also be great programmers. But St. Andre and Stackpole used their computers — a Commodore 64 in the case of the former, a battered old Osborne luggable in that of the latter — to do nothing more complex than run a word processor. Bundle after bundle of paper was shipped from Arizona to California, in the form of both computer printouts and reams of hand-drawn maps. St. Andre and Stackpole worked, in other words, largely the same way they would have had Wasteland been planned as a new tabletop adventure module.

Wasteland must be, however, one hell of a big adventure module. It soon became clear that the map-design process, entailing as it did the plotting of every single square with detailed descriptions of what it contained and what the party should be able to do there, was overwhelming the two. St. Andre:

I hadn’t thought a great deal about what was going to be in any of these places. I just had this nebulous story in my mind: our heroes will start in A, they’ll visit every worthwhile place on the map and eventually wind up in Z — and if they’re good enough, they’ll win the game. Certain things will be happening in different locations — monsters of different types, people who are hard to get along with, lots of comic references to life before the war. I figured that when the time came for me to design an area, the Indian Village, for example, I would sit down and figure out what would be in it and that would be it. Except that it started taking a long time. Every map had 1024 squares on it, and each one could do something. Even if I just drew all the buildings, I had to go back and say, “These are all square nine: wall, wall, wall, wall, wall. And if you bump into a wall you’ll get this message: ‘The Indians are laughing at you for walking into a wall.'” Whatever — a map that I thought I could toss off in one or two days was taking two weeks, and the project was falling further and further behind.


Fargo agreed to let St. Andre and Stackpole bring in their old Flying Buffalo buddies Liz Danforth and Dan Carver to do maps as well, and the design team just continued to grow from there. “The guys who were helping code the maps, correcting what we sent in, wanted to do some maps,” remembers Stackpole. “Everyone wanted to have his own map, his own thumbprint on the game.”

Even Fargo himself, who could never quite resist the urge to get his own hands dirty with the creations of this company he was supposed to be running from on high, begged for a map. “I want to do a map. Let me have Needles,” St. Andre remembers him saying. “So I said, ‘You’re the boss, Brian, you’ve got Needles.'” But eventually Fargo had to accept that he simply didn’t have the time to design a game and run a company, and the city of Needles fell to another Interplay employee named Bruce Balfour. In all, the Wasteland manual credits no fewer than eight people other than St. Andre and Stackpole with “scenario design.” Even Pavlish, in between trying to turn this deluge of paper into code, managed to make a map or two of his own.

Wasteland is one of the few computer games in history in which those who worked on the softer arts of writing and design outnumbered those who wrote the code and drew the pictures. The ratio isn’t even close: the Wasteland team included exactly one programmer (Pavlish) and one artist (Todd J. Camasta) to go with ten people who only contributed to the writing and design. One overlooked figure in the design process, who goes wholly uncredited in the game’s manual, was Joe Ybarra, Interplay’s liaison with their publisher Electronic Arts. As he did with so many other classic games, Ybarra offered tactful advice and generally did his gentle best to keep the game on course, even going so far as to fly out to Arizona to meet personally with St. Andre and Stackpole.

Those two found themselves spending as much time coordinating their small army of map designers as they did doing maps of their own. Stackpole:

Work fell into a normal pattern. Alan and I would work details out, I’d pass it down the line to the folks designing maps. If they had problems, they’d tell me, Alan and I would discuss things, and they’d get an answer. In this way the practical problems of scenario design directly influenced the game system and vice versa. Map designers even talked amongst themselves, sharing strategies and some of these became standard routines we all later used.


Stackpole wound up taking personal responsibility for the last third or so of the maps, where the open world begins funneling down toward the climax. St. Andre:

I’m fairly strong at making up stories, but not at inventing intricate puzzles. In the last analysis, I’m a hack-and-slash gamer with only a little thought and strategy thrown in. Interplay and Electronic Arts wanted lots of puzzles in the game. Mike, on the other hand, is much more devious, so I gave him the maps with difficult puzzles and I did the ones that involved walking around, talking to people, and shooting things.


The relationship between these two veteran tabletop designers and Pavlish, the man responsible for actually implementing all of their schemes, wasn’t always smooth. “We’d write up a map with all the things on it and then Alan would say, ‘I can’t do that,'” says St. Andre. There would then follow some fraught discussions, doubtless made still more fraught by amateur programmer St. Andre’s habit of declaring that he could easily implement what was being asked in BASIC on his Commodore 64. (Stackpole: “It’s like a duffer coming up to Arnold Palmer at an average golf course and saying, ‘What do you mean you can’t make that 20-foot putt? I can make a 20-foot putt on a miniature golf course.'”) One extended battle was over the question of grenades and other “area-effect” weapons: St. Andre and Stackpole wanted them, Pavlish said they were just too difficult to code and unnecessary anyway. Unsung hero Joe Ybarra solved that one by quietly lobbying Fargo to make sure they went in.

One aspect of Wasteland that really demonstrates St. Andre and Stackpole’s determination to divorce the design from the technology is the general absence of the usual numbers that programmers favor — i.e., the powers of two that fit so neatly into the limited memories of the Apple II and Commodore 64. Pavlish instinctively wanted to make the two types of pistols capable of holding 16 or 32 bullets. But St. Andre and Stackpole insisted that they hold 7 or 18, just like their real-world inspirations. As demonstrated by the 1024-square maps, the two did occasionally let Pavlish get away with the numbers he favored, but they mostly stuck to their guns (ha!). “It’s going to be inelegant in terms of space,” admits Stackpole, “but that’s reality.”

Logic like this drove Pavlish crazy, striving as he was to stuff an unprecedentedly complex world into an absurdly tiny space. Small wonder that there were occasional blowups. Slowly he learned to give every idea that came from the designers his very best try, and the designers learned to accept that not everything was possible. With that tacit agreement in place, the relationship improved. In the latter stages of the project, St. Andre and Stackpole came to understand the technology well enough to start providing their design specifications in code rather than text. “Then we could put in the multiple saving throws, the skill and attribute checks,” says St. Andre. “Everything we do in a [Tunnels & Trolls] solitaire dungeon suddenly pops up in the last few maps we did for Wasteland because Mike and I were doing the actual coding.”

When not working on the maps, St. Andre and Stackpole — especially the latter, who came more and more to the fore as time went on — were working on the paragraph book that would contain much of Wasteland‘s story and flavor text. The paragraph book wasn’t so much a new idea as a revival of a very old one. Back in 1979, Jon Freeman’s Temple of Apshai, one of the first CRPGs to arrive on microcomputers, had included a booklet of “room descriptions” laid out much like a Dungeons & Dragons adventure module. This approach was necessitated by the almost unbelievably constrained system for which Temple of Apshai was written: a Radio Shack TRS-80 with just 16 K of memory and cassette-based storage. Moving into the late 1980s, the twilight years of the 8-bit CRPG, designers were finding the likes of the Apple II and Commodore 64 as restrictive as Freeman had the TRS-80 for the simple reason that, while the former platforms may have had four times as much memory as the latter, CRPG design ambitions had grown by at least the same multiple. Moving text, a hugely expensive commodity in terms of 8-bit storage, back into an accompanying booklet was a natural remedy. Think of it as one final measure to wring just a little bit more out of the Apple II and Commodore 64, those two stalwart old warhorses that had already survived far longer than anyone had ever expected. And it didn’t hurt, of course, that a paragraph book made for great copy protection.

While the existence of a Wasteland paragraph book in itself doesn’t make the game unique, St. Andre and Stackpole were almost uniquely prepared to use theirs well, for both had lots of experience crafting Tunnels & Trolls solo adventures. They knew how to construct an interactive story out of little snippets of static text as well as just about anyone, and how to scramble it in such a way as to stymie the cheater who just starts reading straight through. Stackpole, following a tradition that began at Flying Buffalo, constructed for the booklet one of the more elaborate red herrings in gaming history, a whole alternate plot easily as convoluted as that in the game proper involving, of all things, a Martian invasion. All told, the Wasteland paragraph book would appear to have easily as many fake entries as real ones.

[image: You fight some strange foes in Wasteland. Combat shifts back to something very reminiescent of The Bard's Tale, with the added tactical dimension of a map showing everyone's location that you can access by tapping the space bar.]For combat, the display shifts back to something very reminiscent of The Bard’s Tale, with the added tactical dimension of a map showing everyone’s location that you can access by tapping the space bar. And yes, you fight some strange foes in Wasteland…


Wasteland‘s screen layout often resembles that of The Bard’s Tale, and one suspects that there has to be at least a little of the same code hidden under its hood. In the end, though, the resemblance is largely superficial. There’s just no comparison in terms of sophistication. While it’s not quite a game I can love — I’ll try to explain why momentarily — Wasteland does unquestionably represent the bleeding edge of CRPG design as of its 1988 release date. CRPGs on the Apple II and Commodore 64 in particular wouldn’t ever get more sophisticated than this. Given the constraints of those platforms, it’s honestly hard to imagine how they could.

Key to Wasteland‘s unprecedented sophistication is its menu of skills. Just like in Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes, you can tailor each of the up to four characters in your party as you will, free from the restrictive class archetypes of Dungeons & Dragons (or for that matter Tunnels & Trolls). Skills range from the obviously useful (Clip Pistol, Pick Lock, Medic) to the downright esoteric (Metallurgy, Bureaucracy, Sleight of Hand). And of course career librarian St. Andre made sure that a Librarian skill was included, and of course made it vital to winning the game.

Also as in Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes, a character’s chance of succeeding at just about anything is determined by adding her level in a relevant skill, if any, to a relevant core attribute. For example, to determine a character’s chance of climbing something using her Climb skill the game will also look to her Agility. The system allows a range of solutions to most of the problems you encounter. Say you come to a locked door. You might have a character with the Pick Lock skill try getting in that way. Failing that, a character with the Demolition skill and a little handy plastic explosives could try blasting her way in. Or a strong character might dispense with skills altogether and just try to bash the door down using her Strength attribute. Although a leveling mechanism does exist that lets you assign points to characters’ skills and attributes, skills also improve naturally with use, a mechanism not seen in any previous CRPG other than Dungeon Master (a game that’s otherwise about as different from Wasteland as a game can be and still be called a CRPG).

The skills system makes Wasteland a very different gameplay experience from Ultima V, its only real rival in terms of 8-bit CRPG sophistication at the time of its release. For all its impressive world-building, Ultima V remains bound to Richard Garriott’s standard breadcrumb-trail philosophy of design; beating it depends on ferreting out a long string of clues telling you exactly where to go and exactly what to do. Wasteland, by contrast, can be beaten many ways. If you can’t find the password the guard wants to let you past that locked gate, you can try an entirely different approach: shoot your way in, blow the gate open, pick the lock on the back door and sneak in. It’s perhaps the first CRPG ever that’s really willing to let you develop your own playing personality. You can approach it as essentially a post-apocalyptic Bard’s Tale, making a frontal assault on every map and trying to blow away every living creature you find there, without concerning yourself overmuch about whether it be good or evil, friend or foe. Or you can play it — relatively speaking — cerebrally, trying to use negotiations, stealth, and perhaps a little swindling to get what you need. Or you can be like most players and do a bit of both, as the mood and opportunity strikes you. It’s very difficult if not impossible to get yourself irretrievably stuck in Wasteland. There are always options, always possibilities. While it’s far less thematically ambitious than Ultima V —  unlike the Ultima games, Wasteland was never intended to be anything more or less than pure escapist entertainment — Wasteland‘s more flexible, player-friendly design pointed the way forward while Ultima V was still glancing back.

Indeed, a big part of the enduring appeal of Wasteland to those who love it is the sheer number of different ways to play it. Interplay picked up on this early, and built an unusual feature into the game: it’s possible to reset the entire world to its beginning state while keeping the same group of lovingly developed characters. Characters can advance to ridiculous heights if you do this enough, taking on some equally ridiculous “ranks”: “1st Class Fargo,” “Photon Stud,” etc., culminating in the ultimate achievement of the level 183 “Supreme Jerk.” This feature lets veteran players challenge themselves by, say, trying to complete the game with just one character, and gives an out to anyone who screws up her initial character creation too badly and finds herself overmatched; she can just start over again and replay the easy bits with the same party to hopefully gain enough experience to correct their failings. It takes some of the edge off one of the game’s most obvious design flaws: it’s all but impossible to know which skills are actually useful until you’ve made your way fairly deep into the game.

The very fact that re-playing Wasteland requires you to reset its world at all points to what a huge advance it represents over the likes of The Bard’s Tale. The first CRPG I know of that has a truly, comprehensively persistent world, one in which the state of absolutely everything is saved, is 1986’s Starflight (a game that admittedly is arguably not even a CRPG at all). But that game runs on a “big” machine in 1980s terms, an IBM PC or clone with at least 256 K of memory. Wasteland does it in 64 K, rewriting every single map on the fly as you play to reflect what you’ve done there. Level half of the town of Needles with explosives early in the game, and it will still be leveled when you return many days later. Contrast with The Bard’s Tale, which remembers nothing but the state of your characters when you exit one of its dungeon levels, which lets you fight the same big boss battles over and over and over again if you like. The persistence allows you the player to really affect the world of Wasteland in big-picture ways that were well-nigh unheard-of at the time of its release, as Brian Fargo notes:

Wasteland let you do anything you wanted in any order you wanted, and you could get ripple effects that might happen one minute later or thirty minutes later, a lot like [the much later] Grand Theft Auto series. The Ultima games were open, but things tended to be very compartmentalized, they didn’t ripple out like in Wasteland.


Wasteland is a stunning piece of programming, a resounding justification for all of the faith Fargo placed in the young Alan Pavlish. Immersed in the design rather than the technical end of things as they were — which is itself a tribute to Pavlish, whose own work allowed them to be — St. Andre and Stackpole may still not fully appreciate how amazing it is that Wasteland does what it does on the hardware it does it on.

All of which rather raises the question of why I don’t enjoy actually playing Wasteland a little more then I do. I do want to be careful here in trying to separate what feel like more objective faults from my personal issues with the game. In the interest of fairness and full disclosure, let me put the latter right out there first.

Put simply, the writing of Wasteland just isn’t to my taste. I get the tone that St. Andre and Stackpole are trying to achieve: one of over-the-top comic ultra-violence, like such contemporary teenage-boy cinematic favorites as the Evil Dead films. And they do a pretty good job of hitting that mark. Your characters don’t just hit their enemies in Wasteland, they “brutalize” them. When they die, enemies “explode like a blood sausage,” are “reduced to a thin red paste,” are “spun into a dance of death,” or are “reduced to ground round.” And then there’s some of the imagery, like the blood-splattered doctor in the infirmary.
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The personal appeal you find in those quotes and that image, some of the most beloved among Wasteland‘s loyal fandom, says much about whether you’ll enjoy Wasteland as a whole. In his video review of the game, Matt Barton says that “you will be disgusted or find it hilarious.” Well, I must say that my own feelings rather contradict that dichotomy. I can’t quite manage to feel disgusted or outraged at this kind of stuff, especially since, in blessed contrast to so many later games, it’s almost all described rather than illustrated. I do, however, find the entire aesthetic unfunny and boring, whether it’s found in Wasteland or Duke Nukem. In general, I just don’t find humor that’s based on transgression rather than wit to be all that humorous.

I am me, you are you, and mileages certainly vary. Still, even if we take it on its own terms it seems to me that there are other problems with the writing. As CRPG Addict Chester Bolingbroke has noted, Wasteland can’t be much bothered with consistency or coherency. The nuclear apocalypse that led to the situation your characters find themselves in is described as having taken place in 1998, only ten years on from the date of Wasteland‘s release. Yet when the writers find it convenient they litter the game with absurdly advanced technology, from human clones to telepathic mind links. And the tone of the writing veers about as well, perhaps as a result of the sheer number of designers who contributed to the game. Most of the time Wasteland is content with the comic ultra-violence of The Evil Dead, but occasionally it suddenly reaches toward a jarring epic profundity it hasn’t earned. The main storyline, which doesn’t kick in in earnest until about halfway through the game, is so silly and nonsensical that few of even the most hardcore Wasteland fans remember much about it, no matter how many times they’ve played through it.

Wasteland‘s ropey plotting may be ironic in light of Stackpole’s later career as a novelist, but it isn’t a fatal flaw in itself. Games are not the sum of their stories; many a great game has a poor or nonexistent story to tell. To whatever extent it’s a triumph, Wasteland must be a triumph of game design rather than writing, one last hurrah for Michael Stackpole the designer before Michael Stackpole the novelist took over. The story, like the stories in many or most allegedly story-driven games, is just an excuse to explore Wasteland‘s possibility space.

And that possibility space is a very impressive one, for reasons I’ve tried to explain already. Yet it’s also undone, at least a bit, by some practical implementation issues. St. Andre and Stackpole’s determination to make an elegant game design rather than an elegant program comes back to bite them here. The things going on behind the scenes in Wasteland are often kind of miraculous in the context of their time, but those things are hidden behind a clunky and inelegant interface. In my book, a truly great game should feel almost effortless to control, but Wasteland feels anything but. Virtually every task requires multiple keystrokes and the navigation of a labyrinth of menus. It’s a far cry from even the old-school simplicity of Ultima‘s alphabet soup of single-keystroke commands, much less the intuitive ease of Dungeon Master‘s mouse-driven interface.

Some of Wasteland‘s more pernicious playability issues feel like they stem from an overly literal translation of the tabletop experience to the computer.  The magnificent simplicity of the Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes system feels much more clunky and frustrating on the computer. As you explore the maps, you’re expected to guess where a skill and/or attribute might be of use, then to try manually invoking it. If you’re not constantly thinking on this level, and always aware of just what skills every member of your party has that might apply, it’s very easy to miss things. For example, the very first map you’re likely to visit contains a mysterious machine. You’re expected to not just dismiss that as scenery, or to assume it’s something you’ll learn more about later, but rather to use someone’s Intelligence to learn that it’s a water purifier you might be able to fix. Meanwhile other squares on other maps contain similar descriptions that are just scenery. In a tabletop game, where there is a constant active repartee between referee and players, where everything in the world can be fully “implemented” thanks to the referee’s imagination, and where every player controls just one character whom she knows intimately instead of a whole party of four, the Mercenaries, Spies, and Private Eyes system works a treat. In Wasteland, it can feel like a tedious, mechanistic process of trial and error.

Other parts of Wasteland feel like equally heroic but perhaps misguided attempts to translate things that are simple and intuitive on the tabletop but extremely difficult on the computer to the digital realm at all costs, full speed ahead and damn the torpedoes. There is, for instance, a convoluted and confusing process for splitting your party into separate groups that can be on entirely separate maps at the same time. It’s impressive in its way, and gives Wasteland claim to yet another first in CRPG history to boot, but one has to question whether the time and effort put into it might have been better spent making a cleaner, more playable computer game. Ditto the parser-based conversation engine that occasionally pops up. An obvious attempt to bring the sort of free-form conversations that are possible with a human referee to the computer, in practice it’s just a tedious game of guess-the-word that makes it far too easy to miss stuff. While I applaud the effort St. Andre and Stackpole and their colleagues at Interplay made to bring more complexity to the CRPG, the fact remains that computer games are not tabletop games, and vice versa.

And then there’s the combat. The Bard’s Tale is still lurking down at the foundation of Wasteland‘s combat engine, but Interplay did take some steps to make it more interesting. Unlike in The Bard’s Tale, the position of your party and their enemies are tracked on a graphical map during combat. In addition to the old Bard’s Tale menu of actions — “attack,” “defend,” etc. — you can move around to find cover, or for that matter charge up to some baddies and stave their heads in with your crowbars in lieu of guns.

Yet somehow combat still isn’t much fun. This groundbreaking and much beloved post-apocalyptic CRPG also serves as an ironic argument for why the vast majority of CRPG designers and players still favor fantasy settings. Something that feels important, maybe even essential, feels lost without the ability to cast spells. Not only do you lose the thrill of seeing a magic-using character level up and trying out a new slate of spells, but you also lose the strategic dimension of managing your mana reserves, a huge part of the challenge of the likes of Wizardry and The Bard’s Tale. In theory, the acquiring of ever more powerful guns and the need to manage your ammunition stores in Wasteland ought to take the place of spells and the mana reserves needed to cast them, but in practice it doesn’t quite work out like that. New guns just aren’t as interesting as new spells, especially considering that there really aren’t all that many of the former to be found in Wasteland. And you’re never very far from a store selling bullets, and you can carry so many with you anyway that it’s almost a moot point.

Most of all, there’s just too much fighting. One place where St. Andre and Stackpole regrettably didn’t depart from CRPG tradition was in their fondness for the wandering monster. Much of Wasteland is a dull slog through endless low-stakes battles with “leather jerks” and “ozoners,” an experience sadly divorced from the game’s more interesting and innovative aspects but one that ends up being at least as time-consuming.

For all these reasons, then, I’m a bit less high on Wasteland than many others. It strikes me as more historically important than a timeless classic, more interesting than playable. There’s of course no shame in that. We need games that push the envelope, and that’s something that Wasteland most assuredly did. The immense nostalgic regard in which it’s still held today says much about how amazing its innovations really were back in 1988.

As the gap between that year of Wasteland‘s release and Fargo, Pavlish, and Stackpole’s December 1985 meeting will attest, this was a game that was in development an insanely long time by the standards of the 1980s. And as you have probably guessed, it was never intended to take anything like this long. Interplay first talked publicly about the Wasteland project as early as the Summer Consumer Electronics Show in June of 1986, giving the impression it might be available as early as that Christmas. Instead it took fully two more years.

Thanks to Wasteland‘s long gestation, 1987 proved a very quiet year for the usually prolific Interplay. While ports of older titles continued to appear, the company released not a single original new game that year. The Bard’s Tale III, turned over to Bill Heineman following Michael Cranford’s decision to return to university, went into development early in 1987, but like Wasteland its gestation would stretch well into 1988. (Stackpole, who was apparently starting to like this computer-game development stuff, wrote the storyline and the text for The Bard’s Tale III to accompany Heineman’s design.) Thankfully, the first two Bard’s Tale games were continuing to sell very well, making Interplay’s momentary lack of productivity less of a problem than it might otherwise have been.

Shortly before Wasteland‘s belated release, St. Andre, Stackpole, and Pavlish, along with a grab bag of the others who had worked with them, headed out to the Sonoran Desert for a photo shoot. Everyone scoured the oddities in the backs of their closets and the local leather shops for their costumes, and a professional makeup team was recruited to help turn them all into warriors straight out of Mad Max. Bill Heineman, an avid gun collector, provided much of the weaponry they carried. The final picture, featured on the inside cover of Wasteland‘s package, has since become far more iconic than the art that appeared on its front, a fitting tribute to this unique team and their unique vision.
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Both Wasteland and The Bard’s Tale III were finished almost simultaneously after many months of separate labor. When Fargo informed Electronic Arts of the good news, they insisted on shipping the two overdue games within two months of each other — May of 1988 in the case of Wasteland, July in that of The Bard’s Tale III — over his strident objections. He had good grounds for concern: these two big new CRPGs were bound to appeal largely to the same group of players, and could hardly help but cannibalize one another’s sales. To Interplay, this small company that had gone so long without any new product at all, the decision felt not just unwise but downright dangerous to their future.

Fargo had been growing increasingly unhappy with Electronic Arts, feeling Interplay just wasn’t earning enough from their development contracts for the hit games they had made for their publisher. Now this move was the last straw. Wasteland and The Bard’s Tale III would be the last games Interplay would publish through Electronic Arts, as Fargo decided to carry out an idea he’d been mulling over for some time: to turn Interplay into a full-fledged publisher as well as developer, with their own name — and only their own name — on their game boxes.

Following a pattern that was already all too typical, The Bard’s Tale III — the more traditional game, the less innovative, and the sequel — became by far the better selling of the pairing. Wasteland didn’t flop, but it didn’t become an out-and-out hit either. Doubtless for this reason, neither Interplay nor Electronic Arts were willing to invest in the extensive porting to other platforms that marked the Bard’s Tale games. After the original Apple II and Commodore 64 releases, the only Wasteland port was an MS-DOS version that appeared nine months later, in March of 1989. Programmed by Interplay’s Michael Quarles, it sports modestly improved graphics and an interface that makes halfhearted use of a mouse. While most original players of Wasteland knew it in its 8-bit incarnations, it’s this version that almost everyone who has played it in the years since knows, and for good reason: it’s a far less painful experience than the vintage 8-bit one of juggling disks and waiting, waiting, waiting for all of those painstakingly detailed maps to load and save.

Wasteland‘s place in history, and in the mind of Brian Fargo, would always loom larger than its sales figures might suggest. Unfortunately, his ability to build on its legacy was immediately hampered by the split with Electronic Arts: the terms of the two companies’ contract signed all rights to the  Wasteland name as well as The Bard’s Tale over to Interplay’s publisher. Thus both series, one potential and one very much ongoing, were abruptly stopped in their tracks. Electronic Arts toyed with making a Bard’s Tale IV on their own from time to time without ever seeing the idea all the way through. Oddly given the relative sales numbers, Electronic Arts did bring a sequel of sorts to Wasteland to fruition, although they didn’t go so far as to dare to put the Wasteland name on the box. Given the contents of said box, it’s not hard to guess why. Fountain of Dreams (1990) uses Michael Quarles’s MS-DOS Wasteland engine, but it’s a far less audacious affair. Slipped out with little fanfare — Electronic Arts could spot a turkey as well as anyone — it garnered poor reviews, sold poorly, and is unloved and largely forgotten today.

In the absence of rights to the Wasteland name, Fargo initially planned to leverage his development team and the tools and game engine they had spent so long creating to make more games in other settings that would play much like Wasteland but wouldn’t be actual sequels. The first of these was to have been called Meantime, and was to have been written and designed by Stackpole with the help of many of the usual Wasteland suspects. Its premise was at least as intriguing as Wasteland‘s: a game of time travel in which you’d get to meet (and sometimes battle) historical figures from Cyrano de Bergerac to P.T. Barnum, Albert Einstein to Amelia Earhart. At the Winter CES in January of 1989, Fargo said that Meantime would be out that summer: “I am personally testing the maps right now.” But it never appeared, thanks to a lot of design questions that were never quite solved and, most of all, thanks to the relentless march of technology. All of the Wasteland development tools ran on the Apple II and Commodore 64, platforms whose sales finally collapsed in 1989. Interplay tinkered with trying to move the tool chain to MS-DOS for several years, but the project finally expired from neglect. There just always seemed to be something more pressing to do.

Somewhat surprisingly given the enthusiasm with which they’d worked on Wasteland, neither St. Andre nor Stackpole remained for very long in the field of computer-game design. St. Andre returned to his librarian gig and his occasional sideline as a tabletop-RPG designer, not working on another computer game until recruited for Brian Fargo’s Wasteland 2 project many years later. Stackpole continued to take work from Interplay for the next few years, on Meantime and other projects, often working with his old Flying Buffalo and Wasteland colleague Liz Danforth. But his name too gradually disappeared from game credits in direct proportion to its appearance on the covers of more and more franchise novels. (His first such book, set in the universe of FASA’s BattleTech game, was published almost simultaneously with Wasteland and The Bard’s Tale III.)

Fargo himself never forgot the game that had always been first foremost his own passion project. He would eventually revive it, first via the “spiritual sequels” Fallout (1997) and Fallout 2 (1998), then with the belated Kickstarter-funded sequel-in-name-as-well-as-spirit Wasteland 2 (2014).

But those are stories for much later times. Wasteland was destined to stand alone for many years. And yet it wouldn’t be the only lesson 1988 brought in the perils and possibilities of bringing tabletop rules to the computer. Another, much higher profile tabletop adaptation, the result of a blockbuster licensing deal given to the most unexpected of developers, was still to come before the year was out. Next time we’ll begin to trace the story behind this third and final landmark CRPG of 1988, the biggest selling of the whole lot.

(Sources: PC Player of August 1989; Questbusters of Juy 1986, March 1988, April 1988, May 1988, July 1988, August 1988, October 1988, November 1988, January 1989, March 1989. On YouTube, Rebecca Heineman and Jennell Jaquays at the 2013 Portland Retro Gaming Expo; Matt Barton’s interview with Brian Fargo; Brian Fargo at Unity 2012. Other online sources include a Michael Stackpole article on RockPaperShotgun; Matt Barton’s interview with Rebecca Heineman on Gamasutra; GTW64’s page on Meantime.

Wasteland is available for purchase from GOG.com.)


	Bill Heineman now lives as Rebecca Heineman. As per my usual editorial policy on these matters, I refer to her as “he” and by her original name only to avoid historical anachronisms and to stay true to the context of the times. ↩

	Paul Jaquays now lives as Jennell Jaquays. ↩

	Interestingly, Stackpole did have one connection to Interplay, through Bard’s Tale designer Michael Cranford. Cranford sent Flying Buffalo a Tunnels & Trolls solo adventure of his own devising around 1983. Stackpole thought it showed promise, but that it wasn’t quite there yet, so he sent it back with some suggestions for improvement and a promise to look at it again if Cranford followed through on them. But he never heard another word from him; presumably it was right about this time that Cranford got busy making The Bard’s Tale. ↩

	In what must be a record for footnotes of this type, I have to also note that Dan Bunten later became Danielle Bunten Berry, and lived until her death in 1998 under that name. ↩
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				Great article.  Man, I remember when Wasteland was first announced in Compute!s Gazette.  That cover picture and the ad copy made this a must-have for me.  Spent so many hours playing this on the C-128 in my wasted youth.
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				Note: some assumptions the author made in the above article are not correct. I, Ken St. Andre, was and am a Phoenix boy. Scottsdale is where publisher Rick Loomis of Flying Buffalo lives. Scottsdale is a satellite city of Phoenix.

The dry lake bed where we did the photo shoot for Wasteland is actually in eastern California, not Arizona, somewhere between Desert Center and Blythe.

The combat algorithms for Wasteland came from staff at Interplay. The idea of splitting the party came from Interplay. It was something that Pavlish figured out how to do..  

When Wasteland was finally released in December of 1988, it shot to the top of the software sales chart and held the no. 1 position for something like 6 weeks. It was not exactly a sales flop.
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				Thanks for this!

Corrections made with regard to your first two points.

On your third: I think my general impression can still stand even if the source of this feature was Interplay. I made a couple of edits to attribute it less directly to you and Stackpole, which I hope will be sufficient.

On your final point, I’m more torn. This does go against what Brian Fargo has said in a number of interviews, and I also can’t find any contemporary sources to confirm that Wasteland was a huge seller. It goes unmentioned, for instance, in the SPA’s year-end report of the biggest sellers in the industry for 1988. I certainly wouldn’t call it a flop, yet all of the other information I have would seem to indicate that it was successful, but not hugely successful. That said, I don’t have as hard sales figures for Wasteland as I do for the other two landmarks CRPGs of 1988, Ultima V and Pool of Radiance. If you do have more information on this that I’m not privy to, feel free to contact me either via these comments or privately at maher@filfre.net. I’m always willing to revisit.

I’m not sure if it was meant as a correction, but your mention of Wasteland as shipping in December of 1988 did cause me to look back at the release dates again. Turns out I was a little sloppy there: Wasteland shipped closer to May for the Apple II, August for the Commodore 64; Bard’s Tale III in July for both platforms. Made a slight edit to reflect that.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Markus			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 5:55 pm			

			
				
				Had to jog my old brain for a few minutes to remember where I’ve seen the very recognizable name of “Bruce Schlickbernd” all the time. Then it occurred to me: in the intro sequence to “Star Trek – 25th Anniversary”.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 6:48 pm			

			
				
				Bard’s Tale III had a lot of momentum coming out of the gate, being the (presumable) last installment in a successful trilogy, and being able to import characters from earlier games as well. Wasteland was intriguing, but when you’re a teen without much cash flow and with a lot of brand loyalty, it was an easy choice.

I wouldn’t have thought to compare it to Evil Dead, but to me Wasteland’s (and its spiritual descendants like Bad Blood and the Fallouts) visual and descriptive aesthetic  made me think of then-modern post-apocalyptic pulp novels with their brutality and gun porn, and the atomic monster drive-in fare that led to responses like A Boy and His Dog or even the Planet of the Apes films.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				TsuDhoNimh			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 7:00 pm			

			
				
				I noticed a typo: “Immersed in the design rather than the technical end of things as they were — which is itself a tribute to Pavliah” Pavliah should be Pavlish.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 10:14 pm			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Andreas Davour			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 7:13 pm			

			
				
				That image brings back so many memories. Wasteland was the game I dreamed about. The box cover image was so evocative, and how I longed after a disk drive to be able to buy and play it.

Now when Ken St Andre linked to you, I finally remembered to add The Digital Antiquarian to my feed reader!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				February 26, 2016 at 10:39 pm			

			
				
				Great article. I’ve been wanting to play this some day. I just learned about where the name for Ybarra’s Shield came from, all these years later.

typo: “Pavliah”

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				NPC			

			
				February 27, 2016 at 2:32 am			

			
				
				Apropos of nothing, I just spotted this:

SKILL, STAMINA and LUCK, a history of interactive fiction (dead tree, rather than digital).

http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b071h083

I assume this will be limited to UK listeners, but there is an interactive game on the site for the next three months.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Chip			

			
				February 27, 2016 at 5:03 pm			

			
				
				Another great article. I was in a used bookstore not long ago and picked up an old issue of the Judges Guild’s Pegasus magazine from 1982. Imagine my surprise to find Ken St Andre’s mailing label on the back!

I wish you would change your editorial policy and leave trans folks’ old names out of it. I don’t think citing history or context as reasons is a neutral stance, given the intense discrimination and violence they face. Why not instead give that little bit of support, as most trans people I’ve listened to have asked for? How about asking Rebecca and Jennell–or maybe you did and they gave their blessings?

Thanks for listening and keep up the good work.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 28, 2016 at 8:25 am			

			
				
				This is one of those sensitive areas in which a writer cannot win. Someone will be unhappy and feel ill-served no matter how I approach it. My approach balances the rights of transsexuals with the need, essential in a narrative history like this blog has become, to present the consensus historical reality as it was known to all of the principals at the time. I understand that reasonable people can disagree on this subject, but only ask that people recognize that my stance is indeed a reasoned one taken in good faith. I would hope that Rebecca and Jennell, if they have read or happen to read this, will respect that as well. I’m *extremely* loath to open this can of worms again, but will point you to the bottom of an earlier article for a bit more of my reasoning: http://www.filfre.net/2013/08/seven-cities-of-gold.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Bert			

			
				March 7, 2016 at 10:00 pm			

			
				
				While I agree with you that narrative clarity is important when describing historical events, I don’t think it’s necessary to sacrifice respect for clarity.  It’s possible to achieve both. The gamasutra article you linked is a perfect example of how to do it really well. (http://www.gamasutra.com/view/feature/134614/the_burger_speaks_an_interview_.php?print=1).

By the way, I know you didn’t intend offense, but trans people generally consider “sex change” to be an insulting term.  (See http://www.glaad.org/reference/transgender).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 8, 2016 at 7:33 am			

			
				
				Okay, “sex change” is out.

The difference between the article you cite and this one is that one is a personal interview with the current Rebecca Heineman and the other is strictly an historical narrative.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 11, 2016 at 6:56 am			

			
				
				I’m not sure how it could possibly matter what others “consider insulting.” If the intention is good, then that should be the focus — not someone’s need to find something, anything, to get his feelings hurt about. Otherwise, any arbitrary term can be deemed “offensive,” and suddenly, the well-meaning person is vilified to some extent. No deal. If that’s enabled, it will never stop.

It’s incredibly important to prioritize free speech over the rhetorical eggshell-walking demanded by those who take such freedoms for granted — to such an extent, in fact, that they’ll exhibit the gall to decide what others mean when they speak.

Why transsexuals — or any group of people, for that matter — would want to infantilize themselves by letting mere words hurt them is beyond me. Equality and special treatment can’t exist at the same time. The ideal mindset: “I refuse others the permission to use my words as weapons against themselves.”

There’s no insult in the term “sex change.” It’s an accurate term if someone has undergone sex-change procedures. It’s merely descriptive.

Yes, I know this is a website about computer games, but as I said (well, typed) before, it doesn’t hurt to think about these things. How could it?

And for that matter, so what if someone’s intentions *are* bad? What’s the worst that could happen? Those who don’t want to hear it will stop paying attention. Big deal. This weird, apologetic society needs to have a meeting or something. Adults who consider themselves intelligent, walking around telling others how to talk…sheesh.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 11, 2016 at 7:21 am			

			
				
				[Jimmy — I thought that some of my statements from a few days ago bore repeating, so I reworded them slightly and repeated them in the comment above. This stuff gets me a bit fired up. Afterward, I admit that I thought, “Well, that was rather selfish of me…taking up so much space with reiterated statements on another man’s web log.” So the comment above has been truncated — below this long, bracketed explanation — to be less repetitious. Feel free to delete the version above if you find it too long and redundant; below is the truncated one. Sorry about the initial verbosity! It’s just such a crucial subject to debate…]

Begging your pardon, I’m not sure how it could possibly matter what others “consider insulting.” If the intention is good, then that should be the focus — not someone’s need to find something, anything, to get his feelings hurt about. Otherwise, any arbitrary term can be deemed “offensive,” and suddenly, the well-meaning person is vilified to some extent. No deal. If that’s enabled, it will never stop.

It’s incredibly important to prioritize free speech over the demands of those with the gall to decide what others mean when they speak.

Why transsexuals — or any group of people, for that matter — would want to infantilize themselves by letting mere words hurt them is beyond me. Equality and special treatment can’t exist at the same time. The ideal mindset: “I refuse others the permission to use my words as weapons against themselves.”

There’s no insult in the term “sex change.” It’s an accurate term if someone has undergone sex-change procedures. It’s merely descriptive.

Yes, I know this is a website about computer games, but as I said (well, typed) before, it doesn’t hurt to think about these things. How could it, right?

This alarmingly apologetic society needs to have a meeting or something. Adults who consider themselves intelligent, telling others how to talk…I don’t get the lack of objectivity.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 11, 2016 at 8:10 am			

			
				
				No worries. I welcome all points of view as long as they don’t descend to the level of personal insults.

I do think that words have more shades of meaning and cultural power than your statements would imply. My own policy is to try not to insult anyone if I can avoid doing so without conflicting with the values any good writer of narrative history should strive for: those of clarity, directness, and accuracy. Let me give an example from another fraught area that has never come up on this blog thanks to the lily-white nature of 1980s computer gaming.

I would never call a black person a “Negro” (much less that word’s uglier diminutive) because I recognize that the vast majority of black people consider the word insulting thanks to the historical freight it carries. If I persisted in using the word, knowing about that history and how black people feel about it, persisted in insisting that it’s just a neutral, descriptive term, I would no longer be taking a neutral position at all. I would have rather descended into passive aggression. On the other hand, I can’t bear to use the mealy-mouthed “African-American” either because it conflicts with my writerly values: it’s unclear, indirect, and inaccurate to boot. (Most black people in the United States have no connection whatsoever to Africa, and many came to the country from South America, the Caribbean, or other places rather than Africa.) So, I long since settled, in both writing and speech, on the simple description of “black.” No black person has ever taken offense at that term — or, if they have, they’ve never told me about it.

In the case in question, it’s not difficult for me to excise the words “sex change” while maintaining clarity, directness, and accuracy, so I’m happy to do so. Having read the link that Bert provided, I realize that there is some baggage behind the term beyond transsexuals feeling arbitrarily insulted by it, particularly in the exact context in which I was using it. That context implies that a physical sex change is the precondition to becoming a transsexual. Most transsexuals, however, feel very strongly that they were born as essentially female personalities in male bodies, or vice versa, and thus that they were transsexual from birth. Without taking a position on the merits of that argument, about which I know little, I’m happy to honor their feelings by excising the term “sex change” from my previous articles and avoiding its use going forward.

Many transsexuals and those who support them would also have me never use the names under which the characters in questions were born and under which they lived during the period of which I write. That I just can’t do without comprising my writerly values — because to do so would be, again, unclear, indirect, and inaccurate. I feel very strongly that no one gets to rewrite history, no matter how good her intentions in doing so may be. The historical reality is that the people at Interplay in the 1980s knew a Bill Heineman, not a Rebecca Heineman. Another alternative would be to engage in longer, more tortured discussions every time a transsexual comes up in this history. That, again, I’m unwilling to do because it would make every article involving a transsexual, even in the bit roles played by all three of the transsexuals mentioned in this article, to some extent *about* that person’s transsexuality. I consider that far more demeaning of these individuals and their often rich lives and accomplishments than the approach I’ve opted for.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 11, 2016 at 8:36 am			

			
				
				Thank you for the thoughtful reply, Jimmy. I still feel that if an adult in his right mind actually allows himself to feel “insulted” by words whose intentions are clearly positive (or benign), it’s his problem, not the writer’s / speaker’s — but you’ve (obviously) made some great points, and it’s nice to see that you’ve at least given such matters a lot of thought, rather than allowing yourself to be irrationally guilted by this current “Don’t say that; say this” climate.

I agree on “African American,” and extend it to “Native American.” I grew up in New Mexico; an Indian friend once asked, “Why do white people want to refer to us by the names of our oppressors?” An interesting twist!

Thanks again for the response.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 11, 2016 at 9:02 am			

			
				
				I’m fine with “Native American” because, unlike African-American, it’s actually clearer, more direct, and more accurate than the alternative. “Indian” immediately raises the question of whether you’re talking about North Americans or Asians, and saying “American Indian” sounds like an oxymoron. But to each his own. ;)

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Chris			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 6:32 am			

			
				
				Jimmy has taken the right approach. And I’ll politely remind you that telling someone how to talk or write is to champion a form of censorship, which should be considered intolerable in any case. It’s disturbing that so many people walk around correcting each other these days. It’s very important to take a step back and consider what you’re enabling.

The *intention* behind someone’s words must be prioritized, not another person’s deliberately oversensitive interpretation. Besides, even if the writer or speaker (this is extremely hypothetical) doesn’t mean well…so what? What’s the worst that could happen? You stop listening to him. Big deal. This weirdly apologetic society needs to stop being so gullible and easily, unfoundedly guilted.

Avoiding censorship is certainly more important than eggshell-walking just in case anyone’s immature enough to be “offended” by mere word choices.

That all sounds much more accusatory than I intended. I can’t think of a more gentle way to articulate it, but then, I’m not sure you require gentleness, so just take it as a respectful disagreement between adults instead of some kind of stale comment-section head-butting, which isn’t what I’m going for.

How about this: It couldn’t hurt to at least contemplate these matters before knee-jerking into complainy territory due to constant battery by pressure-sensitivity groups that have wormed their Orwellian ways into nearly every corner of discourse.

Personal freedom of expression should take precedence over every other semantic consideration. “Sensitivity” is not more important than accuracy, especially in articles of this sort.

If you disagree, great — but ironically, your ability to voice your opinion as loudly as you like is contingent on the privilege that others have to use whichever words *they* like.

Jeez, I’m writing pompously tonight. I guess discussing this stuff is more useful in person, so the demeanor isn’t mistaken as excessively confrontational!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				GeoX			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 4:41 am			

			
				
				While I agree that Jimmy’s taking the right tack here, nobody in this debate is “censoring” anyone.  It’s my right to tell you to shut up, and it’s your right to respond by telling me to take a long walk off a short pier.  All part of the discourse.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				A Couch			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 6:19 am			

			
				
				I completely see your point and sympathize with the dilemma, but I have to say I’ve hesitated recommending the blog to my transgender friends because of this policy. One in particular I know would have loved it to bits but was soured when I explained it as a caveat. I don’t think that they’re being “over-sensitive” nor are you being offensive and degenerating, so that there’s not really any villains, just reasonable people all around representing their own perspectives — but ultimately, they ended up not reading this great blog, and that’s a shame from whatever perspective you take on the issue. I have no clue, personally, what could be done to alleviate the gridlock.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 12:28 am			

			
				
				Well, the onus is clearly on those who are allowing the words of someone with *good intentions* (there are those two words again…they’re truly the crux of any such discussion, though) to keep them from reading a web log that actually has nothing to do with such semantic debates, comment sections notwithstanding. It’s about computer games. Their presumed reading enjoyment would come from that area.

I would definitely call that “over-sensitive.” Why infantilize oneself by giving words, even those that are meant well, such power over one’s decisions?

I say this adult-to-adult, by the way — there’s no hostility from my end. I think your peaceful, see-both-sides approach is wise. It’s funny, though…the few transsexuals I’ve known have expressed distaste for being treated with kid gloves, as they consider it condescending. And indeed, one can’t have special treatment and equality at the same time; and if he respects himself and isn’t feeling vigilantly defensive for reasons of his own, he shouldn’t want it.

Here’s what I don’t get. No sarcasm here; it’s truly a lack of comprehension on my part. I thought that changing one’s sex was considered by transsexuals and their friends to be this great, courageous achievement. If one pretends that, say, a current woman was never male, where is the transformation that’s ostensibly being celebrated? Where’s the achievement, if history is rewritten?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 3:44 am			

			
				
				The intentions of the writer or speaker should be the default consideration when this sort of matter arises. In this case, the intentions are good. Anything subsequently applied by another person isn’t the responsibility of the writer.

And wouldn’t it be rather condescending to assume that all transsexuals are delicate and easily hurt by mere words — especially words whose impetus is so obviously positive? Is Jimmy supposed to bend over backward to ensure that nobody on Earth who might read his web log will encounter a word that he or she wouldn’t happen to use? Where’s the freedom of expression there?

Here’s what I don’t understand (no sarcasm; it’s a sheer matter of incomprehension on my part): As transsexuals consider the transformation from, say, male to female to be a courageous accomplishment, isn’t that accomplishment negated if one pretends that the female was never a male? When attempts at revising history are made, and the transformation itself is overlooked, what’s left for the achievement derive from? Why not allow that source of pride to remain?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 3:47 am			

			
				
				Yeargh! That keeps happening! My comment disappears, and I reckon that I’ve posted wrongly, or have included something that you don’t find appropriate, so I post again, wondering what to leave out in order to get it approved — and both show up at the same time!

Maybe I should just shut up until I have another comment about the current game being covered. :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 8:03 am			

			
				
				The problem is that you keep entering different email addresses. When a new email address tries to comment, the comment is automatically held for moderation. You’re welcome to use a fake email address if you like, but just use the *same* one, and your comments will show up immediately. ;)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 8:43 am			

			
				
				That’s just it; I made sure to use the same e-mail address both times. What’s more likely is that I need to stop thinking that I have even the most basic of common technologies figured out!

(I’ve never entered a fake e-mail address here, by the way; I trust you.) :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 9:05 am			

			
				
				Mmm, not quite. In the older comments you used an email address involving a drummer boy; now you’re using an email address that seems to be your actual name. Both may be legitimate, of course, but that’s why your latest round of comments was held for moderation.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ABQChris			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 10:04 am			

			
				
				I probably used drummerboy in the earliest comments from last week, but the last two (the two in question) were my “real name” address. It’s cool, though; I’ve figured out what happened. Until the site sees my name re-entered and realizes that it’s the same commenter, my previous comment, which is being held for moderation, is invisible to me, as it is to everyone else. Only when I re-post under the same name / e-mail am I “recognized” and they both show up and inform me that they’re awaiting moderation.

So the lesson is that I need to be more patient. :)
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				NPC			

			
				February 28, 2016 at 10:11 am			

			
				
				Typo: “Unfortunately, his ability to built on its legacy…”

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				February 28, 2016 at 10:22 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Chris Floyd			

			
				February 28, 2016 at 9:04 pm			

			
				
				While it may not have been a literal first, Wasteland really made an impression on me by having a sticker on it warning of “mature content.”  I don’t think I remember seeing that on the shelves of Software Etc. until Wasteland.  At least, not on an RPG–I suppose there must have been something like that for the first Leisure Suit Larry?  I have to admit I was fascinated by that prospect as a twelve year old gaming nerd.  Anyway, you mentioned the gleeful violence of the setting, but there were also famously mutant prostitutes who could give you Wasteland Herpes.  Good times… (?)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				February 29, 2016 at 3:57 pm			

			
				
				“Pavlish instinctively wanted to make the two types of pistols capable of holding 16 or 32 bullets. But St. Andre and Stackpole insisted that they hold 7 or 18, just like their real-world inspirations. ”

This seems like a rather odd example to me. An M1911 holds 7+1 rounds, and a Beretta M9 (which would fit perfectly as a basis for the alternative in a 1980s game) holds (IIRC) 15+1. If you leave off the “+1” (representing the round held in the chamber) for simplicity, you get 7 and 15, which (counting the 0) translate to ranges of 8 and 16 – perfect powers of two.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 6:36 am			

			
				
				Well, sure, if we make up our own weapons it’s easy to make numbers that don’t hold up. ;) If we use the weapons in the game, however, we have to reckon with one that holds 7 rounds and one that holds 18. The pistols in the game are two somethings called an M1911A1 and a VP91Z.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 4:17 pm			

			
				
				The VP91Z is based on the West German VP70, which was never common in the US – it makes zero thematic sense sense to have a minimally-upgraded version being a standard weapon, while the M9 *would* have made perfect sense, as it replaced the M1911A1 as the standard US Army service weapon and there are millions in the US. It’s like having a cop game where your two choices of patrol car are a Chevrolet Impala and a Porshe 911.

It would also have an ammunition range of 0-15, which is a perfect 4-bit range, just like the M1911 has a perfect three-bit 0-7 range. It would have been a more elegant programming situation and make far more sense. It just seems like they were looking for a “we’re above these programming matters” fight.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Scott Gage			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 2:39 am			

			
				
				Typo check!

Ditto the parser-based conversation engine engine that occasionally pops up

(His saw his first such book, set in the universe of FASA’s BattleTech game, was published almost simultaneously with Wasteland and The Bard’s Tale III.)

Also, you’re doing Pool of Radiance next? Be still my beating heart! One of my favourite CRPGs of all time, looking forward to it.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 1, 2016 at 6:23 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 16, 2016 at 7:49 pm			

			
				
				“a mechanism not see in any previous CRPG”

Not seen, I think.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 17, 2016 at 6:44 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				March 16, 2016 at 8:05 pm			

			
				
				“In general, I just don’t find humor that’s based on transgression rather than wit to be all that humorous.”

In these days of Tarantino and Sin City, Wasteland comes across as positively tame.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				HankScorpio83			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 9:42 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for another great article!

Not to be pedantic, but for a little clarification, one of your criticisms of the writing consistency mentions that the game is set in 1998, yet has absurdly advanced technology.

The setting is actually in 2087, while the nuclear war created the “Wasteland” occurred in 1998.  That seems to make a little more sense for having clones and whatnot. :)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 22, 2016 at 8:03 am			

			
				
				Yes, but my point was rather that it’s hard to imagine how technology could have advanced so much in the intervening years, considering the whole nuclear-apocalypse thing that wrecked the planet and killed almost everyone.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				HankScorpio83			

			
				March 22, 2016 at 1:33 pm			

			
				
				Great point that I totally missed!  My bad.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Andrew Schultz			

			
				March 29, 2016 at 6:42 am			

			
				
				Wow! Lots of neat stuff. I didn’t know Pavlish was only 20. I pictured him as 40 years old. I’ve also never seen Red Dawn.

I also remember seeing Ybarra’s name and asking “What does a producer do?” in HS. A hotshot programmer friend: “nothing, really.” Guess that’s not true.

Number pedantry as well: Supreme Jerk was about level 185, not 500. I remember the day I discovered how to level up all the way, and I remember being disappointed/thrilled when my next level got a new rank, or didn’t.

http://wasteland.wikia.com/wiki/List_of_Promotions

I also remember when trying to write Wasteland maps from disk, I couldn’t find anything that looked like 32×32…I had to load in save states. So the compression job is very impressive.

I also was disappointed I never really got to explore Las Vegas despite winning the game, and what sticks with me is the bigness of LV–I could’ve searched through all the buildings, but I didn’t. Maybe I thought of LV as a huge populous city too, or maybe the similar random buildings got me tired. But it wasn’t until I replayed with an emulator that I really explored it.

I remember trying to construct a linear version of the game and failing and then reading an interview with Ken St Andre where he said there wasn’t any.

And one of the things that made WL replayable to me was trying to improve those odd skills or finding what they were for. They really did use them all, and it was neat to find–oh, of course, bomb disarm works well here.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 30, 2016 at 9:03 am			

			
				
				Looks like Supreme Jerks comes at level 183. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





			




				
		
	
		
			
				Opening the Gold Box, Part 1: Joel Billings and SSI

				March 4, 2016
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I’m a game player, mostly, that’s about it. I’m pretty dull, actually.

— Joel Billings



Joel Billings is about as close to a literal lifelong gamer as it’s possible to be. His father taught him to play the old Avalon Hill wargame classic Tactics II in 1965, when he was just 7 years old. Robert Billings, who regarded gaming only as an occasional pleasant diversion, soon had cause to wonder whether that introduction has been a wise move; young Joel got obsessed right from the first. Instead of playing with cars or model trains, Joel re-fought the major battles of World War II and the American Civil War on his bedroom floor, having simultaneous and almost equally pitched real-world battles with the family dog, who wanted to play too. While other boys played sports, or merely watched them, Joel was determined to simulate them. He tried to recreate every single game of the 1969 football season for every single team — hundreds of individual matches — using Strat-O-Matic Football, finally stopping out of sheer exhaustion with just twenty or so matches left to play. Encouraged to find a more social outlet for his “hobby,” he raided his high school’s chess club to form a wargaming club with himself as founder, president, and, it seems safe to say, most passionate member by a country mile. The same could be said of the company he would later found.

But it was awfully hard in those early days for Joel or anyone in his family to imagine how he could turn his passion into a living wage, especially given that he wasn’t and would never be so much a start-from-scratch designer as an avid, gifted player. After doing well at his suburban Los Angeles high school despite the lure of wargames — he graduated 19th in a class of 572 — he proceeded to Claremont Men’s College in 1975 to pursue a degree in Economics. There he continued with his beloved wargames, betwixt and between and every chance he got. He would sometimes enter three divisions of a wargaming tournament simultaneously, an obligation later described by Al Tommervik of Softalk magazine as “roughly akin to playing a couple of dozen simultaneous chess matches against near masters.”

The late 1970s were a good time to be a wargamer. In terms of dollars and cents, this period was the tabletop-wargame industry’s golden age. Annual sales grew at a rate of 40 percent or more for the better part of the decade, peaking in 1979 at $15.5 million. Those may sound like small numbers in comparison with many another entertainment industry, but for wargaming, always the very definition of a niche hobby, they were very good ones indeed in comparison to what had come before and, less happily, what would soon follow. Surveys reckoned over a quarter of a million Americans were active wargamers, with an average age of just 22 years. (In the years to follow, one of those numbers would plummet while the other rose precipitously.) Joel Billings — smart, from comfortable circumstances, and 21 years old in 1979 — was practically the prototypical specimen of the breed.

In those days wargaming was absolutely dominated by a Coke and a Pepsi, whose combined sales accounted for 80 percent of the industry as a whole. Wargaming’s Coke was Avalon Hill, the big, traditionalist institution whose Tactics, generally regarded as the urtext of the modern wargame, had birthed the industry back in 1954. Its Pepsi was the younger, slightly smaller, slightly hungrier, arguably more innovative Simulations Publications, Incorporated, universally known as SPI. The two companies were each regarded with great love and loyalty by their respective fans, who felt they could discern a distinct personality not only in the marketing and packaging of each company’s games but in the games’ rules as well. Plenty of wargamers were stalwart loyalists to one camp or the other, refusing to buy or play a game by the rival company. Joel wasn’t quite that extreme, but was always an Avalon Hill man when push came to shove.

Joel Billings, the man destined to bring the culture of chits and dice into collision with that of bits and bytes, had his first run-in with computers early in his time at Claremont College. He wound up, more by happenstance than desire, in a BASIC programming class conducted with the mediation of a big DEC PDP-10. This first encounter didn’t rock his world the way it did that of so many characters we’ve met on this blog — Joel had already found his lifelong passion when he had first played Tactics II all those years ago — but he did find the experience interesting, and found he had a certain aptitude for it as well. It started him to musing about the changes computers might wreak on his own favored hobby. For his final project in the class, he wrote a simple little two-player tank game. It was a wargame in only the most generous definition of the term, but it was a start. In the meantime, he parlayed that class into a six-month internship at Amdahl Corporation, a maker of mainframe computers located in Silicon Valley, during his senior year at university.

After graduating from Claremont College in May of 1979, Joel traveled up the coast again to take a summer job with Amdahl before he went on to graduate school at the University of Chicago. As he had before, he stayed in a spare apartment above the house of David Rubinfien, an uncle. Immersed in the world of big mainframe iron as he was, Joel had only recently become aware of the nascent PC revolution. But as soon as he’d seen his first TRS-80 he’d begun wondering what these new microcomputers might be able to do for his hobby. Rubinfien, as always supportive of and helpful to his nephew and possessed of some connections in the Valley to boot, encouraged him to find out.

Joel first talked to some programmers who worked for IBM, but they told him flat-out that his idea of creating a wargame reminiscent of the tabletop games he loved on the microcomputers of the day was absurd. Undaunted, Joel hung flyers in several of the local computer shops. With the moment of decision looming ever closer — did he stay here and try to make a computerized wargame or did he go off to graduate school? — he was contacted in early August by one John Lyon. Eighteen years Joel’s senior, Lyon was an experienced programmer currently working for Control Data who loved wargames almost as much as Joel. He had never programmed a microcomputer before, but he didn’t let that stop him. “This is what opportunity looks like when it knocks,” Lyon had told the sales clerk standing by the store’s bulletin board. “And I’m going to answer it.”

Pressed for time as they were, Joel and John settled on a rather blatant computerized clone of an old Avalon Hill classic called Bismarck, a simulation of the legendary German battleship‘s ill-fated attempt to break out into the Atlantic shipping lanes in 1941. In addition to offering a completed design to start from, Bismarck seemed ideal in a number of other ways. For one thing, its was a popular subject known even to many non-military-history buffs thanks to the classic war flick Sink the Bismarck!  But there were also other, less obvious considerations. Joel had long since realized that the computer had the potential to bring two hugely salable advancements to the traditional tabletop wargame, and a Bismarck game would be well-nigh ideal for demonstrating both of them.

One advancement would be true hidden movement. Implementing a proper “fog of war” presented an obvious problem for a tabletop wargame where each player was tracking moves on the same game board and needed to be able to make sure the other wasn’t cheating. The problem of fog of war was so vexing yet so essential to any realistic simulation of military conflict that some of the most elaborate wargames had taken to requiring a third participant, a referee who could serve as a neutral arbiter and keep track of each player’s units in relation to the others; you can imagine how popular that thankless role was. A computerized version of Bismarck could demonstrate to fine effect the computer’s ability to simulate the fog of war. Indeed, one might say that this entire scenario revolved around the fog of war: the really difficult part for the British side was simply finding the Bismarck. The British forces were so overwhelming in comparison to the German that, as Joel puts it, “if you find the Bismarck you’re likely to kill it.”

The other advantage computers brought to the (non-)table was of course to eliminate not only the need for a referee but also the need for another player, to provide an artificially intelligent opponent who was up for a game any time you were. Artificial intelligence was, however, a hard task to shoehorn into a microcomputer of 1979 vintage. It was here that the second big advantage of Joel and John’s choice of games came in: with a Bismarck game, they really didn’t need much of an artificial intelligence at all. The order of battle for the German side of things consisted of only the Bismarck itself and a single escorting cruiser; the tiny flotilla’s strategic and tactical options were pretty much limited to “sail as quickly as possible and hope the British forces don’t find them.” Surely the computer could manage that much. All John Lyon needed do was restrict the human player to only playing the British side.
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Lyon set to work programming the game, using only text because that’s all the borrowed North Star CP/M machine he and Joel had scrounged could manage; neither of these two would-be microcomputer-software impresarios yet owned an actual microcomputer. Meanwhile his uncle set up several meetings with venture capitalists, which didn’t yield any immediately tangible results. But then the Silicon Valley grapevine reached Trip Hawkins, a young man only a few older than Joel who worked for a company Joel had barely heard of to this point: Apple Computer. A venture capitalist called Hawkins to tell him about this interesting proposal that was coming from an inexperienced youngster with questionable credentials to pull it off. If Hawkins would quit his job at Apple and become president of the new company, the venture capitalist said, he could guarantee him ample financing. Hawkins wasn’t ready to do any such thing, but he was intrigued enough by the venture capitalist’s description to meet with Joel.

The two were polar opposites in temperament, Hawkins charismatic, nakedly ambitious, and dynamic while Joel was quiet, staid, and thoughtful. Both, however, had grown up similarly steeped in the games culture of the 1960s and 1970s. Eager to foster the games industry that he hoped to enter in his own right someday soon, Hawkins offered to join the board of any prospective company, provided that Joel was willing to develop his game on the Apple II. The Apple II had been overshadowed by the likes of the TRS-80 and all those CP/M machines to date, Hawkins admitted, but it was having a very good 1979 and was poised to come on strong in the new decade — poised to be “the computer of the future.” He was, to give credit where it’s due, largely right in this. The Apple II would indeed become the premier gaming computer of the next several years, thanks not least to a standout feature that Hawkins didn’t hesitate to point out to Joel: its color bitmap graphics. If they made their Bismarck game for the Apple II, Joel and John could substitute a color picture of the North Atlantic for textual descriptions of the situation.

Hawkins’s participation should play well with the many Silicon Valley venture capitalists who already knew him as a bright young spark, and he could even get Joel access to Apple’s own distribution network and customer rolls. And, far from being a sacrifice, going with the burgeoning Apple II as the new company’s platform of choice seemed a logical course. Hawkins promised to join the board, and Apple II it was from then on.

Still, Joel remained cautious by nature. All too aware of his own lack of experience, he cast about for a bigger partner to shoulder some of the risk and some of the responsibility. He screwed up his courage to call the home of his self-described “heroes” at the wargaming Mecca of Avalon Hill, and managed to get Thomas N. Shaw — game designer, founding editor of Avalon Hill’s in-house magazine The General, and the most long-serving employee of the company — on the other end of the line. Shaw, in Joel’s words, “blew him off,” said Avalon Hill was already investigating the field of computer gaming for themselves and didn’t particularly need the help of a 21-year-old with no relevant experience, thank you very much. Joel’s next call was to Automated Simulations, a computer-games publisher founded by two veteran tabletop wargamers that struck him as the only publisher remotely close in background and spirit to what he was trying to do. But, flying high on the sales of their proto-CRPG Temple of Apshai, Automated Simulatons was more interested in adding to that line than branching out into computer wargames. And, once again, they remained distinctly unimpressed by young Joel himself. If Joel wanted to do this thing, he would have to do it alone.

He had definitively decided at last that he did want to do this thing. At the last possible instant, he obtained a one-year deferral on graduate school and an extension of his summer job at Amdahl to pay the bills while he tried to get his company off the ground. Being a methodical sort who did anything he decided to do thoroughly and conscientiously, Joel, with the assistance of a sympathetic older colleague from Amdahl named David Bowen, prepared an evolving series of business plans over the last five months of 1979, using data drawn from trade journals and a survey he passed out at a local tabletop-gaming convention. They make for fascinating reading today. For instance, one data point had ominous implications for the wargames industry, still sanguine in their expectations of double-digit annual growth in the decade to come, if only anyone there had happened to see it: Joel found from his survey that wargamers who purchased computers immediately saw their expenditures on tabletop games drop by an average of 41 percent.

In one of these documents, Joel shows a remarkable understanding of the nature of experiential gaming and what makes it different and important.

It is believed that users of these games are attempting to create a fantasy world in which they can obtain role identification with heroic figures. This is similar to reading a good book or watching TV, except that in a game it is more interactive, lively, or “hot.” Wargames provide historical realism and heroes with the basic requirements of a good game: elements of skill, strategy, and chance. Typical wargames allow role identification with heroes like General Patton, various admirals, Napoleon, and so on.


The business plans paint a picture of a busy little factory, with a large staff of programmers under Lyon beavering away to turn out games at a rapid clip. For all the plans’ diligence, they don’t evince much understanding of the nature of intellectual property. Under the heading of “Overall Product Strategy,” the final plan unabashedly states that “computerized versions of existing [tabletop] games” will be the company’s early priority, with “computerized wargames designed by a top-flight game designer with a computer in mind from the beginning” coming only later as resources permit. Ah, well… Joel’s company would hardly be the only respected publisher to have a dodgy understanding of intellectual property in the wild and woolly early days of the software industry.

The name of Joel’s venture changed several times. What started out as the placeholder “Company A” became “Computer Simulations,” and only then “Strategic Simulations.” Joel first took to abbreviating the name to “SS,” but the historical connotations of those two letters — especially to wargamers, who tended to be all too steeped in the very era of history in question — were too ugly to let them stand alone. So he settled at last on SSI, for “Strategic Simulations, Incorporated,” an abbreviation with the added bonus of harking back to the tabletop-wargaming institution of SPI. The incorporation in question occurred on December 27, 1979.

Even with Trip Hawkins’s backing, Joel still hadn’t found any venture capitalists willing to take a chance on computerized wargaming by that date. So Joel’s family finally came through to fund his dream, raising some $40,000 in seed capital among themselves. Joel’s big sister Susan quit her job as admitting-and-registration manager at a hospital to run the accounting side of the venture, to serve as office manager, and, just possibly, to keep an eye on her little brother on behalf of the family that had just entrusted him with so much of their money and faith. Susan, who had no particular interest in games or computers, took the job on as a favor and a family obligation. “For the first couple of years, I said I’d stay six months and then leave,” she remembers. “I thought it was a temporary thing.” Instead she would remain throughout SSI’s long run, becoming in her way as integral to the company as Joel himself. This even though she never did much warm to games or computers: “I never felt an affinity for the products. My feelings were for the operation and the people.”
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John Lyon finished SSI’s first game in late January of 1980. Still not the slightest bit interested in disguising its origins in the Avalon Hill Bismarck, Joel titled it simply Computer Bismarck. No matter. Computer Bismarck, generally regarded today as the first serious wargame to appear on a microcomputer, made for a very impressive product for those in SSI’s target demographic. Recognizing the need to present a professional appearance — especially in light of Computer Bismarck‘s $60 price tag, four or five times the price of the typical computer game at the time — Joel had taken the unusual step of hiring an artist and packaging designer for SSI right out of the gate. In an industry still dominated by Ziploc baggies stuffed with hand-scrawled photocopied title cards, Computer Bismarck shipped in an actual box sporting Louis Saekow’s ominous head-on graphic of the Bismarck itself. Inside was not only a real, professionally typeset manual but also a generous collection of player aids, including a map and counters for keeping track of those aspects of the strategic situation that the program, even with the aid of the Apple II’s bitmap graphics, couldn’t always show.
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Through the auspices of the well-connected Trip Hawkins, Joel made his first significant sale in early February, 50 copies of the game to the Los Altos Computerland. A week later SSI moved out of Joel’s apartment, where by the end there he had been forced to wind his way through a hedge maze built from the first 1000 copies of Computer Bismarck just to reach his bed. After the move, the first of six to ever larger digs that SSI would make over the next decade, Joel hung a map of the United States on the wall. Every time an SSI game sold in a new city, he’d put a pin in the map. Within six weeks, the map was positively bristling with them. Its purpose served, Joel pulled the map off the wall.

They were on their way, but budgets were decidedly tight. That first office space was nothing but a big empty room. Unable to afford cubicles, they made “offices” out of walls of boxes. “When someone grumbled later about not having an office,” Susan remembers, “we’d say the president had a wall of boxes for an office, so you’re in good company.” Despite working for an alleged computer company, Susan managed all of the accounts on paper, with the aid of only “one of those out-of-the-movies adding machines that only does addition and subtraction.” At $15 at the local surplus store, the price had been right.
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SSI spent all the money they weren’t spending inside their offices trying to make a good impression outside of them. Determined to advertise Computer Bismarck as something genuinely new under the sun, they came up with a catchy slogan: “The $2160 Wargame!” (The extra $2100, of course, referred to the approximate cost of the Apple II system needed to run it.) Just as Joel had hoped, Computer Bismarck attracted significant attention in traditional wargaming circles, getting big writeups in hardcore magazines like Fire and Movement. Computerized wargames were “here at last,” wrote Joel in his “Designer’s Notes” addendum to that article, “and I suggest you run out and buy a home computer as soon as you can justify it to your wife, girlfriend, or mother.” And at least to some extent his readers apparently did. SSI wound up selling almost 8000 copies of Computer Bismarck. That number may not sound spectacular today, but it wasn’t bad for a niche product in what remained a niche industry. By year’s end Lyon and his team had churned out a few more, slightly less blatantly cloned wargames. SSI’s year-end balance sheet showed a loss of $60,000, but that was hardly unexpected for the first-year startup. They believed they were well on the road to profitability. At the same time, though, Joel was well on the road to overhauling the way that SSI did business.

[image: Joel with a single computer and a homemade sign at the June 1980 Origins gaming convention.]Joel with a single computer and a homemade sign at the June 1980 Origins gaming convention.


What caused him to rethink himself was an unsolicited and thoroughly unexpected package that arrived within months of the release of Computer Bismarck. In the package was a game from an Arkansan named Dan Bunten,1 a football simulation that used the Apple II’s optional paddle controllers to brilliant effect. Bunten wanted to know if SSI would be interested in publishing it. Hard as it may be to believe, this was a business model that had never occurred to Joel. Instead of killing themselves to design and program all these games in-house, SSI could curate games from outside developers — handle the packaging and marketing while leaving the tough, unpredictable creative effort to others. If Joel needed any further convincing, the fact that Bunten’s slick football game made SSI’s in-house games look rather workmanlike provided plenty. SSI published Computer Quarterback in September of 1980 as their first non-in-house-developed game. It promptly became by far the fastest seller in their catalog, just in case Joel needed yet further convincing.

SSI’s year-end 1980 “business plan,” really a state-of-the-business report, incorporates an important change from the original plan: “SSI is now relying on outside designers to provide roughly half of all new products.” That percentage would only increase in the years to come. Joel’s original vision of SSI as a sort of wargames factory, with a small army of programmers beavering away to churn out games, would never materialize. No big loss. This new way worked so much better.

As the existence of Computer Quarterback will attest, SSI’s games almost immediately began to depart from the most literal definition of a wargame. Within a few years they would add to their growing military-history library not only more sports games, but also economic simulations, political challenges, and science-fictional scenarios. Somewhat to the chagrin of Joel, a hardcore military wargamer first and last, the average non-military game actually sold much better than the average military; the biggest sellers of all in SSI’s first few years were Computer Quarterback and Computer Baseball.

Yet, like the games of most publishers carving out an identity in the young industry, SSI’s games did all tend to share a personality. In an earlier article, I described that personality as “almost aggressively off-putting.” While not the kindest description I’ve ever written, I think it holds true to the way the average non-wargamer perceived them. It’s right there in the name of the company that made them. These games were very eager to brand themselves as thinking people’s strategic simulations rather than mere games. Rather than minimizing complexities, they reveled in them — that’s to say, they reveled in as many complexities as it was actually possible to generate on a 48 K Apple II. Like the tabletop wargames that inspired them, mechanical elegance, interface, and aesthetics all took a back seat to the idea of recreating history. It may sound like stereotyping to say that most of SSI’s games were written by serious-minded bearded men in home offices whose walls were lined with military-history books… but, well, most of SSI’s games were written by serious-minded bearded men in home offices whose walls were lined with military-history books. Long after the rest of the industry had sworn off BASIC for high-performance machine language, SSI continued to happily accept and publish games written in pure BASIC, hundreds of lines of amateurish spaghetti code. For the SSI hardcore, who like tabletop wargamers loved to explore and tinker with rules in the name of historical accuracy or what-if scenarios, the use of easily listable and modifiable BASIC was as much plus as minus. The great Sid Meier gave us the maxim that “fun trumps realism” in game design. One might say that SSI’s games took the opposite position. But, almost paradoxically, for the niche of people on their wavelength the realism — or the abstract idea of realism, whatever the actual reality of simulation on a 48 K Apple II — was the fun.

For everyone else, the appeal of these baroque, balky, bulky creations remained a mystery. The shops often didn’t know quite what to do with them. Here’s Ed Thomas, a former manager of Software Etc.’s showcase store in Manhattan:

The boxes were half again as big as any other box on the shelf, and they were these intricate wargames with names like Beachhead: Moscow, 1944. I hated those boxes. The only way to display them was to put them on the top shelf, which messed up the order I was trying to establish. In addition, the covers weren’t very attractive, and I never had enough of any one title to face-out the boxes. These damned over-sized, ugly boxes were not at all worth the trouble they caused. I took an immediate dislike to the company that was giving me such a hard time.

That was my first encounter with Strategic Simulations, Inc., a company filled, I was sure, with people who, when not writing intricate computer code, were in a military-style war room recreating D-Day.


SSI proved uniquely impervious to the depredations of the software pirates who were causing so much outrage elsewhere in the industry. Their fool-proof method of copy protection didn’t involve mismatched sector numbers or manual-lookup schemes. It was rather the simple fact that few of the people who copied and traded games could care less about those of SSI. The piracy scene just couldn’t be bothered, unless it was to have an occasional game to mock for its ugly graphics, its slowness, and its sheer BASICness.
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The niche audience for SSI’s games — niche even by the standards of the still tiny software industry in general — sharply limited the potential sales of each of them. As Joel himself put it in 1982, “I’m just a niche in a subset.” And then there were so many sub-niches within SSI’s niche: a dedicated sports gamer raised on Strat-O-Matic Football might not care about military titles at all, a World War II buff might not have any interest in American Civil War games. Relying on the fact that many of the dedicated hardcore would buy lots of games within the sub-niche that did appeal to them, SSI made it up in the sheer volume of titles they published. They really were astoundingly prolific. Already in that 1980 business plan they are planning to leverage all those outside designers to release a new game for every month of 1981. Shockingly, they pulled it off, and kept right on flooding the market with titles thereafter.

In the first four years of SSI’s existence, they released no fewer than 43 separate games, not counting ports and enhanced editions. Most of these never came close to cracking five digits in total unit sales. Some barely sold 2000 copies. Precisely three of them cracked 20,000 units, with the most successful of them all, Computer Baseball, a real outlier at over 45,000 copies sold. Titles like that presumably broke through to some extent beyond the SSI hardcore. But mostly SSI relied on the fanatically loyal customers who bought lots of their games and quite possibly no games at all from anyone else. With virtually none of their games selling in enough quantities to meet even the most generous definition of a hit, their ever expanding back catalog was everything. Each SSI game, even those that initially struggled to sell 1000 units, remained available for years. It would, for instance, still be possible to buy a brand new copy of good old Computer Bismarck in 1986 — and still for a full $60 at that.

It was a comfortable niche as niches go, but there was only room for one company there. About six months after Computer Bismarck, Avalon Hill, as Tom Shaw had once told Joel they would, started their own line of computerized wargames. That, combined with the existence of Computer Bismarck, was a recipe for trouble. Sure enough, Avalon Hill was soon marketing computerized versions of some of their other tabletop classics using the same prefix: Computer Diplomacy, Computer Football Strategy, Computer Circus Maximus. Just to aggravate the confusion, Avalon Hill coincidentally released a second edition of the tabletop Bismarck, which had been out of print for a number of years, the very same year as Computer Bismarck. With the two companies in direct competition, a call from the lawyers was inevitable. SSI got off relatively easy: sued for trademark and copyright infringement in 1984, they settled by agreeing to pay Avalon Hill a lump sum of $30,000 and a 5 percent royalty on future sales — which, given that Computer Bismarck was by then almost five years old and creakily archaic, were likely to be modest at best even for the back-catalog-driven SSI.

All told, Avalon Hill plugged away at the computer thing for a good five years, but despite the drawing power of their name among tabletop veterans could never quite catch up to SSI in either sales or wargamer respect, could never quite get their computer division to turn a real profit. Part of the problem was doubtless that their games, being programmed by a rather unimaginative in-house team, were “really simple,” as Joel puts it, in comparison to SSI’s — not a good thing to players that craved the validation of complexity. And part of their problem was doubtless just the disadvantages of being second. SSI already owned this market. Stymieing the giant that had once blown him off had to bring a smile of vindication even to the mild-mannered face of Joel Billings.

Less happily for SSI, other markets had owners as well. When SSI tried to branch out from their slow, cerebral signature games it just didn’t work for them. In 1982, they launched a line they called RapidFire, consisting of faster-paced, more graphically impressive games, generally programmed and released first on the more audiovisually capable Atari 8-bit line rather than the Apple II. Among the RapidFire games was Dan Bunten’s pioneering proto-real-time-strategy game Cytron Masters. But sales weren’t notably better than their typical wargame: Cytron Masters sold just 4702 units. And as competition heated up it became difficult for little SSI to retain developers who didn’t work firmly in the company’s own niche. Dan Bunten, for instance, was lured away by Trip Hawkins’s new Electronic Arts shortly after finishing Cytron Masters. SSI soon returned to focusing exclusively on the types of games with which Joel was most comfortable

They did have one valuable ally in their corner in the increasingly competitive industry. In 1981, a Baptist minister and veteran tabletop gamer named Russell Sipe contacted Joel to ask his opinion on a potential magazine that would exclusively cover computer games, focusing on those of an intellectual, wargamey bent. Recognizing a kindred spirit immediately, Joel was very supportive, even committing his own still fragile venture to buying extensive advertising in the new publication. Computer Gaming World became so associated with SSI in its early years that one might be excused if one took it for SSI’s own publication. The slim first issue, for example, includes an extended feature-length review of SSI’s new Torpedo Fire; a review of, playing tips for, and an after-action report from SSI’s President Elect; and a “greatest baseball team of all time” tournament conducted using SSI’s Computer Baseball. This de facto partnership, born like most things involving SSI of shared interests and genuine affection rather than guile, served SSI well for many years, helping to get their niche games in front of just the right niche of potential buyers. SSI grew cautiously but healthily year by year, from sales of $317,000 in 1980 to over $3 million in 1984. The employee rolls grew to match, from 11 at the end of 1980 to 32 at the end of 1984.

While the vast majority of the games were provided by outside developers (the aforementioned serious-minded bearded men), just packaging and coming up with manuals and other supporting materials for a new game every single month was a herculean task, especially given that SSI generally did a very good job with such things; these were expensive games, and they needed to look it. In lieu of the army of programmers — SSI’s in-house development group, while never entirely eliminated, remained much smaller than originally planned — an army (or at any rate a small brigade) of other personnel came on board to design the packaging, write the manuals, ship the games, and deal with all the other logistics of running a growing business. Some of these folks were, like Joel, hardcore gamers delighted to be spending their days in what Joel’s eventual wife came to call “a treehouse for wargamers.” For the rest, the folks like Susan Billings, it was just a job, but a pretty great job all the same. Joel, apart from his one eccentric habit of wearing a three-piece suit to work every day, was as easygoing, down-to-earth, and reasonable a boss as anyone could ever wish for. But it was at least as much Susan who set the tone of the workplace while Joel was hopelessly lost inside his wargames: “It was the opportunity to try to create the perfect work environment so people would want to come to work. It was the chance of a lifetime to develop a company using your style, based on your style, and doing it with someone from your family.” So, yes, SSI was a very happy place — as happy in its way as the legendarily happy Infocom, and for a much longer stretch of time.
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Tena Lawry, who would later become SSI’s senior purchaser, joined in 1981 as a temporary disk copier, responsible for shoving disks into drives and then dropping them into boxes all day long. (If you could put toast in a toaster, you were qualified, says Tena wryly.) Tena:

We broke for lunch and Joel walked in with five pizzas. We all sat on the floor munching away and an announcement was made that we were going to have a rousing game of Nuclear War [a Flying Buffalo game]. Now I’m nervous. I figured we were going to play some intense videogame. I hadn’t even mastered Pac-Man yet, so this would be interesting.

Nuclear War turned out to be a card game in which you amass missiles and such and then trump your opponent in an attempt to annihilate his population. At one point, I dropped a major nuclear payload on Joel. I thought at this point that this may not have been the politically correct thing to do. After all, Joel was the president of SSI and I had just wiped out his entire population. But I soon found out that Joel always appreciates a good game strategist even if it means a pile of dead-body cards.

That night at dinner my family asked me what I had done on my first day at SSI. I said I copied disks, assembled games, and obliterated an entire population while eating pizza. Silence fell over the table. “Just kidding,” I said.


It fell to Susan Billings to address a delicate problem when SSI’s technical staff — hackers being hackers — started to spend much too long in front of their computers between hygiene breaks. She handled the situation with humor, grace, and aplomb, as she did most situations at SSI. Old timers laugh about the infamous “B.O. Memo” to this day.
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At the time that Susan was writing that memo, SSI was tentatively trying to branch out again into a new genre. Thankfully, this expansion would be more successful than the RapidFire line had been. Indeed, in the fullness of time it would lead to a transformative deal with the titan of the other side of the tabletop industry, the yin to Avalon Hill’s yang. We’ll step back next time to look at what set that titan on a collision course with Joel Billing’s modest little treehouse for wargamers.

(Sources: This article is largely drawn from the collection of documents that Joel Billings donated to the Strong Museum of Play, which includes lots of internal SSI documents and some press clippings. Also, Matt Barton’s YouTube interviews with Billings.)


	Dan Bunten later became Danielle Bunten Berry, and lived until her death in 1998 under that name. As per my usual editorial policy on these matters, I refer to her as “he” and by her original name only to avoid historical anachronisms and to stay true to the context of the times. ↩
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				Ken Rutsky			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 3:48 pm			

			
				
				Oh, awesome.  SSI was long my favorite computer game company.  I stumbled onto them at age 11, around 1987 when my family moved to a new house.  We still got junk mail addressed to the old owners, and one day it came in the form of an SSI catalogue.

By that point, I was infatuated with wargames; my best friend and I had developed an addiction to Axis & Allies, and soon after discovered Squad Leader at a local Toys For Joy.  That catalogue, which I carried with me for weeks, seemed like it was tailor-made for me.

I finally convinced my parents to take me to Babbage’s (I think it was a Babbage’s) and after much deliberation, I settled on USAAF as my first title.  Played it for months even if I didn’t completely understand it (in retrospect, I should have gotten Kampfgruppe as the sales clerk recommended…but my family was Air Force and that picture of B-17s on the cover…).

After that, I asked for a new SSI wargame for every birthday and Christmas.  Warship, Typhoon of Steel…they occupied me constantly, as it was difficult to find opponents my age for those cardboard games I loved (and still love) so much.

Then of course the RPGs came: Phantasie, Questron, the Gold Box games…

Later on, when I finally got a real PC, I discovered SSI was still a going thing, with Panzer General just coming into its own.  I discovered email play and joined several boards, losing badly at PG, the Steel Panthers games and others at a rapid pace.  I even designed and shared a few well-received SP scenarios when it was still new.

I miss that company.  Talonsoft had decent titles and I got involved briefly playtesting their Campaign Series, but I missed SSI.  Those early games, with their huge boxes, laminated maps and playing aids, and the super-serious manuals with schematic-type illustrations of airplanes, tanks and ships, not to mention details of the complicated formulae they used to determine the outcome of combat…it was wargamer geek heaven.

I still love the original Steel Panthers.  I know it’s been revamped many times to make it more accurate, but no version managed to match the sheer fun and “let’s just play” of the original.

And of course, many of their RPGs are counted among my favorites.

I can’t wait to read more on this topic!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jeff Katcher			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 6:21 pm			

			
				
				Not to nitpick as I love reading your pieces, but it’s “Bismarck” not “Bismark”.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				LAK			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 9:00 pm			

			
				
				I loved Squad Leader too, though I never got a chance to play much.  So when Steel Panthers came out, I played it *a lot*, and still occasionally play the modern versions of it.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Sniffnoy			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 5:27 pm			

			
				
				Just a spelling note, “Bismarck” seems to have consistently misspelled as “Bismark” throughout.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 4, 2016 at 5:32 pm			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Wade			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 2:15 am			

			
				
				I never knew anything about who/what was behind SSI until I read this article. So thanks (as ever)!

I remember seeing ads for all the SSI games in Creative Computing and such in the day. Then one day at a warehouse sale I picked one out for my dad to buy me: Galactic Gladiators, one of the Rapidfire games.

I forget how old I was at the time – 9, 10-ish? While big on TSR boardgames, I’d had no exposure to flat out war games, and Galactic Gladiators baffled me. It had these scenarios you could choose from, pitting different kinds of aliens against each other. I had thoughts like — Why on earth would one player want to be the weak, small aliens? Why are these teams so weirdly different to each other?

The idea that you would have to use different strategies depending on who you were, or that a player might enjoy the challenge of taking on the role of the ostensibly weaker team, was all foreign to me. I was also weirded out by the scenario where you could just enter your creature’s stats. ‘Well, why not enter 99 for every stat?’ I thought. Again, no clue that people might want to tinker up configurations of creatures with particular pros and cons for their own strategic amusement.

I don’t think I ever played another SSI game. I just let Galactic Gladiators percolate for 3 decades. I also liked the manual as a kid, and stole bits of it to make a tabletop sci-fi RPG.

Looks like it had perhaps their sexiest cover art as well:

http://www.virtualapple.org/images/Galactic_Gladiators_Front.jpg

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 8:07 am			

			
				
				That cover was banned in the Middle East as “pornographic.”

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 4:53 am			

			
				
				Great post!  I am loving the details you are providing from the archives at the Strong.

One correction from my own interview with Joel Billings.  The first programmer he approached had no connection to Amdahl.  The father of Joel’s girlfriend at the time was an engineer at the IBM facility in San Jose.  Joel told him about his dream of computer war games, and the father arranged an introduction to a colleague at IBM who was interested in computer games.  This proved a dead end not because the programmer thought the idea of war games on a microcomputer was absurd but because he simply had no interest in war games period.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 8:18 am			

			
				
				Fair enough on the method of contact.

On the reason that it didn’t work out, I think we can let it stand as is. All indications are that both disinterest in the idea and disbelief that it was possible were factors. In the official history found in SSI’s tenth-anniversary brochure, for instance, it’s written that the programmers “warned him games that would simulate historical battles might take years to program on the mainframe computers they were used to,” and thus by implication would be impossible on a little microcomputer.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Richard Legge			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 10:39 am			

			
				
				Great article – I would love to see the rest of the history and how microprose competed with them later with their ‘command series’

I remember as a kid in the 80’s seeing these huge boxes on the top shelf of my local Virgin megastore. As there wasn’t a great deal of Atari 8 bit disk owners. I could only drool in envy at these impressive looking games as most people only  had tape players back in the day. 

Made up for it later however and its good to see these big box games still available (although typically expensive!)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jake			

			
				March 5, 2016 at 5:02 pm			

			
				
				My family had Knight of the Desert when I was a kid. I attempted to play it but found the actual under-the-hood processes incomprehensible, so that while I got how moving units worked and ensuring supply lines, the actual battle and reinforcement mechanics were kind of inscrutable.

I assume at some point you’ll touch on SSI’s big mainstream gaming line, the Gold Box collaboration with TSR. SSI had an refreshingly different take on RPG combat mechanism from the post-Wizardry industry standard.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Chris Torrence			

			
				March 6, 2016 at 5:04 am			

			
				
				Great article as always! Loved SSI games.

Quick correction: For Al Tommervik, I think you meant “Softalk” magazine, not SoftSide.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 6, 2016 at 9:05 am			

			
				
				Woops! You’re right. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				OC&GS			

			
				March 6, 2016 at 5:10 am			

			
				
				Another terrific article. I always wondered if tabletop war-gamers looked askance at the computerized versions. Thanks for all of your hard work!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				March 6, 2016 at 8:31 pm			

			
				
				Typos: chagrim and reminisicent 

Nice article!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 7, 2016 at 6:07 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Mike Russo			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 12:11 am			

			
				
				Is it wrong that I keep refreshing the page and checking my email for a new article?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Mike Russo			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 12:11 am			

			
				
				It just shows how much I enjoy the site!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 7:52 am			

			
				
				:) Sorry, had a hectic week and got a little behind. Article is coming today!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Mark Musante			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 10:27 pm			

			
				
				“Joel Billings, the man destined to bring the culture of dice and chits into collision with that of bits and bytes”

Allow me as an amateur editor to suggest swapping the position dice & chits in there, to make a nice rhyme.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 16, 2016 at 7:57 am			

			
				
				I think that was the original intention, but somehow it got mixed up. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				LoneCleric			

			
				March 17, 2016 at 4:57 am			

			
				
				Great read as always.

“Rubinfien, as always supportive of and helpful to his nephew and possessed of some connections in the Valley to boot, encouraged him to find out.”

If the above sentence is supposed to work, my feeble non-native-speaker mind fails to parse it… 8-|

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 17, 2016 at 6:51 am			

			
				
				I wish I could say that it’s me, not you, but unfortunately…;) I assume that the “possessed of” is tripping you up. It’s just another way of saying he had connections. And “to boot” is another way of saying “also.”

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jenna Billings			

			
				March 18, 2016 at 8:33 pm			

			
				
				That’s so cool Dad! Now you should write a book like grandpa Bob.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Harland			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 3:47 am			

			
				
				Then as now, people still look down on wargamers.  Sad attitudes haven’t changed in 40 years.  I really wanted to expect more from a gaming blog like this, but it looks like prejudices are alive and well in 2016.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Denise Hards			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 1:26 pm			

			
				
				Wonderful article and evidence of how doing what you love can make you successful.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				iPadCary			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 3:13 pm			

			
				
				A belated Happy 5th Anniversary, Jimmy!

Here’s to another 5 years, and beyond, of THE best chronicalling of this hobby we all love so dearly!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 3:42 pm			

			
				
				Wow, five years already! Thanks!
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				Eric			

			
				October 5, 2016 at 8:23 pm			

			
				
				How did you obtain the documents from Museum of Play? Did you actually have to go there?

There online resources seem to be more of a card catalog of sorts, but no actual content to view.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				October 6, 2016 at 6:51 am			

			
				
				Yes, it’s a physical archive.
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For much of the 1980s, TSR’s tabletop RPG Dungeons & Dragons was both a looming presence and a baffling absence in the world of computer games. In one sense, this new thing that Gary Gygax and Dave Arneson had wrought early in the previous decade was absolutely everywhere, not only in the many CRPGs that paid it obvious homage but also in many other, less obvious derivatives that owed so much to its vision of interactive storytelling: Infocom’s text adventures, Sierra’s graphic adventures, even Microprose’s flight simulators with their career modes that let you play the role of a single pilot.

Yet strangely absent were computer-game boxes with the actual name of Dungeons & Dragons on them. A licensing deal for this, one of the most recognizable names in nerd culture, would be a surefire winner, as was clear to every executive and marketing MBA in the computer-game industry. But for years, while Origin Systems and Sir-Tech and Interplay built profitable businesses on what Gygax and Arneson had wrought, TSR just wasn’t interested. Aside from Intellivision cartridges and electronic toys published by Mattel that had little to do with the tabletop game beyond using the trademark, they limited their interactions with the digital-games industry to the occasional legal threat fired across the bows of anyone who got too close to one of their trademarks. The disinterest persisted even as some of their own designers, like Paul Reiche III and Lawrence Schick, were moving on to the increasingly lucrative world of computer games. And it persisted even as CRPGs were by mid-decade generating far more revenue than the tabletop game that had so directly inspired them. It wasn’t as if TSR lacked ambition; this refusal to reach up and pluck the lowest-hanging fruit in the garden was happening even as they spent money they didn’t have on elaborate schemes to crack open the Hollywood coconut. Chalk it up to strange times, strange priorities, and a company that grew up way too quickly.

From as early as 1977, the story of TSR is the story of the two conflicting identities of Dungeons & Dragons. One identity reached back to the game’s roots in hardcore miniatures wargaming, a niche hobby if ever there was one. This Dungeons & Dragons was for those special people who took their games very seriously indeed, who reveled in complicated games. The other Dungeons & Dragons was just starting to look like it may be realizable as the 1970s entered their second half and the game continued to prove more appealing to more and more diverse people than anyone at TSR had ever imagined it could be. Maybe it could become really popular, the next Monopoly or Scrabble.

So, the question was on the table. Should Dungeons & Dragons remain a hobby game? Or could and should it become a mass-market game, with all that implied? Unable to decide, TSR tried to split the difference. In the process, in a move that would make any marketer break out in hives, they confusingly bifurcated their burgeoning market, turning Dungeons & Dragons into two completely separate, incompatible games that both happened to bear the same name.

The initial drive to streamline and mainstream Dungeons & Dragons originated from a source well outside of TSR’s inner circle. J. Eric Holmes, a doctor, professor of neurology, and sometime fantasy author, contacted TSR to tell them that he loved their game, but that they really ought to make it easier for people to find, learn, and play it. At the time, the rules were scattered in multiple books, all of them sold separately. One of the books, Chainmail, didn’t even bear the Dungeons & Dragons name at all, and even after you’d bought them all you still had to find a source for all those funny dice. He suggested a “basic” edition of Dungeons & Dragons, a single port of entry that would ship in a box like other games, and that would include everything needed to get started and take a character through the first few experience levels. A boxed game, Holmes mused presciently, might even be able to find a home in mall book and toy stores, rather than relying on the scattered network of hobbyist stores that were so few and far between in many areas of the country. Further, Holmes was willing to make it himself, rewriting Gygax’s rambling, scattered prose into a clear, straightforward set of rules that read like other game rules — i.e., that explained clearly and succinctly how to actually, you know, play this new game you’d just bought.

[image: The original 1977 Dungeons & Dragons Basic Set.]The original 1977 Dungeons & Dragons Basic Set.


First released in 1977, the Dungeons & Dragons Basic Set went on to become the most successful single product in the history of the tabletop-RPG industry, seeing printings into the millions as it got steadily prettier and slicker through the rest of the 1970s, the 1980s, and into the 1990s. Popular demand led to a series of expansions — an “Expert” set, a “Companion” set, a “Master” set, and finally an “Immortal” set — that let players take their characters to ever higher levels in the same easygoing style.

Ironically, Gary Gygax, the anointed Father of Role-Playing, had very little to do with this most successful version of his game, although he did write the iconic adventure module The Keep on the Borderlands that was included with most of the Basic Sets sold. (Unsurprisingly given its inclusion in the Basic Set, The Keep on the Borderlands became the most-printed tabletop-RPG adventure module in history, reaching more than 1.5 million copies.) Even as Dungeons & Dragons was making its bid for the mainstream via the Basic Set, Gygax was digging its hardcore roots even deeper via an entirely separate line called Advanced Dungeons & Dragons.

Where the Basic Set was streamlined and accessible, Advanced Dungeons & Dragons seemed determined to make you work for your fun. Hewing to the tradition of the original Dungeons & Dragons rules, which had appeared as an irregular stream of supplements to Gygax’s older Chainmail rules for Medieval combat, Advanced Dungeons & Dragons came out in fits and starts, beginning with a Monster Manual full of statistics for an as-yet non-existent game system, followed by the Player’s Handbook six months later, and finally the Dungeon Master’s Guide a year after that. What you were supposed to do with the earlier bits and pieces of a game while you waited for the last of the three daunting hardcover books to be released was never really explained.

[image: The Dungeon Master's Guide's cover didn't do much to convince concerned parents that this game wasn't Satanic.]The Dungeon Master’s Guide‘s cover didn’t do much to convince concerned parents that this game wasn’t Satanic.


The three books that make up the original Advanced Dungeons & Dragons are the most indelibly Gygaxian of any of TSR publications, truly their creator’s magnum opus. Never before had a set of humble game rules been so redolent of their maker’s personality. Taken as a whole, they represented easily the most complicated game of any type that anyone had dared publish to date, comprising many hundreds of thousands of words of Gygax’s tangled, less than graceful, yet often weirdly engaging prose, like a less overwrought H.P. Lovecraft. It’s great fun to open any of the books to a random page and just see what you see — even if, like me, you think that actually trying to play this thing as written sounds about as much fun as getting caught in a scything-blade trap (trust me, you don’t want that).

In fact, let’s try it now with the Dungeon Master’s Guide. Ah, here we go… on “missile discharge” into an “existing melee.” No one other than Gary Gygax could have written these paragraphs.

Likewise, discharging of missiles into an existing melee is easily handled. It is permissible, of course, and the results might not be too incompatible with the desires of the discharging party. Assign probabilities to each participant in the melee or target group according to sheer numbers. In the case of participants of varying size use half value for size “S”, normal value for size “M”, and one and one-half value for size “L” creatures which are not too much more than man-size. Total the values for each group and ratio one over the other. If side A has four man-sized participants, and side B has three smaller than man-sized participants and 1 size “L” bugbear, the ratio is 4:3. Then, according to the direction of the missile discharge, determine by using the same ratio. If 7 missiles were loosed, 4 would have a chance to hit side A, 3 side B. In cases where the ratio does not match the number of missiles, convert it to a percentage chance: 1/7 = 14% or 15%, depending on whether the missiles are coming from ahead of side A (14%) or from behind (15%). Thus 4/7 = 56% or 60% chance per missile that it will hit side A. The minor difference represents the fact that there will be considerable shifting and maneuvering during combat which will tend to expose both opponents to fire on a near equal basis. Such missiles must then be assigned (by situation or by random determination) to target creatures, a “to hit” determination made, and damage assessed for those who do hit.

If one opponent group is significantly larger than the other, accurate missiles which have a small area of effect can be directed at the larger opponent group with great hope of success. You may assign a minor chance of a missile striking a friend if you wish, but this writer, for instance, always allows archery hits to hit a giant or a similar creature engaged against a human or smaller opponent. [Quite an easygoing guy, that Gary! They’ll be dancing on the tables in Lake Geneva if this keeps up.]


Something tells me that Gary Gygax has a different definition of “easily” than I do. I’m not sure if a gift for making the simplest things sound complicated is really a desirable quality in a writer of game rules, but, whether it’s to nod your head to the occasional flashes of insight and good advice or just to make fun of stuff like the above, there’s something on every page of Gygax’s magnum opus worth reading.

Unfortunately, the era of the Advanced Dungeons & Dragons books also began to bring out some less charming facets of Gary Gygax. Transported in just a few years from repairing shoes in his basement for a subsistence (at best) wage to helming the fast-growing darling of the tabletop-games industry, his proprietary instincts began to come out. Dungeons & Dragons, previously a community effort in which everyone — not least Gygax and TSR — was making it up as he went along, became a brand with a definite owner. TSR now began to earn a reputation that they would never lose for the rest of their existence: a reputation as a difficult company to work for, to do business with, sometimes just to coexist in the same industry with. They were now growing rapidly indeed, adding to their ranks many energetic young Dungeons & Dragons fanatics who were bursting with enthusiasm to move to Lake Geneva and work at the epicenter of their hobby. These starry-eyed youngsters, unschooled in the ways of the world, would work for peanuts. TSR took full advantage of that. The company became a notoriously poor payer, and didn’t even offer job security in compensation; from 1980 on it would be racked by wave after wave of purges and lay-offs, followed by massive hirings of new rounds of eager youngsters. Meanwhile the executives, Gygax among them, collected cars like their employees did dice. TSR became the bully of their young industry, sending their lawyers scampering hither and yon to threaten rival game makers, makers of Dungeons & Dragons-compatible products, and even computer games that they judged to have sidled too close to one of their trademarks.

Among their ongoing legal squabbles was one with Dave Arneson, Gygax’s partner in crafting the original Dungeons & Dragons. Gygax made the unilateral decision that Advanced Dungeons & Dragons was such a thorough revision and expansion that it constituted a whole new game, authored solely by him, and that TSR therefore didn’t need to acknowledge Arneson’s contributions in the new hardcovers or pay him a royalty for them. Arneson promptly sued, resulting in a long, ugly court battle and finally a March 1981 settlement in Arneson’s favor that restored his royalties. Less happily for Arneson, Gygax’s agenda of setting sole public claim to Dungeons & Dragons was largely successful. Gygax is almost universally acknowledged as the father of Dungeons & Dragons today, and by extension the father of a huge chunk of the popular culture of the last several decades. Arneson, when mentioned at all, is usually relegated to a relative footnote in the story.

Gygax’s emerging determination to assert his personal ownership of the game is all too present in Advanced Dungeons & Dragons itself. Indeed, what with the system’s desire to anticipate and codify every possibility to ensure that it’s handled in every individual campaign just as Gygax would, one might call it the system’s very raison d’être. Whereas the original Dungeons & Dragons opened with an exhortation to adventure and a statement that every rule was really a mere “guideline” (emphasis original), Gygax opens the Dungeon Master’s Guide with a series of warnings befitting a fear-mongering political reactionary. “If Advanced Dungeons & Dragons is to survive and grow,” he tells us, “it must have some degree of uniformity.” The game’s rules are no longer guidelines, but “boundaries.” In “growth and change,” he tells us, is “great danger.” “Uniformity” must be present to prevent players from “going too far in some undesirable direction.”

The tension between Dungeons & Dragons as an imaginative vehicle and Dungeons & Dragons as a complex system had been present with the game since its very inception, when broadly speaking Arneson had been the wide-angle ideas man and Gygax the more narrowly focused translator of those ideas into rules. In the years that followed, different sorts of personalities continued to find Dungeons & Dragons fascinating on one level or the other. Sometimes these twin fascinations coexisted in a single personality; even Gygax during the early years was prone to occasional Aristotelian flights of fancy, describing Dungeon Masters as playwrights and their players as their thespians. With TSR’s decision to bifurcate the game into a basic and an advanced variant, however, each point of view now had a seeming champion, and players were obliged to commit to one camp or the other. One need only contrast Gygax’s statements about rules in the Dungeon Master’s Guide with what the 1981 second edition of the Basic Set had to say about them to understand why: “The purpose of these ‘rules’ is to provide guidelines that enable you to play and have fun, so don’t feel absolutely bound to them.”

Today the system that is widely considered the definitive version of old-school Dungeons & Dragons, the one most likely to be used by those who still indulge in such things, is Gygax’s Advanced version. Yet if we cast our eyes back to the game’s four-year commercial heyday, we find the situation reversed.

The beginning of said heyday can be precisely dated to August 15, 1979, the day that a psychologically disturbed Dungeons & Dragons player named James Dallas Egbert III disappeared from his dorm room at Michigan State University. A private investigator hired by his parents learned of this strange game Egbert loved to play, and came up with the theory that he must have been playing “for real” with his friends in the steam tunnels underneath the university, or had a psychotic break that led him to believe he was doing so. Presumably he’d gotten lost or injured down there. The disappearance and the private investigator’s theory thereof made the national news media, giving Dungeons & Dragons both its first taste of mainstream attention and its first taste of the controversy that would dog it for years to come. But, at least now in the beginning, the old maxim that any press is good press held. By the time Egbert finally turned up working in an oil field in Louisiana, his disappearance having had nothing to do with games played in steam tunnels or anywhere else, both the Dungeons & Dragons fad and the Dungeons & Dragons controversy were solidly off and running. When Egbert shot and killed himself in August of 1980, it only added fuel to both fires.

[image: By the 1983 third edition of the Basic Set, it had taken on a more colorful, almost cartoon-like appearance to suit the game's ever younger fanbase. It's now for ages "10 and up."]By the 1983 third edition of the Basic Set, it had taken on a more colorful, almost cartoon-like appearance to suit the game’s ever younger fanbase. It’s now for ages “10 and up.”


In a recent article, I wrote about the early 1980s as the time when “school lunch rooms across the country were dotted with Dungeons & Dragons manuals and funny dice.” Well, the manuals in questions were largely not Gygax’s weighty tomes, but rather those found in the the cheaper, friendlier Basic Set and its sequels. These were the face of Dungeons & Dragons the mainstream phenomenon. Far outselling the Advanced books, this was the version of the game found on the shelves of toy stores, waiting for confused parents toting Christmas and birthday lists to pluck it down. One can almost chart the steady downward skew of the age of the typical Dungeons & Dragons player, from middle-aged wargamer to university student to high school to junior high, by charting the changes in diction in the Basic Set manuals as they went through revision after revision. By the time of the 1983 third edition, the text had taken on much the same gee-whiz tone as that other early-1980s children’s-publishing phenomenon, the Choose Your Own Adventure books. We’re a long way from Gygax’s fussy, meticulous style.

This is a game that is fun. It helps you imagine.

“As you whirl around, your sword ready, the huge, red, fire-breathing dragon swoops toward you with a ROAR!”

See? Your imagination woke up already. Now imagine: this game may be more fun than any other game you have ever played!

The Dungeons & Dragons game is a way for us to imagine together — like watching the same movie, or reading the same book. But you can write the stories, without putting a word on paper — just by playing the D&D game.
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One of the many oddities of TSR’s history is that Gary Gygax, the company’s founder and the co-creator of its flagship game, had an actual controlling interest in the firm on only two short-lived occasions. The first of these was a brief instant just after TSR’s 1975 incorporation, before one Brian Blume and his father Melvin bought in to the tune of 70 percent. The Blumes’ primary qualification was that they had ready money to invest in getting Dungeons & Dragons properly off the ground, something Gygax the nearly destitute cobbler had a conspicuous need for.

Despite his lack of a clear controlling interest, Gygax had been allowed the final word on running the company through the rest of the 1970s. He was listed on the org chart as President, Brian Blume as Vice President, and Melvin Blume played no operational role. As the 1980s dawned, however, that arrangement began to change a bit. In September of 1980, yet another member of the Blume clan, Brian’s brother Kevin, bought out their father’s share. Kevin Blume seemed more determined than the other Blumes to make his voice heard in the board room, and apparently emboldened his brother as well. Thus TSR during the next few years was steered by a rather unwieldly three-headed monster, consisting of Gygax and the two Blume brothers.

The tension between TSR the hobbyist publisher and TSR the mass-market publisher was now more palpable than ever. Given the differences between Gygax’s hardcore Advanced Dungeons & Dragons and the streamlined boxed sets, it would make for a tidy narrative to cast him as the person in the triumvirate least enamored with the idea of TSR going mainstream. Certainly that’s a mantle that Gygax would be eager to claim for himself years later. Yet there is little contemporary evidence to point to any significant strife arising from the company’s trifurcated leadership during this period. On the contrary, the three men seemed largely in harmony on TSR’s future. Their vision saw TSR, once this semi-amateur plaything born of an obscure hobby — “TSR” stood for “Tactical Studies Rules”, for God’s sake — becoming a major voice in mainstream entertainment on the back of the Dungeons & Dragons fad. Thus when the Blumes proposed buying Greenfield Needlewomen, a maker of needlework products, as TSR’s first serious step beyond the tabletop-gaming ghetto, Gygax gave every indication of being fully on-board with the idea. “Crafts is a larger field than hobbies,” he explained to employees skeptical of the strange acquisition. Bigger was now automatically better. TSR’s big needlework initiative turned into a gigantic, millions-losing fiasco.

But the strangest episode to arise from this grab at the brass ring of mainstream success was undoubtedly Gary Gygax’s quixotic sojourn to Hollywood, land of a million broken dreams. The dream in this case was that of a major motion picture bearing TSR’s zealously protected Dungeons & Dragons trademark. Determined to play the part of the Tinseltown mogul to the hilt, in 1982 he pulled up stakes in family-friendly Lake Geneva and bought a bachelor pad — he had left his wife of 23 years and their five children just before the move — looking down on the Hollywood Hills. Rumors have always swirled around this period in Gygax’s life, which to all external appearances looks like as classic a mid-life crisis as this writer has ever witnessed. It’s claimed that he painted the town red with a succession of starlets, and even that he picked up a cocaine habit by way of further fitting in. I can’t speak too much to any of that, but will just say that the voyeur in me would love to have been a fly on the wall of his bachelor pad, to see how the beautiful people of Hollywood reacted to this balding, bespectacled, pot-bellied old wargamer — and how he reacted to them. He was a long way from the sand table in his Lake Geneva basement.

What I can say more definitively is that Gygax, like so many earnest amateurs before him, got fleeced by the sharks of Tinseltown. He paid James Goldman, a screenwriter whose star had fallen dramatically since authoring the award-winning play and film The Lion in Winter during the 1960s, $500,000 to write a dire script for the film. He shopped the script around the studios for many months and at yet more expense with no takers, not even after he allegedly convinced Orson Welles, who would take pretty much any gig he could get by this stage of his career, to star in it. In the end he had to settle for a deal with Marvel Comics’s film division to make a Dungeons & Dragons Saturday-morning cartoon; TSR was in the process of negotiating a license to make a Marvel Superheroes tabletop RPG at the same time, so one suspects a bit of quid pro quo. With its cheap, gaudy animation and dashed-off scripts, the cartoon wasn’t exactly a halo project, if also not notably worse than the other licensed Saturday-morning fare of the time. Debuting on September 17, 1983, it lasted for three years, during which were produced a sporadic 27 episodes.

In retrospect the problems with Dungeons & Dragons as a trans-media property are plain as day. Such properties are universally built around their characters: Luke, Han, and Darth Vader; Bilbo, Frodo, and Gollum; Batman, Robin, and the Joker. But Dungeons & Dragons had no characters, nor a ready-made plot, nor even a setting to speak of.1 What were filmmakers really supposed to do with it, and what would they get out of it other than the use of a trademark that, even setting aside the fact that some parents thought it literally the devil’s work, was more associated with nerdy kids rolling dice in basements and lunch rooms than blockbuster entertainment? The makers of the cartoon series had felt forced to come up with a tortured framing story about just such a group of kids who get sucked into a real-life version of their fantasies and have to find their way home — thus inadvertently recalling the myth of James Dallas Egbert III. In short, there was just no there there. Trying to make a movie out of Dungeons & Dragons would be like trying to make a movie out of Battleship. (Oh, wait…)

TSR’s failed bid for the silver screen is made ironic by the existence of that other non-tabletop market that was eager for Dungeons & Dragons products: the world of computer games. But the commercial potential of an officially licensed game, despite being plain to everyone inside the computer-games industry, remained a massive blind spot for the TSR triumvirate as they negotiated with Hollywood and bought needlework companies. Instead they continued to regard computer games as a whole as an enemy to be defeated en masse by their tabletop products.

By mid-1983, just in time for the debut of the cartoon series, the Dungeons & Dragons fad had clearly begun to collapse. The Blumes, having expanded TSR to an all-time peak of almost 400 employees, were caught with their pants down. With Gygax still away in Hollywood, they cut desperately back in Lake Geneva, laying off some three quarters of their workforce in the space of the next eighteen months.

In March of 1985, with TSR still in dire straits, Gygax swooped in to rescue the company — at least in his telling — from what he now considered to be the Blumes’ mismanagement. By exercising options to buy stocks and combining his new position with stocks that had been given to his son Ernie, he built a clear controlling interest in TSR — 51.1 percent — for the first time since that brief period after the incorporation ten years before. He pushed the Blumes out of their operational roles and set to work, in sole charge of the company again at last. He cut many of TSR’s slower-selling non-Dungeons & Dragons games, retrenched to focus again on the neglected hobby market rather than the mainstream, and, playing to the hardcore fans whom he knew would still buy, rushed out two new high-profit-margin if somewhat slapdash Advanced Dungeons & Dragons hardcovers, Unearthed Arcana and Oriental Adventures. (Because apparently the game wasn’t complicated enough already…)

These measures and others undoubtedly helped TSR avoid the looming prospect of complete collapse. But it was a couple of projects begun under the Blumes that would become the biggest moneyspinners by creating exactly the trans-media appeal that TSR had heretofore so painfully failed to generate. There was, first of all, that Marvel Superheroes RPG, the most successful non-Dungeons & Dragons game TSR would ever publish. And then there was Dragonlance.

A couple of years before, the design department had come up with the idea of a series of adventure modules that would each focus on a different sort of dragon. From this “dragon of the month” concept evolved Dragonlance, the tale, told over the course of twelve adventure modules, of a war that took place in a new fantasy world called Krynn. The idea soon further expanded to include source books, miniatures, and a trilogy of fat novels telling the same story as the adventure modules, written by staffers Margaret Weis and Tracy Hickman. The project, already mid-stream at the time of Gygax’s return, was a massive success; along with the new hardcovers, it gave the hardcore fans a reason to get excited about Advanced Dungeons & Dragons again. But the most profitable part of this very profitable project was the three novels. They at last provided appealing characters to go along with Dungeons & Dragons the abstract concept, and thereby topped their genre’s bestseller lists one after another. It may been too late to have another go at Hollywood with Dragonlance‘s Tanis Half-Elven and Tasslehoff Burrfoot in hand, but, recognizing a good thing when they saw one, TSR would publish dozens more novels in the years to come that tied in in various ways with their games. Through many of those years, Dungeons & Dragons novels continued to prove more profitable than the rules, supplements, and adventures that inspired them.

But all that was still to come. What happened next inside the down-sized, slowly recovering TSR would leave Gary Gygax deeply embittered for the rest of his life. It’s a somewhat complicated financial story. I’ll do my best to hit the high points here, and point you to another article by Jon Peterson for the financial nitty-gritty.

Wanting to ensure that no current or future partner could ever sell the company out from under him, Gygax back in 1975 had written into TSR’s articles of incorporation a stipulation that any investor who wished to divest himself of his holdings must first offer his shares to the current management of the company, giving them a chance to buy the shares back themselves if they so wished, before he could sell them to a third party. The sidelined Blumes now did indeed wish to get out of TSR entirely and move on with their lives. They repeatedly told this to Gygax, and proposed that he buy them out to the tune of $500 per share. Gygax said this was too high, as the Blumes had fully expected he would, but kept dragging his feet on opening proper negotiations. At last, judging honor and law satisfied by their having given Gygax an opportunity to buy their shares, the Blumes made the move that Gygax would forever deem the most underhanded betrayal of his life.

Brian Blume, you see, had stock options of his own similar to those that had let Gygax gain control of the company. He’d just been reluctant to exercise them, being afraid that TSR had become a sinking ship. Now, though, he did so as part of a conspiracy involving a new investor named Lorraine Williams. A wealthy heiress who had first become aware of TSR only when she met Gygax in Hollywood, Williams had come back to Lake Geneva with him to work as TSR’s Vice President of Administration. But she hadn’t been satisfied in that role, and now made a play to take over the whole company.

Brian Blume’s options exercised, the Blume brothers quietly sold the whole kit and caboodle of their holdings — amounting to a clear controlling interest — to Williams. Just like that, on October 22, 1985, Gygax was out and Williams was in. Gygax immediately filed a lawsuit, but the court ruled in favor of Williams and the Blumes, saying the latter had fulfilled their fiduciary responsibilities by first offering in good faith to sell their shares back to Gygax.

Williams claims that she never intended to force Gygax out of the company entirely, that she imagined herself running the business side of things and Gygax in charge of the creative side. Brian Blume claims that Gygax forced Williams’s hand when word leaked of his plan to fire her from her role as Vice President and replace her with one Gail Carpenter, his eventual second wife. Whatever the veracity of such claims, Gygax considered the entire episode the most inexcusable of personal betrayals. He divested himself of his stock and walked away from TSR; his active role in the development of Dungeons & Dragons ended here. “The shape and direction of the Dungeons & Dragons game system are now entirely in the hands of others,” he wrote in his farewell address in TSR’s Dragon magazine.

Lorraine Williams didn’t do much to endear herself to either Dungeons & Dragons players or TSR’s employees in the years that followed. By most accounts deeply unpleasant to deal with on a personal level, she allegedly found TSR’s games and novels and all the rest interesting only to the extent that they were profitable. A marketer and businesswoman rather than a gamer, she’s blamed today for all sorts of things, sometimes fairly and sometimes unfairly. Much of the popular opinion about Williams can be traced back to Gygax, who for the rest of his life continued to excoriate both the Blumes and Lorraine Williams in ways that only grew more colorful as the years went by, egged on by the grizzled tabletop veterans for whom his rants became a legendary source of entertainment.

Any criticism of Williams’s tenure, however, must also reckon with the reality that the reign of Gygax and the Blumes had been a veritable garden of forking paths of poor decisions and missed opportunities. To put it bluntly, these three men had no idea what they were doing trying to run a company, and were too stubborn, arrogant, or blinded by Dungeons & Dragons‘s brief window of mainstream success to seek out someone who did. Their naivete is made all too clear by their persistence in comparing running a business to playing Dungeons & Dragons. Gygax declared their determination to take TSR from a “low-level” company to a “really high-level game producer such as Milton Bradley and Parker Brothers,” while Kevin Blume said they were “intuitively” good businessmen because they had learned everything they needed from games.

Perhaps what TSR the business really needed after all those year of amateur (mis)management was exactly what Williams provided: a businesslike head who wasn’t too close to the products, who focused on practical expansion into friendly related areas like fantasy novels rather than chasing chimeras in Hollywood. Under Williams, TSR would enjoy some years of a commercial success that was more modest in scale than that of of the early 1980s but also more sustainable. The company’s employees may not have liked Williams all that much personally, but they certainly must have liked the relative stability she provided after the waves of layoffs and hirings that had marked the company’s earlier years.

And at least one result of the new Lorraine Williams era was welcomed by just about everyone. Once Gygax’s suit had been fended off and she was firmly in control, she let word leak out that TSR was at last seriously interested in finding a partner to make a licensed Dungeons & Dragons computer game. While she wasn’t a gamer like most of her customers, she had nevertheless spotted the blindingly obvious synergy that had somehow eluded her predecessors. We’ll see how she found her partner next time.

(Sources: In addition to the link in the article proper, Shannon Appelcline’s book Designers & Dragons Volume 1: The 1970s was invaluable, although I should note that I’m far harder on Gygax and TSR’s management in general than he is. For sheer entertainment value, the best article ever written about Gygax and Dungeons & Dragons is Paul La Farge’s “Destroy All Monsters”: “The transformation of player into character often turns out to be cosmetic: the fearless paladin and the sexy dark elf both sound and act a lot like a thirteen-year-old boy named Ted. And what Ted likes to do, mostly, is kill anything that crosses his path.” Seriously, go read it. Like, now.)


	TSR’s only official setting at the time was Gygax’s separately sold campaign world of Greyhawk, which was about as vanilla and abstract a place as a fantasy world could be. Handed a couple of sheets of blank mapping paper by TSR’s design department, Gygax had made up the geography in an afternoon, tailoring it to fit on those two pages. ↩
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				whomever			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 3:31 pm			

			
				
				Fascinating as always.  One interesting and probably accidental side effect of the Basic vs Advanced bifurcation is that, at least to me and my 10 year old buddies, Basic was the amateur-hour version your mum gave you but you didn’t actually, you know, lower yourself to the level of playing it (I mean, gees, look at the name).  Of course you saved up for Advanced.  So I suspect they sold both versions to a lot of people.

Of course, a few years later I think we all decided the entire D&D system was, ah, rather clunky and moved on to other RPGs.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Veronica Connor			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 6:56 pm			

			
				
				Yes, the word “advanced” in the front was an accidental marketing coup, I think. Me and my group also all longed to play the “grown up” version of the game. As Jimmy alludes to, when we finally did get those precious (and beautifully produced) books, we mostly just read them over and over without ever playing the completely inscrutable game they describe.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Felix			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 7:21 am			

			
				
				That’s what AD&D2 books and modules were for me: just literature, to be appreciated on its own merits. Never actually played, except for one ill-fated session (and a computer game or two). So when time came to make my own RPG sourcebook — just the one so far — my first priority was to make it entertaining as a book. And I only did that thanks to an article I spotted online, that let me know I was never alone.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 11:50 am			

			
				
				AD&D’s 2nd edition was actually a lot more user-friendly (due to lack of Gygax, I’d guess) than the first edition (as depicted here).

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				LAK			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 3:14 pm			

			
				
				Yeah.  I had the original Basic set, but my friends and I never played it until we had a copy of the first 3 AD&D books.  That was in… probably spring of 1979, so by that time the Monster Manual, Player’s Handbook and Dungeon Master’s Guide were out.  I had played a little AD&D with some of my fellow Boy Scouts during a camping trip, and they had all those books.  The boxed Basic Set was a disappointment, limited as it was.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				David Boddie			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 5:15 pm			

			
				
				I remember playing the Advanced Dungeons & Dragons video game on a friend’s Intellivision and being inspired by it, so I think it’s judged a bit too harshly these days for being something that it was never intended to be: a CRPG or an implementation of the D&D rules. But who would have expected that from a Mattel product? ;-)

Increasingly, I see reviews of early console and computer games that fail to see them in the context of their time. Often, reviewers/players look at them through a modern lens and fail to take into account how conventions have developed over many years, complaining that the games are too hard, lack tutorials, or don’t tell them what to do!

I suppose that it’s the opposite of the rose-tinted view some of us older people have. It’s difficult to be objective whether you grew up with these games or are only now experiencing them for the first time.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Veronica Connor			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 6:59 pm			

			
				
				I came to post a similar sentiment. I think the adjective “misbegotten” on those Intellivision games is quite unfair. They are excellent games, and extremely sophisticated and well produced compared to anything else available in the console space at the time. The Intellivision and its games were largely developed outside Mattel by partners and contractors, which is why it seems so apart from their other products.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				OC&GS			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 12:24 am			

			
				
				I agree, David and Veronica, although it’s understandable that Jimmy would simply report on the party line; it was great to see that he mentioned Mattel’s games at all, frankly, as they presumably fall a bit outside the scope of the article (notwithstanding the fact that anyone who’s self-loathing enough to call himself a “critic” should probably be ignored, but I say that without having read anything by the Addict guy who’s been cited; perhaps the term is more loosely applied than I’m imagining it). However, I’ve always found the first Intellivision AD&D game, which was later subtitled Cloudy Mountain — simply to differentiate it from later games in the series — to be quite a fascinating action / adventure game.

Granted, it helps if one loves exploration-based games that do away with turn-based tedium. I always have, going back to my obsession as a kid with Warren Robinett’s Adventure on the Atari VCS. The idea of unveiling the shape and contents of each cave in the Mattel game as you enter, with no clue regarding what’s lying around the next corner until you steel yourself and walk in, struck me as a highly original twist on the more common screen-changing paradigm, even way back when I saw screen shots in early-eighties magazines.

To play the game in emulation many years later and find that the game lives up to its imagined possibilities — and even incorporates the random element, which is essential when there’s a six-kilobyte limit on how much “kingdom” will fit into the ROM — was terrific. I still fire it up from time to time.

A curious, somewhat funny side-note: TSR insisted that the Intellivision game bear the official title _Advanced Dungeons & Dragons Cartridge_ — complete with that final word. Perhaps they felt the need to unequivocally distance it from the paper-and-dice game.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 3:19 am			

			
				
				Anna Anthropy has a nice piece on Cloudy Mountain here, particularly praising the way it communicates important things environmentally rather than through numerical displays.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 8:34 am			

			
				
				It’s strange that they dubbed the game “Advanced.” One would think the teens and pre-teens most likely to encounter it on Intellivision would have been better candidates for the Basic Set.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 7:27 pm			

			
				
				I’m afraid my take on the Intellivision games was born strictly of reading other’s impressions, particularly the CRPG Addict’s. (While my eyes glaze over quickly with the “then I went here and then I did this” stuff, I do respect his critical judgment on his chosen genre.) I’d thought there was a general consensus that these games were fairly insubstantial even given the primitive nature of the hardware. I stand corrected, and I’ve removed the unfortunate adjective “misbegotten” to take a more noncommittal stance.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				David Boddie			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 8:16 pm			

			
				
				I suppose you could say that they were “misbegotten” or “ill-conceived” in terms of some initiative to promote the D&D brand in a certain way, or to a certain audience, but there doesn’t seem to me to have been any coherent strategy to promote it for certain kinds of products.

Thinking about tenuous tie-ins, I was reminded of the short period when Shreddies breakfast cereal included a D&D hologram in every box – it seems that you can make a few pounds for these now: http://www.ebay.co.uk/itm/Dungeons-And-Dragons-Hologram-Cards-From-Shreddies-Full-Set-/251821369303

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 6:20 pm			

			
				
				The Intellivision “AD&D” is actually ranked very high for the early years over on the Addict’s blog.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				LoneCleric			

			
				March 23, 2016 at 4:22 am			

			
				
				It was nice to see all that love for the Intellivision games. As a kid, I was only vaguely familiar as to what Dungeons & Dragons was about, but I picked that Intellivision cartridge because the box cover looked good. It turned out to the very best game I’ve enjoyed on that console. The one game I would still play now & then, even as the NES hit the shelves.

On a related anecdote, the (bilingual) manual for my Intellivision game mentioned that we could “contact TSR to get more information on AD&D products”. So I wrote them a letter (in French!) asking for something along those lines. More than two years later (!!), I ended up getting an (English, of course) TSR product catalog in the mail. By then, I had already been introduced to RPGs via L’Oeil Noir / Das Schwarze Auge.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Harland			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 5:05 am			

			
				
				Intellivision had a policy of slapping the names of well-known associations on their games.  ABPA® Backgammon, NASL® Soccer, PBA® Bowling, and of course ADVANCED DUNGEONS & DRAGONS® Cartridge (in all caps, always).  One of their top executives was in love with appearances.  

They had a fantasy game and put the AD&D name on it for no particular reason.  It was a decent game, would be regarded as a minigame today, but it was cool.  You could hear monsters offscreen before you could see them, and the evidence of their tracks was nearby.  

Today’s gamer, of course, turns on the game, finds nothing of D&D 3.5 edition rules, and goes off to write a hilarious insulting review about how the game takes a diarrhea dump in his ass.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 5:43 pm			

			
				
				An interesting side note, Arneson went on to program games for the Colecovision under a partnership called “4D Interactive”. I think it’s pretty clear that there has never been any direct animosity between tabletop and computer gaming companies, but it’s a matter of market priority. As much as I personally just want a universal online tool that I can buy tabletop modules for, no big company will ever do that because they fear completely diminishing physical sales.

I’m interested to see where exactly you’re going with the GoldBox series in terms of ludic narrative. I personally find Wizard’s Crown (which I’m sure you’ll mention) of greater import because I focus on the emergence of gameplay systems, but I’m not really sure what GoldBox adds beyond this collaboration which you’ve contextualized well enough to stand on its own.

Of course, these are great stories in any case. I know someone who designed for Battletech, Vampire: The Masquerade, and Shadowrun so I know a little bit about how tabletop companies interact with game companies. I  hope that there’s a book or a blog in the future that tries to create an overarching narrative strand of this particular subject, rather than just TSR.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Alan			

			
				March 12, 2016 at 8:40 pm			

			
				
				I had the chance to visit TSR right after Wizards of the Coast bought them out.

I didn’t really know anything about here at the time, but it was clear that the remaining staff were glad she was gone.  As I wrote a few years later “We were shown much of the rest of the building. Here and there were people working on some project, but lots of empty space. Again, the feeling of an abandoned property pervaded the place. However, among those that had survived the many layoffs there was a certain level of hope. I don’t remember any specific statements, but it was clear to me at the time that everyone was happy that Ms Williams was gone. It was a distinct ‘Dong Dong the Witch is Dead’ feeling, only without all the singing. Or the munchkins. At the time I really didn’t know anything about the woman, but the impression I got during that visit was that she was not a good human being.” 

—

As a small detail, while TSR was originally Tactical Studies Rules, in 1975 it was just “TSR” (well, “TSR Hobbies, Inc”).  Like IBM, the letters had stopped standing for anything.

—

Finally, I don’t think the “definitive” version of D&D has such a clear answer. 

While first edition AD&D has its fans, by and large fans moved forward to second, then third. For people who still stuck with it, they jumped to Pathfinder when fourth edition proved too radical of a change.  This is perhaps the most visible line, with the strongest publisher support.  Just about any geek-focused convention will have multiple tables of Pathfinder running.  It’s clearly the 1st edition successor, but basically eclipsed it.  For this group, perhaps 1st edition qualifies as the definitive old-school version, but by and large they don’t think about it.

The next biggest direct line comes from the D&D line. It’s a fuzzy grouping, including everything from the original release up through the “Basic” D&D line.  Exactly where things peaked is up for debate, but the Old School Renaissance/Revival is pretty friendly.  There isn’t a clear successor in this space, but there are multiple games with healthy communities, including Swords & Wizardry, Labyrinth Lord, Dungeon Crawl Classics, and Delving Deeper.  1st edition AD&D get a bit of love, but the definitive old-school version is probably something older.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 8:47 am			

			
				
				Thanks for this!

My strong impression was that there are still some players playing vintage Dungeons & Dragons, although most have (understandably) moved on. Among this group, the Advanced game is far more popular than the original or the Basic Set and its sequels — or, again, that’s my impression. I think the Advanced game is judged more definitive even among those who don’t play it because this is the lineage that can be traced directly to the modern game. The other lineage died in the 1990s.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Felix			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 7:14 am			

			
				
				Trying to make a movie out of Dungeons & Dragons would be like trying to make a movie out of Scrabble.


Ahem. Battleship. Never underestimate Hollywood’s blind, irrational, absurd greed.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Wade			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 10:29 am			

			
				
				The line about Scrabble reads unwisely, given Hollywood did make a movie out of D+D later, albeit a poor one.

On the Battleship note – my friends and I were impressed when a part came in the film where they really do play Battleship using grid coordinates and such, with real ships and enemies.

-Wade

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 13, 2016 at 11:17 am			

			
				
				I stole this comparison for the article. Hope you don’t mind… :)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 9:11 pm			

			
				
				TSR did apparently directly publish computer games for a very brief period ~1982, which I wrote about at http://videogamecomicads.blogspot.ca/2014/01/tsr-hobbies-computer-games-apple-ii-1982.html — learning more about this abortive testing of the waters would be interesting, but I appreciate that the blip is an unuseful detour from the overall narrative you’re constructing here.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 4:56 pm			

			
				
				That’s really interesting. I’d never heard of this, and it goes unmentioned in every history of TSR I’ve ever seen. It looks like the games did ship, but apparently in very small quantities. There’s are copies of all three games on EBay for astronomical prices: http://www.ebay.com/itm/VGA-Graded-NM-85-Dawn-Patrol-Apple-2-II-New-Computer-Video-Game-System-Disk-/290870522134?pt=Video_Games_Games&hash=item43b93bf116&rmvSB=true. I wonder if anyone has made disk images…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				March 15, 2016 at 10:03 pm			

			
				
				I don’t know about the others, but I was able to find and play a copy of Theseus and the Minotaur (by someday Bethseda bigwig Bruce Nesmith!) for documentation over at Mobygames.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Josh Lawrence			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 5:02 pm			

			
				
				Yes, the Asimov Archive has disk images for all of them.  Dungeon and Theseus are in the adventure sub-directory, and Dawn Patrol in the simulations directory.

Dungeon is a conversion of the 1975 TSR board game, which itself was an abstracted “lite” version of dungeon-crawling.  It is a light-year away in complexity from SSI’s attempt to bring the D&D experience to the computer, but it would still be interesting to look at history-wise.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 5:14 am			

			
				
				I imagine that TSR’s computer conversion of the Dungeon! board game is also the program that blocked Zork from being published with its post-working title, despite famous accounts of legal support pledged from MIT.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 8:24 am			

			
				
				Infocom never had any desire or intention to publish Zork as Dungeon. Dungeon was an unauthorized rewrite of the game by a third party; Infocom wasn’t all that much happier about its existence than was TSR. Zork may have been made up on the spot as a working title of sorts, but very quickly Zork became Zork, full stop, in Infocom’s eyes. 

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				March 14, 2016 at 9:44 pm			

			
				
				PS, as you progress along the marriage between TSR and SSI, you will probably find the wanted ad posted at the bottom of http://videogamecomicads.blogspot.ca/2014/02/advanced-dungeons-dragons-computer.html to be an interesting detail.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Captain Rufus			

			
				March 17, 2016 at 8:05 am			

			
				
				One thing to note with the way the Advanced books came out is that you were intended to use the original rules or the first Basic Set until the rest came out.  Even the later Basic sets were not too far removed at their core from Advanced DnD.  It’s just non A DnD was actually smooth, fast, and elegant while Advanced was a nitpicky and overly complicated but far more comprehensive ruleset.  The dirty little secret is most people even when using Advanced played it a hell of a lot more like Basic as no sane person really tried using all of the Advanced rules.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				GeoX			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 8:24 pm			

			
				
				I have to say, this article seems overly dismissive of James Goldman.  The Lion in Winter is not a trivial accomplishment.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 10:49 pm			

			
				
				You’re right. Edit made.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Peter Piers			
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				Thank you very for the link to La Farge’s article. Really good reading.
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Joel Billings of SSI never had a whole lot of use for Dungeons & Dragons, TSR, or RPGs in general. In this he was hardly unique among hardcore wargamers. The newer hobby had arisen directly from the older, forcing each and every grognard to a judgement and a reckoning. Some wargamers saw in RPGs the experiential games they had really been wanting to play all along; they jumped onto the RPG bandwagon and never looked back. Others, the ones who found Montgomery and Rommel far more interesting than Frodo and Sauron, scoffed at RPGs and their silly fantasies and clung all the tighter to their Avalon Hill and SPI boxes. And of course some split the difference, playing a little of this and a little of that.

Joel counted himself among the scoffers. His one experience with playing Dungeons & Dragons hadn’t been a positive one: a sadistic Dungeon Master killed his whole party before he had even begun to figure out what was going on. “This is the stupidest game I’ve ever seen,” he concluded. He never felt seriously tempted to try it again.

By the time that SSI was off and running, Joel and other wargame stalwarts like him had more reasons than ever to dislike RPGs. The late 1970s, you’ll remember, had seen the wargame at its commercial zenith, the RPG the exciting, fast-rising upstart genre. As the 1980s dawned and Dungeons & Dragons exploded into a popularity no wargame had ever dreamed of, it was hard not to blame one genre’s rapid rise for the other’s slow decline. Already in 1982 SPI, alongside Avalon Hill one of the twin giants of wargaming, found themselves in a serious financial crisis brought on partly by the general decline of the wargame market, partly by the general recession afflicting the American economy at the time, and partly by general mismanagement all too typical of their hobbyist-driven industry. TSR, now more than ten times the size of SPI thanks to the Dungeons & Dragons fad, gave them a secured loan of $425,000 to keep their doors open a while longer.

It will likely never be known whether what happened next was the result of Machiavellian scheming or just Gary Gygax and the Blume brothers’ usual bumbling approach to running TSR. Just two weeks after giving SPI the loan, TSR inexplicably called it in again. Having already used TSR’s money to satisfy their other creditors, SPI had no possible way to pay back the loan. TSR therefore foreclosed, announcing that they were taking over SPI. Shortly thereafter, realizing that SPI was so financially upside down as to become a negative asset on their books, they announced that what they had actually meant to say was that they were assuming ownership of all of SPI’s assets but none of their debts. When SPI’s creditors balked at this brazen attempt by TSR to have their cake and eat it too, TSR negotiated to pay them off for pennies on the dollar; something was better than nothing, figured the creditors. The end result was an SPI bankruptcy filing in effect if not in fact.

But any old wargamer who thought that the TSR purchase heralded better days for the company and the hobby was quickly disabused of that notion. TSR proved a terrible steward of SPI’s legacy, alienating their entire old design team so badly that they left en masse to reform as a new Avalon Hill subsidiary called Victory Games. Worse, TSR claimed that their acquisition of SPI’s assets had not included the paid-up subscriptions to SPI’s beloved house organ Strategy & Tactics; subscriptions were not assets at all, you see, but “liabilities.” Every Strategy & Tactics subscriber, even those who had splashed out a bundle for a “lifetime” subscription, would have to re-up immediately to continue receiving the magazine. And no, there would be no compensation for missed issues from the old regime. This act of betrayal of SPI’s most loyal customers didn’t just kill the most respected wargaming magazine in the world; it also, as Greg Costikyan puts it, shot the old subculture of wargaming in general in the head.

So, if a veteran wargamer like Joel Billings needed further reason to dislike all this Dungeons & Dragons silliness, there he had it. Trip Hawkins, a member of SSI’s board from the company’s inception, claims that he started telling Joel that he should branch out into CRPGs almost immediately after SSI was founded. But, although SSI quickly began to supplement their wargames with sports titles and other sorts of strategy games, Joel resisted CRPGs, saying that he preferred to publish “the games that he enjoyed personally.” RPGs, whether played on the tabletop or the desktop, clearly weren’t in that category.

Although Joel did nothing to encourage CRPG submissions, in late 1983 a fairly decent one arrived of its own accord. Written by two teenage brothers, Charles and John Dougherty, Questron had already ping-ponged around the industry a bit before it reached SSI. When the Dougherty brothers had sent it to Origin Systems, Richard Garriott had not only rejected it but told them in no uncertain terms to expect legal trouble if they dared to release something he considered to be so obviously derivative of his own Ultima games. Word of Garriott’s displeasure may very well have made the other major publishers shy away, until it ended up with the Doughertys’ long shot, nichey little SSI. Joel decided that, with a first entry in the genre all but gift-wrapped on his desk, he might as well dip a toe into these new waters and see how it went. SSI published Questron in February of 1984, albeit only after finding a way to placate an angry Garriott, who learned of their plans to do so at the January 1984 Winter Consumer Electronics Show and pitched a royal fit. Joel gave him a small stake in Questron‘s action and a small note on its box: “Game structure and style used under license of Richard Garriott.”

[image: Questron ]

Questron proved a modest start to something very significant. The game, benefiting from the lack of new Ultima or Wizardry titles during 1984, did unexpectedly well. In fact, when the Commodore 64 port of the Apple II original shipped in August, it became the fastest-selling new release SSI had ever enjoyed. The final total would hit almost 35,000 copies, pretty good numbers for a company whose average game still failed to break 10,000 copies. Some meeting notes dated December 2, 1984, make the new thinking that resulted clear: “Going into fantasy games now, could really affect sales favorably.” A little over a month later, SSI was already going through something of an identity crisis: are we a “wargame company” or a more generalized “computer-game company,” more meeting notes plaintively ask.

But SSI would have a hard time building on the momentum of Questron in the time-honored game-industry way of turning it into a franchise. In the contract the Dougherty brothers had signed with SSI, the latter was granted a right of first refusal of a potential sequel. This put the Doughertys in essentially the same situation as a restricted free agent in sports: they were free to shop a potential Questron II to other publishers if they wished, but they had to allow SSI the chance to match any publisher’s offer before signing a final contract. Not understanding or choosing to ignore this stipulation, the Doughertys allowed themselves to be poached by none other than Trip Hawkins’s Electronic Arts, who, with The Bard’s Tale series still in the offing, were eager to hedge their bets with another potential new CRPG franchise. SSI knew nothing about what was going on until the Doughertys announced that they had gone over to the slicker, better-distributed Electronic Arts — farewell and thank you very much for everything. Feeling compelled to defend his own company’s interests, Joel sued Electronic Arts and the Doughertys. A potential Questron series remained in limbo, its momentum dissipating, while the lawsuit dragged on. The situation doubtless made for some strained times back at SSI’s offices, where board-member Trip Hawkins was still coming every month for the directors meeting.

The suit wasn’t settled until April of 1987, ostensibly at least largely in SSI’s favor. The Doughertys’ long-delayed sequel was published shortly thereafter by Electronic Arts, but under the new title of Legacy of the Ancients. Meanwhile the Doughertys were obliged to design, but not to program, a Questron II for SSI; the programming of the sequel could either be done in-house by SSI or outsourced elsewhere at their discretion. It ended up going to Westwood Associates, a frequent SSI contractor on ports and other unglamorous technical tasks who would soon be making a bigger name for themselves as a developer of original games. Released at last in February of 1988, Questron II felt rather uninspired, as one might expect given the forced circumstances of its creation. It did surprisingly well, though, outselling the first Questron by some 16,000 copies. Rather than its own merits, its success was likely down to increasing enthusiasm for CRPGs in general among gamers, and to other things going on that year that were suddenly making little SSI among the biggest names in the genre.

[image: Questron II]

In the immediate wake of Questron I‘s release and success, however, those events were still well in the future. Neither Joel Billings’s troubles with his two teenage problem children nor his personal ambivalence toward CRPGs deterred him from recognizing the potential that game had highlighted. Never a publisher to shy away from releasing lots of games, SSI added CRPGs to their ongoing firehose of new wargames. To Joel Billings the businessman’s pleasure if perhaps to Joel Billings the wargamer’s chagrin, the average SSI CRPG continued to do far, far better than the average wargame. Indeed, their very next CRPG(ish) game after Questron, an unusual action hybrid called Gemstone Warrior released in December of 1984, became their first game of any type to top 50,000 copies sold. The more traditional Phantasie — names weren’t really SSI’s strong suit — in March of 1985 also topped the magic 50,000 mark. Soon the CRPGs were coming almost as quickly as the wargames: Rings of Zilfin (January 1986, 17,479 sold); Phantasie II (February 1986, 30,100 sold); Wizard’s Crown (February 1986, 47,676 sold); Shard of Spring (July 1986, 11,942 sold); Roadwar 2000 (August 1986, 44,044 sold); Gemstone Healer (September 1986, 6030 sold); Realms of Darkness (February 1987, 9022 sold); Phantasie III (March 1987, 46,113 sold); The Eternal Dagger (June 1987, 18,471 sold); Roadwar Europa (July 1987, 18,765 sold).

As the list above attests, sales figures for these games were all over place, but trended generally a bit downward over time as SSI flooded the market. Yet one thing did remain constant: the average SSI CRPG continued to outsell the average SSI wargame by a healthy margin. (The only exception to this rule was Roger Damon’s remarkable Wargame Construction Set, which after its release in October of 1986 became a surprise hit, the first SSI game to crack 60,000 copies sold.) All of these SSI CRPGs — so many coming so close together that it’s difficult even for dedicated fans of the genre’s history to keep them all straight — occupied a comfortable if less than prestigious second rung in the industry as a whole. To describe them as the games you played while you waited for the next Ultima or The Bard’s Tale may sound unkind, but it’s largely accurate. Like SSI’s other games, they tended to be a little bit uglier and a little bit clunkier than the competition.

[image: Wizard's Crown]

At their best, though, the rules behind these games felt more consciously designed than the games in the bigger, more respected series — doubtless a legacy of SSI’s wargame roots. This quality is most notable in Wizard’s Crown. The most wargamey of all SSI’s CRPGs, Wizard’s Crown was not coincidentally also the first CRPG to be designed in-house by the company’s own small staff of developers, led by Paul Murray and Keith Brors, the two most devoted tabletop Dungeons & Dragons fans in the office. Built around a combat engine of enormous tactical depth in comparison to Ultima and The Bard’s Tale, it may not be a sustainedly fun game — the sheer quantity and detail of the fights gets exhausting well before the end, and the game has little else to offer — but it’s one of real importance in the history of both SSI and the CRPG. Wizard’s Crown and its sequel The Eternal Dagger, you see, were essentially a dry run for the series of games that would remake SSI’s image.

Coming off a disappointing 1986, the first year in which SSI had failed to increase their earnings over the previous year, Joel Billings was greeted with some news that was rapidly sweeping the industry: that TSR was interested in making a Dungeons & Dragons computer game, and that they would soon be listening to pitches from interested parties. To say that Dungeons & Dragons was a desirable license hardly begins to state the case. This was the license in CRPGs, the name that inexplicably wasn’t there already, a yawning absence about to become a smothering presence at last. Everyone wanted it, and had wanted it for quite some time. That group included SSI as much as anyone; once again pushing aside any misgivings about getting into bed with the company that had shot his own favorite hobby in the head, Joel had been one of the many to contact TSR in earlier years, asking if they were interested in a licensing deal. They hadn’t been then, but now they suddenly were. Encouraged by Murray and Brors and other rabid Dungeons & Dragons fans around the office, Joel decided to put on a “full-court press,” as he describes it, to spare no effort in trying to get the deal for his own little company. Sure, it looked like one David versus a whole lot of Goliaths, but what the hell, right?

The full list of Goliaths with which SSI was competing for the license has never been published, but in interviews Joel has mentioned Origin Systems (of Ultima fame) and Electronic Arts (of The Bard’s Tale fame) as having been among them. As for the other contenders, we do know that there were at least seven more of them. One need only understand the desirability of the license to assume that the seven (or more) must have been a veritable computer-game who’s who. “We were going head to head with the best in the industry,” remembers Chuck Kroegel, a programmer and project manager on SSI’s in-house development team.

SSI was duly granted their hearing, scheduled for April 8, 1987, at TSR’s Lake Geneva, Wisconsin, headquarters. With a scant handful of weeks to prepare, they scrambled desperately to throw together some technology demos; these felt unusually important to SSI’s pitch, given that they were hardly known as a producer of slick or graphically impressive games. Those with a modicum of artistic talent digitized some monster portraits out of the Monster Manual on a Commodore Amiga, coloring them and adding some spot animation. Meanwhile the programmers put together a scrolling three-dimensional dungeon maze, reminiscent of The Bard’s Tale but better (at least by SSI’s own reckoning), on a Commodore 64.

But it was always understood that these hasty demos were only a prerequisite for making a pitch, a way to show that SSI had the minimal competency do this stuff rather a real selling point. When SSI’s five-man team — consisting of Joel Billings, Keith Brors, Chuck Kroegel, the newly hired head of internal development Victor Penman, and Vice President of Sales Randy Broweleit — boarded their plane for Lake Geneva, they were determined to really sell TSR on a vision: a vision of not just a game or two but a whole new computerized wing of Dungeons & Dragons that might someday equal or eclipse the tabletop variant. The pitch document that accompanied their presentation has been preserved in the SSI archive at the Strong Museum of Play. I want to quote its key paragraphs, the “Overview,” in full.

The Advanced Dungeons & Dragons computer game system would be provided as a series of modules built around a central character-creation, combat, and magic system. The first release would be this central system, which would include a modest dungeon adventure. It would be followed by the release of a number of adventure modules suitable for beginning-level characters. With the passage of time, higher-level adventures and more character types would be offered. Editors which would permit users to create their own dungeons, outdoors, and cities would also be provided. The timing on the introduction of these later releases would be determined by market demand.

The first release would be the central system. It would be similar to the Player’s Handbook in that it would provide for the creation of a number of character classes, combat, and spells. The players would draw on these abilities to create their characters for adventuring. Also included in this first release would be an introductory dungeon adventure in which the computer program would perform as DM.

This first release would be followed by a number of adventure games similar to TSR’s dungeon and adventure modules. The earliest of these would be aimed at beginning characters. As time passed and players had an opportunity to build up more powerful characters, more challenging modules would be released.

It is anticipated that at least three game sets will be released as a result of periodic improvements in and expansions of the game system. Each of these would be built on an improved and expanded version of the central system. The systems would be kept upwardly compatible so that characters developed on earlier versions of the system could take advantage of its improvements. Dungeon and adventure modules would be created for each of these game sets.

At some point (to be determined by marketing considerations) a number of editors would be released. These editors would enable the users to create their own computer adventures. The first of these would be a Dungeon Master’s Guide-type package, which would provide instructions and tools for setting up the adventures and a Monster Manual-type package to provide monsters for these adventures (the monster disk might be released much earlier since we can see non-DMs wanting it). Specialized packages for creating outdoor adventures, city adventures, overland adventures, seafaring adventures, underwater adventures, etc., would be added to meet market demand.
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In some ways, what this overview offers is a terrible vision. The Wizardry series had opted for a similar overly literal translation of Dungeons & Dragons‘s core-game/adventure-module structure, requiring anyone who wanted to play any of the later games in the series to first buy and play the first in order to have characters to import. The fallout from that decision was all too easy to spot in the merest glance at the CRPG market as of 1987: the Wizardry series had long since pissed away the position of dominance it had enjoyed after its first game to become an also-ran (much like SSI’s own CRPG efforts) to Ultima and The Bard’s Tale.

On the other hand, though, this overview is a vision, which apparently stood it in marked contrast to most other pitches, focused as they were on just getting a single Dungeons & Dragons game out there as quickly as possible so everyone could start to clean up. TSR innately understood SSI’s more holistic approach. With the early 1980s Dungeons & Dragons fad now long past, their business model relied less on selling huge quantities of any one release than in leveraging — some would say “exploiting” — their remaining base of hardcore players, each of whom was willing to spend lots of money on lots of new products.

Further, the TSR people and the SSI people immediately liked and understood one another; the importance of being on the same psychological wavelength as a potential business partner should never be underestimated. Born out of wargames, TSR seemed to have that culture and its values entwined in their very DNA, even after the ugly SPI episode and all the rest of the chaos of the past decade and change. Many of the people there knew exactly where scruffy little SSI was coming from, born and still grounded in the culture of the tabletop as they were. These same folks at TSR weren’t so sure about all those bigger, slicker firms. While Joel Billings may not have had a lot of personal use for Dungeons & Dragons, that certainly wasn’t true of many of his employees. Joel claims that the “bottom line” that sold TSR on SSI was “an R&D staff that knows AD&D games, plays AD&D games, and enjoys AD&D games.” They would feel “honored to be doing computer AD&D games. If you’re doing fantasy games, the AD&D game is the one to do.” Chuck Kroegel sums up SSI’s biggest advantage over their competitors in fewer words: “We wanted this project more than the other companies.” That genuine personal interest and passion, along with SSI’s idea that this would be a big, ambitious, multi-layered, perhaps era-defining collaboration — TSR had never been known for thinking small — were the important things. The details could be worked out later.

At the Summer Consumer Electronics Show in June — yes, it’s that landmark CES again — SSI and TSR announced their unlikely partnership, formally signing the contract right there at the show in front of the press and SSI’s shocked rivals. The contract was for five years of Dungeons & Dragons software, with options to renew thereafter. It would officially go into effect on January 1, 1988, although development of a planned torrent of products would start immediately.

There would be three distinct Advanced Dungeons & Dragons product lines. One line, which grew out of whole cloth during the negotiations, would be a series of “multi-player action/arcade games” that used settings and characters from TSR’s various novels and supplements, but otherwise had little to do with the tabletop game: “These games will focus on special aspects of AD&D, such as swordplay, spell-casting, and dungeon and wilderness exploration.” Having no particular competence in the area of action games, SSI would sub-contract with their European publishers, U.S. Gold, to make these games, drawing from the deep well of hotshot British game programmers to which U.S. Gold had access.

Another line evolved out of SSI’s original plan for a sort of “Dungeons & Dragons Construction Set.” Instead of letting Dungeon Masters make new computerized adventures — SSI and TSR, like many other companies, were worried about killing the market for future games by putting too good game-making tools in the hands of players — the Dungeon Master’s Assistant line would be designed to aid in the construction of adventures and campaigns for the tabletop game.

And finally there was the big line: a full-fledged implementation of Advanced Dungeons & Dragons as a series of CRPGs. The idea of a “central system” with “adventure modules” blessedly disappeared within a few months of the contract signing, replaced by a series of standalone games that would allow those who wished to do so to import the same party into each sequel; those who didn’t wish to do so, or who hadn’t played the earlier games at all, would still be able to create new characters in the later games.

The choice of a partner for this high-profile deal had been driven entirely by the creative types at TSR and the kinship they felt for SSI. That’s doubly surprising when you consider that it occurred well into the reign of Lorraine Williams, whose supposed dislike of games and gamers and constant meddling in the design process would later win her an infamous place in fan legend as the most loathed real-life villain in the history of the tabletop RPG. Whatever the veracity of the other claims made against her, in this case she ignored lots of very sensible questions to let her creative people have the partner they wanted. Could nichey little SSI improve their marketing and distribution enough to get the games in front of as many potential customers as someone like Electronic Arts? Could SSI raise the standards of their graphics and programming to make something attractive and slick enough to match the appeal of the Dungeons & Dragons trademark? In short, was SSI really up to this huge project, many times greater in scope than anything they’d done before? Lorraine Williams was betting five years of her flagship brand’s future, the most precious thing TSR owned, on the answer to all of these questions being yes. It was one hell of a roll of the dice.
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If SSI was to pull it off, they would have to mortgage their hopefully bright future as the software face of Dungeons & Dragons and expand dramatically. In the months following the contract-signing ceremony, their in-house development staff expanded from 7 to 25 people. Among the new hires were SSI’s first full-time pixel artists, hired to give the new products a look worthy of the license. SSI’s games having never been the sort to wow anyone with their beauty, figuring out the graphics thing presented perhaps the greatest challenge of all, as Victor Penman recognized:

In the past, when SSI was primarily a wargames company, graphics were not as important as game play. Now the graphics will be better, making this product more of an improvement than any other. We’re committed to carrying out state-of-the-art graphics all the way down the line, so we’re dedicated to game sophistication and a new level of graphics more so than anything we’ve done to date.


With the action games outsourced to U.S. Gold and the Dungeon Master’s Assistant line being less demanding projects likely to be of only niche appeal anyway, the big push at SSI was on the first full-fledged Dungeons & Dragons CRPG. The new project used the two Wizard’s Crown games, especially those games’ intricate tactical-combat system, as a jumping-off point; most of the SSI veterans who had worked on those games were now employed on this new one. But that could only be a jumping-off point, for SSI’s plans needed to be much more ambitious now to please both TSR and the gaming public, who would expect this first real Dungeons & Dragons CRPG to be something really, truly special. As the first CRPG of a series that would come to include many more, a whole software ecosystem needed to be built from scratch to create it. A multi-platform game engine, interpreters, scripting languages, and level editors were all needed just for starters.

In a move that SSI would soon have cause to regret, the tool chain was built around the Commodore 64, then enjoying its belated final year as the American home-computer industry’s dominant platform. The choice isn’t hard to understand in the context of 1987: the 64 had been around for so long and for so strong that one could almost believe it would continue forever. SSI had sold 35 percent of all their games on the Commodore 64 during 1986, 10 percent more than it closest rival, the Apple II. If anything, these numbers were low for the industry in general, reflecting SSI’s specialization in cerebral strategy games, traditionally a bastion of the Apple II market. With this new partnership, SSI’s bid for the big time, there seemed every reason to think that the 64’s percentage of the pie would only increase. Therefore they would build and release the Dungeons & Dragons games first on the Commodore 64, ensuring that they looked and ran well on that all-important platform. Then they could adapt the same engine to run on the other, often more capable platforms.

The arrival of Dungeons & Dragons at SSI and the dramatic upending of the daily routine that it wrought created inevitable tensions at what had always been a low-key, workmanlike operation. The minority of staffers assigned to the non-Dungeons & Dragons business-as-usual — i.e., the company’s wargames and the last sprinkling of non-licensed CRPGs in the pipeline — started to feel, in the words of Chuck Kroegel, like “outcasts.” Staffers referred to themselves as either working in Disneyland (everything Dungeons & Dragons) or being exiled to Siberia (everything non-Dungeons & Dragons). Sometimes those descriptions could feel distressingly literal: desperate for space, SSI exiled the small team that tested and perfected non-Dungeons & Dragons external submissions to an unheated, cheerless nearby building. “There was a feeling on their part that we were getting all the goodies and they got all the cold Arctic air,” remembers Keith Brors.

[image: Jim Ward, who got on fabolously with SSI, visits in 1990 to celebrate the company's tenth anniversary along with his plus-one.]Jim Ward, who got on fabulously with SSI, visits along with his plus-one in 1990 to celebrate the company’s tenth anniversary.


The folks in Disneyland got plenty of help from Lake Geneva. In the beginning the TSR/SSI partnership really was a partnership, standing it in marked contrast to most similar licensing deals. The scenario for the first Dungeons & Dragons CRPG was first written and designed as a tabletop adventure module by three of TSR’s most experienced staff designers, working under one Jim Ward, whose own history with Dungeons & Dragons went back to well before that name existed, when he had played in Gary Gygax’s earliest campaigns. The tabletop module was passed on to SSI for implementation on the computer in January of 1988. SSI had their hands plenty full before that date just getting the game engine up and running; that job was described by Victor Penman as “equivalent to producing the Player’s Handbook, the Dungeon Master’s Guide, and the Monster Manual in one program.”

TSR’s close involvement ensured that the end result really did feel like tabletop Dungeons & Dragons, more so than any of the competing CRPG series — and this, of course, was exactly what its audience wanted. Ward’s team chose to set the game in TSR’s new campaign world of the Forgotten Realms, envisioned as the more generic, default alternative to the popular but quirky Dragonlance world of Krynn. The big boxed set that introduced the Forgotten Realms was published well after the contract signing with SSI, allowing TSR to carve out a space on the world’s map reserved for the computer games right from the outset. While many have grumbled that words like “generic” and “default” do all too good a job of describing the Forgotten Realms — “vanilla” is another strong candidate — Ward and company nevertheless drowned their scenario in the lore of the place, such as it is, leading to a CRPG with a sense of place comparable only to the Ultima series and its world of Britannia. To further cement the connection between Dungeons & Dragons the tabletop game and its computerized implementation, TSR prepared tie-in products of their own, including a novelization of the first CRPG written by Jim Ward with the help of Jane Cooper Hong and the original tabletop adventure module that had served as SSI’s design document.

SSI had promised TSR when making their original pitch that they could have an official Dungeons & Dragons CRPG ready to go within thirteen months at the outside of signing a deal. Joel Billings always took great pride in his company’s punctuality. Lingering, “troubled” projects of any stripe were a virtual unknown there during the 1980s; outside and in-house developers alike quickly learned to just get their games done and move on to the next if they wanted to continue to work with SSI. Dungeons & Dragons proved to be no exception. SSI would manage to meet their deadline of summer 1988.

With the big day drawing near, Joel Billings took an important step to address the still-lingering questions about whether SSI had the promotional and distributional resources to properly sell Dungeons & Dragons on the computer. It marked the next phase in SSI’s long, multi-faceted relationship with Trip Hawkins and his company Electronic Arts. Barely a year removed from settling SSI’s lawsuit and less than a year removed from losing the big TSR contract to them, Electronic Arts bought into SSI to the tune of 20 percent in May of 1988, giving the smaller company some much-needed cash to spend on a big Dungeons & Dragons promotional effort. SSI also became one of Electronic Arts’s affiliated labels, thus solving the distribution problems. As previous tales told on this blog will attest, such deals with the titans of the industry could be dangerous territory for smaller publishers like SSI. But SSI did have advantages that most of the affiliated labels didn’t: in addition to the longstanding personal relationship enjoyed by Trip Hawkins and Joel Billings, the buy-in would give Electronic Arts a real stake in SSI’s success, making them much harder to gut and cast aside if they should disappoint.
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SSI released the first title in all three branches of their new Dungeons & Dragons family tree in August of 1988, each on a different platform of the several each title would eventually reach. Dungeon Masters Assistant Volume 1: Encounters shipped on the Apple II. It would sell 26,212 copies across four platforms — not bad for such a specialized utility. Heroes of the Lance, an action game set in Dragonlance‘s world of Krynn that was developed and delivered as promised from Britain, shipped on the Atari ST. The first of what would come to be known as the “Silver Box” line of action-oriented Dungeons & Dragons games, it would sell an impressive 88,808 copies across four platforms, enough to easy qualify it as SSI’s all-time biggest seller.

Enough, that is, if it hadn’t been for Pool of Radiance, first of the “Gold Box” line of full-on Dungeons & Dragons CRPGs. Recognized as The Big One in the lineup right from the start, it didn’t disappoint. Beginning on the Commodore 64 and moving on to MS-DOS, the Apple II, the Macintosh, and the Amiga, its final sales total reached 264,536 copies in North America alone. By far the most successful release of SSI’s history as an independent company, it became exactly the transformative work that SSI (and Electronic Arts) had been banking on, a ticket to the big leagues if ever there was one. Even the Pool of Radiance clue book outsold any previous SSI game, to the tune of 68,395 copies.
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The second serious attempt of 1988 to adapt a set of tabletop-RPG rules to the computer, Pool of Radiance makes, like its contemporary Wasteland, an enlightening study in game design for that reason and others. Happily, it’s mostly worthy of its huge success; there’s a really compelling game in here, even if you sometimes have to fight a little more than you ought to to tease it out. As a game, it’s more than worthy of an article in its own right. By way of concluding my little series on SSI and TSR and my bigger one on the landmark CRPGs of 1988, I’ll give it that article next time.

(Sources: As with all of my SSI articles, much of this one is drawn from the SSI archive at the Strong Museum of Play. Other sources include the Questbusters of March 1988, Computer Gaming World of March 1988 and July 1988, and Dragon of November 1987, May 1988, and July 1990. Also the book Designers and Dragons by Shannon Appelcline, and Matt Barton’s video interviews with Joel Billings.)

							
		
	
		
			
				Comments

				21 Responses 
			


						
		
						
				Ken Rutsky			

			
				March 18, 2016 at 7:18 pm			

			
				
				Great work, as usual.  

I remember the shock experienced by my friends and I when we read of the TSR-SSI partnership.  Phantasie was a big favorite among us, and we’d all played a number of their other RPG offerings (I was the only wargamer in my circle…still the case, haha).  Even if they were uglier, I always liked SSI’s approach to the CRPG; to the point you bring up in the final paragraphs here, they just felt like much better designed games…they behaved like our beloved tabletop games far more than the Ultima games did, and didn’t feel quite mindless as the Bards Tale (this is my opinion, of course).

My favorite non AD&D offering is Demon’s Winter.  Ugly, quirky, unbalanced, flawed storyline…but it just pulled me in on so many levels: it had a huge world, varied opponents, a tactical battle system, and interesting and flexible magic and skill systems that resembled RoleMaster.

Can’t wait to read the Pool of Radiance article.  While it had limitations that were obvious even on release (only the basic four character classes?!), it’s still a fun game that truly deserves its landmark status.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 9:26 am			

			
				
				One limitation I remember well was memorable to me because I played PoR years after I had already played Champions of Krynn (and possibly Death Knights): the engine still hadn’t many conveniences that became common later, such as being able to re-memorize previously memorized spells (you had to select all of them again, manually, for each spellcaster), and the FIX command (have your clerics cast healing spells as needed, resting to re-memorize them as many times as necessary, until everyone is fully healed and your clerics have all their spells available).

I’ve never played The Wizard’s Crown, but this description by Jimmy:

the sheer quantity and detail of the fights gets exhausting well before the end


also applies, IMO, to PoR when compared to later Gold Box games. I remember *huge* fights, with 20-30 enemies, even near the beginning of the game. And you’d have to fight them without area effect spells for most of the game… Later entries were much more reasonable in this respect.

On the other hand, I really liked the way most of the game was about the city council giving you missions to complete. That was also unique to PoR, as far as I remember.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Harland			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 5:53 am			

			
				
				Goldbox games totaled your 6 stats and scaled the encounters appropriately.  You had huge encounters because you used the ‘Modify’ command during character creation to give all your characters 18s in everything.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Rob			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 12:35 pm			

			
				
				And, as 15 year old boys who eagerly modified their characters to max, we had immense fun as a result. These ridiculously immense battles that lasted over an hour (Sokal Keep springs to memory) were what made Pool of Radiance THE game to boast about amongst like-minded kids in the schoolyard. I can only imagine a battle with fairly rolled characters would be so much more boring.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 2:08 pm			

			
				
				Actually, I was pretty honest back then about that. Rerolling characters hundreds of times was OK, but just using Modify was not. :) So I probably had above average characters (compared to just rolling dice for each stat in order and accepting the results), but certainly not all-18s or anything like that.

Anyway, while I’m sure you’re correct about the encounter scaling, I’m pretty sure Pool still had much larger encounters for similarly-statted characters than other Gold Box games. My guess is that they probably adjusted the scaling routine after that game. It’s been a while, though, so I could be wrong.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Oded			

			
				March 18, 2016 at 10:08 pm			

			
				
				Got a typo there – a “must” that should be a “most”.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 7:38 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				March 18, 2016 at 10:12 pm			

			
				
				Did Pool of Radiance edge out Ultima and Bard’s Tale?  I know reliable sales figures for the era are difficult to come by, but the Official Book of Ultima claims 300,000 units for Ultima IV, while High Score claims the same figure for the original Bard’s Tale.  Those sources may be mistaken or rounding way up or otherwise inaccurate, but they do call this claim into question.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 8:16 am			

			
				
				Yes, I think so. Note that the figures you quote, besides being a little questionable in their sourcing, presumably include European sales and, in the case of Ultima IV, explicitly include the successful Nintendo ports. The SSI sales sheet I have lists only North American sales on computers, but Pool of Radiance was released in Europe via U.S. Gold and given a fairly serious promotional push there as well, and was also ported to Nintendo, although I’m not certain how successful it was on that platform. Made a slight edit to clarify that the ~265,000 figure was for North America alone, which I should of course have done to begin with.

While I have nothing like the smoking gun of a sales listing that I have for SSI, I do have some documents showing the total dollar amount of product that Electronic Arts ordered from Origin during their time as their distributor from 1985 to 1987. These unfortunately aren’t broken down by title, but, knowing Ultima IV’s wholesale price, I can do some reckoning. For Ultima IV to have been selling at a clip good enough to hit 300,000 copies Origin would have to have been selling virtually nothing else, or Ultima IV would had to have enjoyed a sudden later sales spike. The first is impossible, and the second highly unlikely.

Comparing apples to apples, my best guess for North American sales on home computers of each of Ultima IV and The Bard’s Tale is in the 230,000 to 250,000 copy range. Based largely on what Origins Systems *wasn’t* saying in the few years after its release, Ultima V probably sold slightly less, perhaps 210,000 to 230,000 copies. The later Bard’s Tale games sold still fewer copies.

These figures are all close enough and spitballed enough that it wouldn’t *shock* me if someone proved me wrong and gave the crown to either Ultima IV or The Bard’s Tale, but it would surprise me. Sometimes you just have to play the odds. ;)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				November 21, 2016 at 10:41 am			

			
				
				So, it turns out I was wrong to make this claim. In the March 1991 Questbusters of all places, I found a concrete sales number for Bard’s Tale I: 407,000 copies. This makes it easily the bestselling CRPG of the 1980s. I deleted the claim from the article. Live and learn, right?

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alan			

			
				March 18, 2016 at 11:44 pm			

			
				
				Running into the names of people I’ve worked with is a bit jarring.

Back in 1997 My first job out of college was working for Evermore Entertainment, the company Victor Penman founded when he left Raven.  I was hired for the AD&D Core Rules 2.0, in part because I was willing to run an AD&D game over lunch. I’d learn later that I was working for someone involved in Pool of Radiance, the first CRPG I finished. (I had Wizard’s Crown, but it was too opaque for 11-year-old me.)

Victor was old friends with Jim Ward by that time, Jim stopped by a few times, and on one occasion played in the lunch game I was running.  I’m guessing not a lot of people can say they were paid to run an AD&D game for Jim Ward. :-)  For a kid fresh out of college, it was a heck of a first job.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Felix			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 9:53 am			

			
				
				That’s kind of funny. SSI’s original plan demonstrates that game developers wanted DLC way before it was technically feasible — or had a name, for that matter. *They* want it, not the public. Which is why the practice continues, getting ever worse, even as the outcry increases.

As for Forgotten Realms, as a good friend of mine told me repeatedly — and I came to agree with him — having a vanilla fantasy world is actually an advantage. It allows you to skip the introductions and go straight to the meaty part of the story. Few people care about the world at large and how empires rose and fell over the ages, anyway; the village where your 1st-level heroes start out having to stop a gang of goblins can move them a lot more. In a way, that’s a more delicate and valuable part of worldbuilding than any of the high-level stuff. And it’s good to hear that the folks at TSR and SSI got the idea.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Harland			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 5:58 am			

			
				
				“DLC” was called “copy protection” and was working in the 80s.  It was entirely feasible and worked well unless you had a modem, like most people didn’t.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 3:05 am			

			
				
				I think you’re thinking of DRM, not DLC.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 8:15 am			

			
				
				I can see where that’s a tempting comparison, but I don’t think it’s all that great a comparison. Publishers like SSI and Sir-Tech were looking backward rather than forward when they came up with schemes like this, trying to recreate the vintage Dungeons & Dragons model of core game rules and a whole lot of adventure modules you bought to play with them. (Yes, it was possible to create your own adventures, but, as TSR only belatedly came to understand, most Dungeon Masters didn’t have the time, energy, or desire to do so. One might say that TSR’s entire business model from the 1980s on was built around this understanding.) But, if we substitute for printed rules the computer code used to implement a game engine, this whole model is unnecessary, needlessly frustrating, and very off-putting to new players. The same code can easily be used in new *standalone* games.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 21, 2016 at 9:47 am			

			
				
				Indeed. I don’t think there were any *technical* advantages: how much disk space (2-3 KB?) and time (none, since they were already written?) could Sir-Tech have saved by not having the character creation routines included in Wizardry 2 and 3?

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				March 19, 2016 at 8:45 pm			

			
				
				Typos:

“to do just get”

“lots very”

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 8:18 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Harland			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 4:46 am			

			
				
				It’s really disconcerting to see thing blog scoff at wargamers like this.  It’s how the outside world scoffs at gamers, and you’d think a tightly focused gaming blog like this one could do better than that.  I thought that behavior was *wrong* and nobody should do it.  Turns out, it was just aimed at the wrong group.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Rob			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 12:46 pm			

			
				
				Where exactly is this post scoffing at wargamers? It seems to me a fairly unbiased historical article. If anything, history itself scoffed at wargaming – it was only ever a niche compared to D&D. Which garnered its own amount of scorn from “the outside world” back in the day.

And no-one scoffs at gamers these days – it’s an utterly celebrated medium. If they do in your part of the world, move.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Veronica Connor			

			
				March 20, 2016 at 4:30 pm			

			
				
				Here’s an interview with Peter Lount, co-author of Gemstone Warrior and Gemstone Healer for SSI:

http://www.open-apple.net/2016/02/21/show-056-peter-lount-gemstone-warrior-kansasfest-2016/

				


			

			

	

			




				
		
	
		
			
				Opening the Gold Box, Part 4: Pool of Radiance

				March 25, 2016
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Pool of Radiance is one of the most important CRPGs of all time in terms of both design and the genre’s commercial history. Coming as it did near the end of the line for an 8-bit CRPG tradition that began in earnest with the original Ultima and Wizardry games back in 1981, it’s easy to see it as the culmination of that tradition, blending the ideas and approaches of its predecessors with its own brand new commercial trump card, the Dungeons & Dragons license. The latter was more than enough to move Pool of Radiance and the Gold Box line it spawned into place as the 1B to the Ultima series’s perennial 1A, replacing the Bard’s Tale games, whose own shooting star was now in the descendant. As Wizardry had been replaced by The Bard’s Tale not so long ago, so was The Bard’s Tale now replaced by the Gold Box.

My wife Dorte and I recently played through Pool of Radiance as the first stage in a grander project of trying to take the same party of characters through the entire four-game series that it begins. This article describes what we found therein.

Being the first game in a series that would spawn three direct sequels, Pool of Radiance limits your characters to somewhere between level 6 and 9, depending on class; this is strictly a low- to mid-level adventure, reserving the real power-gaming for its sequels. Still, there’s a big difference between level 1 and level 6, and the thrill of seeing your characters advance and grow in power, so much at the heart of an RPG’s appeal, is the greatest at the lower levels.

The story is appropriate to the characters’ somewhat limited powers. It’s surprisingly modest in scale and scope, at least within the over-the-top context of ludic fantasy in general. Instead of saving the world, you’re “only” out to save a little town called Phlan that’s been largely overrun with monsters in recent years. Like so much about Pool of Radiance, the scenario harks back to the tabletop Dungeons & Dragons experience, to iconic low-level adventures like Gary Gygax’s own The Keep on the Borderlands and the classic British module The Sinister Secret of Saltmarsh.  In these, as in Pool of Radiance, the stakes for the campaign world are relatively low but the stakes for the players’ party couldn’t be higher. There are, thank God, no “Chosen Ones” or existential universal threats in Pool of Radiance, a welcome distinction that largely holds true throughout the Gold Box line.

In addition to the decidedly modest heights to which characters are allowed to rise in Pool of Radiance specifically, the need to fit the Gold Box games in general into TSR’s existing milieus tended to rein in such excesses. You can’t have every party saving the world when said world needs to be shared by hundreds of adventure modules, source books, computer games, and novels. Those who are invested in the Forgotten Realms as a setting will be able to situate Phlan on a map of the Realms and enjoy the lengthy explication of the region’s history and geography included with the game. Those like me who couldn’t really care less how Phlan fits into the greater Realms don’t have to worry about it.

More interesting to me is the game’s method of telling the more immediate story of your own party of adventurers. As in the contemporaneous Wasteland, much of that story is moved into an accompanying booklet of paragraphs. To my mind, though, Pool of Radiance‘s paragraph book is richer and more interesting than that of Wasteland. In addition to flavor text, you’ll also find maps, diagrams, and illustrations inside the paragraph book to further enrich the experience. And, while I wouldn’t accuse the writing of being precisely good, it is knowing and entertaining in its pulpy cheesiness — and really, how much more can one expect out of such an artificial narrative experience as a traditional monster-bashing CRPG? Dorte and I laughed at the writing a lot, but, hey, it was good-natured laughter; we didn’t go in expecting Shakespeare.
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When starting Pool of Radiance, the first order of business — after getting past the irritating code-wheel-based copy protection, that is — must be to create your six-character adventuring party. As was remarked often by disappointed purists back in the day, Pool of Radiance offers nothing close to a full implementation of the byzantine collection of Advanced Dungeons & Dragons hardcovers. You can, for instance, choose among only the four core, archetypal character classes of fighter, cleric, magic user, and thief, combining them with the six races of human, dwarf, elf, gnome, half-elf, and halfling. Personally, I don’t consider such simplifications a negative at all really. Trust me, what’s here is more than (over)complicated enough. More on that later.
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As usual for games of this tradition, Pool of Radiance lets you re-roll a character’s statistics as many times as you like to get someone you consider viable. Or, if you like, the game lets you bypass all of the virtual dice-rolling and just input starting ability scores of your choice for your characters. Implemented in the service of some ill-defined scheme to let you move your favorite tabletop characters into the computer game, the feature was promptly used by legions of cheaters to make parties full of super characters with the maximum score of 18 in every attribute. But the final joke was on them: Pool of Radiance punishes such players by scaling some of the fights to the overall power of the party, leading to some long, drawn-out combats for the cheaters that those who play fair will breeze through. As we’re beginning to see already, this game does have a way of proving itself more cleverly designed than one initially wants to give it credit for.

[image: You can combine male heads with female bodies and vice versa when creating a portrait for your character, a feature apparently left in because it amused SSI's programmers. Combined with the questionable fashion choices, the results can be kind of horrifying.]

You can combine male heads with female bodies and vice versa when creating a portrait for your character, a feature apparently left in because it amused SSI’s programmers. Combined with the questionable fashion choices, the results can be kind of horrifying.
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You can also choose what each character’s “tabletop miniature” will look like, a feature reaching all the way back to Dungeons & Dragons‘s earliest roots in hardcore miniatures wargaming. Unfortunately, it’s hard to see much difference in the icons with these pixelated graphics.
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Once you’ve put your party together, you can finally begin the game proper. It opens with your arrival by boat at the last remaining human enclave in the once-thriving village, and a brief guided tour thereof by a representative of the town. The screen layout will be immediately familiar to anyone who’s played a Wizardry or Bard’s Tale game. I would say, however, that just the guide’s introduction alone already contains more text and story content than either of those games.

After the guide is finished, you can start to explore. The opening area is devoid of monsters and completely safe (well, almost; stay out of taverns for a while). It contains all the expected accoutrements of a CRPG home base: shops of various sorts, temples for healing, a training hall for leveling up.

[image: Pool of Radiance]

It wouldn’t be Advanced Dungeons & Dragons if the shops didn’t offer a healthy selection of Gary Gygax’s beloved but incomprehensible-to-the-rest-of-us Medieval arms. (“How many kinds of pole arms do you need, Gary?” asked Dave Arneson. “It’s a stick with a pointy thing on the end of it!”) Players of course always ignore all the Gallic gibberish and just pick out a trusty long sword, axe, or mace. None of the weird stuff is used by any of the creatures you fight, nor is it found in any of their treasure hordes, triggering a sneaking suspicion that the designers of Pool of Radiance had no more idea what any of this is than the rest of us do.
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Another nod to the classic tabletop experience is the table of “tavern tales” found in the paragraph book, just like the ones found in Keep on the Borderlands and all those other early Dungeons & Dragons adventure modules. (How many modules start with the party meeting in a tavern and overhearing rumors about that nearby castle/dungeon/graveyard/monastery?)

[image: Pool of Radiance]

Your goals in Pool of Radiance are delivered in the form of commissions found at the city clerk’s office. Several are usually available at any one time, giving the game a welcome non-linearity. As you carry out commissions, you return to the clerk to check them off your to-do list and to receive rewards in the form of experience and money. The whole process is immensely satisfying. As you build up your party, you venture further and further afield, claiming back more and more of Phlan from the monsters. This modest exercise in urban renewal feels far more rewarding than the elaborate save-the-world plots found in most CRPGs.

Another thing that happens as you complete commissions is that you gain a better and better overview of Phlan and its environs as a whole, learning how it all fits together. As usual in such old-school CRPGs as this one, each area is a fixed size, of 16 by 16 squares in this case. Yet SSI made the effort to make them fit together in logical, even intriguing ways to build a larger environment. If you can manage to get yourself in the right frame of mind, mapping really does become one of Pool of Radiance‘s pleasures. Dorte, a spatial-puzzle-loving fan of Carcassonne and Blokus in all the ways I am not, is the cartographer when we play Gold Box games. (I’m the driver; she wants nothing to do with that quirky interface.) I caught her from time to time when we weren’t playing redrawing and repositioning and even taping together her level maps to create a grand plan of Phlan: “This is fun!”

Making mapping far more fun in Pool of Radiance is the game’s complete disinterest in all of the nonsense that’s usually associated with it. There are no spinners or teleports or other artificial time-extenders and frustration-inducers. Unlike The Bard’s Tale, Pool of Radiance has enough real content that it doesn’t need that stuff. Indeed, the designers bent over backward to make mapping as painless as possible. Your grid location on the current map is usually shown right there onscreen, as is the direction you’re currently facing; note the “5, 5” and the “E” respectively on the screenshot above. There’s even an overhead auto-map of sorts. It’s not quite ideal — doors don’t show up on it, nor for that matter anything else other than walls and corridors — but, hey, it shows that they were trying. It’s all part of a thoroughgoing theme of Pool of Radiance, that of duplicating most of the gameplay of its predecessors in the broadest strokes, but doing it all just a little bit better, a little bit smarter, and most of all with a little bit more mercy on you, the long-suffering player.

For instance, consider the case of the wandering monster. In Wizardry or The Bard’s Tale, entering a new area always brings a little thrill of excitement as you get to see what types of new critters now come after you. That excitement dissipates, however, as the same handful of monsters just keep coming at you. Pretty soon you just wish you could move around and finish drawing your map without being attacked by endless hordes of the same old same old.

Pool of Radiance fixes this problem, simply and ingeniously and without requiring much technical innovation at all. When you enter a new area, you do indeed find it populated with the expected horde of wandering monsters. Once you’ve fought and won a certain number of combats, though, they simply stop coming. Your overarching goal being to clear the monsters out of Phlan, this makes a great deal of thematic sense for this particular game. But more importantly, it makes a lot of sense as good game design in general. Combined with lots of interesting fixed encounters, far more than the one or two typical of a Wizardry or Bard’s Tale dungeon level, it keeps the game from ever descending into a dull grindfest. Just when you’re starting to get tired of a stream of samey encounters, they stop. I can’t overemphasize what a difference this one simple act of mercy makes for my own enjoyment of Pool of Radiance. Suddenly an entire genre of gaming that used to bore me becomes a pleasure. The older I get and the more loathe I become to waste my time on anything if I can help it, the more my first rule of game design becomes a match for my first rule of writing: don’t be boring.
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Pool of Radiance‘s adherence to that maxim extends to the times when you do have to fight; combat in this game is a magnificent experience. I think most fans of Pool of Radiance and the other Gold Box games would agree with me that their beating heart is the best combat engine yet devised for a CRPG at the time of their release. Indeed, some would argue that these games still haven’t been bettered in this respect if your definition of good CRPG combat is a cerebral, tactical, turn-based affair. (Granted, such a thing is not particularly in step with mainstream tastes these days.) There’s a welcome logic at play here that’s painfully absent from virtually all of the Gold Box series’s rivals. Because combat is what you spend the vast majority of your time doing in these old CRPGs, the designers of this one decided to take the time to make it really, really great.

And, like so much about the Gold Box games, the focus on intricate combat is also a perfect fit for the tabletop Dungeons & Dragons license. Many have accused that game of not being a role-playing game at all, rather a 1:1-scale wargame focusing on combat almost to the exclusion of all else. Whether you consider that description to be a criticism or not — one suspects that that’s exactly what many if not most players really wanted from the game anyway — Pool of Radiance does its inspiration proud. Just as combat is the essence of Dungeons & Dragons, combat is the essence of the Gold Box games.

Take, for instance, the inevitable mass-damage Fireball spell, a staple of just about every fantasy CRPG ever made. When your magic user gains access to Fireball in the latter stages of Pool of Radiance, it’s a big moment. Yet it’s still not something you can use quite as mindlessly as you can in other games. This Fireball spell has a set area of effect, and doesn’t discriminate between friend and foe. Therefore you need to place it very, very carefully to avoid nuking your own party. You also have to reckon with range, line of sight, and even the spell’s casting time when doing so; if your magic user gets hit while she’s busy casting a spell, she loses it. None of which is to say that a spell like Fireball isn’t wonderful. Quite the opposite: it’s all the more satisfying when a well-placed explosion takes out an entire rank of orcs. And then there’s Lightning Bolt, another spell you’ll acquire at about the same time as Fireball that’s even more tricky to set up just perfectly, and even more satisfying when it works. There are many layers to the onion of Gold Box combat, and they only multiply as you climb the ranks and build more powerful characters — and of course find yourself fighting more powerful monsters as you do so, often with special attacks of their own to go with unique immunities and vulnerabilities that demand you adjust your tactics constantly.

In fact, one might argue that when it comes to combat Pool of Radiance actually betters the typical tabletop experience as most real players knew it. Gary Gygax’s elaborate rules for combat presumed a lot of knowledge about where all of the various combatants were standing in relation to one another and the environment, but it was never entirely clear how to plot and keep track of all that without infinite time to draw up floor plans or construct scale models of the environment. But the computerized Dungeons & Dragons has no problem coming up with such plans on the fly, presenting each battle using wargamey “miniatures” that would have warmed Gygax’s heart and keeping track of all of the other complications that usually led to fudging, simplifying, and house-ruling the tabletop game. One might say that all those fiddly rules were just waiting all along for SSI to come along and make them actually playable. Gold Box combat rules. I can’t emphasize that enough. It’s so wonderful that I’m willing to forgive a lot about the rest of the game that surrounds it.

And that’s good because, almost paradoxically given how progressive Pool of Radiance is in many ways, there really is quite a lot to forgive here. The game’s biggest strength is also its biggest weakness: almost every one of its numerous frustrating, infuriating qualities stems from an overzealous faithfulness to the fiddly rules of Advanced Dungeons & Dragons.

To begin with, there’s the racial level limits, which arbitrarily cap the maximum advancement in all classes except thief for all races except humans. The levels limits are something of a hidden poison pill whose effect won’t hit you until you import your old party with all of their hard-won experience into Pool of Radiance‘s sequel. It comes as a hard blow indeed when you realize that some of your stalwarts are going to be untenable because they can’t keep pace with the escalating power of the opponents they will be facing in that game and the ones that follow. All you can do is cast your old non-human characters aside and roll up new, human characters to replace them. This is terrible game design, all courtesy of our old friend Gary Gygax. Here’s his justification:

The character races in the AD&D system were selected with care. They give variety of approach, but any player selecting a non-human (part- or demi-human) character does not have any real advantage. True, some of those racial types give short-term advantages to the players who choose them, but in the long run, these same characters are at an equal disadvantage when compared to human characters with the same number of experience points. This was, in fact, designed into the game. The variety of approach makes role selection more interesting. Players must weigh advantages and disadvantages carefully before opting for character race, human or otherwise. It is in vogue in some campaigns to remove restrictions on demi-humans — or at least relax them somewhat. While this might make the DM popular for a time with those participants with dwarven fighters of high level, or elven wizards of vast power, it will eventually consign the campaign as a whole to one in which the only races will be non-human. Dwarves, elves, et al will have all the advantages and no real disadvantages, so the majority of players will select those races, and humankind will disappear from the realm of player character types. This bears upon the various hybrid racial types, as well.


Like so many of Gygax’s justifications, this one is patent nonsense. (I do, however, treasure the smirking reference to what’s “in vogue” — classic Gygax through and through.) The way to ensure that humans stay viable and desirable, if that’s a design goal, isn’t to cripple all of the other races so badly that they become pointless, but to offer some similar off-setting advantage to humans. Humans in TSR’s own Star Frontiers tabletop RPG, for instance, get to add some bonus points to the ability scores of their players’ choice, justified with a paean to humanity’s sheer jack-of-all-trades adaptability in contrast to the more specialized powers of the other races.

[image: Pool of Radiance]

We also have Gygax to thank for Pool of Radiance‘s convoluted method of handling spells. Unlike virtually every other CRPG but like tabletop Advanced Dungeons & Dragons, a cleric or magic user’s list of spells in this game isn’t treated as a handy universal repository from which she can fire off the spell of her choice at will (as long, of course, as she still has the mana to do so). No, in the Gold Box games you have to memorize ahead of time the precise spells you think you will actually want to use on your next expedition. Because you usually don’t know precisely what kind of monsters you’ll be fighting in the course of said expedition, you’re continually being caught out with the wrong selection of spells. Run into a pack of disease-causing undead without having memorized Cure Disease? Too bad; reload back at camp and try a different spell arsenal. Run into the rare locked door that your fighters can’t bash in, and you don’t have Knock memorized? Take the long walk back to a safe area to rest and memorize it. There’s no strategy to any of this, just rote trial and error. The system is actively damaging to the pleasure induced by that magnificent combat engine. Because so many of the more specialized spells are useful only in specific situations, you end up treating every encounter as a nail and always having lots of Fireball hammers memorized to bash it with. How much better would it be to feel the thrill of satisfaction that comes with a well-timed Animate Dead, Blink, or Invisibility 10′ Radius?

One can only be thankful that SSI didn’t see fit to implement the tabletop rules’ requirement that characters collect a bunch of “material components” to cast most spells. (Interestingly, a similar system did show up in Ultima, with its system of “reagents.”) Presumably it was just too much to fit into a program that needed to run on a Commodore 64 — and thank God for that.

The most initially baffling of all the design choices in Pool of Radiance — baffling, that is, if you aren’t familiar with the tabletop game — is its handling of money. First of all, the game insists on dividing your funds into different types of coins — platinum, gold, electrum, ad nauseam — and keeping rigorous track of exactly how many of each coin your characters carry. It would be like a game with a contemporary setting telling you that you have 2 five-dollar bills, 2 one-dollar bills, 3 quarters, 1 dime, 1 nickel, and 7 pennies instead of just telling you you have $12.97. All because, once again, that’s how Gygax says you should do it. The Gold Box games are quite possibly the only CRPGs in history where your quest can hinge on whether you have the correct change for something. How’s that for heroic fantasy?

[image: Pool of Radiance]

And then there’s just so much money. Phlan and its environs are drowning in wealth. Because the weight of all of those individualized coins is meticulously tracked, you can’t carry it all; never have Dorte and I wished more for a bank than during our time in Phlan. Within a few hours, you’ll be leaving mountains of coins behind after encounters as a matter of course, dropping coins in the street, leaving shopkeepers 1000-platinum-piece tips after spending 10 gold pieces on a few arrows. Forget trying to reclaim the village from the monsters; there’s enough money in Phlan to buy each and every citizen a mansion in whatever is the Forgotten Realms’s equivalent of Beverly Hills. What on earth is going on here? Why would anyone design a game this way?

Well, what’s going on here is a vicious conflict between the needs of Pool of Radiance the computer game and the tabletop Advanced Dungeons & Dragons rules. Those rules are as persnickety about experience points as they are about most things, allowing Dungeon Masters to award them for exactly two things: killing monsters and finding treasure. A tabletop Dungeons & Dragons campaign is — or was meant to be — a slow-paced affair, with characters spending many months at each level. In the Dungeon Master’s Guide and elsewhere, Dungeon Masters are continually cautioned not to let their campaigns devolve into “Monty Haul” affairs where magic items and experience points are passed out like candy. Yet a CRPG like Pool of Radiance is in fact by necessity a Monty Haul affair. People don’t want to spend months waiting for their computer characters to level up. People want to see them move through the ranks in relatively short order, want a more concentrated dose of the RPG experience. So, SSI needed to increase the pace. The obvious way to do that was to hand out more experience more quickly. Yet they were bound to the Advanced Dungeons & Dragons rules that coupled experience awards strictly to monsters killed and hordes looted. And now we begin to understand the broken economy: all that money is flying around strictly as a way of passing experience to characters without violating the letter of the Advanced Dungeons & Dragons rules; the spirit of the rules is, of course, another matter entirely.

The natural next question is to ask why SSI felt themselves bound so strictly to the tabletop rules, even when it proved so damaging to the finished product. The obvious supposition is that TSR, fiercely protective of Dungeons & Dragons as they always were both before and after the era of Gary Gygax, told them they were so bound. The contemporary adventure-game reviewer and columnist Shay Addams, who may or may not have been reporting information gleamed from contacts at SSI, claimed that “TSR insisted that SSI stick by the original rules, and they had final say on the finished product.” While the latter assertion is certainly true, the idea of an overly pedantic, nitpicky TSR is somewhat cast into doubt by the fact that people who were associated with the Gold Box project at SSI don’t tend to describe the relationship in those terms today. Instead we hear always of a genuinely collaborative relationship filled with lots of give and take, a relationship so warm that it spawned cross-company friendships that persisted in some cases long after both companies ceased to exist. Further, one has to presume that the folks SSI was working with at TSR were all too aware themselves of what a confusing muddle Advanced Dungeons & Dragons could be, for they were hard at work on a second edition of the rules that was meant to untangle some of their Gygaxian knots at the very time that SSI was developing Pool of Radiance.

But, whether the compulsion to so literally translate so many rules from tabletop to desktop arose from within TSR or SSI, Addams is right about its effect: “That restriction must have been creatively inhibiting, for it means ignoring much of what game designers have learned about writing RPGs designed to be played on a computer — which are decidedly different from face-to-face games.” Advanced Dungeons & Dragons proved a double-edged sword for Pool of Radiance, the source of much of what is good in it and most of what is bad. I’m not sure that I’ve ever reviewed another game that so freely mixes really good ideas with really bad ones. Too often Pool of Radiance feels like playing tabletop Dungeons & Dragons with the most humorlessly pedantic Dungeon Master ever.

On balance, though, the good outweighs the bad — which I must say kind of surprises me, given that there’s so very much I love to complain about in this game. One big difference-maker is certainly that the thing that Pool of Radiance does best, tactical combat, it does so insanely well. And then when we get out of the weeds of the irritating minutiae of Advanced Dungeons & Dragons and look at Pool of Radiance in a more holistic sense, those shocking progressive tendencies do overshadow the pedanticism in the final reckoning. Unlike so many of its contemporary CRPGs, there’s a sense about this one that its designers actually tried to walk a mile in their players’ shoes. Pool of Radiance is very solvable in comparison to an Ultima with its fragile string-of-pearls approach to plotting, and doesn’t wear out its welcome like a Bard’s Tale with its boring empty mazes and boring endless combats. If you told me that you only planned to play one 1980s-vintage CRPG in your life, I’d tell you to make it this one.

Thankfully, it’s recently become much easier to do just that. Pool of Radiance and its three sequels are now available on GOG.com along with all the other Gold Box games, ready to run on modern computers. These versions emulate the MS-DOS versions, which are faster, prettier (relatively speaking), and easier to play than the Commodore 64 originals. (Trust me, you don’t want to play 8-bit CRPGs in their 8-bit incarnations, unless you really, really enjoying swapping mounds of disks and waiting, waiting, waiting at every turn.)

I won’t lie to you: the learning curve can be a little steep with these games. To try to alleviate that just a bit, I’ll close today by offering some hard-won tips Dorte and I assembled after our own recent play-through. Crude and ugly and opaque though it may appear in the beginning, stick with it for an hour or two and you may be surprised at just how compelling Pool of Radiance can become. Sure, you might find yourself complaining the whole time you play; it’s just that kind of game. But give it a fair chance and soon you might not want to quit playing either. And that’s the real test, isn’t it?



 

A Few Tips On How to Best Enjoy Your Time in Phlan (and Beyond)




	Take the time (and paper and ink) to print out the paragraph book rather than relying on a digital copy. There’s something to be said for the old-school physicality of flipping through actual pages to find notes and clues. And of course if you have a physical copy it’s easy to put a tick next to the entries you’ve read. Don’t peek at entries you haven’t been asked to read, and certainly don’t just read the paragraph book straight through. This game deserves to be played fair, on its own terms.

	Plenty of modern players will want to bail as soon as they get a look at Pool of Radiance‘s bizarre-by-modern-standards keyboard-only interface. But have faith: yes, the interface is bizarre, but it’s consistent in its bizarreness. In general, you move up and down through vertical menus of nouns by using the 7 and 1 key on the numeric keypad, and select from horizontal menus of verbs by pressing the first letter of your choice. Every option available to you at any given time is always displayed onscreen, showing that SSI was by no means totally ignorant of the principles of good interface design. You can move your party about the world and move the cursor about the scene of combat using the numeric keypad as well. Within a few hours the interface will start to feel like a comfortable old shoe. No, really. Trust me.

	Especially if you’re planning to take the grand tour through all three of Pool of Radiance‘s sequels, you’ll want to think carefully about the party you put together. All of the non-human races are pretty much right out, despite their ability to multi-class and other special abilities, because they come with crippling level limits that you will likely hit well before the end of the second game. As for classes, Dorte and I did quite well with a party made up of three fighters, two clerics, and one magic user. (I’m not a big fan of thieves, although their back-stabbing ability can be fun.) Having an extra cleric on-hand to heal and fight alongside your fighters can really come in handy at the lower levels, and having two clerics to turn undead in the graveyard, one of the toughest parts of Pool of Radiance, can be a lifesaver in many combats. In the second game you get the chance to turn one of your clerics and perhaps one of your fighters into magic users by doing something called dual-classing — which, yes, is different from multi-classing. Use it to build an offensive-magic-heavy party for the later games, where spells count for more and more and swords for less and less.

	You’ll want to take your time making each individual character, re-rolling as many times as necessary to get one that will be viable in the long term; attribute scores, if not quite set in stone, can be increased only very rarely throughout the series. I recommend that each character should have a score of at least 17 in her class’s core attribute (Strength for fighters, Intelligence for magic users, Wisdom for clerics, Dexterity for thieves). Every character should have at least a 15 in Dexterity and Constitution, respectively to be able to move quickly in combat and to get bonus hit points with every level gain. And even the less critical ability scores shouldn’t be too awful; I would set 12 as an absolute floor. In order to dual-class in a later game, a character has to have at least a 15 in the core attribute of her old class and at least a 17 in that of her new; keep that in mind when planning your party and rolling your characters.

	Buy a hand mirror for each character in one of the general stores in Phlan right away. No, it’s not vanity (although some of the hairstyles in Pool of Radiance might make you think otherwise). Trust me, you’ll thank me when the time comes.

	Buy a bow and arrows for each of your fighters to go with their melee weapons. Thanks to the turn-based combat, you can switch back and forth at will on the fly, and it’s great to be able to cut down enemies at a distance.

	Stay out of taverns early in the game to avoid the classic first-time Pool of Radiance experience of getting your new party embroiled in a massive, baffling free-for-all of a bar fight that leaves them all dead and you wondering what the hell just happened. I suspect that more players have bailed permanently on the game right there than at any other point.

	Maps of all of Pool of Radiance are available in many places, including the official clue book that comes with the game if you buy it from GOG.com. Use them if you must. Before you do, though, at least take a stab at mapping the old-fashioned way. Again, the physicality of mapping on graph paper adds an ineffable something to the experience.

	When pursuing commissions, remember that you don’t need to do them in the order they’re presented to you. If one is proving too difficult, save it for later and try another.

	Dead trolls come back to life after a certain number of combat rounds. To prevent this, either kill them with fire — tricky to do at the lower levels — or keep a character standing on the exact spot where the troll died.

	Early in your travels, you’ll encounter a notoriously difficult room full of trolls. Don’t feel like you have to defeat them right there and then. Go on and build up your strength a bit more, then come back for them.

	To tackle the graveyard, your entire party needs to be equipped with silver or (preferably) magical weapons. Remember to use your cleric(s) to turn undead at the beginning of every fight involving undead monsters!

	Dead, in the sense of 0 hit points, is not usually dead in Pool of Radiance. Unless the character was hit very hard, you can usually keep her alive but unconscious for the rest of the fight by bandaging her or casting Cure Light Wounds on her. You’ll definitely want to do so, given that…

	Another one of Pool of Radiance‘s hidden poison pills is that if you pay to have a character resurrected in a temple (not like you don’t have enough money for it!) she loses 1 point of Constitution, a stiff price to pay indeed given how precious ability scores are. Think long and hard about whether that’s a price you’re willing to pay, or whether you should just try that last fight again.

	You can convert your lower-denomination coins to platinum by “Pooling” your money inside a shop, then picking it up — or some portion of it — before you leave. This gives you more buying power for less weight carried. Even better, you can store your wealth yet more efficiently as gems and jewelry that you can sell whenever you have need of a little walking-around money.

	If you have a set of the old first-edition Advanced Dungeons & Dragons hardcovers lying around, or are willing to spring for digital copies, it’s a good idea to consult them when you aren’t sure what something does or is. Some of the more obscure magic items and spells in Pool of Radiance aren’t properly explained anywhere else. Dorte thought these musty old books with the cheesy covers were hilarious when I dug them out — she persisted in calling them “the nerd books” — but she did keep asking me to look stuff up in them. Which brings me to…

	Play with a partner, one of you mapping and one of you driving. Like all good things in life, a good game becomes even better when it’s shared. And wouldn’t you like to have someone to high-five when you use all your (combined) wits to win a tough fight?



(Sources: Shay Addams’s review of Pool of Radiance is found in the October 1988  Questbusters, and the Gary Gygax quote in the September 1979 Dragon.)
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				Joshua Buergel			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 4:50 pm			

			
				
				First, I think you reversed the meaning of this sentence: “On balance, though, the bad outweighs the good”

Second, I’m surprised at your statement that most “real players” ignored the memorization rules of AD&D. Despite avid play at home tables and with strangers at conventions and libraries, I don’t think I ever encountered that even once. I won’t defend a lot of the nonsense in AD&D, but that restriction is about the only thing that stops magic users from being dominant from the very beginning and gives other classes some time to shine, at least for a little while.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 6:29 pm			

			
				
				Woops! Thanks!

I was never a big Advanced Dungeons & Dragons player — I always considered red-box Dungeons & Dragons and especially Star Frontiers and Marvel Super Heroes much more playable and fun even as a kid — but the few times I did play I can’t remember anyone ever using that rule. Granted, we are talking more about the school-lunch-table crowd here than the “serious” players you’d find at conventions and the like. And I may be conflating my memories with those of non-Advanced Dungeons & Dragons, which I did play a lot more of.

Regardless, I persist in finding it just a pointless annoyance in the computerized version.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 7:36 pm			

			
				
				The few times I played D&D (the 1983 red boxed edition you mentioned in part 2 of this series) and AD&D (2nd edition with bits of 1st edition), both as a player and as a DM, encumbrance rules and spell reagents were ignored (heck, even the Dragonlance novels completely forget about reagents after the first book), but memorizing spells in advance *was* required, and, after understanding how it worked, everyone accepted it. Yes, including the absurdity of memorizing a spell 3 times (how does that even work?!?) so that, when you cast it once, you still “remember” it twice (!).

I completely agree that Vancian magic is a terrible rule (at best, it can work in fantasy novels, for creating drama), both in pen & paper RPGs and computer games. Which is probably why (in addition to the work of implementing it, of course) computer RPGs (including the usual suspects: Wizardry, Ultima, Bard’s Tale, Might & Magic, etc.) completely avoided it… until this one.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Joshua Buergel			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 12:12 am			

			
				
				I agree with this – encumbrance rules and spell components were largely ignored in virtually every D&D game I’ve played, the notable exception being that certain special spells still required big, fancy components. But mundane stuff, no – nobody wants to listen to you roleplaying out buying a bunch of bat guano so you can roast goblins later.

But the Vancian magic was just accepted, and everybody did it in my games. Heck, in 3.x/Pathfinder, they even used it as a means to distinguish between different types of spellcasters. Wizards had to memorize spells and had a very broad book of spells, Sorcerers could cast any of their known spells at any time but had a very limited palette of selections. It certainly wasn’t the only way to run a magic system, but it largely worked in the power framework that was established in D&D, and major surgery would be required to make other systems work.

I’ll also note that the Vancian restrictions were also very important for bad guys. That is, if the bad guys knew you were going to be attacking, they’d have their best murderin’ set of spells memorized. Surprise them, and you might catch them with research stuff memorized, or who knows what junk. In a game where spells of even mid-level were incredibly lethal, that lack of flexibility and information asymmetry could transform encounters with bad guy wizards from instantly deadly to tractable.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:15 am			

			
				
				Okay, you folks have convinced me that I was playing with a bunch of unusually lax Dungeon Masters. Made some edits. Thanks!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ruber			

			
				June 25, 2016 at 7:24 am			

			
				
				I think that could be solved with game design. For example, including bits of really useful gossip: “oh! take care adventurer, they say some cows out of blood where lying at the door of that crypt”. (hint for vampires)

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Alan			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 2:02 am			

			
				
				What Joshua said. In 25 years and many different groups, I’ve never seen the memorization rules ignored.  (Encumbrance and spell reagents, certainly.)

The spellcasting did get modified with some frequency.  Systems that replaced some or all of the spellcasting rules were pretty common, especially ones that added casting based on a pool of spell points.

I appreciate the ideas behind Vancian magic. It is cool in Vance’s stories (although if I remember correctly, it has a better name name “memorization” or “preparation”).  It could be an interesting resource to manage.  Research could make the decisions on what to memorize interesting and rewarding.  But in practice, as you observe, it’s often exactly what you describe: irritating and frustrating.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ken Rutsky			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 8:02 pm			

			
				
				In Vance, spells were almost like living things you sort of forced into your mental space, a kind of energy you released when uttering the spell to cast it.

I’ve long believed that the term “memorization” was a horrible choice and has led to many people hating the system.  I’ve seen players who were okay with the exact same system, only renamed to “preparation” with the (non-mechanical and entirely fluff) reasoning that a wizard cast most of a spell to prepare it, unleashing the effects by uttering the last few parts of the incantation.  Which always struck me as being just as absurd as “memorizing.”

I dunno, I might be in the minority for actually liking D&D magic.  It’s easy to use and track, which counts for a lot at the tabletop.  Computers, of course, can crunch numbers and track all sorts of points and such without complaint or a noticeable halt in play.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 31, 2016 at 10:14 am			

			
				
				I didn’t really hate it when I played (A)D&D or the GB games, but thinking about it these days, I believe its problems are well described by Jimmy in the post:

1- lots of situations of “you need a spell you don’t have memorized, so you reload to a previous save, memorize it and try again” — how is that fun?

2- you end up only memorizing the more common spells (magic missile, fireball, etc.), since everything else is of limited use… but wouldn’t it be much more fun if you could be more creative in some situations? If you actually used most of your available spells in a single playthrough, instead of fireball, fireball, fireball?

My favorite system is probably mana points (like in Bard’s Tale), but I admit that can be harder to work with in a pen & paper RPG (not so in a computer game, where it works just fine). But even a system closer to D&D like Wizardry (1-5)’s (limits per “day” (actually per journey into the dungeon) and per spell level depending on character level, but you’re able to choose from any spell you have available, without having to memorize them in advance) can work much better than D&D’s, I think.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 5:51 pm			

			
				
				First: fantastic, as always. :)

Second: I was going to mention the “bad outweighs the good” thing, but Joshua did it first, so here’s a typo:

 these games still haven’t been bettered in this respect if you’re definition of good CRPG combat


(you’re -> your)

Third: the game supports Tandy / PCjr sound, which makes sound effects (this game doesn’t have any music, AFAIK, unlike later Gold Box games) sound a lot better than the default PC speaker ones, IMO. On DOSBox, you need to have the line:

machine=tandy

and, as Pool of Radiance doesn’t seem to ask you for your hardware configuration if it doesn’t find a POOL.CFG file, at least in the version I have (again, unlike later games in the series), you may need to create it manually. Here’s mine (it’s just a text file, in the game’s directory):

T

T

C:\POOLRAD\

C:\POOLRAD\SAVE\

F

I’d argue that any Gold Box game from the EGA era (before they started to support Sound Blaster digitized sounds, which coincided with the move to VGA) sounds better overal using Tandy sound than any other configuration, even though some others (e.g. Champions of Krynn supports MT-32 for music) may have better music… but music is so rare in these games, so…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 6:33 pm			

			
				
				Thanks as always for the typo correction, and also for the tip on sound. We did play using a Tandy configuration — not that sound is up to much even that way. But Dorte did find some of the combat sounds unaccountably hilarious.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				sho			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 1:46 am			

			
				
				I am genuinely shocked you are not playing the Amiga version!

(Not that I remember it having any advantages ;)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 8:07 am			

			
				
				Actually, I think the Amiga version looks a lot better, with “redone” graphics. You can see screenshots of it in Mobygames.

AFAIK, that was the only Gold Box game where the Amiga version really looked that different. Later EGA games just had the palette slightly improved for the Amiga (mostly replacing the EGA “pinkish red” skin with a real caucasian skintone), and the VGA games had their 256 colors dithered into 32.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				sho			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 9:01 am			

			
				
				Actually, there is a comprehensive comparison way below in the comments. I am still in shock :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 12:59 pm			

			
				
				The later graphics were actually done on Amigas at SSI, then downgraded to EGA, somewhat ironically given that SSI never did Amiga games in-house. (On the other hand, this wasn’t unusual. Even some games that never had Amiga versions at all featured graphics drawn on Amigas. Deluxe Paint was just that much better than anything else at the time, and thanks to its well-documented IFF file format it was easy to massage/downgrade the results to suit other platforms…) I would guess that Westwood, who did all the Amiga ports, redid the graphics themselves for Pool of Radiance, but just used SSI’s original graphics for the later games. Thus the qualitative difference.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 1:53 pm			

			
				
				Jimmy: interesting, I didn’t know that. Thanks.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				dk			

			
				March 31, 2016 at 8:44 am			

			
				
				The Amiga port of PoR was done by Ubisoft in France, and I remember it took a very long time after the original release until the Amiga version finally arrived. In fact it came out some time after Champions of Krynn had already been released for that machine (which, then, was my first AD&D game ever).

Excellent series of articles, though, as usual. Thanks alot! :-)

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 6:54 pm			

			
				
				Pretty soon you just wish you could move around and finish drawing your map map

–map map map map…

For all of these reasons, the need to memorize specific spells beforehand quickly became one of the most-ignored rules of tabletop Advanced Dungeons & Dragons among real players. One can only be thankful that SSI didn’t see fit to implement what may just be the most-ignored rule of all, the need to collect a bunch of “material components” to cast most spells.

I don’t know if we were unusual in this, but the AD&D (2nd ed) campaigns I played in the mid-1990s ignored neither of these, although perhaps we played a little loosely with how difficult it was to obtain spell components (except for very unusual or expensive ones).

 Don’t peak at entries you haven’t been asked to read

Peek.

dual-classing — which, yes, is different from multi-classing.

Dual-class vs multi-class was supposed to be one of the unique advantages of playing a human, IIRC.

Dead trolls come back to life after a certain number of combat rounds. To prevent this, keep a character standing on the exact spot where the troll died.

I think you’re supposed to be able to permanently kill them with fire, but even if I’m remembering that right, I don’t know if they implemented that. (And probably beheading, but that seems too detailed for a game like this.)

Another one of Pool of Radiance‘s hidden poison pills is that if you pay to have a character resurrected in a temple (not like you don’t have enough money for it!) she loses 1 point of Constitution, a stiff price to pay indeed given how precious ability scores are. 

Faithful to the book rules, of course, the idea I suppose being that you shouldn’t be able to just resurrect a character forever and ever. This may be one of those things that makes some sort of sense in tabletop but could potentially be quite frustrating in a computer game environment.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:11 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

I’m not actually sure if the game tracks whether the trolls were killed with fire for this purpose. But I do know that just standing on the right spot works. There being no “behead” command, that’s of course right out.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:19 am			

			
				
				Be grateful that there is no “behead” command. BY AD&D rules, beheading a troll would get you two trolls as the body grew a new head and the head grew a new body. Any severed part of a troll will become an entire troll. Fire is the only way to perma-kill one (acid works by the rules, but not in Gold Box) and is implemented.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:29 am			

			
				
				Cool. Edit made.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Ken Rutsky			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 8:11 pm			

			
				
				I could’ve sworn the game (at least the C-64 version I played) gave you an option to burn the remains at the end of combat.  Maybe I’m wrong, but I swear that happened…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 29, 2016 at 5:23 am			

			
				
				No, nothing like that is implemented. If you get to a point where no more trolls are alive, combat ends and that’s that anyway.

We tried like crazy to kill them using the cans of oil you can buy in the shops, but never did figure out how to make that work. I suppose a Fireball would do the trick…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 30, 2016 at 4:29 pm			

			
				
				AFAIK, if the attack that brings them down is fire-based, they don’t get up.

I’m not sure, however, whether they’d also stay dead if a previous attack that damaged them (i.e. not the last) was fire-based.

Like Jimmy, I and most players simply ensured they were all down at the same time, which wins the combat for you. :)

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 8:37 pm			

			
				
				While we had played the heck out of the Bard’s Tale and late-apple Ultima, and I’d had some experience with red-box D&D, Pool of Radiance was my crew’s gateway to tabletop RPGs… and probably the root of our old DM’s love of absurdly massive encounters.

Checking Mobygames, the C-64 and DOS versions came out maybe a year before the torrent of AD&D Second Edition books began to hit the shelves, accompanied by a hefty adventure module adaptation called Ruins of Adventure, bearing the same cover graphics. While it wasn’t a perfect translation, and some of the events were more complex, it made a dandy hint book even before it became the basis for our first campaign.

I’d be really surprised if someone wasn’t trying their best to attract both AD&D players uncertain of the upcoming release of 2E, and crossover CRPG gamers, with the timing of those releases.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:18 am			

			
				
				Ruins of Adventure was essentially the design document for the computer game, written at TSR and passed to SSI to implement. I have no idea why they decided to change the name; doing so goes against every rule of marketing. Especially because Pool of Radiance was a much *better*, more evocative name anyway.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Austin C			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 9:32 pm			

			
				
				Fantastic review, hope you have fun with the sequels. 

A minor nitpick though, if I’m reading this right. 

[i]You can also choose what each character’s “tabletop miniature” will look like, a feature reaching all the way back to Dungeons & Dragons‘s earliest roots in hardcore miniatures wargaming. Unfortunately, it’s hard to see much difference in the icons with these pixelated graphics. Like a number of features that must have sounded good in theory but only wound up confusing in practice, this one was cut from later Gold Box games.[/i]

The combat icons persist throughout all the Gold Box games, though Dark Queen of Krynn and Forgotten Realms: Unlimited Adventures would replace the customizable icons with a selection of more highly detailed pre-made ones.  

Perhaps you were thinking of the character portraits, which were dumped after PoR

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:20 am			

			
				
				Yeah, must have been. Edit made. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Knurek			

			
				March 25, 2016 at 10:36 pm			

			
				
				Given how your wife seemed to have enjoyed mapping the game, have you considered gifting her Nintendo DS/3DS and some Etrian Odyssey games?

Those are basically Manual Mapping the Game, each a Wizardry clone but made with modern design sensibilities and a bit less vicious to the player.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:24 am			

			
				
				That’s interesting. I hadn’t seen those before. Thanks!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 10:24 am			

			
				
				I love that series, too. You basically have to use the DS’s stylus to map the game in the lower screen; the game is basically an anime-ish, much more colorful Wizardry, but with a lot more story. Harder than most current games, too, with certain monsters you are encouraged to avoid instead of fighting, although certainly not as hardcore as the Wizardries. Amazing soundtracks (IMO), too.

The first two games in the series (originally released for the DS) have 3DS remakes, and are available in the online store. If you’re curious, I’d recommend starting with the remake of the first game. Note that the remakes add a new story mode (where you don’t create the party, your characters are introduced as part of the story, and they talk a lot between themselves), but the original mode (create all your characters, even replace some of them later at the guild, but naturally have a lot less story) is still available.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Scott Gage			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 12:24 am			

			
				
				One note here:

You can also choose what each character’s “tabletop miniature” will look like, a feature reaching all the way back to Dungeons & Dragons‘s earliest roots in hardcore miniatures wargaming. Unfortunately, it’s hard to see much difference in the icons with these pixelated graphics. Like a number of features that must have sounded good in theory but only wound up confusing in practice, this one was cut from later Gold Box games.

This isn’t true – icon customisation was in almost every Gold Box game up to Dark Queen of Krynn. In DQK they give you a selection of icons, so while it’s different it’s still there :)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Michael Davis			

			
				April 7, 2016 at 3:08 am			

			
				
				I definitely remember it in Curse of the Azure Bonds.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alan			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 2:05 am			

			
				
				Pool of Radiance is one of the earliest vivid memories I have of computer gaming.  And by the gods, at the time I knew exactly how big a fireball was. I could reliably singe monsters toe-to-toe with my own party safely. (From memory, on the PC it’s everything on screen except 3 squares in each corner. But it’s been a long time.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 8:26 am			

			
				
				It’s not quite that great: three squares in every direction from the spot you target. But still great fun to use to mow down kobolds, orcs, and goblins.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 10:15 am			

			
				
				Didn’t fireballs have a different range whether you were in a city/dungeon or in the wilderness? Or was that only implemented later?

Also, this game didn’t animate the fireball explosion, but later ones did (I’m pretty sure Champions of Krynn did, though it might not have been the first), which helped in getting you used to its range.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 11:17 am			

			
				
				Yes, it’s two squares in each direction in the wilderness.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 10:36 am			

			
				
				It wouldn’t be Advanced Dungeons & Dragons if the shops didn’t offer a healthy selection of Gary Gygax’s beloved but incomprehensible-to-the-rest-of-us Medieval arms. (“How many kinds of pole arms do you need, Gary?” asked Dave Arneson. “It’s a stick with a pointy thing on the end of it!”)


Parodied (along with a certain Monty Python sketch) elsewhere, too. :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Veronica Connor			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 6:21 pm			

			
				
				So glad to see Star Frontiers get some love here. We played thousands of hours of every type of RPG in our group, and I can say with confidence that Star Frontiers is a vastly better game than any incarnation of AD&D. I encourage all to try it. 

That said, we liked AD&D a lot as well, I think there’s one facet you’ve overlooked about the design of the Gold Box games. The weird slavishness to the bad parts of AD&D was a feature! As kids, we didn’t know enough to know it was bad game design. We were thrilled that we got to manage coin denominations and make gambles on spells to memorize just like “the real thing”. AD&D was “the real RPG”. All those other games, while fun, were not AD&D. The excitement of playing the familiar rules we knew and loved on the computer trumped all other considerations at the time. 

In hindsight of course, as an adult with a much more modern sense of good game design, it’s easy to look back and see the flaws. At the time, though, those bugs were features.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				D.D.			

			
				March 26, 2016 at 11:39 pm			

			
				
				 Unlike virtually every other CRPG…a cleric or magic user’s list of spells in this game isn’t treated as a handy universal repository from which she can fire off the spell of her choice at will (as long, of course, as she still has the mana to do so). No, in the Gold Box games you have to memorize ahead of time the precise spells you think you will actually want to use on your next expedition.

While a different word was obviously used, wouldn’t the requirement in Ultimas 4 & 5 to manually ‘mix reagents’ outside of combat have achieved effectively the same thing?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 27, 2016 at 8:10 am			

			
				
				Not quite, no. In Pool of Radiance the number of spells you can memorize is sharply limited by your level. In Ultima you can mix reagents for as many spells as you want at a time, as long as you have enough reagents of course. Thus you’re much less likely to get caught out with the wrong spells, and if you do need a spell (and have the reagents for it) you can quickly mix it. In Pool of Radiance, you have to re-memorize and rest, a much more complicated (read: dangerous) affair.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ben P. Stein			

			
				March 27, 2016 at 12:56 pm			

			
				
				Great article!

Thanks to your series on the SSI Gold Box games, I picked up Pool of Radiance on GOG.com in anticipation of this column. I’m enjoying it very much so far!

I wanted to pass along information about getting past the code-wheel-based copy protection. Someone, in the GOG.com forum, I think, mentioned that you can simply type an “x” on the challenge-response screen to get past it, at least in the GOG.com version. I’ve tried it, and it works!

Best,

Ben P. Stein

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				March 27, 2016 at 3:40 pm			

			
				
				Great article, as always Jimmy !

In preparation for this moment, I did some searching and testing of Pool of Radiance on different platforms. As a complement to your piece, here are some impressions :

1) IBM / DOS : 

– “Cracked” versions (which I suspect is what GOG has) accept the word STINGER to bypass copy protection.

– The original “pre-rolled party” prepared by SSI includes the characters “Thender Grone”, “Bakshi”, “Darkstar”, etc. (they appear in one of your screenshots). To make sure you get an “unaltered” copy, download 3 disk images in .IMA format (google is your friend).

– Graphics in Tandy mode are practically the same, but the ground is black instead of gray during combat.

– EGA graphics and Tandy sound are perfectly compatible (actual Tandy 1000’s accepted EGA cards back in the day). The trick in DOSbox is to edit the Cofinguration’s ‘[speaker]’ section : ” tandy=ON ” ; the default “AUTO” will give Tandy sound only if using Tandy graphics. ON will give Tandy sound regardless of ‘machine’ setting. I also used ” sbtype=none ” to avoid potential conflicts (although “pool.CFG” should direct the emulator to enable Tandy sound only).

2) AMIGA :

– Not available as “legal” download but my personal favorite.

– “Cracked” version comes in 2 floppy disk .adf images, plus savegame disk.

– Very easy to set up in Win-UAE emulator and totally compatible with Multiple Floopy Disk “Turbo” drives. Runs at decent speed, but processor can be accelerated also if desired.

– Best graphics and sound (updated in 1990 by US Gold) of any version.

– Completely mouse driven (keyboard control also available).

3) MACINTOSH:

– Very easy to set up in MiniVmac emulator (just copy folders to virtual hard-drive).

– “STINGER” keyword bypasses copy protection, al least in the most easily available “garden”-variety version (Google is your friend).

– Alternative artwork from other versions, very pleasant altough only available in Black-N-White.

– Best overall user interface among all versions, as in all Mac software back in the day (guess Apple offered powerful toolkits and good developer support).

– Some review I read claims slowness on a real Mac (they played from floppies on a 128), but I didn’t notice it under emulation (probably due to “instantaneous” hard disk access).

– The hassle of extracting the files from Mac compressed folders is worth it. Use “HFV explorer” (easy to learn and very effective).

– Sound is implemented, altough “footsteps” are very loud and annoying.

4)  C64 :

– Version 1.0 , available with and without copy protection.

– Very good joystick control.

– Very emulator-friendly.

– Only 1 floppy drive is supported (disk swaps are an issue) , “turbo”-compatible.

– Mostly identical to Tandy/EGA version, with only minor changes to color palette and sounds.

-Only recommended for “hard-core” retro-nostalgics. Might be fun on real hardware (sans the floppy disks!).

BOTTOM LINE : 

– PC (Win/Linux/Mac) :  GOG gives you manuals, reference cards and even DOSbox and it’s legal. Great price-value ratio and easiest to set up. If you want more color and mouse control, run the Amiga version on Win-UAE, which is not that hard to learn and very solid. If the interface is an issue, you don’t mind B&W artwork (but of higher quality IMHO) and you need qucik-start get the Mac version and MiniVmac, which requires some digging for the System ROMS but is a breeze to use (and very fast ! ).

– ANDROID : there are many DOSbox implementations but on-screen Keyboard control is always a compromise and the DOS version is keyboard-only, which means implies “some assembly required” involving custom virtual buttons (you basically need to implement a numeric keypad).  In my Android Tablet, I personally went for the Amiga version, since the UAE emulator is very well implemented, specially “laptop-style” mouse control. If you are not comfortable “dragging” the cursor around and want something more akin to the usual “touch” control, try the Mac version under MiniVmac (no Rom required; ported by Gil Osher) which is the only emulator on Android where the mouse cursor is brought to the point of finger-contact, AFAIK. Pull-down menus take a little practice but the interface is very well tought out. The MiniVmac keyboard is nice also.

Hope this information helps woul-be Pool Of Radiance Players !

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 12:51 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for this! I’m sure lots of readers will appreciate it.

One other considerations is that if you want to play the whole four-game series with the same party, or think it’s possible you might want to, that’s one more reason to avoid the Commodore 64 version. The final game, Pools of Darkness, was never released on that platform. You didn’t mention the Apple II, but Apple II support ended even sooner, after the second game.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 1:43 pm			

			
				
				Yup. The Amiga’s situation is more curious: a better version of the first game, almost identical (except for those caucasian skin tones not available in EGA) versions of games 2 and 3, and a worse version (though still the best-looking of the series, on the Amiga) of the final game.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				March 29, 2016 at 11:14 pm			

			
				
				Sorry about the Apple II omission !  Since I don’t run much Apple II software I must have forgot about the Pool Of Radiance version for that platform.

I guess my C64 comments cover the Apple II version also, more or less, since there are very good emulators available on all systems (as with the C64) but handling the disk images can become tiresome.

Regarding your comment on party “mobility” , you’re right on the money :  A serious CRPG’er has to think about this before choosing a platform to play the game on.

My advice :  if “party portability” is important, go for the MSDOS version or the “Collection” CD which includes the whole series. Although I found the CD version for the MAC (easy interface), I’m pretty sure it must be available for Windows. And there’s always GOG of course.

Regarding emulation for playing through the whole series, for me the MSDOS versions running on Magic DOSbox for Android (customizable interface plus you can play in bed or on the go !)

And as Steve Jobs used to say:  One More Thing –

Is there an article on Azure Bonds coming ?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				March 30, 2016 at 9:08 am			

			
				
				I’ll definitely be writing more about the Gold Box games in general, but don’t anticipate devoting any more articles to individual titles. There’s just not that much more to say: the plots remain standard high-fantasy fare and the engine and mechanics are improved only in the most modest ways. This doesn’t mean they aren’t good games; Dorte and I have actually already finished Azure Bonds, and enjoyed it every bit as much as Pool of Radiance. We’re now taking a hiatus of indeterminate length to work up the energy to tackle Secret of the Silver Blades, which is generally regarded as the most grindy and least interesting of the Pool of Radiance sequence.

For those who crave *lots* of detail on a title-by-title basis, there’s of course always the CRPG Addict.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				March 30, 2016 at 3:54 pm			

			
				
				My favorite is still Champions of Krynn, but it happened to be 1) the first GB game I played, and 2) one I played shortly after reading Weis and Hickman’s “Dragonlance Chronicles” for the first time, so I was really in the mood for a game taking place shortly after the novels. Therefore, I probably don’t count. :) I also played (and completed) Death Knights of Krynn, but didn’t enjoy it as much; I remember it having too much combat, and being a lot less “Dragonlanceish” than Champions. I never really played Dark Queen, but the Let’s Plays I’ve seen didn’t fascinate me (again, little “Krynnness”, too much combat).

I also remember enjoying the first Buck Rogers game a lot.

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				Esteban LeGrafx			

			
				March 28, 2016 at 11:51 am			

			
				
				I remember Pool Of Radiance fondly :) 

Some folks here might be interested in a little-known bastard child of the Gold Box series: Order of the Griffon (1992, HuCARD, TurboGrafx-16). It was developed by Westwood Studios, but for a video game console instead of a computer platform. Nonetheless, it is an enjoyable game—if you are willing to give it a chance. 

At the very least, it’s obscurity might intrigue ardent Pool Of Radiance/D&D fans. 

1992 “review”: http://archives.tg-16.com/TURBOPLAY/TP-14-17.jpg

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				TsuDhoNimh			

			
				March 31, 2016 at 1:47 pm			

			
				
				Your Gold Box series was a great read. I can’t wait until you get to Civilization.

“None of the weird stuff is used by any of the creatures you fight, nor is it found in any of their treasure hordes, triggering a sneaking suspicion that the designers of Pool of Radiance had no more idea what any of this is than the rest of us do.”

This is only mostly true. I’m playing through the MS-DOS version of the game and in the loot in the “notoriously difficult room full of trolls” there was a magical Awl Pike. It ended up being quite a good weapon for the first third of the game, even though I had trouble imagining how I would fit an 18ft-long spear through some of those corridors.

One thing that struck me about Pool of Radiance’s much-loved combat engine is how similar it plays to the Wizard’s Crown/Eternal Dagger engine but with better production values. I think it was the production values and pacing that made PoR a much better game in the end.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Captain Kal			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 6:36 am			

			
				
				For olders gamers like me, who hate mapping, Gold Box Companion,  (http://personal.inet.fi/koti/jhirvonen/gbc/ )is essential!!!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				racarate			

			
				April 21, 2016 at 8:48 pm			

			
				
				Seeing as this game doesn’t have a soundtrack, does anybody have have recommendations for musical pairings?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Luke101			

			
				April 25, 2016 at 6:33 am			

			
				
				A great read, thanks! I have to say from experience that one of gamer’s greatest joys is being able to appreciate a complicated RPG with his significant other :-) Me & my wife have spent dozens of hours figuring out the Dark Souls games (boy, there are so meany details and hidden elements there!). It was great to read about your duo of ‘driving’ and ‘mapping’!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jacen			

			
				May 17, 2016 at 5:59 pm			

			
				
				” more interesting that that of Wasteland. ”

than that :) 

Love the articles, as always!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 17, 2016 at 6:17 pm			

			
				
				Thanks!
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In the final months of World War II, when the United States was trying to burn out the will of a starving Japan via the most sustained campaign of aerial incendiary bombardment in history, a handful of obvious targets remained strangely untouched. Among those targets was Kyoto: population 1 million plus, founded in the year 793, capital of the nation and home of the Emperor for most of the intervening centuries, home to more national shrines and other historic sites than any other city in Japan, world famous for its silk and cloisonné. If a single city can be said to embody the very soul of the Japanese people, it must be this one.

If the citizens of Kyoto believed that their city was being left untouched by the bombs raining down on the rest of the country out of respect for the special place it occupied in the Japanese psyche, they were partially correct. Yet the motivation behind their seeming good fortune was cold-blooded rather than humanitarian. American Air Force planners were indeed aware of Kyoto’s symbolic importance, but they hardly saw that importance as grounds for sparing the city. Far from it. Kyoto was being reserved as a target for a special new weapon, one which was referred to only obliquely in Air Force internal memoranda as “the gadget.” Today we know the gadget as the atomic bomb. Entirely destroying Kyoto with one bomb would deliver a shock to the rest of Japan unequaled by the destruction of any other possible target: “From the psychological point of view there is the advantage that Kyoto is an intellectual center for Japan and the people there are more apt to appreciate the significance of such a weapon as the gadget.” Kyoto must be left untouched while the gadget was made ready for service so that mission planners and scientists could properly evaluate the bomb’s effect on an undamaged clean slate of a target.

Hundreds of thousands of Kyoto residents would wind up owing their lives to Henry L. Stimson, a humane man tortured daily by the orders he had to issue as the American Secretary of War; never was there a Secretary of War who hated war more. In response to Stimson’s demand after the successful first test of the gadget in New Mexico, General Leslie Groves, head of the Manhattan Project, reluctantly presented the Air Force’s list of planned targets to him, with Kyoto at the top. Stimson was horrified. Citing the proposed destruction of Kyoto as an unforgivable act from which Japan would never recover, Stimson, 77 years old and in poor health, faced down virtually the entire entrenched bureaucracy of the American military to demand that the first atomic bomb to be used in anger be dropped somewhere, anywhere else: “This is one time I’m going to be the final deciding authority. Nobody’s going to tell me what to do on this.” His stubborn stance resulted at last in Kyoto being stricken from the list by grumbling generals who would have been perfectly happy if its destruction really had been a death blow to the culture it symbolized, thank you very much. Of course, in saving hundreds of thousands of Kyoto residents Stimson was also consigning to death hundreds of thousands of others in Hiroshima. Such are the wages of war.

The decision to spare Kyoto had another unintended consequence, one which may seem trivial — even disrespectful — to mention in parallel with such immense tolls in human lives saved and lost, but one which in its own way illustrates the interconnectness of all things. Hidden away within Kyoto’s blissfully undamaged warren of ancient streets was a little family-owned company called Nintendo, maker of ornate playing cards and other games and collectibles. Absolutely dedicated to the war effort, as all good Japanese were expected to be at the time, they had lately taken to giving their products jingoist themes, such as a backgammon board illustrated by cartoon animals dressed up as soldiers, with Japanese flags flying proudly above them and British and American flags lying crumpled in the dust at their feet.

More than four decades later, Stimson’s determination to spare Kyoto and with it Nintendo boomeranged back on his country in a way that no one could have seen coming. Many contemporary commentators, conditioned by the Reagan Revolution to cast all things in terms of nationalism and patriotism, saw in the arrival of Nintendo on American shores the opening of the latest front in a new war, economic rather than military this time, between the United States and Japan. And this time it seemed that Japan was winning the war handily. They had come for our steel, and we had done nothing. They had come for our auto industry, and we had done nothing. They had come for our televisions and stereos, and we had done nothing. Now they were coming for our videogame consoles. How long would it be until the PC industry, arguably the biggest economic success story of the 1980s, was threatened as well?

Given the subject of this article, I should take a moment to clarify right now that this blog has not been and will never become a history of console-based videogames. This blog is rather a history of computer games, a culture possessed of plenty of interconnections and collisions with the larger, more mainstream culture of the consoles, but one which has nevertheless remained largely its own thing ever since the first popular videogame console and the first three pre-assembled PCs were all launched during the single fecund year of 1977. In addition to reasons of pure personal preference, I justify this focus by noting that a fair number of people are doing great, rigorous history in the realm of videogames, while the realm of computer games has been comparatively neglected.

Still, we can’t really understand the history of computer games without reckoning with those aforementioned interconnections and collisions with the world of the consoles. And one of the biggest and most obvious collisions of all was that crazy time at the tail end of the 1980s when Nintendo arrived to sweep the rug out from under a computer-game industry which had spent the last few years convinced that it was destined to become the next great movement in mainstream American entertainment — i.e., destined to hold exactly the position that this Japanese upstart had just swept in and taken over with breathtaking speed. Small wonder that coded allusions to the dark days of World War II, accompanied by thinly veiled (or blatantly unveiled) racism, became the order of the day in many sectors of American culture, industry, and government alike. Meanwhile the bewildered computer-game executives were trying to figure out what the hell had just hit them and what they should do about it. Let’s join them now in asking the first of those questions.
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The history of the company known as Nintendo — the name can be very roughly translated as an admonition to work hard but also to accept that one’s ultimate success is in the hands of greater powers — dates all the way back to 1889, when it was founded by Fusajiro Yamauchi as a maker of intricately painted playing cards, known as “hanafuda” in Japanese. Nintendo managed to survive and grow modestly amid many changes in Japanese life over the course of the next half-century and beyond. The company’s modern history, however, begins in 1949, when Hiroshi Yamauchi, latest scion of the family-owned business, took over as president. Far more ambitious than his forebears, this latest Yamauchi was inspired by the entrepreneurial ferment of the rebuilding postwar Japan to expand Nintendo beyond playing cards and collectibles. The results of his efforts were decidedly mixed in the early years. Among his less successful initiatives were a line of instant-rice meals — a sort of ricey Ramen Noodles before Ramen Noodles were cool — and a chain of “love motels” offering busy executives the convenience of paying for their trysts by the hour. (Ironic as they might seem in light of Nintendo’s later rigorously enforced family-friendly image, at the time the love motels seemed to everyone around him a natural innovation for Yamauchi to have dreamed up; he was a notorious philanderer.) More successful, for a while, was a Nintendo taxi service. Yet even it was hardly a world-beater. Throughout the first two decades of Yamauchi’s lengthy reign he continued to cast restlessly about for the Big One, the idea that would finally take Nintendo to the next level.

In 1969, he made a big step in the direction of finding his company’s life’s purpose when he founded a new division called simply “Toys.” Employing a number of young gadget freaks as inventors, Toys began to churn out a series of strange contraptions straight out of Rube Goldberg, such as the Ultra Hand, a scissor-like reach extender that was more whimsical than practical; the Ultra Machine, an indoor mechanical baseball pitcher; and the Ultra Scope, a periscope for peeking around corners and over fences. (Parents were not terribly fond of this last one in particular.) All were quite successful, opening at last the sustainable new business front for Nintendo that Yamauchi had been dreaming of for so long.

With electronic components getting smaller and cheaper by the year, Nintendo’s innovative toys inevitably began to take on more and more of an electronic character as time wore on. The first big success in the realm of electronic gadgets was something called the Nintendo Beam Gun, which combined a light gun with a set of targets equipped with the appropriate photoelectric sensors; more than 1 million of them were sold. Nintendo built on the Beam Gun’s success with a chain of Laser Clay Ranges — think “clay pigeons” — that spread across Japan during the mid-1970s, re-purposed bowling alleys where patrons could engage in gunfights with cowboys and “homicidal maniacs” projected onto the far wall.

With Atari now going strong in the United States, videogames were a natural next step for Nintendo. They first made a series of Color TV Games, each a home videogame capable of playing a few variants of a single simple game when hooked up to the family television set; they sold at least 2.5 million of them in the late 1970s. The Nintendo Game & Watch, a whole line of handheld gadgets capable of playing a single game each, did even better; Nintendo is estimated to have sold over 40 million of them during the 1980s. Meanwhile they were also moving into the standup arcade; Donkey Kong, released in 1981, became a worldwide smash, introducing the Nintendo name to many in the United States for the first time. The designer of that cute, colorful, relatively non-violent game, a virtual blueprint for the eventual Nintendo aesthetic as a whole, was one Shigeru Miyamoto. He would become not only Nintendo’s own most famous designer and public figure, but the most famous Japanese videogame designer of all time, full stop. The protagonist of Miyamoto’s Donkey Kong, a little leaping Italian plumber named Mario, was also destined for greatness as one of if not the most famous videogame characters of all time (his only serious rival is likely Pac-Man, another contemporaneous Japanese creation).

All of this success, however, was only laying the groundwork for Nintendo’s masterstroke. Moving on from the single-game units that had so far been Nintendo’s sole output, Yamauchi tasked his engineers with creating a proper videogame console capable of playing many games that could be sold separately in the form of cartridges, just like the Atari VCS. The device they came up with was hardly state of the art even at the time of its debut. It was built around a clone of the venerable old 8-bit MOS 6502, the same chip found in the Atari VCS as well as American home computers like the Apple II and Commodore 64, with those circuits that were protected by patents excised. It offered graphics a little better than the likes of the 64, sound a little worse. The new machine was being readied at seemingly the worst possible time: just as the Great Videogame Crash was underway in the United States, and just as the worldwide conventional wisdom was saying that home computers were the future, videogame consoles a brief-lived fad of the past. Yet Nintendo freely, even gleefully defied the conventional wisdom. The Nintendo Family Computer (“Famicom”) was deliberately designed to be as non-computer-like as possible. Instead it was patterned after Nintendo’s successful toys and gadgets — all bright, garish plastic, with as few switches and plugs as possible, certainly with nothing as complicated as a keyboard or disk drive. It looked like a toy because Nintendo designed it to look like a toy.
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Yamauchi realized that a successful videogame console was at least as much a question of perception — i.e., of marketing — as it was of technology. In the imploding Atari, he had the one great counterexample he needed, a perfect model of what not to do. Atari’s biggest sin in Yamauchi’s eyes had been to fail to properly lock down the VCS. It had never occurred to them that third parties could start making games for “their” machine, until Activision started doing just that in 1980, to be followed by hundreds more. Not only had all of those third-party cartridges cost Atari hundreds of millions in the games of their own that they didn’t sell and the potential licensing fees that they didn’t collect, they had also gravely damaged the image of their platform: many or most Atari VCS games were just plain bad, and some were in devastatingly terrible taste to boot. The public at large, Yamauchi realized, didn’t parse fine distinctions between a game console and the games it played. He was determined not to lose control of his brand as Atari had done theirs.

For better and for worse, that determination led to Nintendo becoming the first of the great walled gardens in consumer software. The “better” from the standpoint of consumers was a measure of quality control, an assurance that any game they bought for their console would be a pretty good, polished, playable game. And from the standpoint of Yamauchi the “better” was of course that Nintendo got a cut of every single one of those games’ earnings, enough to let him think of the console itself as little more than a loss leader for the real business of making and licensing cartridges: “Forgo the big profits on the hardware because it is really just a tool to sell software. That is where we shall make our money.” The “worse” was far less diversity in theme, content, and mechanics, and a complete void of games willing to actually say almost anything at all about the world, lest they say something that some potential customer somewhere might possibly construe as offensive. The result would be an infantilization of the nascent medium in the eyes of mainstream consumers, an infantilization from which it has arguably never entirely escaped.

Whatever the reservations of curmudgeons like me, however, the walled-garden model of software distribution proved successful even beyond Yamauchi’s wildest dreams. After releasing their new console to Japanese consumers on July 15, 1983, Nintendo sold more than 2.5 million of them in the first eighteen months alone. Sales only increased as the years went by, even as the hardware continued to grow more and more technically obsolete. Consumers didn’t care about that. They cared about all those cute, colorful, addictive games, some produced by an ever-widening circle of outside licensees, others — including many or most of the best and best-remembered — by Nintendo’s own crack in-house development team, with that indefatigable fount of creativity named Shigeru Miyamoto leading the way. Just as Yamauchi had predicted, the real money in the Famicom was in the software that was sold for it.
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With the Famicom a huge success in Japan, there now beckoned that ultimate market for any ambitious up-and-comer: the United States. Yamauchi had already set up a subsidiary there called Nintendo of America back in 1980, under the stewardship of his son-in-law Minoru Arakawa. Concerns about nepotism aside — no matter how big it got, Nintendo would always remain the Yamauchi family business — Arakawa was ideal for the job: an MIT-educated fluent English-speaker who had traveled extensively around the country and grown to understand and love its people and their way of life. Under his stewardship, Nintendo of America did very well in the early years on the back of Donkey Kong and other standup-arcade games.

Yet Nintendo as a whole hesitated for quite some time at the prospect of introducing the Famicom to North America. When Arakawa canvased toy stores, the hostility he encountered to the very idea of another videogame console was palpable. Atari had damaged or destroyed many a business and many a life on the way down, and few drew much of a distinction between Atari and the videogame market as a whole. According to one executive, “it would be easier to sell Popsicles in the Arctic” than to convince the toy stores to take a flyer on another console.

But Arakawa, working in tandem with two American executive recruits who would become known as “the two Howards” — Howard Lincoln and Howard Philips — wouldn’t let go of the idea. Responding to focus-group surveys that said the Japanese Famicom was too toy-like and too, well, foreign-looking to succeed in the United States, he got Nintendo’s engineers to redesign the externals to be less bulbous, less garish, and less shiny. He also gave the Famicom a new, less cutsy name: the Nintendo Entertainment System, or NES. The only significant technical update Nintendo made for North America was a new state-of-the-art handshaking system for making sure that every cartridge was a legitimate, licensed Nintendo game; black-market cartridges duplicated by tiny companies who hoped to fly under the radar of Nintendo’s stringent licensing regime had become a real problem on the Famicom. Tellingly, the lockout system was by far the most technically advanced aspect of the NES.
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The new NES made its public debut at last at the Summer Consumer Electronics Show in June of 1985. Few in the home-computer trade press — the videogame trade press didn’t really exist anymore — paid it any real attention. The big news of the show was rather the new Jack Tramiel-led Atari’s 16-bit ST computer. Computer Gaming World was typical, mentioning the NES only as a passing bit of trivia at the end of a long CES feature article: “Nintendo even offered an entirely new game system.” Clearly Arakawa and company had an uphill climb before them.

They deliberately started small. They would sell the NES first in New York City only — chosen because Arakawa considered it the most cynical and challenging place to market a new gadget in the country, and, as the old song says, “if you can make it there you can make it anywhere.” Starting with a warehouse full of the first 100,000 NESs to arrive from Japan and a $50 million war chest, Arakawa and the two Howards personally visited virtually every toy and electronics store in the five boroughs to press flesh and demonstrate the NES to skeptical managers and proprietors — and (hopefully) to take orders when they were finished. Meanwhile Nintendo blitzed the airwaves with advertising. They managed to sell 50,000 NESs in New York alone that Christmas season — not bad for an unknown gadget in a field that everyone, from the most rarefied pundit to the most ordinary Joe or Jane on the street, considered to be yesterday’s fad.

From that promising start they steadily expanded: first to that other taste-maker capital Los Angeles, then to Chicago, to San Francisco, to Dallas and Houston, and finally nationwide. Sales hit the magic 1 million mark well before the end of 1986. Cheap and cheerful and effortless in its lack of fiddly disk drives and keyboards, the NES was selling by that point as well as the Commodore 64, and far better than any other home computer. In the NES’s second year on the market it eclipsed them all to such an extent as to make continued comparison almost pointless: 3 million NESs were sold during those twelve months alone. And, astonishingly, it was still just getting started. During 1988, 7 million NESs were sold, to go with 33 million cartridges, each of which represented yet more profit for Nintendo. Lifetime NES sales topped 30 million in 1990, by which time one out of every three American homes could boast one of these unassuming gray boxes perched underneath the television. Total NES and Famicom lifetime sales reached a staggering 75 million in 1992; as many Nintendos were by then in the world as all PCs, whether found in homes or businesses or schools, combined. Even the Atari VCS in the heyday of the first videogame fad had never been able to boast of numbers like this.

Because Nintendo had come into the console market when it was universally considered dead, they had been able to reinvent it entirely in their own image. Just as “Atari” had once been a synonym for videogames in general, now “Nintendo” threatened to become the same for a new generation of players. Savvy about branding and marketing in a way that Atari had never quite managed to be, Nintendo felt compelled to actively push against this trend by aggressively protecting and limiting the use of their trademarks; they didn’t want people buying a new “Nintendo” that happened to have the name of Sega, Sony, or 3DO stamped on its case.

Nintendo’s penetration of the North American market could (and doubtless has) serve as the basis of an MBA course in marketing and brand-building. Starting from the less than nothing of a dead industry replete with consumer ill-will, coming from a foreign nation that was viewed with fear and mistrust by many Americans, Nintendo of America built one of the largest and most insanely loyal customer bases the American economy has ever known. They did it by tying their own brand to brands their target demographic was known to already love, like Pepsi and McDonald’s. They did it by building Nintendo stores within stores in major chains from Macy’s to Toys “R” Us, where kids could browse and play under the benevolent gaze of Mario while their parents shopped. (By 1991, Nintendo alone represented 20 percent of Toys “R” Us’s total revenues, and seven of their ten best-selling single products.) They did it by building a massive mailing list from the warranty cards that their young customers sent in, then using contests and giveaways to make every single one of them feel like a valued member of the new Generation Nintendo. They did it by publishing a glossy magazine, Nintendo Power, full of hints and tips on the latest games and all the latest news on what was coming next from Nintendo (and nothing on what was coming from their competitors). They did it by setting up a hotline of “Nintendo Game Counselors,” hundreds of them working at any one time to answer youngsters’ questions about how to get through this tricky level or kill that monster. They did it by relentlessly data-mining to find out what their customers liked about their games and what they didn’t, and crafting new releases to hit as many players as possible precisely in their sweet spots. They did it by spending up to $5 million on a single 30-second television commercial, four or five times the typical going rate, making the new commercials for a new Nintendo game an event in themselves. They did it by making sure that Mario and Zelda and their other iconic characters were everywhere, from televisions shows to records, from lunch boxes to bed sheets. And they did it by never worrying their customers with the sorts of metrics that the home-computer makers loved: kilobytes and megabytes and colors and resolutions and clock speeds and bit counts. The NES was so thoroughly locked down that it was years before there was any published information available at all on what was really contained within those ubiquitous gray plastic shells.

If it can all sound a little soulless when laid out like that, well, few in business would argue with the end results. Nintendo seemed to be becoming more American than most Americana. “A boy between 8 and 15 without a Nintendo is like a boy without a baseball glove,” wrote Hobby World magazine in 1988. In 1990 a survey found Mario to be more recognizable to American children than that most American of all cartoon icons — Mickey Mouse.

And where did all of this leave the established American computer-game industry? That was a question that plenty in said industry itself were asking with ever-increasing frustration and even desperation. Total sales of computer games published on all platforms in 1989 totaled about $300 million; total sales for Nintendo cartridges, $1 billion. It wasn’t supposed to have gone like this. No one in computer games had seen anything like Nintendo coming. They, the computer-game industry, were supposed to have been the next big wave in American home entertainment — a chicken in every pot and a home computer in every living room. Instead this Japanese upstart had stolen their thunder to such an extent as to render their entire industry an afterthought, a veritable non-entity in the eyes of most financial analysts and venture capitalists. Just to add insult to the injury, they were being smothered by thoroughly obsolete 8-bit technology when they could offer consumers audiovisual feasts played on Amigas and Atari STs and IBM PS/2s with VGA graphics. A computer-game designer with Electronic Arts saw unnerving parallels between his own industry and another American industry that had been devastated by Japan in the previous decade:

The best companies and the best programmers were making computer games. But the Nintendo player didn’t care about the sophisticated leaps we were making on computers — the frame rate of the images or incredible sound. They just wanted fun. It was like we were making gas guzzlers and the Japanese were making subcompacts.


At street level the situation didn’t look much better. Fred D’Ignazio, a columnist for Compute!’s Gazette, shares a typical story:

My kids and I used to play games on our home computer — games like Epyx’s The Legend of Blacksilver, SSI’s Questron II, EA’s Jordan vs. Bird: One-on-One, Gamestar’s Take Down, Arcadia’s Aaargh!, and, of course gobs and gobs of good educational games.

Then the Nintendo landed, and things haven’t been the same since. The Nintendo runs day and night. (We’re not even allowed to shut off the machine when we go to bed because there’s always a game in progress — and there’s no disk drive to back it up.) Meanwhile, I don’t think our little home computer has been fired up in weeks.


The computer that was most damaged by Nintendo’s invasion of North America was undoubtedly the Commodore 64. It was very cheap in computer terms, but once you added in the cost of the essential disk drive it was nowhere near as cheap as the NES. And it was still a computer, even if a computer that had long been used primarily for playing games. You had to type in arcane commands to get a game started, had to wait for the game to load, often had to shuffle disks in and out of the drive and do a lot more waiting as you actually played. A Compute!’s Gazette reader shares the story of her attempt to introduce her Nintendo-loving eight-year-old nephew to the joys of Commodore 64 gaming:

As he looked through my 64 software to pick out a game, I started to give directions on how to handle the software and disk drive. Before I could finish he said, “I just want to use a cartridge and start playing.” After about fifteen minutes into a game he said, “This is great, but how come it takes so long to start the game again and why do I have to keep turning the disk over and over all the time?” Shortly after, he started complaining that his hand was too small for the joystick. He tried three other joysticks, but he either had the same problem or the joystick didn’t have the dexterity needed to play the game. He then said, “I wish I could use my Nintendo controls on your Commodore.” Soon after, he quit and went right to his Nintendo.


The Commodore 64 was in a very difficult position, squeezed from below by Nintendo and squeezed from above by the Amiga and Atari ST and, most of all, by ever more consumer-friendly MS-DOS-based machines from companies like Tandy, which were beginning to sport hard disks, crisp VGA graphics, sound cards, and mice. There wasn’t much that Commodore’s aged little breadbox could offer in response to a feature set like that. In the battle versus Nintendo for the low end, meanwhile, all of the immense force of playground public opinion was arrayed against the Commodore 64. The 64 was clunky and slow and ugly. It was the machine your big brother used to play games on, the one your parents kept pushing you toward to learn programming or to play educational (blech!) games. The Nintendo was the machine that all your friends played on — the same friends who would look on you as a freak if you tried to get them to play a computer game with you.

If you think that hardcore Commodore 64 users accepted this changing world order peacefully, you don’t have much experience with the fanatic platform loyalties of the 1980s. Their heated opinions on the 64’s Nintendo crisis spilled much ink on the pages of the remaining 64-centric magazines, moving through spasms of denial (“If Nintendo has the ability to keep its users captured, why do my two nephews keep pestering me to let them play the games that I have for my 64?”), advice (“Commodore could bring out some new peripherals like a light gun to play shooting games or a keyboard to make use of the superior sound of the 64”), and justification (“This letter was typed on a 64. Let’s see any Nintendo do that!”). When all else failed, there was always good-old-fashioned name-calling: “The word-processing capability of the 64 is a pointless feature to most Ninnies, since the majority of them don’t seem to be able to read and write anyway. Most of the Ninny chic was built on the fact that a baboon could operate it.”

None of this raging against the dying of the light could make any difference. The Commodore 64 went into an undeniable decline in 1988. That decline became a free fall in 1989, and in 1990 the 64 was effectively declared dead by the American software industry, with virtually every publisher terminating support. The other great 8-bit survivor, the Apple II, hung on a little longer thanks to an entrenched user base in schools and small businesses, but when Apple finally discontinued all production of the line in 1993 the news was greeted by most publishers with a shrug: “I didn’t know those old things were still being made!”

The computer-game publishers’ reactions to Nintendo were complicated, ofttimes uncertain, occasionally downright contradictory. With Nintendo rapidly taking over what used to be the low end of the computer-game market, many publishers felt emboldened to refocus their energies on the still slowly growing higher end, particularly on all those new consumer-oriented clones from Tandy and others. Plenty of publishers, it must be said, weren’t really all that sad to see the 64 go. The platform had always been tricky to develop for, and its parent company was still widely loathed for heaps of very good reasons; everyone in the industry seemed to have at least one Commodore horror story to tell. Many had come to see the 64 during its years of dominance as an albatross holding back ambitions that would have been realizable on the bigger, more powerful platforms. Now they were at last free to pursue those grander schemes.

At the same time, though, the Commodore 64 had been their cash cow for years, and there remained the question of whether and how soon all those bigger machines would make up for its loss. Certainly they failed resoundingly to take up the slack in 1989, a bad year for the computer-game industry and a great one for Nintendo. Electronic Arts, the closest thing the industry as a whole had to a bellwether, had their worst year ever that year, leaving some investors openly calling for the resignation of founder Trip Hawkins.

As unhappy as the majority of industry old-timers remained with the Nintendo-dominated state of affairs in digital games in general, that $1 billion in annual cartridge revenue and massive mainstream penetration was awfully tempting. As early as 1988, it seemed that just about everyone was discussing adapting their computer games to the NES, and a fair number were swallowing their pride to approach Nintendo with hat in hand, asking for a coveted license to make NES games. In addition to the sheer size of the Nintendo market, it also had the advantage that piracy, which many in the computer-game industry continued to believe was costing them at least half of the revenues they would otherwise be enjoying, was nonexistent there thanks to those uncopyable cartridges and the NES’s elaborate lockout system.

Activision,1 who had enjoyed their greatest success by far in the old glory days of the Atari VCS, jumped onto the Nintendo bandwagon with perhaps the most enthusiasm of all. Activision’s head, the supremely unsentimental Bruce Davis, often sounded as if he would be perfectly happy to abandon computers altogether, to make Activision exclusively a publisher of videogame cartridges again: “If hardware companies are designing a machine for one purpose, they will do a better job than on a multi-function machine.”

But it’s the more unlikely NES converts that provide the best evidence of just how far Nintendo had come and just how much pressure the traditional computer-game industry was feeling. The NES began to get quite a number of ports of computer-game fare that no one would ever have imagined trying to put on a machine like this just a year or two earlier. Origin, for instance, put out NES versions of Ultima III and Ultima IV, and Lucasfilm Games ported Maniac Mansion. (See Douglas Crockford’s “The Expurgation of Maniac Mansion“ for a description of the hoops publishers like Lucasfilm had to jump through to meet Nintendo’s stringent content restrictions.) Even SSI, whose traditional stock-in-trade of turn-based, cerebral, complicated strategy games was about as far from the whimsy of Mario and Zelda as you could get, moved Pool of Radiance over to the NES. Computer Gaming World, the journal of choice for those same cerebral strategy gamers, tried to rope in Mario fans with a new magazine-within-a-magazine they dubbed “Video Gaming World.”

Few of these initiatives bore all that much fruit. The publishers may have found a way to get their games onto the NES, but said games remained far from the sort of fare most Nintendo players were interested in; suffice to say that Nintendo never had to worry about any of these titles eclipsing Mario. Still, the fact that so many computer-game publishers were making such an effort shows how scary and uncertain Nintendo was making their world. Perhaps the most telling moment of all came in August of 1990, when an embattled Trip Hawkins announced that Electronic Arts would be jumping into the console space as well. This was the same Trip Hawkins who had written a commitment to “stay with floppy-disk-based computers only” into Electronic Arts’s first business plan, who had preached the gospel of home computers as successors to videogame consoles as loudly and proudly as anyone in his industry. Now he and his company were singing a very different tune. Bing Gordon, Hawkin’s right-hand man at Electronic Arts, compared home computers to of all unflattering things steam engines. James Watt, the inventor of the steam engine, had imagined one in every home, with a bunch of assorted pulleys and gears to make it do different things. Instead modern homes had a bunch of more specialized machines: washing machines, food processors… and now Nintendos. Soon Hawkins would leave Electronic Arts to found 3DO, a company to make… you guessed it, a new videogame console.

Some, however, chose a more belligerent path than these can’t-beat’em joiners. Nintendo’s rigorous control of the NES’s walled garden rankled everyone in the older software industry; this just wasn’t how their business was done. They believed that Nintendo was guilty of restraint of trade, antitrust violations, you name it. Particularly enraging was Nintendo’s complete control of the manufacturing pipeline for NES cartridges. Leveraging those data-mining systems of theirs, more sophisticated than anyone had heretofore ever dreamed of, Nintendo made sure that the supply of new games was always slightly less than the demand for them, thereby creating a hype for each new title as a hot, desirable status symbol among the Nintendo Generation and, most of all, avoiding the glut of games piled up in warehouses — and, eventually, landfills — that had marked the Great Videogame Crash of 1983. But when American publishers saw their games produced in insufficient quantities to become the hits they believed they might otherwise have been, they cried foul. The Software Publishers Association served as the disgruntled voice of the American software industry as a whole in what became a full-scale public-relations war against Nintendo.

The SPA believes that Nintendo has, through its complete control and single-sourcing of cartridge manufacturing, engineered a shortage of Nintendo-compatible cartridges. Retailers, consumers, and independent software vendors have become frustrated by the unavailability of many titles during the holiday season, and believe that these shortages could be prevented by permitting software vendors to produce their own cartridges.


American publishers felt certain that Nintendo was playing favorites, favoring their own games and those of their favorite third-party publishers — generally the ones from Japan — by manipulating production numbers and manipulating the sentiments of Generation Nintendo through the coverage they gave (or didn’t give) each game in Nintendo Power. “If I pissed Nintendo off,” runs a typical complaint, “I would get less product. My games would get hit in Nintendo Power and they’d get low ratings.” And the most surefire way to piss Nintendo off, at least according to this complainer, was to release a game for the NES’s first serious competitor, the Sega Genesis console that entered the United States in 1989.

There was plenty of tinder already lying about the public sphere, just waiting to be ignited by such rhetoric. All of the concerns about videogames that had been voiced by parents, educators, and politicians during the heyday of Generation Atari were now being dusted off and applied to Generation Nintendo. Now, however, they were given additional force by Nintendo’s very foreignness. Plenty of Americans, many of whom had still not completely forgiven Japan for Pearl Harbor, saw a nefarious agenda behind it all, a fifth column of Mario-obsessed youngsters who might come to undermine the very nation. “Notice the way Super Mario is drawn,” wrote one in a letter to a magazine. “He has the eyes of someone who has been brainwashed.” Lurking just below the surface of such complaints, unstated but by no means unconveyed, were old attitudes toward the Japanese as shifty characters who could never be trusted to follow the rules, whether in war or business. It all came down to “cultural” differences, they muttered disingenuously: “There’s more of a sharing of the pie by American companies. In Japan, it’s different: winners win big and losers lose.”

Hoping to capitalize on the burgeoning anti-Nintendo sentiment, in December of 1988 Tengen Games, a spinoff of Atari Games (which was itself the successor to the standup-arcade portion of the original Atari’s business), sued Nintendo in federal court for antitrust violations and monopolistic practices: “The sole purpose of the lockout system is to lock out competition.” Having found a way to defeat the much-vaunted lockout system through a combination of industrial espionage, reverse engineering, and good old social engineering — this is one of the few occasions in Nintendo’s history where one might accuse them of having been naive — Tengen simultaneously launched a few of their own unauthorized games for the NES.

Nintendo’s counterattack against Tengen was massive and comprehensive. Not only did they launch the expected blizzard of legal actions, but they made it clear to all of the stores that handled their products that there would be grave consequences if they chose to sell the Tengen games as well. Such threats ironically represented a far more clear-cut antitrust violation than anything found in Tengen’s original suit. When Tengen got the court to order Nintendo to cease and desist from such behavior, Nintendo allegedly only became more subtle. “You know, we really like to support those who support Nintendo, and we’re not real happy that you’re carrying a Tengen product,” a rep might say. “By the way, why don’t we sit down and talk about product allocations for next quarter? How many Super Marios did you say you wanted?” “Since it was illegal, there were always excuses,” remembers one retailer. “The truck got lost, or the ship from Japan never arrived.”

Tengen was determined to try their case against Nintendo first and foremost in the court of American public opinion. “Who gave Nintendo the power to decide what software the American public can buy?” they asked. The New York Times, for one, agreed with them: “A verdict in favor of Nintendo would probably have a spillover effect into the personal-computer industry, where it could have a chilling effect on the free flow of ideas and innovations that have characterized that market since its inception.” An opportunistic Congressman named Dennis Eckart launched a high-profile crusade against Nintendo that led to lots of heated rhetoric amid Congressional hearings and the involvement of several state Attorneys General and the Federal Trade Commission. Jack Tramiel of the other Atari (the one currently making the Atari ST computer), who had always viewed lawsuits as healthy business competition by other means, piled on with a suit of his own, claiming that by monopolizing the market Nintendo was keeping his own company from getting good software for its machines. “Nintendo has demonstrated its disregard for free and fair competition in America,” said Jack’s son and anointed successor Sam Tramiel.

Yet the anti-Nintendo sentiment in the country didn’t ultimately do much to help either of the two Ataris’ legal cases; the courts proved willing to buck that rising tide. In a landmark ruling against Tengen in March of 1991, Judge Fern Smith stated that Nintendo had the right to “exclude others” from the NES if they so chose, thus providing the legal soil on which many more walled gardens would be tilled in the years to come. Similarly, the Tramiels’ suit against Nintendo was definitively rejected in 1992, after having cost their company a great deal of time, energy, and most of all money it could ill afford. The other various and multifarious investigations into Nintendo’s business, of which there were far too many to summarize here, resulted in a mixed bag of vindications and modest slaps on the wrist that did nothing to alter Nintendo’s overall trajectory. Perhaps the best argument against Nintendo as a monopoly was the arrival of the company’s first competitors in the console space, beginning with Sega, who proved that it actually was still possible to carve out a non-Nintendo place of one’s own in the game-console industry that Nintendo had so recently resurrected.

Nintendo, then, was here to stay, as were Sega and other competitors still to come. The computer-game industry would just have to accept that and reckon with it as best they could. In the end, the threat from Japan proved not quite as apocalyptic as it had seemed during the darkest days of 1989. In 1990 computers could start to boast of a modest new buzz of their own, thanks to the new so-called “multimedia PCs” and a bunch of new games that took advantage of their capabilities. Having ceded the low ground to the consoles, computers had retained the high ground, a loyal constituency of slightly older, more affluent gamers who still had plenty of room in their hearts for the sort of big, high-concept strategy, adventure, and CRPG games that weren’t all that realizable on the more limited consoles. The computer-game industry grew again already in 1990, and by a double-digit percentage at that. The vibrant jungle of PC gaming would continue to bloom in a thousand ways at once, some of them productive, some of them dead ends, some of them inspiring, some of them kind of repugnant. And through it all, the jungle of PC gaming would remain interesting in ways that, at least for this humble writer, the fussily manicured walled garden of Nintendo has never quite managed to be. But whichever mode of distribution you personally favored, one thing became clear as the 1980s gave way to the 1990s: neither Generation Nintendo nor the emerging Generation Wintel would be going anywhere anytime soon.

(Sources: The Making of the Atomic Bomb by Richard Rhodes; Game Over by David Sheff; Compute!’s Gazette of May 1988, March 1989, August 1989, September 1989, October 1989; Computer Gaming World of September/October 1985 and June 1988; Amazing Computing of January 1989; materials in the SSI and Brøderbund collections at the Strong Museum of Play.)


	Activision changed their name to Mediagenic midstream in these events. Because I haven’t told the story behind that change yet, and in order to just generally avoid confusion, I simply refer to the company as “Activision” in this article. ↩
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				April 1, 2016 at 4:35 pm			

			
				
				Very interesting article… I didn’t know much about Nintendo history.

My friends and I started getting Nintendos in about 1986/7 and they sat alongside our C64s for several years.  Maybe my group of friends was unusual but we didn’t “replace” the C64 as much as augment it.  As I’m sure you remember piracy was rampant for the C64 and non-existent for the NES.  So, since we had very limited resources, we would ask for a Nintendo cartridge for a present because there were other ways to acquire C64 games.

In other words, I think the emergence of the NES actually incentivized piracy on the C64 for at least the people who owned both.

And thank you, from the bottom of my heart, for not making an April Fools joke.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Ken Rutsky			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 5:26 pm			

			
				
				One error (I think…tho my memory is fuzzy): It was Ultima III that was ported to the NES as simply “Ultima,” not IV.

I remember that article from Compute!’s Gazette and the ensuing letters columns.  The “I just want to play” sentiment cannot be overstated.  I remember showing a friend (who never owned a computer) some games on my C-128 in the late ’80s and when I had to type LOAD”*”,8,1 to boot up a program, he immediately said, “that’s stupid.  Why do you have to learn and memorize all these codes just to play a game?”

I was flabbergasted at the time.  “There’s not much to memorize, it’s just how you talk to the computer.”   But the thing is, I grew up with a computer in the house since I was six; my oldest brother had gotten interested in home computing and our VIC-20 (later C-64, still later the 128) was used by everyone in the family for games and such.  It was natural for me to input a LOAD command and have to specify the file name, device number and such…to someone who wasn’t raised with that, however, I can see how foreign it must have seemed (much like the worlds of hashtags and cryptocurrencies seems to me these days).

I often felt like the only kid in the world without an NES, but I loved my Commodore.  The kinds of games I like – RPGs, strategy and war games, adventure games – just weren’t available on the cartridge systems.  Nor were graphics and music programs, productivity software, etc.  But boy did the NES do arcade games right…I remember playing Ikari Warriors at a friend’s house every weekend well into the night.

Just some unfocused rambling (Again).  Thanks for the article.

And yes, thanks from me, as well, for not making this an April Fool post.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 6:17 pm			

			
				
				It seems there was an NES Ultima III, which I hadn’t realized. But there was also an Ultima IV. Some people will tell you that’s the one to play, since for obvious reasons it excises the text parser in conversations and with it the whole “guess the keyword” problem. Never played it myself.

Anyway, edit made. Thanks!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ken Rutsky			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 10:00 pm			

			
				
				Huh, I didn’t know that about Ultima IV (I was very out of touch with console anything…).

I should research my assertions…if only there was some web of information I could access….

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				stepped pyramids			

			
				May 11, 2016 at 2:49 am			

			
				
				The Ultima IV NES port was the first game in the series I ever experienced and the source of my oldest video game related memory.

As a younger brother, I spent a lot of time watching my older brother play games and annoying him with tips and comments. I figured out the visual cue for secret passageways and kept on telling my brother “walk through that wall! there’s something there!” As one might expect if one ever had an older brother, the response was along the lines of “pfft, shut up dummy.” Imagine my unseemly pride when brother finally decides to shut me up and walks — right — through — the wall.

The Ultima III and IV ports are fairly similar. They both look and feel a lot like Dragon Warrior. In addition to the dialogue being simplified, reagent mixing was removed (you still needed to have them), the party size was smaller, and food was removed.

You might find it particularly notable that the endgame was changed to remove all the quiz-game stuff you mentioned as an anticlimax.

Unfortunately, later console ports of Ultima games have much less to recommend them. V had a full VI-style isometric graphical overhaul, but the result was ugly and painfully slow. VI (on SNES) was hard to control and had a lot of its notable interactivity removed, and VII was turned into a bad Zelda knockoff. I played several of these as a kid and hated them even before I knew what I was missing.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				S. B. Wiegner			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 5:52 pm			

			
				
				Great article … but one minor nitpick.

The Theme from New York, New York (“If I can make it there, I’m gonna make it anywhere”) is not that old a song; it dates from the 70s. (I think we’re roughly the same age, and I remember being surprised at how recent it is.)

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Theme_from_New_York,_New_York

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 6:18 pm			

			
				
				Mmm… I did think the song was older, being that it’s such a standard, but I’m going to make a judgment call and say that a song from the 1970s still qualifies as old by the standards of 2016. :)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 6:01 pm			

			
				
				The other great 8-bit survivor, the Apple II, hung on a little longer


Ah, so that’s why Infocom released games like Shogun for the Apple II, and not for the C64. :)

In 1990 computers could start to boast of a modest new buzz of their own, thanks to the new so-called “multimedia PCs” and a bunch of new games that took advantage of their capabilities.


Admittedly I wasn’t in the US, but in Portugal, where consoles never really dominated the market until the first Playstation (the 80s here were ruled by the Spectrum, and later by the Amiga), but I think the PC’s resurgence may have started a little sooner (that is, before CD-ROMs — unless you mean “multimedia” as simply graphics and sound), with VGA-compatible cards and the Sound Blaster. For the first time, the PC was the most “powerful” system in terms of graphics and sound, after being humiliated for so many years by the C64, the ST, the Amiga, and, yes, the several consoles. Suddenly, it wasn’t the PC owners wishing they had an Amiga, it was the other way around.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 6:30 pm			

			
				
				I don’t know if the Commodore 64’s commercial decline was obvious enough yet for it to have been a major factor in Infocom’s decision not to support it with their final games. More important I think was that the Apple II was more capable as a platform for interactive fiction. It could be and generally was equipped with 128 K or more of memory by 1988, and supported 80-column text that could be mixed easily with bitmap graphics.

“Multimedia” became a big buzzword in 1990, jumped on by Microsoft, Apple, and even Commodore (who, having released the first multimedia PC back in 1985 but having been too clueless to realize it at the time, were a day late and a dollar short in their marketing as usual). While it was generally understood that CD-ROM was *coming*, it would be a couple of years yet before CD-ROM games and other applications became commonplace. In the meantime, it did indeed often refer to just very good (for the era) graphics and sound. A consortium working with the Software Publishers Association defined an official “Multimedia PC” standard in 1991: 80386 processor, 2 MB of RAM, 30 MB hard disk, VGA graphics, Soundblaster, and a CD-ROM drive.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Mark Musante			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 8:29 pm			

			
				
				Another take on the origin of the Nintendo name (although it’s from kotaku, so): http://kotaku.com/5649625/nintendo-might-not-mean-what-you-think

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Keith Palmer			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 9:52 pm			

			
				
				This was an interesting piece, which somehow filled in a part of the picture I’d never thought about too much before: when it came to the fading of the “multi-systems era,” I had always sort of just assumed it was a matter of the relentless march of MS-DOS…

Anyway, while I’ve admitted before to having got through the 1980s somehow unaware there could be computers in homes that didn’t come from Radio Shack, even I couldn’t miss Nintendo Entertainment Systems starting to show up in other homes I visited. My family never had one, though; maybe there was just the understanding we had a perfectly good Color Computer with lots of discs with games on them (and with the “Coco 3,” some of them even started using more than the same four colours all the time). There was a bit of angst in the Color Computer magazine “The Rainbow” that seemed related to the NES, and the last games Radio Shack sold for the computer were all in “Program Pak” cartridges.

Your casual comment a few posts back about the Commodore 64 and Apple II markets both going soft in the same year did catch my attention when you made it: I’ve imbibed enough Apple II history to be aware of the bad feelings that developed at the end of the decade, when plenty of users were starting to write letters about how, even after the expulsion of Steve Jobs, Apple’s management had turned their faces to a valuable asset as if a fit of pique against (relatively) low-cost systems/the 6502-System Monitor-expansion slot gestalt/”Woz,” but I had supposed things had to have been different somehow with Commodore, for all that I have read the Compute’s Gazette issues you mentioned.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Yeechang Lee			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 12:18 am			

			
				
				Speaking of Radio Shack, I remember being in a store just before one Christmas during the NES years. In thirty minutes I saw three different people come in asking whether Radio Shack sold Nintendo cartridges. I wonder who was more frustrated, the desperate parents seeking gifts for their children, or employees unable to sell the most-coveted toys on the market.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 8:22 am			

			
				
				One problem with many fan historians is that they tend to mistake specific causes for broader historical trends, resulting in the “if only” syndrome. If only Infocom hadn’t squandered all their resources on Cornerstone, the commercial text adventure would still be alive and well. If only Apple had properly supported, promoted, and updated the Apple II line, it would still be going strong. If only Gary Gygax had had sole control of TSR, tabletop RPGs would be as popular now as they were doing the early 1980s. Etc. It’s natural for us as humans to be drawn to tragic narratives like this, but they seldom stand up to much scrutiny. 

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Felix			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 3:10 pm			

			
				
				I could say that dismissing single causes is equally wrong. If Infocom hadn’t squandered all their resources on Cornerstone, commercial IF might have managed to morph into something different and better instead of dying with a whimper, and influence computer games for the better much more, much sooner. (Then again, the 1990s IF scene might not have been born in that case, and we’d be losing out now. History’s complicated.) And sure, likely the Amiga or the Apple ][ wouldn’t have survived even with proper, timely updates and support to the line. But had they been more influential for longer, they might have changed the entire computer industry for the better. (The utter domination of Wintel during all these decades was an unmitigated disaster, for too many reasons to list here: the promotion of mediocrity, making it possible for a single piece of malware to infect potentially 90% of computers…) Trends matter, sure… but trends are made of individual events like that, pushing each other forward like dominoes. Add or remove one, the whole pattern changes, even though none of its parts go anywhere. And the pattern toppling dominoes make is the whole point.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				MrEntropy			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 9:15 pm			

			
				
				I like to think of it as the “What If” game. I’d love to be able to peek into an alternate universe where Atari agreed to distribute the NES in the US. I think that would be quite interesting.

Also, related to nothing at all, I’d love to see someone turn an Infocom adventure in a VR game for the Oculus/Vive. I wonder how that would turn out?

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Mike Russo			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 11:04 pm			

			
				
				Noooo I don’t want to say goodbye to the 1980s yet!! Although I grew up in the 1980s with my C64, I don’t really have a true feeling of nostalgia for the games I played. But I get a nice dose of “borrowed nostalgia” (and history lesson) by reading the stories of all the games and game companies I didn’t experience back then. Say we’re not out of the 80s quite yet!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 8:28 am			

			
				
				We’re not quite done with the 1980s yet. This article is laying a lot of background for the more specific stories that I’ll be telling about 1988 and 1989 in the months to come.

Of course, all things must eventually come to an end. If it’s any consolation, the early 1990s were pretty fascinating too. ;)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:40 pm			

			
				
				Yes, I hope we still see here the final few interactive fiction games from Infocom, Level 9 and Magnetic Scrolls, for instance. :) (It’s up to you, of course.)

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				April 1, 2016 at 11:16 pm			

			
				
				While loss-leaders eventually became a standard console model, it was not until much later, when Sony and Sega went to war with their PlayStation and Saturn consoles. Most earlier consoles (especially the ones from Nintendo, who continue to avoid the practice whenever possible to this day) were sold at a profit.

The Nintendo Seal Of Quality never had anything to do with the quality of the gameplay, only that the content passed NIntendo’s increasingly strict censorship (which not only excluded games like Custer’s Revenge for being made for the platform but kept many of the creepy games being made for Japanese PCs (which was already an extreme niche market) and was intended to avoid a reaction like the Satanic Panic) and that the cartridge would actually load. This was important because in the latter days of the Atari it was far from rare to get a cartridge that didn’t even work. The NES had plenty of really bad games.

I’d challenge the notion that the Ultima ports sold poorly because of a lack of resonance with the market – they are the textbook example of a badly handled port, with the entire keyboard’s worth of commands being shoved into an extremely cumbersome series of nested menus. In a fairly short time, the nascent jRPG genre (minus games like the Megami Tensi series or Sweet Home (which would never pass the NOA censorship test) or the second two Final Fantasy games (which would take so long to translate that they’s have been released after the SNES was already out and nobody would pay the extremely high price for an RPG cartridge) would arrive on American shores to massive success, and the games in question were easily better than the majority of what was being put on computers at the time (while we remember the Ultimas and the Gold Boxes and other highlights, anyone who follows the CRPG Addict will now be aware that these were islands rising high above a sea of mediocrity). 

Finally, a note about how the NES was packaged is probably worth noting – the grey box redesign is deliberately made to let the console look like a VCR, and the original release package contained R.O.B. the robot as a pack in accessory. The goal was, of course, to avoid associations with the VCS and competitors, which used the top loading that all other consoles (including the second-generation NES) would adopt (for good reason – the NES method was a massive pain back in the day, and retro shops are constantly being sold “broken” consoles that can be fixed simply by opening up the case and conducting a minor realignment) and came with no accessories other than a controller.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 8:44 am			

			
				
				Not that I don’t appreciate your insights — I do, very much so — but most of this is just a little farther down in the weeds than I preferred to get in the article, which is very much a “Nintendo through the eyes of the computer-game industry” piece rather than an exhaustive history.

On the subject of loss leaders, I did qualify that assertion with a “little more.” ;) By all accounts Nintendo’s profit margins were not very high on hardware, particularly early on. (As production costs inevitably decreased over time, this may have changed somewhat.)

While I’m sure that the NES had its share of underwhelming games, I think Nintendo’s quality control really does have to be understood in the context of the old Atari VCS market and the contemporaneous computer-game market. For instance, plenty of adventure-type games were being released on PCs that were so poorly designed as to be effectively insoluble. An interesting case study is the port of Faery Tale Adventure, one of these badly designed adventures, to the Sega Genesis; Sega very much followed Nintendo’s lead in curating their own walled garden. In the case of The Faery Tale Adventure, Sega insisted that a basic walkthrough be printed in the manual so players could have a fair chance. This is the level of basic quality control that players of console games could be assured of. 

I am a little surprised that you mention the Ultima games in particular as poor ports. I’ve heard quite a bit of love expressed toward the NES Ultima IV in particular, although I don’t have any direct experience with it.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 9:46 am			

			
				
				Ultima IV gets a fair bit of praise because of the simplified conversation method, but the games are extremely cumbersome to play compared to native games that already existed when the games came out (although they mostly hadn’t been brought over here yet.).

Loading up U3, it takes far longer to create a party (not helped by the fact that every class and race is reduced to a three character abbreviation to save space), your party moves so slowly you risk falling asleep just walking from one side of a town to another, and having to use a menu instead of just hitting a button that will react appropriately to whatever you’re facing (the way pretty much any other game would work) is incredibly annoying. If I’d bought it at the same time I was playing the C64 version, I’d consider myself robbed.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:50 am			

			
				
				For an interesting specimen of the xenophobia in the American marketplace at this time, I present my transcriptions of “the Atarian” comic strips, from a house organ of the once-mighty Atari… struggling against the WWII-era caricatured “Ninja-Endo”: http://pixelpompeii.blogspot.ca/2015/07/atari-super-hero.html

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 8:49 am			

			
				
				:) That’s great.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ed S			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 12:52 pm			

			
				
				Jimmy, great article, as ever! You write “Built around a licensed Japanese version of the venerable old 8-bit MOS 6502” and yet we know from visual6502 and visual 2A03 that the chip in the NES contains a layout-level copy of a 6502 with 5 transistors carefully excised. (See _On the Edge_ and also the 6502DecimalMode wiki page.) Would a licensed copy remove the exact circuits which are covered by patent? I believe not!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:15 pm			

			
				
				Thanks! I made a small edit.

This situation is… really interesting. Now that I think about it, if the chip had been properly licensed Commodore would likely have easily earned enough from the NES to sustain them for years. No other device that used the 6502 came up to even half of the NES’s production numbers. It certainly doesn’t cast Nintendo in a very favorable light.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:34 pm			

			
				
				Yes… on the other hand, wouldn’t Commodore have sued, assuming they were aware of it?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:42 pm			

			
				
				I think the key is “assuming they were aware of it.” The NES really was a black box for many years. Nintendo worked very hard to keep it that way — binding developers to unprecedented layers of NDAs, etc. 

I suspect that if Jack Tramiel had still been in charge Commodore would have been *very* aggressive about investigating and then attacking, given Tramiel’s well-known fear and loathing of the Japanese and his fondness for lawsuits. The often nearly rudderless, confused, schizophrenic version of Commodore that existed after him though? Who knows what they were thinking. They may just have squandered a life preserver through sheer inattention.

Some interesting speculation here, including the idea that Nintendo’s famous secrecy about the details of the NES may have been partly implemented in the hope of covering up the details of its processor: http://metopal.com/2012/02/12/famicom-brain/.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 11:05 pm			

			
				
				The NES used a Ricoh 2A03 microprocessor, which was built around a 6502 core that had functions unnecessary for a game console removed and other functions, such as a dedicated circuit for the controllers, added. Ricoh had a valid second source license for the 6502, and there is no evidence that there was anything even slightly shady about the matter. Nintendo would later purchase the Ricoh 5A22 chip (a variant of the 65816, a direct descendant of the 6502 used in the Apple ][gs) for the Super Famicom/SNES long after the company had lost most of their NES era anti-competitive lawsuits. By this era, they wouldn’t have risked anything connected to something even a little dodgy.

At least a dozen major computers used the 6502 or a direct derivative, as did the Tamogatchi toys that were everywhere in the 90s, the 30,000,000 Atari 2600 consoles, among other uses. 

The 6502 was so ubiquitous in that era that even the 61,000,000+ NES consoles were little more than a drop in the bucket. Even discounting the continuing use and manufacture of the chip (it is still used today in a lot of embedded systems), 6502 sales in the era probably topped half a billion.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 6:54 am			

			
				
				Do you happen to have a source you could point me to for this “second-source” license? David Sheff’s book, which remains the go-to history for the NES, is no help; it just says the chip is a 6502 and leaves it at that. The idea that it was licensed goes against the statements in Bagnall’s book. It could of course very well be that Bagnall’s book is incorrect; one of its problems is that it tells the story of Commodore almost entirely from the perspective of the engineers, who have an incomplete grasp at best of the bigger business picture. 

One thing I have trouble understanding is the mechanics of 6502 licensing in general. Given that the 6502 was so ubiquitous, it seems that should have been a huge revenue stream for Commodore well into the 1990s, yet I never hear it discussed in that context.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				anonymous			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 8:15 am			

			
				
				Jimmy,

Two other excellent sources for some of the obscure aspects of NES history are the recently-published book I Am Error, by Nathan Altice, another of the excellent Platform Studies books from MIT Press, and also Glitter Berri’s Game Translations, here: http://www.glitterberri.com/developer-interviews/how-the-famicom-was-born/ (said translations were actually commissioned by Altice).

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 8:43 am			

			
				
				Thank you! I Am Error provides by far the best overview I’ve yet seen. (I’m somewhat embarrassed to admit that, having once written a Platform Studies book myself, I had no idea this one existed.) Nathan Altice does say that Ricoh licensed the rights for the 6502 as a “second-source” manufacturer, but also accepts the assertion in Bagnall’s book that Nintendo excised parts of the 6502 to avoid the MOS patents. He concludes that “Commodore’s suspicions of hardware malfeasance were justified.”

So, I’m still a little confused about the relationship between licensing and the patents. Would licensing the chip not grant the right to, you know, build the chip, complete with all of its patented components? And wouldn’t a licensee have to pay a royalty for every chip manufactured, and wouldn’t that add up to a hell of a lot of money for Commodore?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 10:01 am			

			
				
				My question is: if the NES used a 6502 derivative, could that fact have remained hidden for so many years? I mean, I’d assume that hardware manufacturers would buy a console or two from the competition, and have their engineers analyze it, even if they didn’t suspect any wrongdoing. Wouldn’t that be a standard practice? (I know it’s a fictional account, but in “Micro Men”, we see BBC engineers opening up Spectrums and vice-versa, IIRC.)

Also, I know zero about NES programming, but didn’t programmers (especially Western ones, many of them already experienced in coding for 6502 processors) realize they were programming in some variant of 6502 assembly? Or did the NES use some API that isolated the processor completely?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				anonymous			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 6:34 pm			

			
				
				Jimmy,

It looks as though what happened was that MOS had patented one particular part of the 6502, but that the chip generally was not protected.  This isn’t surprising; in the US, at least, copyright isn’t available for computer chips per se under what’s known as the utility doctrine (a thorough explanation would get us way off track).  Instead there is a sui generic right called a mask right (for mask works), but the law didn’t provide those until 1984. (The ‘mask’ in question relates to the way that chips are made; it’s nothing to do with like, Halloween masks)

So Ricoh licensed the 6502 properly (among other Ricoh 6502s is the RP2A10 used in Atari consoles), which got them copies of the masks needed to make them, and trade secrets on how to use them.  Then, to produce the 2A03 chip, they removed a few carefully chosen transistors so as to disable the one patented part of the 6502.  While the rest of that part might have still been on the chip, it would be non-functional, and probably would require physical disassembly and inspection under an electron microscope to find.  In fact, I recall that Bagnall says that MOS ultimately did just that.

And while most people in the West think of the 6502 as ubiquitous — it’s in Apple II’s, it’s in the Atari VCS, 400, and 800, it’s in the Commodore PET, VIC-20, and 64 and even the 1541 disk drives, it’s in the BBC Micro, and it’s in Bender, the robot from Futurama — apparently Japan in those days was solidly Intel 8080 and Zilog Z80 territory. According to Masayuki Uemura and Satoru Iwata of Nintendo, few people in Japan knew the 6502 when the Famicom was being designed. ( http://www.nintendo.co.uk/Iwata-Asks/Super-Mario-Bros-25th-Anniversary/Vol-2-NES-Mario/2-Playing-Donkey-Kong-at-Home/2-Playing-Donkey-Kong-at-Home-216037.html )

So if they didn’t infringe the patent, they could avoid the patent license, and presumably the license for the masks and other information they got from MOS wasn’t breached by making the 2A03.  Given that MOS was cloning the Motorola 6800, you’d think that they’d anticipate getting ‘ripped off’ themselves, but I guess it slipped by them or they could have written a better licensing agreement.

Meanwhile, another obscure bit of Nintendo lore having to do with the Famicom design is that originally there wasn’t supposed to be a Famicom.  The close partnership between Nintendo and Coleco — we all know the famous port of Donkey Kong — was such that Nintendo tried to license the right to sell ColecoVisions in Japan.  According to The Golden Age of Video Games, by Dillon, Nintendo wanted to buy ColecoVisions for 10% over cost, while Coleco wanted to sell for 10% under retail.  So it fell through, and Nintendo designed the Famicom instead.  (And then flirted with licensing the Famicom to Atari, which also didn’t happen, but that story is more well known now.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 6:38 am			

			
				
				Thanks so much! This does much to clarify things for me.

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 2:57 pm			

			
				
				I will take this opportunity to plug Alex’s podcast, as he goes into more detail about the relationship between Nintendo with retailers and publishers.

http://tcwpodcast.podbean.com/e/nintendo-playing-with-power/

I think viewing “advancement” in gaming as a linear trend really misses the point a bit. The reason that it’s hard to go back to old computer games is because they lack a playability which came with game specific hardware. The reason iD cracking the scrolling barrier on DOS was so huge was because you could finally make a game which felt solid to play, and that’s why we refer to Nintendo games as “timeless”. They mandated a quality of play because of their lack of technology.

I think also in the history of ludic narrative there’s a lot to be said for games like Zelda 2 in how they constructed a world based on at least some degree of a fantasy canon. It’s only “infantile” if thematics are all that matter. Nintendo certainly made mistakes and I understand that you’re not someone who enjoys those types of games, and that’s fine. I try and takes things on the whole and understand how the various platforms relate to each other in positive ways, rather than wondering “what-ifs” had another platform been dominant. It’s what the market wanted for a reason.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 4:11 pm			

			
				
				I’ve had a few responses to this piece, in public and in private, that have taken it as almost a rant, yet another rehashing of the supremely tedious console-vs-PC wars that have been going on for time immemorial. One even called me “a disgruntled computer gamer.” My instinct is to think I must have done something wrong as a writer, as that was never my intention. But if so I honestly don’t see where I went wrong.

I don’t, for instance, see where I characterized advancement in gaming as a linear trend. On the contrary, I thought I took pains to emphasize the good of Nintendo’s walled garden — a measure of professionalism and quality control that computer gaming could definitely have used — along with the bad. Similarly, I don’t see where I’ve spent any time or energy at all on “what ifs” if another platform has been dominant.

For the record, I’m quite thoroughly gruntled by the rise of Nintendo; those Commodore 64 stalwarts I quote are definitely not speaking for me. I think the NESs performed a useful if painful service to computer gaming in blowing out the aging low end to make room for more ambitious stuff, the kind that personally interests me most. And I think Nintendo’s focus on basic quality control led everyone to raise their standards a bit and think about their poor, suffering players. You’re right that I have little personal interest in the likes of Mario or Zelda, but there’s room for everyone.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ice Cream Jonsey			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 8:40 pm			

			
				
				I’ve had a few responses to this piece, in public and in private, that have taken it as almost a rant, yet another rehashing of the supremely tedious console-vs-PC wars that have been going on for time immemorial. One even called me “a disgruntled computer gamer.”

Hmm. For what it’s worth, I think your piece is extremely fair and accurate towards Nintendo. It’s  easy to paint a lot of what they did in the 80s and 90s in unflattering terms: they were soooo litigious and paranoid. I think you’ve been very fair to lots of computer game developers as well and you certainly haven’t come off as judgmental.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 7:21 pm			

			
				
				I also think this post is perfectly fair, and certainly not anti-Nintendo or anti-console at all. It’s mostly just history. Could it be that some people misread those magazine quotes as being from you?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ice Cream Jonsey			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 9:21 pm			

			
				
				I also think this post is perfectly fair, and certainly not anti-Nintendo or anti-console at all. It’s mostly just history. Could it be that some people misread those magazine quotes as being from you?

Though, now that I think about it — and I missed it the first time, admittedly! —  the part where Jimmy insinuates that Kirby was the Zodiac Killer might be a sticking point among certain console enthusiasts.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 4:26 pm			

			
				
				Apologies if I made it seem like I was trying to take a side like that. I wholly appreciate your perspective as well as those old computer games, even with the difficulties that come with returning to them so far down the line.

Again though, it’s a “what if” matter thinking about how much use you could have gotten out of a C64 compared to a Nintendo. Even with the many years of hindsights and hacks down the line I don’t see there really being that much of a disruption had it remained the primary platform in the United States. In most of Europe it -did- remain the primary platform, and while the Amiga scene demonstrates a drift towards playability that would eventually become standard I really can’t see it having advanced narrative qualities in the way that I feel like you’re proposing.

At the end of the day I think it’s the nature of how we look at games as individuals. My view of the ludic narrative being advanced was the point when the technology could allow the player to divulge depth at their own discretion that went beyond reading in between the lines of text. I think Nintendo games achieved that in time and it has been positive on the whole for the medium, rather than limiting.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 2, 2016 at 5:35 pm			

			
				
				I find this a little difficult to parse, but will just say that I have absolutely no argument to make about the Amiga having “advanced narrative qualities” in Europe.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Bobby Thomas			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 4:44 am			

			
				
				It is true the NES Trojan Horsed its way into homes using a system designed to look like a VCR, even many people I knew in the mid to late-80’s all had them in their living rooms on top of or next to their VCR. Then, they called it an Entertainment System, instead of a video game. Arcades were still doing quite well, and the computer market was exploding, most of the friends I had who had Atari were switching to other devices, with Nintendo being the main one to pick up where the VCS left off. Nintendo did more than switch many of those gamers back, they expanded the market. Suddenly, playing Nintendo was a thing. You did it after school, on weekends, with family, friends, etc. You didn’t do that as much on Atari, as that was primarily a young male solo, maybe 2 people, system. The NES had accessories meant to play with more than 2. They had up to 4, the average family size so an entire family could play together. 

By expanding the market from its peak in 1983 (funny how it’s considered to have crashed the same year it peaks), they not only became a household name, they made it a Japanese controlled market. America may have won WWII, but Japan has won the economic war ever since!!

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Richard Legge			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 8:09 am			

			
				
				As a teenager in the UK in the 80’s, I recall the NES never having the same impact as say stateside or Japan.  As the micro computer was still at the heart of the games industry and Amiga / Atari ST looking to take the baton – the NES and its counter part Master system never did get the kids dumping their spectrums and commodores just yet. 

It was when the SNES and Megadrive (Genesis) came along that consoles started to switch from the personal computer market towards the scale we know today.

I have a NES and still enjoy playing this from time to time and consider the machine as still being one of the best 8 bits ever made!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				David Boddie			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 2:14 pm			

			
				
				I’m glad someone else jumped in first with a view from the UK since I sometimes feel I might be misrepresenting the situation when I share my own limited experiences of the 80s. :-)

Being heavily focused on microcomputers, I don’t remember being aware of the NES during the 80s. I started to become aware of the rise of consoles in the early 90s when a flatmate at university acquired a second hand Sega Master System. Sega had plenty of memorable TV adverts (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GAOyMJHgNVw) but I don’t remember any from Nintendo.

This is why I find it strange to read mainstream histories of gaming that go from VCS to C64 to Nintendo to MS-DOS and the fourth/fifth generation consoles. It’s interesting to see things from that perspective but it’s completely alien to me.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ShadowAngel			

			
				April 12, 2016 at 5:14 pm			

			
				
				All throughout Europe the NES didn’t do really good. Nintendo simply had no presence here. They licenced the NES out to Mattel who didn’t do a lot with it, then Nintendo took back the rights (and made their NES and games incompatible to the Mattel NES and their games, while also splitting Europe into Pal A and Pal B,  so nobody even knew what exactly to buy and what would work on their console) and their release policy was crap. Super Mario Bros. 3 was released in 1992, several years after the original release. Between 1992 and 1993 they released Mega Man 2 to 4 in quick succession because they were lagging behind so much.

Europe always was more into Computers, be it the C64, the Amiga or beginning in the late 80’s the PC but consoles were popular. The Sega Master System, while being a failure in North America, was a big success in europe. It easily outsold the NES in England, France, Spain and Sweden while competiting with the NES in Germany and Italy head to head.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Iggy Drougge			

			
				May 1, 2016 at 3:43 am			

			
				
				The Sega Master System never outsold the NES in Sweden. Quite the opposite; the ratio Nintendo—Sega was probably 10:1. That’s why the Nintendo licence is still handled to this day by the same distributor as in the 80s since they always did so well.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				April 3, 2016 at 11:07 pm			

			
				
				Once Again, a spectacular article Jimmy !  

When you look closely at Nintendo’s strategy back in 1986-88, a name that stood as discredited as Atari’s around the time comes to mind: STEVE JOBS. Deliberately or not, Nintendo took his design/business philosophy and reinforced it with an

injection of japanese discipline, efficiency and thoroughness : a closed system (technical specs kept from the public, no expansions) , an “appliance concept”

(the NES-as-vcr-companion) , end-to-end control (cartridge supply, licensing, distribution) , painstaking attention to detail (controller size vs. children’s hands, for example) , a coherent “design langauge” for software (just as Mac software was easily recognizable, all Nintendo games had that pervasive “Nintendoness”). As we say in Spanish : “Nobody is a prophet in his own land” , which means that Steve must have laughed a lot at his peers in the computer industry once Nintendo’s strategy became apparent.

The ultimate goal was to create a unique user experience that trascends any specific “application”. 

Many fairly popular arcade games became smash hits and classics after getting the “Nintendo treatment”, either directly by their original developers, or in the form of “new” titles “borrowing” other games’ concepts. Some examples : 

The Double Dragon franchise from Technos became a “gold-standard” for the brawler genre when its first and specially its second iterations were released on the NES, even though the hardware was very limited compared to the 16-bit arcade or home versions. It was the “Nintendo treatment” : exclusive levels, new and improved music tracks, smooth difficulty progression, exclusive gameplay modes, improved story elements, exclusive characters, not a single programming bug, exclusive secret codes. Technos also published the definitive (in my opinion)  brawler of the 8-bit era : NES-excluisve River City Ransom, which took the concept of Taito’s Renegade (also available on the NES and pretty good) to a very  high level of polish and gameplay depth. 

Much of Konami Inc.’s arcade catalog really shined on the NES, specially Contra and Super C, which lots of people I know think were available only for that system. But it was their developed-for-Nintendo releases that really put Konami on the console-publisher pantheon : titles like Track N’Field, which brought Epyx “Games”-style play to the NES and consoles in general with a very polished execution; the Castlevania and Metal Gear franchises (still going strong on today’s systems), both of which started life as rather bland offerings for the MSX platform and became true classics after a total overhaul on the NES. 

Nintendo knew that a majority of titles wouldn’t be good but made sure they weren’t worse than mediocre (think the countless movie tie-ins), offsetting their negative effects with top titles (developed in-house or by others) that were both spectacular and as system-specific as possible.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 6:42 am			

			
				
				One ironic aspect of all this is that Nintendo proved to be a better Steve Jobs than Steve Jobs. :) Apple fairly quickly started backing away from some of these philosophies with the Macintosh, especially after Jobs’s ouster. The Mac Plus that appeared in 1986, for instance, was already a much more conventional computer, with expansion slots, etc.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				anonymous			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 12:59 am			

			
				
				No, it was the Mac II and the SE that had expansion slots.  In fact I’m pretty sure you’re thinking of the II. 

The Mac Plus had RAM slots (which were a pretty new thing at the time) and a SCSI port. (And while SCSI was far and away superior to the previous expansion ports available, there were already drives and such that attached to the serial or floppy ports, so SCSI wasn’t a big break with the past)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 8:49 am			

			
				
				Ah, okay. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				April 6, 2016 at 1:02 am			

			
				
				Well Jimmy, maybe you have made a very novel insight there and I am ecstatic to have contributed.

Maybe I can further your idea a little : Apple basically started digging their own grave by rebelling against Steve’s original gospel. This is particularly evident in their shameless urging to users to purchase 3rd party graphics cards employing standard chipsets which were also used in IBM-compatible cards, essentially dumping the closed-system philosophy. Meanwhile, Nintendo adopts a radical Jobs-style closed-system-plus-end-to-end-control philosophy that puts them at the very top.

Could it be that the success of Nintendo and its later followers Sega and Sony had something to do with Jobs returning to Apple and kicking out Sculley and implementing his original strategy through the i-line encountering little, if any, dissent internally or externally ?

Was Steve Jobs somehow vindicated by Nintendo/ Sega /Sony in the public’s (and investor’s) eyes ?

Did Japan, Inc., through Nintendo, unwittingly pave the way for the american “digital renaissance” spearheaded by the new Apple ?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				April 6, 2016 at 1:12 am			

			
				
				A little edit/clarification : I mean Mac II graphics cards. Apple’s own were pretty basic, sold separately, and employed 3rd party chipsets anyway. That’s hat I meant by “urging”, metaphorically. Apple’s video cards, brand loyalty aside, were a shabby deal. For comparison, the Amiga only got 3rd party graphics cards in 1992-93, when its OS finally started supporting them.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 2:02 pm			

			
				
				I think any connection between the styles of Jobs and Nintendo are very, very superficial. The only real difference between the Famicom/NES and earlier consoles is the walled garden, and that was mostly a Nintendo of America (systems in Japan didn’t even HAVE a lockout chip, which was also the case for the second-generation NES toploader) thing rather than a thing of Nintendo as a whole, intended to address specific market concerns. 

In fact, nearly all of the shady things Nintendo was (rightfully) accused of back in the day lie entirely at the feet of the American branch. These could fill an article by themselves (developers were barred from releasing more than five NES games in a year or they’d be banned from ever having a game licensed for the console, stores that sold unlicensed games (somewhat justifiable) or carried any competing product (the Sega Master system, Master System games, Atari consoles/games, the Genesis when it came out, etc) would be blacklisted, Nintendo had to make all the cartridges and set steep minimum orders, etc.), which would be beyond the scope of this blog, but their most damning crime probably is not. 

Nintendo of America is single-handedly responsible for the reputation of video games as nothing more than toys for children. In the Atari age, games were too simple to be pigeon-holed into age rankings (apart from the “Pornographic” games that ranged from poor to vile in concept and from vile to extremely vile in gameplay), and games for the Famicom ranged from G to R in MPAA terms (E-M in ESRB), not that they were rated that way at the time, but not only did Nintendo of America bar essentially any game that wouldn’t receive a G rating (PG would generally fly in the early days of the console, but by the end of the NES era and about half-way through the SNES era until the famous Mortal Kombat fiasco*) from import (often inflicting massive censorship on them to fit) but devoted 100% of their marketing toward kids (the Famicom was, appropriately for something named the “FAMIly COMputer”, marketed as something for the entire family, with games for Mom and Dad as well as the kids). The greatest casualty of this is the console scene, with many people considering a game childish or even infantile merely because it was made for a console, but I’m all but certain that a lot splashed onto computer games as well. 

I’m not sure what evidence of a direct link can be found, but I think that it is no coincidence that, just as the NES peaked in ’88 through ’91, blood and nudity began to disappear from PC games, even those intended for an adult (as opposed to an “adult”) audience, and the releases for Wolfenstein 3D (’91) and DooM (’93) were marked with fierce “won’t somebody PLEASE think of the children?” controversy when so many earlier games were not -before Nintendo electronic games weren’t automatically for kids.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 2:55 pm			

			
				
				I don’t disagree at all with most of this, but do think your last paragraph is a stretch. I’ve been immersed in the computer-game industry of the 1980s for a long time, and have a) never noticed the phenomenon of which you speak and b) never heard the concerns you suspect led to it expressed or implied by anything I’ve read or anyone I’ve spoken to. I would actually say the industry grew noticeably more willing to take chances on risque content already in the latter 1980s, in the wake of the hugely respected Infocom taking a flyer on Leather Goddesses of Phobos and winding up with a big hit. Quite a number of “adult” adventures followed — most notably Leisure Suit Larry, but there were many more than are often remembered today. Even Wizardry VI in 1990 filled its dungeons with topless babes.

The visceral violence that began to appear in early 1990s PC gaming, and the relative lack thereof in earlier years, is rather entirely down to graphics technology. Castle Wolfenstein and especially Doom appeared just about the instant that the technology allowed them to exist. They demonstrated to the industry at large that there was a major audience out there eager for as much blood and visceral violence as possible, and this proved a wonderful way to differentiate PC gaming from the censored world of the consoles.

This isn’t really your fault at all, but it does kind of depress me that when we talk about making games more “adult” we always end discussing their levels of sex and violence. One might argue that that discussion is as much a symptom of gaming’s ongoing infantilization as all of Nintendo’s cute, bouncy, cartoony, and ultimately meaningless games for children.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Gnoman			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 3:52 pm			

			
				
				I think you’re looking too much at the outliers here. Yes, there were still some adult-humor games, just as there was Ultima IV when nobody was aspiring for any kind of moral analysis in games. Yes, a few games continued to eschew painted-on underwear in their customizable characters and make sure that feral humanlike monsters and “uncivilized” tribes didn’t wear clothes that didn’t make sense. But far more didn’t, and there’s a very clear trend starting in this era for the vast majority of games not only to stay in the “society and the market is comfortable with this” zone, but “this won’t make parents afraid of this existing”. 

Note that I’m specifically focusing around the years 1988 (when the NES achieved total ubiquity) through 1996 (when the first generation raised alongside Nintendo started to reach adulthood, and consoles made by companies without a strict content policy dethroned Nintendo for good. Toward the early end of that span, any effect is pretty minor, while toward the end people were already testing the limits. 

Using DooM as an example, of course violence of that degree wasn’t really possible much before that year, but it’s more the attitude it received that I think is important. A huge chunk of the public looked at it, considered it to be intended for kids solely because it was a computer game, and were outraged that it existed. Part of that was the standard New Media Are Evil reaction, but I don’t think it would have happened if Nintendo hadn’t pushed “video games are for kids” so aggressively and allowed games like “Sweet Home” (a horror RPG), the Megami Tensi RPG series (the gameplay revolves around demon summoning, and capital-G God is frequently a possible boss fight), or (in the SNES era) Tactics Ogre (a very political Strategy RPG dealing with race war, false-flag massacres, and other very dark subjects).

As for why we always end up discussing sex and violence when looking for something to make games more adult, it is because it is pretty easy to look at them and say “this level is OK for kids, and this level is not”; although everyone will put the line in a different spot, at least a general consensus can be reached. When you start talking about complexity of plot, philosophical/religious overtones, how much you have to keep track of for success, and other things of this sort, you wind up spending the entire conversation trying to define the line in the first place.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 5:01 pm			

			
				
				Sorry, my friend, I simply don’t believe the trend is there, and abstractions like you’ve indulged in here do nothing to convince me. If you really *do* wish to convince me, you need to give me a lot of examples of computer games from before this era that did include risque content and preferably at least some concrete examples from during this era of publishers deliberately choosing to tone down their games out of the concerns you speculate were in play.

In the meantime, the “outliers” make for one hell of a long list in the absence of concrete counterexamples:

— Leather Goddesses

— 4 Leisure Suit Larry games

— 2 Les Manley Games

— Sex Vixens From Space

— Strip Poker, with half a dozen additional “data disks”

— Wasteland with its prostitute, its “Wasteland herpies,” its blood-splattered medic, and its gleeful descriptions of ultraviolence

— Neuromancer with its own prostitute, its “happy ending” massage parlor, and its sexy swingers BBS

— the Gold Box games with their cheesecake Boris Vallejo-inspired art

— Dragon Wars with its own cheesecake art, and casual profanity in the manual (“You’ve paid good money for this game, so you can do whatever you damn well like with it”)

— Shogun, where you have to type “make love to Mariko” to finish the game

— Romantic Encounters at the Dome

— Corruption, whose plot revolves around your wife’s infidelity with your boss and where you can snort cocaine

— the heaving bosoms and softly lighted sex scenes in almost every Cinemaware game ever made

— the three Spellcasting games

— Wizardry VI and VII with their bare-breasted warrior maidens

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 3:35 am			

			
				
				“In fact, nearly all of the shady things Nintendo was (rightfully) accused of back in the day lie entirely at the feet of the American branch.”

This isn’t true. Namco and Hudson Soft both had deals signed with Nintendo before they enacted policies in both Japan and North America. Uemura talks about it in the Iwata Asks on the Famicom, though he doesn’t give full details. Namco chose to go to the Genesis because of their inability to get the same terms from NCL, not NOA.

Of course much can be laid at NOA’s feet, but I think it’s been a misinterpretation that their division was about nothing else but creating restrictions. See an above post for a link to a podcast which divulges more on NOA’s exact  measures.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Captain Rufus			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 7:42 pm			

			
				
				But then you look at the sheer garbage LJN and Acclaim put out on the NES which rivals even Ocean in mostly just being unplayable licensed dross.

And Nintendo’s systems ever since have had massive piles of mung designed to separate parents from their money since kids don’t know any better, right?

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Smoke Fumus			

			
				April 4, 2016 at 12:04 pm			

			
				
				And then Playstation and Playstation 2 came and hit nintendo obsolete strategy right into the ballsack, shifting public opinion from fun to graphical fidelity.

Public is easily manipulated…

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				ZUrlocker			

			
				April 5, 2016 at 2:05 am			

			
				
				Thanks for all the details on Nintendo. The 6502 processor stuff was great. Looks like this story really got a lot of response! As a writer that means you struck the right balance!

				


			

			

	

		
		
			Pingback: Vidya Game News – April 7, 2016 | Your Parents Basement

	

		
		
						
				Dan Mastriani			

			
				May 12, 2016 at 10:21 pm			

			
				
				I’m a bit late to the party so I won’t try to jump in to any of the discussions (even if Double Dragon on NES is far from bug free), but I did want to mention a few things.

The article mentioned Ultima on NES, but the system also got at least one Wizardry. I spent some time butting my head against my neighbor’s copy, as he had no interest in trying to figure it out.

At least in Japan, the system did have a disk drive. The Famicom Disk System lasted for several years in the market, and was the initial home for major franchise starters like The Legend of Zelda, Metroid and Castlevania.

While the FDS was mainly a lower cost alternative to cartridges, the Famicom did have a few initiatives to expand it towards PCs. Off the top of my head, I know it had a modem, and also that it received a version of BASIC. There was a keyboard attachment in support of this, and I believe programs could be saved to cassette.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 8:36 am			

			
				
				In Game Over, David Sheff spends a lot of time obsessing over these moves. He wants to see the NES as essentially a Trojan horse: get systems into American homes as videogame consoles, then expand them into full-fledged computers to take over the PC industry. This probably says at least as much about the American fear and paranoia about Nintendo and Japan in general that still persisted in the early 1990s, when the book was written, as it does about Nintendo’s real plans. Interesting how works of history themselves become a part of history.

Anyway, like some of the details other commenters have provided, it’s certainly appreciated but was just a little further down in the weeds than I wanted to go in this one-article overview of a big and complicated subject.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Dan Mastriani			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 5:00 pm			

			
				
				Fair enough. I just thought it was interesting in light of similar moves made by Atari and Coleco. There was actually an earlier design before the NES that positioned it more as a computer. If I’m remembering correctly, Nintendo dropped it due to a poor reception at CES.

I think you’re correct that the hand-wringing about the NES being expanded into a real PC was unfounded. It’s never been Nintendo’s business, and many of these peripherals couldn’t even be used at the same time, as they connected to the system via the cartridge slot and didn’t feature any sort of pass-through or the like. The Famicom Disk System was just a cheaper, higher-capacity alternative to carts, with saving your game as an added bonus. By the time we would have gotten it, larger carts had become economical, so they didn’t bother.

Anyhow, I’m personally glad that neither consoles or PCs ever completely dominated the other. Their divergent evolution lead to a greater variety of games, which I think is the way it should be.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Francis Kim			

			
				May 23, 2016 at 4:02 am			

			
				
				I used to play my Famicom, all day. *gets emotional*

				


			

			

	

		
		
			Pingback: Interesting Links for 24-05-2016 | Made from Truth and Lies

	

		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				July 19, 2016 at 5:37 pm			

			
				
				Hang on, Mario’s only serious counterpart is Pac-Man? I beg to differ! What about Sonic the Hedgehog?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				July 20, 2016 at 7:16 am			

			
				
				I’m sure he’s an icon among certain game fans, but he’s nowhere near as recognizable by non-fans.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				July 20, 2016 at 10:07 am			

			
				
				That would surprise me, but of course being a gamer myself  – and an avid Sonic fan – I can’t possibly be partial and speak for non-fans. :)

There were Sonic cartoons and comics, even. I remember liking them. I don’t remember them being any better than the Mario film, but I liked THAT one too. Ah, to be too young to bother about quality in entertainment…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				July 20, 2016 at 10:07 am			

			
				
				I meant “I can’t possibly be IMpartial”, of course.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Martin			

			
				September 25, 2016 at 10:03 pm			

			
				
				Plenty of publishers, it must be said, weren’t really all that sad to the 64 go.

Sad that the 64 was let go?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				September 26, 2016 at 7:36 am			

			
				
				Sad to SEE the 64 go. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





			




				
		
	
		
			
				Sherlock: The Riddle of the Crown Jewels

				April 15, 2016
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Bob Bates, the last person in history to author an all-text Infocom adventure game, came to that achievement by as circuitous a path as anyone in a 1980s computer-game industry that was positively brimming with unlikely game designers.

Born in suburban Maryland in 1953, the fourth of the eventual eight children of James and Frances Bates, Bob entered Georgetown University on a partial scholarship in 1971 to pursue a dual major in Philosophy and Psychology. He was interested in people in the abstract, and this seemed the perfect combination of majors to pursue that interest. He imagined himself becoming a teacher. But as it turned out, the combination served equally well to prepare the unwitting Bob for a future in game design. At Georgetown, a Philosophy degree was a Bachelor of Arts, Psychology a Bachelor of Science, meaning he found himself taking a very unusual (and demanding) mixture of  liberal-arts and hard-science courses. What better preparation can there be for the art and science of game design?

Unlike the majority of Georgetown students, Bob didn’t have a great deal of familial wealth at his disposal; it was only thanks to the scholarship that he could attend at all. Thus he was forced to take odd jobs throughout his time there just to meet the many demands of daily life that the scholarship didn’t cover. Early on in his time at university, he got a job in Georgetown’s Sports Information Department that carried with it a wonderful perk: he could attend sporting events for free. When that job ended after about a year, Bob, a big sports fan, was left trying to scheme another way to get into the events. The solution he hit upon was working as a reporter for the sports department of the university newspaper. Access restored and problem solved.

The idea of becoming a writer had never resonated with Bob prior to coming to the newspaper, but he quickly found that he not only enjoyed it but was, at least by the accounts of the newspaper’s editors and readers, quite good at it. “That’s the point at which my aspiration switched,” says Bob, “from being a teacher to being a writer.” Soon he became sports editor, then the managing editor of the newspaper as a whole as well as the pseudonymous author of a humor column. His senior year found him editor-in-chief of the university’s yearbook.

Upon graduating from Georgetown in 1975, he still needed to earn money. On a job board — a literal job board in those days — he saw a posting for a tour guide for the Washington, D.C., area. The job entailed managing every aspect of group tours that were made up  of folks from various clubs and organizations, from schoolchildren to senior citizens. Bob would be responsible for their entire experience: meeting them at the airport, making sure all went well at the hotel, shepherding them from sight to sight, answering all of their questions and dealing with all of their individual problems. Just as his experience at the newspaper had taught him to love the act of writing, Bob found that working as a tour guide uncovered another heretofore unknown pleasure and talent that would mark his future career: “explaining places and history to people, explaining what happened and where it happened.” “These places were interesting to me, and therefore I tried to make them interesting for other people,” he told me — an explanation that applies equally to his later career as an adventure-game designer, crafting games that more often than not took place in existing settings drawn from the pages of history or fiction.

For Bob the aspiring writer, the working schedule of a tour guide seemed ideal. While he would have to remain constantly on the clock and on-hand for his clients during each tour of anywhere from three to seven days, he could then often take up to two weeks off before the next. The freedom of having so many days off could give him, or so he thought, the thing that every writer most craves: the freedom to write, undisturbed by other responsibilities.

Still, the call of the real world can be as hard for a writer as it can for anyone else to resist. Bob found himself getting more and more involved in the day-to-day business of the company; soon he was working in the office instead of in the field, striking up his own network of contacts with clients. At last, feeling overworked and under-compensated for his efforts, he founded a tour company of his own, one that he built in a very short period of time into the largest of its type in Washington, D.C.

By 1983, now married and with his thirtieth birthday fast approaching, Bob felt himself to be at something of a crossroads in life. Plenty of others — probably the vast majority — would have accepted the thriving tour company and the more than comfortable lifestyle that came with it, would have put away those old dreams of writing alongside other childish things. Bob, however, couldn’t shake the feeling that this wasn’t all he wanted from life. He sold the company to one its employees when he was still a few weeks shy of his thirtieth birthday in order to write The Great American Novel — or, at any rate, an American novel.

The novel was to have been a work of contemporary fiction called One Nation Under God, an examination of the fraught topic, then and now, of prayer in American public schools, along with the more general mixing of politics and religion in American society — of which mixing Bob, then and now, is “extremely not in favor.” The story would involve a group of schoolchildren who came to Washington, D.C., on a tour — “that would be the write what you know part of the exercise,” notes Bob wryly — and got caught up in the issue.

But nearly two years into the writing, the novel still wasn’t even half done, and he still didn’t even have a contract to get it published. He reluctantly began to consider that, while he was certainly a writer, he might not be a novelist. “I need to find a different way to make money from this writing business,” he thought to himself. And then one day he booted up Zork, and the wheels started turning.

The edition of Zork in question ran on an old Radio Shack TRS-80 which Bob’s dad had given him to use as a replacement for the typewriter on which he’d been writing thus far. Bob had not heretofore had any experience with or interest in computers — he gave up his beloved old Selectric typewriter only very reluctantly — but he found Zork surprisingly intriguing. The more he played of it, the more he thought that this medium might give him an alternative way of becoming a writer, one with a much lower barrier to entry than trying to convince a New York literary agent to take a chance on a first-time novelist.

A lifelong fan and practitioner of barbershop harmony, Bob was singing at the time with a well-known group called the Alexandria Harmonizers. Another member, with whom Bob had been friends for some time, was a successful businessman named Dave Wilt, owner of a consulting firm. An odd remark that Dave had once made to him kept coming back to Bob now: “If you’re ever interested in starting a business, we should talk.” When Bob screwed up his courage and proposed to Dave that they start a company together to compete with Infocom, the latter’s response was both positive and immediate: “Yes! Let’s do that!”

While he had little personal interest in the field of computer gaming, Dave Wilt did have a better technical understanding of computers than Bob. Most importantly, he had access to systems and programmers, both through his own consulting firm and in the person of his brother Frederick, a professional programmer. A three-man team came together in some excess office space belonging to the Wilts: Dave Wilt as manager and all-around business guy, Frederick Wilt as programmer and all-around technical guy, and Bob as writer and designer.

They decided to call their little company Challenge, Inc. Ironically in light of Bob’s later reputation as a designer of painstakingly fair, relatively straightforward adventure games, the name was carefully chosen. “If you think an Infocom game is hard,” went their motto, “wait until you try a Challenge game!” A connoisseur of such hardcore puzzles as the cryptic crosswords popular in Britain, Bob wanted to make their text-adventure equivalent. In commercial terms, “it was exactly the wrong idea at the wrong time,” admits Bob. It was also an idea that could and very likely would have gone horribly, disastrously wrong in terms of game design. If there’s a better recipe for an unplayable, insoluble game than a first-time designer setting out to make a self-consciously difficult adventure, I certainly don’t know what it is. Thankfully, Infocom would start walking Bob back from his Challenging manifesto almost from the instant he began working with them.

The deal that brought Challenge, Infocom’s would-be competitor, into their arms came down to a combination of audacity and simple dumb luck. It was the Wilts who first suggested to Bob that, rather than trying to write their own adventuring engine from scratch, they should simply buy or license a good one from someone else. When Dave Wilt asked Bob who might have such a thing to offer, Bob replied that only one company could offer Challenge an engine good enough to compete with Infocom’s games: Infocom themselves. “Well, then, just call them up and tell them you want to license their engine,” said Dave. Bob thought it was a crazy idea. Why would Infocom license their engine to a direct competitor? “Just call them!” insisted Dave. So, Bob called them up.

He soon was on the phone with Joel Berez, recently re-installed as head of Infocom following Al Vezza’s unlamented departure. Berez’s first question had doubtless proved his last in many earlier such conversations: did Bob have access to a DEC minicomputer to run the development system? Thanks to the Wilts’ connections, however, Bob knew that they could arrange to rent time on exactly such a system. That hurdle cleared, Berez’s first offer was to license the engine in perpetuity for a one-time fee of $1 million, an obvious attempt, depending on how the cards fell, to either drive off an unserious negotiator or to raise some quick cash for a desperately cash-strapped Infocom. With nowhere near that kind of capital to hand, Bob countered with a proposal to license the engine on a pay-as-you-go basis for $100,000 per game. Berez said the proposal was “interesting,” said he’d be back in touch soon.

Shortly thereafter, Berez called to drop a bombshell: Infocom had just been bought by Activision, so any potential deal was no longer entirely in his hands. Jim Levy, president of Activision, would be passing through Dulles Airport next Friday. Could Bob meet with him personally there? “I can do that,” said Bob.

Levy came into the meeting in full-on tough-negotiator mode. “Why should we license our engine to you?” he asked. “You’ve never written a game. What makes you think you can do this?” But Bob had also come prepared. He pulled out a list of all of the games that Infocom had published. With no access to any inside information whatsoever, he had marked on the list the games he thought had sold the most and those he thought had sold the least, along with the reasons he believed that to be the case for each. Then he outlined a plan for Challenge’s games that he believed could place them among the bestsellers.

Bob’s plan set a strong precedent for his long career to come in game development, in which he would spend a lot of his time adapting existing literary properties to interactive mediums. Under the banner of Challenge, Inc., he wanted to make text-adventure adaptations of literary properties possessed of two critical criteria: a) that they feature iconic characters well-known to just about every person in the United States if not the world; and b) that they be out of copyright, thus eliminating the need to pay for licenses that Challenge was in no position to afford. He already had the subjects of his first three games picked out: Sherlock Holmes, King Arthur, and Robin Hood, in that order — all characters that Bob himself had grown up with and continued to find fascinating. All were, as Bob puts it, “interesting people in interesting places doing interesting things.” How could a budding game designer go wrong?

Levy was noncommittal throughout the meeting, but on Monday Bob got another call from Joel Berez: “Let’s forget this licensing deal. Why don’t you write games for Infocom?” Both Activision and Infocom loved Bob’s plan for making adventurous literary adaptations, even coming up with a brand name for a whole new subset of Infocom interactive fiction: “Immortal Legends.” The idea would only grow more appealing to the powers that were following Jim Levy’s ouster as head of Activision in January of 1987; his successor, Bruce Davis, brought with him a positive mania for licenses and adaptations.

We should take a moment here to make sure we fully appreciate the series of fortuitous circumstances that brought Bob Bates to write games for Infocom. Given their undisputed position of leadership in the realm of text adventures, Bob’s inquiry could hardly have been the first of its nature that Infocom had received. Yet Infocom had for years absolutely rejected the idea of working with outside developers. What made them suddenly more receptive was the desperate financial position they found themselves in following the Cornerstone debacle, a position that made it foolhardy to reject any possible life preserver, even one cast out by a rank unknown quantity like Bob Bates. Then there was the happenstance that gave Bob and the Wilts access to a DECsystem-20, a now aging piece of kit that had been cancelled by DEC a couple of years before and was becoming more and more uncommon. And finally there came the Activision purchase, and with it immediate pressure on Infocom from their new parent to produce many more games than they had ever produced before. All of these factors added up to a yes for Challenge after so many others had received only a resounding no.

In telling the many remarkable stories that I do on this blog, I’m often given cause to think about the humbling role that sheer luck, alongside talent and motivation and all the other things we more commonly celebrate, really does play in life. In light of his unique story, I couldn’t help but ask Bob about the same subject. I found his response enlightening.

In the course of my subsequent career, I ended up rubbing shoulders with lots of very, very well-known authors. Sitting with them informally at dinners and various events and listening to their stories, every single one of them would talk about “that stroke of luck” or “those strokes of luck” that plucked them from the pool of equally talented — or better talented — writers. Their manuscript landed on an editor’s desk at a certain day at a certain time. Or they bumped into somebody, or there was a chance encounter, etc. Every successful writer that I know will tell you that luck played a huge part in their success.

And I am no different. I have been extremely fortunate… but you know, that word “fortunate” doesn’t convey the same sense that “luck” does. I’ve been LUCKY.


With Infocom’s ZIL development system duly installed on the time-shared DEC to which Challenge had access — this marks the only instance of the ZIL system ever making it out of Massachusetts — Bob needed programmers to help him write his games, for Frederick Wilt just didn’t have enough time to do the job himself. Through the once timeless expedient of looking in the Yellow Pages, he found a little contract-programming company called Paragon Systems. They sent over a senior and a junior programmer, named respectively Mark Poesch and Duane Beck. Both would wind up programming in ZIL for Challenge effectively full-time.

Most of the expanded Challenge traveled up to Cambridge for an introduction to ZIL and the general Infocom way of game development. There they fell into the able hands of Stu Galley, the soft-spoken Imp so respected and so quietly relied upon by all of his colleagues. Stu, as Bob puts it, “took us under his wing,” a bemused Bob watching over his shoulder while he patiently walked the more technical types from Challenge through the ins and outs of ZIL.

Infocom continued to give Bob and his colleagues much support throughout the development of the game that would become known as Sherlock: The Riddle of the Crown Jewels. It was for instance Infocom themselves who suggested that Sherlock become the second Infocom text adventure (after The Lurking Horror) to include sound effects, and who then arranged to have Russell Lieblich at Activision record and digitize them. Present only on the Amiga and Macintosh versions of the game, the sounds, ranging from Sherlock’s violin playing to the clip-clop of a hansom cab, are admittedly little more than inessential novelities even in comparison to those of The Lurking Horror.

More essential was the support Infocom gave Bob and company in the more traditional aspects of the art and science of crafting quality adventure games. As I’ve occasionally noted before, the triumph of Infocom was not so much the triumph of individual design genius, although there were certainly flashes of that from time to time, as it was a systemic triumph. Well before the arrival of Challenge, Infocom had developed a sort of text-adventure assembly line that came complete with quality control that was the envy of the industry. Important as it was to all the games, Infocom’s dedication to the process was especially invaluable to first-time Imps like Bob. The disembodied genius of the process guided them gently away from the typical amateur mistakes found in the games of virtually all of Infocom’s peers — such as Bob’s early fixation on making a game that was gleefully, cruelly hard — and gave them the feedback they needed at every step to craft solid adventures. Sherlock was certainly an unusual game in some respects for Infocom, being the first to be written by outsiders, but in the most important ways it was treated just the same as all the others — not least the many rounds of testing and player feedback it went through. Even today, when quality control is taken much more seriously by game makers in general than it was in Infocom’s day, Infocom’s committed, passionate network of inside and outside testers stands out. Bob:

There’s something that distinguished Infocom from most other game companies that I’ve worked with — and I’ve since worked with a lot. The idea of the role of the tester in today’s game-development world is that a tester is somebody who finds bugs. Testing is in fact often outsourced. What people are looking for are situations where the game doesn’t work.

But testing at Infocom was a far more collaborative process between tester and designer, in terms of things that should be in the game and perhaps weren’t: “I tried to do this and it should have worked”; “This way of phrasing an input should work, but it didn’t.” GET THE ROCK should work just as well as PICK UP THE ROCK or TAKE THE ROCK or ACQUIRE THE ROCK or whatever. That applied not just to syntax, but to things like “It seems like this should be possible” or “You know, if you’ve got the player in this situation, they may well try to do X or Y.” We would look at transcripts at Infocom from testers. And we’d solicit qualitative comments as well as mechanical comments. If the machine crashed somewhere or kicked out an error message, of course I’m interested in that, but the Infocom testers would also offer qualitative input about the design of the game. That was special, and is not often the case today. I think that’s something that contributed greatly to the quality of Infocom’s games.


Bob remembers the relationship with everyone at Infocom, which he visited frequently throughout the development of Sherlock and the Challenge game that would follow it, as “really good — we liked each other, we liked talking with each other, I enjoyed visiting their offices and wanted to feel like a part of their culture. They accepted me as one of their own.” The lessons in professionalism and craft that Bob learned from Infocom would follow him through the rest of an impressive and varied career in making games. Bob:

They had the same persnicketiness to get things right that I had. For example, in Sherlock there was a puzzle that involved the tides in the Thames; the Thames goes up quite a bit, like six or seven feet in its tidal variation. In the Times newspaper included with the game, for which they got permission from the London Times to include excerpts from that day, we put in tide tables, and I remember huge arguments over whether they should be the actual tide tables from that day or whether we could bend them to suit the player — to have it work out so the player could solve this puzzle at a time that was convenient for the player, as opposed to when it was convenient for nature. Right now I don’t recall the resolution to that. I don’t remember who won.


My own amateurish investigations would seem to indicate that the tide tables were altered by several hours, although I’m far from completely confident in my findings. But the really important thing, of course, is that such a “persnickety” debate happened at all — a measure of all parties’ willingness to think deeply about the game they were making.

Like many of Bob Bates’s games, Sherlock isn’t one that lends itself overmuch to high-flown analysis, and this can in turn lead some critics to underestimate it. As in a surprising number of ludic Sherlock Holmes adaptations, you the player are cast in the role of the faithful Dr. Watson rather than the great detective himself — perhaps a wise choice given that Sherlock is so often little more than a walking, talking deus ex machina in the original stories, his intellectual leaps more leaps of pure fancy on Arthur Conan Doyle’s part than identifiable leaps of deduction. Sherlock effectively reverses the roles of Watson and Sherlock, rendering the latter little more than a sidekick and occasional source of clues and nudges in the game that bears his name.

It seems that Professor Moriarty has struck again, stealing nothing less than the Crown Jewels of England this time. He’s hidden them somewhere in London, leaving his old nemesis Sherlock a series of clues as to their location in the form of verse. To complete this highly unlikely edifice of artificial plotting, Sherlock decides to turn the investigation over to you, Watson, because Moriarty “will have tried to anticipate the sequence of my actions, and I’m sure he has laid his trap accordingly. But if you were to guide the course of our investigations, he will certainly be thrown off the scent. Therefore, let us take surprise onto our side and rely on your instincts as the man of action I know you to be — despite your frequent modest assertions to the contrary.” The real purpose of it all, of course, is to send you off on a merry scavenger hunt through Victorian London. This is not a game that rewards thinking too much about its plot.

The more compelling aspect of Sherlock is its attention to the details of its setting. It marks the third and final Infocom game, after Trinity and The Lurking Horror, to base its geography on a real place. Bob worked hard to evoke what he calls “the wonderful Victorian era, with the gas lamps and the horse-drawn carriages and the fog,” and succeeded admirably. The newspaper included with the game is a particularly nice touch, both in its own right as one of the more impressive feelies to appear in a late-period Infocom game and as a nice little throwback/homage to the earlier tabletop classic Sherlock Holmes Consulting Detective.

At the same time that it evokes the Victorian era, however, Sherlock gives a view of London that will be immediately recognizable to any tourist who has ever, as another Infocom game once put it, enjoyed a “$599 London Getaway Package” and “soaked up as much of that authentic English ambiance as you can.” There’s a certain “What I did on my London vacation” quality to Sherlock that’s actually a strength rather than a weakness. Appropriately for a former tour guide who was himself a semi-regular London tourist, Bob made sure to fill his version of Victorian London with the big sights his audience would recognize: Big Ben, Madame Tussaud’s, Tower Bridge, Buckingham Palace, Trafalgar Square, all right where they ought to be on the map. (The game includes a taxi service to shuttle you around among the sights.) Bob lavished particular love on Westminster Abbey, taking pains to duplicate its layout as closely as space constraints allowed from a huge, glossy book he’d purchased in the Abbey’s gift shop on one of his own visits to London.

[image: This map of the real Westminster Abbey matches up very well with...]This map of the real Westminster Abbey matches up very well with…
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The time limit in Sherlock — you have just 48 hours to recover the Jewels — may raise some eyebrows, but it’s quite generous as such things go, allowing you more than enough time to poke into everything and savor all of the sights. You’re much more likely to find yourself waiting around for certain things that happen at certain times than trying to optimize every move. If there is a design flaw in the game, then it must be, as Bob himself admits, the very beginning: you need to solve one of the most difficult puzzles in the game right off to get properly started. Because it isn’t initially clear where or what this puzzle is, you’re likely to spend quite some time wandering around at loose ends, unsure what the game expects from you. As soon as you cross that initial hurdle, however, Sherlock settles down into a nicely woven ribbon of clues, not too trivial but also not too horribly taxing, leading to an exciting climax that’s actually worthy of the word.

Sherlock was released in January of 1988, becoming the last of an unprecedented spurt of nine Infocom games in twelve months and, as I mentioned in introducing this article, the last all-text Infocom adventure game ever. It also marked Infocom’s last release for the Commodore 64, the third and last of the “LZIP” line of slightly larger-than-usual games (like its predecessors, Sherlock uses some of the extra space for an in-game hint system), and the end of the line for the original Z-Machine that had been conceived by Marc Blank and Joel Berez back in 1979; Infocom’s new version 6 graphical Z-Machine would retain the name and much of the design philosophy, but would for the first time be the result of a complete ground-up rewrite. Finally, Sherlock was the 31st and final Infocom adventure game to be developed on a DEC, even if the particular DEC in question this time didn’t happen to be Infocom’s own legendary “fleet of red refrigerators.”

Whatever the virtues of the built-in name recognition that came with releasing a Sherlock Holmes adventure, this Sherlock Holmes adventure didn’t do notably well, as will come as no surprise to anyone who’s been following my ongoing series of Infocom articles and with it the sales travails of this late period in their history. Released at a time of chaotic transition within Infocom, just after the company had made the decision to abandon the text-only games that had heretofore been their sole claim to fame, Sherlock became yet one more member of Infocom’s 20,000 Club, managing to sell a little over 21,000 copies in all. Bob and his colleagues at Challenge were not happy. They had spent far more time and money creating the game than anticipated, what with all the heavy lifting of getting ZIL up and running in their new environment and learning to use it properly, and the financial return was hardly commensurate. In the end, though, they decided to stay the course, to make the King Arthur game they had always planned to do next using the new development system that Infocom was creating, which would at long last add the ability to include pictures in the games. Surely that would boost sales. Wouldn’t it?

The melancholia that comes attached to Sherlock, the epoch-ending final all-text adventure game from Infocom, is, as is usual for epoch-ending events, easier to feel in retrospect than it was at the time. Bob, being somewhat removed from the Infocom core, didn’t even realize at the time that there were no more all-text games in the offing. Not that it would have mattered if he had; he preferred to think about the new engine with which Infocom was tempting him. With everyone so inclined to look forward rather than behind, the passing away of the commercial text-only adventure game into history was barely remarked.

Looked at today, however, Sherlock certainly wasn’t a bad note to go out on. Being built on the sturdy foundation of everything Infocom had learned about making text adventures to date, it’s not notably, obviously innovative, but, impressively given that it is a first-timer’s game, it evinces heaps of simple good craftsmanship. We may celebrate the occasional titles like A Mind Forever Voyaging and Trinity that aspire to the mantle of Literature, but the vast majority of Infocom’s works are, just like this one, sturdily constructed games first and foremost. Explore an interesting place, solve some satisfying puzzles — the core appeals of a good text adventure are eternal. And, hey, this one has the added bonus that it might just make you want to visit the real London. If you do, you’ll already have a notion where things are, thanks to Bob Bates, lifelong tour guide to worlds real and virtual.

(Sources: Most of the detail in this article is drawn from an interview with Bob Bates, who was kind enough to submit to more than two hours of my nit-picky questions.)
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				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 3:22 pm			

			
				
				Nitpick: you do find various gems scattered around London in your scavenger hunt, but I don’t believe it’s ever stated that they are part of the crown jewels. And then, at the end, you find “the crown jewels,” defined as a single object.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 4:33 pm			

			
				
				That was the easiest correction ever. Just make “locations” into “location.” :) Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Dave Gilbert			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 3:29 pm			

			
				
				I loved this game as a kid. I am ashamed to admit that the first thing I typed was “Shoot Sherlock.” I was surprised that the game let me do it. :o

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 7:31 pm			

			
				
				That’s thorough implementation for you…

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 16, 2016 at 8:25 am			

			
				
				One thing that Bob and I talked about is how many designers design adventures only as “IF THEN” constructions. “If the player does this (thus solving a puzzle), then do that.” But much of the fun is in the ELSE, the things that have no direct bearing on solving the puzzles but can make the world feel more alive, offer clues, and/or just amuse the player. SHOOT SHERLOCK is probably an instance of the first and the last of those at least.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Brain Breaker			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 3:38 pm			

			
				
				Hi Jimmy,

First time commenter here, but I’ve enjoyed your blog for quite a while now.

I have a quick question for you, if you have the time. I recently stumbled upon what I think may be the real inspiration behind Roberta Williams’ Mystery House (it seemed crazy at first, but after careful consideration I’m convinced that it’s quite probably true). Your articles on the game and the origins of On-Line are probably the best out there, so I was going to post my weird little theory on one of those. But, they’re several years old now, so I wasn’t sure if they’d be seen. However, I don’t want to clutter up the comments of an unrelated article like this with off-topic chatter without asking you first. So, should I go ahead and post it here, or backtrack to the older, topic-specific articles instead?

Thanks!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 4:35 pm			

			
				
				It’s probably better to attach it to the older articles. I see and read every comment that gets made anywhere, and I know that many of my more dedicated readers subscribe to the comments RSS feed so they can do the same. Plus it will be easier for future readers to find that way. Also easier for me to find, if and when I ever around to revising this whole mess to turn it into proper books. :)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 9:42 pm			

			
				
				But hopefully it won’t clutter up the comments too much to leave a link to it, for those of us who are reading this and curious with anticipation: in the comments to http://www.filfre.net/2011/10/ken-and-roberta/

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Steven Marsh			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 3:50 pm			

			
				
				It’s been a MANY years since I played it, but I recall being fairly disappointed when I played it originally. I think it’s because I was expecting something that felt more like a mystery – similar to Deadline or even Ballyhoo – rather than a conventional scavenger hunt; I don’t recall anything particularly mystery-like or deductive about the adventure. (If the Sherlock name hadn’t been attached, I probably wouldn’t have cared, but – for me – “Sherlock” = “mystery”.)

Conversely, I LOVED Arthur, and I’m looking forward to that review.

Oh, and Bob Bates is the author of my favorite text adventure of all time – Timequest – so I’m still kinda sad I didn’t enjoy Sherlock very much. But maybe I should revisit it; a couple of decades might let me revisit it with different expectations.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 4:40 pm			

			
				
				I’m more the opposite. Arthur has all of the ingredients of a very good adventure, but there are a lot of needless annoyances and one or two unnecessarily obtuse puzzles of the sort that unfortunately are par for the course with Infocom’s final run of illustrated games. It’s probably the best of those games… but then that’s not saying a whole lot.

Timequest, though, does hold a special place in my heart as well. Looking forward to that one myself.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Bob Reeves			

			
				April 17, 2016 at 1:04 pm			

			
				
				I know from this and previous comments you’re not one of them, Jimmy, but I’m still hoping there are one or two other players out there who were and are impressed with “Zork Zero.” I agree that “Arthur” was a high note to go out on.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Torbjörn Andersson			

			
				April 17, 2016 at 10:26 pm			

			
				
				I haven’t played it in a long time either. I remember enjoying the game, but I also remember being slightly disappointed and thinking that the tone of it was all over the place.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Doug Orleans			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 3:56 pm			

			
				
				I think you mean “commensurate”, not “commiserate”…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 4:41 pm			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Michael F			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 4:48 pm			

			
				
				“commiserate” — I think you meant “commensurate”.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 7:32 pm			

			
				
				He already had the subjects of his first three games picked out: Sherlock Holmes, King Arthur, and Robin Hood, in that order

Having played both Sherlock and Arthur, I have to wonder what the Robin Hood game would have been like if it had manifested. 

I found Sherlock rather dull have only played through a minimum number of times to hack together a walkthrough (which itself lacks color and is evidence of my lack of emotional engagement with the game). Arthur certainly has some frustrating puzzles, but I like it enough to play through it every now and again. Then again, I am not as fascinated as some with the character of Sherlock Holmes in the first place, so maybe that has something to do with it.

It seems that Professor Moriarty has struck again, stealing nothing less than the Crown Jewels of England this time. He’s hidden them around London, leaving his old nemesis Sherlock a series of clues as to their location in the form of verse.

I don’t think changing “locations” to “location” fixes this – Moriarty still has not hidden “them”, i.e., the Crown Jewels themselves, “around London”.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 15, 2016 at 8:02 pm			

			
				
				Okay. We replace “around” with “somewhere in” and that should do it…
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				Ben P. Stein			

			
				April 16, 2016 at 1:49 am			

			
				
				Thanks for another great column. 

I had forgotten about “Sherlock,” in part because it’s not included in the excellent Lost Treasures of Infocom app.

Your column makes a convincing case for how external factors beyond one’s control or knowledge can make possible life-changing situations.

In that light, did Bob mention if his preparation made a significant difference in his meeting with Jim Levy? Did he mention how well he did in his guesses for the highest-selling and lowest-selling sales figures for Infocom titles? 

Finally, I found what appears to be the tiniest of typos. There may be a missing word in this phrase:

…of which mixing Bob, then and now, is “extremely not in favor.”

Thanks again,

Ben

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 16, 2016 at 8:20 am			

			
				
				The construction of that sentence is a little non-standard, but it is grammatically correct and not a typo. Just keeping you all on your toes. ;)

I feel quite confident that Bob’s preparation did make a significant impact on Levy, and I believe that his guesses were largely correct. That said, it’s been a long, long time, and it wouldn’t really be fair to quiz either man too much on the subject now.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ben P. Stein			

			
				April 16, 2016 at 3:04 pm			

			
				
				Thanks so much! If that sentence was grammatically correct, my apologies! I’d only ever point out potential issues so that the quality of your archive could be the very best it can be. (And I realized I should have eliminated the words “sales figures for” in my initial post here–so I can make an actual error on behalf of both of us!)

Fair point about the meeting with Jim Levy. I’m thinking that the fact that he successfully landed a meeting with Levy played an important rule, so it’s a good mix of intention and chance events. Great piece as always!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ben P. Stein			

			
				April 16, 2016 at 3:30 pm			

			
				
				And my “rule” should be “role.” So I’ll stop there. Thanks again!

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Torbjörn Andersson			

			
				April 17, 2016 at 10:14 pm			

			
				
				“the sounds, ranging from Sherlock’s less-than-virtuoso violin playing to the clip-clop of a hansom cab”

Did you mean Watson’s violin playing? (Not that I’d call Holmes’s playing virtuoso either, but it sounded nice.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 18, 2016 at 7:33 am			

			
				
				I thought it was Sherlock who made the terrible screeching noise, which did strike me as odd because in the stories he was described as quite an accomplished player. So it was Watson, huh? That explains that…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Torbjörn Andersson			

			
				April 20, 2016 at 9:55 am			

			
				
				The screeching noise is if you, i.e. Watson, play the violin. You can give the violin to Holmes and ask him to play it, and it will sound much nicer.

(Watson plays the first couple of notes from Eine Kleine Nachtmusik. I don’t recognize what Holmes plays, and the game only calls it “a brief, haunting melody whose melancholy notes fill the air with beauty”.)

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				iPadCary			

			
				May 9, 2016 at 7:19 pm			

			
				
				Love, love, LOVE this game!

Have it on iPad Pro with Frotz!

				


			

			

	

			




				
		
	
		
			
				The Bruce Youth

				April 22, 2016
			

On June 13, 1988, exactly two years to the day after Infocom officially became a subsidiary of Activision, a set of identical Federal Express packages appeared on the doorsteps of the old, independent Infocom’s former stockholders. This group, which included among its ranks such employees and contractors of the current Infocom as Joel Berez, Marc Blank, Dave Lebling, and Stu Galley, had been the direct beneficiaries of the $2.4 million in stock that Activision had paid along with the assumption of $6.8 million in debt to acquire the company. The bundles of legal documents the former stockholders now found inside the Federal Express envelopes were eye-opening to say the least: they said that the shareholders would have to pay Activision much of that money back.

As is standard practice in such deals, the shareholders had signed contracts agreeing to indemnify Activision if they were shown to have misrepresented the financial position of their company. In layperson’s terms, if they had cooked the books to get Activision to bite, they would be personally liable for the difference between fantasy and reality. Activision had two years to make such a claim, which makes the date of June 13, 1988 — literally the last possible instant to do so — very significant.

The exact reasoning behind Activision’s demand for recompense was vague at best, seemingly amounting to little more than an assertion that Infocom had turned out not to be worth as much as an ongoing subsidiary as both Activision and Infocom had thought it would back in 1986. The former shareholders viewed it as simply an attempt by Activision’s President Bruce Davis to extort money out of them, especially as the contract they had signed demanded that concrete data ground any indemnification claim. The deal to acquire Infocom had happened during the reign of Davis’s predecessor Jim Levy, allegedly over Davis’s strident objections. Now, the shareholders assumed, he meant to wring whatever money he could out of a money-losing subsidiary he had never wanted before he cast it aside. Incensed to be essentially accused of fraud and humiliated that the perceived value of their company, one of the leading lights in computer games just a few years before, had come down to this, the former shareholders vowed to fight Davis in court.

Shortly after igniting this powder keg, Davis made one of his infrequent visits to Infocom from Activision’s Menlo Park, California, headquarters. While there, he took marketing manager Mike Dornbrook out to dinner. Dornbrook shared with me his recollections of that evening.

Bruce wanted me to help him improve morale at Infocom and increase productivity. I told him that the lawsuit1 wasn’t helping. At that point I don’t think there were more than about 40 people at Infocom, and many of the top folks were being sued by Bruce and everyone knew it. While Marc Blank, JCR Licklider, and Al Vezza were no longer employees, they still had lots of connections and they, too, were being sued. All of us viewed the lawsuit as completely unfair.

I told Bruce that I was intimately involved with the finances of Infocom in Spring 1986 and I was sure that Joel and the rest of the team were honest. They not only believed all the financial numbers, they felt that Activision was getting a very good deal. How did he expect them to react to this lawsuit?

His response was that he didn’t care if the numbers were actually accurate and believed at that time. In retrospect, it was clear to him that Activision had overpaid and he was convinced that a jury would agree and reward him some of the money back. He felt it was his duty to the Activision shareholders to get as much back as he could. He expected the Infocom indemnifying shareholders to simply negotiate a settlement. When I told him that they would rather fight than give in to such blackmail, he indicated that I was being naive to think this.


Dornbrook was right; the shareholders did choose to fight. The costly legal battle that resulted would go on for years; Dornbrook claims that Activision’s demands for restitution eventually reached a well-nigh incomprehensible $16 million. The battle would continue even after a bankrupt Activision was acquired in a hostile takeover by a group of investors led by Bobby Kotick in 1991.2 The mess would finally be settled only well into the 1990s, when the shareholders agreed to pay a pittance to Activision — $10,000 or so in total — just to make an endless nightmare go away.

In the context of 1988, Activision’s claim made for one hell of a situation. Some of the most important people at Infocom, including their President Joel Berez, were now engaged in an open legal battle with the same people they were expected to work with and report to. Yes, it was one hell of a situation. For that matter, it was shaping up to be one hell of a year.

The heart of Infocom’s travails, the wellspring from which the indemnification claim as well as every other problem burst, was a steady decline in sales. Worrisome signs of the gaming public’s slacking interest in their text-only interactive fiction could be discerned as early as 1985, and by 1987 that reality was fairly pounding them in the face every day. Between January 1987 and January 1988, Infocom flooded the adventure-game market with nine new titles to average sales of only about 20,000 units per game, a fraction of what their games used to sell. Clearly releasing more games wasn’t helping their cause. All signs indicated that the flood of new releases only prompted their all too finite remaining base of fans to pick and choose more carefully among the few titles each tended to purchase each year. Thus in working harder Infocom most definitely wasn’t working smarter, but rather managing to get even less bang than before for their development buck.

But if more games didn’t help, what would? Drowning as they were, they cast about desperately, giving serious consideration to ideas at which the younger, prouder Infocom would have scoffed. Some seriously mooted suggestions were described even by those who did the suggesting as “schlock,” such as partnerships with Judith Krantz, Sidney Sheldon, or the rather vague category of “Hollywood stars.” (The sad reality, of course, was that Infocom’s own star had now burned so low that they wouldn’t have had much chance of tempting even the lowest-wattage such fodder into working with them.) The most shocking and patently desperate suggestion of all was for a “serious XXX porn game,” although they wouldn’t put their own name on it. After all, one must have some dignity.

In this atmosphere of magic-bullet hunting, it was natural to turn back to the glory days, to the names that had once made Infocom one of the glories of their industry. Thus the Zork name, left unused since Zork III in 1982, was resurrected at last for Brian Moriarty’s Beyond Zork, begun in late 1986 and released a year later.

Yet there was another of their old games that Infocom looked back upon with if anything even more wistfulness than the original Zork trilogy. The Hitchhiker’s Guide to the Galaxy was the very personification of Infocom’s glory days, selling well over 300,000 copies, attracting considerable mainstream-press coverage, and generally marking the high-water point of their commercial fortunes. The game itself hadn’t so much ended as stopped midstream, its final paragraphs explicitly promising a sequel. If only they could finally get that sequel made…

The problem with doing the Hitchhiker‘s sequel was it must entail trying to work yet again with the charmingly insufferable Douglas Adams, a black hole of procrastination who seemed to suck up the productivity of every Imp he came into contact with. Bureaucracy, first proposed by Adams as a sort of light palate cleanser between Hitchhiker’s and its sequel, had turned into the most tortured project in Infocom’s history, involving at one time or another most of the development staff and consuming fully two years in all (the average Infocom game required about six to nine months). Released at last in March of 1987 only thanks to a last-minute rescue mission mounted by Adams’s good friend and semi-regular ghostwriter Michael Bywater, the end result had left no one entirely happy.

Even as Bureaucracy was still lurching erratically toward completion, Stu Galley had taken a stab at outlining a possible plot for a Hitchhiker’s sequel, calling it Milliways: The Restaurant at the End of the Universe. Infocom hoped they could run Galley’s ideas by Adams to maybe, just maybe get his juices flowing and get him to want to get started properly. But little resulted other than a lot of internal discussion and a very sketchy beginning-of-a-demo that would be kicked around for a long time at Infocom and, later, around the modern Internet after it was leaked from an old backup by a blogger. Over on the other side of the Atlantic, Adams continued to say all the right things in the abstract and to deliver absolutely no usable concrete feedback.

With this evidence to hand that Douglas Adams continued to be Douglas Adams, enthusiastic about proposing projects but completely disinterested in actually working on them, no one wanted to even think about starting on the Bureaucracy merry-go-round all over again. Infocom was in a weird position: everyone wanted a Hitchhiker’s sequel in the abstract, but no one wanted to try to work with Adams on one. And so, just as had happened with Bureaucracy, the project got passed around to whomever didn’t manage to look busy enough before any given planning session. It became the most energy- and morale-draining hot potato ever.

In the immediate wake of Bureaucracy‘s release, Infocom hoped they might be able to shepherd the Hitchhiker’s sequel to completion by once again turning the tasks that would normally be shouldered by Adams over to Michael Bywater. This time, however, his work didn’t go as smoothly. Whether stymied by the differences between writing a game from scratch and merely (re)writing all of the text for a game, as he had largely done for Bureaucracy and would later do for Magnetic Scroll’s Jinxter, or daunted by the prospect of playing with some of his old friend’s most beloved creations, he was slow to produce results, even when Infocom flew him to Cambridge and put him up in a nearby hotel so he could be closer to the action.

Despite little progress on a script having been made by year’s end, the project was foisted on Infocom’s Amy Briggs for implementation at the beginning of 1988. She felt herself to have been placed in an untenable position, caught between Infocom and a none-too-responsive British contingent consisting of Bywater and Adams — and, with Bywater currently dating Magnetic Scrolls’s head Anita Sinclair, an undefined role to quite possibly be played by that company as well. Unsure where her responsibilities on Restaurant began and ended and frustrated by management’s unwillingness to let her turn any of her own original ideas into a game, she announced that she would be leaving Infocom in June.

With Briggs bowing out, a new suggestion surfaced from Britain: just let Douglas and Michael and Anita do the whole thing over here, implementing it using Magnetic Scrolls’s in-house technology. Most at Infocom were left aghast by the idea. While they had been willing to publicly acknowledge Magnetic Scrolls as the worthiest of their direct competitors — conveniently leaving out the fact that they were, at least in North America, also largely their only remaining direct competitors — and while relations between the two companies were for the most part quite good, no one at Infocom truly regarded Magnetic Scrolls as their equals in craftsmanship. In this belief, it must be said, they were correct. Magnetic Scrolls’s engine did a few things better than Infocom’s, but it did a lot of other things worse, and their games in general remained well behind Infocom’s in terms of design and attention to detail. It had always been Magnetic Scrolls who were the disciples, who had filled their games with homages to Zork and Hitchhiker’s and gratefully accepted Infocom’s benevolent condescension. The idea of Magnetic Scrolls doing the next Hitchhiker’s — one of Infocom’s two biggest properties — was just too, too much, one more measure of how far they had fallen. It was hard not to take as a personal betrayal the fact that Adams was even proposing such a thing.

The Hitchhiker’s sequel finally died on the vine during the middle months of 1988, abandoned due to dwindling resources — Magnetic Scrolls’s business wasn’t exactly booming by that point either — and sheer exhaustion with the subject on both sides of the Atlantic. Just as a potential Restaurant at the End of the Universe was puffed up to almost mythic proportions as a business-saver in its own day, the sequel-that-never-was has loomed large in fan dialogues over the years since — especially after that aforementioned leak, whose source didn’t do a great job of contextualizing Stu Galley’s brief demo and instead proclaimed it to be “the unreleased sequel to Hitchhiker’s,” full stop. In truth, the idea that a Restaurant game could have measurably altered Infocom’s trajectory seems doubtful at best. Despite sporting Douglas Adams’s name so prominently, Bureaucracy had sold less than 30,000 copies, only a tad better than the typical Infocom game of its period. While the Hitchhiker’s name could be expected to add appreciably to that total, the hard fact remained that it just wasn’t 1984 anymore. A Restaurant at the End of the Universe that sold 100,000, even a miraculous 200,000 copies would have done little to cure the underlying diseases ailing Infocom. To survive, Infocom needed to improve the sales of all of their games dramatically.

Looked at soberly, it was obvious even at the time that a far more sustainable cure than any one-off hit game must be a new game engine that would finally give the market what it had seemingly been demanding for quite some time now: Infocom games with real graphics, real pictures. The big DEC machine on which Infocom continued to develop their games, so much the source of their strength during the early years, had long since become their albatross in this area. With Beyond Zork, their so-called “illuminated text adventure,” they had pushed its limited display capabilities as far as they could possibly go — and that still wasn’t anywhere near far enough.

Accordingly, on May 4, 1987, Infocom went through a significant restructuring. The old Micro Group, responsible for deploying the games onto the many microcomputers Infocom supported, was merged with the Systems Group, previously responsible for maintaining the DEC and its ZIL compiler, along with all of the other development tools the DEC hosted. The newly combined entity would write entirely new versions of ZIL and the Z-Machine from scratch, inspired by the architectures of the old systems but not necessarily beholden to them. The new ZIL compiler would for the first time itself run on microcomputers, on a set of shiny new top-of-the-line Apple Macintosh IIs that had just been delivered, while the new version 6 Z-Machine would at last support proper graphics, at the cost of running on just a small subset of the huge variety of machines Infocom had once supported: the Apple Macintosh, the Apple II, the Commodore Amiga, and MS-DOS became the only survivors from a group that had once numbered almost 25. Ah, well… the list of viable consumer-computing platforms had been whittled down almost as markedly as the list of producers of textual interactive fiction in recent years.

I’ll pick up the thread of the first (and last) graphical Z-Machine’s development in somewhat more detail in my next article. For now, though, I’ll just note that adapting Infocom’s core competencies to new technology and to the addition of graphics proved, as one might expect, a challenging undertaking. The gap between the release of the last text-only game in January of 1988 and the first illustrated game in October was a long, tense one, during which the old catalog titles continued to sell worse than ever without even the modest kick of excitement provided by new releases. Even after October, the first of the new illustrated games was for months available for the Macintosh only, not a big gaming machine.

It was during 1988 that Infocom first began to take on the stink of not just a troubled business but a dying one. For the first time, many who worked there began to judge the pain of these trying times to outweigh the legendary fun and camaraderie that always marked life inside the company. And many also seemed caught out by the natural cycles of life. Old timers still refer to this period as Infocom’s “baby boom.” It seemed just about every one of these heretofore happy-go-lucky singles was suddenly getting married and/or starting families. Those life changes made spending uncounted evenings and weekends working and playing with their Infocom family less appealing, and made the stability of a good job working for a bigger company with a more certain future that much more appealing. Even if the new games succeeded, the heyday of the old Infocom, once characterized by my fellow historian Graham Nelson as “a happy, one-time thing, like a summer romance,” seemed to be inexorably coming to an end.

In short, then, people started to leave. Some were the rank-and-file, the behind-the-scenes secretaries and accountants and middle managers whose names you don’t often hear in histories like this one, but who fill out softball teams, gossip around water coolers, and are as essential as anyone else to running a business. Others, however, were bigger names. Some were disturbingly big names.

The first of the Imps to go was Jeff O’Neill, very early in the new year. His departure was followed by Amy Briggs’s announcement that she would be leaving in June. And that news was in turn followed by the departure of one of the really big dogs: none other than Brian Moriarty, tempted away by an offer to design point-and-click graphical adventures for Lucasfilm Games.

As they jumped off the sinking ship, the departing tried their best to put a brave face on things for those they left behind. “I am still excited by the computer-entertainment industry,” wrote Amy Briggs in her farewell memo, “and I honestly think that Infocom has a good chance to be at the top of the heap, as long as you don’t give up long-term quality and innovation for short-term bucks.” Gayle Syska, a long-time product manager, wrote upon her departure that “I truly believe that Infocom has the potential to do very well this year and into the future. I’m probably leaving Infocom just before the big pay-off comes for all of our hard work. I think interactive fiction is still alive and is soon to be doing well again. Infocom interactive fiction will experience a resurgence just like videogames.” Such encouragements read as forced now as they must have back in 1988. If the future is so rosy, why are you leaving?

In the aftermath of Bruce Davis’s June 13 indemnification bombshell, the stream of departures threatened to turn into a flood. Two of the losses that immediately followed that event were perhaps the most irrevocable of all. One was that of Jon Palace, the quiet advocate for quality and professionalism who had made every single one of Infocom’s games better than it needed to be since his arrival more than four years before: convincing this Imp to try to make his prose just a little more evocative, convincing packaging to find a way to include that expensive but essential feelie. Palace’s steadying influence would be sorely missed in the Infocom games still to come. With his departure, the highly systemized Infocom process of making quality adventure games, something I’ve made much of on this blog for (I believe) very justifiable reasons, finally began to break down under the sheer pressure of external events. Each of their final few games has moments that leave one thinking, “Gee, if only Jon Palace had still been there this part might have been been a little bit better…”

The other incalculable loss was that of President Joel Berez, who had led Infocom to their initial glory, dutifully stepped back to make way for Al Vezza and the misguided dream of Cornerstone, then returned to leading Infocom as a whole following the Activision acquisition. Through good times and bad, Berez had walked a fine diplomatic line, doing his best to negotiate for the resources his Imps needed without embarrassing or unduly agitating those above him in the hierarchy. Recently he had been working hard to put down rumors of a “rift” between Activision and Infocom that were for the first time starting to bubble into the trade press; as usual, Berez considered his words carefully and said all the diplomatically correct things. In the aftermath of the indemnification action, however, he felt he just couldn’t continue. After all, Berez was himself one of the former shareholders from whom Davis was demanding repayment. How could he launch a lawsuit against the guy to defend his reputation and continue at the same time to report to him, continue to interact with him on an almost daily basis and work with him to try to rebuild a reeling Infocom? He decided he couldn’t, and quit.

To replace Berez, Davis brought in his own man, newly poached from Electronic Arts: Joe Ybarra. Whatever else you could say about him, Ybarra wasn’t the soulless business lawyer that so many at Infocom would accuse Davis himself of being. As one of Electronic Arts’s first game producers, Ybarra had helped to invent on the fly the critical role that such folks play in game-making to this day. He loved games, and had a rich resume of classic titles to his credit — titles which he had not just managed but nurtured, advocated for, and contributed to creatively. Among them were such landmark designs as M.U.L.E., Seven Cities of Gold, The Bard’s Tale, Starflight, and most recently Wasteland. One thing Ybarra had yet to do in his career, however, was show any particular interest in or affinity for text adventures, making him on the surface at least an odd choice for this new role. The tightly knit group remaining at Infocom had never known life without Berez, and weren’t exactly open-minded about this new arrival from the hated corporate mothership. Ybarra was immediately pigeonholed as the company man sent by Davis to whip them into shape. It was an extremely uncomfortable situation for everyone.

But Infocom wasn’t the only part of Bruce Davis’s empire undergoing wrenching, vertigo-inducing change that year. Indeed, the hiring away of Ybarra from Electronic Arts was itself part and parcel of Davis’s increasingly aggressive approach to running Activision — a company which, just to add to the confusion, wasn’t actually called Activision anymore.

During the first eighteen months following the ouster of his predecessor Jim Levy, Davis had accomplished all he had promised Activision’s board back in January of 1987 and then some, returning an operation that had been losing money for years under Levy to solid profitability. He’d done so by re-focusing on safe, commercially proven game genres, avoiding the long shots and artistic flights of fancy that had characterized so many of Activision’s games under Levy. And, even more importantly, he’d done it by building a large stable of smaller “affiliated publishers” who paid for access to Activision’s extensive distribution network. Only Infocom, still losing hundreds of thousands almost every quarter, remained the stubborn outlier in Davis’s turnaround story. Now he felt emboldened to really put his stamp on Activision.

During that busy June of 1988, Davis announced to an incredulous world and an equally incredulous Infocom that Activision would henceforth be known as “Mediagenic.” The new name, he said, would be “more reflective of the total corporate personality”; the old “still causes potential investors to think of cartridge games.” The decision to abandon a storied name like Activision’s should never be taken lightly. Yet the decision to make this name change at this point in time is particularly inexplicable. Davis was choosing to actively dissociate his company with their heritage in cartridge games just as cartridge games were becoming red-hot again, thanks to the rise of Nintendo. And then the new name was just so patently terrible, sounding like something some marketer’s computer had spit out when asked to produce variations on the theme of “Activision.” Plenty would argue that it was indeed reflective of the new company’s emerging “total corporate personality” under Davis — more’s the pity. Jokes about the new name could be heard at every trade show and conference: “Mediagenic is a bio-engineering firm producing mutant couch potatoes”; “a mediagenic is a disease that infects television sets.” Within bare weeks, Davis was already backpedaling — one imagines one can almost hear him sobbing “What have I done?” between the lines of the press releases — saying that the cartridge-based titles that Mediagenic was now frantically trying to develop for the Nintendo would retain the old Activision name. Mediagenic would be the General Motors of videogames, dividing their product line into “brands” like Activision, Gamestar, Infocom, and a new productivity line with the even worse name of “TENpointO.” (“They must have gone through that many versions of a real name, then gave up,” went the joke.)

For Infocom, it marked one more step in a creeping transformation that had already been underway for quite some months. From a semi-independent development studio, they were being inexorably converted into a mere brand for any narrative-oriented games Mediagenic chose to publish, many of which might not involve the folks in Infocom’s Cambridge, Massachusetts, ostensible headquarters at all.

The first “Infocom” game that wasn’t quite an Infocom game had been something called Quarterstaff: The Tomb of Setmoth, a Macintosh CRPG originally self-published by a pair of programmers named Scott Schmitz and Ken Updike in 1987. After Activision (as they still were known at the time) picked up the rights to the game, they gave it to Infocom, their “Master Storytellers,” where it fit in relatively well with the new Macintosh-centric development direction. By all indications, the Infocom staffers found Quarterstaff genuinely intriguing, devoting quite some months to overhauling a somewhat rough-around-the-edges game filled with programmer text, programmer art, and an awkward programmer interface. Amy Briggs rewrote almost every word of the text in her own light-hearted style, and the testing department attacked the game with the same enthusiasm they showed toward any other. Released only for the Macintosh, the game’s sales were fairly minuscule, but Quarterstaff is certainly the outside creation of this period that feels most like the real Infocom put some real heart into it.

Far less well-liked — in fact, deeply, passionately loathed — were the so-called “Infocomics.” Back in 1986, Tom Snyder Productions, a name with a rich legacy in software for education and edutainment, had signed a contract with Jim Levy’s Activision to make a series of computerized comic books similar in conception to Accolade’s Comics, each selling for $12 or less. On the face of it, it wasn’t really a bad idea at all. While Accolade’s take on the idea proved charming enough to make my personal gaming Hall of Fame, however, things stubbornly refused to come together for the Tom Snyder versions: they were too slow, the graphics were too ugly, the player’s options for controlling the story too trivial, the whole experience too awkward. And, although development stretched on and on, they just never seemed to get much better. When Bruce Davis decided to dump responsibility for the creative side of the whole troubled project on Infocom, the Imps took it as a personal affront. Gritting their teeth all the while, Steve Meretzky and Amy Briggs cranked out the storyline and dialog for one Infocomic each, and another staffer named Elizabeth Langosy did two more.

It seems safe to say that nothing Bruce Davis imposed upon Infocom outside of the indemnification action enraged his subsidiary quite as much as Infocomics. Having always taken quality so seriously, to be associated with something so plainly substandard, so cheap in all definitions of the word, was anathema to Infocom. Upon the Infocomics’ release, their displeasure leaked out into the public sphere; Computer Gaming World came directly to Davis to demand he address “rumors” that “the Infocom division had become a dumping ground for unwanted Activision product.” “Nothing was shunted off on anybody,” Davis insisted. “Infocom is an A+ line, not a B line!” As far as the people inside Infocom were concerned, he wasn’t fooling anyone.

The final Infocom-game-in-name-only of this period, a licensed CRPG called BattleTech: The Crescent Hawk’s Inception, is a militaristic game about giant fighting robots whose aesthetics feel a million miles away from Infocom’s classic textual interactive fiction. But this time the real Infocom wasn’t asked to do much of anything with it other than plug it in their newsletter, and by the time of its release in November of 1988 everyone was feeling too demoralized to muster much further outrage anyway.

As their situation grew to feel more and more hopeless, open defiance at Infocom turned increasingly into passive aggression and gallows humor. One anonymous employee created a theme song for the age, sung to the tune of Billy Joel’s “Allentown.”


Well, we’re working here at Infocom,

And they’re shutting the DEC 20s down,

Out in Menlo Park they write a report,

Fill out a form, see you in court.

Well, our founders didn’t see it at all,

Had an office down at Faneuil Hall,

Thought they’d get rich selling Cornerstone,

Ed Reuteman, Tommy Smaldone.

And we’re living here at Infocom,

But our recent games were all a bomb,

And it’s getting very hard to pay.

And we’re waiting here at Infocom,

For the public offering we never found,

For the promises Al Vezza made,

If we worked hard, if we behaved.

So the Golden Floppies hang on the wall,

But they never really helped us at all.

No, they never taught us what was neat,

Graphics and sound, sizzling heat.

And we’re waiting here at Infocom,

For the latest Apple download from Tom,

And they’re supposed to ship today.

Every tester had a pretty good shot,

To become an Imp and earn a lot,

But that was all before those Mountain View crooks,

Started writing off good will on our books.

Well, I’m living here at Infocom,

Even the rotisserie standings are glum,

So I won’t be logging in today,

And it’s getting very hard to pay.

And we’re living here at Infocom.



But perhaps the bitterest single expression of the anger and pain being felt inside Infocom was the “Bruce Youth Informant’s Report” that was briefly circulated. A response to the constant corporate-speak hectorings to just be positive and productive that were always coming down from Mediagenic in California and now from Joe Ybarra right inside Infocom’s own walls, the memo went full Godwin on their not-so-respected supreme leader.


Of course, we can’t depend on the honor system alone to pry some from their negative niches. So during this week, accompanying our “No Negs” week, we will also have a little self-help program for those of us who can’t stop the black humor. The program, known as “Bruce Youth,” is modeled after the highly successful Hitler Youth program in Germany several years ago. Although we won’t have executions or imprisonments for offenders, you will be able to turn in fellow employees who utter negative comments. Just fill out the form below.



[image: Bruce Youth]

At year’s end, Fred, Infocom’s faithful old DECsystem 20, was shut down for the last time and decommissioned. Relieved of its duties of hosting the ZIL compiler and serving as the hub of Infocom’s game-development efforts already months before, the old machine had soldiered on as host to Infocom’s internal email system and other such workaday applications. Now, however, it was to be replaced entirely by a shiny new Sun server. A piece of exotic high technology when it had arrived at Infocom six years before, described in reverent tones in countless fawning magazine articles during the glory years that followed, the DEC was now just an obsolete dinosaur of an old computer, destined for the scrapheap. As they watched the workers haul its bits and pieces outside and throw them roughly into the back of a truck, it must have been hard for Dave Lebling and Steve Meretzky, the last remnants of the once-thriving team of Imps who had created so many great games on the DEC, not to draw comparisons to their own work in interactive fiction. Once heralded in the New York Times and the Boston Globe as the dawning of a major new literary form, now nobody much seemed to care about Infocom or their games at all. It seemed that they too were obsolete, destined for the scrapheap of history.

It was, then, in this ever more despairing and poisonous atmosphere that Infocom’s last few adventure games were developed and released. To imagine that the circumstances of their creation could somehow not affect them would be very naive. And indeed, all are badly flawed works in their own ways, falling far short of the standards of earlier years. For that reason, I don’t expect my articles about these final games to be among the most pleasant I’ve ever written; this article certainly hasn’t been. But I’ve come this far, and I owe it to you and to this bigger history we’re in the midst of to complete Infocom’s story in the same detail with which I began it. So, next time we’ll turn our attention to the first of those final works, and see what we can see there.

(Sources: As usual with my Infocom articles, much of this one is drawn from the full Get Lamp interview archives which Jason Scott so kindly shared with me. Much of is also drawn from Jason’s “Infocom Cabinet” of vintage documents. Magazine sources include Computer Gaming World of April 1988, July 1988, November 1988, and November 1991; Questbusters of September 1988 and February 1989; InfoWorld of November 28 1988; Amazing Computing of August 1988 and October 1988. Also Down From the Top of Its Game, a business study of Infocom. And, last but certainly not least, my thanks go to Mike Dornbrook and my fellow historian Alex Smith for their correspondence.)


	Note that “lawsuit” probably isn’t quite the correct terminology. Activision’s demand for recompense wasn’t technically a lawsuit; it would actually be the former shareholders who would first sue Activision for allegedly making a false indemnification claim. Still, I trust that the gist of Dornbrook’s sentiment is clear and accurate enough. ↩

	Ironically, an unexpectedly popular Infocom shovelware package called The Lost Treasures of Infocom is widely credited with turning around the financial fortunes of the new Kotick-led Activision, while the first big new hit of same was something called Return to Zork. Kotick would thus still be trying to extract money from the old Infocom shareholders for allegedly overvaluing their company even as the fruits of the Infocom acquisition were saving his own. ↩
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				Wonderful coverage as always, but I have to call unnecessary roughness on the Infocomics assessment.  The 2-D graphics, of which there were many, were manipulated in full 3-D during intros and transitions (courtesy of David Kaemmer, who would later produce the Papyrus indycar racing games), which was above and beyond what was required.  They were less interactive, yes, but they were meant to be a comic you could read from multiple character’s viewpoints, and they achieved that exactly.

I won’t claim that Infocomics were high art, but I feel they succeeded on the level they were going for.
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				Fair enough. I would just note first of all that this article presents at least as much the view the folks at Infocom had of the Infocomics as my own point of view as a critic. Putting my critic’s hat firmly on now, I would say the biggest problem with the Infocomics is that they just look *ugly*, not colorful and fun like a proper comic book. (A comparison with Accolade’s Comics really is instructive.) I haven’t delved into their development history enough to know, but I suspect that they were developed for MS-DOS CGA first, then ported to more graphically capable platforms. Bad choice. Also note that they were still running in CGA on MS-DOS long after most games had come to support EGA — doubtless a consequence of their long, troubled development. At the time, it just made them look cheap.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 4:31 pm			

			
				
				Two legal reactions.

His response was that he didn’t care if the numbers were actually accurate and believed at that time. In retrospect, it was clear to him that Activision had overpaid and he was convinced that a jury would agree and reward him some of the money back.

I really doubt that the contract allowed Activision to recover from Infocom if the deal looked bad “in retrospect,” and I hope Dornbrook ran straight to Infocom’s lawyers.

In the aftermath of the indemnification action, however, he felt he just couldn’t continue. After all, Berez was himself one of the former shareholders from whom Davis was demanding repayment. How could he launch a lawsuit against the guy to defend his reputation and continue at the same time to report to him, continue to interact with him on an almost daily basis and work with him to try to rebuild a reeling Infocom?

Berez wasn’t, to my understanding, “launching a lawsuit” against Davis or Activision; he was defending one (or, more specifically, a third-party indemnity claim). So I would tweak it to “engage in active litigation against Davis to defend his reputation and continue at the same time…”

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 4:59 pm			

			
				
				On your first point, we should remember that we’re getting one side of the story here. I hesitate to present that side as absolute fact, although I trust Dornbrook that’s he’s recalling as honestly as he can.

On your second:

The question, which maybe you can answer (or maybe you just have), is whether an indemnification claim is in fact a lawsuit. I’ve heard two versions of the story, one that Berez and company were defending a lawsuit, the other that the indemnification claim was an action with legal force but not a lawsuit — i.e., presumably if it wasn’t paid it could *lead to* a lawsuit. The stockholders then launched a lawsuit of their own to say they wouldn’t pay it (and quite possibly asking for recompense of their own for the damage done to their reputation). I know that without any documentation other than memories and one or two writeups by contemporary gaming journalists — not exactly a group known for their professionalism or scrupulous accuracy — it’s hard to say anything for sure, but any light you can shed would be appreciated as always.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 5:38 pm			

			
				
				There are a lot of options here, and the legal documents don’t seem to be publicly available. (I wouldn’t rely on descriptions of litigation in the mainstream press, let alone in gaming publications. Even the mainstream press gets a lot of this stuff wrong.)

Activision’s shareholders sued Activision’s management; that much seems clear. The theory of the suit could have been that Activision inflated the value of the stock by making misrepresentations about the business, which would violate federal securities laws. Or it could have been that Activision’s management violated their duties to Activision itself by mismanaging the company, which might give rise to fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, and other claims. (This is ordinarily known as a derivative suit.)

A defendant in a lawsuit has the option of bringing in a third-party defendant on a variety of theories, among them indemnification, meaning “you promised that, if I was forced to pay party X under circumstances Y, you’d foot the bill.” It’s possible that there was an actual indemnity clause in the Infocom purchase agreement, though I doubt it stretched this far, there are third-party claims other than indemnity that I won’t go into here. A third-party claim is in fact a lawsuit, though it’s ancillary to a separate lawsuit, and it doesn’t have force independent of the main suit; if the Activision shareholders suddenly decided to drop their suit against Activision’s management, there would be nothing for Infocom’s various shareholders to indemnify Activision’s management for.

It’s possible that Infocom’s management filed their own lawsuit against Davis et al., asserting that they had no indemnification responsibility. That would usually be done as an action for declaratory judgment, and most often a likely defendant will do it preemptively (i.e., before it gets sued) in order to pick a forum (say, Massachusetts state court, with juries likely to be sympathetic to the local business, rather than California state or federal court). But your description makes it sound like the third-party claim from Activision’s management came as a surprise to Infocom; Infocom’s lawyers didn’t see it coming and make a preemptive strike. More to the point, this sort of choose-the-forum tactic wouldn’t work for a third-party claim anyway, since the third-party claim is inextricably attached to a larger suit (the Activision shareholder suit) that already exists; there’s no point in jockeying over where to litigate an offshoot of it. It has to be part of the same action. So I doubt this is what happened.

But it’s possible that Infocom’s shareholders had some independent claim against Davis et al. Maybe they were themselves Activision shareholders for some reason (perhaps some of the 1986 buyout compensation was in the form of stock options), and were either indirectly or directly involved in the shareholder litigation. Or maybe they had some contract claim against Davis for his hamhanded handling of Infocom, though I doubt it–a purchaser wouldn’t typically assume any obligations to the shareholders or employees of the purchased company. If they did have such a claim, it probably wouldn’t have been brought as part of the larger Activision dispute; it probably would have been an independent suit. So I can’t say it’s definitely wrong. It just seems very unlikely.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 5:55 pm			

			
				
				I guess I should say: there is such a thing as a freestanding indemnity claim. Usually, this would be filed when you’ve already had to pay the money you think someone else (the indemnitor) should be paying for you, and you’re trying to force the indemnitor to pay up. If you *haven’t* had to pay the money already, there’s not generally a basis for an independent suit; the third-party claim says, in effect, “if I have to pay, you should pay for me.” Can’t swear that it’s never happened, but it would be unusual.

(Also, I suspect that what the shareholders got was a lawsuit, not just a demand, if the timing was so crucial. There could have been a two-year window under the purchase agreement under which indemnity demands had to be delivered in that time, but Activision’s lawyers probably wouldn’t have limited themselves that way, and I can’t see Infocom’s lawyers insisting. Among other things, that would have been something of a red flag. The two-year deadline probably arose from a state statute of limitations, and sending a demand letter does not extend a statute of limitations.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 5:55 pm			

			
				
				Okay. Trying to unpack this a little bit…

Why is it “clear” that *Activision’s* shareholders sued Activision’s management? Do you know something I don’t, or is there a misunderstanding here somewhere?

And a couple of things:

I feel pretty confident that the initial action was indeed an indemnification claim. This is what Dornbrook told me, and what the most thorough published account I’ve found of the episode, in the November 1991 Computer Gaming World, claims. (That account was by Johnny Wilson, who’s about as respectable as gaming journalists come.) My understanding was that an indemnification agreement was fairly standard boilerplate when one company acquires another in this way.

Activision definitely paid Infocom’s shareholders in stock rather than cash at the acquisition. Whether and which ones still owned said stock two years later I don’t know.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 6:41 pm			

			
				
				Why is it “clear” that *Activision’s* shareholders sued Activision’s management?

I’m assuming this is so if Activision was seeking an indemnity from Infocom’s shareholders in the amount of Activision’s purchase of the Infocom stock (as your description above seems to suggest). An indemnity for what? Most likely, damage sustained to Activision as a result of misrepresentations in the runup to the purchase–i.e., misrepresentations that caused Activision to make a purchase it would not otherwise have made. I think Activision was more likely to be seeking recovery on this theory if its shareholders were already suing Activision. Among other things, it *invites* such a shareholder suit by suggesting that management didn’t do a good job in vetting Infocom.

(I pulled that CGW article. Here’s what it says:

Yet harmless jokes about Levy turned to

cynical anger at Levy’s successor, Bruce

Davis. Insiders claim Activision’s new CEO

had been against the Infocom buy-out from

the start and that he immediately raised the

ante on some anticipated losses that were

to have been indemnified by Infocom

shareholders from $300,000 to $900,000

with no accounting. The shareholders filed

a preemptive suit and managed to stave off

the “required” payment.

…which, to my mind, confuses things even more. So if you’d prefer to just stick with what you have, I won’t blame you.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:10 pm			

			
				
				Yes, okay. I think I will this leave alone as the best compromise I can manage between the various accounts. I tried to find some documentation on the case from third-party sources, but, as you say, nothing seems to be publicly available. At any rate, I feel confident in the broad strokes: Bruce Davis initiated actions to try to get some of Activision’s money back, the shareholders viewed it as horribly unfair, and the whole episode contributed materially to the collapse of Infocom. Thanks so much for your feedback! If I find anything more definite, I’ll run it by you.

				


			

			

	

















		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 6:59 pm			

			
				
				One anonymous employee created a theme song for the age, a variation on Billy Joel’s “Allentown.”

I’d call this a filk, myself.

But out recent games were all a bomb

Our.

Even the rotisserie standings are glum

“Rotisserie”? What’s this person referring to? (Presumably not actual roasted meat?)

That informant’s report is hilarious. Perhaps a bit ironically in the circumstances, it has the feel of a feelie (IMO).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:17 pm			

			
				
				Thanks!

I actually had no idea what a “filk” was. Having looked it up… mm, seems a little too fannish for my tastes. I did change the wording of the original, though, which I agree didn’t quite sit right.

“Rotisserie” refers to Infocom’s Rotisserie baseball league: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fantasy_baseball.

The Bruce Youth report does feel quite… Meretzky, doesn’t it?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				April 23, 2016 at 4:04 am			

			
				
				IMO Infocom as a topic is in the corral of “fannish” in the sense of being scifi-nerdy (one could certainly write a filk in the key of Infocom), but perhaps it’s splitting hairs.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:03 pm			

			
				
				Nice work as always.

“But out recent games” -> “But our”

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Michael Russo			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:22 pm			

			
				
				Please be kind to Zork Zero. I know it can seem a bit of a mess at times, but it’s a big, sprawling, entertaining mess of a classic puzzler, and when you get to the end you really do get the relieved feeling (like Arthur gets at the end of “Mostly Harmless”) that is all finally over.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:24 pm			

			
				
				I can agree with the last part of this. ;)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Michael Russo			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 7:43 pm			

			
				
				lol well you also have to agree that the thing is big and sprawling since the V6 Z-machine supports so many more locations and objects and much more room for text (if only they’d been able to give Lurking Horror more room for the text that DL had to cut out)… we wouldn’t see that kind of size to a text adventure again until Curses really. the “entertaining” part i’ll admit is subjective but there are others like me out there who enjoyed it. we also knew it was (or was going to be) the end.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Keith Palmer			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 10:16 pm			

			
				
				I had to go back to “Down From the Top of Its Game” to confirm that it hadn’t mentioned the former Infocom shareholders being sent legal documents demanding money back; it would have added that much more punch to interpretations of Bruce Davis as the unrelieved villain of the sad end of the story. Now, I’m just looking at some of Graham Nelson’s briefer comments in “The Inform Designer’s Manual” and considering them as allusions to the dealings.

Having read the documents from “The Infocom Cabinet,” though, I was aware of Infocom moving to Macintosh IIs for its development system, and I can admit to being intrigued and even amused by that, although it does get me thinking of “the happiest/most outwardly successful/most self-satisfied” (depending on your point of view) era of “the Scully years” at Apple. I also took note of a page in the “1988 memos” where someone tries to put the best spin possible on the Infocomics; on the other hand, the memo is another farewell letter… (I do remember seeing an ad for the Infocomics in a “physical” comic book I was reading at the time, and maybe my anime fandom makes me think of “visual novels” and wonder if there might have been a “starting point” for something bigger if not for the lowest-common-denominator graphics…) I’m also wondering how the “Infocom novels” fit into these final days.

While I understand your touching lightly on “Battletech: The Crescent Hawk’s Inception” and moving on, I have to admit that while “The Hitchhiker’s Guide to the Galaxy” was the sole Infocom adventure I actually played when the company was still in business, I did have a chance to play that CRPG not that many years after it came out, at a sort of “computer games centre” in my home town. However, I might have been set up for that by having watched “Robotech” a few years before, then noticed Battletech RPG modules in hobby shops to wonder just who was ripping off who… (Years later, I would sort out at last things were a bit more complicated than that.) For some reason, I’m amused a marketing point was made of the computer game’s little thumbnails of “character art” being “in the Japanese style,” as I’ve seen comments from the original RPG designer that he had been struck by the general idea of “giant piloted robots” and the designs of “mecha anime,” but hadn’t cared for all the other foreign baggage attached.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 10:29 pm			

			
				
				For what it’s worth, the CRPG Addict played Battletech and wasn’t impressed: http://crpgaddict.blogspot.dk/2012/03/battletech-final-rating.html. It seems typical of the quickie licensed fodder Activision/Mediagenic was churning out a lot of during the Bruce Davis era. 

I do have an article on the Mac in the later 1980s on my calendar, by the way.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Captain Rufus			

			
				April 23, 2016 at 10:39 pm			

			
				
				I’m a big Battletech fan.  Even in its day it was a bit of a disappointment as so many early Westwood games were.  The first hour or two of gameplay was fantastic.  The next 10+ hours were mostly cut and paste padding with one of the worst end game sequences to any RPG ever.   Colored door puzzles. Depending on if you had a map or not it was like 1-5 hours of colored door puzzles.  I know when I think giant robots I think colored door keys.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				April 22, 2016 at 11:34 pm			

			
				
				One minor correction: Joe Ybarra was not the very first EA producer; he was preceded by Dave Evans and Pat Mariott, who had both worked as project managers under Trip at Apple (Joe had also been at Apple too, but did not actually know Trip).  Joe’s last job at EA was as the head of the “Interactive Stories” division, which is probably why he was hired to lead Infocom (that, and Activision harbored a fair number of ex-EA people by that point).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 23, 2016 at 8:49 am			

			
				
				Thanks! Minor edit made.
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				Bernie			

			
				April 23, 2016 at 10:10 pm			

			
				
				Jimmy :

Congratulations on a very detailed yet delightfully readable piece that manages to both entertain and educate at the same time !

The bits about Infocom’s disappointing sales for their last batch of titles in 1987-1988, the mention of similar woes at Magnetic Scrolls and the bit in sidenote number 2. about Return to Zork, made me wonder if Activision’s management might not after all had been given Infocom good advice regarding the market’s future, but marred by bad policies and strategies.

I tried to find some information about sales of graphics-oriented adventure games released within this time frame (’87-’88) which could have been comparable to Infocom’s titles (i.e. not by Sierra). Maybe Lucasfilm’s Maniac Mansion, ICOM’s Shadowgate and Deja Vú II, Interplay’s Tass Times, etc…  Even though these early graphics-centric offerings hadn’t yet reached Infocom levels of complexity or playability, I suspect they proved “good enough” to pull Interactive Fiction’s intended demographic.

I wonder if you could perhaps offer your perspective regarding this Infocom-vs-best-graphic-oriented-efforts comparison.

P.S. – Return To Zork (1993) , a purely “multimedia” offering, reportedly moved over 1 million units. Imagine if the original Infocom had embraced a visual design philosophy back in 1987.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 24, 2016 at 8:07 am			

			
				
				While concrete sales numbers are hard to come by, all of the graphical lines you mention with the possible exception of Tass Times were definitely outselling Infocom’s text adventures healthily by 1987. I’m not sure Activision’s management was telling Infocom anything they didn’t already know. As far back as 1983, the year of “We put our graphics where the sun don’t shine,” Infocom had been mulling various schemes for inserting graphics into their games in one form of another. The problem was that Cornerstone sucked up all the resources that might have gone toward such a project, and after Cornerstone flopped, with sales of their text adventures also slowing, there simply was no money for it. Under Bruce Davis, Activision talked a good game about wanting Infocom to add graphics, but, again, didn’t give them any money to execute with. The final batch of illustrated games was created on a shoestring.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				April 26, 2016 at 12:11 am			

			
				
				Thnaks a big lot for the clarification Jimmy !

I seem to have been under the impression they were STILL stubborn about adding graphics in 1987. But I failed to look at the budget situation (Cornerstone, and then Davis wanting “something for nothing”).

I’ve always wondered how great the original Infocom’s (had they stayed together) “MYST-killer” might have been. I don’t mean to discredit Cyan, but I’ve always considered Zork’s content far superior to Myst’s in terms of creativity. And let’s better not mention 7th Guest !

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Bernie			

			
				April 23, 2016 at 10:11 pm			

			
				
				…” had been GIVING Infocom good advice” …..

Sorry for the typo !
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				Alexander Freeman			

			
				April 26, 2016 at 3:42 am			

			
				
				As I see it, this is what Activision and Infocom should have done:

After getting rid of  Al Vezza and the whole Cornerstone thing, Infocom should have made a determined effort to fight the notion that it was antiquated. It should have started soon afterward making a 16-bit version of ZIL only for 16-bit computers such as the Mac, Amiga, Atari ST, Apple IIGS, and IBM-PC compatibles. The Apple II and Commodore 64 would have been out.

Freed from the constraints of 8-bit computers, the new ZIL would have enabled bigger games with a new interface that could include pictures, including, most importantly, perhaps, an auto-map. There could have been a window for the room description and another for the inventory. Pictures would have a black-and-white version to show on CGA, Hercules, and the Mac.

The release for The Lurking Horror and Plundered Hearts should have been delayed for a year so that they could take full advantage of the new language as they got rolled out for 1988.

They also should have decommissioned the DEC in 1986 or even 1985 and switched over to using Amigas (or perhaps IBM PC compatibles as those were the ones that ended up winning in the marketplace) for development.

Activision should have given the funding to make all this possible but also told Infocom to forget about finding a silver bullet and instead focus on doing what it did best– being innovative. It also should have finally encouraged the imps to branch out in terms of game design and try making games that weren’t text adventures so they’d be prepared the eventual commercial demise of text adventures.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Alexander Freeman			

			
				April 26, 2016 at 3:43 am			

			
				
				“With this evidence to hand that Douglas Adams continued to be Douglas Adams, enthusiastic about proposing projects but completely disinterested in actually working on them…”

I think you mean “uninterested” as “disinterested” means “impartial” or “unbiased”.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 26, 2016 at 5:20 am			

			
				
				Thanks, but it can mean both in modern usage. 

“Disinterested and uninterested share a confused and confusing history. Disinterested was originally used to mean ‘not interested, indifferent’; uninterested in its earliest use meant ‘impartial.’ By various developmental twists, disinterested is now used in both senses. Uninterested is used mainly in the sense ‘not interested, indifferent.’ It is occasionally used to mean ‘not having a personal or property interest.’

Many object to the use of disinterested to mean ‘not interested, indifferent.’ They insist that disinterested can mean only ‘impartial’: A disinterested observer is the best judge of behavior. However, both senses are well established in all varieties of English, and the sense intended is almost always clear from the context. “

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Alexander Freeman			

			
				April 27, 2016 at 3:48 am			

			
				
				It seems you’re quoting Dictionary.com. Ah, well, I guess that’s another thing which I learned in English class but which turned out to be not entirely accurate. As a side note, why do comments on this blog now require approval first?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 27, 2016 at 5:19 am			

			
				
				Comments only require approval if it’s the first time you’ve entered a particular email address or there are two or more links in your comment.

				


			

			

	













			




				
		
	
		
			
				Zork Zero

				April 29, 2016
			

[image: Zork Zero]

Zork Zero the idea was kicking around Infocom for quite a long time before Zork Zero the game was finally realized. Steve Meretzky first proposed making a prequel to the original Zork trilogy as far back as 1985, when he included it on a list of possible next games that he might write after finishing his personal passion project of A Mind Forever Voyaging. The Zork Zero he described at that time not only already had the name but the vast majority of the concept of the eventual finished game as well.

As the name implies, a prequel to the Zork trilogy. It would be set in the Great Underground Empire, and covering a long period of time, from the end of the reign of Dimwit Flathead in 789 through the fall of the GUE in 883, and possibly through 948 (the year of the Zork trilogy). It would almost certainly end “west of a white house.” There would be some story, probably about as much as Enchanter or Sorcerer. For the most part, though, it would be an intensely puzzle-oriented game with a huge geography.


The fact that Meretzky knew in what years Dimwit Flathead died, the Great Underground Empire fell, and Zork I began says much about his role as the unofficial keeper of Zorkian lore at Infocom. He had already filled a huge notebook with similarly nitpicky legends and lore. This endeavor was viewed by most of the other Imps, who thought of the likes of Dimwit Flathead as no more than spur-of-the-moment jokes, with bemused and gently mocking disinterest. Still, if Infocom was going to do a big, at least semi-earnest Zork game, his obsessiveness about the milieu made Meretzky the obvious candidate for the job.

But that big Zork game didn’t get made in 1985, partly because the other Imps remained very reluctant to sacrifice any real or perceived artistic credibility by trading on the old name and partly because the same list of possible next projects included a little something called Leather Goddesses of Phobos that everyone, from the Imps to the marketers to the businesspeople, absolutely loved. Brian Moriarty’s reaction was typical: “If you don’t do this, I will. But not as well as you could.”

After Meretzky completed Leather Goddesses the following year, Zork Zero turned up again on his next list of possible next projects. This time it was granted more serious consideration; Infocom’s clear and pressing need for hits by that point had done much to diminish the Imps’ artistic fickleness. At the same time, though, Brian Moriarty also was shopping a pretty good proposal for a Zork game, one that would include elements of the CRPGs that seemed to be replacing adventure games in some players’ hearts. Meanwhile Meretzky’s own list included something called Stationfall, the long-awaited sequel to one of the most beloved games in Infocom’s back catalog. While Moriarty seemed perfectly capable of pulling off a perfectly acceptable Zork, the universe of Planetfall, and particularly the lovable little robot Floyd, were obviously Meretzky’s babies and Meretzky’s alone. Given Infocom’s commercial plight, management’s choice between reviving two classic titles or just one was really no choice at all. Meretzky did Stationfall, and Moriarty did Beyond Zork — with, it should be noted, the invaluable assistance of Mereztky’s oft-mocked book of Zorkian lore.

And then it was 1987, Stationfall too was finished, and there was Zork Zero on yet another list of possible next projects. I’ll be honest in stating that plenty of the other project possibilities found on the 1987 list, some of which had been appearing on these lists as long as Zork Zero, sound much more interesting to this writer. There was, for instance, Superhero League of America, an idea for a comedic superhero game with “possible RPG elements” that would years later be dusted off by Meretzky to become the delightful Legend Entertainment release Superhero League of Hoboken. There was a serious historical epic taking place on the Titanic that begs to be described as Meretzky’s Trinity. And there was something with the working title of The Best of Stevo, a collection of interactive vignettes in the form if not the style of Nord and Bert Couldn’t Make Head or Tail of It.

Mind you, not all of the other projects were winners. A heavy-handed satire to be called The Interactive Bible, described by Meretzky as “part of my ongoing attempt to offend every person in the universe,” was eloquently and justifiably lacerated by Moriarty.

As you noted, this game is likely to offend many people, and not just frothing nutcakes either. A surprising number of reasonable people regard the Book with reverence. They are likely to regard your send-up as superficial and juvenile. They will wonder what qualifies you to poke fun at their (or anybody’s) faith. Why do you want to write this? Do you really think it will sell?


If Zork Zero wasn’t at the bottom of anyone’s list like The Interactive Bible, no one was exactly burning with passion to make it either. Few found the idea of going back to the well of Zork yet again all that interesting in creative terms, especially as Beyond Zork was itself still very much an ongoing project some weeks from release. The idea’s trump card, however, was the unique commercial appeal most still believed the Zork trademark to possess. Jon Palace’s faint praise was typical: “I’m sure this would sell very well. It’s certainly ‘safe.'” By 1987, the commercially safe route was increasingly being seen as the only viable route within Infocom, at least until they could manage to scare up a few hits. A final tally revealed that Zork Zero had scored an average of 7.2 among “next Meretzky project” voters on a scale of 1 to 10, edging out Superhero League of America by one tenth of a point, Titanic by two tenths, and The Best of Stevo by one full point; the last was very well-liked in the abstract, but its standing was damaged by the fact that, unusually for Meretzky, the exact form the vignettes would take wasn’t very well specified.

On August 7, 1987, it was decided provisionally to have Meretzky do Zork Zero next. In a demonstration of how tepid everyone’s enthusiasm remained for such a safe, unchallenging game, an addendum was included with the announcement: “I think it is fair to add that if Steve happens to have a flash of creativity in the next few days and thinks of some more ideas for his experimental story project (Best of Stevo), nearly everyone in this group would prefer that he do that product.” That flash apparently didn’t come; The Best of Stevo was never heard of again. Also forgotten in the rush to do Zork Zero was the idea, mooted in Beyond Zork, of Zork becoming a series of CRPG/text-adventure hybrids, with the player able to import the same character into each successive game. Zork Zero would instead be a simple standalone text adventure again.

While it’s doubtful whether many at Infocom ever warmed all that much to Zork Zero as a creative exercise, the cavalcade of commercial disappointments that was 1987 tempted many to see it as the latest and greatest of their Great White Hopes for a return to the bestseller charts. It was thus decided that it should become the first game to use Infocom’s new version 6 Z-Machine, usually called “YZIP” internally. Running on Macintosh II microcomputers rather than the faithful old DEC, the YZIP system would at last support proper bitmap illustrations and other graphics, along with support for mice, sound and music, far more flexible screen layouts, and yet bigger stories over even what the EZIP system (known publicly as Interactive Fiction Plus) had offered. With YZIP still in the early stages of development, Meretzky would first write Zork Zero the old way, on the DEC. Then, when YZIP was ready, the source code could be moved over and the new graphical bells and whistles added; the new version of ZIL was designed to be source-compatible with the old. In the meantime, Stu Galley was working on a ground-up rewrite of the parser, which was itself written in ZIL. At some magic moment, the three pieces would all come together, and just like that Infocom would be reborn with pictures and a friendlier parser and lots of other goodies, all attached to the legendary Zork name and written by Infocom’s most popular and recognizable author. That, anyway, was the theory.

Being at the confluence of so much that was new and different, Zork Zero became one of the more tortured projects in Infocom’s history, almost up there with the legendarily tortured Bureaucracy project. None of the problems, however, were down to Meretzky. Working quickly and efficiently as always, his progress on the core of the game proper far outstripped the technology enabling most of the ancillary bells and whistles. While Stu Galley’s new parser went in on November 1, 1987, it wasn’t until the following May 10 that a YZIP Zork Zero was compiled for the first time.

In sourcing graphics for Zork Zero, Infocom was on completely foreign territory. Following the lead of much of the computer-game industry, all of the graphics were to be created on Amigas, whose Deluxe Paint application was so much better than anything available on any other platform that plenty of artists simply refused to use anything else. Jon Palace found Jim Shook, the artist who would do most of the illustrations for Zork Zero, at a local Amiga users-group meeting. Reading some of the memos and meeting notes from this period, it’s hard to avoid the impression that — being painfully blunt here — nobody at Infocom entirely knew what they were doing when it came to graphics. As of February of 1988, they still hadn’t even figured out what resolution Shook should be working in. “We still don’t know whether images should be drawn in low-res, medium-res, interlace, or high-res mode on the Amiga in Deluxe Paint,” wrote Palace plaintively in one memo. “Joel claims Tim should know. Tim, do you know?”

Infocom wound up turning to Magnetic Scrolls, who had been putting pictures into their own text adventures for quite some time, for information on “graphics compression techniques,” a move that couldn’t have set very well with such a proud group of programmers. The graphics would continue to be a constant time sink and headache for many months to come. Steve Meretzky told me that he remembers the development of Zork Zero primarily as “heinous endless futzing with the graphics, mostly on an Amiga, to make them work with all the different screen resolutions, number of colors, pixel aspect ratios, etc. In my memory, it feels like I spent way more time doing that than actually designing puzzles or writing ZIL code.”

[image: Zork Zero uses graphics more often to present the look of an illuminated manuscript than for traditional illustrations.]Zork Zero uses graphics more often to present the look of an illuminated manuscript than for traditional illustrations.


And yet in comparison to games like those of Magnetic Scrolls, the finished Zork Zero really wouldn’t have a lot of graphics. Instead of an illustration for each room, the graphics take the form of decorative borders, an illuminated onscreen map, some graphical puzzles (solvable using a mouse), and only a few illustrations for illustrations’ sake. Infocom would advertise that they wanted to use graphics in “a new way” for Zork Zero — read, more thoughtfully, giving them some actual purpose rather than just using them for atmosphere. All of which is fair enough, but one suspects that money was a factor as well; memos from the period show Infocom nickle-and-dimeing the whole process, fretting over artist fees of a handful of thousand dollars that a healthier developer wouldn’t have thought twice about.

The financial squeeze also spelled the end of Infocom’s hopes for a full soundtrack, to have been composed by Russell Lieblich at Mediagenic, who had earlier done the sound effects for The Lurking Horror and Sherlock: The Riddle of the Crown Jewels. But the music never happened; when Zork Zero finally shipped, it would be entirely silent apart from a warning beep here or an acknowledging bloop there.

Hemorrhaging personnel as they were by this point, Infocom found themselves in a mad scramble to get all the pieces that did wind up making it into Zork Zero together in time for Christmas 1988, months after they had originally hoped to ship the game. Bruce Davis grew ever more frustrated and irate at the delays; a contemporary memo calls him a “looming personality” and notes how he is forever “threatening a tantrum.” A desperate-sounding “Proclamation” went out to the rank-and-file around the same time: “The one who can fix the bugs of Zork Zero, and save the schedule from destruction, shall be rewarded with half the wealth of the Empire.” Signed: “Wurb Flathead, King of Quendor.”

[image: Like a number of Zork Zero's illustrations, this one actually conveys some important information about the state of the game.]Like a number of Zork Zero‘s illustrations, this one actually conveys some important information about the state of the game rather than being only for show.


Time constraints, the fact that the beta builds ran only on the Macintosh, and Infocom’s determination to test Zork Zero primarily using new testers unfamiliar with interactive fiction meant that it didn’t receive anywhere near the quantity or quality of outside feedback that had long been customary for their games. Many of the new testers seemed bemused if not confused by the experience, and few came anywhere close to finishing the game. I fancy that one can feel the relative lack of external feedback in the end result, as one can the loss of key voices from within Infocom like longtime producer Jon Palace and senior tester Liz Cyr-Jones.

Despite the corner-cutting, Infocom largely missed even the revised target of Christmas 1988. Only the Macintosh version shipped in time for the holiday buying season, the huge job of porting the complicated new YZIP interpreter to other platforms having barely begun by that time. Zork Zero was quite well-received by the Macintosh magazines, but that platform was far from the commercial sweet spot in gaming.

[image: The decorative borders change as you enter difference regions -- a nice touch.]A nice touch: the decorative borders change as you enter different regions.


A sort of cognitive dissonance was a thoroughgoing theme of the Zork Zero project from beginning to end. It’s right there in marketing’s core pitch: “Zork Zero is the beginning of something old (the Zork trilogy) and something new (new format with graphics).” Unable to decide whether commercial success lay in looking forward or looking back, Infocom tried to have it both ways. Zork Zero‘s “target audience,” declared marketing, would be “primarily those who are not Infocom fans; either they have never tried interactive fiction or they have lost interest in Infocom.” The game would appeal to them thanks to “a mouse interface (enabling the player to move via compass rose), onscreen hints, a new parser (to help novices), and pretty pictures that will knock your socks off!”

Yet all the gilding around the edges couldn’t obscure the fact that Zork Zero was at heart the most old-school game Infocom had made since… well, since Zork I really. That, anyway, was the last game they had made that was so blatantly a treasure hunt and nothing more. Zork Zero‘s dynamic dozen-turn introduction lays out the reasons behind the static treasure hunt that will absorb the next several thousand turns. To thwart a 94-year-old curse that threatens to bring ruin to the Great Underground Empire, you must assemble 24 heirlooms that once belonged to 12 members of the Flathead dynasty and drop them in a cauldron. Zork Zero is, it must be emphasized, a big game, far bigger than any other that Infocom ever released, its sprawling geography of more than 200 rooms — more than 2200 if you count a certain building of 400 (nearly) identical floors —  housing scores of individual puzzles. The obvious point of comparison is not so much Infocom’s Zork trilogy as the original original Zork, the one put together by a bunch of hackers at MIT in response to the original Adventure back in the late 1970s, long before Infocom was so much as a gleam in anyone’s eye.

[image: A Tower of Hanoi puzzle, one of the hoariest of Zork Zero's tired old chestnuts.]A Tower of Hanoi puzzle, one of the hoariest of Zork Zero‘s hoary old chestnuts.


The question — the answer to which must always to some extent be idiosyncratic to each player — is whether Zork Zero works for you on those terms. In my case, it doesn’t. The PDP-10 Zork is confusing and obscure and often deeply unfair, but it carries with it a certain joyous sense of possibility, of the discovery of a whole new creative medium, that we can enjoy vicariously with its creators. Zork Zero perhaps also echos the emotional circumstances of its creation: it just feels tired, and often cranky and mean-spirited to boot. Having agreed to make a huge game full of lots of puzzles, Meretzky dutifully provides, but the old magic is conspicuously absent.

Infocom always kept a library of puzzly resources around the office to inspire the Imps: books of paradoxes and mathematical conundrums, back issues of Games magazine, physical toys and puzzles of all descriptions. But for the first time with Zork Zero, Meretzky seems not so much inspired by these resources as simply cribbing from them. Lots of the puzzles in Zork Zero are slavish re-creations of the classics: riddles, a Tower of Hanoi puzzle, a peg game. Even the old chestnut about the river, the fox, the chicken, and the sack of grain makes an appearance. And even some of the better bits, like a pair of objects that let you teleport from the location of one to that of another, are derivative of older, better Infocom games like Starcross and Spellbreaker. One other, more hidden influence on Zork Zero‘s everything-but-the-kitchen-sink approach to puzzle design — particularly on the occasional graphical puzzles — is likely Cliff Johnson’s puzzling classic The Fool’s Errand, which Meretzky was playing with some dedication at the very time he was designing his own latest game. The Fool’s Errand‘s puzzles, however, are both more compelling and more original than Zork Zero‘s. Meretzky’s later Hodj ‘n’ Podj would prove a far more worthy tribute.

Zork Zero is a difficult game, and too often difficult in ways that really aren’t that much fun. I’m a fan of big, complicated puzzlefests in the abstract, but Zork Zero‘s approach to the form doesn’t thrill me. After the brief introductory sequence, the game exposes almost the whole of its immense geography to you almost immediately; there’s nothing for it but to start wandering and trying to solve puzzles. The combinatorial explosion is enormous. And even when you begin to solve some of the puzzles, the process can be made weirdly unsatisfying by the treasure-hunt structure. Too much of the time, making what at first feels like a significant step forward only yields another object to throw into the cauldron for some more points. You know intellectually that you’re making progress, but it doesn’t really feel like it.

I much prefer the approach of later huge puzzlefests like Curses! and The Mulldoon Legacy, which start you in a constrained space and gradually expand in scope as you solve puzzles. By limiting their initial scope, these games ease you into their worlds and limit the sense of hopeless aimlessness that Zork Zero inspires, while a new set of rooms to explore provides a far more tangible and satisfying reward for solving a puzzle sequence than does another object chunked in the cauldron and another few points. The later games feel holistically designed, Zork Zero like something that was just added to until the author ran out of space. Even The Fool’s Errand restricts you to a handful of puzzles at the beginning, unfolding its mysteries and its grand interconnections only gradually as you burrow ever deeper. That Infocom of all people — Steve Meretzky of all people, whose Leather Goddess of Phobos and Stationfall are some of the most airtight designs in Infocom’s catalog — is suddenly embracing the design aesthetic of the 1970s is downright weird for a game that was supposed to herald a bright new future of more playable and player-friendly interactive fiction.

[image: The in-game Encyclopedia Frobozzica is a nice if somewhat underused feature. The encyclopedia could have provided nudges for some more of the more obscure puzzles and maybe even some direction as to what to be working on next. Instead that work is all shuffled off to the hint system.]The in-game Encyclopedia Frobozzica is a nice but rather underused feature. The encyclopedia could have provided more nudges for some more of the more obscure puzzles and maybe even some direction as to what to be working on next. Instead that work is all shuffled off to the hint menu, the use of which feels like giving up or even cheating.


The puzzles rely on the feelies more extensively than any other Infocom game, often requiring you to make connections with seemingly tossed-off anecdotes buried deep within “The Flathead Calendar.” I generally don’t mind this sort of thing overmuch, but, like so much else in Zork Zero, it feels overdone here. These puzzles feel like they have far more to do with copy protection than the player’s enjoyment — but then much of the time Zork Zero seems very little concerned with the player’s enjoyment.

I love the headline of the single review of Zork Zero that’s to be found as of this writing on The Interactive Fiction Database: “Enough is enough!” That’s my own feeling when trying to get through this exhausting slog of a game. As if the sheer scope and aimlessness of the thing don’t frustrate enough, Meretzky actively goes out of his way to annoy you. There is, for instance, a magic wand with barely enough charges in it; waste a few charges in experimentation, and, boom, you’re locked out of victory. There’s that aforementioned building of 400 floors, all but one of them empty, which the diligent player will nevertheless feel the need to explore floor by floor, just in case there’s something else there; this is, after all, just the type of game to hide something essential on,say, floor 383. And then there’s the most annoying character in an Infocom game this side of Zork I‘s thief, a jester who teleports in every few dozen turns to do some random thing to you, like stick a clown nose over your own (you have to take it off within a certain number of turns or you’ll suffocate) or turn you into an alligator (you have to waste a few turns getting yourself turned back, then deal with picking up all of your possessions off the ground, putting those things you were wearing back on, etc.). Some of these gags are amusing the first time they happen, but they wear out their welcome quickly when they just keep wasting your time over a game that will already require thousands of moves to finish. The jester’s worst trick of all is to teleport you somewhere else in the game’s sprawling geography; you can be hopelessly trapped, locked out of victory through absolutely no fault of your own, if you’re unlucky and don’t have the right transportation handy. Hilariously, Infocom’s marketing people, looking always for an angle, hit upon selling the jester as Meretzky’s latest lovable sidekick, “every bit as enjoyable and memorable as Floyd of Planetfall fame.” Meretzky himself walked them back from that idea.

Some of the puzzles, probably even most of them, are fine enough in themselves, but there is a sprinkling of questionable ones, and all are made immeasurably more difficult by the fact that trying out a burst of inspiration can absorb 50 moves simply transiting from one side of the world to the other. Throw in a sharply limited inventory, which means you might need to make three or four round trips just to try out all the possible solutions you can think of, and things get even more fun. Graham Nelson among others has made much of the idea that the 128 K limitation of the original Z-Machine was actually a hidden benefit, forcing authors to hone their creations down to only what needed to be there and nothing that didn’t. I’ve generally been a little skeptical of that position; there are any number of good Infocom games that feel like they might have been still a little better with just a little more room to breathe. Zork Zero, however, makes as compelling a case as one can imagine for the idea that less is often more in interactive fiction, that constraints can lead to better designs.

The in-game mapping is handy from time to time, but, split into many different regions and viewable only by typing “MAP” from the main screen as it is, is not really ideal. A serious player is likely to be back to pencil and paper (or, these days, Trizbort) pretty quickly.


Which is actually not to say that Meretzky was operating totally unfettered by space constraints. While the YZIP format theoretically allowed a story size of up to 512 K not including graphics, the limitations of Infocom’s least-common-denominator platform, the Apple II, meant that the practical limit was around 340 K, a fairly modest expansion on the old 256 K EZIP and XZIP formats used for the Interactive Fiction Plus line. But still more restrictive was the limitation on the size of what Infocom called the “pre-load,” that part of the story data that could change as the player played, and that thus needed to always be in the host machine’s memory. The pre-load had to be held under about 55 K. Undoubtedly due in part to these restrictions, Zork Zero clearly sacrifices depth for breadth in comparison to many Infocom games that preceded it. The “examine” command suffers badly, some of the responses coming off like oxymorons: “totally ordinary looking writhing mass of snakes”; “totally ordinary looking herd of unicorns.” The sketchy implementation only adds to the throwback feel of the game as a whole.

The hints are certainly nice to have given the complexity and scope of the game, but they unfortunately aren’t context-sensitive. It’s all too easy to accidentally read the wrong one when trying to sort through this jumble.


Another subtle hidden enemy of Zork Zero as a design is the online hint system. Installed with the best of intentions in this as well as a few earlier Infocom games, it could easily lead to creeping laziness on the part of a game’s Implementor. “If the player really gets stuck, she can always turn to the hints,” ran the logic — thus no need to fret to quite the same extent over issues of solubility. The problem with that logic is that no one likes to turn to hints, whether found in the game itself, in a separate InvisiClues booklet, or in an online walkthrough. People play games like Zork Zero to solve them themselves, and the presence of a single bad puzzle remains ruinous to their experience as a whole even if they can look up the answer in the game itself. Infocom’s claim that “the onscreen hints help you through the rough spots without spoiling the story” doesn’t hold much water when one considers that Zork Zero doesn’t really have any story to speak of.

More puzzling is the impact — or rather lack thereof — of Stu Galley’s much-vaunted new parser. Despite being a ground-up rewrite using “an ATN algorithm with an LALR grammar and one-token look-ahead,” whatever that means, it doesn’t feel qualitatively different from those found in earlier Infocom games. The only obvious addition is the alleged ability to notice when you’re having trouble getting your commands across, and to start offering sample commands and other suggestions. A nice idea in theory, but the parser mostly seems to decide to become helpful and start pestering you with questions when you’re typing random possible answers to one of the game’s inane riddles. Like your racist uncle who decides to help you clean up after regaling you with his anecdotes over the Thanksgiving dinner table, even when Zork Zero tries to be helpful it’s annoying. Nowhere is the cognitive dissonance of Zork Zero more plainly highlighted than in the juxtaposition of this overly helpful, newbie-friendly parser with the old-school player hostility of the actual game design. “Zork hates its player,” wrote Robb Sherwin once of the game that made Infocom. After spending years evolving interactive fiction into something more positive and interesting than that old-school player hostility, Infocom incomprehensibly decided to circle back to how it all began with Zork Zero.

The most rewarding moment comes right at the end — and no, not because you’re finally done with the thing, although that’s certainly a factor too. In the end, you wind up right where it all began for Zork and for Infocom, before the famous white house, about to assume the role of the Dungeon Master, the antagonist of the original trilogy. There’s a melancholy resonance to the ending given the history not just of the Great Underground Empire but of Infocom in our own world. Released on July 14, 1989, the MS-DOS version of Zork Zero — the version that most of its few buyers would opt for — was one of the last two Infocom games to ship. So, the very end for Infocom circles back to the very beginning in many ways. Whether getting there is worth the trouble is of course another question.

As the belated date of the MS-DOS release will attest, versions of Zork Zero for the more important game-playing platforms were very slow in coming. The Amiga version didn’t ship until March of 1989, the Apple II version in June, followed finally by that MS-DOS version — the most important of all, oddly left for last. By that time Bruce Davis had lost patience, and Infocom had ceased to exist as anything other than a Mediagenic brand. The story of Zork Zero‘s failure to save Infocom thus isn’t so much the story of its commercial failure — although, make no mistake, it was a commercial failure — as the story of Infocom’s failure to just get the thing finished in time to even give it a chance of making a difference. Already an orphaned afterthought by the time it appeared on the platform that mattered most, Zork Zero likely never managed to sell even 10,000 copies in total. So much for Infocom’s “new look, new challenge, new beginning.”

We have a few more such afterthoughts to discuss before we pull the curtain at last on the story of Infocom, that most detailed and extended of all the stories I’ve told so far on this blog. Now, however, it’s time to check in with Infocom’s counterparts on the other side of the Atlantic, with the other two of the three remaining companies in the English-speaking world still trying to make a living out of text adventures in 1988. As you have probably guessed, things weren’t working out all that much better for either of them than they were for Infocom. Yet amidst the same old commercial problems, there are still some interesting and worthy games to discuss. So, we’ll start to do just that next time.

(Sources: As usual with my Infocom articles, much of this one is drawn from the full Get Lamp interview archives which Jason Scott so kindly shared with me. Much of it is also drawn from Jason’s “Infocom Cabinet” of vintage documents. Magazine sources include Questbusters of March 1989, The Games Machine of October 1989, and the Spring 1989 issue of Infocom’s The Status Line newsletter. Huge thanks also to Tim Anderson and Steve Meretzky for corresponding with me about some of the details of this period.

If you still want to play Zork Zero after the thrashing I’ve just given it — sorry, Steve and all Zork Zero fans! — you can purchase it from GOG.com as part of The Zork Anthology.)
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				Steven Marsh			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 1:53 pm			

			
				
				Interesting read, as ever; thanks!

I’m a bit more sympathetic to this game than you are, although I admit I haven’t played it all the way through in many years.

One of the things I most appreciated about it – when I was 15 – is that it was so discrete; I could play for a few hours and feel fairly confident that I was 1) making progress, and 2) having some kind of satisfying game experience. Since there wasn’t a time limit (or food or other limited resource) and fairly hard to get locked out, I could feel confident that any puzzles I solved actually WERE solved.

That wasn’t the case with many (most?) Infocom games. Hitchhiker’s Guide kept feeling (correctly) like it was trying to punish you for the slightest misstep. The three classic mysteries all felt like I could play for hours and not be any closer to “really” solving it. Even – as I recall – Arthur (which I enjoyed more as a story) had a time limit that was a bit stressful.

I also didn’t mind the reuse of classic puzzles, because the game was so bleedin’ big that those felt like mental “breathers.” It’s like how a crossword puzzle with nothing but super-clever clues is pretty exhausting; you need the easy and common OREO and AJA answers to give you some easy mental “victories.” Plus – again – the game was so big that I never felt like those puzzles were crowding out other, more-interesting puzzles. Plus, if Infocom had continued, I felt like Zork Zero would have been a good line in the sand for nearly every classic type of puzzle: “We can never do a puzzle like [X] again, because we did that one in Zork Zero.”

Zork Zero (as I played it on the Apple IIgs) is, perhaps, one of the classic examples of that “physicality” of the play experience. Deciding (foolishly) to climb to the top of the Tower took well over an hour on my Apple, as every few levels resulted in another ka-CHUNK ka-CHUNK of the 3.5″ drive spinning to life. In contrast, I played this recently and – thanks to macros – got to the top in a couple of minutes. It’s really hard to describe how different that original experience is; it’s not just slower. There was always a moment’s deliberation of, “Do I want to go poking around on the west side of the kingdom again? That’ll take some time…”

This isn’t really an errata, but I’ll note that the “Apple II” version was actually for the IIe and IIc (or the IIgs in compatibility mode, as I played it); it also required two 5.25″ disk drives or one 3.5″ drive – both of which would have been rarer for the IIe. I mention it here because – although certainly necessary – that couldn’t have helped its sales. I imagine the primary audience for the game was IIc and IIgs owners, both of whom I imagine were smaller than the IIe userbase. (The IIgs was an ideal platform in the Apple realm, because it was zippier than the rest of the line.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 2:11 pm			

			
				
				Thanks for this. Your comment serves as an always welcome reminder of the role that changing times and expectations play. If I was a kid with a long summer stretching out in front of me and only one new game to play, I’d quite possibly want it to be this one rather than something compact and completable like Leather Goddesses or Stationfall. As I’ve discussed a bit in relation to the 1980s Ultimas — some other games I don’t have overly high opinions of in terms of basic design — many players back in the day weren’t so much looking for a game to play as a world to inhabit for weeks or months at a stretch. Actually solving the whole thing might almost be a disappointment.

I was also interested to learn that the Apple II version required either two disks or a 3.5″ drive. I’d wondered vaguely how Infocom fit a game of this size into the machine — getting the smaller A Mind Forever Voyaging and Trinity onto a single double-sided disk had been a huge challenge — but never got around to really looking into it. I do know that getting acceptable speed out of the YZIP interpreter on the Apple II sucked up a lot of time and effort.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 1:21 am			

			
				
				Since there wasn’t a time limit

The message for SCORE after a certain number of moves was pretty funny. The game tells you how many turns you’ve taken, and adds, “The day really seems to be dragging, doesn’t it?”

(Or maybe the command was TIME. Either way, it made me laugh.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Steven Marsh			

			
				May 7, 2016 at 12:47 am			

			
				
				Not to reply to my own post, but I finally figured what modern games tap into that “physicality” I talked about. The Professor Layton games (and the Puzzle Agent games, which are pretty closely related) have this animation between when you submit an answer and when it tells you if that answer is correct. Obviously, with modern technology, these games could give a thumbs-up/thumbs-down immediately, but by making the player sweat for a moment, they heighten that thrill when the answer is correct (and, of course, amplify the stomach-sinking when it’s wrong). It’s not a perfect comparison, but there was an indescribable thrill when I would see the floppy disk drive lights flicker into action as it downloaded a new chunk of text because I did something correct (or noteworthy) on an Infocom game.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jayle Enn			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 3:05 pm			

			
				
				I enjoyed Zork Zero, but I think I enjoyed it in spite of the puzzles. There was just a… mean spiritedness to some of them, where a wrong answer forces a RESTORE or UNDO, but the feelies and the Encyclopedia were fun reads, and I enjoyed exploring that absurdly sprawling world.

Jumping-peg puzzles should never be used as a roadblock in a game though. Good grief.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				May 2, 2016 at 3:19 am			

			
				
				Jumping-peg puzzles should never be used as a roadblock in a game though. Good grief.

I heartily agree!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				TsuDhoNimh			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 3:47 pm			

			
				
				I remember Zork Zero (I also played the //gs version) mostly for how forgettable it was despite its length. Before I read the article, the only things I remembered about the game were the lazy reuse of old puzzles and (finally) getting to play Double Fanucci.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Alexander Freeman			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 11:32 pm			

			
				
				So you remember something because of how forgettable it was. Hmmm…

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Bob Reeves			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 3:57 pm			

			
				
				You’re fair as always, and make good points, but I loved this game the first time I played it and have continued to play it at least once every couple of years. I don’t know whether I’d have felt gypped otherwise, but Zork Zero was the first place I encountered ANY of the “hoary old chestnut” puzzles. I was a fan of the Zorkian mythology and also had been longing for a treasure-hunt experience comparable to the original Zork. (Hollywood Hijinx made me very happy.) The interlocking nature of the main puzzles, especially the regions beyond the Oracle and the bottom/top of the world, was exciting enough to make me feel I was understanding the structure of a rich universe, not just finding one more item to toss in the cauldron. Anyway, I suspect the game has other serious fans, and I just wanted to speak up for us.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Michael Russo			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 5:28 pm			

			
				
				Yep, I was quite young when I played it too, and hadn’t encountered these chestnuts either. The other items you mentioned, along with what Jimmy mentions above about enjoying a whole big world to explore to a long period of time, are really why I have fond memories of the game and why others enjoy it too despite the design mistakes.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 5:05 pm			

			
				
				Great as always! And I’ll really have to play this one someday (big queue before it, though).

with the other two of the three remaining companies in the English-speaking world still trying to make a living out of text adventures in 1988


Well, technically there was a fourth one, Zenobi Software, which would last for a lot longer than the other three. :) But, of course, I understand that it’s impossible for you to cover everything.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 29, 2016 at 6:13 pm			

			
				
				I tried to cover myself. ;) I could be wrong, but I don’t have the impression that the Balrog ever actually made a living wage from Zenobi. There were a number of other small shareware and mail-order outfits, but, again, all moonlighting operations rather than companies with proper offices, employees, etc.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 1:48 am			

			
				
				I didn’t dislike Zork Zero as much as you did. The wealth of funny responses to random actions helped overcome the annoyances, though I did roll my eyes at the borrowed puzzles. There were some pretty clever puzzles here and there, to be sure (my favorite involved the way you use the life-size chess pieces), but c’mon, measure-out-liquids-with-two-odd-size-containers, lady-or-the-tiger, Tower of Hanoi, Hi-Q…it was just too much.

I also agree about the aimlessness, and the loss of pacing that results when most of the territory is available from the beginning of the game. I went back and reread a review I wrote about 20 years ago, which said, among other things:

Given the amount of story underlying Zork Zero, it’s

strange how little of it comes out in the game (until the finale, anyway); it doesn’t seem that it would have been impossible to discover interesting things about the Flatheads or about Megaboz that shape your quest and draw the player into finding out more. As it is, until the last few moves, what you see is largely what you get.

…which I still think is a fair point. The game could have had some structure, and had it been written earlier, it might have had some. As you point out, Meretzky embraced the Flathead/GUE lore stuff, and it would have been easy enough to give the game some actual plot arising from it. I’m not saying it would have been a great game that way, but it would have been less of a slog.

Also agree that the improvements in the parser are mostly invisible, though there are a bunch of scaled objects (large fly, larger fly, largest fly) that might not have worked with the earlier version of the parser.

One other observation: there’s so much silliness in Zork Zero that it felt less like a Zork game than a pastiche. The general setting of the original trilogy was that of a decayed empire, with funny bits now and again to lighten the mood; Beyond Zork had a slightly different feel, but the melancholic element showed up here and there. It just doesn’t show up at all in Zork Zero, unless you count the very ending. The same is true, to some extent, of Sorcerer as compared to Enchanter and Spellbreaker, but it’s amplified here.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 7:05 am			

			
				
				I actually had a paragraph or two at one point specifically about the writing, but I ended up cutting it because it didn’t feel all that relevant somehow but did feel like piling on with the criticism — and I felt that the article was getting a bit too long and shaggy anyway.

But yeah, I agree with you. Lebling, Blank, and Moriarty all mixed windy grandeur with (generally) more subtle humor, whereas Meretzky in both Sorcerer and Zork Zero pretty much wrote slapstick comedy. This is kind of odd when we consider that Meretzky was actually the one who took the Zork milieu most seriously as a coherent setting, but so be it.

At his best, Meretzky writes humor that first seems dumb but proves to be shot through with a lot of real cleverness and wit. As his worst… well, it just seems dumb. While not a disaster in the writing department, Zork Zero tends more toward the latter than the former for me. Like so much else in the game, the humor seems a little rote. But, again, there are so many more fundamental issues of design here that I decided not to keelhaul the game for that as well. More inspired writing wouldn’t have saved this one.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Casey Muratori			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 5:29 am			

			
				
				Not so much a comment on the article as just a slight note in Zork Zero’s favor: it has what I felt was the best text adventure puzzle I ever came across in Infocom’s catalog (or anyone else’s for that matter) – namely, the hard hat puzzle.

– Casey

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				S. John Ross			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 8:18 am			

			
				
				I went in hoping you’d make a hodj n podj comparison at some point. Glad to see it.

I’m so mixed about Zork Zero because, like Meretzky, I see the Zork universe as not just a fantasy setting, but kind of the best fantasy setting, along with Groo’s world and WYHTL (partly because I’ve never been able to choke down the self-serious stuff like Tolkien, but mostly because when Zork is warm, it’s very successfully warm while being clever to boot … of course, Zork Zero is almost never warm …)

I actually love the graphics a lot in ZZ … the shifts in borders give a real sense of tone, and the little square symbols (used on both the automap and as “illuminations” in the text) worked well for me.

But yeah. So much of it feels phoned in, even nasty … and playing it on the heels of Beyond Zork, which I found (and still find) pretty magical in most respects, it just felt like a kind of cruel trap. “Ha ha, we have your heart and now we’ll stomp on it a bit here’s a tower of effing Hanoi.” More recently, the Professor Layton series manages a much more charming approach to presenting a chestnut bucket as an adventure.

But … there are bits I love. I love the opening. I replay the opening regularly, and then just quit and imagine the rest keeps on feeling like that. I feel like a strong editorial hand could reach in and slap Zork Zero down into something much more compact, and the other hand could slap some warmth into it.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Keith Palmer			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 12:26 pm			

			
				
				I can’t remember now if I saved Zork Zero until I was running low on games in “The Lost Treasures of Infocom” (by which point “colour Macs” weren’t quite so expensive and distinctively rare as I suppose they must have been in 1988) or just until I’d played through all the other Zork adventures. In any case, though, I suppose by that point I had lost most of my reluctance to resort to the hint books, and Zork Zero’s built-in hints would have been less overbearing than the unconcealed text in the “Lost Treasures” book…

I do remember seeing the “Infocom’s new graphics” ad in an issue of “Games” magazine at my school library, and having already picked up on the old “the imagination has better resolution than any computer screen” selling point from a previous “Games” article there was a bit of an odd feeling mixed in with some actual excitement… Still, I have impressions of the mood of the IF community being openly hostile to “graphic adventures” in the mid-1990s, and I was contrasting the general mood in this piece and its responses to thoughts some first reactions to this adventure “must” have had overtones similar to “Dylan going electric” (or, to be perhaps perilously more recent, to the way some fetishize movie special effects from the early 1980s).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 6:58 pm			

			
				
				There’s always been a lot of talk about this subset of text-adventure fans who were supposedly ideologically opposed to the inclusion of graphics, but I must say I’ve never really met any of them in all my years of playing and studying text adventures. I think these folks were/are at least as much mythical as real. Certainly there weren’t any of them at Infocom; “we stick out graphics where the sun don’t shine” was never really more than a clever marketing angle for them. About the most extreme position I’ve ever noticed is more one of indifference to graphics than outright hostility — i.e., as long as the core game isn’t simplified or dumbed down in order to make room for them, they’re accepted and often appreciated. During the 8-bit era, the core game usually *did* suffer to one degree or another from the inclusion of graphics, as Infocom’s advertising so memorably highlighted. (The games of Magnetic Scrolls are arguably the only exception.) Machines like the Macintosh and Amiga, however, were barely idling when running a typical Infocom text-only game, and could easily support graphics as well without losing anything. I suspect that Infocom’s lingering fear of outraged text-only purists was a case of them believing their own marketing a bit too much.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				David Cornelson			

			
				April 30, 2016 at 6:12 pm			

			
				
				I barely remember buying and playing Zork Zero, but I do know I loved every second of it. I’ve never been one to relate Infocom puzzles to hoary old ones, so that would have never mattered to me.

I think if you just play the game and catch Meretzky’s humorous jabs often enough, it makes you feel at home, or in a small computer lab in a high school in Milwaukee playing DUNGEO (mainframe Zork) on a paper terminal with wide green bar paper.

It’s too bad they didn’t just focus on making great stories and resisted any attempt to be dragged into the graphical world. A few years later and they would have had the Internet and HTML to handle those things.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Janice M. Eisen			

			
				May 1, 2016 at 12:53 am			

			
				
				I seem to have liked the game more than you did, but I literally remembered nothing about playing it except the triumph I felt when I solved the Double Fanucci puzzle. (Upon reading your review, I remembered the 400-story tower, but literally nothing else you mentioned rang a bell.) I even had to go look up the game on Wikipedia to make sure I wasn’t confusing it with Beyond Zork.

It’s sad that there are so many late Infocom games with great potential that never reached it because of the company’s troubles.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Lee Jones			

			
				May 4, 2016 at 8:49 am			

			
				
				I’ve been following the story of Infocom pretty closely on this blog from the beginning.

I’m also a bit of a history buff, with a particular interest in the Titanic, so the mention of an unmade Titanic game has really piqued my interest.

Is there anymore information about it online? Does Steve Meretzky talk about his work? Is there a way to contact him?

I REALLY want to know more about this.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 4, 2016 at 6:04 pm			

			
				
				It’s been a game Meretzky has tried to get made for many years. I know a fair amount of the plot as he’d developed it by the late 1990s. It’s a very interesting historical angle indeed. Not to be a tease, but I don’t really feel it’s my place to publicly describe the plot in detail, in case Meretzky does still harbor hopes of getting it made someday. My best advice is to write to him yourself: http://boffo.us/. I’ve always found him to be quite accessible and responsive — which doesn’t of course guarantee he’ll want to divulge his design in detail.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lee Jones			

			
				May 5, 2016 at 7:57 am			

			
				
				Thanks for the info. Sent him a message. 

Considering my fandom for Infocom, I almost feel like I’m making contact with a rock star.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Andrew Schultz			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 5:17 am			

			
				
				My take on the “old chestnut” puzzles (as someone who likes puzzles) was

1. Neat! something I can solve right away!

2. Ooh, I knew this too.

3. Hm, this does seem a little forced, even though it is playing to my strength. Am I getting spoiled or something?

4. Help! I can’t do much else other than what’s in the hint-feelies!

I was 13 at the time. I remember still having trouble getting through the puzzles I didn’t know even with the hints.

I think to some extent it was impressive to see any of this implemented–but the fun didn’t last so well. And speaking as a puzzle fan my favorite bits were still knowing and remembering which Flathead had which item.

That said, I was able to sit back and enjoy it for what it was years later. It did feel a bit disjointed, though, and the thrill of maybe SCORING ONE THOUSAND POINTS wore off too soon.

Has anyone ever tried to reverse engineer Double Fanucci? I’d be curious about the rules. I still wonder now and then.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jonathan Badger			

			
				May 9, 2016 at 1:00 pm			

			
				
				I’m surprised that Moriarty was such a humorless prude about Meretzky’s proposed Biblical spoof. A *lot* of people find humor about the absurdities of religion extremely funny (Monty Python’s “Life of Brian”, the “Great Prophet Zarquon” from Hitchhikers’ etc.). Yes, I’m sure a few people would have been (or rather *claimed* to have been without actually playing it) offended, but at least in the West, such people are a thankfully tiny percentage of the population.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 9, 2016 at 1:42 pm			

			
				
				Well, there’s good satire and bad satire. To me, Meretzky’s proposal just sounds hectoring, obvious, mean-spirited, and dull. But apart from that I suppose it would have been fine. ;)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Melfina the Blue			

			
				July 22, 2016 at 7:04 pm			

			
				
				“The problem with that logic is that no one likes to turn to hints, whether found in the game itself, in a separate InvisiClues booklet, or in an online walkthrough. ”

Hi, I do! But I play games for exploration and stories, not puzzles, and the boost I get for figuring out a frustrating puzzle is far less than the frustration I suffered, so yay walkthroughs and hint guides! (Not in any way suggesting you change your entry, just wanted to say that there is at least one person out there who contradicts your statement)

Also, very much enjoying the history. I’ve always been a PC gamer, but much of the history you’ve covered so far was completely new to me (IBM family and I was a small to medium child in the 80s so…)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				July 22, 2016 at 8:13 pm			

			
				
				FWIW, I’m like you – I turn to hints or walkthroughs very quickly, sometimes not even beginning a game without such a resource available, because I would rather see the sights then get frustrated with my inability to solve puzzles.

				


			

			

	





			




				
		
	
		
			
				Corrupted Fish

				May 6, 2016
			

Anita Sinclair’s original vision for her company Magnetic Scrolls cast it as Britain’s answer to Infocom, pumping out multiple finely crafted traditional text adventures each year — albeit text adventures with the commercially critical addition of attractive illustrations. As 1988 began, Magnetic Scrolls had barely begun to execute on that vision, having released just three games. But the times were changing and the text-adventure market clearly softening, and those realities were already beginning to interfere with her plans. Already by the beginning of the year, Magnetic Scrolls was underway with by far their most ambitious project to date, a radical overhauling of the traditional old parser-driven text adventure that was to gild the plain-text lily with not just pictures but clickable hot spots on said pictures, sound and music, animation, clickable iconic representations of the game’s map and the player’s inventory, a clickable compass rose, a menu of verbs, and much, much more, all tied together with an in-house-written system of windows and menus — “Magnetic Windows” — borrowing heavily from the Macintosh. Lurking almost forgotten below all the bells and whistles would be a game called Wonderland, an adaptation of Lewis Carrol.

We’ll get to Wonderland, released at last only in 1990, in due course. Today, though, I’d like to look at the twin swan songs of Anita Sinclair’s earlier vision for Magnetic Scrolls, both of which were already in the pipeline at the time the Wonderland project was begun and both of which were released in 1988.

[image: Corruption]

Corruption, the first of the pair, was the brainchild and personal pet project of Rob Steggles, designer in the broad strokes of Magnetic Scrolls’s earlier The Pawn and Guild of Thieves. Having worked with Magnetic Scrolls strictly on an occasional, ad-hoc basis heretofore, Steggles finished university after the spring semester of 1987 and called Anita Sinclair to ask for a job reference. Instead, she asked if he’d like to come work for Magnetic Scrolls full-time. Once arrived, Steggles convinced her to let him pursue a project very different from anything Magnetic Scrolls had done to date: a realistic, topical thriller set in the present day and inspired by Infocom’s early trilogy of mysteries. She agreed, and Hugh Steers, another of Magnetic Scrolls’s founders, came to work with Steggles as programmer on the project. Largely the creative vision of Steggles alone, Corruption represents a departure from the norm at Magnetic Scrolls, whose games, much more so than those of Infocom, tended to be collaborative efforts rather than works easily attributable to a single author.

Whether accidentally or on purpose, Steggles captured the zeitgeist in a bottle. This being the height of Margaret Thatcher’s remade and remodeled, hyper-capitalistic Britain, he chose to set his thriller amid the sharks of high finance inside The City of London. He had enough access to that world to give his game a certain lived-in verisimilitude, thanks to friends who worked in banks and a father who went to work every day in the heart of the financial district as an executive for British Telecom. Steggles nosed around inside buildings, chatted with traders, and pored over the Insider Trading Act to get the details right.

In December of 1987, the film Wall Street, with the immortal Gordon Gecko of “greed is good!” fame, debuted in the United States. It appeared in Britain five months later, corresponding almost exactly with the release of Corruption. Magnetic Scrolls couldn’t have planned it better if they’d tried. Today, Corruption is one of the relatively few computer games to viscerally evoke the time and place of its creation — a time and place of BMWs and Porsches, lunchtime deal-brokering at the latest trendy restaurant, synth-pop on the CD player, cocaine bumps in stolen bathroom moments.

In Corruption, you play a young City up-and-comer named Derek Rogers. You’ve just been promoted to partner in your firm for — you believe — your hard work in landing an important deal. In the course of the game, however, you learn that the whole thing is an elaborate conspiracy to frame you for the illegal insider trading for which another partner and his cronies are being investigated. The ranks of the conspirators include not only the head of the firm and many of his associates but even your own wife, who happens to be having an affair with the aforementioned head. Revolving as it does around betrayal and adultery, with drugs thrown in to boot, Corruption is certainly the most “adult” game Magnetic Scrolls would ever make. Steggles says that it was written in a conscious attempt to address an “older” audience — a bit of a reach for him, given that he himself was barely into his twenties.

Corruption acquits itself pretty well in some ways, remarkably so really given its author’s youth and inexperience. The atmosphere of cutthroat high finance comes across more often than not, and the grand conspiracy arrayed against you, improbable though it may be, is no more improbable than those found in a thousand Hollywood productions, among them Wall Street. A crucial feelie is a conversation on an included cassette, professionally produced by Magnetic Scrolls’s resident music specialist John Molloy and scripted by Michael Bywater, still a regular presence around the offices. Like much in Corruption, it’s very well done.

[image: Drawn by Alan Hunnisett and Richard Selby rather than Geoff Quilley, Corruption's pictures look a little drab in comparison to Magnetic Scrolls's fantasy games.]Drawn by Alan Hunnisett and Richard Selby rather than Geoff Quilley, Corruption‘s pictures look a little dark and drab in comparison to Magnetic Scrolls’s fantasy games — but maybe that’s the right choice for this milieu.


Unfortunately, as a piece of game design Corruption falls down badly. Unsurprisingly given that it was inspired by the Infocom mysteries, Corruption is a try-and-try-again game, the process of solving it a process of mapping out the movements of the characters around you and learning through trial and error where to be when and what to do there to avoid their traps and crack the case. But it just doesn’t work all that well even on those polarizing terms. The Infocom mysteries, for all that they rely heavily on what would be attributed to coincidence and luck in a conventional detective novel, do hang together as coherent fictions once the winning path through the story is discovered. Corruption doesn’t. Whereas the Infocom mysteries all cast you as a detective charged with investigating a crime that has already taken place, in Corruption you start as just a happy bloke who’s gotten a big promotion. On the basis of no evidence whatsoever, you have to start following your associates around, stealing keys and breaking into their offices and cars, laying traps for your dearly beloved wife, all of which does rather raise the question of who’s the real sociopath here. Some of the actions required to win the game simply make no sense whatsoever, not even in the context of you being the most suspicious, paranoid, and devious person in an office full of them. At a certain point, for instance, you get hit by a car and wind up in the hospital. A later puzzle — a puzzle your character couldn’t possibly anticipate — demands that you have something you can only find by stealing it off a doctor in the hospital. So, in addition to being a suspicious and devious jerk with a death wish, old Derek Rogers needs to also be a hopeless kleptomaniac. Or is he just a paranoid schizophrenic? I don’t know; you can diagnose him for yourself.

Corruption is one of those games that I wonder how anyone ever solves without benefit of hints or walkthroughs. In addition to all the problems of timing, some of the individual puzzles are really, really bad. The hospital sequence in particular is a notorious showstopper, its purpose for being in the game as tough to divine as the right way to come out of it. Conversations are a more constant pain; you never know when you’re supposed to tell someone about something, nor, given the parser’s limitations, quite how to say it.

In an interview, Steggles made a statement I continue to find flabbergasting every time I read it. Speaking of Corruption‘s try-and-try-again mode of play, he said, “Believe it or not, it wasn’t a deliberate choice to do it that way and I think that if someone had made that comment about it during development we’d have stopped it because it wasn’t really ‘fair’ on the player.” But really, how could he not know what sort of game he was creating, given that he was inspired by the Infocom mysteries that offered exactly this approach to play? Still, let’s take his words at face value. Not initially realizing what sort of game he was creating — and how hard that game would inevitably turn out to be — speaks to an inexperienced designer whose ideas outran his critical thinking; we can forgive that as a venal sin. But for Magnetic Scrolls not to have arranged for him to have the feedback he needed to know of his game’s failings and correct them… that sin is mortal. It speaks to yet another adventure game released without anyone having ever really tried to play it.

There are signs that some at Magnetic Scrolls knew Corruption wasn’t quite up to snuff. Anita Sinclair came very close to actively discouraging Magnetic Scrolls’s fans from buying the game: “It doesn’t follow that if you enjoyed Jinxter, or even Guild [of Thieves], you will enjoy Corruption.” Corruption, she said, would likely have “limited appeal.”

She would be able to muster much more enthusiasm for Magnetic Scrolls’s second game of 1988. And for good reason: it’s a gem, my personal favorite in their catalog.

[image: Fish!]

The game in question is called Fish!, and is the product of an unlikely collaboration involving a musician, a journalist, and a civil servant: John Molloy, Phil South, and Pete Kemp respectively. One day on a long bus ride, good friends Molloy and South were riffing on some of the absurdly difficult and unfair adventure games that were so typical of those days. The discussion proceeded to encompass satirical ideas about possible new scenarios for same. “What if you started the game as a goldfish and you had to save the world?” asked one of them at some point (neither can quite remember which). Thus was born Fish!.

Molloy, who had been doing music for Magnetic Scrolls for a couple of years by then and in addition to being a working musician wasn’t a bad programmer, was attracted to the idea of seeing how the other half lived, of designing and helping to implement a complete game of his own. As Phil South succinctly describes it, “He pitched it to Magnetic Scrolls, they went nuts.” Kemp, another good mate of Molloy’s, joined after the latter gave him a pitch he also couldn’t refuse: “A bit of fun, a bit of money, and everlasting obscurity.”

South and Kemp were soon introduced to the intimidating cast of eccentrics that was Magnetic Scrolls. South:

I remember Magnetic Scrolls being in a rather grimy and unsavoury Victorian suburb of South London and having to brave the trains late at night to get there. I remember Anita being small but scary, and possessing a wisdom far beyond her years. She terrifies the crap out of men twice her size just by looking at them. I remember Ken [Gordon] being the most laid back Scotsman I’d ever met, which puts him on track for being one of the most laid-back guys worldwide. Rob Steggles has an evil sense of humour and at the time had a real passion for Games Workshop’s BLOODBOWL board game. Michael Bywater is scary smart, hugely funny, and also possibly one of THE most grumpy men I’ve ever met.


Fish! casts you as an “inter-dimensional espionage operative” who warps Quantum Leap-style among times, bodies, locations, and dimensions on the trail of criminals. At the beginning of the game, you’re enjoying a spot of rest and relaxation as a goldfish in your own private aquarium, when you’re notified that a gang of anarchists who call themselves the Seven Deadly Fins have stolen something called a focus wheel, needed to keep a planet of fish called Aquaria hydrated. First you need to assemble the pieces of the focus wheel, which the Fins have scattered across three different worlds. Then you can warp to the city of Hydropolis, capital of Aquaria, to set it into operation before the last of the water evaporates and everyone drowns.

[image: I find Fish!'s more colorful, surrealistic graphics to be more attractive than those of Corruption.]I find Fish!‘s more colorful, surrealistic pictures to be much more attractive than those of Corruption.


As you’ve probably gathered, Fish! isn’t a very serious game. It’s rather a surrealistic riot of fishy puns and absurdist humor in the style of Douglas Adams. The prospect of neither surrealism nor Douglas Adams-style humor excites me all that much when starting a new game because those things are usually (over)done so badly, but Fish! pulls it off with aplomb. The fishy wordplay comes fast and furious, inducing groans and smiles in equal measure: “the archway is a magnificent example of craftfishship”; “any old eel could slip in here and break into every apartment on the block”; “some dolphins rush in where angelfish fear to tread”; “the police station is fished day and night by a stalwart dogfish who is ready to solve the troutiest of crimes”; “Tuna Day’s Music Ship is cluttered with amateur musicians, most of whom are playing versions of the ancient heavy-metal hit ‘Smoke Underwater'”; “glancing toward the toilet, you see a trout emerge, adjusting his flies.”

Thanks doubtless to Molloy’s background, much of Fish! is informed by music and the life of a musician. In addition to “Smoke Underwater,” he makes time to acknowledge that timeless classic “Sole Man” by Salmon Dave, and to make fun of buskers.

You notice several students loitering with intent. One of them produces a guitar and starts singing: "Come on feel my nose. The girls grab my clothes. Go why, why why any more." Oh no, he's started busking! Luckily, the other students attack and carry him off before you hear too much.

I love one early puzzle involving a Svengali music producer and his cowed assistant Rod. I know it’s anachronistic, but somehow I always picture Simon Cowell in this scene. (Spoiler Warning!)

An important-looking beetroot-faced producer enters the room behind you. "You," he shouts charmingly, "make some coffee or you're fired." He strides out.

>rod, make coffee



"Sure thing," says Rod, rushing down the corridor. You hear the kitchen door slam, then a few seconds later it slams again as Rod comes out. "That's the way to do it," he beams as he returns, holding a steaming mug of coffee.



The producer appears and grabs the mug. He looks at you and smiles a sickly smile as Rod leaves. "Well done," he says, taking a slurp, "you'll go far in this business. You've already learned the golden rule: if in doubt, delegate." Then he stomps out, looking pleased with himself.

In marked contrast to the confused and confusing Corruption, Fish! is quite fair, at least according to its own old-school lights. The three early acts, each involving the collection of one piece of the focus wheel, are all fairly easily manageable. The final act in Hydropolis, the real meat of the game, is much more challenging, another exercise in good planning and careful timing given that you have only one day to a complete a very complicated mission. So, yes, it’s another try-and-try-again scenario, and far from a trivial one; I found one puzzle in particular, another entry in the grand text-adventure tradition of mazes that aren’t quite mazes, to be so complicated that I ended up writing a program to solve it for me. But the clues you need are always there, and there’s never a need to do anything completely inexplicable like stealing vital medical equipment. Good planning and careful note-taking — and maybe a handmade Python script — will see you through. I love games like this one that challenge me for the right reasons.

Whether because Anita Sinclair was much more personally enthusiastic about this project or because it was a true collaboration from the start, the authors of Fish! got the feedback that Steggles apparently lacked in writing Corruption. Phil South:

Sometimes during play testing it came out that the puzzle was too hard or to too easy. We adjusted the hardness by leaving clues. Sometimes the puzzle was taken out altogether. We played other people’s games and saw how they solved the hardness problem.


After Corruption was finished, Steggles joined the team to do some final polishing and editing, a role he describes as “basically acting as a sub-editor to bring the writing into the house style.” Michael Bywater once again took responsibility for most of the feelies.

Released in time for Christmas 1988, Fish! fell victim to a breakdown in the relationship between Magnetic Scrolls and their publisher Rainbird; it never enjoyed the distribution or promotion of Magnetic Scrolls’s earlier games, even as Anita Sinclair said that it stood alongside Guild of Thieves as her personal favorites in the catalog. (As a glance at my own Hall of Fame will attest, that’s an assessment with which I very much agree.) We’ll get into the breakdown with Rainbird and what it meant for Magnetic Scrolls in a future article. For now, though, suffice to say that the release of Fish! marked the end of Magnetic Scrolls’s era of greatest popularity and influence. Molloy, South, and Kemp all moved on with their lives and day jobs, leaving their days as text-adventure authors behind as a fond anecdote for their scrapbooks; none would ever work in the games industry again. Steggles departed in December after a “storming row” with Anita Sinclair over his salary and his general unhappiness with the direction of the company; he also moved on with life outside of games. Michael Bywater’s business relationship with Magnetic Scrolls ended in correspondence with the end of his romantic relationship with Anita.

In a fast-changing market, with so many of the old gang suddenly leaving, Magnetic Scrolls’s future depended more than ever on Wonderland. That project… but I said we’d save that for another day, didn’t I? In the meantime, go play Fish!. Really, how can you can not love a game that describes another featureless dead end as, “This is as far as the corridor goes. On the first date anyway.”

(Sources: Games Machine of August 1988, November 1988; Computer and Video Games of July 1988; Commodore User of June 1988; The One of July 1990; ST News of Summer 1989. Online sources include “Magnetic Scrolls Memories” by Rob Steggles on The Magnetic Scrolls Memorial and an interview with Steggles at L’avventura è l’avventura. And huge, huge thanks to Stefan Meier of The Magnetic Scrolls Memorial for digging up a dump of Peter Verdi’s apparently defunct Magnetic Scrolls Chronicles website, including original interviews with Rob Steggles, Michael Bywater, Phil South, and Pete Kemp. You’re a lifesaver, Stefan!

Corruption, Fish!, and all of the other Magnetic Scrolls games are available from Stefan’s site in forms suitable for playing with the Magnetic interpreter — or you can now play them online, directly in your browser, if you like.)
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				Ade			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 9:54 am			

			
				
				To be fair, Corruption did win the PCW Game of the Year award. Although I’m not sure how. I certainly don’t remember it with fondness. I think it might have been the first MS game I completely gave up on very quickly. As I recall though it did have some firsts that make it a little more interesting – the UI was tailored to the game, some speech capability, and the audio tape included in the packaging. I also remember from somewhere that it had the working title Upon Westminster Bridge. But I can’t find my source anymore.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 5:59 pm			

			
				
				I believe that Upon Westminster Bridge was another project. I’ve heard it described as a pet project of Anita Sinclair’s, one she was working on largely alone. Interestingly, it was to have been text only. No real idea how far along she got with it. Most of the other Magnetic Scroll alumni are reluctant to speak about it, referring to it as very much something reserved for Anita to talk about, if she wishes. And Anita has never given an interview about Magnetic Scrolls since the company folded.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Ade			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 10:30 pm			

			
				
				You are probably right, although I do remember where I read it. In the Magnetic Scrolls fact sheet on the ifarchive, here: ftp://ftp.ifarchive.org/if-archive/magnetic-scrolls/info/msfact.txt. If it was a different project,, it seems to be a widely held misconception. Even the Wikipedia article notes it to be the working title.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 8:51 am			

			
				
				My primary source for this is Steggles’s interview with Peter Verdi for the apparently now defunct MS Chronicles site. 

“Do you know of any Magnetic Scrolls titles that never saw the light of day?

Anita was working on one called Upon Westminster Bridge. It was a shame that one never got off the ground.

It’s completely understandable if you don’t feel like talking about someone else’s brainchild, but I simply have to ask: what was Upon Westminster Bridge about?

You’d need to ask Anita that one.”

Since Steggles was after all the author of Corruption, this seems pretty definitive.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Torbjörn Andersson			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 11:09 am			

			
				
				“At just the right point, for instance, you have to deliberately walk out into traffic so as to get hit by a car and wind up in the hospital.”

I don’t think that’s the intended solution, because the game has at least two different ways of arranging an “accident” for you that will land you in the hospital. Here’s one, if you are near the road:

Someone comes up behind you and whispers, I’ve got some bad news for you Mr. Rogers.” Before you can see who it is, you are shoved in the back and fall into the road. Brakes screech but they aren’t good enough to stop you being hit and bumped across the road. Morbid onlookers gather round, listening to your screams. You just manage to see the blue flashing light of an ambulance before passing out.

And here’s another, if you’re in the park:

A tramp holding a bottle starts to walk up to you. As he gets closer his pace quickens. He pulls a dirty blade from his pocket and breaks into a sprint. You turn to run but he smashes the bottle on the side of your head and pushes you to the ground. “I’ve got some bad news for you Mr. Rogers,” he says smiling, and raises the knife high above his head. The sight of blood from your head wound is too much – you pass out.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Torbjörn Andersson			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 11:12 am			

			
				
				Any typos in those texts (and I’ve already spotted one missing quotation mark) are likely to be my own. I couldn’t copy/paste the text, so I had to type it in myself.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 6:11 pm			

			
				
				Fair enough. Made a couple of minor edits. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				David Boddie			

			
				May 6, 2016 at 7:13 pm			

			
				
				I played Corruption on the Archimedes in the early 1990s, having bought a budget games compilation at a computer show. Only the disk was supplied, and maybe some basic instructions, so I missed out on any feelies that might have come with the original.

I tried hard to like it and spent some time trying to find where and when you needed to be to pick up bits of information/evidence, though I don’t know if your character has to do this. In the end, despite the interesting world, I found it tiresome and restrictive to play. I managed to get into the hospital but had to read the adventures column in the Micro User to find out how to get out, and the solution to that puzzle didn’t seem to have any precedent in the game at all.

I used to fire it up just to listen to the music on the loading screen and appreciate the title artwork. The graphics were nice to look at – more pictures would have been appreciated! Otherwise, it now seems like a bit of a Groundhog Day experience. It was a nice bonus game in the compilation, and not the worst of the three games in there.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Alexander Freeman			

			
				May 7, 2016 at 1:40 am			

			
				
				I guess I’m the only one who thinks Corruption is a decent game although I do think the hospital puzzle might qualify for some top 20 list of most awful puzzles ever in a commercial text adventure. I thought the part about being at the right  place at the right time was intentional, though, the idea being that clues clue you in on where to be, and you act like an investigator rather than a sleuth like in Deadline, which I might play again since I don’t seem to remember being in the right place at the right time being such a problem.

I had decided to give Fish a miss since the premise didn’t seem that interesting, but reading this has changed my mind.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Magnus Strömgren			

			
				May 7, 2016 at 10:59 pm			

			
				
				The “hospital puzzle”, is that really such a big deal? I mean, since the entire game needs you to be at the right place at the right time?

Also interesting is the entire park area, that seems to fulfill no function whatsoever, as far as I can tell.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Alexander Freeman			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 7:50 pm			

			
				
				Well, in my opinion, yes, since the game at least gives some clues as to where you need to be. With the hospital sequence, you must not waste one move. That not only means more restoring an retrying than usual for the game, but it also means you have to put all your inventory into your suitcase ahead of time even though you have no reason to think of doing that. Then when the sequence happens, it plays out like something from Looney Tunes, making it stick out like a sore thumb for what’s supposed to be a gritty game. And all that just for a lousy stethoscope.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Kroc Camen			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 7:15 pm			

			
				
				Now that we’re back to the British side, this made me wonder if you’ll cover the Amstrad PCW at some point. For a long time it filled in area in computer usage where the PC was far too expensive for the Brits. The PCW was a quarter of the price, had a very generous 90×32 screen and was so popular (some 8 million units in all) that for a word-processor even some games were released for it, including IF.

I had one of these as a schoolkid and taught myself how to word process on it and to write simple games with the included CP/M Mallard BASIC. It’s one of my favourite machines ever simply for it’s great “bang for buck” value; a cheap, simple machine that was very capable.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 8, 2016 at 7:34 pm			

			
				
				I do have an overview of developments in British computing coming a few articles down the line. Will try to give Amstrad a little more of its due then, although I’m unlikely to dwell overmuch on any particular machine.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 9, 2016 at 1:55 pm			

			
				
				I never had a PCW (I don’t think they were even sold in Portugal, and, anyway, I was a kid / teenager back then), but I think it was a really interesting system, for the reasons you mention.

There was also a lot of interactive fiction for it (including about half of Infocom’s catalogue, plus most of Level 9’s and Magnetic Scrolls’). It was also a great machine for it — it was designed for word processing, so it already had a screen with a lot of columns and readable fonts. Plus, its very generous RAM prevented the disk thrashing found in C64 and CPC versions of several adventure games (try playing Corruption on a C64, CPC or Spectrum +3 emulator, with several seconds of disk access whenever you type in a simple “look” command).

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				May 9, 2016 at 7:35 am			

			
				
				Yay, Corruption! I think this was the first ever Infocom-style game I ever owned. Played it so much, but was never able to crack it without the walkthrough. A lot of things were not obvious and not clearly described (or not implemented).

And yes, the hospital puzzle.  You had to actually abuse the parser’s very particular implementation of ‘TAKE ALL…’ to do it in the time limit.  And the tone was cartoonish and not fitting with the rest of the story.

But still. As a Deadline clone, it was a lot of fun, and I still have fond memories of the game I dearly wished it was.

It also gave me a lifelong fear of City of London bankers, so there’s that.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Ken Brubaker			

			
				May 17, 2016 at 11:42 am			

			
				
				“a time and place of BMWs and Porches”

I assume you actually mean Porsches there?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 17, 2016 at 12:40 pm			

			
				
				Ha! Yes, thanks.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Martin			

			
				October 2, 2016 at 3:42 pm			

			
				
				I have to ask. If a fish is left out of the water, is its death a drowning? On one level it seems right and on another it seems wrong. I just have to know if that term is right or wrong.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				October 3, 2016 at 4:13 am			

			
				
				I think it has to be asphyxiation. Drowning refers specifically to being submerged in water (or other liquid).
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[image: Nick, Pete, and Mike Austin of Level 9 pose with Ingrid the Gnome Ranger.]Nick, Pete, and Mike Austin of Level 9 pose with Ingrid the Gnome Ranger.


Of all the creators I’ve written about so far on this blog, the Austin brothers of Level 9 have frustrated me the most, purely on account of their immense unrealized potential. They could have been great, I tell you. They could have been contenders. But timing and circumstances kept it all from ever quite coming together for them.

At first glance, that may seem an odd statement. Certainly one could hardly say that Level 9’s life was cut unduly short. On the contrary, the Austin brothers got a good long kick at the can as such things go, releasing their first text adventures in 1982 and their last fully seven years later. While hardly a huge stretch of time in the grand scheme of things, that stretch does correspond exactly with the beginning and end of the period in which it was practically possible to earn a living selling text adventures in Britain. Level 9, in other words, had all the time at their disposal that, barring sweeping games-industry counterfactuals, they could possibly have been allowed. During those years, they released more text adventures than any developer this side of Infocom.

Compare this with the sharply abbreviated career of Magnetic Scrolls, their rival for the title of “the British Infocom.” Arriving on the scene in earnest only in 1986, Magnetic Scrolls had just barely enough time to cause a brief splash before getting to enjoying their chosen genre’s steady, painful decline into commercial obsolescence.

Look a little harder, however, and we can see that Magnetic Scrolls also enjoyed some advantages that rather offset the sheer brevity of their window of opportunity. Never more than a very small company though they were, in comparison to Level 9 Magnetic Scrolls was very well-capitalized, thanks to the considerable amount of familial wealth that co-founder Anita Sinclair had to put into her company. It’s doubtful whether Magnetic Scrolls even during their best years of 1986 and 1987 made more than a very modest profit, and that must have been more than wiped away by the unusually long technological run-up to those years of prominence — and of course by the painful years of decline that followed them. Like that of Infocom, the final balance sheet for Magnetic Scrolls must show a company that lost far, far more money than it earned, an abject failure by the harsh capitalistic logic of pounds and pence.

But Level 9 didn’t have the luxury of being able to lose money for years on end. Founded on a shoestring by a family of modest means, they needed to consistently earn at least as much money as they spent in order to keep the doors open. And with text adventures a relative niche market in Britain even at their commercial peak, the only way to do so was to pump out a lot of games quickly.

And so we come to the crux of Level 9’s problems, and the root of my own frustration with them. Forced to make three, four, even five games each year, the little trio of brothers couldn’t possibly test and polish each of them as they ought. The same relentless financial pressure forced them — so they believed, at any rate — to make their games available on the widest possible range of platforms, including the tape-based machines that Magnetic Scrolls (and Infocom) eschewed. Level 9’s compression techniques were truly masterful, the envy of any of their rivals, but even with them to hand there was only so much complexity and polish they could pack into 48 K of memory.

It should be noted that the judgments I make on Level 9’s games today are indeed contemporary judgments. In their day, most of them were very well-received. Used to short, primitive games created with the likes of The Quill, reviewers readily forgave dodgy puzzles, occasional parsing problems, and bugs and glitches galore to be able to wander in such comparatively huge and complicated worlds as those provided by Level 9. Some of their games contained as many as 200 locations, and their parser, while falling far short of Infocom’s standards, was certainly the best available from a British company prior to the arrival of Magnetic Scrolls. Yet, anachronistic as the judgement may be, Level 9’s games just haven’t aged very well in comparison to the games of Infocom and even Magnetic Scrolls, and we do need to acknowledge the failings that had to be there from the beginning to bring that about.

The situation is doubly infuriating in light of how good — how innovative — Level 9’s abstract design instincts were. In 1983’s Snowball, they endeavored to tell a consistent story in a coherent world, constructing a grand space opera with a premise worthy of Asimov or Niven at a time when virtually no one else in Britain was thinking of text adventures in those terms, before even Infocom had started referring to their works as “interactive fiction.” In 1985’s Red Moon, they combined a system of magic with combat and CRPG-like emergent mechanics, more than two years before Infocom’s text-adventure/CRPG hybrid Beyond Zork. In 1987’s Knight Orc, they pushed further into the realms of simulation and emergence, debuting their KAOS system of autonomous non-player characters, active inhabitants of an active world who can be not just fought but also befriended and ordered about by you, letting you become the director of your own little play.

Next to such innovations, the text adventures of Magnetic Scrolls, all very derivative of Infocom’s first handful of games, seem rather safe and, well, unadventurous. Some of Level 9’s ideas would still be regarded as innovative in a modern game. How heartbreaking, then, that all of the Level 9 games I’ve just mentioned, and so many more besides, are largely undone by some combination of bugs and playability issues. The situation is so frustrating that I often feel an urge to fix it, to go back through the Level 9 catalog and re-implement each game as it ought to have been the first time around, to bring all the good ideas to the fore where they can be appreciated at last. But that won’t be happening any time soon; maybe in my retirement years, when I’ve grown rich from blogging (a man can dream, can’t he?).

In the meantime, we must take Level 9 as we find them. How welcome, then, that not quite every game in their substantial catalog falls down before reaching the finish line. I’ve finally found my personal Holy Grail of a Level 9 game that doesn’t wind up infuriating me before it’s over. And I found it in a very unlikely candidate, in a game that’s far from being one of their more celebrated.

Gnome Ranger was created during 1987, a difficult period for Level 9. The contract they had signed with Rainbird the previous year, seen at the time as their big shot to take things to the next level (Level 10?), had instead left them playing second fiddle to Magnetic Scrolls; all of their own efforts for Rainbird wound up being overshadowed by those of their stablemate. Rainbird wasn’t thrilled with Jewels of Darkness or Silicon Dreams, Level 9’s reworkings of past glories. They were still less thrilled with Knight Orc, which the perpetually overworked Austin brothers delivered very late and riddled with bugs. With sales of all the Level 9 games lagging far behind those of Magnetic Scrolls, Rainbird saw little reason to retain a second British text-adventure house on the label. This parting was deeply disappointing for the Austin brothers, not least in that it dashed their fondest dream, that of breaking through in the United States; the three Rainbird releases had been the first Level 9 games ever to be made available to Americans.

But there was nothing for it but to soldier on alone. Gnome Ranger, the next game in the pipeline, would have been a Rainbird release if all had gone well. Instead they would just release it themselves, like they had done in the old days. They did, however, take some lessons from the split with Rainbird, making an effort to improve their quality control by instituting a real play-testing cycle of one month’s duration. One month wasn’t, needless to say, anywhere near enough to bring a Level 9 game up to the level of polish enjoyed by Infocom’s players, but it was a much-needed step in the right direction. The benefits are immediately apparent in the finished game, rough around the edges though it does indeed still feel in comparison to Infocom.

Like Knight Orc, Gnome Ranger is on the surface at least a comedy, a genre Level 9 had rarely explored in their many earlier games. And also like Knight Orc, Gnome Ranger is named after the character you play, this time a little busybody of a gnome named Ingrid Bottomlow who’s irritated her entire village so badly that they’ve contrived to teleport her far, far away just to get her out of their hair. As Ingrid the clueless perpetual innocent, who assumes the whole incident was just an unfortunate mishap, you have to make your way back home on foot. Adventure, naturally, ensues.

[image: Like Knight Orc, Gnome Ranger uses scanned pencil drawings for illustrations. They were very polarizing at the time. I like their Impressionistic quality myself, and certainly think they suit this game much better than they did Knight Orc.]Like Knight Orc, Gnome Ranger uses scanned colored-pencil drawings for illustrations. They were very polarizing at the time. I like their Impressionistic quality myself, and certainly think they suit this game much better than they did Knight Orc.


Gnome Ranger resembles Knight Orc in many other particulars, among them a fun novella to set the stage, written by regular Level 9 collaborator Peter McBride, and the KAOS system of active non-player characters and the many puzzles revolving around giving orders to and coordinating the actions of same. Yet its tone is much, much gentler. Replacing the savage humor of Knight Orc is a more whimsical spirit one might even describe as “cute” — certainly an adjective you’re very unlikely to apply to anything about the earlier game. For instance, in a move you’ll either find hilarious or unbearably twee, every single word that starts with “n” in standard English starts with “gn” in Gnome Ranger: “Gnow what?” it asks when it’s ready for your first command. I find it unaccountably funny myself, and somehow even funnier that Level 9 is so dedicated to the joke that they seldom miss a word. (No, you don’t have to enter your commands using the alternative spellings, although you can if you really want to get into the spirit of the thing.)

Once again like Knight Orc and the other late Level 9 games, Gnome Ranger is divided into three separate acts, each a small, self-contained game in its own right. This division permitted the whole to run on the modest likes of a tape-based Sinclair Spectrum, and, more to our contemporary benefit, kept the design of each section compact and manageable. The three stages of Ingrid’s journey home each have a theme: animal, vegetable, and mineral. My favorite is the second, a series of brilliant little puzzles involving the assembling and use of a series of magic potions, culminating in a recipe for the ultimate cup of tea. Yes, this is a very English game, feeling much more naturally so than the sometimes strained attempts by Magnetic Scrolls to evoke the spirits of Monty Python and Douglas Adams for the American players they were hoping to reach. In contrast to the London-based Magnetic Scrolls, Level 9’s offices remained always in quiet villages and suburbs, in the real bosom of England’s green and pleasant land. The detailed descriptions of the flora in particular evince the love of gardening that was shared by the Austins and Peter McBride, who wrote much of the in-game text as well as the accompanying novella. Like so many other writers and readers who belatedly realize that small stories are usually more compelling than epic ones, the Austins are perhaps growing up here, deliberately eschewing the nerdy bombast of something like Snowball. Like the English countryside they so dearly loved, the pleasures of Gnome Ranger are modest in scale, but no less entrancing for it when you give the game a chance.

[image: Gnome Ranger and most of the other late Level 9 games are among the few text adventures written in the third-person past tense.]Gnome Ranger and most of the other late Level 9 games are among the few text adventures written in the third-person past tense. The tense was presumably chosen to enhance the narrative qualities. In my judgment, it really doesn’t, but it doesn’t distract unduly either.


The KAOS system is still present in Gnome Ranger, the ordering about of a whole squad of helpers still the solution to many puzzles, but it’s toned down considerably here in comparison to the exercise in unhinged chaos (KAOS?) that is Knight Orc. Having developed a new set of tools, Level 9 is now learning how to use them. With most of the weirdness excised, what remains is a compelling set of puzzle mechanics that allows lots of alternate solutions to the problems you encounter, that gives solving the puzzles less of a feeling of stumbling onto the one arbitrary correct command and more of a feeling of taking advantage of emergent circumstance, of strategizing your way to success. Soluble but not trivial, gently funny without trying too hard to be, Gnome Ranger is wonderful to experience as crossword and narrative alike. It’s by far my favorite of Level 9’s games.

It seems that little Ingrid Bottomlow was also a favorite of the Austin brothers, for they chose to revisit her in a sequel, titled Ingrid’s Back!, in 1988. She’s arrived back home again only to find her village in danger of being steamrolled by one Jasper Quickbuck, a greedy real-estate developer whose presence provides a dash of political commentary about the ongoing gentrification of so many British towns and villages. Suddenly there’s need in her village for a busybody like Ingrid; it’s up to her — that is to say, to you — to save it.

The other inhabitants of the village are described with delightful wit.

He was a dwarf from the gnorth, who measured for pleasure with his pole in a hole and his theodolite on the right.



He was the local fishergnome, gnow doubling as the ferrygnome since the Dribble Bridge collapsed. He gnever did much ferrying because he was always busy fishing to supply the Green Gnome, which was crowded with stranded travellers who were waiting for the ferry.



He was a travelling leprechaun, who spent his days peddling his charms to housewives everywhere. He was very small, but very jolly, and given to saying that size wasn’t everything.



He was the family rabbit-herd. He couldn’t decide if he was keeping rabbits for their meat, milk, or fur, but it didn’t matter anyway because the rabbits wouldn’t let him have any of them.


[image: For Ingrid's Back!, Level 9 switched to more traditional computer-drawn graphics, although theirs were never quite as good as those of Magnetic Scrolls.]For Ingrid’s Back!, Level 9 switched to more traditional computer-drawn pictures, although theirs were never quite as good as those of Magnetic Scrolls.


Once again, the second act is my favorite here. It deals with an assault on the village by a demolition crew of trolls. You have to dash about dealing with them one after another through tricks and booby traps. The presence of a harsh time limit makes the experience more stressful than anything in Gnome Ranger, but it’s great fun to dispatch the trolls one by one through ever more hilarious means.

I should take a moment to note that by “dispatch” I don’t mean kill; no one ever has to die in either of the Gnome Ranger games, something else I like about them. The Austin brothers regarded violent games with a certain contempt, calling them “vomit games” after the squelching sounds of blood and guts. Pete Austin:

Most advertising seems to emphasize the violent aspect of games, and, while nobody wants things like My Little Pony prancing about, it would be better to point out that computer programs can be interesting, informative, and broaden the mind. Unfortunately, violence does succeed in selling. If you have an essentially boring concept, the best way to jazz it up is to add some blood. This is what Hollywood has been doing successfully for years, but what you really need is a good script.


But sadly, Ingrid’s Back! itself lacks a good script — or, at any rate, a good puzzle structure — in its first and third acts. There’s precious little to really do at all during the last act in particular; with only a few exceptions, you just have to wander around and collect things. It’s as if in their newfound zeal for solubility the Austins have decided to remove the puzzles entirely. It makes a sad contrast to the compelling puzzles of Gnome Ranger, one almost certainly attributable to the time pressures that were now becoming even more acute as text adventures faded in popularity and each successive game Level 9 released sold fewer copies.

Many of the same old issues of bugs and playability began to creep back into Ingrid’s Back! and Level 9’s other late games. The experience of properly testing Gnome Ranger, while certainly resulting in a better game, provided a mixed lesson on the whole. Many of the outside testers, the Austins believed, decided to share the game with their friends; Pete Austin claimed that some of the problems he saw people writing into the magazines about existed only in the beta versions. Subsequent games were thus not tested as extensively — or possibly, given the state of some of them, not tested at all. “We have to walk this tightrope,” Pete said, “and make these compromises in getting it tested enough to get the bugs out but not enough to get too much piracy.” Such a “compromise” could have only a negative effect on the end result.

Also not doing much to cement Level 9’s commitment to quality control was the fact that they received little obvious reward for it either critically or commercially. Many reviewers, apparently poorly equipped by disposition to appreciate Gnome Ranger‘s pastoral pleasures, were nonplussed by Level 9’s eschewing of the epic for the intimate. There was considerable grumbling, considerable nostalgia for the good old days of sprawling maps with 200 locations — for, ironically, the very attributes Level 9 themselves had used as their primary selling points in the early days. It was all part of a general turning away from Level 9 on the part of the British gaming press, who had always feted them as the undisputed kings of adventure gaming in earlier years but were now hopelessly enamored with Magnetic Scrolls. For the Austins, who in contrast to Anita Sinclair and her band of upstarts had been on the scene since the beginning, it must have felt like a betrayal by old friends.

The Austins were reported to have a third Gnome Ranger game, the conclusion of what had always been planned as a trilogy, designed and ready for implementation by early 1989, but wound up retiring from the text-adventure scene before getting a chance to do so. Ah, well, at least we have the first two — and especially the first. Unloved and largely unremarked even in its own day though it was, its discovery marks the fulfillment of a personal quest I’ve been on for a long time now: the quest for at least one Level 9 game I can unreservedly enjoy and tell you to play. I can, and you should.

To make that as easy as possible for you, I’ve prepared a zip file containing Gnome Ranger and its sequel in two formats. The first, which is strictly for the hardcore or the purist, is the disk images of the original Amiga versions, playable in an Amiga emulator. The other, more accessible format will work under Glen Summer’s Level 9 interpreter, which is available for many platforms. Once you’ve downloaded the correct version of the interpreter for your computer, just fire it up and open the file “gamedata1.dat” from either game’s directory to play.

Soon it will be time to put a bow on the tale of the 1980s British text adventure in general and Level 9 in particular, but before we do so I want to take you on one final detour back to earlier years. My next story is not about a computer game at all, but it is a story some of you have asked for specifically, and one we’ve already met tangentially several times. And it’s most definitely a story that’s worthy of more than mentions in passing. So, next time we’ll finally do proper justice to Kit Williams and his golden hare.

(Sources: Retro Gamer 7; Crash of February 1988; Page 6 of July/August 1988 and June/July 1989; ACE of December 1987; Amstrad Action of September 1988 and October 1988; Games Machine of December 1988; Zzap! of January 1989.)

							
		
	
		
			
				Comments

				19 Responses 
			


						
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 6:43 pm			

			
				
				(No, you don’t have to enter your commands using the alternative spellings, although you can if you really want to get into the spirit of the thing.)

I think I’d be kind of ticked off if they hadn’t done it that way. If you’re going to get clever about that sort of thing in the game’s text, you have to permit the player to mimic it. “I don’t understand” responses to “gn” spellings in player input would have burst the whole bubble IMO.

among the few text adventures written in the third-person past tense. The tense was presumably chosen to enhance the narrative qualities. In my judgment, it really doesn’t, but it doesn’t distract unduly either.

I find it a little odd. Journey is written this way too (notionally the journal of the protagonist, I think). If you’re following a walkthrough then the player’s moves form a reasonable narrative, but if you’re blundering around trying random things, it can start to sound a little silly (like if you’re just going back and forth between a few rooms or something).

Jasper Quickbuck

Sounds like a character from a Scrooge McDuck comic :P

while nobody wants things like My Little Pony prancing about

O rly? Someone couldn’t see the future.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 7:05 pm			

			
				
				To be Fair, MLP in the 80s was a very different beast from Friendship is Magic… :)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 9:57 pm			

			
				
				True. (And I’m someone who had MLP dolls in the 80s. I don’t think I watched the cartoon show at the time, though.)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				iPadCary			

			
				May 19, 2016 at 3:02 pm			

			
				
				I used to watch “Mighty Marvel Superheroes”,

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 9:59 pm			

			
				
				I think I’d be kind of ticked off if they hadn’t done it that way.

Of course, requiring such silly input would be massively irritating. I just mean that not allowing it wouldn’t be right either.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 7:33 am			

			
				
				I think you’re right that it’s down to the desire to write a piece of interactive fiction that *reads* well as a transcript, and I think you’re right that it’s a rather misguided notion. Journey had the same motivation, and the thread has continued through IF history since. See, for instance, Jon Ingold’s My Angel. But without authorial control over pacing, etc., such efforts are doomed to failure I think. Interactive fiction does not a good novel make.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 10:32 am			

			
				
				I think the first games I ever saw that used the “Character was / did”-style narration were those (not all of them) by Fergus McNeill on 8-bit machines, most of them created with The Quill. For instance, Bored of the Rings, in 1985. I was just 11 back then, and not a native English speaker, so I found it a bit weird for a while.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				iPadCary			

			
				May 19, 2016 at 3:04 pm			

			
				
				Isn’t “Bored Of The Rings” a Henry Beard/Doug Kenney poperty from National Lampoon?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 3:52 pm			

			
				
				It’s also that. But the game is unrelated to it (except for being a parody of the same book). The humor is different (with the Harvard Lampoon parody being mostly based on 60s culture, which the game is not). And all characters were independently named (e.g. Bimbo and Fordo instead of the book’s Dildo and Frito). Only Spam had the same name in both (apparently it’s unavoidable — or almost, since John Wilson called him “Slam” in Zenobi’s adventtures.)

As far as I know, they didn’t have any legal problems from using the same name…

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				David Kinder			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 8:01 pm			

			
				
				Small correction: while Andreas Scherrer is part of the team of people who have worked on the Level 9 interpreter, including doing his own .NET port of it, it was primarily written by Glen Summers.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 7:35 am			

			
				
				Fixed. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 13, 2016 at 8:08 pm			

			
				
				Before I checked, I thought you might have included the DOS version for playing in an interpreter, as it was easier to find, but, no, you did include the superior Amiga version (which meant extracting files from a disk image). Nice! The only difference is the graphics, which on the Amiga (actually, they’re ST graphics ported to the Amiga) look a bit better due to having a better palette.

On Windows, I prefer Level9.Net as an interpreter, instead of the usual “Level 9 Interpreter 5.1”. It’s based on the same interpreter code, but I like its interface better, and an option for playing with original fonts from many systems (from the Spectrum to the Amiga; I find the ST one the most readable, but opinions may vary). Yes, it’s also on the link you provided, but I’d guess most people would just download the most recent “Level 9 Interpreter” version. :)

Did this game really have bad reviews? From memory (and I just checked), Your Sinclair gave it 9/10, Sinclair User 8/10, ACE 915/1000. Hmm, The Games Machine did give it 49%…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 7:51 am			

			
				
				I’d say the reviews were definitely mixed, which contrasts with the effusive praise given to virtually all Level 9 games prior to Knight Orc. Even some of the positive reviews mention wishing Gnome Ranger was a “bigger” game, like the older Level 9 games. Much of the grumbling I mentioned can be found in the commentaries of people like the Pilgrim rather than reviews proper. It’s also interesting to note the reviews for Lancelot and Time and Magik; some talked about how it nice it was to see Level 9 returning to serious, “epic” games again.

The lukewarm take on Gnome Ranger and to some extent all of the late Level 9 games has continued down to the present day. Retro Gamer’s big feature article, for instance, says that Gnome Ranger “irked” players, claims the games were “unimaginative.”

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 9:39 am			

			
				
				OK, fair enough… I never had that impression at the time, but I’m sure you’re looking at more examples than I did.

Hmm, I didn’t know Retro Gamer had an article on Level 9 in issue 7 (which, according to the cover, is a continuation of one in issue 6). I wasn’t subscribing to the magazine that early (though I’m going to buy those 2 issues in digital format now, they’re available on the Apple store). The one I knew about (which I have, in fact) is issue 57, which is actually the cover article for that issue.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 9:56 am			

			
				
				OK, I just compared both Retro Gamer articles (6+7 vs 57). The one in 57 definitely has less detail (mostly due to having fewer pages). Still interesting, but nothing really new there.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				namekuseijin			

			
				October 16, 2016 at 5:01 am			

			
				
				those early adventure players were all nuts, quite simply.  They were dungeon crawling, tolkien nerds obsessed with fantasy and mazes.  Back at the time I was a kid playing just atari 2600.  My path to adventuring was through console jRPGs, themselves dull repetitive combat boredom every 3 steps ahead, but I kept playing just to see more of the (linear) story unfold.  Then I found the post-commercial IF scene and frankly, that is just much better, much more mindblowing than all the zany treasure hunting and dungeon crawling of olde that went into feeding that market hunger – which would of course eventually mercilessly forget text games once graphics dungeon crawlers became more prevalent.

with zany treasure dungeon romps taken from them by the likes of Ultima and Dungeon Master, they tried to tackle more serious themes.  Either that or rely on humor, that always worked for Meretzky or Ron Gilbert…

either way, I cringe as much trying to play games like Snowball or Scott Adams for the same reason:  it’s thin plot and prose, the maze obsession.  But I was positively impressed by Scapeghost, only to laugh at the reception it got at the time from those zany dungeon fanatics… it’s hopeless trying to dialogue with past market trends.  I’m sure Infocom’s best of breed also went mostly unnoticed by that crowd…

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				May 14, 2016 at 3:57 am			

			
				
				not about a computer game at all

Well, you can end on Hareraiser: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hareraiser

(Speaking of which, it’s probably about time for someone to disassemble its parts and see if there genuinely exists a solution to its contest.)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Duncan Stevens			

			
				May 16, 2016 at 2:59 am			

			
				
				I find it unaccountably funny myself, and somehow even funnier that Level 9 is so dedicated to the joke that I don’t believe they missed a single word.

Ha! Now I’m intrigued. I suspect I would find this amusing as well. (But they did miss at least one word, as your own screenshot shows–“name.”)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 16, 2016 at 6:30 am			

			
				
				I guess that was inevitable…

				


			

			

	





			




				
		
	
		
			
				Kit Williams’s Golden Hare, Part 1: The Contest

				May 20, 2016
			

[image: Kit Williams with a hare -- not the famous golden one.]Kit Williams with a hare — but not the famous golden one.


Fair warning: there is an image below that may be Not Safe For Work!

On a gray Saturday morning in March of 1976, two nattily dressed London sophisticates left the city, driving west toward the decidedly unfashionable environs of rural Gloucestershire. One of the two was Eric Lister, owner of a quirky art gallery called the Portal. The other had a much higher profile. At age 42, Tom Maschler was already something of a living legend in the world of publishing. He had become the chief editor of the storied but musty publishing firm of Jonathan Cape back in 1960, whereupon he promptly made his name by purchasing the British rights to Joseph Heller’s Catch-22 for all of £250 and turning the book into a literary sensation in Britain well before it struck a nerve in Heller’s own homeland of the United States. The list of authors he proceeded to published in the next 27 years reads like a who’s who of late-twentieth-century literary fiction: Thomas Pynchon, Roald Dahl, John Fowles, Salman Rushdie, Gabriel García Márquez, Bruce Chatwin, Ian McEwan. In the late 1960s, he played an instrumental role in establishing the Man Booker Prize, the most prestigious award in modern British literature. Coincidentally or not, a disproportionate percentage of Maschler’s writers won the award in the years that followed.

But it wasn’t all high-toned literature for Tom Maschler. He first demonstrated his knack for the populist as well as the prestigious early on, when at the height of Beatlemania he procured for Jonathan Cape two books of John Lennon’s prose, poetry, and drawings. They both become bestsellers, cementing Lennon’s popular reputation as “the smart Beatle.” A pattern had been established, of Maschler as not just a curator of fine literature but a curator of books that sold. He possessed a gift for identifying just the right book to suit the popular zeitgeist of any given instant — or, alternately, for bending the zeitgeist to suit whatever he happened to have on offer.

It was more his role as a publisher of popular books than of fine literature that sent Maschler out to Gloucestershire in March of 1976. During the years immediately previous to the trip, he had sniffed out a market for lavishly illustrated children’s books — both classics and originals — which could find a home on the coffee tables of adults as well. Books like The Butterfly Ball and the Grasshopper’s Feast had done very well for Jonathan Cape; indeed, The Butterfly Ball had been turned into a double-album rock opera by Roger Glover of Deep Purple fame. After visiting the Portal Gallery for a show by an artist named Kit Williams, Maschler had either suggested to Lister or had suggested to him — the two men’s memories would forever diverge on this question — the idea of a children’s book featuring Williams’s fantastic paintings. Thus this trip to visit the artist, who lived like the hermit he was in a moss-covered cottage in the middle of nowhere.

[image: Kit Williams outside the Gloucestershire cottage where Masquerade was proposed, conceived, and executed.]Kit Williams outside the Gloucestershire cottage where Masquerade was proposed, conceived, and executed.


For most of its duration, the lunch-time meeting, conducted around Williams’s kitchen table whilst munching on the homespun country fare he served up, wasn’t especially productive. Williams was polite, but was fundamentally uninterested in the idea of a children’s book. He’d taken the meeting at all only as a favor to Lister. He was a painter, not a writer, he patiently explained. Fair enough, came the reply from Maschler; we can partner you with a writer. But no, no, that wasn’t how Williams worked; he worked alone on his art, doing absolutely everything himself.

Knowingly or accidentally, Maschler finally said the words that would make the book a reality just as he and Lister were walking out the door: “I still think you could do something that no one has ever done before.” The parting shot was perfectly pitched to strike its target just where it counted. Kit Williams, who could come across upon first meeting like one of the timid creatures of the forest he so delighted in painting, wasn’t quite what he seemed. His psyche harbored unexpected seams of stubbornness, pride, competitiveness, and even showmanship. Maschler’s words sounded like a challenge, and a challenge was something he found very hard to resist. Out of the blue some weeks later, long after Maschler had written off the meeting as a bust, Williams called his office to tell him he’d do the book after all. Just like that, Masquerade, soon to become the greatest mass treasure hunt of all time, was begun.

Born in Kent in 1946, Kit Williams had spent his life defying expectations. Take, for instance, the first thing any new acquaintance must remark about him, even if she’s too polite to say anything about it: the fact that his eyes point in different directions. What first seems a classic case of an untreated lazy eye is something much more unusual. Williams actually enjoys, or has cultivated, a peculiar ocular ambidexterity. When driving in traffic, admittedly not a frequent occupation for this lifelong hermit, he keeps one eye on the mirror, the other on the road in front of him. When he’s feeling tired, he might close one eye, getting it some literal shuteye while the other continues about its business, much to the alarm of his passengers if he happens to be driving. Far from being a handicap, his “lazy eye” is sort of like… well, it’s sort of like a superpower really. That’s just the way things are with Kit Williams.

Williams was a maker virtually from the moment he could walk, tinkering endlessly with machines and electronics. At age 12, he made for his family their first television set, using an orange crate for the case and a pair of knitting needles for the control knobs. He thought for a while that he wanted to be a scientist. Yet his talents never translated into success at school; his peculiar genius for making things, if genius it be, would always be intuitive, not intellectual. He counts as a defining moment the one in which he realized that he didn’t really want to be a scientist at all; he wanted to be a mad scientist, like the ones he saw on his homemade television. So he dropped out of school and ran away to join the Royal Navy.

That didn’t go any better than had his schooling. Once again, Williams realized he’d been attracted to the romantic notion of sailing, as seen on his orange-crate television, rather than the reality; he had wanted to Horatio Hornblower, not the workaday grind of being an enlisted seaman aboard a modern aircraft carrier. He spent most of his time as a sailor trying to convince the Navy they’d made a mistake in signing him to a six-year stint. After four years, they finally came to agree with him, letting him buy himself out of the rest of his enlistment for £200. Free at last, Williams settled down to the life he continues to live to this day: dwelling in rural seclusion, painting and building things when not tramping through the forest communing with nature. In 1973, Eric Lister’s Portal Gallery hosted the first public exhibition of his art.

[image: "Penning Wedding," a typical example of Kit Williams's art: intricate, idiosyncratic, fantastic, and a little transgressive.]“Penny Wedding,” a typical example of Kit Williams’s art: intricate, idiosyncratic, fantastic, and a little transgressive.


Kit Williams’s paintings weren’t (and aren’t) the sort to win much traction with the scholars, critics, and tastemakers of contemporary fine art. Representational and literal when the abstract and the conceptual were all the rage, they seemed blissfully if not defiantly ignorant of every contemporary trend. Williams is rather part of a deeper, far older tradition in British and Irish culture. It’s a pastoral tradition, imbued with the sunlit beauty of hedges and hills, fields and streams, but also keenly aware of the darker, dangerous sides of nature and life. You can find it in Shakespeare, particularly in A Midsummer Night’s Dream and The Tempest; you can find it in Tolkien, particularly in the Old Forest and its inhabitant Tom Bombadil; you can find it in Watership Down; you can find it in the music of Anthony Phillips and the Canterbury scene. Like those works, much of Williams’s art is vaguely disturbing in a way that distinguishes it from the paint-by-numbers pablum that is most fantastic art. He loves to pepper his meticulously constructed pastoral imagery with jarring obscenities and frank eroticism. He particularly loves to show fully clothed older men in the company of nubile young female nudes. Whether you find the motif alluring or simply creepy, it’s not quickly forgotten.

Surprisingly, it was the reclusive artist Kit Williams rather than the master popularizer Tom Maschler who came up with the idea of turning his children’s book into an elaborate puzzle and a treasure hunt — truly a publicity stunt for the ages. The idea arose, like most brilliant masterstrokes, from a mishmash of source material. Williams hated the way most people tended to flip through picture books quickly rather than lavish on the images the sort of attention they gave to words. He therefore wanted to give people a reason to spend some time lingering over his pictures. He fondly remembered the Victorian puzzle books he had enjoyed in his childhood, which challenged the viewer to find smaller pictures hidden inside larger. He less fondly remembered the cereal boxes which had promised him a hunt for “Buried Treasure” that proved to mean only a random drawing for some useless trinket. And, while Williams would always downplay the commercial motivation, he must have been keenly aware that a literary treasure hunt held the potential to sell a lot of books and make his chosen lifestyle of rural seclusion a much more worry-free one.

The Kit Williams who phoned Tom Maschler to tell him about his idea was a very different character from the reticent one the latter had met over lunch weeks before. A tangled torrent of words about riddles and hidden treasure tumbled over themselves in their rush to get out. Maschler didn’t fully understand it, but didn’t really feel he needed to. He heard the germ of a brilliant concept more than well enough, and told Williams to by all means get on with it. He issued only one stipulation, born of his awareness of his new author’s usual artistic predilections: there could be no nudity, no profanity, and no sex. This was, after all, at least ostensibly still to be a children’s book.

Masquerade was first a puzzle, then a collection of pictures, and finally a story, which corresponds pretty well to the importance of its various elements in the mind of Williams. After working out the puzzle, he embedded its clues into 15 largely unrelated paintings that were probably not all that different from what he might have created had he been painting them for his next Portal Gallery exhibition rather than the book (minus Maschler’s family-friendly stipulations, of course). Executed by Williams with his usual fussy meticulousness, these absorbed the vast majority of the three years it took him to deliver the finished book. Finally, he bound the paintings together with some 4000 words of rambling nonsense improvised to fit the pictures, about a hare named Jack who must carry a token of the Moon’s love to the Sun. Capped off with a title that bore no relation to the story, Masquerade wasn’t exactly a children’s classic. But, judged Williams and Maschler alike, it would do. The real point of it all was the treasure hunt.

[image: The first of the book's pictures. The "one of six to eight" around the border is one of the few clues to the real puzzle transmitted in the clear, and the one that came to be understood by just about everyone who got close to the hare's resting place.]The first of the book’s pictures. The “one of six to eight” around the border is one of the few clues to the real puzzle transmitted in the clear. It’s also unique in that it came to be understood by just about everyone who got close to the hare’s resting place.


I don’t want to spend too much time here dwelling on the structure of the puzzle. In the years since Masquerade‘s publication, it’s been spoiled many times in painstaking detail, and there’s little I can add to that body of work. Its solution hinges on following the gaze of the various characters in the pictures through the angles formed by their fingers and toes to pick out individual letters from the poetic phrases that frame the paintings. Suffice to say that, created in complete isolation by a man who lays claim to no intrinsic interest in solving or creating puzzles, it’s not a very good one. While there is a definite logic to its solution, that logic is all but impossible to divine except after the fact. To complete cluelessness as to the nature of the puzzle, its starting point, or what parts of the book are important to it — the entirety of the 4000 words of text, for example, is completely meaningless — must be added the dozens of false trails and red herrings that Williams, sometimes deliberately and sometimes inadvertently, sprinkled through his pictures. Small wonder that not a single one of the tens if not hundreds of thousands of people who would soon be earnestly poring over Masquerade would ever solve it without outside help.

Looking back on Masquerade today, the most striking thing about its gestation is how much faith Tom Maschler and Jonathan Cape as a whole placed in their unproven puzzle-maker. Williams explained the puzzle to no one at Jonathan Cape prior to the book going to press. Maschler’s entire operation simply assumed that Williams’s puzzle would hang together, assumed Williams was operating in good faith. As a book publisher rather than a publisher of games or puzzles, they were equipped to do little else. Their editors knew how to correct Williams’s atrocious spelling and straighten out his grammar, but they had no idea how to measure the quality and solubility of his puzzle. If the end result has its problems, it could have been much, much worse. At least there was a solution, and the after-the-fact logic used to arrive at it hung together. A less fortunate Jonathan Cape might have been hauled into court on charges of fraud.

[image: Kit Williams and Bamber Gascoigne set off to bury the hare on the evening of August 7, 1979.]Kit Williams and Bamber Gascoigne set off to bury the hare on the evening of August 7, 1979.


The first and last person to whom Kit Williams ever explained his puzzle in detail was Bamber Gascoigne, a well-liked and well-respected television presenter. Maschler recruited Gascoigne to serve as a witness and honest broker for the night of August 7, 1979, when Williams set off in his battered old plumber’s van to bury Masquerade‘s treasure. Said treasure took the form of a five-inch hare made out of gold, turquoise, ruby, and quartz, created by Williams himself in his home workshop and worth at least £3000 in raw materials alone. The burial spot was Ampthill Park, near the small Bedfordshire town of the same name in central England, a place Williams had become familiar with when he had had lived nearby before moving to Gloucestershire. A reader who solved the puzzle would be able to find the hare by digging at the tip of the shadow cast by a stone cross — a memorial to Catherine of Aragon, first wife to Henry VIII — at noon on the spring equinox. Williams had long since marked the spot by shallowly burying a magnet whose location could be detected with a compass.

[image: The Golden Hare]The Golden Hare


Williams explained the entirety of the puzzle to Gascoigne on the drive up. The latter was immediately concerned that the puzzle was “infinitely more complex than Kit realized,” that “Kit’s judgment was distorted by the fact that he himself had thought of the riddle and its answer.” He felt himself in a very uncomfortable position, to the point of regretting having taken the assignment at all.

Kit had explained to me the basis of his puzzle, but even with that privileged information I was unable to make it work out. The cause of my growing uneasiness was the thought that if it was in fact impossibly difficult, then I was the only person in the world in a position to form that opinion. Kit considered it very possible, even perhaps dangerously easy, because he himself had invented it. The publishers considered it possible because Kit had told them it was. But if my hunch was right, and if people all over the world were beating out their brains and emptying their pockets in pursuit of the unattainable, what should I do? Insert a notice in The Times to the effect that Masquerade was insoluble? I would not have been popular in 30 Bedford Square [home of Jonathan Cape]. Yet clearly the one passenger who believes that a train is hurtling off the rails has an obligation sooner or later to pull the communication cord.


In the end, Gascoigne judged there was nothing for it but to let the show go on. For the next two and a half years, only he and Williams would know the location of the most sought-after pinprick of ground in Britain.

As publication day drew near, Maschler pulled strings in the media to ensure a splashy launch, including a full-color write-up in the Sunday Observer magazine and a segment on BBC News. The latter falsely claimed to show Williams leaving his cottage to bury the hare, then returning after having done the deed. Judging from the quality of the light, very little time seemed to have passed between his departure and his return. Many a treasure hunter would thus conclude that the hare must be buried close by in rural Gloucestershire — just one more red herring among many.

The publicity worked. Demand quickly exceeded Jonathan Cape’s initial print run of 60,000 copies, considered quite ambitious for a children’s book from an unknown author. Bestseller charts from the Christmas season of 1979, when Masquerade‘s sales reached their British peak, show it outselling Frederick Forsyth’s latest thriller as the most popular book in the land. After Williams and Maschler made it clear that anyone who simply wrote in to describe precisely where the hare was buried would be considered the winner — traveling to the spot and actually digging it up beforehand weren’t required — foreign editions pushed sales beyond 1 million copies. Sales in the United State alone may have equaled those in Britain, while readers in non-English-speaking countries struggled with the untranslated text surrounding the pictures but persevered anyway. Only Masquerade‘s Italian publisher sought and was granted permission to make a proper translation, devising their own puzzle and making their own hare, a clone of Williams’s original. Much more merciful than Williams’s puzzle, the Italian puzzle was solved and the hare found by a reader in relatively short order in comparison to the English edition.

[image: The Italian version of the hare -- or rather, a message in a box telling the finder whom to contact to collect it -- was hidden beneath the heel of this striking statue of Neptune that is carved into a cliff near the village of Monterosso al Mare.]The Italian version of the hare — or rather, a message in a box telling the finder whom to contact to collect it — was hidden beneath the heel of this striking but little-visited statue of Neptune carved into a cliff near the village of Monterosso al Mare.


Like so many of Maschler’s earlier masterstrokes, Masquerade seemed to strike precisely the right cultural nerve at precisely the right moment. While there have been plenty of superficially similar public treasure hunts since — virtually all of them inspired by this one — none have ever enjoyed participation on anything like the same scale. For two and a half years, Britain and to some extent the United States as well had Masquerade fever. Rod Argent, former leader of 1960s hit-makers the Zombies, composed a musical based on the book that played to packed houses at London’s Young Vic theater. An enterprising charter airline called Laker Airways started running “Masquerade tours” from the United States to Britain; passengers were presented with a commemorative spade to aid their digging as they stepped off the plane.

Kit Williams became an international celebrity, courted by every newspaper, magazine, and talk show in the Western World. In later years he would come to speak of his fifteen minutes of fame in nightmarish terms, but it’s hard to avoid the impression that he wasn’t above enjoying his celebrity on occasion as well. By the time of a two-week promotional tour of the United States in September of 1980, he had taken to wearing bright green leprechaun shoes below a kaleidoscopic wardrobe and prancing about like the magical little forest sprite his hosts on the morning-show circuit so dearly wanted him to be, complete with bushy red hair, bright red beard, and that disconcerting wandering eye. As Maschler could have told him (and perhaps did), sometimes you just have to give the people what they want.

If the naivete of Jonathan Cape in not bothering to make sure that Masquerade‘s puzzle was viable is striking, equally so is their failure to plan for the thousands of mailed solutions that flooded their post box, especially after the announcement that treasure seekers could win without ever having to venture forth with spade in hand. With no one at Jonathan Cape having the first clue about the puzzle, all of the mail was packed up and shipped off to Williams’s cottage in sacks, hundreds of letters at a time. It’s here that we come to the real nightmare of the thing for Williams: forced to go through the letters one by one, making sure none contained the correct solution, he had no time left to do his art. He quickly noticed a difference between British and American treasure hunters — a difference into which you can read whatever cultural implications you will. British puzzlers tended to send in detailed, carefully worked-through solutions — albeit breathtakingly wrong ones — sometimes running to more words and pages than Masquerade itself. Americans, meanwhile, just guessed, throwing every British landmark they could think of at the wall in the hope that one would stick. When that failed, there were always abstractions like Love, Life, and Peace to be tried, which rather left one wondering whether these answerers had even understood the question.

[image: Thanks to its name and its location in Kit Williams's known home of Gloucestershire, the protected area around Haresfield Beacon became one of the most popular spots for digging. The National Trust finally felt compelled to put up a sign warning treasure hunters away. They billed Williams £50 for their efforts.]Thanks to its name and its location in Kit Williams’s known home of Gloucestershire, the protected nature preserve around Haresfield Beacon became one of the most popular spots for digging. The National Trust finally felt compelled to put up a sign warning treasure hunters away. They billed Williams £50 for their efforts.


Children, supposedly the intended audience for the book all along, sent some of the most entertaining answers.

I am ten. Your puzzle is easy. The hare is in the Isles of Scilly. I think they are in England. It is hidden on the island of Samson. There are two hills on the island. The treasure is on the north hill. In an old grave. It is a moldy old grave. It is only a little island, so you know the one. Please send it to me. Your hare is very pretty. Thank you.

P.S. My mom said she will send this to you. I hope you will write another book and let me hide the hare. I think I could do better than you.

P.S. I am almost ten.



I hereby demand that to the solution of Masquerade the answer is that the Hare lost the precious jewel when he jumped into the fire.



I am 8 years old. But please would you tell me if Masquerade is in the Lake District or not.

P.S. My love is for a pony. But I have no money at all. I have no clue where it is. I don’t think I will ever find it.


Many of the adult treasure hunters drew elaborate, invariably false connections to British history, literature, culture, from Samuel Coleridge to Lewis Carroll, Isaac Newton to Francis Drake. The one important clue referencing British history in the book, the phrase “one of six to eight” on the border of the first picture, was thunderingly obvious in comparison to the connections devised by some of his correspondents: it referred to Catherine of Aragon, first of the six wives of Henry VIII, below whose memorial in Ampthill Park the hare was buried. Hare seekers could have saved themselves a lot of trouble if they’d just known Kit Williams. Again, his was an intuitive mind, not an intellectual one. He had absolutely no idea what most of his more erudite correspondents were on about.

But then, some refused to believe that Kit Williams himself was whom he said he was. One of the more persistent hunters continued to believe even after the hare was claimed and the puzzle revealed that it had all been cover for another, deeper puzzle devised by none other than Agatha Christie, the queen of British mysteries, on her death bed.

Numerological theories were very popular. One hunter spent 16 months working his way through the slim book, devising ever more complex theories by assigning values to and performing mathematical operations on groups of letters. Like the Agatha Christie fan and a distressing number of others, this hunter continued to believe in and pursue his theory even after the hare had been claimed. “I’m not bright enough to have made up the things I’ve been finding,” he said. His stubborn belief is one more aspect of Masquerade as psychological experiment, proof of the human mind’s determination to see patterns in everything. Masquerade became a new, far more compelling version of the Rorschach test; the most dedicated seekers saw exactly what they wanted to see therein.

Some hunters were convinced that Kit Williams was traveling around the country like the mischievous leprechaun he played on television, making clues — smoke signals were a popular possibility — erasing them, and/or just generally screwing with people’s heads. At least one began to suspect his drinking buddies down at his local pub, who kept trying to dissuade him from his obsession and advance their own theories to replace his, of being secret agents employed by Williams to throw him off the scent. The same gentleman caused some consternation in his village when he pulled some fifty yards of municipal cabling out of the ground, convinced that if he traced it to its end he’d find the hare.

Others decided the puzzle could be solved by replacing inspiration with perspiration. One practical-minded soul reasoned that all he had to do to find the hare was to scour every likely spot in Britain with a metal detector. He “wore a complete brand new car out, knocked out a complete brand new Audi” trying to do just that.

A woman in Wyoming hit upon the idea of sending off every single pairing of latitude and longitude in Britain, stated in degrees and minutes, one after another in letter after letter. She holds the record as the most prolific of all Williams’s correspondents, having sometimes mailed off dozens of letters in a single day. Even had she stumbled upon the right location — impossible in actuality, as Williams was looking for a much more precise answer and had little idea himself where the hare lay in terms of latitude and longitude — one has to wonder whether the hare’s value would have been enough to offset her postal bill.

But then, one could similarly question the effort-to-potential-reward ratio in the case of many of the treasure hunters. The hare was undoubtedly a pretty bauble, and undoubtedly worth a pretty penny, but there was clearly something more than the desire for material gain motivating its most dedicated seekers.

As Masquerade passed the one-year anniversary of its publication and Williams continued to report that no one had yet come within a mile of the methodology behind the puzzle, much less begun to solve it, Tom Maschler was starting to get nervous. An undercurrent of suspicious grumbling was starting to surface among both treasure hunters and the media. It seemed impossible to many that so many people could have been on the case for so long without managing to crack it. The unexciting but accurate explanation for the situation, that of a bad puzzle created in good faith, eluded those primed for outrage. The only possible explanation, they reasoned, must be skulduggery. Did Masquerade contain a real puzzle at all? Had the golden hare ever really been buried? Had someone (or many someones) solved the puzzle months ago, only to be hushed up or ignored by Kit Williams and/or Jonathan Cape, who were making lots of money selling books and wanted the contest to continue?

[image: The thirteenth clue that appeared in The Times, and that would allow a pair of physics teachers to crack the puzzle wide open.]The thirteenth clue that appeared in The Times, and that would allow a pair of physics teachers to finally crack the puzzle wide open. If you fold the bottom three lines of the scroll up over the top three, shine a light on the paper from behind, and read it in a mirror, you reveal a (cryptic) secret message.


Perhaps becoming concerned himself about the veracity and solubility of a puzzle he still understood not at all, Maschler proposed to Williams that he use an upcoming feature interview in The Times to reveal a new clue that would hopefully push some people toward the solution before the grumbling reached a fever pitch. Williams, who was starting to wonder if he would ever again be able to paint pictures rather than spend his days opening envelopes, readily agreed. Thus in the December 21, 1980, edition of The Times, a new picture was revealed, much rougher than the ones in the book but containing, if you worked at it long enough and thought about it laterally enough, a vital piece of information about the puzzle’s central premise of following the gazes of the figures to find certain letters along the borders of the pictures. Doling out the additional clue in this way wasn’t quite fair, for The Times was widely available only to British readers. Treasure hunters in the United States and elsewhere largely never even knew of the additional clue’s existence.

One could make similar accusations against plenty of other aspect of the haphazardly run contest. Kit Williams could be far from the ideal neutral arbitrator, as is amply illustrated by the story of Peter Ormandy of Cumbria, the failed puzzle solver who came the most tantalizing close to his goal.

Ormandy had, somewhat oddly, fixated on only the “six to eight” in “one of six to eight,” deciding that it must refer to the sixth and final of Henry VIII’s wives, Catherine Parr, rather than the first. Legend has it that it was Catherine Parr who convinced Henry to found Trinity College, Cambridge. Therefore, Ormandy reasoned, the hare must be buried at Trinity College. (If the logic sounds strained, know that Ormandy’s reasoning is practically scientific in comparison to the theories of many other hare hunters.) When he sent his reasoning and his solution off to Williams, the latter couldn’t resist adding something to the standard form-letter rejection: “One day you’ll kick yourself.”
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Realizing he must be getting warm, Ormandy managed to get hold of Williams’s phone number. He called him up for a chat, wheedling him for whatever further hints he might let drop. He came away with a strong impression that he had the wrong wife of Henry VIII. Another reading of “one of six to eight” gave him a pretty good idea which wife he really ought to be focusing on. He began researching all of the places in Britain connected with Catherine of Aragon.  With his list of such places in hand, he connected the book’s frequent references to morning — “A.M.” — and evening — “P.M.” — to AMPthill. Noting that “thill” means “plank” in Old English, he believed the rest of the name to be provided by a picture that included a plank. And to the plank was attached a bell, which Ormandy optimistically concluded would likely be rung at morning and evening — thus yet another reference to A.M. and P.M. By entirely erroneous reasoning, he had arrived at the correct location of Ampthill Park.

[image: Peter Ormandy sent in with his solution this picture of the Amtphill Part Memorial and the hare's possible resting place beneath it.]Peter Ormandy sent in with his solution this picture of the Amtphill Park memorial and the hare’s possible resting place beneath it.


On September 6, 1981, he sent Williams his solution. Still unaware of exactly where the hare might be buried in the vicinity of the Ampthill Park memorial, he included a drawing showing it at the farthest rightward extent of the cross’s horizontal bar. As it happened, his guess was within twenty feet of the real burial spot. Williams, perhaps made nervous by the help he had given Ormandy, perhaps wanting to actively throw Ormandy off the scent in light of that help and the scandal it might cause, now did something that seems a little inexplicable by any other logic. He sent a form letter to his fifteen or twenty most persistent correspondents, including Ormandy.

Unfortunately, your recent solution is incorrect. Because there has been a solution submitted that was as little as twenty feet from the exact spot, I am unable to comment upon any solution that is not absolutely precise. I was unable to help that person and therefore feel it only fair that I should not help others.


Ormandy quite understandably read this missive to indicate that he was not in fact “that person” whom Williams refers to in the third person, but rather one of the “others.” He shifted his attention elsewhere, focusing next on Bournemouth, and that was that.

Even as Ormandy was coming so tantalizing close through luck, intuition, and social engineering at poor Kit’s expense, two physics teachers named Mike Barker and John Rousseau were also homing in on Ampthill Park by following a much more rigorous line of inquiry. The two came late to the game, on New Years Day 1981, when they spent an afternoon looking at the book that Rousseau had originally bought for his daughters. “We’ll be the ones to do this,” said Rousseau to his friend. “It needs a couple of physicists.” After following many false leads, the two became convinced, correctly, that the key to the puzzle lay in the phrases surrounding each picture. They noted the odd spacing of the bordering messages, as if Williams was sometimes crowding and sometimes elongating the text to make sure that certain letters wound up in exactly the right spot. They decided, again correctly, that there must be a way to use angles in the pictures to pick out individual letters from those phrases.

Right about the time that Ormandy was sending in his answer, they were decoding the additional Times clue, becoming the first and possibly only people ever to independently discover the full methodology of the puzzle — albeit, of course, only with the help of that one outside clue. By year’s end they had completely solved the puzzle, deducing that the hare must lay at the fullest extent of the shadow cast by the Ampthill Park memorial on the spring equinox. But, scientists that they were, they decided they needed to verify their discovery by actually digging up the hare before sending the conclusion of their research off to Jonathan Cape and Kit Williams. And to do that, they needed to wait for the spring equinox.
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Or did they? They were, after all, physicists. After an initial investigatory trip to Ampthill Park on January 4, 1982, Mike Barker retired to his Manchester garage to construct an “inclinometer,” a device that would let him pinpoint the position where the tip of the shadow would be come the equinox. On February 18, he returned to Ampthill Park to dig at what he calculated with the aid of his new gadget to be the correct spot. He didn’t find the hare.

The question of why he didn’t find the hare is a mystery that will never be satisfactorily resolved. We know that he and Rousseau had completely and correctly unraveled the puzzle’s logic. We also can feel reasonably certain, based on events that would follow, that the inclinometer worked, that he was digging in the correct spot. We’re thus left with two possibilities. One is that Barker did in fact dig up the hare, but missed it. Williams had sealed it inside a small clay-colored pottery container, which would have been easy enough to miss amidst the mounds of earth extracted from the hole on a bleak February day. On the other hand, the idea that Barker could have been so careless at this final instant as not to thoroughly sift through the earth does contrast markedly with the dogged methodicalness he and Rousseau had demonstrated at every previous stage of the hunt. Television, newspapers, and magazines had many times shown Kit sealing the hare inside its earthen container; it’s not as if Barker could have been expecting to see the glint of gold inside the hole.

We must therefore consider another possibility, much as Kit Williams and the principals behind the contest undoubtedly wish we wouldn’t: the possibility that Williams buried the hare in the wrong spot, the wrong distance from the memorial. He was after all not a scientist himself — or at any rate only a mad one. Williams later admitted that the sun hadn’t actually been shining on that equinox of years before when he’d buried a magnet to mark the hare’s future position, that he’d dead-reckoned the right spot based on the shadow’s position shortly before and shortly after noon. Did he dead-reckon correctly? We’ll never know.

A deeply disappointed Barker and Rousseau were left to wonder if their whole chain of reasoning had been incorrect, if they’d fallen victim to another of Kit Williams’s cruel red herrings. Barker decided to return to Ampthill Park on the spring equinox, due a little over a month hence, to see if his inclinometer had somehow led him astray. If it had, he would dig again at the correct spot. If it hadn’t, he’d write to Kit Williams at last — such a letter would mark Barker and Rousseau’s first actual correspondence with the man behind Masquerade — outlining all of their discoveries and reasoning, just to see where it got them.

But by the time the equinox arrived, the point was moot; the hare had been dug up and the contest declared finished. Barker and Rousseau’s insistence on confirming their solution with their own spades proved their undoing. While they sat on their answer, constructing inclinometers and puzzling over the nonexistence of the hare where it was supposed to be, another, less scrupulous character was dashing in to snatch the prize away from them.

It’s at this late stage, then, that the villain of Masquerade appears at last. We’ll call him “Ken Thomas” for today, the name under which he first introduced himself to Kit Williams.

[image: "Ken Thomas"'s original letter to Kit Williams, with its rough (and incorrect) depiction of the hare's position in relation to the Ampthill Park memorial. Although the letter is dated February 5, it wasn't posted until February 17 -- just one more of the unanswered questions surrounding the whole affair.]“Ken Thomas’s” original letter to Kit Williams, with its rough (and incorrect) depiction of the hare’s position in relation to the Ampthill Park memorial. Although the letter is dated February 5, it wasn’t posted until February 17 — just one more of the unanswered questions surrounding the whole affair.


On February 19, the day after Barker had gone out digging at Ampthill Park, Williams received a letter from Thomas. In the interests of security in case anyone should open the letter ahead of Williams, the park itself wasn’t named, but Thomas included a drawing that clearly showed the monument and surrounding landmarks, with the location of the hare marked in what looked to be approximately the right place. Eager as he was by this point for the contest to just be over, Williams leaped to the phone to inform Thomas that “You’ve got it!” All that remained was to go out to Ampthill Park and dig it up. To his shock, the man at the other end of the line sounded grumpy at having been disturbed, and informed him in no uncertain terms that he had a cold that day and certainly didn’t plan to go digging in this weather, thank you very much. That was Williams’s introduction to the sketchy, confounding, deeply unsatisfactory winner of the greatest public treasure hunt in history. Subsequent impressions would do nothing to improve on the first.

The story that Thomas begrudgingly told never did quite add up; he was either the luckiest man in Britain or something important was being left out. By his testimony, he had first come to Bedfordshire on the trail of the hare the previous summer. Aware that Williams had once lived there, he was looking for something, anything, that might parallel something from the book. Driving by Ampthill Park, he stopped to take his dog for a walk. He first noticed the memorial to Catherine of Aragon in the most banal way possible: his dog lifted a leg to pee on it. His thoughts, he claimed, immediately turned to the phrase “one of six to eight.”

Many months later — the delay, like so much else about Thomas’s story, went unexplained — he returned to Ampthill Park with a spade. This time he noticed a line of five neat holes that had been dug on a line running northward from the cross. Who might have dug these holes was a mystery, but Thomas decided they were worth further investigation. He visited Amphill Park on every one of the next eight nights, just days before Barker would arrive for his dig. He dug all along the line between the holes, but found nothing. At last, frustrated, he decided to send his crude sketch of the area and his best guess of where the hare might lie to Williams. Maybe it on its own would be good enough. Much to everyone but Thomas’s regret, Williams’s snap judgment declared it to be just that.

Even if we accept Thomas’s entire story at face value — something that’s very difficult to do — he should never have won the contest. The line on which he and his unknown other digger (assuming he existed) dug was oriented to the magnetic north of the memorial, not the true north of the sun at noon on the spring equinox. Barker had seen what may have been the remnants of Thomas’s dig on his February visit, noting the trench as a worrisome “slight depression” in the ground that might indicate someone else was hot on the same trail as he and Rousseau. In the end, though, he had put the depression out of his mind because it was in the wrong place. Thomas was little closer to his quarry than Peter Ormandy had been five months previously. Like Ormandy, he had solved virtually nothing of the real puzzle beyond “one of six to eight.” Like Ormandy, all the other connections he tried to make with Ampthill were accidents never intended by Williams. If Thomas’s answer was good enough, so should have been Ormandy’s.

None of this, it seems safe to say, was entirely lost on Kit Williams. When it began to dawn on him during that first unpleasant phone conversation how little Thomas really knew, he tried to step back from his declaration of a victor. Thomas would, of course, still have to dig up the hare before the whole thing was finalized, said an increasingly guarded Williams. Not quite sure what to do next, Thomas returned to Ampthill Park on February 20, the day after talking to Williams. There he immediately noticed a fresh hole, dug in the correct place by Mike Barker two days before. He spent the next three nights digging inward from Barker’s hole, toward the memorial, without success. He then contacted Williams again, who was flummoxed himself. If the hare really isn’t there, Williams said, the press must be contacted, as someone had apparently dug it up without telling anyone. With that statement, he confirmed once and for all for Thomas that he was digging in the correct place; he clearly wouldn’t have made a good poker player. On February 24, Thomas returned to Ampthill Park one last time, this time by daylight in the company of a friend. He found the hare, snug inside its bed of pottery, among the already turned-up earth. Whether he himself had dug it up and missed it or Mike Barker had done so earlier is, like so much about these final days of the contest, impossible to ever really know.

Ken Thomas wasn’t the winner that Kit Williams or Tom Maschler wanted, but, given the sloppy naivete with which they’d handled the whole contest, he was perhaps the winner they deserved. After informing Williams that he had found the hare, Thomas suddenly disappeared for a week, throwing everyone into a tither. When he surfaced again, he told Maschler that he would, on the condition of strict anonymity — “Ken Thomas,” everyone now learned, was a pseudonym — agree to do exactly one newspaper and one television interview in addition to appearing at the public unveiling of the hare. In every other respect, he was as uncooperative as could be. When the Victoria and Albert Museum asked if they might borrow the hare to display it publicly for a while as a memento of what had become a significant episode in British cultural history, he refused absolutely. At the unveiling, he appeared clothed like a homeless man, a cap pulled down low over his eyes, his back turned whenever possible to the camera, and refused to say a word. His single television interview took place, at his demand, behind a frosted pane of glass, his voice electronically distorted, like a Mafia kingpin turned state’s evidence.

[image: A very reticent "Ken Thomas" with Kit Williams and Tom Maschler at the hare's unveiling.]A very reticent “Ken Thomas” with Kit Williams and Tom Maschler at the hare’s unveiling.


No one was more disappointed by Thomas than Tom Maschler, whose well-oiled publicity machine had been all primed to make an instant celebrity of whoever first solved the puzzle. The blow was felt all the more keenly about a week after Thomas’s anointment as winner, when Mike Barker and John Rousseau belatedly contacted Williams with the complete and correct solution. These two personable schoolteachers, who had solved the puzzle the way Williams had intended it to be solved, would have made a vastly preferable alternative to a sullen weirdo who dressed in rags. With such a vortex of anti-charisma now at center stage, Masquerade, for so long an ongoing media obsession, petered out about as quietly and anticlimactically as imaginable. The only thing left was the grumbling, of which there was plenty, and for good reason. Everyone knew this “Ken Thomas” was a cheat. Even if one accepted every word of and put the best possible spin on his story, he had still used guile rather than smarts to claim the hare.

But, as so many suspected, his true guile ran much deeper than his own story would have one believe. He was a cheat, and the full depth of his cheating would only come to light some six and a half years later. The Masquerade contest had ended in anticlimax and dark talk of scandal, but the full story was as yet far from told.

Next time, we’ll try once again to figure out this Ken Thomas character, and while we’re at it we’ll also tackle the less juicy but ultimately more important mission of understanding just how much Masquerade came to mean for our special interest around these parts: the world of computer gaming.

(Sources: The Quest for the Golden Hare by Bamber Gascoigne; Publisher by Tom Maschler; the paperback edition of Masquerade itself, which includes a forward by Kit Williams and the complete solution to the puzzle in an appendix; “Talent Spotter” by Nicola Wroe from the March 12, 2005 issue of The Guardian; “Unmasked: The Masquerade Con” by Barrie Penrose and John Davison from the December 11, 1988 issue of The Times; the website Masquerade and the Mysteries of Kit Williams; “Hare-Brained: Kit Williams’s Masquerade” by Paul Slade; the BBC documentary Kit Williams: The Man Behind the Masquerade.)
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				Jayle Enn			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 5:17 pm			

			
				
				I remember my Dad bringing a similar book home from the library, ‘Treasure: In Search of the Golden Horse’. Its treasure was apparently donated to charity long before anyone actually managed to solve it. I don’t think I’d have any more luck with it now, than pre-teen me did then.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Brian Moriarty			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 5:53 pm			

			
				
				Heh.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Sniffnoy			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 8:10 pm			

			
				
				Huh, I could have sworn you had already written an article on this, but apparently not!  Just the mention in your Fool’s Errand article, and the similar (and Masquerade-inspired) story of the Golden Sundial.  Presumably it’s the latter I was thinking of…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Andrew Hickey			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 6:08 pm			

			
				
				Weird, *I* remember there being an article on this already on here — I have a very distinct memory of posting a comment on it, because Mike Barker was a teacher at my school…

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Nate			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 5:41 am			

			
				
				Add me to the list of people with deja-vu. When I started reading this article I was ‘wait, what? Masquerade again? Didn’t you cover this extensively several years ago, back in the early 80s section?’

I’m glad to have this article  but… I know I’ve read all these details! And especially the part about the  ‘Haresoft’ games in the next article!

Where did I read about Masquerade and Haresoft, if it wasn’t on this site?

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 7:55 am			

			
				
				Masquerade did come up in passing in several other articles (mostly linked to part 2 of this article), and there was a fair amount of discussion of the story and controversy in the comments sections to some of those articles. That’s probably what you folks are thinking of.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 9:17 pm			

			
				
				Salmon Rushdie

There’s something fishy about that spelling. (Salman)

While they sat on their answer, constructing inclinomoters 

Misspelled that instance of inclinometer.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 7:08 am			

			
				
				Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				james			

			
				May 20, 2016 at 10:56 pm			

			
				
				wonder article! one of your best! love the detail and the story. can’t wait for the second part.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Brendan			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 12:05 am			

			
				
				Great stuff, as usual!

A point: ‘Cumbra’ should be Cumbria, I fear – the county which contains Barrow-in-Furness, where I believe that chap lived (and still might).

Williams mentions him in this 1982 episode of Omnibus at about 5:15 and shows us an enormous stack of the poor guy’s fevered correspondence:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-iU-qoG9Upg

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 7:09 am			

			
				
				Right you are. Thanks!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Angel Miranda			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 8:51 am			

			
				
				Great story! Just waiting for the second part…

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Andrew			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 9:06 am			

			
				
				That was a fun read! And it seems like a lot of people spent a lot of time looking at art. So the painter accomplished his mission, no?

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Chris Floyd			

			
				May 21, 2016 at 8:41 pm			

			
				
				So glad you’re writing about this.  I stumbled across a copy of Masquerade around 1990 and was fascinated by it but had no way to know what had happened with the treasure hunt (or even that it was ever a big deal).  Years later, I found a book they published explaining the answer and got a glimpse of the history of the whole thing (albeit not going into the shadiness of Ken Thomas).  Curious to read the rest of your story.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Peter Piers			

			
				July 25, 2016 at 7:05 pm			

			
				
				That first child’s letter, the ten year old, is just too cute for words. :)

				


			

			

	

			




				
		
	
		
			
				Kit Williams’s Golden Hare, Part 2: The Aftermath

				May 27, 2016
			

One day lagomania gripped Britain; the next the hare had been discovered and it was all over except the ennui. The television segments and newspaper articles ceased almost as quickly as the charter tours and the book signings. Rod Argent’s Masquerade musical, which had been all set to make the jump from the Young Vic to the West End, went from a packed house to an empty one overnight, and closed within two weeks. Kit Williams shelved his merry-leprechaun persona and went back to his painting. Tom Maschler and his publicity machine at Jonathan Cape gnashed their teeth at their uncooperative, unappealingly anonymous winner, who had spoiled their plans for making this moment a climax rather than an anticlimax, and in the process cost them the chance to turn Masquerade into an ongoing series of similar grand public treasure hunts. As it was, the public’s appetite for this sort of fare seemed permanently spoiled by the bad taste “Ken Thomas” had left in its mouth.

Instead another craze began to sweep through Britain. Just weeks after Masquerade wound up, the Sinclair Spectrum and the BBC Micro started shipping in quantity to British consumers, transforming what had been a burgeoning underground hobby into a full-blown mainstream craze for computers and especially computer games. By 1984, British per-capita computer ownership had exceeded that of the United States, marking it as the most computer-mad nation on earth. It was in connection with this latest craze for computers, barely a glint in a few dreamers’ eyes when Kit Williams had fashioned the golden hare five years before, that the treasure unexpectedly reemerged from the bank vault into which Ken Thomas had stuck it.

News of a company called Haresoft first arrived in the June 5, 1984, issue of Home Computing Weekly. (Yes, Britain was so computer-mad that it could support a weekly magazine for enthusiasts — in fact, two of them.) Thanks to an “exclusive arrangement,” the magazine offered readers a chance to buy something called Hareraiser Prelude for most major platforms directly from Haresoft before it shipped to stores. The announcement marked the beginning of a new hunt for the hare. Or, if the winner preferred, she could take £30,000 in cash in lieu of the hare — that being, according to Haresoft, its estimated value as a piece of art and a cultural touchstone after all of the Masquerade excitement. The hare wasn’t actually buried this time, “to avoid damaging the countryside and to give an equal chance to young people who cannot travel freely.” All you needed to find it in virtual space was “patience and an inquisitive mind” for a puzzle “that could be solved by adult and child alike.” But doing so wouldn’t be cheap. Would-be winners would have to purchase not only Hareraiser Prelude but also Hareraiser Finale to divine the hare’s new location, each for the princely sum of £8.95, a premium price point normally reserved for only the most desirable and ambitious games.

The division into a Prelude and a Finale did rather leave one wondering where the meaty middle had gone. Those punters foolish enough to fork over the money were given yet more cause to wonder. “I find all my feelings of eager anticipation suddenly turned to shock and desolation,” wrote one earnest treasure hunter who’d convinced herself she was about to embark on a new Masquerade. What she got instead was something much, much shabbier.

[image: Hareraiser]Hareraiser


A remarkably threadbare product even for an era when ramshackle junk was the rule rather than the exception, the Hareraiser “games” are as ugly as they are inscrutable; at least Masquerade gave you some lovely pictures to look at while you pored hopelessly over its puzzle. A handful of kilobytes of code — the Prelude and Finale together could fit into the memory of a 16 K Sinclair Spectrum — depict a crudely drawn landscape made up of ground, trees, sky, clouds, and sun, all executed with the stick-figure flair of an ungifted three-year-old. The opening text says you can move around this space with the cursor keys, but if there is any logic to the geography at all it must be that of a giant text-adventure-style maze. Assuming you can judge your location from the number and positions of the trees (perhaps a dangerous assumption), moving north and then south doesn’t return you to your starting point. Occasionally, according to no detectable rhyme or reason, a hare runs across the screen, thus providing the sum total of the action. The only other element is an occasional cliché that pops up at the bottom: “Use your brain”; “Can you see the wood for the trees”; “Early bird catches the worm.”

All Haresoft correspondence was conducted by someone calling himself “Jeff Lubbock,” who may or may not have actually existed. Lubbock’s official line was that Ken Thomas had sold the hare to his company for £20,000, but said company’s behavior bore lots of suspicious similarities to Thomas’s own immediately after winning the hare. Haresoft hungered after notoriety, the better to sell more copies of Hareraiser, yet hid behind a cloak of anonymity at the same time, conducting all business and public relations solely via press releases and advertisements. Although Home Computing Weekly had been fooled into lending some of their credibility to Haresoft at the outset, the company would never again be accorded that sort of respect. The young men writing for the laddish gaming magazines with titles like Crash and Zzap! may not have been the most nuanced of critics, but even they had little trouble sniffing the odor of disreputability that fairly poured out of Haresoft. For one thing, the numbers just didn’t add up. “Where will it all come from?” wrote Computer and Video Games of the £30,000 prize in their review. “Suppose £1 per game is put into a kitty — that’s one helluva lot of copies to hope to sell for a puzzle that isn’t even a game!” Sinclair User was equally direct: “It is rather difficult to understand why this program was produced at all, though cynics may draw their own conclusions.”

Poor reviews turned to outright snubs between the first and second Hareraiser; virtually no one even bothered to review or even announce the availability of the Finale when it appeared a few months after the Prelude. Just as well, as it was effectively indistinguishable from the Prelude anyway. As Haresoft’s press releases and advertisements grew ever more strident in light of what must have been nearly nonexistent sales, dismissal turned to open scorn. Sinclair User jeered at Haresoft’s non sequitur of a claim that they had released Hareraiser in two parts “to make it fun and enable competitors of all ages to participate”: “Bet you thought it was just a way to make more money.” A claim that Hareraiser was being bought by schools “to involve pupils in developing computer-logic skills” prompted a little investigative reporting. “We couldn’t make an awful lot of sense of it,” said one of the few headmasters who would admit to having bought the programs. “I think most schools bought Hareraiser to try and win the £30,000 for their school. That’s certainly why we had a look at it.” So much for “developing computer-logic skills.” The most bizarre of all the Haresoft press releases claimed that Anneka Rice, host of a hugely popular game show called Treasure Hunt that also owed more than a little something to Masquerade, had revealed a clue to the puzzle when making a live appearance at Harrod’s. Since the appearance hadn’t been filmed, apparently the clue could only be useful to those who coincidentally happened to be at the event and retained a perfect memory of every word Rice had said there.

The question of whether there ever was a real solution to the alleged puzzle of Hareraiser is, like so many questions surrounding Kit Williams’s golden hare, impossible to fully answer. Disassembling the programs to look for a solution, as a commenter here recently suggested, is a nonstarter, as there is no “winning” screen, no opportunity to solve the puzzle on the computer and have the program acknowledge your achievement. You’re rather expected to solve it on pencil and paper using clues from the programs. It’s possible that a puzzle of some sort was created in good faith, but was so horrid no one ever had the ghost of a chance of figuring it out. Still, not building a winning state into the program itself did allow Haresoft to arbitrarily declare the solution to be whatever they wished it to be — and whenever they wished to do so. Indeed, if I had to guess I’d say that here we come to the real plan, such as it was. If Hareraiser took off to become another sensation like Masquerade, Haresoft would have the flexibility to bend the solution to a winner chosen at whatever juncture best maximized the publicity and the profit.

But, in an affirmation of the good sense of the British computing public, Hareraiser didn’t become another Masquerade. The whole thing was so tawdry, so obviously shady, that almost no one bought in. A desperate Haresoft was reduced to creating painfully transparent sock puppets to write in to the magazines who were savaging the programs.

I wonder who these nerds are who think this isn’t any good. I am one of a group of six who have had immense fun from seeking clues on this treasure hunt, and furthermore, it’s not meant to be a book like Masquerade. If one seeks to win the golden hare, the computer gives the clues, the rest is down to you — that is, if you’re intelligent enough.


This testimony from “Mrs. Widdowson” helped not a whit. Haresoft quietly disappeared during the early months of 1985, leaving behind no forwarding address and not a peep about the still winnerless contest.

[image: Dennis Cross, the court-appointed liquidator of Haresoft, shows off the golden hare shortly before it was auctioned off.]Dennis Cross, the court-appointed liquidator of Haresoft, shows off the golden hare shortly before it was auctioned off.


But the wheels of bankruptcy do grind, slowly yet relentlessly. In December of 1988, a month of bombshell revelations about Masquerade, the golden hare, and Ken Thomas, Kit Williams’s treasure resurfaced for auction at Sotheby’s. The court-appointed liquidator of Haresoft, charged with recovering as much money as possible to pay off the bank that had been unwise enough to supply the operation’s seed capital, had found the defunct company’s one asset of any real value to be the hare, and had promptly seized it to auction it off. The auction turned into a media circus, at last providing the big star turn for the hare that Tom Maschler’s publicity machine had planned for the original unveiling. Caron Keating, known among children as host of the television show Blue Peter and among adults as something of a sex symbol, did the hosting honors, wearing the hare around her neck as the ultimate fashion accessory. Kit Williams himself was there to bid for the hare, but had to drop out at £6000. It was finally sold for £31,900 to an anonymous buyer, shocking everyone; everyone had assumed that the estimated worth of £30,000 was, like most things to come out of Haresoft, complete nonsense. The auction put the capstone on the hare’s first checkered and very public decade of existence. Henceforth it would lead a quieter life, winding up in a private collection in Asia. It would be more than twenty years before it would enter the public eye again.

The same month of December 1988 brought a certain vindication to everyone who had witnessed the disappointing ending of the original hunt for the hare, for in the course of this month Ken Thomas’s cherished cloak of anonymity was finally stripped away and many of the details of the cheating everyone had always suspected him of were finally laid bare. The news broke nationwide in The Times of December 11, 1988, just six days after the hare had been sold at auction. But the real legwork had been done by the editor of the local Bedfordshire newspaper, Bedfordshire on Sunday, published near the hare’s burial place in Ampthill Park.

Frank Branston, the editor in question, had first become involved with the story about a year before the hare was dug up, when a local man named John Guard told him out of the blue that he thought he knew where to find it. When Branston queried how he had come by this information, Guard replied that his girlfriend, Veronica Roberts — more commonly called “Ronnie” — had been Kit Williams’s girlfriend at the time he was creating Masquerade.

Guard wasn’t the most reliable of witnesses. A heavy drinker and heavy pot smoker, he had a reputation as a small-time con artist and general ne’er-do-well around town, prone to regular flights of fancy not too different from this claim. But Branston was able to confirm that at least part of his story was true: Ronnie Roberts had indeed been the girlfriend of Kit Williams a few years before. For months, whenever Branston would see Guard around town, he’d quietly ask him about the hare, whereupon Guard would reply only that finding it was proving more difficult than anticipated. When the treasure was finally found right there in Bedfordshire, allegedly because someone’s dog chose to pee on the Amptill Park monument, Branston immediately thought again of Guard. He tracked him down to ask him directly if he was the mysterious Ken Thomas. Guard replied in the negative, albeit in a suspiciously evasive manner. Branston soon had confirmation that Guard couldn’t be Thomas; one look at the pictures of Thomas at the unveiling of the hare was enough, even disguised as he was, to confirm that he wasn’t Guard.

And yet Branston’s suspicions remained. He launched a modest investigation into Thomas’s identity. A bit of research revealed that the solicitor Thomas was using as representation for his negotiations with Jonathan Cape was a local Bedfordshire man. That meant that Thomas was almost certainly a local as well, further raising Branston’s suspicions about a possible connection with Guard. After this, though, he drew a blank. He couldn’t shake anything else loose from Guard, the solicitor, or any of his contacts covering the story in the national media. And so for the next six years he left it at that.

Branston’s curiosity was revived in 1988 when a brief blurb came across his news wire stating that the golden hare of Masquerade was to be sold at auction as part of the liquidation of a company called Haresoft. It was easy enough to check the official records and see who was behind Haresoft. The founder and head was listed as one Dugald Thompson, living in the Bedfordshire village of Bolnhurst, close by Bedford and Ampthill. And the records showed something else: Thompson was also associated with a brief-lived wishful thought of a company called Clayprint, set up by none other than John Guard. Brantson had his connection at last. To keep the two men from concocting a story together, he went out to see Guard at the same time that one of his reporters visited Thompson. After the pair had done a fair amount of wriggling on the hook, a story emerged, largely from Guard rather than the steadfastly uncooperative Thompson, that sounded like at least the partial truth.

Ronnie Roberts had indeed first agreed to tell John Guard what she knew about the hare about a year before its eventual discovery, prompting him to crow about it to Branston and quite possibly others around town. But, being something of a hippie idealist, she would share only on the condition that the proceeds from its finding and presumed sale be donated to animals-rights organizations. Guard readily agreed to this proviso at the time; whether he ever intended to honor it is yet another of those insoluble Masquerade mysteries.

Roberts knew quite a lot, although perhaps not quite as much as she thought she did. She had gone out to Ampthill Park with Kit Williams to have a picnic there one spring equinox, in the midst of which he’d excused himself to go bury a magnet marking the future position of the hare. Yet Williams hadn’t been entirely trusting; he’d made sure she didn’t see the exact spot. Her understanding of the burial location was garbled and incomplete. She knew it had something to do with the position of the memorial’s shadow on the spring equinox, but believed the hare to be buried immediately adjacent to the memorial rather than at the full extent of the shadow. Still, she did know it was in Ampthill Park, which was far more than anyone else knew at the time.

Looking for a further leg up on the search, Guard approached a local metal-detector enthusiast named Eric Compton with Roberts’s information. There was £1000 in it for him, Guard said, if he would bring his gadget out to Ampthill Park and help him find the hare — and, just as importantly, if he would act as the front man for their little conspiracy afterward. Guard knew that his connection to Roberts, and Roberts’s connection in turn to Kit Williams, must come out as soon as he personally tried to claim the prize, and then the jig would be up.

But as it happened, the conspiracy never got that far. Many nights of tiresome late-night digging and metal-detecting close by the memorial, where Roberts believed the hare to be buried, revealed nothing. After a final assault on the actual day of the spring equinox of 1981 had also proved fruitless, Compton begged off in disgust, convinced he’d been suckered into yet another of Guard’s groundless flights of fancy.

That would seem to have marked the end of digging at Ampthill Park for many months, until the physics teachers Mike Barker and John Rousseau hit upon the solution to the puzzle and the precise location of the hare that had so eluded Guard and Compton. The “slight depression” Barker took as worrisome evidence of previous digging when he arrived at Ampthill Park on February 18, 1982, was likely the remnant of Guard and Compton’s efforts, now almost a year old. (The story that “Ken Thomas” told of digging immediately before Barker is, like most of what he said, almost certainly total nonsense.)

And so we come to the crazy final days of the treasure hunt, where we’re sadly cast back into the realm of the unknown and possibly unknowable. We know that John Guard was acquainted with Dugald Thompson, and must have told him about Ampthill Park. We know as well that it was Dugald Thompson who became Ken Thomas. What we don’t know is what sort of arrangement, if any, the two men arrived at. Was Thompson Guard’s new front man, Compton’s replacement in the role? If so, the plan to sell the hare and donate the proceeds to animal-rights charities evidently fell by the wayside in favor of using it to start a shady software company. Still, a partnership of the two men would explain the identity of the mysterious friend Thompson mentioned digging with him on the last day, when the hare was finally found. The other possibility is that Thompson snookered the would-be snookerer, taking Guard’s information and acting on it unilaterally. It’s not as if Guard would have been in any position to come forward with his grievance.

One eyebrow-raising coincidence about the final days of the hunt does seem to be just that: Thompson’s posting his letter to Kit Williams just one day before Mike Barker arrived at Ampthill Park for his own dig. Whether acting alone or in partnership with Guard, Thompson decided to try to win the prize for himself without actually digging up the hare first, through this vague letter that implied he knew more than he did. He had done enough research to realize that, with Ampthill Park lying almost directly on the Greenwich meridian, the memorial’s shadow would be cast directly northward on the spring equinox. He didn’t, however, reckon with the difference between magnetic north and true north, diagramming the former rather than the latter in his letter. It was Barker’s enormous misfortune to have done his digging just as Thompson, with or without Guard, was also nosing around. In combination with some ill-advised hints dropped by Kit Williams in their phone conversation, that was enough to put Thompson on the correct track.

That chain of conjecture, at any rate, seems likely to be the best we’ll ever be able to do. John Guard died some years ago, “of drink and drugs” according to Frank Branston, while Ronnie Roberts vanished without a trace. Eric Compton still lives in Bedfordshire, but has no real knowledge of what might have gone on between Thompson and Guard. Dugald Thompson himself, the shadowy man at the center of the mystery and the one person who certainly knows the entirety of what really happened, was still with us when contacted by the BBC in 2009, but remained as stubborn and patently dishonest as ever. Among other things, he claimed that he found the hare entirely on his own — the connection to Guard and Roberts being just another coincidence — but can’t tell the true story “for legal reasons” (one suspects that the latter statement may in fact be true). He also claims that the idea of the “Ken Thomas” persona was actually concocted by Tom Maschler and Jonathan Cape, a claim contradicted by absolutely everyone else.

So, that’s your dose of scandal and conspiracy for today, the sexy part of the Masquerade story. The real reason I wanted to write these articles, however, has little to do with the contest’s juicy ending, fun as it may be to speculate about. Masquerade, you see, cast an enormous shadow over the computer-game industry that exploded in the years immediately after the contest’s conclusion — a shadow that extended far beyond the tawdry story of Haresoft and Hareraiser. It was only natural for marketers looking to drum up excitement for their games to cast their eyes back to a contest that had just sold more than a million books. And look back they did. For some years British gaming especially was a riot of Masquerade-inspired contests.

Which isn’t to say that the United States was entirely bereft of digital Masquerades. On the contrary, arguably the most slavish digital clone of all, an interactive “children’s storybook” containing clues to the locations of three “solid gold, gem-encrusted” keys hidden in three separate locations in the United States, was a late 1982 American title called Prism from International Software Marketing.  I’ve been unable to find any evidence that any of the keys were ever found, unsurprisingly as it seems that very few ever bought the software; International Software Marketing disappeared within a year. After that, Masquerade‘s influence in the United States, while far from negligible, tended to be more oblique, living in the realms of aesthetics and game design rather than public contests. Most notably, Cliff Johnson’s fairy-tale puzzler The Fool’s Errand was heavily inspired by Kit Williams’s book, although Johnson wisely made his storybook much more soluble. One of the loveliest games of its era, The Fool’s Errand makes a magnificent legacy for the golden hare all by itself.

But in Britain the influence of Masquerade was far more sustained, obvious, and direct. As with the example of Prism in the United States, it tended to be the earliest of the British Masquerade heirs that tried to translate the experience of the earlier treasure hunt most literally. Just months after the hare was dug up, the merry pranksters at Automata introduced a text adventure called Pimania, containing clues to the location of the Golden Sundial of Pi, a much tackier-looking treasure than Kit Williams’s hare but one worth — according at least to Automata — £6000. It wouldn’t finally be discovered until July of 1985, an event that marked the brief-lived Automata’s last hurrah.

I don’t know of any others who actually buried a treasure, but similar trinkets were a definite order of the day as contest prizes for some time. For instance, the first person to solve Castle of Riddles, Peter Killworth’s second published text adventure, received £1500 in cash and a “£700 hallmarked silver ring-shaped trophy mounted on a presentation plinth and inscribed ‘King of the Ring.’”

But publishers soon realized that elaborate objets d’art weren’t really necessary for a rousing contest. Cold, hard cash would do just as well or better. The race toward ever larger jackpots reached its dizzying climax with a 1984 game from Domark called Eureka!, a huge production for the time consisting of five separate text adventures, five action games, and a hardcopy poor man’s Masquerade, or “Book of Riddles,” all allegedly designed by Ian Livingstone of Fighting Fantasy gamebook fame. The collection as a whole was a monument to quantity over quality, but the prize for being the first to slog through it all was nothing to sneeze at: £25,000 in cash, the largest of these sorts of prizes ever awarded (as opposed to merely promised in the case of the benighted Haresoft). The winner, who didn’t emerge until the game had been on the market for more than a year and the contest’s expiration date was looming, was a 15-year-old named Matthew Woodley.

[image: Matthew Woodley, at right, gets his check for being the first to solve Eureka!.]Matthew Woodley, at right, gets his check for being the first (only?) to solve Eureka!.


Yet even a cash prize wasn’t an absolute requirement to evoke some of the old spirit of Masquerade. For many people, just the national recognition of becoming the first to win a game was enough, with or without the structure of a formal contest. Heaps of games shipped with cards to be mailed in with proof of victory. If you happened to be lucky enough to be the first winner, or sometimes just among the first handful, you could count on some press recognition and at least a little swag. Melbourne House, for example, rewarded the teenage Cunningham brothers of Northumberland when they became the first to send in the winning solution to Sherlock four months after the adventure’s release with a gala lunch at The Sherlock Holmes Restaurant and blurbs in several magazines. Acornsoft likewise made sure to recognize Hal Bertram, the first person to become Elite in Elite some six weeks after that game’s release.

All of these contests, whether expressed or implied, served to bind British gamers together, giving the hobby as a whole a personal, clubby feel that wasn’t enjoyed by the larger American scene. That said, they were also a classic double-edged sword. There’s an ugly truth lurking at the heart of Masquerade and all of the similar contests that followed, whether they unspooled digitally or in print. To make a puzzle that will be attempted by thousands, tens of thousands, or hundreds of thousands of people and not have it solved within hours — a development that would be commercially disastrous — requires making that puzzle outrageously hard. And outrageously hard puzzles just aren’t much fun for most people. It’s this simple truth that makes the idea of a mass treasure hunt much more alluring than the reality. The differences between the demands of the contest and the demands of good puzzle design are almost irreconcilable. It’s not as if British text-adventure designers in particular needed more motivation to produce unfair and well-nigh insoluble games.

And, while games in other genres like Elite sometimes indulged in public contests and public recognition for firsties, it was indeed always the text adventure with which Masquerade-style contests were most closely identified — unsurprisingly as these games are by their nature big, elaborate puzzles to solve, just like Kit Williams’s book. It’s equally unsurprising, then, that the end of the era of the Masquerade-inspired computer-game contest coincides with the text adventure’s commercial sunset in Britain.

Level 9, the most prolific and respected of British text-adventure makers for most of the genre’s commercial existence, had always avoided contests of this kind, perhaps out of recognition of the damage they tended to do to game design. But in 1988, having been dumped by Rainbird, Level 9 had just signed on with a new publisher called Mandarin who were very eager to do another good old-fashioned treasure hunt; they even wanted to re-institute the idea of a physical treasure. The game in question being an Arthurian exercise called Lancelot, the treasure that Level 9 and Mandarin agreed upon was a replica of the Holy Grail, “hand-crafted from sterling silver,” “gilded inside with 22-carat gold” (bettering Kit Williams’s hare by 4 carats), “encrusted with semi-precious stones,” and worth a cool £5000 in raw materials (bettering the hare by £2000).

In this case, however, designer Pete Austin threaded the needle in a way few if any of his predecessors had managed. He was clever enough to avoid the trap of a contest predicated purely on becoming the first to solve a game, avoiding with it the unfair, insoluble adventure it invariably foisted on its players. Instead he sprinkled clues to a meta-puzzle through his game, but kept the exercise of solving that puzzle separate from that of winning the game. He also made sure that the meta-puzzle was a fair puzzle, providing its methodology openly to would-be contest participants.

[image: Lancelot]

The game itself was only required for the first round, which was used to select a pool of finalists who were sent another puzzle hinging around a set of very difficult trivia questions on Arthurian lore and legend. The winner, an adventure-game reviewer named John Sweeney, claimed to have required some thirty reference books to work out the solution and identify the resting place of the Grail in the form of a grid reference on an Ordnance Survey map. (It was all purely an intellectual exercise; the Grail was not, as Mandarin and Level 9 were constantly at pains to emphasize, actually buried there.) By all accounts difficult but fair in conception and execution, the Lancelot puzzle might have pointed a way forward for contests of this nature; it actually sounds like it was kind of fun. But alas, it wasn’t to be. Lancelot‘s sales were nowhere close to being strong enough to justify a prize of such magnificence. John Sweeney’s achievement marked the end of the old era of adventure-game contests as a whole rather than the beginning of a new era of saner, fairer contests. His human-interest story would be just about the last of its kind on the pages of British magazines.

[image: John Sweeney with his freshly won Holy Grail and the things he had to use to win it: his computer, his Lancelot game, and lots and lots of reference books.]John Sweeney with his freshly won Holy Grail and the things he had to use to win it: his computer, his Lancelot game, and lots and lots of reference books.


I’ll return to the twilight years of the British text-adventure industry in my next article. But for now, for today, a final few words on the three biggest principals behind the original Masquerade, two of them human and one lagomorphic.

Tom Maschler’s Jonathan Cape was purchased by Random House in 1987, becoming an imprint thereof. Maschler stepped down from his role as chief editor shortly thereafter, on the advice of doctors who were warning him of the effect many years of burning the candle at both ends was having on his health. He’s led a quieter life since, emerging publicly only on occasion. In 2005, he published a memoir, called simply Publisher, that garnered mixed reviews. He rates the creation of the Booker Prize as his proudest achievement: “It certainly has had an impact, and if it means people think they should occasionally read a good novel, that is something I’m very proud of.” Amen to that.

Kit Williams tried to capture lightning in a bottle a second time in 1984 via an untitled picture book most commonly referred to as “The Bee Book.” The contest this time was merely to ferret out the book’s real name; no physical treasure was buried. The prize, an intricate art object Williams called a “marquetry box,” was won by one Steve Pearce of Leicester. No rumors of foul play dogged the process this time, but the whole exercise garnered not a shadow of the attention (or sales) of Masquerade, and Kit Williams decided that was enough of that. He returned to the life of a simple painter, becoming more reclusive than ever, creating mostly on personal commission and rarely showing his work publicly.

[image: An older Kit Williams and his golden hare, reunited at last in 2009.]An older Kit Williams and his golden hare, reunited at last in 2009.


The whereabouts of the golden hare remained unknown except in rumor for many years. In 2009, however, the thirtieth anniversary of the treasure hunt’s beginning prompted a run of retrospectives in the British media. This attention in turn prompted the hare’s anonymous Asian owner to send it back to its homeland for a time. A BBC film crew captured Kit Williams’s emotional reunion with his most famous creation, which he’d last seen from the audience in Sotheby’s more than twenty years earlier. In 2012, the current owner allowed the Victoria and Albert Museum to publicly display the hare, exactly thirty years after having been so rudely refused permission to do so by Ken Thomas/Dugald Thompson. It had been one hell of a circuitous trip — for the hare itself and for everyone who ever fell under its spell.

(Sources: Most of the sources listed in the previous article apply to this one as well. In addition, there are the Creative Computing of May 1983; Home Computing Weekly of November 22 1983 and June 5 1984; Sinclair User of December 1984, January 1985, March 1985, and October 1987; Crash of January 1985 and October 1985; Computer and Video Games of December 1984 and June 1987; Popular Computing Weekly of August 30 1984 and November 29 1984; Your Sinclair of January 1989; Page 6 of July 1989; Amiga Computing of October 1988. Also see the entry for Hareraiser Finale on the site Games That Weren’t 64.)
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				Andrew			

			
				May 27, 2016 at 8:30 pm			

			
				
				Loved these two pieces, thank you for researching and writing them! I don’t remember the original media frenzy (at six years old, I was too busy with my Famous Five books), but I do remember my stepmum proudly showing me a copy of “Masquerade” a few years later (and I think she had the “Bee Book” as well), as she liked both the mystery and the rural imagery. Completely agree with your reference points of “Watership Down” and “A Midsummer Night’s Dream”, as they’re just the sort of things I think of if I ever Kit Williams or his golden hare mentioned – the whole thing seems just so very, very English.

I also remember the short-lived “games with prizes” fad in UK computing in the mid-80s and most of the games you mention (no, I didn’t “win” any of them!), and something else you could add in the same vein was another book, Steve Jackson’s “The Tasks of Tantalon”, from about 1985. He was of course the co-creator of the “Fighting Fantasy” gamebooks (not “Final Fantasy”, so you might want to edit that…), with the same Ian Livingstone who was involved with “Eureka!”. 

Don’t know if it was ever published in the US, but It was a D&D-type take on “Masquerade”, with each lavish illustration containing a puzzle to solve and I found it fiendishly difficult when I came across it as a 12 year old. However, I got a second look when a friend dug out his copy a couple of years ago and I was very impressed by how well thought out it was. Admittedly, although the puzzles were still very good, they weren’t quite as daunting as I remembered (albeit my friend did have to explain a couple of the trickier ones..!), but then again I suppose it wasn’t aimed at adults but at the 12 year old D&D fan I was at the time.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 7:11 am			

			
				
				Woops! Fighting Fantasy it is. Thanks!

Thanks also for the mention of The Tasks of Tantalon. I hadn’t seen that before. I’m going to judge it a little out of scope to try to shoehorn into the article at this point… but still, good to know.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				David Boddie			

			
				May 27, 2016 at 9:40 pm			

			
				
				As a child, I remember thinking about the buried hare and wondering what would happen if someone merely stumbled upon it by accident. Thinking about it now, I think that would have been around the time of the Masquerade contest rather than the Hare Raiser one, though I was probably more aware of the latter. I uploaded a scan (http://stardot.org.uk/forums/viewtopic.php?f=42&t=11213) of the advert for the software that I recently found in a stack of magazine pages.

Competitions continued for other genres in the Acorn scene for a few years. Superior Software, in particular, ran competitions for many of their games in the mid-1980s. However, they were more of the “first to win” kind than anything puzzle-related. Looking at their adverts, they seem to have dried up in around 1987/88, perhaps more to do with the decline of the 8-bit market and the lack of new titles than anything else.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Arkadiusz			

			
				May 27, 2016 at 9:46 pm			

			
				
				There was also a contest, where you could win a Porsche, finishing Gyron (published by Firebird in 1985).

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 7:20 am			

			
				
				That contest was a little different. It was actually a sort of tournament where a group of people met in a physical space to play a “specially modified” version of Gyron — i.e., not a “first to solve” contest like the others described here. According to Imagine (Gyron’s publisher), the Porsche 924 on offer was worth “only” £12,000, so I’m safe too in calling Eureka!’s prize the biggest. :)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				May 27, 2016 at 9:49 pm			

			
				
				Crazy story.  One slight correction: Ian Livingston wrote the Fighting Fantasy series, not Final Fantasy.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Keith Palmer			

			
				May 27, 2016 at 10:10 pm			

			
				
				Even without this software coda, the tale told was interesting enough I was more than happy to think of it as “a worthwhile digression.” I can remember seeing a short notice about Masquerade in a “New Book of Knowledge” encyclopedia annual when I was young; the rest of the story was quite an addition.

Poring through Creative Computing, I did happen to notice a review of the “Prism” software you mentioned (and wondered during the first part of this story if it would be a little too obscure to bring up myself). I suppose I am wondering, knowing from the review how openly “Prism’s” Apple II graphics imitated the “text around the borders” illustrations of Masquerade, just what methodology the software’s creators thought they ought to use, but I know it’s one thing to wonder and another thing to actually figure things out. Mostly, I’m inclined to reflect on “puzzle design” (and maybe even “art to suit yourself” in general).

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				AguyinaRPG			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 1:45 am			

			
				
				It took me a moment to understand where you were going with this. For a moment after I saw Brian Moriarty comment I thought that you were going to use the exercise to talk about puzzles and the nature of “useless particulars”.

I was also kind of thrown off by the constant back and forth of “silent mystery” versus “public attention”. I wasn’t really sure how you think a puzzle like Masquerade should have been run. It’s a matter of whether you treasure and engaging narrative or a “fair game”, which becomes all the more difficult now in the internet age.

I think the basic idea of looking at treasure hunts and accomplishments though was a nice feature. It’s something that can be tangibly felt and doesn’t require specific physical components. I’ve always loved acknowledgements of community, though I prefer it fit in the game as best as possible (see the real life homages in World of Warcraft to see how it can clash with the aesthetic). It’s a fine line to balance to give players a hand in “finishing” a piece of art, but it can be great to read about if nothing else.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 7:44 am			

			
				
				If you’re going to run a contest on this scale, you need to put lots of controls in place to assure it’s fair. Kit Williams’s puzzle should have been vetted by a panel of design consultants — all bound by ironclad NDAs, naturally — to ensure it hung together. (It did, and so Jonathan Cape dodged a bullet there, but that doesn’t mean we shouldn’t note their sloppiness.) Then the treasure should have been buried by an expert or team of experts — again bound by NDAs — who could make absolutely sure of the correct location. A second expert or team of experts should then have verified the location. Once the puzzle was in progress, there should have been no telephone communication allowed, to keep Kit Williams or anyone else from dropping deliberate or inadvertent hints to selected callers. A team should have been set up at Jonathan Cape to handle the mail — possibly a first-level group for writers who get certain preliminaries right, passing letters on to a second-level group, maybe eventually to Kit Williams himself. This would compartmentalize the knowledge of the puzzle as much as possible and hopefully avoid leaks. (Although, naturally there should again have been NDAs all around.) It should have been a requirement that the mailed-in solutions be posted via certified mail, to assure nothing got lost in the mail. It should have been clarified that precedence of the mailed-in solutions would be determined by the post date. And it should have been stipulated that either you had to dig up the hare yourself or you didn’t, instead of the vague back-and-forthing that Kit Williams indulged in. And naturally, having made the decision to give the public an additional hint, that hint needed to be disseminated in a way that made it accessible to all, regardless of country.

I understand that this stuff isn’t sexy or fun, that everybody hates lawyers (until they need one), etc. But this sort of basic due diligence is necessary for a truly fair contest on a big scale like this one. Obviously everyone involved with Masquerade was forced to make it up as they went along with no precedents to use as guides, so I don’t condemn anyone for the way it was handled. At the same time, though, it should be understood that the way the contest was handled led very directly to the unsatisfactory conclusion.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Matt Wigdahl			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 4:18 am			

			
				
				Excellent work, thanks for writing these!  On the American side of the pond, I would think that the Swordquest series of Atari games from the early 80’s would qualify as pretty close analogues to Masquerade and its digital successors.  I would imagine there is some interesting history behind them as well.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Rowan Lipkovits			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 4:25 am			

			
				
				I was too young for the Masquerade phenomenon, but as a pre-teen acquired a copy of “Quest for the Golden Hare” at a good price (the phenomenon is good and dead?  OK, dump the books on the market!) and was inspired to mount a puzzle-beleagured treasure hunt across my local BBS community online sometime in the early ’90s.  This aspiration was stymied, but its tiny flame was ultimately put to use by me late last year in the form of an “underground computer art” lore challenge impeding access to (and, I hoped, stirring up interest in) the eventual release of a substantial collection of “lost”, never-released computer art from the late ’90s.

All its puzzles were ultimately spoiled after the challenge was quickly won by two people (and ignored by the rest of the world) but interested parties could (and still can) play along over at http://mistfunk.tumblr.com/post/130605486017/introducing-the-fabulous-mist2000zip-treasure

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Wade			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 6:53 am			

			
				
				I don’t think I ever heard of the Masquerade story before you wrote these articles. Part 1 was so tantalising I couldn’t resist googling to go find out (mostly) what eventually happened by before you wrote part 2.

Something that part 1 suddenly explained to me was the origin of a video I often saw on kids afternoon TV on the ABC here in Australia. You may or may not know that the ABC is a close cousin of the BBC. The animated video for the song ‘Butterfly Ball’ was often played as filler on the ABC in the 80s. So now I know where that came from. Presumably if it was good for Britain, it was good for us; that’s how a good chunk of ABC programming was in the 80s. We’d watch the UK-dubbed Monkey Magic, The Goodies, Dr Who, etc., all in a row. That experience is pretty generational for folks my age in Australia, since we had only 4 or 5 TV stations and ABC is our national broadcasters.

– Finally, I also assume that the Masquerade approach is the source of a couple of illustrated puzzle books I’ve encountered over the years, which didn’t tell you how to solve them. One was called Helmquest, the other The Egyptian Jukebox.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Emily Boegheim			

			
				June 13, 2016 at 11:46 am			

			
				
				Australia had its own Masquerade imitation: Tasmanian Tiger, by Marion and Steve Isham. My mother and sisters and I borrowed it from our local library multiple times and pored over it. We managed to solve quite a few of the easier riddles but never made any headway on the metapuzzle.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ivy			

			
				May 28, 2016 at 11:31 pm			

			
				
				I know Cadbury’s also did a hunt book, for Golden Eggs; I remember reading it when I was pretty young and the whole thing making not much sense. Suddenly it makes a little more sense.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				May 29, 2016 at 1:39 am			

			
				
				Grumpy note: In the sample clue provided with Lancelot, the solution has an extraneous letter. Presumably it’s supposed to be “well-known”? 

It does seem like a much better way to run these things, though.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Brian Bagnall			

			
				May 29, 2016 at 4:28 pm			

			
				
				After last week’s cliffhanger I was looking forward to reading this one. Thanks, Jimmy!

Now that you’ve completed the story and spoilers aren’t an issue, it’s safe to check out this documentary on the whole affair:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vEIFm0UHtoo

On side note, a local newspaper started running a contest in the 1980’s called “Search for Gold” where they hid a bar of gold (or perhaps a certificate to claim it) somewhere in the city. The first contest was the talk of the town as I remember and sold a lot of papers. It was such a hit they started running it weekly for a while until people got bored by it. This Facebook page is the only evidence I can find of it on the web anymore and the photos section shows some of the hints and solutions. 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/5216326378/

I wonder if other local newspapers also joined in the craziness inspired by Masquerade.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Kate Willaert			

			
				May 29, 2016 at 11:25 pm			

			
				
				I’ve wondered if Pink Floyd’s “Publius Enigma” puzzle that tied into their Division Bell album was inspired by this. It was another case of a puzzle being just too complicated…so complicated that fans at first required proof before they were convinced there even was a puzzle.

Band members have acknowledged that there was a puzzle and that it was organized by some people in PR rather than by them personally. But beyond that they refuse to talk about it, seemingly out of embarrassment. Which is disappointing, because it means no historian will ever be able to figure out what the intent of the puzzle was. (On the other hand, I recall it being hinted by at least one person in PF’s camp that the unknown prize might still be waiting…)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Anthony			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 9:05 am			

			
				
				Jimmy, a great story, well told.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Lee Jones			

			
				August 24, 2016 at 4:52 am			

			
				
				I have two copies of the book Masquerade, one hardback and also the later paperback. 

I became quite fascinated by the whole thing, a couple decades after the whole affair, based on those books. I never knew any of the sordid details of the aftermath, though, wow.

I’m also reminded of the Atari Swordquest contest, which started out sorta okay, but eventually devolved into an even worse trainwreck than did Masquerade.

Taking place right at the beginning of the North American Videogame Crash of 1983 certainly didn’t help matters.

To this day, the ultimate prize of Swordquest is missing.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lee Jones			

			
				August 24, 2016 at 5:04 am			

			
				
				It should also be noted that the three completed Swordquest games absolutely SUCK in every sense of the word, are completely unplayable without the included comic books which contained clues for the contest, and are utterly pointless to play in any capacity in the modern day.

I would say, then, that Masquerade was an absolute success in comparison.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Lee Jones			

			
				August 24, 2016 at 10:46 pm			

			
				
				Another note: 

The grand prize of the Swordquest contest, the “Sword of Ultimate Sorcery”, is missing, like I mentioned previously, but a particular rumor has persisted for the past couple decades now that it hung over a fireplace in the home of Jack Tramiel after he took over Atari.

Whether the sword did indeed hang on Jack’s wall will likely forever remain an unconfirmed rumor, if and until the sword is ever found. 

It should be noted that the Tramiel family has adamantly denied the rumor for years, claiming they have no knowledge of the sword’s whereabouts.

The Sword’s value has been estimated recently to be right around $30,000, based largely on its legendary mystique amongst Atari fans.

				


			

			

	









		
		
						
				Martin			

			
				October 6, 2016 at 11:42 pm			

			
				
				For all its scam filled badness, this Hareraiser game sounds interesting. 

So was prelude and finale the same type of game? If not how are they different? Did you have to finish prelude before you could play finale? What language were they written in and is there anywhere in the Internet that analyzed it?

It all might be for nothing but then maybe not. Sounds like I have the hare bug.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Cliffy			

			
				October 7, 2016 at 11:45 am			

			
				
				Another more recent legacy of the Masquerade was Perplex City, an alternate reality game that debuted in 2005 by Mind Candy (now best known for the Moshi Monsters franchise). The game was supplemented by a series of puzzle cards as a way to generate revenue, while the ARG itself, like most of that genre, was free to play. In the story, one of the characters had hidden a powerful artifact in the form of a metal cube somewhere on Earth. If you found it, Mind Candy would give you a £100,000 reward.

The game ran almost two years with regular updates and clues before a player successfully found the cube in 2007. As far as I know, there was no controversy surrounding the contest.

				


			

			

	

			




				
		
	
		
			
				The End of the Line for Level 9 as the Market Takes Its Toll on Magnetic Scrolls

				June 3, 2016
			

At the zenith of their commercial success in early 1985, the Austin brothers of Level 9 left their family home of High Wycombe in Buckinghamshire to move into a grand old house called Rocklease, built into a steep hillside near the Somerset coast. Asked shortly thereafter what they did for excitement on their lonely perch high above a valley inhabited only by grazing cows, Pete Austin noted that life in Rocklease wasn’t without its excitements: “Occasionally a horse goes by.” The Austins spent their free time going for long hikes through the countryside and cultivating a lovely garden — not exactly typical pursuits for game developers. Yet the quiet life in the country suited Pete Austin in particular very well indeed. Level 9’s new environs almost immediately began to rub off on his creations.

Somerset is intimately associated with Arthurian Britain. The area around the town of Glastonbury is, many believe, the legendary Avalon, while churches and ruins throughout the region echo with longstanding oral legends involving Camelot and the Holy Grail. Does a landscape retain some of the spirit of those who came before? When tramping through the hills and dells of Somerset, so rich with the atmosphere of myth, it can feel hard to deny. For Pete, a longtime King Arthur buff, that was a big part of the appeal of the place. It can hardly be a coincidence that shortly after moving into Rocklease his muse started guiding him toward Le Morte d’Arthur and The Once and Future King as inspirations for his work with Level 9.

Pete Austin was an Arthurian traditionalist. “The legends of King Arthur and the Knights of the Round Table are known to all,” he said in an interview, “but it is a sad fact that most modern interpretations seem to owe nothing to the original tales.” He wanted to use Level 9 to correct that in some modest way, to return some of the grandeur to a tradition that in Pete’s view had been increasingly slighted and abused since well before Monty Python had decided to make a mockery of the whole thing on film. The real legends of King Arthur were first the inspiration for the grand unfinished project that consumed much of the Austins’ time and energy during the mid-decade years: Avalon, a huge multiplayer text adventure that attempted to bring its namesake to life again, complete with the full cast of Arthurian characters. That quixotic project eventually collapsed under its own weight, but Pete never lost his desire to do the Arthurian legends right. So, after getting Knight Orc and the two Gnome Ranger games off his chest, he decided to make Lancelot, a more conventional single-player adventure game telling the full tragic story of King Arthur’s ill-made knight.

[image: Lancelot begins with the namesake knight meeting and jousting with a disguised King Arthur on the road to Camelot, just as in legend.]Lancelot begins with a meeting and a joust with a disguised King Arthur on the road to Camelot, just as in legend.


It was all of course hopeless, just as much so in its own way as had been Avalon. In a three-part text adventure that could run on a 48 K Sinclair Spectrum, Pete proposed to retell the full story of one of the great characters of world literature, complete with its themes of loyalty and betrayal, the longing for the sacred and the allure of the profane. The medium simply couldn’t live up to the vision, and the end result feels just plain weird. The granular, detail-obsessed medium of parser-driven interactive fiction is utterly unsuited to a story of this grand scope, even if Level 9 had been allowed 600,000 words instead of 60,000. As it is, vast swathes of rich plot are crammed into single rooms on a sprawling map, major battles won by typing a single command, fateful scenes like Lancelot and Arthur’s Queen Guinevere’s surrender to temptation summed up in a few sentences. We’ve seen this sort of mismatch between medium and content before in such games as Telarium’s adaptation of Nine Princes in Amber, so I won’t belabor the problems too much here. I’m tempted to say that Pete Austin, a very experienced text-adventure designer by this stage, really should have known better, but the whole game is created in such earnest, is so obviously a labor of love, that I find myself wanting to be more forgiving than I probably should.

This is yet another Level 9 game that uses the KAOS system of active characters, giving it at times much the same Bizarro World quality as Knight Orc — hardly the mood of stately grandeur the text tries to evoke. (For example: “Dusk began to suck the colours from the greying world,” the game tells you instead of just saying it’s getting dark.)  From time to time the game seems to go crazy, with everyone suddenly attacking everyone else for no reason whatsoever. Even the map seems bugged, with an apparently inadvertent maze created by one location that doesn’t lead back to the location it should.

Lancelot marked Level 9’s debut with a new publisher, an unexpected new lease on life after the disappointment of their previous deal with  Rainbird. Mandarin Software was a brand new label on the British market, eager to make their mark and still hopeful that Level 9’s text adventures had some commercial life left in them. They signed an unusual deal with Level 9 that reflects the weakness of the latter company’s position; it allowed Mandarin to pick and choose among the games they were offered, publishing only those they judged to have sufficient commercial appeal to make it worth their while. Thus even as Lancelot was appearing on the Mandarin label, becoming Level 9’s big release for the year, the Austins were releasing the more idiosyncratic Ingrid’s Back! on their own. As I described in my last article, Mandarin promoted Lancelot quite lavishly, via a Masquerade-style treasure hunt that Pete Austin obligingly designed. But doubtless the best thing about the deal from Level 9’s perspective was the relationship Mandarin had with the American publisher Datasoft, a new chance at this late date to break into the American market that had so stubbornly eluded them thus far.

[image: The Lancelot contest is shoehorned rather awkwardly into the game.]The Lancelot contest is shoehorned rather awkwardly into the game.


Alas, it would continue to elude them. Even had the American text-adventure market not been if anything even more sick than the British, Lancelot‘s problems could hardly have been expected to go unnoticed. Questbusters, one of the few American magazines to bother noting the game’s existence at all, called it “virtually unplayable.” Many British reviewers were only slightly kinder. “When it hits the high notes,” said Amstrad Action, “it certainly matches anything the company has done so far, but the low notes seem even more depressing as a result.” The Games Machine called it “mostly a text-reading exercise.”

Level 9’s other release through Mandarin, which actually predated Lancelot by a few months, was much better received. Time & Magik, a collection of three older Level 9 games in enhanced versions, had been originally planned as a Rainbird release, a follow-up to the two earlier Rainbird trilogies Jewels of Darkness and Silicon Dreams. This time out, a bit of only mildly tortured ret-conning linked Lords of Time, Level 9’s Doctor Who-inspired standalone time-travel epic, with Red Moon and The Price of Magik, a pair of innovative fantasy titles featuring CRPG-style spell and combat mechanics. Learning from the poor reception of the two Rainbird trilogies, the Austins did a much better job of modernizing these older games for the latest generation of 16-bit computers, adding some quite nice bitmap illustrations to replace the old vector graphics — or, in the case of Lords of Time, the nonexistent graphics — and hiring outside writers to flesh out the text, in some places almost to late-Infocom levels of atmospheric verbosity.

[image: The ghostwriter of the Lords of Time has passionate opinions about proper can-opener design.]The ghostwriter of the new Lords of Time has passionate opinions about proper tin-opener design.


And yet — and this is what continues to make Level 9 so incredibly frustrating for me as a critic — they still squandered a beautiful opportunity to fix some of the problems in the originals that had been spawned by limited time, limited testing, and limited hardware. Take for instance one of the dodgy puzzles in Lords of Time. In the obligatory Ice Age area, you find yourself in a “freezing cave, where ice crusts the walls, glittering like diamonds. You can see a little icicle hanging from the ceiling.” The puzzle here, naturally, is to acquire the icicle. Neither jumping, nor standing on anything, nor throwing anything at the icicle will work. Instead you need to “SHOUT,” whereupon “the din shakes the icicle loose.” Now, all that would be needed to transform this from a dodgy puzzle to a perfectly acceptable one would be a little nudge in the room description, perhaps noting how “the sounds of your movements in this cavern echo back to you, so loudly as to seem almost unnatural” or some such. But such a nudge Level 9 still doesn’t deign to provide, throwing away a chance to right the design sins of old in favor of lots of extraneous textual gilding that’s nice to have but ultimately inessential.

Whatever my misgivings, reviewers were much kinder to Time & Magik than they had been to any other Level 9 game of the last couple of years. The bitter irony in its more positive reception was of course the fact that these were not new games at all, just reworked echoes of the Austins’ glory years. This fact was hardly lost on reviewers, who used it to emphasize just how far Level 9 had fallen in their opinions since the games’ original releases. Oddly, the most wholly positive take on Time & Magik, untainted by gripes about the current games or nostalgia for the past, was the one printed in the American Questbusters. “The British finally get one right!” ran the headline of a crazily superlative review that went on to call it “one of the top five games in its genre.”

But neither of the Mandarin releases sold very well in Europe or the United States. Just as Rainbird had the year before, Mandarin dropped Level 9 by the end of 1988, tired of flogging what they had now decided for themselves was indeed a dead horse.

It just a wasn’t a good time to be peddling text adventures, as Magnetic Scrolls, the only other significant company in Britain still making the things, was also experiencing. In response to the two companies’ travails, Tony Rainbird, no longer head of the publisher that bore his name but still a great fan and booster of the genre, came forward with a scheme to give text adventures some life support. He wanted to start a fan club, called Official Secrets, to bind the remaining adventuring hardcore together, giving them a place to read about their hobby, swap hints, and buy the games that were disappearing from store shelves via mail order. Official Secrets would offer a magazine, a free help line for members, and a mail-order arm called Special Reserve to serve each of these purposes respectively. Wielding the same charm that had once allowed him to simultaneously sign rivals Level 9 and Magnetic Scrolls to his Rainbird label, Tony brought them both along into Official Secrets, turning these two companies who had pointedly never had much of anything to say to or about one another — both always pointed to Infocom as their chief inspiration and chief competitor — into de facto business partners on the venture. They would share in the annual fees of £20 per member, a potentially valuable source of extra income in these tough times. In return, they’d provide lots of insider access to the magazine, along with hints for their games and occasional contests and perks, beginning with a whole new game made exclusively for Official Secrets members by Magnetic Scrolls.

[image: Magnetic Scrolls pretty clearly didn't put their usual care into the pictures for Myth.]Magnetic Scrolls pretty clearly didn’t put their usual care into the pictures for Myth.


Myth, written by a staffer named Paul Findley, was described by Magnetic Scrolls as “a mini-adventure”; it includes just four pictures and a very abbreviated geography, coming off to modern eyes as something of a forerunner to the “Comp-sized” games that have been the norm in interactive fiction for so many years now. It’s 30 A.D., and the Greek gods, already losing ground for centuries to their Roman equivalents, aren’t a bit happy about another new rival called Christianity. Deciding that they’ve all become too fat and complacent, Zeus announces that he’s withdrawing each god’s immortality unless and until he succeeds in a mission he’s designed for him. You play Poseidon in this game that was clearly intended to be the first of many such godly adventures. The premise is a lot of fun, the writing is consistently witty and engaging, and the puzzles are generally acceptable despite a few things that could have been better implemented or just better described. On the whole, it’s a reasonably solid effort.

It wasn’t, however, enough of an attraction to prompt all that many people to pay Official Secrets’s hefty membership fee, especially in light of the ever-present pirate network that quickly made it easy enough to get Myth for free. The club and the magazine did hang on until 1991, but the period of Level 9 and Magnetic Scrolls’s active involvement ended within months. Tony Rainbird slashed the membership fee, and Official Secrets took on more and more of a hobbyist rather than a professional sheen, becoming something quite different from his original vision.

Level 9 was the first to bow out of Official Secrets, and for a very simple reason: in 1989, they shocked their remaining fans by announcing that they were bowing out of text adventures altogether. Having been dropped by Mandarin thanks to the disappointing sales of Time and Magik and Lancelot, they would release a final game under their own auspices, and after that they would be moving on to the greener pastures of other, healthier gaming genres. The announcement was tinged with some bitterness. “People have been declaring the death of the adventure market for years, so Scapeghost is an appropriate final release,” said Pete Austin. “It comes from beyond the grave and you play a ghost.”

[image: Scapeghost's visuals are perhaps best described as Gothic noir.]Scapeghost‘s visuals are perhaps best described as Gothic noir.


In Scapeghost, you do indeed play a ghost, that of a recently deceased police officer who was led to death and disgrace by his corrupt partner. In the course of the adventure, divided as usual into three parts, you will have a chance to right this injustice, and also — and perhaps more importantly — to put things right with those loved ones you leave behind. If the perfect swansong is a work that encapsulates all that has come before, Scapeghost qualifies. Once again it has at its core a great, unusual, even potentially medium-advancing idea, with lots of real heart and soul behind it. And once again that’s undone by a lot of little bugs, glitches, and annoyances. Personally, I gave up on trying to play honestly when I got hung up for a long time on a guess-the-verb issue; I was typing “PET DOG” when I should have been typing “PAT DOG.”1 More an exercise in noirish melancholy than horror, Scapeghost is yet one final Level 9 game that could have — should have — been great.

Level 9’s plan at the time of Scapeghost‘s belated release — it came fully a year after Lancelot and Ingrid’s Back!, their longest gap ever between releases — was to remake themselves as a more generalized developer of graphical games for the 16-bit platforms. For this purpose they created a cross-platform engine they called HUGE (“wHolly Universal Game Engine”), a successor to their longstanding A-Code text-adventure engine. HUGE offered “digitised sounds, multi-directional scrolling, fast animation, flexible sprites, and sprite parking.” Mike Austin claimed that it had “165,000 lines of code and has taken ten man-years to develop.” The clear inspiration behind the new approach was Cinemaware, whose games were all the rage on machines like the Commodore Amiga. But the transition to the graphical mainstream never quite came together for Level 9, largely, one suspects, due to the same lack of capital that had always plagued their textual efforts as well. After porting Cinemaware’s It Came from the Desert to MS-DOS and creating a couple of underwhelming original action/strategy games that came off like pale shadows of Cinemaware’s games, they folded quietly in 1991. All of the Austins moved on to other lives outside of game development.

And so the plucky Austin brothers of Level 9 make their exit from our story here. As I’ve explained at more than ample length by now, most of their catalog is a hard sell to modern players in comparison with that of Infocom and even Magnetic Scrolls, but their groundbreaking ambitions for their text adventures and the extent to which they managed to achieve at least some of them in the face of scant resources and incredibly limited hardware shouldn’t be forgotten. What their games often lacked in execution they made up for in vision. I hope I’ve managed to give them their historical due.

Level 9’s retirement from the text-adventure market left Magnetic Scrolls alone in Britain — and in the midst of a major crisis of their own. By the end of 1988, British Telecom had decided to get out of the software business, letting word leak out to the street that their labels Firebird and Rainbird — the latter still being Magnetic Scrolls’s publisher — were up for sale. The planned sale brought most projects to a halt within both labels, as everyone waited to see who the new owner might be. The situation killed any chance of commercial success for Fish!, one of Magnetic Scrolls’s very best games — indeed, my personal favorite in their catalog. At last in May of 1989 an unlikely buyer emerged: the American publisher Microprose, who were beginning to branch out from their roots in military simulations for the Tom Clancy generation. Microprose’s very American, very gung-ho games had proved surprisingly popular in Europe, allowing them to build up a substantial organization there. They believed it made a lot of sense to scoop up British Telecom’s labels, whose accessible action-based fare like Starglider and Starglider II might provide just the added dose of mainstream appeal they were looking for on both sides of the Atlantic. One thing they weren’t interested in at all, however, was cerebral text adventures. Having been left in limbo for months while British Telecom hung out Rainbird’s shingle, Anita Sinclair was now informed by the new owners that her company’s further services wouldn’t be required.

“The collapse was horrendous,” says Anita. She was left scrambling to find another publisher for the huge make-it-or-break-it project she had underway, a text adventure like no one had ever seen before. With Infocom having been shut down in the United States by this time, her company was the only text-adventure developer left standing. Could they successfully reinvent their chosen medium? Only time — and a future article — would tell.

(Sources: Amstrad Action of December 1987, July 1988, September 1988, November 1988, November 1989, and January 1990; Questbusters of June 1989 and December 1989; 8000 Plus of November 1988, December 1988, and February 1990; Computer and Video Games of December 1988, February 1989, and December 1989; The Games Machine of June 1988, December 1988, and December 1989; Zzap! of January 1989; Page 6 of July 1989; Amiga Computing of October 1988; ZX Computing of September 1986; Computer Gaming World of December 1989; Commodore User of June 1989; Zero of March 1990.

I’ve prepared a zip file for you containing the three late Level 9 games I discussed today in two formats. The first, which is strictly for the hardcore or the purist, is the disk images of the original Amiga versions, playable in an Amiga emulator. The other, more accessible format will work under Glen Summer’s Level 9 interpreter, which is available for many platforms. Once you’ve downloaded the correct version of the interpreter for your computer, just fire it up and open the file “gamedata1.dat” from a game’s directory to play.

Myth and all of the other Magnetic Scrolls games are available from The Magnetic Scrolls Memorial in forms suitable for playing with the Magnetic interpreter — or you can now play them online, directly in your browser, if you like.)


	It did occur to me that the verb “to pet” might be an Americanism. If British people are much more likely to “pat” than “pet,” the problem becomes much more forgivable, as this game was released only to the domestic market. But extensive research — I asked several British people of my acquaintance — yielded a mixed range of responses. My tentative conclusion is that “pet” is commonly used as a verb in at least some British dialects. Any further insight that British readers have into this burning question would be appreciated. ↩
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				matt w			

			
				June 3, 2016 at 2:49 pm			

			
				
				“The legends of King Arthur and the Knights of the Round Table are known to all,” he said in an interview, “but it is a sad fact that most modern interpretations seem to owe nothing to the original tales.”

I have a feeling that one could’ve made the same complaint in the 15th century….

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 4:22 pm			

			
				
				:) Good point.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Alex Smith			

			
				June 3, 2016 at 3:18 pm			

			
				
				Just a small quibble on Microprose and what constitutes mainstream success.  While reliable sales figures from the period can be tricky, it appears both F-15 Strike Eagle and F-19 Stealth Fighter moved 500,000 copies, while Microprose’s first game, Hellcat Ace, sold 150,000 units in a time when companies were happy to sell just 50,000 copies.

Indeed, while little remembered today, military simulations — not to be confused with the far more niche genre of military strategy — were a major category in the late 1980s in the U.S.  Chuck Yaeger Advanced Flight Trainer sold 100,000 copies in just three months, which EA  claimed made it the fastest selling title in the company’s history.  In October 1988, EA claimed it was the fifth best-selling title in company history. By 1995, the entire Falcon series had amassed sales of 700,000 for Spectrum Holobyte. Naval simulator Strike Fleet was the first Lucasfilm Games product to shift 100,000 copies.  PHM Pegasus also topped 100,000 units for the company.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 4:19 pm			

			
				
				I didn’t mean to imply that they weren’t extremely popular — which is why I said “added dose of mainstream appeal.” ;) I actually believe that F-15 Strike Eagle, Microprose’s biggest game for many, many years, probably sold well over 500,000 copies. I’ve heard claims of 1 million sold by the early 1990s. It was able to reach these numbers because it had such long legs, selling consistently for seven or eight years.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Ice Cream Jonsey			

			
				June 3, 2016 at 8:19 pm			

			
				
				“From time to time the game seems to go crazy, with everyone suddenly attacking everyone else for no reason whatsoever.” 

Ha, that’s great, I never knew that. I do love that the presumably dignified heroes in Lancelot solve their problems in the same manner as the idiots in Knight Orc. :) This is why KAOS is my favorite game engine of all-time.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Warwick Annear			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 1:14 am			

			
				
				Pet & pat as verbs. To pat is the action of placing the palm of your hand on an object, then quickly lifting it (your hand, not the object). To pat some-one on the head is a sign of affection, to pat them on the shoulder is to encourage them, to pat them on the back is to congratulate them & to pat them on the bottom is frowned upon (as it has a sexual connotation). To pet something is more akin to stroking it, normally in an affectionate manner. Patting is a specific action, petting is more abstract.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				FilfreFan			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 1:25 am			

			
				
				I really enjoyed Microprose software.  I still have Hellcat Ace and F-15 Strike Eagle, and the C64 I played them on.  Many hours were whiled away…

Reflecting on an earlier set of posts, I did observe a substantial piracy scene among the C64 crowd, but for professionals, piracy simply made no sense.

That said, Firebird’s Elite! used a pretty annoying Fresnel lens that was supposed to unscramble an optical puzzle, but it wasn’t reliable, and failure required a complete restart and reload through Commodore’s exceedingly slow 1541 floppy drive.  After MANY such failures, I really enjoyed solving the machine language puzzle to permanently conquer the tyranny of THAT little bit of obnoxious copy protection for my own personal use.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Wade			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 2:21 am			

			
				
				Re: pat/pet, as an author I had that moment in 2010, so maybe don’t be too harsh on Level 9 :)

I wrote a game called Six. I am Australian and never say or use ‘pet’, always ‘pat’, so I’d implemented PATting of the dog. A first round American playtester typed PET so I immediately added the synonym.

It wasn’t that it was a big surprise to me that someone used PET – I was at least aware of it – it was just that on a first pass of programming I figure I automatically favoured my own dialect.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Wade			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 2:22 am			

			
				
				Minor correction – I had my moment in 2011, not 2010.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Lisa H.			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 3:45 am			

			
				
				Lancelot’s game narration alternates between second and third person? (“Lancelot saw nothing of note” vs “You need not bother with suchlike”) Seems awkward.

I never played Red Moon and Price of Magik all the way through, but I remember enjoying the world setting.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Pedro Timóteo			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 6:12 am			

			
				
				I guess the idea is that it’s Lancelot doing actions and having stuff happening to him, but it’s the player that’s dealing with the parser…

Either that, or they didn’t think it through.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				June 5, 2016 at 12:52 pm			

			
				
				This seems very likely. The handling of this seems very similar to that of the default message sInform 7 (the most popular current language for writing parser interactive fiction), in which you can now set the game to be in different narrative persons and tenses. Messages applying to the player character such as “It is pitch dark in here and you can’t see a thing” will get adapted to “It was pitch dark in here and he couldn’t see a thing,” but messages referring to interaction between the player and the parser will be left in second person such as “I only understood you as far as wanting to take inventory.” So “You need not bother with suchlike” is supposed to be a message telling the player not to refer to “plants,” that being a word that’s not in the dictionary. (And of course the message about capitalized words is directed to the player.)

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Felix			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 7:27 am			

			
				
				Whoever implemented the game must have grown tired of that third person, past-tense language that simply feels wrong for a text adventure, and slipped.

And for what it’s worth, I remember Red Moon getting a good review in a Romanian computer magazine in the early 1990s, when the ZX Spectrum craze belatedly reached the country. “This time the NPCs don’t move around on their own accord like in The Hobbit, instead staying put” is a comparison that stuck to my brain — evidence of just how much of an impression the latter game had made. But Red Moon was better received here than many other games, so clearly it had something going for it.

Too bad I could never get a copy at the time. And these later Level 9 games were simply unheard of…

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Anthony			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 8:41 am			

			
				
				In the UK, it’s “PAT the dog”, not PET, possibly because in the minds of a certain generation, petting will forever be associated with the activity depicted in this poster full of “safety” advice that was (and perhaps still is) displayed at public swimming pools across the nation: 

https://www.google.co.uk/search?q=no+petting+poster

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				June 5, 2016 at 1:05 pm			

			
				
				“Petting” in particular means the same thing in the US, at least for members of a certain generation (which may be slightly before mine–I’m 45). In fact in that sense I generally associate the word with “heavy petting” which AFAIK  specifically mean, er, third base. (OK, I know that has to be exclusively American, but it’s defined here, which is interesting on UK vs. US use of the word “pet” in general.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Jubal			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 9:38 am			

			
				
				I’ve certainly never heard any of my fellow Brits use “pet” in that way, although I’m aware it’s common in America. You pat a dog, and stroke a cat, but there’s not any real generic word for showing affection to an animal.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Cliffy			

			
				October 7, 2016 at 12:13 pm			

			
				
				That’s why we were the ones the get to the moon — precision of language w/r/t domesticated fauna.

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				Brendan			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 3:50 pm			

			
				
				Just to second (or fifth) the prevailing opinion, yes: a British English speaker of the time, and to a certain extent today, would go straight for ‘pat’ and I doubt it would occur to a British developer that the verb might have a regional alternative elsewhere. It would definitely slip through the sort of net that would catch things like tap/faucet, lift/elevator, and all the rest.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				June 4, 2016 at 4:11 pm			

			
				
				Okay. A couple of Brits I asked about this were younger. It may be that “pet” has crept into some British dialects in more recent years. Thanks to everyone for your responses!

				


			

			

	





		
		
						
				David Kinder			

			
				June 5, 2016 at 4:33 pm			

			
				
				From what I remember, doesn’t Zeus’ speech at the start of Myth give the date as 30 A.D.? That seems a) rather early for the Greek gods to be worrying about Christianity, and b) a pretty unfortunate anachronism.

Also, as I recall, there’s no year 0 either B.C. or A.D., is there? I thought that 1 B.C. was followed by 1 A.D.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				June 6, 2016 at 6:36 am			

			
				
				Just checked, and yes, you’re right, his speech does mention it being 30 A.D. I think within the context of a light adventure game that’s a fine date to specify, although I do understand that a) Jesus (assuming he existed) almost certainly wasn’t born in 1 A.D. and b) Christianity didn’t become a major force in the world until many years after his death. Rigorous historiography this game is not. ;) Or was there something else you were pointing to? 

Anyway, thanks so much!

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				David Kinder			

			
				June 7, 2016 at 4:02 am			

			
				
				No, that was what I was pointing to. I just remember that even at the time that it struck me as lazy writing.

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				matt w			

			
				June 8, 2016 at 4:19 am			

			
				
				I got curious about how the Greeks would’ve numbered the years and found this, from the Wikipedia entry for Attic calendar:

”

The modern calendar, as well as regulating the immediate year, is part of a system of chronology that allows events to be dated far into the future and the past so a given date includes day, month and year.

By contrast, the Attic calendar had little interest in ordering the sequence of years. As in other Greek cities, the name of one of the yearly magistrates, at Athens known as the eponymous archon, was used to identify the year in relation to others. The sequence of years was matched to a list of names that could be consulted. Instead of citing a numbered year, one could locate a year in time by saying that some event occurred “when X. was archon”. That allowed the years to be ordered back in time for a number of generations into the past, but there was no way of dating forward beyond ordinary human reckoning (as in expressions such as “ten years from now”).”

This seems like it could form a legitimate basis for a text adventure puzzle. You’re told something happened when Psuedopodus was Archon and you have to figure out when that actually was.

				


			

			

	













		
		
						
				Daniel Gsp			

			
				July 5, 2016 at 7:43 pm			

			
				
				I’m absolutely loving going through all these articles! Please keep up this great work, must go now and read some more articles :)

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Melfina the Blue			

			
				July 22, 2016 at 7:51 pm			

			
				
				If I am remembering what my English teachers were on about… you pet living things, you pat inanimate objects. Pet/pat was covered along with set/sit, lie/lay, and a 4th one (no, I don’t really remember what the rules for the other ones were, pet/pat was the simplest by far).

American here, so I’d guess the Queen’s English and more recent derivations thereof do it differently.

				


			

			

	

		
		
						
				Jacen			

			
				August 21, 2016 at 7:58 pm			

			
				
				‘fiction is utterly unsuited to a story of this grand scope, even if Level had been allowed 600,000 words instead of 60,000″

I think you left out the 9 in Level 9 there :)

				


			

			

	
		
		
						
				Jimmy Maher			

			
				August 22, 2016 at 9:05 am			

			
				
				Thanks!
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