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you want a teaspoon you have to hunt for it and spend ages scouring off the
baked on stains (and then the spoon's damp and the tea and sugar stick to it).
wentally "active and physically lazy people always park so they can get out if
some idiot parks right up close behind them too. Funnily enough, all the people
I know who are mentally lazy are physically industrious. [iaybe they have to be.

Joy Hibbert's View.. k4%

JOY HIBBERT | ‘ ' :

The reason people lived without washing machines is that they didn't change

their clothes as often. A man would put on a clean shirt on fionday to go to
work, wear it all week, put on a clean one for Sunday for church, and leave them
for his wife to wash on itonday while he wore either another shirt, or the Sunday
one. Now' we put on various sorts of clean clothes practically every day,

making washing machines more useful.

*%xhang on a minute. I thought we wore clean clothes because we had washing
machines - not invented washing machines because we decided we wanted clean
clothes. But then I'm always getting things back to front...

Last but not ‘least,_ my fellow_ enthusiasts, Cas _and Skel. ®¥**

- SKEL '
When 1 first moved in with Cas, smitten with the joys of sex and the knowledge
that 1 was no longer a 23 ycar-old virgin, it was very much on a 'suck it and
see' basis (perhaps I could have phrased that better). 1 was very much aware
that my olitzed emotions could simply be a case of immature infatuation. It
took about a year before 1 was finally confident enough to overcome my own
concerns (concerns based upon and stemming from my own lack of experience) and
to accept that it was *The Real Stuff*. Intellectually at any rate.

Zmotionally I think I accepted it soon after it started. In retrospect I place

this emotional acceptance at the time we made our first ‘major' purchase. It

was my first 'commitment' you see - an automatic washing machine. 1 showed your
zine to Cas and her immediate reaction was the same as mine:- "You'll have to
tell her about the time we bought our first automatic washing machine."

Before ‘this she'd had an old-fashioned single-tub wringer machine and she fully
intended replacing it (after it had broken down) with something similar. Bugger.
that for a caper! 1 pointed out the advantages of having a machine that did
nearly everything by itself and I don't recall having to twist her arm all that
much. ‘We proudly signed the agreement. My first financial responsibility. 1
felt ten feet tall and scared shitless. ‘What if 1 lost my job and couldn't keep
up the payments? What if the flats collapsed and I had to keep paying for a

crushed machine? ‘What if... (I always have been a worry-wart).

Of course, as soon as it was delivered we simply had to wash something - but we
didn't have anything to wash, having just been to the laundromat. So we took
down some curtains and bunged them in. Then we sat in front of it, on the
kitchen floor, arms around each other, and we watched it. It filled up, it
pre-washed, it emptied, it filled again, ‘it washed properly, it emptied, it slow
spun, it fast spun {and near shook the kitchen apart), and then it stopped. We
were transfixed. #e took out the staggeringly clean curtain and put in the

other one of the pair. Then we sat through it all again. The very first night,
and we were watching repeats! "I tell you, they don't get programs like that on
American washing machines. C

*t*You know what? We just bought a vacuum cleaner, and I just found out Jimmy
is_a doolally about vacuum cleaners as I an about washing machines! Fle wouldn't
+ET me have a go with it until ‘he'd cleaned everything properly himself. Surely
this must be a 'marriage made in heaven'. :




Well, I think that's enough said about washing machines. Well, actually I dont't;
but 1 think that you will think that that is enough said about washing machines.

So then, why not,
HEYY, BABEE! IT'S ROLE REVERSAL TIME!ll

Last time around (actually in the first Blue Reprint, but what the hell) I mentioned
team roles, or types of behaviour which people commonly adopt in groups.

To remind you on the team roles, they were : :
SHAPER The pushy, energetic, dominating (and sometimes paranoid) leader
CHAIRMAN The group coordinator

COMPANY WORKER The implementar, providing structure and hard work
TEAM WORKER The social 'oil' in the machine

KESOURCE INVESTIGATOR The person who knows what is going on
PLANT The ideas person

MONITOR EVALUATER The critical logician

COMPLETER/FINISHER The compulsive, detail minded perfectionist

This quiz seemed to have caught several people's attention, but since most of their
comments tended to run along the lines of speculating on their team roles or,
alternatively mine (COiPLETER? Dave Rowley must have been joking), 1 figure the
comments wouldn't be rivetting presented en masse, However, ONE person (or rather 2
people, Steve and Caroline Knight) kindly expanded the list of team roles to include -
some that they have observed over the years of office life, but which 1 omitted...

STEVE & CAROLINE KNIGHT ,
After 1 had finished reading the 8 stereotypes article to Caroline, we identified a
number of team roles that you had missed. They are outlined below.

The Duffer, likes looking Lusy but is quite obviously doing nothing. He covers up
his inadequacies by stalling and, when pressed, blames it on delayed post. He has
nothing to offer the group but usually succeeds in not annoying the Shaper.
Frequently found in rniddle management.

If you are 35 - 50 years old, in charge of several subordinate managers, in
perpetual’ fear of The Boss, you are probably a bit of a Duffer. If you like writing
reports too, you are a right duffer.

The Assassin, likes to sabotage the group members one by one. He gets weird kicks
from feeling the group confidence ebb another notch. The Assassin often feels the
other group members are like ants or bugs.

If you like stepping on people's egos, and sadistically watching their self-image

sag; if you think people are incompetent blind fools; if you like ripping them off
for all they are worth, then you're probably the f**king M.D.s nephew.

The Panicker tries to steer the group away from obvious disasters. He is the only
one with a sane view of the mess they are already in; and the overview of the awful
mess they are heading for. The Panicker is often over-ruled by the iuffers in the
group and the butt for the Assassin's cruel jokes.

So if you're chickenshit, a bit of a wimp, and live in cringing fear of what is

going to happen, then you're probably perfectly normal. o :

The Sdcial Gossip is somewhat like the Resource Investigator, but only interested in
the internal machinations of the group. Always ready to stir it, ‘the Gossip is
paradoxically liked by the others in the group, and usually beds at least half of

“'the members. Likes to get people drunk. ,

So if you have come to terms with the fact that you aren't going to find out if
Julie/Julian has got a mole on hisfher left buttock (but you know about everyone
else's), if you love to keep an ear to the ground and one hand in, know exactly
who's been with whom, and like to welch on bets, you're undoubtedly a Social Gossip
too.
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at least for awhile, while I try to sell a house in Camoriage, and anyway I'll
arrange to get things forwarded for aiter that in case anyone wants to
SeaPLUY mis. Mot you, you dopes, OTiic:d people writing to me

here.

AND SCME DAYS, THE obEAX ZATS YOU...

when I wrote in iear 1 that it was available for 2Z-page locs, I thought 1 was
joking., While this may have put a few people off trying to respond (and you

needn't worry, 1'll probably xeep sending them to you), I was delighted by the

letters I did get. In fact, the only problem now is that most of them have so
much to say that I want to type them all out, and that's going to take a Very
wong Time,

All of the following came about in response to articles in Tear ! or dSlue
Reprint. 1 have included here a four page letter from Hialcolmm Sdwards on an
alternative view of fandom, much as [ would have liked to publish it as an
article (only ivialcolm wouldn't let me).

This, then, is your bit of tnhe bear.
Thank you for making it so entertaining.

A FE¥ wWORrRDS ApbOUT FORiAT
These : *** denote the Cditorial Presence. Anything within asterisks is by me.

if there's one thing I nate in other people's letter coiumns, it's letters
{particulariy ones disagreeing with the editor) which are broken up by the
editor putting comments in every other line, so i'm going to printed any
sections entire and without interruption (TiigN 1'll get you, nothing like the
last word, got to have some privileges IT 1S Y ZINE YOU XWNOW). If there's
another thing i hate, it's not knowing who's speaking, so names are printed at
the top of each contribution and addresses of contributors are printed at the
end. Finally, I've grouped comments about one subject together under headings.
I'm afraid that this means that some letters are broken up into three or four
sections - but you all said so much worth publishing I couldn't help it.

Tough eh.




A GOT SEL: OLE MO ZASHEL HO SPINLRIER DO JARE: TUWBLE
ae

WASGCAY BLUES...

**¥%1 was right, I am odd. Cut of all the people who wrote to me here at Bear
readquarters, only two people came close to true enthusiasm for the humble
automatic washing machine. Some people even thought 1 liked top loaders.

TOP LOACERS. (Zut thank you for the photo anyway, Jeanne.)

out hey, the good news is i now have a washine machine of my very own! AND a
tuinble drier! [vo more washday blues for me. 1 could tell you about how

difficuit it is to move a Z6" square washing machine into the house when your
front door is 24" wide, your side passage (and those of your neighbours) are Z4"
wide, and the accessible windows are all tiny casements...but I won't. Ve got

them I, now wh have to worry apout getting all those SPACERS back inside the
machines so we don't destroy them on the way out...

Chris Zaiiey has sornething interesting to say on this subject.***

CriS bAILZ

ine piece on washing machines was Ui, so far as it went - | think you eventually
caime up crunch against the fact that, wonderful though they are, :
washing-rnachines are not really very interesting. I'm ever so fond of ours, but

it nas only ever done one thing of note, which was to destroy the kitchen the

day we got it. ./e pought the biggest and heaviest and most expensive one we

could, a (German inodel, a Panzer or something, one that would also dry your

clothes when it had washed them. The men delivered it and ivartin the punk

plumber came and instalied an intricate network of pipes to link it to the water

supply. iie left and we put sorie ciothes. in and switched it on and we watched it

for a bit, chumbling -away .happily -to itself, and eventually we went out and sat .
on the front step in the .evening sun and started drinking. [t rnust have been
when it reached 'spin' that the trouble started - suddenly there was an
incredible cacophony oi crashings and smashings coming from the kitchen. I
rushed in and our new pride and joy was literally jumping around and heading
purposefully for the door. 1 caught a brief glimpse through the window of the
people from the fiat downstairs, semaphoring furiously in the garden; apparently
their welsh dresser had started to hop in sympathy. .1 attempted to grapple the
machine and zot ilung into the corner, and then it turned on me and pinned me
there, bounding up and down on the spot, trying to pull its new pipes free of
the wall so it could get at me. Just in time, ~eigh ambled in and pulled the

plug on it. later we realised that the transit bolts, the things that hold the

drum firm while the machine is travelling, had been left in, and it had been

attempting to gyrate itself free oi its own insides. Aiterwards, clearing up -

putting the skirting boards back and wondering if the shards of the teapot could

be reassembled - I found a piece of paper with ACHTUNIG! printed at the top.

Apparently, the German for transit bolts is "{ransportsicherungen', so there.

*%%.jrite that down, that's a useful tip.
wiargaret iiall has another tip about washing machines, for lazy peopie.*#*

GANLGARET HALL : : .

If you tasten up your duvet covers before laundering, other clothes can't take
refuge in thema. If you think that's too inuch votner then you are not a truly .
lazy person, dedicated to the pursuit of laziness; it only takes a few seconds
to iasten the duvet cover, it could take several minutes to untangle the
contents. : : :

***And the contents are ./iiT! Froin observation, it seems to me that there are
two types of lazy person, the physically lazy and the mentally lazy. I'm
physically lazy, so i'm always devising systems like havinz a special cup to put
teaspoons to drain in, so they're dry and handy when you make the next pot of
tea. Utner people 1 know are mentaily iazy, so they can't be bothered to rinse
off the spoon and put it in the cup, just leave the tea to dry on, so next time




The Lecher could be a Social Gossip but is usually far less effective in his aims.
This sweating beast sits next to his target at conference meetings, makes heavy-
handed compliments to them, and squeezes their leg under the table. Always has a
copy of 'Mayfair' in the desk drawer.

If you wink at fourteen year old girls, give job offers to the ones "with the nicest
legs", fart a lot in public and blush when you talk about getting laid... Jeeze...
grow up.

**%Steve went on to comiment about nude calendars.***
Ahem.

Funny you should write about nude calendars. If there's something that truely
affects me at work, each and every day, it's the nudie calendars. It's not the
display of photo'd flesh I object to - oh hardly, I have to stop myself ogling them
openly, to be honest. It's the simultaneous assertion of several attitudes in

violent contradiction to my own that I hate. I would feel the same if someone put a
political sticker (come on Nigel, be a smartie, this time vote the Labour Party) up

in the office.

Firstly, it is a violent mental shout about the chap's attitude. I don't like

people tossing their egos all over the workplace - perhaps this is a wrong attitude
but there it is. [dext, given that it is well-known to be a fairly contraversial
social issue it says, "I don't care if it offends you, I only care about people it
doesn't offend”. This is a very in-group attitude which I find unacceptably rude in
a work situation. Finally, it 'makes' a statement about the cultural role of women
in the workplace that brings my blood to boiling point. Add to this the fact that a
number of my female colleagues find it distasteful, then you can appreciate that
phlegmatic-old-me finds it hard to take.

Anyone who puts up a nudie calendar in my department finds it missing next day. And
I don't mean that [ take it home to read.

*x#fAvedon didn't think much of the cutural stereotype or piano-wire hypotheses on
why there are no male nude calendars.***

AVEDON CAROL

As to the theories you and Jimmy have developed about male pin-ups - rubbish. Apply
the cultural male stereotype you describe to the men you've actually been attracted

to and see what I mean. Huge shoulders, right? Lots of muscles? Over six feet

tall, of course. No? So much for your theory. Oh? You say you're not a good
standard? Don't be too sure. I know lots of men who believe that women lust after
big shouldered, macho jock types, but most of the women I know seem to pursue
another kind of man. Why, peonle have actually done studies on it! They found that
the two parts of the body that women looked at were NOT the parts of the body that
men assumed we looked at. For years male researchers showed women pictures oi men
who MEN thought were attractive, and got the idea that women didn't pay attention to
physical appearance. Then they finally got wise when they started to actually TALK
to the women. Women are in fact highly influenced by appearance - the appearance
of, first of all, the face {particularly the eyes) and of our favourite chunk of

meat - the ass.

which is also the problem with Jimmy's theory. Just aside from the fact that these
two parts of the body are difficult to display properly in one photograph - the
direct, unbent, untwisted view is the most effective, as the portrait shot is best

for the face - is the fact that it's far easier for a man to look erotic to a woman
than anything as complicated as ice cubes on nipples. All he has to do is SMILE
right. The eyes are the FIRST place a woman looks for interest. That's why
'Sixteen' magazine outsells 'Playgirl'. There are more barely-pubescent girls

looking for pretty smiles than there are women and faggots who want to stare at
cock. o YOU run around staring at cock? How long has this been going on?




while we're on the subject, where DID these men get the idea that there was such a
strong relationship between erect nipples and arousal, anyway? Almost any
discomfort, irritation, or cold can cause nipples to harden, but that's certainly no
guarentee that arousal will have the same cffect. Plenty of women get all fired up
without causing any change in the nipples. In fact, some women's nipples actually
become soft and flat when they are aroused, precisely because they are WARw. In
view of the fact that cold seems to be one of the strongest stimuli to hardening
nipples, it seems particularly perverse of men (if not perverted) to get the idea

that this is a sign the woman has become HOT.

***Joy has some interesting reflections on nude calendars which if nothing else show
that feminism has not yet overcome some very traditional attitudes.***

JOY HIBBERT o

On the whole I agree with your comments on nude calendars. Because the man should
take the lead in sexual matters, and he can't be taking the lead if he's lying on a
piece of paper, then he isn't attractive. But there are other things : women do

tend to be attracted to men as people or fictional characters rather than bodies.

This might be cultural : women are supposed to look after their bodies in order to
sell themselves to a man who is a success in the real world. You see this in

contact ads too, a man is often a successful business man, self-employed or

whatever, a woman is often attractive, or even 38C (or whatever). That's in ads by
people looking for a partner of the opposite sex. In gay adverts, men mention their
age, degree of physical fitness or, er, endowment. “omen don't seem to mention
appearance at ali, concentrating on age and whether or not they're otherwise
attached. There is the question of zrousal. It is illegal to print a photograph of

an erect penis, and even if it is, how exciting is a man whose body seems to be
saying "come and get it". ‘The other thing is something 1 haven't discussed before.

It seems to me that the female body lcoks very complete and coordinated while a male
nude looks as if certain bits were tacked on afterwards. This may be why men look
better with their shorts on (most of the time). I'd be interested to know if other
people think like this. Isany wemen find nude calendars upsetting for a similar
reason to you : because such calendars and 'girlie' magazines are there to help men,
in their imagination, reduce all women to sex objects. . Your wife upset you? A
woman taken your job? Threatened by a female Prime minister? Never mind look at
the calendar and see that they're all just cunt. That sort of thing.

**%Phi]l Palmer wrote me a 4 page letter disagreeing with me about fandom, which
would've gone very nicely in the section on fandom, then on the last page added:
"P.S. Very sorry to DINQ this loc but I disagree with it '

It must be nice knowing where your ijead is. He also had something to say about why
male nudes are unerotic, and I'm getting back at him by quoting it, DNQ or no DHQ.
fia! Think you can mess me around like that eh, Palmer?7¥**

PHIL PALMER

The attention-grabbing pictures of men tend to be of young ones in the act of taking
off a dark sweater in half-darkness with a sullen expression, etc. For a picture of

a man to be fascinating there has to be much play of shadow, or use of clothes. 1
think this was implied in what you were saying, but you couldn't see why.

well, it's easy. The nude male looks HILARIOUS. For a start, there's the thingie,
which if we're drunk, or half-aroused, or just lucky, is all big and dangly and

FLAPS from side to side if you try any of the twice-round-kit. Olympus athletic
stuff. Or if the weather is cold it goes small and nubby and QUIVERS. Then there
are droopy buttocks robbed of their supporting lift-and-separate Lee Coopers, flacid
biceps (unless you are cheating), spindly arms and legs, knobbly knees, sticky-out
elbows, unaccountably hairy patches, warts, moles, carbuncles, big toes,
fartleberries, nipples, holes in chests, scars from my operation and road accident

and the tide-mark produced by drinking beer in tight trousers. The whole lot can be
coloured a tasteful puce with a Doots sun-ray lamp.

*##xOh, RIGHT! [ KNEW there must be a reason why male nude calendars didn't sell!
(Sometime I am just going to HAYE to look up what a 'fartleberry’ is...)



tiargaret Hall adds another idea to the debate.***

MARGARET HALL L R ’ ,
I don't quite agree with.either you or Jimmy on why there aren't male equivalents to
the nude {female pinups. I think it's to do with the act of sexual intercourse. A
man - if he wants an -erotic fantasy or solitary sex - can gaze at a picture of a
submitting woman until he feels aroused and he can imagine himself doing sexy things
with/to her. Now unless a woman IS actually aroused, a naked, -erect male is
threatening tather than erotic. The woman in the picture is passive, safe; not so

an aroused male (as I'm sure it would be perfectly possible to photograph aroused
males - without resort to such drastic tactics as you suggest!) My personal ideal. _
for male sexiness is well proportioned, slim hipped and hard muscled to the point of -
leaness. I'm not too fussy about height, 5' 10" to 6, no taller. I think this is
not so much cultural conditioning as .a primitive survival, as that was the type of
male who would be a successful hunter and good warrior to provide meat and protect
the family. If you look at successful and powerful men in the business world or
politics they are however, as likely as not, small, balding, chubby or paunchy. So -
there's also a mix up as to what society regards as @ dominant - and by your '
definition therefore sexy - man. Personally I'm all for more male nudity - though

'_ I've never seen anything in the way of magazines or photos that -appeals to me. No - _

one is producing the sort of thing I want. Mind you, I'm not completely sure I
could describe what I want, but I would recognise it if I saw it. One thing that I
do find erotic - or what can be erotic - is dance. Some pictures of male dancers
come .the closest to the. sort of thing I might like to hang on my office wall. ’

***Power, of course is its own aphrodisiac... Several women made the point that gay
porn is much more erotic to women than 'Playgirl’. Is this because gays are more
upfront about what they want from a relationship, whereas the female market has been
conditioned into thinking only certain relationships are acceptable? Gays HAVE no
‘acceptable’ roles, so might be freer to express their instinct - which might be

_ closer to the female instinct than suspected.***

. IAN BAMBRO : '
by theory is, blokes put nude pictures up in the workshops etc, in a sense for other
blokes,. ie. in order to be one of the lads. It's the done thing and establishes that -
you are OK in that sub-culture, having a 'proper' interest in'a suitable subject for:..
'real men'. It's like drinking and:swearing. I worked in a shipyard for a while

and if you didn't sprinkle your sentences liberally with (totally non-functional)

'cunts’ and 'fuckings' you'd be taken for a milk-sop and treated accordingly.

Why no -female equivalent? - - I think there is : I think it is called Mills & Boon -
not an exact equivalent perhaps but I suspect that women starved of romance take to
that kind of fantasy in the same way that sex-starved men take to the soft porn
magazines. : - :

***] think you're right about Mills & Boon. Interestingly, the rudeness index of M
& B has risen drastically. recently, with nipples becoming mentionable, along with.;
exploration below the waist, and even oblique references to the heroine actually
touching the hero's dick!!! The most successful and repeated séxual scenario seems
to be where the heroine is resisting, but the hero overwhelms her defenses by a
~-combination of magnetism and expertise, only to turn aside with a sneer {without
actually committing The Act) (they do do The Act in M & B but not in this bit).
What this says about female urges to be dominated, to abrogate responsiblity while
enjoying the fun, and to be humiliated, don't bear thinking about.*¥**




OF SHOES - AND SHIPS - AND SEALING WAX - AND CABBAGES - AND KINGS

This is the section for all the little interesting bits people raised, that don't
fall into any neat categories.

DIANA LEE

One - question that interests me is that of your privacy and self-revelation.. You. .
seem to be.prepared to reveal more about yourself on paper than you do in
conversation, although the writing reaches a far wider audience and some of them

will be people you hardly know. .Vhy"

***Chris Bailey added to this,**x*

CHRIS BAILEY

I thought your reporting in 'Pink A{eprmt' of a remark that people seem to have an
urge to talk about intimate things in fanzines. But want I want to know is - HOW
intimate, and not in any prurient sense. Can one discuss bereavement, for example?
A few months back we had a stillborn child. This was a shattering experience, and
in retrospect it coloured my life deeply, and I learned a lot and ‘the lessons are
communicable, but I don't feel that I would want to pass them on in a fanzine -
article. .To go back to 'Bemg Different’, I think there comes a point ‘where
fandom's invulnerability to the real world also cuts it off. )

***To answer both questions with regard to- myself I find it helps to write things
out, but only AFTER the event. At any time at which [ am seriously hurt, I am
likely to turn to one person alone for’ comfort, and hide like the devil from

. everyone else, so that they shouldn't realise that anything is wrong until I have

come to terms with it eénough to be able to keep my cool.

After a .decent interval has elapsed, I'm prepared to talk or write about almost
anythmg Like Chris, I feel that some things you learn painfully are communicable,
and 1 want to communicate them. . :

Recently two people told me that they were scared of me, and another summed it up as
"people are scared of Anne because she doesn't reveal her vulnerabilities”. This
amazes me. It causes me to wonder if people REALLY think that other people are

-invulnerable because they don't show uncontrollable emotions. Surely it's a basic

truth that EVEKYBODY is vulnerable. £ven the people who seem the toughest show
pain. The signs ar slight sometimes, but they are always there. Lion't people

really SEE them? Can't they tell when I hurt or am embarrassed? I always assumed
it was painfully obvious. 1 really am confused on this one. The evidence seems to
be that some people don't look at other people to infer what they are really

feeling. Iv;aybe ordinary people ARE that unobservant, they really are fooled. They
must live in a completely different world to me, if what I'm seeing isn't what
they're seeing.

I've also noticed that people who have uncontrollable outbursts, without being able
to help themselves can resent people who do control themselves, thinking the
controlied people are managing to leap a hurdle they can't. IT ISW'T LIKE THAT
AT ALL. It would be as impossible for me to overcome my inhibitions and let 80,
showing raw emotions in public as it is for others not to do so. 1 literally
couldn't - even if it was appropriate. I'm not showxng discipline or courage in
overcoming anything, I'm taking the line of least resistance too.

We're just tuned to different wavebands.***

AVEDON CAROL '

If you're really interested in psychology, perhaps you'd like to hear one of my Top
Ten Unanswered Psych Questions : why do parents and teachers believe children when
they are lying more often than they believe the same children when they are telling
the truth?

I thought of 2 reasons for this...send me your answers, and we'll get a consensus...



O.K., let's get on to the main subject now, which is of course

' THE GREAT FANDOM DEBATE

 Featuring the response to 'Geing uifferent', the article about which it has been
said...

"riow long have you been having this feeling that you have a
theory about fandom? Aha. 1 see; very interesting."

...i2hil Palmer

"Your article sums up the position so well I reckon we should
persuade the bBSFA 1o print up copies to give away to neos at cons"

...Steve Green
"Are you trying to set up in competition to Famous [dave, or what?"

...tbarroll Pardoe

"'"Being Different' told me nothing new, I've read this sort of thing
before."

...Jave Rowley

"(I) was tremendously impressed by the Anne Warren article,
I think it's the most perceptive piece on fandom I ever read."

< walt willis

"A classic on the nature of fandom"

...Somebody who has been talking to Helen Starkey and Ian pambro
"She got it all from me!"

. West

"I DID like your staple placement"”

...5ue Thomason

cnough titbits! On to the meat of what was said - let's hear what YOU thought about
my argumentative, non-simall-talking, people hating fan...

AVEDON CAROL

I like fandoin because fans tend to like to sit around and bullshit. but fans also
don't mind being surprised. [ don't mean surprised like opening a can of peanuts
and having a spring snake jump out at you - I mean, fans like to be verbally
surprised by hearing people say weird things, off-the-wall ideas, screwy puns. Your
average fan laughs at the JOKE in a dirty joke, while your average mundane will
laugh at the dirty, even if there ain't no joke. The 'girls at the office' complain
when | use 'big words' like meritocracy, and say 'weird things' like "It was a sperm
of the moment decision'.



I don't think 1 argue with people in fandom with the hope of changing anyone's mind
so much as I argue largely because it's so neat to be able to SAY the educated-but-
outrageous things I say without having to listen to a lot of pseudo-freudian

ignorant ball-grabbing garbage all the time. Mind you, I do hear it SOMETIMES in
fandom - I never want to discuss evolution or the social sciences with either of ,
those twin nitwit Benfords again - but i'm more likely to encounter people”who XKNOW
BETTER in fandom. In the mundane world I have to be talking to a professional
sociologist to discuss the things on my mind without being met by responses like,
"That can't be true", or "You're crazy". In fandom I can say these things to people
who aren't social scientists at all and get responses like, "Yeah, I read a study

that proved that", or "Yes, I've been wondering about that myself". And if they
disagree, they cite other studies, or quote people - T mean, they don't just stop at
"I don't believe that". o ot

“If you're naturally fannish, you don't expect much from other pedple ‘anyway." iy
god, that's a WONDEXFUL quote, Anne.

***3ee thanks, Avedon. Jeanne Bowman also had’ something to say about fannish
communication. Jeanne wrote me one of my favourite letters, which 1 reproduce here
with all its original eccentricities. Jeanne also sent me a photograph of her

washing -inachine, wasn't that kind.*»*

JEANNE BOWMAN

yes indeed, i too am odd. i thought when i grew up it would be different. maybe
then people would understand my jokes, outside of my family. everyone thought and
made no bones about telling me, my family is weird. but at l€ast they understand my
humour. and puns - they could be complex, not chewing gum wrapper easy to the point
of not being able to guess what they were about. it is not so much the exchange of
ideas that continues to draw me to fanning, but the sort of questing, & you say,

and bright people who can play intelligently and with a great variety of humour.
indeed, the need for communication, at last, a room full of people who get the joke.
myself i did not become cynical. i became a happy hopeful hippy and went back to
the land in the ozark mountains and lived in a commune and began to wonder why
people had so much trouble communicating, and why i did so much of it and was so
resented for it. well, remaining in character, i became a parent and continue to do
s0.

at the time i became active in fandom, after having read the entire run of pong by
raiding robert lichtmans desk in odd moments of quiet through the year it happened,
i had it in mind that this would be a wonderful opportunity to go and be around an
intelligent (it seemed) group of adults and thereby hone up my, i felt, based on the
evidence at hand, lacking social skills. anyone who would write about some of the
trivia that came out of fanzines surely would be easy to socialise with. i was
wrong and i was right. one of the first things i noticed when i mentioned my idea
of practising social graces was that people either looked totally baink, or glanced
under my eyelashes to check whether i was going to launch into hysterics over my own
joke (again) or said something uninteliigible which came out to be "Jeanne, you're a
neat person" or an invitation to go dancing - right then, anywhere - or other non
responses to my concern about being socially accepted. They said, all, "but i like
you" so basically what else matters???? and wouldn't discuss it. so that's not new
to you, but at last i have an understanding that i hadn't before, and it had puzzled
me. thank you and well done on that point.

now to argue, maybe. us wimpy oldstyle california pacifist libertarian anarchist ~
hippies discuss or have meaningful conversations or engage in purposeful dialogue or
shoot the breeze or talk or s h ar e . glen ellen fandom has a lot to do with
peculiarly twined and convoluted series of friendships and incestuous relationships

in variations of friendships. we all read science fiction - pkdick at least, and
anything else really good gets passed around, pretty quickly at that.  but you know,
thats been one book since christmas and one issue of a fanzine since last fall, the
second one gathering dust until we get the rest of the two hundred issues printed



up, the worid of cash catchmJ up - to our uood intentions. ’ruch‘ oi our conversations
are not about ideas, new or o;d, lresh or stretcnecn, foreign or domestic ... but

sort of social catching up on the oneness and community of fans. "you inust read
this” "pergeron is geing to print my article, with your name in it" "did you talk to
fucy saturday muht and where's my copy of the pear???" one could say faanish
gossip, for ime, it has that flavour. but i am new anc peopie and no v they
interrelate and create this community is oi interest to me.

i think people apsolutely.get into the eiite throuzi their connections - and whether
thay stay tnere is entireiy up to them.

iny ex yenence of tnat laissez faire pa‘t of come as you wish, no one pusnes you, is
yes and no. “‘eo,.xe have told me about events in such a way as to convince me to
coine short oI signing in diood that i wouid, vut yes the choice is aiways, andg . ot
cuviously unnateraliy returnad to me. wout people really o want to xnow if i will
we there.-agaimy 1 coine froin a distance and have <esponsidilities - as do we ah°
i don't know az';out ail that shaliow end/aaa stuif. 1 have neld apa inailings in my
hand but have. yet-to read one or as inust be done a series. what i do xnow is that ok
fandom isn't hard to jet into if you're a fan, ingeec, and that ...ayue leaving it

alone is not necessary, put leaving your fanzines iyin3 around when you Know one of

your wierdo ao.;uamtam.eQ is cominyg 2y works. '

**% Jell, that's how. i got into fando n, it was ali Litian Zaw )ard s fault. .ar; saret
iiall has aiso had the experience of feeling soinehow inore acceptable in fando: i,
despite linited exposure to fandom at the tiiae she wrote to i1g R '

wmARGARET HALL : .

Iy stili reserving juczment on your pisce about fandom. That's merely because a
fiying one day visit to {Jovacon and a postal knowledge of fans ooesn't really

qualify ine to comiment. -wowever, that one day visit lead me to believe that in
iandom i can reveal most. - oossmly all - of the facets of my personality, whereas
in many otiwer social situations 1 find inyself doiny a xind of fan dance; here I can
reveal such and such a thing, tnere I raust e e}; uuzyt about that, but et them <now
that { 4o so and so. instead.

L

***u;aureen .‘Porter,~ however, is confusad...*¥*

MAUKZEMN poatTLR

<eading 'weing itferent' lzaves me with the smamnr' suspicion that I'm not really
very ifannisn. I soinetimes ieel left out thouzh i can never quite work out whether
tinis is mercly a hanmgover from wny past parancia wnich nasn't Huxt; gone yet or
wnether it 1s a new feumb, likely to continue. 1 worry about now i come across,
Lspoﬂxaily whetner I'in doing tnmfs lixe drazging conversations back to tne shallow
end, and dxsruptm\, L TOUDS, but I don't do it ail t“me time, only when i've got to
that pomt which i occasionally reach when | somehow find myseif on my own and can't
seein to find anyone else. iLogzicat reasoning tells me that tninzs are ail riz sht '
reaily, peopie coine and taixk to e, tney gon't sigin and loox gut out when i turn up
etc etc, wut i can never ulte dispose oi tne Ieeunu, and it sometimes rises to the
surfac; a little like tnat ghost at the feast. Odaly enough it heips to see it
speiied out in black ana white, and 1n iny neart i xnow that i'm mﬁrdy fishing for
reassurance like 1 inadvertantly fish tor reassurance avout what I write, so 1 '
presuinapiy will kick the naoit eventually anc then stand firmly on iny fannish feet
msteda oI relym— on crutcn\.so

i found SO rauch of what 'you had to say about fandoin extre*ngl/ interesting ‘and kept
nodding in agreement, or saying .to myself "l know what you mean'. ...t andon* 1$ the
only place where I really feel like me. The puolic face is vengraliy maintained

with some caution, because it isn't always wise to let my real self run free. |

upset too many people that way, saying things in a way they don't understand and

using concepts that literally are alien to them.




I like the concept of get-outs. : I often tie myself to doing things and then have to
start looking for the iet-out-clause. Visiting relations when I don't want to,

having people: set up a routine for coming to see me every week and not being strong
enough to.resist it, and so on - they all look at me accusingly, these arrangements
and i spend hours deciding how best to wriggle politely out of them whereas if I
decide not to go to the Tun for three months no-one gets upset about it, or
threatens never to speak to me again.

Strengely, this never quite worked with CUSFG as, being local, they ali came in
droves to see if I was ill, and gafiating temporarily was almost impossible.

Iveither did they understand the idea of convention bolt-holes, and couldn't
comprenend- when i got so irritated with countless dernands to sleep on my floor. bay
' room at a con is somewhere I go to to snut- everything out for half an hour or so, -
have a shower, listen to the radio, just get away from the seething mass of ’
sociapility outside. iiost people understand perfectly. I've always found it one of
the saving graces of three days concentrated seeing people. i like my sociapility

in bursts and then [ like to go away and be solitary for awhile. Someone I know was
Guite shocked that ien never takes me out. You like going out, you've said so.

But, I countered, it's my choice not to go out right now. At present what I want to
do is stay at home and write, listen to the radio, read. 1 like my monthly trip to
ondon - it's all the socialising I need right now. Sometime I'll start wanting to

g0 to the theatre or something and then I'll start going, on my own because Len
doesn't want to, and maybe we'll go to the odd film together. iNow this is perfectly
normal behaviour to fans. In essence I've gafiated not from fandom but from
socialising in real-life. I'm going through a phase of mostly staying home, doing

my own thing, and I'm happy with it, until clowns coine along and try to spoii it
because I don't fit into their definition. I love being able to come and go as I

want to, without having to compromise with other people's ideas of what I ought to
be doing. riell, I've solved my own dilemma - i'm a fan. I just don't fit in any
other way, do 1?7

***[t sounds as though you suffer from the same thing as I do, h:aureen. Zecause I
throw myself into socialising when I do it, lots of people think that I'm highly
extravert and social, and don't understand it when 1 draw back from invitations.
They think it must be them, when really it is this strong dislike of cornmitting
myself to be social when i might not pe feeling like it. 4y normal reaction to
invitations is therefore usually a sinking feeling. The social occasions when i can
relax and driit are rare; usually if I'm socialising i'm putting my all into it. I
don't know how to idle, it's top spead or reverse with me. And top speed when you
want to crawl into a hole is VExXY wearing. :

wne way I've discovered of getting round this is to take some patchwork or something
to do while visiting; this gets round ny urgent desire to be DHOING something {not
'wasting tiine socialising'!), so that I can pe somewhat more relaxed in my
conversation. mowever, if not handied tactfully, this can give an even wGitSE
impression. So if anybody out there gets offended because I never come to see them
unless I combine it with an errand, be aware that it's.only a way of defusing this
fear of social commitments that I have!

Incidentally, 1 was thinking about uneven relationships some time ago, that is,

where one person does most of the visiting, keeping in touch etc, and came to the
conclusion that rnost of them aren't as one-sided as they look. If A wants to see

9 times a month on average, and o wants to see A 10 times a month, who does all the
visiting? . pecause every time A is thinking “it's a long time since 1 saw B, I
must go and visit hiin/her"”,  comes knocking on the door. A never reaches the point
at which he or she would make the move of their own initiative. 5ut it doesn't mean
(as ©» always tends to think) that A doesn't want to see D, or that 3 is a hanger on.
it's actually hard to tell the situation above from one where A doesn't want to see

B at all. So if you always do the visiting, but are very welcome when you go, you
just have to try to keep your paranoia under control. o R




However, not everyoody agreed w1th my descr:ptlon of fandom.***

Jjey: HIBBERT ' :

A few noles in ygur argument. On the wnole I agree with your definition of this
sortiof ‘fan {thougi I would call it holistic, rather than fannish, the latter

suggesting a certain narrowness of approach) so why do we write fanzines that seem
almost desxaned to ‘drive tthmg people away? Our con reports are full of things
that tiie average! person who ‘likes intelligent conversation won't'like. Wwhen did you
last read a con report which said, something like "last night I 'sat ‘around with Anne,
iindavand Pam (for example) and we discussed: ‘the relevance of doorknob incompetence
to the e)ustence of ‘fandoin, what books we like now that we've run out of interesting
sf, and why- casual abuse is acceptable in fandom and not anywhere else. And other
things; ‘but I've fogotten them now" rather than “after playing dominoes with ) West
-till. 3am; 1 felt 111 After throwmg up, I went to bed". Similarly, while I can

see why we don't bother with the niceties of mundane life, that's no excuse for

frightening neos away by continually insulting each other. They don't know that we
don't necessarily rnean it. B

We do need a shallow-end of fandom, if only 1o get people used to the idea that just
because someone insults you it doesn't mean you should g0 away. ror exainple, I've
been in touch with a neo called Joan over the past nearly-a-year, and she happened

to disagree with something a better-known fan said. She disagreed quite politely,

and he replied with abuse. She has now decided not to go to-a con, because ather
fans will be as obnoxious as him. And don't say if she were a‘true fan she would go
to a con, because not everyone wants-to waste that sort of money going so'newhere to
be got at. It seems that your idea of ‘the ideal fan is an inconsiderate,

opinionated boor whose main hobby is.stomping on people who havén't learned to- ﬂght

pack yet. Is that what you really want to be? ‘'idoes anyone want to be like that
apart from T+ merchants? '

well, T don't think i w‘ant to be your sort of fan. I'd prefer to stay anarchic but
frxendly, happy talking to friends but equally willing to help neos, en;oymg
fanzine publishing but wanting to write letters as well, and so on.

**¥ldeal fan? Lid I say ideal fan? .. Surely not. ‘

I have a theory that some people fmd it difficult to be rude in pubhc even when »
they want to be. (and I am certalnly one of them). The only way'l can express the
more acid or hard-edged side of ‘my personality is in writing, where 1 can think out
prec1$ely what I want to say, and say it, and “send it out without the fear and -
subinissiveness syndrome getting in _the way. That's why people who haven't met me
expect ine to look and benhave dnfferent than [ do; they don't realise that in normal

\ interaction 1 amn INCAPABLE of overcommg my inhibitions against rudeness and

conflict. 'If someone insults me) 'l smile and sinooth it over. [ think I've tracked
it back to problems in my childhaod, due to“the‘fact that my family could never
handle conflict healthily. Sarcastic digs were ignored, then when steam built up, a
dig would result in an uncontrolled explosion. So it seemed all or nothing to me -
rand the 'All' response was frightening, out of control, and destructive. So I
:learned to repress response, and weep out the: frustration later. Fandom offers two
constructive solutions; you can let your .anger ‘seep out stylishly 'in throwaway
asides, but éven better, you can tackle, the real” problem frontally and angrily in
rint, which allows you to get around the repressxons and confront the ‘person who:
as angered you, and say what 'you want to say without interruption. After this
iptellectual confrontauon, the urge to hit back personally, to hurt, mostly goes

|
|
|

wihat this has to do w:th Joy's letter. is that I think you, must have an element of '

thls in your nature too, Joy. 1 wouldn't say you were the, mildest of writers;

ndeed you are often confrontational and even arrogant in. expressmg your point of

iew. Yet you also come over much milder in person. People are complex truly; and

don't feel there are many of 'my kind of fan' as you describe it above. It is an
SPE.\,T of the way in which a large number of disparate types of people communicate.
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It also seems to me that you have a different approach to neos than to established
or apparently. 'tough' individuals in fandom. One needs to be protected, the other
is fair game. There's nothing wrong with that, but if prolonged, the relationship
becomes a bit patronising; a group of proteges who do not turn the sharp edges of

thelr tongues agaifist you. I like healthy confrontation, it often leads to
' * ‘communication and a change of .attitudes. There's nothing I like better than to be
forced to“change my attitudes (though I'll fight a rearguard battle all the 'way),

because it means new grist to the imill, a better (it defeated my old arguments) way

~of trying to understand the world.. And then there's ail the fascinating turning
- over agnd-reconsideration of other, linked concepts that you've been relying on for

years, If you don't keep changing your mind about things, you've started to ossify.
That's, why 1. WANT people to challenge:me. I can put up -with a bit of bluntness from
fans if they're:willing to argue; and many are, if you handle them right.

EAR
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Jean Wweber finds it otherwise, though... e T e

qy
3

" JEAN WEBER . R T e
- My experience in:Australia is that fans will typically talk about anything BUT
serious topics. Or if they do discuss them, they don't do it seriously. They.

argue, .but it seems more for the sake of arguing than to defend or challenge a

' legitimate opinion. o different from tea-time at work in that respect!

There are exceptions, both individuals‘ and the occasional panel, but they are
conspicuously exceptions. I don't have any explanations why.-this might be so. And
I've found quite a few people that I can have a sensible and serious discussion with

.- once I get them away from other people, for whom they're 'showing off' or trying
' to.preserve some sort of an image. I keep hearing about people whose approach 'is:
different, but i.don't seem’ to .neet:.them.' hiaybe they turn up .in the smoking room or

come out of the woodwork after midnight (after I've gone to sleep, bizarre fan that
I am). : C o

That's my view of my segment of, Australian fandom. onder how others _§éé it?

***The ability to build a fantasy personality based. on some: real aspect of your
personality is a real attraction about fandom. Through expressing myself on paper

in a different way than I am able to in conversation, 1 can create expectations in
others who haven't met me, which makes it easier for me to express this side of me
when 1 5O meet them. Also, people have to integrate the paper ine with the in-the-
flesh ime, which gives them more of an appreciation of who I really am, and how
complex the structure is. You occasionally get people decrying the 'paper
personality' as if it:were some kind of a fake, rather than another window onto who
a person really is. ‘By now you will be able to guess my reaction to this!

***lan Bambro joins Joy in feeling rudeness can go too far.** T

IAN BAMBRO . - o ~ _

I first read your Being Different in the iiexicon Programme ook and it was
recommended to me by several people as a classic on the nature' of fandom. I think
you've identified a central truth about fandom (though one I'm not entirely happy
with) when you speak of the rudeness, the lack of small talk, the stream-lined .
communication, the mutually challenging bluntness. You make out a good case for . -
directness and the avoidance of cosy sterility but for me this sometimes goes too
far. It's a question of dégree. I think the point you pre-assume is that fans are
always acting:in good faith?’ as it were, in a spirit of honest ‘enquiry. I'm not at

all sure this is given, in fandom any -more than in any othet group, and I wonder if
there is not more rudeness '%:_han is strictly necessary in the interests of frank and
free discussion. It could also be argued:that a proportion: of fans find it a golden
opportunity to let themselves go without: much care for real interchange so that the
more vociferous and forceful simply have a freer hand to assert themselves.
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Personally, I think that small talk is not to be despised. No-one would want a diet
of nothing else-buyt it has its uses as I'm sure you know from work. There's lots of
communication and mutual sniffing-out goes on in' those trivial exchanges about the
weather when you-first meet someone, and the day to day chit-chat with people at |
work and in shops keeps the lines of communication open and lubricated for when the
time is ripe to get on to something more substantial.

***OUne of the problems that seems to occur is that the fannish vein of entertaining
rudeness depends for its effectiveness on having at least two participants who know
what game' they are playing, and how to combine wit with venom, how to overstate or
cleverly make themselves out to be foolishly extreme while allowing a serious

message to show through for the observant. ‘The really successful insulting

interchange balances harsh words with sardonic intonation or a cynical appraisal of

the insulter's own weaknesses, or relies on mutual understanding of each other's
adimitted weaknesses (eg "cloody Serfectionists" said to me is not so rnuch an insult

as a way- of saying "Ah but that's becauseyou always take things to perfectionist S
extremes”; thus 1 am likely to reply "iloody Shapers!" really meaning "CH, you just
always want to push through your &°VIN course of action"). Thus the intonation or
real meaning is acting at cross purposes to the actual wording, which is why it can

be a difficult, subtle and corplex:conversational form - and hence intellectually
rewarding. Problems occur when people géet too involved or too drunk to-control
themselves, and a real element of dislike creeps in. The same ‘thing happens when -
someone gets involved who {xUESIH'T know the unwritten rules, and reacts - .
inappropriately. Since it is part of the game to avoid any mention of the fact that -
it is a gaine, the conversation will .continue down a .perverted and often hurtful

route. And when people are angry or drunk, it offers an ideal opportunity to hurt
while pretending to play, so they will jump deliberately off the tightrope of wit, '
and truely insult from behind cover. '

interestingly, the seéparation of meaninz from the actual words used, by parents to
children, has been identified as one of the background factors associated with
autisin, or child schizophrenia (and what you make of that“is your own affairl).
lan's points on the usefulness of small talk at work only, makes me think that small - -
talk is to find out what other people think without committing yourself, so that you
can do the kind of 'fan dance' that isargaret iall mentions, to make yourself
acceptable. /hich is a way of getting on in a narrow-minded society, if you feel

you have things you ought to 'hide’. ' '

/hen I manage to do a successful few minutes of pure small talking, in a lift or
shop, my main reaction is one of pride that i have been able to turn in a polished ..
performance of this social requirerent. it took me thirty years to build up a
repertoire and learn how to vary it convincingly, and I'm quite pleased to daringly
show off my Zz minute violin solo without error. Sut that is ALL I get from it.
That..and maybe a hope that this will start some convetsation that will allow me not
to have to do it with that person at some time in the future. I suppose it does
allow you to exchange soine words (however empty) with a person who you may have
little in common with; .and that in turn opens the possibility of finding out that -
_you do have something in common, and that can't be all bad, I suppose. Small talk
" "does tend -to paper over the cracks in a non-communicating society, jc'h'ough.'

Steve Knight disagreed with the idea that ians argue differently from other
people *** -

STEVE KNIGHT : :
T would take issue with you on several things. Perhaps the most significant of the

conflicts 1 will raise is the role of ideas in fandom and science fiction. Indeed I
will claim that my explanation accounts for the 57-connection to fandom.

Science fiction is not the literature of ideas (I know you avoided saying it was! I
saw that.). Rather it is the literature of an idea. The Sf-idea, and there is only
this one important one, is that there are piddling ideas and planet-busting ones.

iNot much of an idea, you might feel, but it is funny how often it keeps turning up.




The last place I bumped into this idea was about a week ago. From ‘'windstorms' by
Papert

p. 76 "One learns to enjoy and respect the power of powerful ideas.
Cne learns the most powerful idea of ali is the idea of powerful
ideas.” ’

See? It sounds looney at first, but it's quite a common way of saying that ideas
can be manipulated like other mental objects.

Similarly, fans seem to be fascinated with ideas at first, but it quickly turns out
they are one level removed. They are fascinated with the idea of ideas, of the idea-
as-symbol. This superficiality {the 'hurrah' word is 'abstraction') is the tie

between SF and fandom.

One can say, "RQubpish!" only because the idea is a counter, a simple material unit
in a game of social intercourse. It isn't tied into the world-view of the proponent
(necessarily). ©Cn the other nand, it is only a few fans that regularly change their
stance or approach.

iy second disagreement is that fans are strong communicators. I find the
communication [NTzNSZ but often unsatisfyingly woolly. Indeed the culture you
portray reminds me of the sub-culture of young northerners at my first place of
work.

"Y'southerners are shifty bastards. Always scheming. Never speak y'mind."

~irect. r.onest. what is being said is what matters. Great, 1 can understand that.
Try being honest and direct back and what happens? They either have the screaming
ab-dabs or crumple up like paper bags. Is it me or is it that it is a ratner

obliqgue honesty? 1 think the latter. : ’ ’

- As to your (preposterous) notion of fans peing "only swayea by good arguments or
ideas”, 1 can only say i have found them to pe ordinary human beings on the whole.
Tnat is to say, totally unafiected by the merit of the ideas being bandied around.

iastly, I cannot agree at-all with tne proposition that fans don't waste time with
small talk. It's just a slightly disguised small talk, sometimes dressed with a few
'wacky' notions. wike all cultures, the socially acceptable stroking and gossip is
merely distorted, not absent. It just eats me up with impatience if I get caught by
some old bugger who wants to rap about 'novel' sex techniques or space-time

- configurations, or brain organisation. If the ideas are going to get talked about,
FIINL, put mere- counter pushing leaves me cold.

¥**Anyone who's been involved in a CUSFS silly ideas session will recognise the
wacky ideas counter pushing bit. i'm not sure though that this applies so strongly
across the board in fandomn though. At least the climate exists for putting forward
wacky ideas (though if they aren't seriously discussed, is this any better than the
fan dance?). You tell me.

Several people reacted to the fact that I dismissed SF as oi secondary importance to
fandoim,. ***

DARROLL PARDOE

I don't think you give quite enough importance to the role of SF in fandom. iy own
experience of 57 must have been quite similar to yours; at a certain point in my

life I read a great deal of it, but as I got older my reading habits spread out into
all kinds of non-5F fields and the amount of science fiction I read declined.
[Nowadays I read only a small amount of SF, in fact, though 1 stiil read SOwE, and 1
certainly don't regret the vast amounts {'ve got through over my lifetime, mediocre
though much of it was.



There must be a lot of us fans who don't read too much skiffy anymore, put look back
with faint nostalgia to the time when we WZRE more heavily involved. But SF is the
cement that binds fandom together. 7/e may not be more heavily involved with it as
individuals, but it's the excuse that hangs the amorphous culture of fandom

together, and 1 suspect .that without it at the centre fandom couldn't stay in one
piece, for 'all“that we enjoy the clashing ‘of people and ideas that goes on. 'Fandom
needs a reason for existence. S

- Compare for instance; the life-oi the undergraduate at university. [iow i (and I was
~-like, most other ‘students in this) used to spend a lot of time sitting around with a

group of congenial friends talking about all sorts of things, and A:ISUIMG about
thein, very much in the same way as we do in fandoin. tuost of the topics discussed
“had nothing to do with the subjects we were studying. The university brought us
together and provided the excuse for the intellectual -socialising. random is just

the same. SF provides a reason for us to get together and do what we enjoy doing -
 but we do'need a reason, even_ii only a threadbare-one. Jhen my three years at
Campridge was up I went away and lost toucih with most -of the people I used to argue
so animatedly with - the excuse that brought us together no lonzer applied.” i

suspect the same applies to fandoin. ’ “

Gver the Z0-odd years I've been in fandor, there have been changes, of course, put I
gon't think the fundamental nature of the aniinal has altered all that much. " The big
difference is tne size of fandom - pbut fandoim in the sense you defined it HASN'T
expanded all that rnuch. In the early sixties there were perhaps 100-150 people in

" pritain in 'core' fandom - are there more today? The big enlargement has coine at

' the periphery, which accounts for the large nuravers of unfamiliar people at

Zastercons and for the beleaguered feeling we sometimes get. It's worse in the
States, 1 think. rere, at least, 'our' fandom is still a récognisable -focus at
- convantions, not just one more  special’ interest group among mmany- others.

*x*[jsa Tuttle has a small piece of corroborating evidence for me, however.**¥

~LISA TUTTLE

'weing Different’ is one of the most absorbing and best-argued pieces I've read in
guite awhile. rartly because this guestion of what is Fandom? and ./hat are Fans?
has been occupying me a lot recentily. Usually 1 accept it as a given: random Is.

sut then there are times, usually when the subject comes up in the outside world,
with someone who isn't a fan, that it suddenly strikes me as peculiar, and when 1
realise that it doesn't have to do with science iiction - or at least not only or
primarily with science tiction. ut until I read 'Seing Tifferent' I'd always come
back to the idea that science fiction was somehow at the core of it all, if only
because 1 couldn't think of any other one thinz that all fans had in common. Suré,

1 thought, fans don't spend all, or even very much, time talking or writing about

S+, but they must all' have been drawn to iandom because of an initial interest
(usually during adolescence) in the stuff. That led me to the vexed question of
what it was about S that inade its readers so eager to gather together with other SF
readers and talk .{not necessarily about 5F) - why didn't the readers of mysteries

feel this urze? Cr addicts of historical novels? iwy parents were both great

readers (my father even'included some 3F in his diet} but they weren't desperate to
Zet together with other readers and seemed rather bemused by my sudden interest in
writing letters to people with whom I apparently shared only an addiction to reading
SF. RN a . : ' :
So what's so great.about $£7? Is it really the connection? it wasn't until T was
reading 'Seing Uifferent’ that I realised something 1 already knew from my
experience, but which hadn't registered, and that was that not all fans come to :
fandorn through 55. when I started up the .douston Science Fiction Society (the urge
to congregate with other fans was so strong that since I couldn't find a local '
convention or group ! was determined to start one myself!) 1 managed to contact
other isolated fans in the :iouston through fanzines, 57 inagazines, local
newspaper...but also 1 spread the word around my high school. Some of the students



who came along to the meetings actually read SF but didn't stick with the group

after one or two meetings. 7Tne peculiar thing is that tnere were several people,
friends of mine, who aid iUT read SF but who came along to provide moral support for
me, or out of curiosity, and those peopie - tho they may not be terribly active as

fans - are still, nearly 15 years later, to be found showing up at conventions in

Texas. They were fannish types and found a niche. They even read 5§ for awhile -
perhaps thinking they had to, in order to qualify as fans - but obviously it wasn't
science fiction which drew them to the (375 in the first place, and it wasn't

science fiction which made them part of fandom.

30 it makes more sense to do as you have done and look for what character traits
fans have in common. I''a not sure all fans are as argumentative as vou say, but an
Interest in ideas, in taik and in writing, is certainly there.

**¥now for two views of mesting and getting into fandom, from Lavid Ziworthy and
~hil Collins.***

DAVID ELWUORTHY

Since most of your readers won't know me, i should explain that I have been involved
to a large degree in those forms of CUSFS and Jomsporg which exist in Cambridge for
apout four years, and tnrough them becorne peripherally involved in fandom. By this
i mean | talked to people like lick _owe and Colin Fine who were very imuch 'in
fandom', and therefore learned what it was about and some oi the things that were
going on in it, and I similarly read a few odd fanzines which were lying around in
friesds (why do | make so wany tpliny ristrales?) iriends’ roomns. I went to Unicon

<; enjoyed it a bit, and went to Faircon 'sZ aimost a year later. This i enjoyed
enormously - 1 cane away feeliny that the inside of my head had just been entirely
restructured. [ also caine away feeling that I didn't want to £0 to more cons or
iannish events. L

ihe reason for this was that there was a zeneral ieeiing amongst all the fans that
you couldn't get invoived witnout getting T<TAL.Y involved - go to all the big
conventions; visit thne Tun, write _UCs. [ am not concerned whnether this attitude is
the true one; the fact that people behaved in a way which implied it is the problem.
vou talk about gafiating and how it is acceptadle; but it carries with it the
implication that there is a 'sornewhere' you must be to get away from.

This is not to say I am devoic of those attitudes which you identify as fannish -
being willing to state, defend, adapt opinions - it is just that the parochiality
destroys the willingness to do this.

Ancther thning you talked about at iength was fanzines. Although T enjoy writing a
great deal, and am involved in the '“uinguereme' writers’ apa in Cambridge (yes, I
iknow you know all this, but I'm trying to imagine all your readers who don't), I
nave never felt particularly motivated to write for any. ‘this is because most of
what I've seen has peen too introspective - there's just too much commentary on
other fanzines, previous issues, obscure and minimal fannish events which have
happened recently; they don't provide a hook to Jet me interested. UK, this is the
producer's prerogative; however, it is not the way to oring in new blood. An
extreme example of this 1s what I know of various apas, Frank's in particular (which
I have seen one issue of, and heard about from various sources}). ./hat Is impiicitly
oeing said here is ; “iiere's this wonderful magazine (which you can't read, because
you're not one of us), but which you've Ot to admire. See, it's that one there, in
the glass case... .’hat...? You think we're being parochial...? /ell, sod you,

after all we didn't AS.{ you to comment on it...". This seems to be entirely against
the open and honest approach, the willingness to arzue, etc. that you talked about
elsewhere. It's perfectiy reasonabie to nave an in-Groups flaunting it isn't.

In suminary, what I'm saying is :

- fandom stops being fun when any 'conventionalisim' is implied;

- too many fanzines start either "Jear Ziary' or “Im sorry, sir, you're not wearing
a tie".



**¥] can see that the enthusiastic use of jargon and in-references used by recent
converts could be very off-putting. DJut I don't know whose apa you've been
borrowing. At the time of writing, frank's has 25 members out of a possible 35; new
entrants are welcome. I won't lend my apa to anyone until i've written mailing
cominients to that issue, but that's because iy prime responsibility is to my fellow
apans. nce I' onto my next issue, I'm happy to lend it to anyone who cares to

- .read it,-and I think most peopie are the same. [.ost apa issues get read by at least

one or two people other than the member who get$ it. “If you want to comment, join
the conversation - join the apa. Zut I don't think it is fair to want to criticise

if you aren't prepared to join the group and put in some effort yourself. it's only
like a writers' workshop - the rules are there to protect the members from the
occasional oddball who wants to sit safely on the sidelines and sneer.x*x

PHIL COLLINS

You seem to have missed a glaringly large self-contradiction in your piece on
fandom. -

1) You say fans hate organisation, regimentation, systems, stereotypes etc. air
enough. BUT -

2) You also say fans erect barriers and only allow certain types of people into
their hallowed troup. You even give in your articie a list of things a fan
should/should not do to become one of the elite.

i have attended a con and have only very rarely attended the 35FA meetings at the
King of Diamonds. This is not because [ dislike/think I dislike the peopie

attending - I don't go to parnes or, as far as possible, A{Y social wathermvs. i
don't like all the noise ana hustle and bustle of people around me. I'm lone:r°

. Thus by your logic, i can never be a core-memoer of fandom. Fair enough. Sut don't
you AxE try to stop me writing to/for fanzines because i reaily en)oy doing so {in

tfact I'm soon to be procucing iny own zine but that' s another story...).
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i see and enjoy fandon as a way of reading interesting pxeces of writing (such as
your own). ‘what's wrong with that?

'Shallow £nd' was thus initially useful to me as for once I saw a ianzine that

actually encouraged nay demanded an article from me. ‘’hen my first article appeared
in '5haliow cnd 2', it was a great boost to my writing confxdenc; and I felt a lot
happier apout submitting stuff to other people because i had found out that :-

1) rieos aren't necessarily always rejected

2) There's no need for articles to be type-written

3} (dd subjects, such as in my case pantomimes, aren't necessarily anathema to
fanzines

ilow quite probably i would have found all these things out eventually by myself, but
the help on simpie presentation given by 'Shallow £nd' speeded things up greatly.

in tact, if you can bear to tear your eyes away from my article in 'Shallow Znd' you
will see published a letter from a certain Anne ‘/arren (an assumed name if ever [
heard one), asking advice about the format for subrnitting artwork. :/ould you have
got advice as quickly from another fanzine? | think not.

I realise that I ain being dififerent {unique?) in wanting to use fandom for writing
and not socialising, but what's wrong with that?

. wike you, I'm now in an apa, and’ the last few issues of ‘Shallow Znd' have only

appeared as a normal sort of g,enzme° sut it did -help me initially, and I'm
srateful for that.

***Sorry, Phil, but I think that the error in logic is yours. The main mistake you
make is confusing my descriptive essay on fandom with a prescriptive one. 1 never
gave a list of what fans 5ii0U...: do to become part of the elite, 1 talked about the
things that core-members of fandom LI do, and tried to draw soine conclusions from
my observations.




Second logic error; precisely 5ZCAUSE fans are anarchic, they'd never get
sufficiently organised to test people for inembership to the 'elite' in the way you
suggest. Starve em out, maybe.. After all, you don't have to actually DG anything
to starve peopie out...

One point which I want to clarify is that I never said that core-members of fandom .
~are the only people who matter. By core-mnember I ineant the 10% or tewer members of
fandom that to some extent define the whole. The best word for this was Jimmy's
Suggestion - icons. The core-meinvers of fandom are the icons who - as people, or *
largely through their performance or image - provide some sort of image.or flavour

that we all associate ang identify with. Zverybody in fandoin probably contributes

to this clan image at some time, by their actions and arguments {in person or in

writing - 3 +/est and Judith Hanna both spring to mind a people who infiuence more
through what they write than how they interact. So being a loner doesn't cut you

out, chil). The icons are simply the group of people who fairly consistently give a

strong congruent fiavour to tne mix. That's one reason why the flavour of fandom

over the years changes; because the individuais who are performing as the icons for
fandom change over a space of time, as older members drop out and new ones come
aiong. To become a fannish icon, 1 would zuess you have to have soime elements of
similarity to the old regime pius some unique Guality of style that attracts people

“in the wider community. All of which has notning to do with the fact that fandom

exists and is used and enjoyed by the 90% plus who are not icons, and who are just

as Important in a wider context, if not as important in the single issue of carrying
forward the clan totem.

As for getting advice from Shaliow £nd, that indeed was what it ccould; and should
have provided - again, a 225CRIPTIVIN of how to get effects, rather than a .
prescription of how you should write to be fannish. 1 rather liked the articles on
duplicaters, and the advantages and disadvantages of Gestetners and .<oneos. It
would be nice to see a technical manual like that, which gives you the means te dc
what you want. But a workshop in print? Some of the criticism inade me -cringe; only
Judith ianna was the exception in honestly describing her reaction to the way the
article struck her, and why; and she zot slammed for her honest criticism. Subjects
like Zve warvey on how you shouldn't use 'I' too much in an article struck me as
actually FALSZ - if the subject matter is enthralling, you don't notice stylistic

stuif like that - it only strikes you if you're bored by the subject. At least one
person i know was iade self-conscious by that prescription, which could actually

have made her style worse, because less natural, And she was one of the ZITORS of
Snallow Znd! Frankly, for the outsider, the Shallow £nd crificism made less than
fascinating reading. 1 also disliked the emphasis on style over content, how you

said something rather than what you said. 1 tend to think that the urge to write

and coinmunicate will out, and it doesn't need Shallow £nd to set its standards.

* * * * * *

The line of stars above is a cornproinise. “/hen k.alcolm ddwards read 'Being
Cifferent', he told me I had it all wrong. Stung, 1 immmediately demanded that he
prove it in writing. in due course, a letter arrived, four pages of it, setting out

a highly structured counter-argument to my hypothesis, which was very interesting,
W“hen [ jokingly threatened to print it as an article, he jokingly threatened to do
unpleasant things to me, which it would be indelicate in a lady to mention... 3o,
we've had the psychologist's eye view; here's tialcolin's anthropological perspective.
It is reproduced complete; I have missed out only the address, "jear Anne," and "See
you at iHewcastle" (which shows how long it is since it was written, Sorry about
that, isalcoim.).



MALCOLM ED\JARDS
GK. Your article is proliferating throughout most of the universe. Time for some
sort of a response.

Given that there is a good deal of incidental observation in the piece which is
accurate and acute, I think the central argument is based on a false syllogism,
whicn goes as follows ¢

‘this is the kind of person I am
i have et other persons of this kind in fandoin
Therefore tiis is a kind of person a fan is

vhat this kind of person is, is described in some detail. Tihey "feit themselves to
be misfits in normai society’. They "don't like wasting time with people". They
"have in common an interest in ideas”. They "don't like wasting time on small
talk". ‘They "like deep conversations...slide rapidly into discussions of some
importance”". And so on.

‘Jell, tnis may descrive you perfectly, I don't know, anyinore than I know what
characterises a discussion oi 'somie importance' in anything other than relative
terms. 1 Go know that it doesn't describe me, and I refuse to be legislated out of
peing a fan, after 14 years, by your theory.

,et me be more precise. when i say that it doesn't describe me, what I really rmean
is that it doesn't describe the way in which I interact with fandom in any way that
is fundamentally different iroin the way in which [ interact with
friends/acquaintances outside fandom. random seems to ine 1o contain ail kinds of
people. Some oi them are misfits in the cutside worid. Some aren't. (I was once;
am not now; was and still a:n a fan.) 3ome are interested in sf; some aren't. Some
think sf is a literature of ideas; some don't. 5Scine have no small talk; some do.
Some don't like wasting their time with people; some like nothing better. And so
on. To say that the particular grouping of people/personality types which you find
agreeable is the one which is characteristically fannish is simply to attempt to

mould the culture in your own image.

{levertheless, many or most of us would agree tnat there is something unique about
fandomn, even if tew of us are too certain as to what it is. I have my own ideas,
and 1 may as well say what they are, since tney iormed in response to thinking about
your article.

Une oi the central things fandom provides - pernaps the central thing - is the
opportunity for continuity of interaction in a way which society at large tends not

to allow. Let's take an example, irom the couple of hundred people in Zritish

tandom 1 know well enough to have some sort of conversation with when we meet. Ukay
- some of the riewcastle fans, Harry Zell say, or Kevin Jilliams. Good people.

People I'm always glad to see at a convention. riot people 1 have any day to day
contact with away froin conventions. I've known ..arry for ten years or raore. fine.
ijow, ten years azo tnere were people - former college friends, work mates - who were
far closer iriends than :.arry and I have ever been. _o I see them now? oo I hell
e exchange Christmas cards, and that's it. 1 stili see riarry three or four times a
year in a hotel bar somewhere in writain.. Great. fandom provides a context in

which it's possible to have a whole network of continuing friendships or iriendly
acquaintanceships, which in the outside world it is simply too much trouble to

maintain. It would be really nice to see such-and-such again, out he lives in

Jorwich, and I live in London, and somehow we never get around to visiting, and
there's anotner year gone.




‘What does this mean fandom is? Simple. It means it's a kind of village, very much
like the isolated communities that existed in pre—mdustnal pritain, except that

with fast communications availabls, -its.nature no ‘Ionger depends on .the day to day
geographical proximity of its mernpers {a boring old {i:cLuhanite global village, in

fact). isany of us have lived there all our lives, it seems (all my adult life,

certainly) - and we know most of the people by sight, at least. isany of them become
our close friends. EZvery now and then we have a big social down at the village

hall, where we all get together and get pissed for the weexend {or whatever 1t is

that we doj. :

Of course, people come in from outside, .. Some’ of them find the villagers a bit
suspicious and unfriendly, as villagers are wont to be.  Others, who like the look
of tne village, settle down, and are soon legless down &t the village nali with
everybody elsa.

People move out, too. 3ut wherever they go, tiey always know where the village is,
and they are usually on at least Christinas card terins with one or two old timers who
have stayed around. 5o sometimes they will come along to one of the socials, for

old times' sake. Sometimes they enjoy it so much they decide to move back. The
villagers know that there's a big, demanding world out there, and they don't resent
it ii, having moved away, l.»eople soimetimes stay out of contact for quite a long
time. : : »

One of the advantages of thlS analogy is that, like all the best analogxes, it can

be extended to explain things that weren't in your mind when you first formulated
it. Like the relationship between fandom and sf and the diference between British
and American fandoin. '

1f fandom is a v1llage, then science . flctlon 'is ‘the local industry, the only one in

the neighbourhiood. idot everybody works there, of course, but the smoke from the sci-
fi factory \,mmneys lies heavy across the place, and evarybody .is aware of it. All

the viilagers know some..»ocy who works up at the factory; some of them - most of them
- consume the produce io some dzgree, though others find it unpalatable. The

village socials are orgenised under -the factory'° auspices, but you don't have to

work there, or even Consume the prociuct, 0 g0 along. You just need to be a
viliager. There's a ceriain romance attached to the factory, and some villagers

really want to work there; others come in from outside, in the search for ]obs,

Others still comimute fro'n outside to work at the factory, and don't live in the

village at all. Some of these will occasionally turn up to the bigger socials, but
generally speaking they don't-quite. fit ing such events are not quite as relaxed as
those for viliagers only.

America is pigger; of course, and what has happened there is that the village has
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-grown so pig that it is no longer a village. It has become a city. It's too big

for people all to know each other. The sci-fi industry -has diversified into a lot -

of ancillary products which many oi the old-time villegers {and their friends} find
vulgar and distasteful. it has become necessary to form villages within the city,

in an attempt to recapture that old co*r"numty spirit.. But sormehow it isn't the same
as when tne village was surroundzd by iniles of green fields. Also, a lot of the
newcomers, who cet,,end on those anc111ary mdust.x s and who carry the most votes for
the the local councils, find the old timers snotty’ and uniriendly. Sometimes they

are quite right. g

wiany people think that things are going the saine way in ©ritain; but it doesn't
quite seemn to have happened yet. The village is throwing out suburbs, but stiil
retains a fair amount of its original character. Some would say that it is inore
cosmopolitan and alive. :



Ah, but what about fanzines? anzines are a bit harder, but if they are anything,
they must be the street network, i suppose (the only ineans of communication in the
fandom village peing on foot). In the American city they are no longer adeguate,
witn the exception of one or two which have been turned into freeways (eg the Locus
turnpike), and what has happened is that some groups have turned their localities

into private estates, with private roads (called apas). their is some move to
introduce such things in 3ritain.

=nouzh of this. in one way this is all obvious and superficial. On the other hand,
it coes differ fundamentally from your analysis, in that it attempts to define a
territory, while you attempt to define a race. U5y the village tends to aitract
Certaln types in an unusually high ratio, probably on account of the nature of its
industry. cut all kinds live there, from jetsetters to the village idiot {who I

will not be tempted to namel).

this is not to say, either, that there are not other villages around which share
some of these characteristics {while having a different ambience). For example, I
recently read _avid jodge's novel Si.ALL 7ORLi, which is about the world of
jetsetting academics, meeting at conferences all over the globe. The scale was
~iiferent, and the pay was better, but it would be hard, I think, for any fan to
“ead the pook without thinking that a not dissimilar kind oi book might be written
about fandoms.

...y lunchbreak is coiming to an end, and there are a couple of things 1 wanted to add
‘0 this. iet me drop out of the analogy beiore it suifocates me. Xight.

“ou talk about coming into fandom and having “an alinost tripal ieeling of peing one
oi a group who all have sometning in common'. Fair enough. .hen I first went to my__
iirst convention, however, back in 1970, tne feeling 1 had was that all these people
did indeed have something in cominon - they were all mongs. {(As we used to say.)
\=xcuse accidgental intrusion of downsist language.) The village {oh goq, i slipped

back in) was semi-dereiict in those days, but having arrived there at roughly the
same time {attracted in the main by an advertising campaign in one of the factory's
i;nore attractive products - (27 JOALLLS - which, incidentaliy, most of the existing
villagers refused to sample, finding it newfangled and threatening) ... anyway,

naving got there, a number of people decided to stay anyway, and make the best they
coula of it. The best way to have fun secemed to be to throw stones at tne old
v.ilagers, who after a while either adapted or inovad away.

it seeined for a while that the wheel had come full circle in 1979, but when the

stones started to fly the class-of-1570 remembered what they had been; returned the
fire, and soon enougnh everybody was under the table together in the viliage nall.

And when they learned how things had changed, quite a few people wno seemed to have
moved away for good came back. /e are not necessarily doomed to repeat history, as
farce or anything eise. In those days - gomng back to 1970 - fandorn was no place to
pring up a family, so people tended to move away. jJowadays many more of them stay,
and in consequence it is a imuch more attractive and generally balanced cormamunity.

Znough. Enough.




***Interestingly enough, I see little conflict between ialcoli's theory and iy owng
i don't see why they can't both be true. isaicolm secems tacitly to accept this with
phrases such as :

"Some of them find the villagers a bit suspicicus and unfriendly...Cthers, who like
the look of the village, settle down, and are soon legless down at the village hall
with everynody else." ; T

“uthers still commute from outside to work at the factory, and don't live in the
village at all. Jome of these will occasionally turn up to the bigger socials, but
generally spesking they don't guite fit in..."

"..othe village tends to attract certain types in an unusualiy high ratic, probabply
on account of the nature of its industry...”" '

There does have to be something to atiract us to this village. Also, Lisa's peint

is rzlevant - why aren't there other viilages like ours? Jetsetting academics are
hardly a fair comparison; tney are getting paid and furthering their careers by

going to conierences - whereas fans are prepared to pay for their pleasure, and zive
up their holiday time to socialise in this way. The academic world exists as a by-
product; the fannish world is the product itseif. /e don't ALL work.at the factory
like . alcolm.

As a point of einphasis, I was not trying to define a RACE in my- article {ie if

you're not like this, you're not a fanj, but a TULTURSE (this is the way in which
fans-as-a-wnoie react'differently froi the outside world-as-a wholej. 0% of what

Is done by beth ygroups may be the same; what I did was try to highlight what seemed
to me to be the areas of difference.

i{onetheless, it may be interesting to conclude with sorne comments irom Colin
reenland; another faciory worker...x** !

COLIN GREZHLANS

i'"m really glad you pointed out the immportance of the word 'gafiate’. 1 think

that's interestinz: to me it joes with the bit about tne fan gathering being a place
where you can coine il you want put nobody's expecting you. For me, that was a very
necessary phase of socialisaticn - not with fandom, but with hippies. For the first
time I'd found a group that wasn't motivated by competition, an< who preferred
Iantasising out loud to formnal conversation. ldopody would object to you dropping
by, put you didn't have to touch all the pases all the time. .hat's where I took my
tirst steps towards seli-confidence. That's why I find fandom .nore congenial than
not, without actuelly counting, myself as a member of it. 1 know fandom probanly
considers me a member, insoiar as it thinks of me at all {which is exactly the sort
of supportive thing we're talking apout); put I don't consider rnyseli one. It's not
snobbery or any sucn thing; fandom is the capital of the world of my work. It's
useful ana entertaining to me, and very instructive, AllJ convenient; | visit it, i
pass through it, but I don't live there. it's not my primary orientation. iny

friends and associates don't comprise a ,roup. It's strange to me that anyone
srfuUL think of tneir friends and associates as comprising a group, which can have a
name, let alone a private languagze, however small. Fandom doesn't exist. [t's a
collective delusion. It amuses and fascinates me, but | couldn't truthfully say I
consider myself as Lol GINkG to it, in the sense of being a rnemver, acolyte or
participant in it.

**¥Interesting that Colin and i.alcolm poth came up with the same analogy, and both
of them working in the 3 field. I'm sure i could draw some generalisations from
that {("iJever generalise from a sample oi less than two" my father always told me},
only it is 5.06 a.in. and I'm going to bed. [lo, I didn't stay up late to do

this...one of the little advantages of having hayfever is sometimes it helpfully

wakes you at 2.45 a.n. with a streaming nose, and you have to get up and do
something while blowing the aforementioned streaming nose and waiting for the
Siriton to work...




THE END BIT

nope you've enjoyed reading these letters as inuch as | did.

A contentious bunch
) ians, and interesting to raad ‘hanks to everybody who wrote; my apologies for late
F pubiishing and severe pruning of the letters received. 1 also had interesting
0 ietters from :
@
obert wichtmen, Lave <owley, Sue Thomason, i.ary Sentle, Sudith rianna, Joseph
Jicholas, Vinc Clarike, Steve Jreen, ~aul isincaid, Jonn 5tyles, .ucy i 'untzmg,er
thanxs for the xeroxing, Lucylj, £ric Lindsay, Joyce 5crivener, S5teve lavies,
iunice Pearson, Peter Tolley, for which many thanks.
\G it only rernains to ust the addresses of contributors...
SONTRIBUTORS ALURESSES
Chris sailey 23 Clevedon itoad, ilondon 5220 7G¢
an samoro 14 Zskdale Terrace, Jesinond, idewcastle upon Tyna
. Leanne owman

#.C. Lox 562, Glen Sllen, Ca., USA 95442
. S.secdeon Carol 9A Greenleaf iload, East ciam, —ondon

~uilin Collins 7 Colcnester oad, i.eyton, London £10 &rA

H col 73 uckett -ioad, “London 4 1

aicolim Zdwards
. ovid Zlworthy 43 fark rarads,

Solin Greenland 17 Alexandra .ioad, Chadwell reath, Zssex Ki46 6UL
arzaret Sell 5 phaes yr Odyn, wolzellau, Gwynedd, Lo40 1UT
uy micbert 11 Jwatland Street, STl 575

eve o LCarolineg ;n‘ght, 35 , Thelnsford, Zssex T2 GSA
Jana Lee 130

Cambridze

~anley, Stoke—on—'i‘rent Stafis
Zaker Siree

Zwydir Stree 1, -d*nbrldge

.oad, -iarringay, l-ondon 415 3J.%

.ea Square, Southgate, {uncorn, Cheshire
25 Asquith <oad, :tose :iill

L2

Y o4 Slenwood

Lacroil fardoe 11D Cote
auresn Porter

Gxford GX& 4:1ii
el 2% owland Close, Offerton, Stockport, Cheshire S£2 5044
isa ruttie 1 Trtygia

iwouse, 6 _ower ..oad,
2.0, Sox bZ, iyneham ACTT,
but definitely not least,
elpank 52C [:ansfield xoad, !

[0]
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Flarrow, lwiddx 3AZ GOA
Australia 2502
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Cospel Gak, London [4./3 22

_nat's all for now, folks.

o

fnank you for listening.

:any thanks to Jimmy for all the cups of tea and printing







