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By GARY COOPER
As told to HELEN HARRISON

HEN Movie Crassic asked me what traits men
‘N/ find most attractive in women, I simply voted for
one fittlé candidate—"charm.” Then I began to
wonder if T knew what I was talking about. It seemed the
logical thing to answer, and sounded as though it covered
a lot of ground, hut the truth of the matter was that I knew
very little about
After making this rash, one-word statement, 1 decided
to look up the word in the dictionary. 1 picked on one of
those foot-thick volumes that ordinarily scare me on sight,
and began to study it. The more I read, the more I ralized
T had got myself into deep water by uttering that one
word. “Charm,” 1 discovered, has.a long paragraph
all to itself, which begins as foliow
“CHARM . ... to put a spell upon . . . attract irr
sistibly . . . bewitch . . . enchant . . _ as to charr
audience.
“To overcome as by magic power . . . sor
assuage .. . allay . . .
‘To influence the senses or the mind of
quality or attraction . . . fascinate . . . de’
The definition turned out to be a descriptior
actress. It described the mental and spirituz
of those women who have made good in tl
fession,

Heretofore I had never stopped to analys
opposite whom I had played in pictures. Now 1
the dictionary had all the answers as to why

working with them and why audiences go to —Richee
pictures. safest roman-

Millions of women_besides actresses have the * Ibbetson’
quality of charm, buf just what it is made of, or w

s a natural or an acc ired trait, is more than I can an
In fact, I have neve: paid any particular attention «
until now, and merely have gone along taking things
granted!
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® One thing thai I have noticed about charm is that, to a

great_extent, it is geographic. That helps to make
the job of defining it an even greater task—if not an ini-
possible one.

In the various countries and among the various races that
T have visited, ideals of womanhood vary with the parallels
of latitude and longitude, Kau-oola-mai, a charming girl
in that Sunda Isle known'as Bali, would be something con
siderably less in London's Mayfair. What captivates in
the Pampas would bring a diferent reaction i the Klon-

ike.

Tt is the same thing with individual men. The woman
who seems charming o one man has absolutely no effect
on another. Every man has his own idea of what consti
tutes charm in a woman, and T doubt if any two men ever
will agree on every detail.

This boils it all down to a suspicion that charm in a
woman exists primarily in the minds of the persons who
cansider her charming!

My own ideas of what constitutes charm, if I had any
forniulated, would not mean a thing. They might be ably
refuted by’ Joe Glutz of Bismarck, North Dakota, while
Herman Zileh of the same town would heartily agree with
me.That would only go to show that Zilch and I think
alike. while Glutz has diffcrent ideas. It would have nothing
tado with the validity or standards [Contined on page 74]
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of charm. T have been told that there
are certain universal standards by
which this priceless quality can be
judged. Maybe so. If there are, they
must be judged universal on the strength
.o|f the fact that they appeal to all peo-
| ple.

THIS subject of charm is one I don't

recall ever having heard discussed
in my early days in Montana, A man
and woman there began marriage with
scarcely anything but individual cour-
age, mutual interest in their home, and
four willing hands. They had to fight
for those conveniences that most of us
now take for granted.

And yet, despite the hard winters, un-
reliable crops and the cattle that strayed,
starved, or were frequently stolen, they
managed to gain a foothold, fight
through and flourish. There was no
whining, no pouting, no scenes. A wife
had vision and courage and faith in the
future and by encouraging and toiling
side by side with her hard-working
man, she helped him to accomplish the
impossible.

Call that charm if you will. The
Montana husband probably did. Yet it
stands to reason that this Montana
woman wouldn’t pass inspection in a
Hollywood casting office or in front of
the stag line at the Ritz.

Those whose business it is to pick
the stars of tomorrow from the thou-
sands of young hopefuls who flock to
Hollywood set up a lot of arbitrary
standards by which they judge potential
charm. They demand, so they tell me,
poise, beauty, intelligence, womanliness,
and sincerity. It sounds as though a
combination of all these in one woman
should do the trick without fail, but
such is not the case.

E ALL have seen women who

have held the attention of all the
men around them and who lack some of
these so-called “necessary attributes.”
No man who has ever met Amelia Ear-
hart has failed to remark on her charm.
Yet she is not on any Hollywood cast-
ing director's list under the heading of
“beauty.” One or several of these at-
tributes may be missing in a woman, yet
some person, group or even an entire
nation may set her up as an ideal of
charm. Maybe I'm wrong, but we all
have seen it happen.

The screen is the conceded interna-
tional focal point of beauty, yet notice
how varied the types are. You will hear
Marlene Dietrich rated as the acme of
perfection for natural beauty of fea-
tures, while others will dispute such a
contention and substitute Greta Garbo
as their choice. Or they may prefer
the warmth of Sylvia Sidney, the verve
of Katharine Hepburn, or the sparkle
of Carole Lombard. And each would
be right. That is why any girl can be
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quite as lovely as any of these if she
appears so to her sweetheart. It all
depends on who is doing the appraising.

That beauty alone is not considered
charm is conceded by all women. It
may help to attract a man. But will it
hold him? For every physical fault a
woman may have there is a compensa-
tion. Homely women have been known
to hold the attention of men to the ex-
clusion of stunning beauties, They have
personality, intelligence, character, wit,
or some other quality that outshines
mere heauty.

It seems that qualities that go to
make up charm can be cultivated, either
consciously or unconsciously. There is
not a woman living, no matter what her
appearance, who cannot find compensat-
ing qualities in her nature that will
make her attractive to men. This is
one of those facts of life on which
everyone agrees. How it happens is
something else again.

IT'S all a mystery to me. I do not

analyze the women opposite whom I
lay. I have no category into which
f can place Ann Harding, with whom
I am now appearing in Peter Ibbetson,
nor Marlene Dietrich, Marion Davies,
Carole Lombard, nor any of the others.
I enjoy working with them, and that's
that. To be where they are in motion
pictures naturally presupposes that they
have what is commonly known as charm.
T assume this and go on that basis.

There are women all over the coun-
try who are dead-ringers for many of
these actresses, yet they don't set things
on fire to the same degree—and some
of them perhaps not at all. They may
be sincere or artificial, exactly alike in
most ways or with a number of differ-
ences, yet they bring a different reac-
tion in men. Why this is so will have
to be answered by greater authorities
than myself.

You nxwht also ask these authorities
why the ‘standards keep changing so
often. I would like to know why my-
self. The chorus girl with the “boyish
figure” seems to be the standard today.
The buxom beauty went out with the
mustache cup. There must be some-
one who decides these trends, but no
one has yet been able to identify him
or it. This seems to prove that there
doesn't seem to be any use looking for
a formula or a gauge!

You can have a lot of fun speculating
on just how far Lillian Russell would
go on the screen if she were alive and
in her heyday today, or how the bald-
headed row would have received Joan
Crawford if she held Lillian Russell’s
place back in the "90's!

T feel safe in saying that there is only
one hard and fast rule:

CHARM is inherent in every person.
Find it in yourself—and then make the
most of it!




