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D I1X--4ctrnlly, = motion piectire which lacks a musical ccore
ie¢ prohably o good one, hief function of the mueical score
is to tie the picture together, build un climaxes, and cet
the proper mood; all firnctions which chould alre~dy have

heen h~ndled by the script, the director, the nctors, and

thes cuiter, <o host.of sineffiicienciesvand ineptnerses are
masked by the sveroge score, Once in 2 while you get: arpics
ture sufficicntlwv: well .made to =tond by dteclfy however.. I
mie tiaseepditsseent ive., Sudtey .+ Iy beldevier theurod yendecn, gevergl
othirs,, although, thc. only oncswhich conce toymind-at: the
mcment wog o low-hudget picture ~bout boxing rclencsed in

1949 storring,RBovbert Ryan, and.dsudrey. Tottersy titlc eludes
ne.///Egotist Churchill moay be but I hardly think the word
'coenccited! opplice, Thiz.world is so full of pecoplt. try-
ing dcesper~tely to.makce. thensclves appear more important

twhan hcy are;th™t, one tends. to,. diseopnt cladmssof .l ways
béins right or forcgighted or similarly gifted,forgetting
Tthaty therdf,orenecensional Ve ry.Takrcd indivicdua ls s who,do, pas~
gersch bhescegealatice” nnd. &5, Thoyar swmllobaa ITAL cle deniwitha Tals e
nodesty 1t is poggiblic to get annoyed with them simply becnuge
onc is uzscd to digcounting the overwhielming pcrcentage of
gsvch t-1llz which comes from braggnrty, I think  you will

find Churchill's claime to forcsightedness Tully supported
by official recordsg in f-ct, his.record is so good thnt now
hen-he sppearst ©To he losing his ghkip sthiEkeefanc a geood maonw
intelligent ~nd wecll-inforrcd individunls who terd to dis-
count thcir own opinions asn the world situntion simply bccrusge
Churchill snys thc opposite, In 1950 TIMIE magazince picked
Churehill.ssthe grentest mon of.thc h~lf-ccatury, .o judecmeant
wi thwhich, I fayen' . thi. olizhtest - guibbile g 4ancther..faecton
i1 b @dlaE. INNogee.Tt « thig . gor b, of ssclslrevalug ti10Na1s ~Simpli
discomfortoat remcaberning, weswere wEongewh11le, the, "I sTold

You Soll indilvddvel- whogdlsoroeduwiln WS 18 wrabb Iing piss 39
th~t his judgment ic better than ours,////I wouldn't ncdvice
any f£3n to.fowrite porfians.of.Churchillts history .on 2

'Wih~t IT' baoeis since Churchill hirmec¢lf hns 2lready rroduced
the greatest ellassic in ~this Sype of  specwlBation. in o picece
called =L, helicve, "Vhnt 1if the Cenfederaey had Becen Defo-tied
a5 Get tyrehurs!



TIE IV SPL.iS--This is HBrilli-~nt! It's so good, in f~ct, th-t

I wne onc third of the way threugh thc first p2sc hefore I renls-
ized it woen't scriougsy Jpgd IFTL betigame BAPLns fniled to cntch
on compl.otelyy, Just pnesecd it 9ff as more nceofan nnundering,

GEIIZT1=-T'11 not conplnining but it doeg occur to'me that ormis-
sion of the. parngraph prceceeding that excerpt from my letter mnkes
a subtle .but vong-.definite alteration..in the .atrlespherc nnd slant
of the rcst of it ' However, that's precisely whot I s~id, word
for word, 21l right,

GRUD=--Superb. Howevcry one of ny pet peeves ~re fan editors who
pPrint something ~bout Degler which is highly innocuous ~nd then
npologize for ite You've gseen the F.LN CYCLOTEDI.., Dc~n, €0

surely you ~re ~ware that Tucker wns bending over backward in

th~nt rundown on Deglcr, DBut for some reason fans ~re so tolernnt
ench one secns to have to personnlly suffer ~t Degler's hands be-
fore they'll belicve whnt's =~id ~bout him, nos mntter how recliable
the cource, I never hnve forgiven Id Noble for having scizzored
out 21l mention' of Degler Th a cdareport I did for hinm in 1950
aftecr the NORWESCON, despitc the foect thnt I'd resisted the tenp-
t~tion to cditorinlize¢ ond had merely reportcd the simmplest unnd-
orncd frects. Jdpparently a simple report of Deglerts official
actiones in front of hundreds of individuals impressed Noble as
heing libellous or sonmething, I had the 1nst 1l-usgh though, Moble
wne 20 toleront th~t hc shortly thereafter got involved in o husi=-
ness tr-ns~ction with Degler (who wns running o sf book M einess
~t the tire), Tolcrmnce is ~ wonderful thing bDut there nre linits
to it and, if I wecrc Tucker I'd consider th-~t par-graph following
his article r-~ther insulting, Knowing th-~t Twcker 1is rwuch too
good natured; ¥o corplnin ¥*'n doimg it for hin, ., This nay scen

o lot of fuss to rnise ofer such an innocuous little npology,
especinlly ns De~n is nnd rernins one of ny very frvorite F..P.ns
bt this is only thc 1latest in 2 long long string of sinilar inci-
dente and nmy blood pressure h-e slowly been building upe ////
Enjoycd your tr~veloguc which 1is vcry unusunl, downright unhcard
ofy 1in fact, Thcee thinge ~re usu-~lly cvcn nore boring thnan
convention reports, The only time I've ever known Tucker to he
dull (with the exception of his first sf novel, of which the less
#nid the Dbetter) was in his ~ccounts of his tr-vels, Youlre f-rious
NN g e youYve topped Tuclcrs

HORIZONS=--Wh~t's this about tpes detcriornting? You nention it
Twice ifiipnseihg DUt TEic ' Fimet I'vwé ' he~rd of it and I rend =
large nunber of mngnzines which den1l with such thinges, ZElucida-
tion, ple~ce, It wre ny undcretanding thot 1~bor~tory teets indi-
c~ted no notic~ble deterioration., Just last year Columbia issucd
~n Oratario or somec sort of performmnce racnctic~1ly rccorded (on
tope, I think) on Inster of 1939,,4452 it wauld 2ppecar deteriorae
tion isnt't too sevcre, Certoainly it nust have .been in hetter
shape than o frcqucently played disc of the sane vintngee/
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You ray coansider” thig®as dnet vote in faverPsfieontinugtivnjofi the
maeical articles, ' How abhout 'doing for the e~rly composers, Boeh;
Vivaldiy H-ndely Bogchcrine; Corelliy ‘Coupdring etel whot jyou hawve
d:ne for the moderniste, I, f2r s>ne, would We highly intcrested.

LIL--1Iy ndnir~tion &f Nixon is rmorc ncgntive thon positive, Th~t
.4, he ¢>scg nothing with which I scriously disagree and usunlly

ig very ruch in the rirht corner on-anyhing I feel strongly on.
Other politicions moy plensce rie rwore at onc time or ~nother hut
e~ch hng ~erious f~ulte I objcet to, I olso admire Nixon's polirn-
ig~. 1l footwork, soricthing indispensible in Washington, and thus
world r~ther see him Precident than anyone clse currently on the
dgcenc, This does not indicate I-comsidér him L greatimoh norsan
oripginal, politicnl "thinkcr, sucth ns<the:late’ Senntor! Paft or Sen.
2G0T, J0uclas, DButl then I'dont't knowiithai ' thtiky s Aseecsarylor-cven
cegirahlie, Natur~1ly thesc ~rc hipghly'subjjcetive reasons and,
kceping our vast diffcerences in political idens in mind, it is ornly
notur1lX thot you would foil to sheare'myventhusiasm, -In effcet,

ry rehgons for ~dnir-~tion ~rc due to o fee¢ling that with minor
ahnnges Nixen'acte os I would if I had his position nd his 2bili-
ty. Whnt nore cnn you 28k of o politieian?

SLIPSHOL--Delightful Hoffrnwn-stuff, e see too little of you in
rlis {or any) rcuise nowadays, Lee, No, the nnme Lecec Marvin has a

7 uely familiar ring, but I ean't pin it down,///Yes,.I wns rost
pleaged ~t Holden's rcceiwing thes Ogcor ' In facty for the first
time .11 four ~ctore who rcceived Awnrds were ny choice, plus

which I ~greced with the choicé for the picture, Has to be o fly

in the oingrient, tho, In the 2@nrd for Best Director I felt strguive
1y th~t George Stevens showldih~ve motton it' for MShane r~thir

thon whoeéver it was for "IFrom Here to Eternity"., DBut then I sup-
poscd it would ~¢t dull if ye~r ~fter yecor the ~wordiwas passed
nround ~rong Stevens, John Iluston, Joec Mankiewiez, ~nd Dilly Wilder
g0 every Sthertyerr “or so they rwive it to whvewer ditrcetodfher award
winning tictwr ¢,

STEF.NT. 5Y~-Wish you'd n-~ned nanes in thot discourse Hn "Fons",
Would h~vc bheen rore intercetine, Dontt cntirely didis~grec Thut won-
¢er how riuch it wag influcnced ¥ your l~ck of ~cquoint-once with the
currenty £~n ficld, Many quite aetive f-ns morec or less irnoro
thinas fonnish or stfieh in~¥.iP4 gince they de~l with them thoroly
elsewhere ~nd con denl with rmore gencrnl topics in BF.1'.,

Thus cnceth the shortcet roview colurmm LIVe Cver written, SOTTy £0
nmy were icnored hut for reasons to involved to go into herc I hn4d
to finish these tonight thcecrefore I did an ~wful 1ot of cutting,



0 COOLOU GO Gl L0 7o O L OO0t Tl EQedec o - Il

Recently, British fanzines have been filled with accounts of.
fabulous fannish characters whom the narrator has attempted, in
vain, to lure into fandom, So herewith I give you my contribution ..
to this latest fannish fad. IM¥ne is a trifle different, however,
in that I have never met the individual, However, I do have a sample
of his writing, reproduced below. Fairly recently Western Union
revived a service never at all popular with their employees,..the
singogram (the only one accepted is the "Happy birthday" jingle,
by the way)., What follows is the ghost-written version supplied
by a WU employee when she was asked for a written explanation as to-
why she had read, rather than sung, one of these me ssages over the
telephone. Ve give you Mr. George Rutherford, never a VWestern Union
employee and, since he wrote this, a re-enlistee in the U.S. Army.
To the Manager:

Ag regards the singogram to Iaster Willy Wee, I have ounly this
to say in my defense and in answer to the sender's unjust complaint...,
To Wit: Said singogram was vocally rendered to the recipient!

I might point out that I said 'vocally rendered' which may or
may not imply sung depending upon your definition of the word, To
sing, according to Mr. Webster's dictionary, may mean several things,
the accepted meaning being, "To produce musical or harmonious sounds
by means of the voice," Now this, for me, is impossible, as my
voice is neither musical nor harmohious. (This you can verify,
having listened to my bleary bourbon baritone for several years.)

I may be Swede, but I'm sure no nightengale!

You yourself must realize that I am 2t an extreme disadvantage,
for not only do I lack the thrush-like qualities of an accomplished
vocalist but I was (at the time) without benefit of either music or
accompaniment, Can you imagine the agony of the recipient of a
singogram which was rendered by a terrified amateur from script
alone, without musical notation and devoid of any accompaniment???
Oh! that such wailing, squalling, and caterwauling should fall on
human ears.s.e

Therefore I took the liberty of applying Mr., Vebster's alternate
definition of the word "sing" which is, "to chant or intone.," I
can assure you that, complaints to the contrary notwithstanding, I
spared no effort in my attemrt to render said singogram with all the
beauty, the grace, and the stately measured cadence of those sublime
Gregorian masses which were sung in the splendor of the ancient
cathedrals which were the thrones of true art,

It is with deep regret that I learn that the stately dignity
and articulate euphony of my rendition must indeed have been wasted
on the ear of the uncultured churl who so ungraciously complained.

With this I must dismis¢ the complaint as unwarranted, as it
is quite evident that anyone,man, woman, or child, who would prefer
my singing to my chanting, must be Stark Raving lMad'''

Sincerely

Mrs Vllloughby
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<DUSE ORGAN FOR THE SOCIETY FOR THE PRESERVATION OF ROBERT BLC ol
T4'8 IS BIRDSMITH #8, AND TO HECK WITH THE VOLUME NUMBERS.
VOU ¥ILL FIND IT STAPLED TO THE BACK OF BIRDSMITH #7 WHICH SOMEHDY
FAILED TO GET CIRCULATED IN THE LAST MAILING.
TH«S WILL COUNTY AS TWC COPIES AGAINST YOUR SUBSCRIPTION. SORRY,
FJ.KS BUT THAT'S THE WAY IT HAS TO BE. HOWEVER, SINCE BIRDSHITH
i2 RECEIVED ONLY BY FAPA MEMBERS | ANTICIPATE NOT TOO MANY COMPLAINTS.
BE:RDSMITH 1S PUBLISHED AND EDITED, IN CASE ANYONE CARES, BY VERNON i
MCCAIN, BOX 876, KELLOGG, IDAHO. | DON'T REALLY LIVE IN BOX 876,
THOUGH, IN FACT. | DON'T REALLY LIVE IN KELLOGGs COME TO THING OF
7, I1T'S BEEN SIX MONTHS SINCE | WAS EVEN IN THE STATE OF |DAHO ('
STIMD MOST OF MY TIME IN THE STATE OF CONFUSION) BUT DON'T LET THAT
BoTHER YOU. THAT IS MY CORRECT ADDRESS, EVEN IF IT IS QUITE POSSitlE
i SHALL NEVER SET FOOT IN THE TOWN OF KELLOGG AGAIN....EXCEPT MAVR::
{7 JrSTAE  F AR 6ASam rrmir— REMEMBER THE SLOGAN OF THE AMALGAMATED RC3ERT
BLOCH FA{l CLUBS, INTERNATIONAL«s«.o"BLOCH'S IN VEYAUWEGA AND ALL'S
R:2HT WITH THE STATE OF XINWESOTA,
YO'; CAN HAVE EDWARD E. AND YOU CAN HAVE GEORGE O. AND YOU CAN HAVE
C... AR OGRS RT R - St e St y— P ke~ s LR R I'LL TAKE EVELYN...o

1929 WAS A LONG TIME AGO

- HE FANEWS STORY+++WHILE | HAVE NO OBJECTION TO YOUR CIRCULATING
v SRXNTED FANEWS THRU FAPA 1D BE MUCH MORE INTERESTED IN MORE
ks ORMAL | ZED AND PERSONAL PUBL ICATIONS SUCH AS THIS ONE WHIHC, FOR
THE FIRST TIME, MADE ME FEEL THAT | WAS ACTUALLY BEGINNING TO KNOW
THE LEGENDARY DUNKELBERGER.

+++GEMZ INE+++EVERY SO OFTEN, HAVING COME TO TAKE CARR FOR GRANTETD,
YQUTPROLUCE SOMETHING WHICH STOPS ME DEAD IN MY TRACKS. AND THE
LAST TWO TIMES THE ITEMS HAVE HAD, IN¢ COMMON, THE FORM OF REPORTING.
NOT FICTION, NOT YOUR USUAL CONCENTRATION ON YOUR OWN OPINIONS AND
ARSUMENTS , NOT EVEN POETRY (THANK GOD!) BUT SOMETHING + CAN'T RECALL
EVZR SEEING ANY OTHER FAN PRODUCE (OR AT LEAST PRODUCE WELL)j; AN
EXTREMELY CAREFUL AND DETAILED REPORT OF AN EXPERIENCE WHICH HAD
OCCURRED TO YOU PERSONALLY, WITH NO ATTEMPT TO SLANT OR OPINIONATE.
THE LAST TIME WAS THAT ARTICLE IN YOUR SAPSZINE WHICH | BELIEVE YOU
CALLED "N - - - - -"s THIS TIME IT WAS, OF COURSE, "STEP PRIGHT UP
LADIE3AND GENTS"., THESE ARE SO FAR SUPERIOR TO THE GENERAL RUN OF
YOURWRITING THAT I'M LED TO BELIEVE THIS IS YOUP TRUE METIER. |'M
AFRAID IT HASN'T GREAT COMMERCIAL POSSIBILITIES. CERTAINLY THIS

IS NOT AT ALL THE TYPE OF 'REPORTING' IN DEMAND BY NEVSPAPERS.
THEY'D BE FAR MORE READABLE IF |IT WERE. ALTHOUGH NEW YORKER PRCFILES
AND SOME OTHER ARTICLES IN THAT MAGAZINE DO TEND TO USE THE SAME
TECHNIQUE, AND OCCASIONAL PIECES IN OTHER MAGS. |IN THE MEANTIME Ti=
MORE OF THIS SORT OF THING YOU PRODUCE THE BETTER +'LL LIKE GEM7!NEZ,
WiTH YOUR EVIDENCED UNUSUAL OBSERVATIONAL PO™ERS, AND ABILITY TO ~
RECALL ACCURATELY WHAT YOU OBSERVED, YOU MIGHT SOMEDAY BE ABLE TO
BU:LD A LUCRATIVE CAREER OR SIDEL INE WRITING ARTICLES FOR THE BIG
SLiCKS, OR LESSER MAGS, WITH A BIT OF CARE AS TO CHOICE OF YOUR
SUBJECTSs UNTIL THEN, LAY IT ON US! | LOVE IT,



THIS IS PAGE TWO

+++GRUE+++| SWEAR, NOT EVEN GRENNELL CAN KEEP THIS UP INDEFINITELY.
THREE TAILINGS IN A ROW, NOW....SOMETHING'S COT TO GIVE...IF IT'S
ONLY THE SEAMS OF THE ENVELOPE IN WHICH THE MAILING |S ENCLOSED,
FABULOUS. ALONG WITH LE ZOMBIXE, WHICH WAS RUN OFF ON THE SAME
MACHINE, THIS MAG CONTAINS 85 TO 90% OF E®ERYTHING MEMORABLE AND
WORTHWHILE IN THE MAILING. COULDN'T POSSIBLY COMMENT ADEQUATELY

ON EVERYTHING, BUT | MUST SAY IT GIVES US POOR ORDINARY MORTALS

WITH BILLS TO PAY AND ONLY 24 HOURS IN EACH DAY HORRIBLE INFERIORITY
COMPLEXES, (HMM, WONDER |F THE PLURAL OF COMPLEX SHOULDN'T BE

COMPL ICE?)+++WALT KELLY NEVER GRANTS PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE

POGO DRAWINGS FOR ANY !'COMMERCIAL OR PARTISAN PURPOSES'? HAH{

THEN JUST WHAT WAS POGO, COMPLETE WITH FIREMAN'S HELMEM AND HOSE
DOING HELPING ADVERTISE THE LATEST FIREHOUSE FIVE PLUS TWO ALBUM

ON THE GOOD TIME JAZZ LABEL LAST SUMMER? OF COURSE, THE FIREHOUSE
FIVE PLUS TWO IS COMPOSED OF PART TIME MUSICIANS WHO MAKE THEIR
LIVING IN THE HOLLYWOOD VINEYARDS, MOST OF THEM WORKING FOR WALT
DISNEY, AND THUS PRESUMABLY ARE @LD PALS OF KELLY'S FROM THE DAYS
WHEN HE LABORED UNHAPPILY IN THE SAME CELLULOID SWEATSHOP, BUT STILL
THEY DON'T GIVE THOSE RECORDS AWAY, THE THE FIREHOUSE FIVE HAS MAN=-
AGED TO RAKE TN QUITE A BIT OF FANCY COIN IN THE LAST SEVEN YEARS.
FOR THAT MATTER, SURELY THE FREQUENT ANTI|-MCCARTHY EPISODES IN THE
STRIP ITSELF ARE PARTISAN....l SURE WOULDN'T CALL THEM NEUTRAL. NOT
THAT | OBJECT, YOU UNDERSTAND, JUST NOTING.+++WOULD YOU OBJECT IF |
SUGGEST HARNESS ACNUIRE A GOOD GAG-¥RITERS+++THE KNIGHTS OF DAMON
CAG 1S YOUR BEST INTERLINEATION SINCE THE BOGGS WITH KETCHUP ONE+++
GLAD YOU KNO LONGER THROW WHOLE PAGES OF THEM AT US AT ONCE. THIS
WAY 1S MUCH BETTER. HEY, | JUST FIGURED OUT HOCCUM YOU PUBL ISH SUCH
BIG ISSUES NOW. IT'S THE ONLY WAY YOU CAN USE UP YOUR QUARTER'S
SUPPLY OF PUNS AND INTERL INEATIONS AND STILL PUT A PROPER AMOUNT OF
TEXT IN TO KEEP THEM FROM BEING TOO PROXIMATE.

+++LE ZOMBIE+++NOW FOR THE OTHER G|ANT OF THE MAILING. THIS ALMOST
CAUSED ™ WME TO BREAK PRECEDENT AND, FOR THE FIRST TIME, VOTE SOME
OTHER MAGAZINE AHEAD OF HORIZONS. HOWEVER, | DECIDED THE POLL SHOULD
BE RESERVED TO REGULAR MAGAZINES WHICH HAVE SEEN AT LEAST A COUPLE
CF ISSUES WITHIN THE PERIOD BEING VOTED ON SO LEZ WAS DISQUALIFIED.
+++HAS ANYONE EVER CALLED k+FE MAGAZINE THE 'ARISTOCRAT OF SCIENCE
FICTION'? JUST TO KEEP TH CORD STRAIGHT FOR NEWCOMERS WHO ARE A
BIT CONFUSED ABOUT THE WHOLE THING,LIFE RAN AN ARTICLE ON SF ABOUT
1951 AND IN A PARAGRAPH ON THE MAGAZINES, THEMSELVES, STRATIFIED
THEM AS TO TYPES AND SADD THAT GALAXY, MOF, AND ASTOUNDING WERE THE
THREE ARISTOCRATS OF SCIENCE-FICTIONe THEN ALMOST SIMULTANEOUSLY
ABOUT A YEAR LATER BOTH MOF AND GALAXY PRODUCED ADVERTISEMENTS |IN
#/HICH THEY BRAGGED THAT LIFE HAD REFERRED TO THEM AS THE 'ARISTOCRAT
(SINGULAR) OF SCIENCE FICTION's IT WAS ABOUT THIS TIME ALSO THAT
THE BOUCHER MAG BLURBED THAT "PEOPLE WITH IMAGINATION (CAPITAL 1)
READ THE MAGAZINE OF FANTASY AND SCIENCE FICTION",+++PERSONALLY, |
THINK IF I'D JUST UNDERGONE WHAT HAPPENED TO YOU AFTER THE SECOND
DEATH HOAX |T WOULD HAVE BEEN FAREWELL FOREVER TO FANDOM FROM ME.,
WHICH I GUESS JUST PROVES THAT YOU ARE A DEDICATED SERIOUS CONSTRUC-
TIVE FAN HIDING IN FILTHY HUCKSTERS SABLE.

“++PRE-APA+++SOMEHOW | DOUBT IF ELLISON WOULD TAKE KINDLY TO YOUR
ATTEMPTING TO LABEL THE LIGHT OF HIS LIFE A HOAX, NORM
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+++PULL NO PUNCHES+++WELL, | SUPPOSE IF ENGINEERS COULD MAKE SOz~
74 ING L ISTENABLE OUT OF IT A RECORDING COULDN'T HAVE BEEN 'HOPELESS3-
LY BAD', HMOWEVER, | KNOW ENGINFERS CAN NOW WORK NEAR MIRACLES.,
THEY HAVE MANY LITTLE TRICKS....SUCH AS ELIMINATING A SOUR NOTE
IN AN OTHERWISE EXCELLENT RECORDING AND INCLUDING A GOOD ONE FROM
A POORER VERSION, ETC. | HEARD OF ONE CASE....! THINK THIS WAS
RCA'S ENGINEERS WORKING, IN THEIR CUSTOM PRESSING DEPARTMENT, FOR
ONE OF THE INDEPENDENT FIRMS; THEY HAD A TAPE MADE OF SOME CHORAL
FVENT IN RUSSIA. THE ORIGINAL PERFORMANCE WAS EXCELLENT BUT IT
HAD BEEN RECORDED WITH A PORTABLE TAPERECORDER OPERATING OFF A
RUN-DOWN BATTERY. AS THE TENSION WOULD ALTER THE TAPE WOULD SLOW
DOWN (THUS SPEEDING UP THE MUSIC) AND THEN GRADUALLY SPEED UP AGAIN
AND SO ON, OVER AND OVER. AND THE VOLUME KEPT FADING IN AND OUT,
SIMULTANEOUSLY. IN OTHER WORDS, A REAL MESS. THE ENGINFERS PRO~
CEEDED TO RE-RECORD |T AND MAKE OUT A DETAILED CHART OF THE ENTIRE
TAPE...FIGURING JUST WHERE AND TO WHAT EXTENT THE SPEED AND VOLUHME
HAD DECREASED OR INCREASED. .THEN, USING A WACHINE WHOSE SPEED THEY
COULD CONTROL , THEY REPLAYED IT WITH THE ADJUSTMENTS CHANGING EAGH
TIME TO MATCH AND COUNTERACT THE ERRORS IN THE TAPE. THE RESULT
WAS A LISTENABLE TAPE WHICH WAS RELEASED COMMERCIALLY. SORRY, |
DONYT KNOW THE * TITLE. THE MOST COMMON TRICK OF ALL IS TO TAKE
GNE OF THE OLD 78'S FROM THE DAYS OF DEAD RECORDING STUDIOS AND
PLAY IT THROUGH TWO SPEAKERS, ONE AT EACH END OF A LONG RESONANT
UALL. A RECORDING MACHINE TAKES THE SOUND OFF ONE SPEAKER AND
"HE SOUND FROM THE OTHER SPEAKER ARRIVES I[N SLIGHTLY JUMBLED FGRM
L FRACTION OF A SECOND LATER, TO ALSO BE RECORDED, THUS PROVIDING
CONVINCING ECHO AND MODERN 'PRESENCE'. PRACTICALLY ALL THE OLD
RECORDS GO THROUGH THIS PROCESS, | KNOW THE TOSCANIN| BROADCASTS
GO THROUGH ENDLESS TOUCHING UP BEFORE HE WILL OK THEIR RELEASE...
A COUGH REMOVED HERE, A FUZZY TONE CLARIFIED THERE, ETC. THESE ARE
JUST A FEW OF THE EXAMPLES OF WHICH ['VE READ. 4+ KNOW THEY REPRE-
SENT A VERY SMALL PORTION OF THE TOTAL USED. SOME ARE FAIRLY
SIMPLE FOR EVEN THE AMATFUR TO FIGURE OUT. OTHERS ARE LESS OBVI-
OUS. TURNING THIN BLURRY BRASS RECORDINGS BACK INTO MUSIC MAY, AS
YOU SAY, BE IMPOSSIBLE. IT'S ONE OF THE MORE DIFF ICULT ONES, OBVi-
OUSLY. HOWEVER, | HAD VAGUE NOTIONS THAT POSSIBLY THE BLURRING
HISS MIGHT BE CONFINED TO CERTAIN FREQUENCIES WHILE THE MAIN PART
OF THE MUSICAL TONE OCCURRED IN OTHER LOWER FREQUENCIES. SOME SORT
OF FILTER TO CUT OUT THESE FREQUENCIES AND LEAVE ONLY THE OTHERS
WOULD BE ONE METHOD OF DOING IT. WHETHER IT IS THAT SIMPLE OR NOT
| DON'T KNOW. PROBABLY NOT. IF | KNEW THE ANSWER | WOULDN'T HAVE
ASKED THE QUESTION. HOVEVER, | STILL SUSPECT THERE IS SOME ['ETHOD.
INCIDENTALLY, OTHER RECORDS.SINCE PURCHASED FROWM THE SAME COMPANY
EXHIBIT AMAZING VARIATIONS OF QUALITY. I'VE HAD NO OTHERS WHICH
BLUR LIKE THAT BUT SOME ARE OF PAINFULLY LOW FIDELITY (I CAN FIX
A GOOD DEAL OF THE 'PAINFUL' PART WITH A GOOD TAPERECORDER AND EF-
FECTIVE TONE CONTROLS, MYSFLF, ALTHOUGH THE TECHNICAL FIDELITY WILL
NOT BE IMPROVED THE MUSICAL FIDELITY WILL BE) WHILE OTHERS ARE AS
SHARP, CLEAR, AND ENJOYABLE AS IF THEY WERE COMING OVER THE RAD!O
RIGHT THEN....CLEARER, | SELDOM GET TOO GOOD RADIO RECEPTION.+++
BUT YOU KNOW THERE IS A METHOD OF PRINTING HALFTONE ENGRAVINGS
IN MULTI-COLORS  FROM A SINGLE PLATE, WHETHER TAKEN FROM A PHOTO
OF SOMETHING IN GOLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE. |IT PRODUCES PRETTY CRUDE
WORK COMPARED TO FOUR-COLOR PROCESS WORK AND | SUSPECT THE REGIS=-
TRATION ISN'T TOO GOOD, BUT THERE |S ‘A METHOD. WE NEVER ACTUALLY
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GOT AROUND TO TRYING IT OUT, THOUGH WE INTENDED TO. OF COURSE,
I'M EVADING THE ISSUE SINCE WHAT YOU SAID WAS THAT |IT WOULD BE
IMPOSSIBLE TO PRODUCE A COLOR PRINT (MEANING A PHOTOGRAPHIC PRINT
NOT A LETTERPRESS IMPRESSION) FROM A BLACK AND %'HITE PHOTO.

$++SPACESHIP+++| THINK | KNOW RICHARD K. VERDAN'S IDENTITY BUT SINCE
MY DEDUCTION IS THE RESULT OF CONF IDENTIAL INFORMATION FROM AN
INSI!DE SOURCE IT WOULDN'T BE CRICKET (OR EVEN FOOTBALL) TO PUBL ISH
IT SO | SHALL TRY TO REMEMBER AND ASK YOU IN A PERSONAL LETTER IF
I'M RIGHT, BOB. HOPE YOU'LL AT LEAST GIVE ME A YES OR NO ANSWER.
AT ALL EVENTS THIS IS AN EXTREMELY WELL-WRITTEN ARTICLE, EVEN IF

| DO DISAGREE WITH IT IN SPOTS. MY THOUGHT ON FIRST READING IT
WAS THAT HERE WAS A MAJOR FANNISH DISCOVERY, A NEW FAN-WRITER

WITH SOME WELL-THOUGHT OUT THINGS TO SAY AND THE ABILITY TO SAY
THEM BRILLIANTLY. BUT ONCE | LEARNED IT WAS A PEN NAME AND DIS-
CERNED THE SOURCE | CAN ONLY SAY IT IS NO MORE THAN | WOULD HAVE
EXPECTED, ALTHOUGH QUITE A BIT DIFFERENT THAN ANYTHING EITHER HALF
HAS DONE BEFORE. | WOULD ENJOY MORE....IN FACT, !'LL GLADLY PUB-
LISH ANY OTHER ARTIELES BY THE SAME IR ®ILVERBERG DOESN'T WISH
TOeeoo N EITHER REVIEW OR BIRDSMITH. ARE YOU LISTENING RICHARD

Ke Vo? JUST-OCCURRED TO ME | MIGHT GET IN A SPOT OF BLACKMAIL

BY THREATENING TO REVEAL ALL UNLESS |'M ALLOWED TO PUBLISH SOME
VERDAN(T) PROSE MYSELF.

+++STEFANTASY+++THOSE FRICTION BELT-BUCKLES! PLEASE, SIR, DON'T
PROVOKE ME TO PROFANITY, IT HAS BEEN MY MISFORTUNE TO POSSESS

A NUMBER OF THEM, ALL BOUGHT FOR ME BY SOMEONE ELSEs AS A CHILD

(A DEFENSELESS ONE, THAT IS) | WAS FORCED TO WEAR THEM WHENEVER

| DRESSED UP SINEE | DIDN'T POSSESS ONE OF THE CIVILIZED KIND.

THEY WERE USUALLY THE GIFT OF SOME FEMALE RELATIVE WHO THOUGHT

THEY WERE SO MUCH !N|CER-LOOKING! THAN THE OTHERS., THEY DIDN'T
HAVE TO WEAR THEM. | ALSO HAVE A BROTHER WHO IS A PARTI8AN OF
THESE (GENERALLY AN EXTREMELY SENSIBLE CHAP ALTHOUGH HE DOES HAVE
THESE LAPSES ON OCCASION...HE'S ALSO MILDLY PRO-MCCARTHY). THESE
ARE VANISHING FOR A VERY GOOD REASON, THEIR UTTER WORTHLESSNESS,

+ DON'T KNOW HOW MANY |*VE OWNED BUT | NEVER HAD A ONE THAT, WITHIN
THE FIRST TWO OR THREE MONTHS, DIDN'T START SLIPPING. TAKE A DEEP
BREATH AND THE BUCKLE WOULD SL IDE OUT A EOUPLE OF NOTCHES3 EXHALE
AND YOU WERE LEFT WITH YOUR BELT TWO SIZES TOO LARGE AND YOUR PANTS
IN A PRECARIOUS POSITIONs, AND | HAD SEVERAL AMONG THE HIGHER
PRICED CATEGORY SO | HARDLY THINK .IT WAS MERELY SHODDY WORKMANSHIP
IN THE CHAPER PRICE BRACKETS, THE LAST ONE OF THESE | POSSESSED
WAS A BIRTHDAY GIFT IN 1950. + HAPPILY DISCARDED |IT ABOUT SIX WEEKS
LATER, THE FIRST TIME IT SLIPPED ON ME.

- e e e e e G e e G En 8 G En WY SR G G G e e S0 D R e R EE S S S S D En En G Gn Gm A WP A EE A G Gm G En En Gn A S e M B e T e

THIS IS THE STF THAT BLEENS ARE MADE OF.
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+ A VERY WISE YOUNG YOUNG FANZINE EDITOR FROM SAVANNAH ONCE POINTED
OUT TO ME THAT IF YOU WANT TO DO SOMETHING, THAT IS SUFFICIENT
REASON FOR DOING ITesas.IN FACT, THAT IS THE BEST REASON FOR DOING
ITe WHICH IS PROBABLY WHY SHE NOW SPENDS HER TIME AN THE DEBIL |-
TATING PASTIME OF SITTING ASTRIDE A MASS OF EQUINE FBESH SOMEWHERE
IN THE ROCKIES RATHER THAN RETAINING HER YOUTH THROUGH THE INVIGOR-
ATING OCCUPATION OF ENDLESSLY TURNING A MIMEO CRANK. AT ANY RATE,
IT IS A STATEMENT OF PHILOSOPHY WHICH | ADMIRED AND STILL DO ADMIRE
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AND | HAVE BEEN MORE OR LESS USING IT AS A YARDSTICK FOR ALL MY AC-
TIVITY SINCE, BUT ESPECIALLY MY FANNISH ACTIVITY. OF COURSE, EVERY=-
ONE LIVES BY THIS CREDO TO AN EXTENT BUT MOST OF WS APPLY IT UNCON-
SEIOUSLY AND MAY HAVE GUILTY CONSCIENCES, AS A RESULT, OR WASTE OUR
TIME ON WHAT WE THIN& WE SHOULD BE DOING, AT ANY RATE, THERE ARE
VARIOUS THINGS ON WHICH | HAVE OPINIONS AND WHICH | FEEL CALLED UPON
AT TIMES TO DWELL ON AT LENGTHs UNTIL | ENTERED FANDOM | WAS BADLY
FRUSTRATED IN THIS RESPECT. BUT FANDOM PROVIDED AN OUTLET. SOME
OF THE THINGS WERE OF A GENERAL NATURE, MANY OF WHICH I|'VE DISCUSSED
IN FAPA ALREADY. OTHERS WERE MORE SPECIALIZED3; SOME OF THESE DEALT
WITH THE DETECTIVE STORY (ANE ENTHUSIASM OF MINE WHICH HAS BEEN
STEADILY DECREASING EACH YEAR. | STILL ENJOY THEM BUT SELDOM FEEL
CALLED UPON TO DO ANY SERIOUS ANALYSIS OR DISCUSSION OF THEM ANY MORE).
BUT MOST OF THEM DEALT WITH EITHER SCIENCE FICT|ION, THE MOVIES, OR
JAZZ. FANZINES HAVE PROVIDED A BOTTOMLESS WELL FOR SF DISCUSSIONS...
SO MUCH SO THAT | HAVE TO RACK MY MIND FOR FURTHER IDEAS, HAVING LONG
AGO SAID IN PRINT ALL THE THINGS YHICH HAD PILED UP INSIDE MY MIND
THROUGH THE YEARS ON THAT SUBJECT. |I'VE DONE A LITTLE WRITING ON
JAZZ BUT FOR THE MOST PART FANDOM ISN'T TOO GOOD AN OUTLET FOR THAT.
HITHERTO, IN DISCUSSING THE MOVIES, MY COMMENTS,WHILE FREQUENT AND
LENGTHY,WERE CONF INED TO CHANCE REMARKS |N MY MAILING COMMENTS. |
NOW FEEL THE DESIRE TO DWELL MORE FORMALLY AND AT GREATER LENGTH ON
THE MATTER....FAPA SEEMS THE BEST PLACE FOR IT, SINCE GENERAL TOPICS
ARE OF GREATER INTEREST HERE. SO, STARTING IMMEDIATELY BELOW, FROM
NOW ON BIRDSMITH WILL FEATURE ARTICLES ABOUT THE MOVIES.....BECAUSE
| WANT TO WRITE SUCH ARTICLES. | PREFER TO VIEW THEM SOMEWHERE
BETWEEN THE TERRIBLY ARTY HIGH-BROW ATTITUDE THE MORE INTEELECTUAL
MAGAZINES ASSUME AND THE GUSHING PREOCCUPATION WITH GLAMOR AND THE
TRIVIA OF THE STARS' LIVES OF THE FAN MAGAZINES. | AM INTERESTED
IN MOTQON PICTURES AS A UNIVERSALLY AVAILABLE ART AND ENTERTAINMENT
FORMe s« +«ONE WHICH PRODUCES MUCH THAT IS WORTHLESS BUT ALSO A GREAT
DEAL WORTHY OF ATTENTION (CAN YOU NAME ANY MEDIA OF WHICH THAT IS
NOT TRUE@) FHIS SORT OF APPROACH TO FILMS IS VERY RAREa...ALMOST
UNHEARD OF, IN FACT, UNTIL A FEW MONTHS AGO WHEN | ENCOUNTERED A
SYNDIBATED COLUMNIST WHO DEVOTES ABOUT ONE COLUMN OUT OF THREE TO
AN INTELL IGENT UN-SNOBBISH AND UN-IMPRESSED DISCUSSION OF SOME CUR-
RENT FILMs THOSE WHO CONSIDER IT A POINT OF PRIDE THAT THEY NEVER
ATTEND THE MOVIES, THOSE WHO ARE INTERESTED ONLY IN AN OCCASIONAL
HIGHLY-TOUTED FOREIGN FILM, AND ANY WHO OBJECT, ON PRINCIPLE, TO THE
APPEARANCE OF ANY SUCH ARTLEBES IN FAPA CAN SKIP THIS AND ALL SUCH
SUCCEEDING ARTICLES, | DON'T KNOW HOW MANY WILL BE INTERESTED I[N
THESE DISCUSSIONS BUT IF ONE OR TWO MEMBERS ENJOY THEM IT WILL BE
WORTH THE EFFORT«. AS | SAID I'M DOING THIS BECAUSE | WANT TO AND
WHETHER OR NOT THE MAJORITY OF FAPA WOULD PREFER SOMETHING OF MORE
GENERAL INTEREST DOESN'T BOTHER ME TOO MUCH. AS WALT WILLIS ONCE
SAID ABOUT SLANT, THIS IS MY MAGAZINE AND | SHALL DO WITH IT WHAT
| PLEASE. WHTCR REMINDS ME THAT SOME FAPAN WHOSE NAME | FORGET WAS
CROWING THAT | MISSPELL THE NAME OF MY OWN FAPAZINE. HOW RIDICULOUS
CAN YOU GETS IT wOULD BE POSSIBLE, | SUPPOSE, TO MISSPELL MY OWN
NAME, OUT OF |IGNORANCE BUT NEVER THAT OF SOMETHING |'D BAMED MYSELF
UNLESS | ACCIDENTALLY HIT THE WRONG KEY. . THIS CHARACTER, WHOEVER HE
IS, IS THE SORT OF CARPER WHO WOULD COMPLAIN THAT LEE HOFFMAN HAD
LEFT AN 'A' OUT OF QUANDRY. WHO IN HELL DOES HE THINK HE 1S3 FOR
THE INFORMATION OF YOU OUT THERE, WHOEVER YOU ARE, THE FACT THAT |
TOOK THE TITLE FROM A HOWARD SCHOENFELD STORY DOES NOT NEDE@SARILY
INDICATE | ADOPTED HIS SPELLING ALSO. BIRDSMITH, AS IT APPEARED ON
THE CALLING CARD IN XBUILT UP LOGICALLY"™ WAS SPELLED WITH A LARGE
B AND S AND THE REST OF THE LETTERS SMALL TYPE. BIRDSMITH, THE TITLE
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OF THIS FAPAZINE IS PROPERLY SPBLLED ALL CAPS. HOWEVER, [F YOU IN=-
SIST (AS MOST SEEM TO) ON MISSPELLING IT BY PUTTING PART OF IT IN
SMALL LETTERS THEN THE ONLY CAPITALIZED ONE IS THE Besese.OR FOR THAT
MATTER, IF YOU'RE COING TO MIS-TYPE IT IN THE FIRST PLACE, YOU CAN
LEAVE THE B SMALL ALSO. IN ANY CASE IT IS NOT SPELLED AS IN THE
STORY AND ONE BLACK STAR IN FANDOM'S HISTORY |S QUITE ENOUGH,THANK
YOU. LET SOMEONE ELSE PROVIDE TUCKER WITH MATERIAL FOR HIS NEXT
TEN YEARS OF ARTICLES. THE AUTHORI|ZED ABBREVIATION FOR BIRDSMITH
IS "HEY, YOUiZ SATISFIED?
$OME FAN SAID ONCE, IN PRAISE OF THE LIMERICK,
WRITING 'WILLIE' ODES WAS A MUCH SIMPLER TRICK
BUT | FIND 'WILLIE' VERSE
IS BOTH FORCEFUL AND TERSE,
WHILE THE LONGER RHYMES MAKE MY CEREBRUM SI[CK.
AND THAT |S PROBABLY THE FIRST, LAST, AND ONLY LIMERICK | SHALL EVER
WRITE.
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BRANDO RUVISITED

-e

A couple of years ago I expresged, in these poges, my convic-
tion th2t Lierlon Brendo was not an actor, but merely o personality
who played hinself in each picture ~nd that I, personally, found
said personality extremely repulsive.

Since then Brando hag garnered two more Academy Award nomina-
tions (out of a total of seven pictures made to date), has essayed
such varied roles as liark Antony and Napoleon, and has firmly
established himself as a popular favorite, making #10 in this year's
HOTIOI TICTURE HERALD listing of the top ten box-office stars, the
generally accepted such survey. In addition, it has become the
fashion to'oooh' in awed tones about Brando's treriendous talents,
in print, by some of the more intellectual journalists and creative
artists on the liollywood scene,

There is no argument as to Brando's effectiveness in pbértraying
Stanley LKowalski in "A Streetcar Named Desire", But this writer is
not the only one who has leveled the charge that Mr, Brando was not
acting, It's become so cormon, in fact, that in each interview he
now is constrained to deny this, modestly portraying himself ag a
sensitive and shy type. In fact, in the letest interviews, he's tak-
en to denying all those nasty reports about his habits of belching,
scratching and wearing disreputable clothes in public, not to mention
his record of being insulting to anyone within his range. Consider-
ing the unanimity with which these were revorted by all, ind uding
many sources, the denials of the newly sartorial Brando have a =<light-
ly hollow ring but, true or not, Xr, Brando's personal life (although
it does meke a fascinating psychological study) is not a legitimate
field for inquiry in trying to assess his worth as an actor,

Despite the attempts to exhibit Brando as a versatile actor with
a tremendous range he merely emerges as Kowalgki wearing a toga or
a cocked hat, Presumably his next appearance, in the musical "Guys
and Dolls", will give us a Stanley Kowalski who sings and dsnces.

Brando has attempted to alibi his reputation by say it stemns
from his roles in "The Men", "Streetcar", "The Wild One", and, to
a lecsser extent, "On The Waterfront", all having been that of slob,
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But Napoleon was not a slob, or at least should not be played that
way, And certainly the incredibly complex and fascinating Mark
Antony was not a slob, But a more slobbish depiction of the & ar-
acter as written by Shaokespeare, would be hard to conceive than the
one in the recent Hollywood version,

thy a director of Joseph Mankiewicz' brilliance should have
cast Drando in the role at all is hard to imagine., Perhaps Brando
wags forced on him, as box office incsurance,...Shakespeare having
been notavly weak ot the box office in the past, Although liahkie=-
wicz doecs enjoy more independence than most directors it is doubtful
if he was responeible for selecting the cast of the upcoming "Guys
and Dolls", which he will direct, since most of the stars were
announced before it was made public that llankiewicz would be at
the helm,

"I saw "Julius Caecar" and "On the \Jaterfront" about two weeks
apart this fall, These are suppoced to be the two chief claims of
Brando to repute as an acbodr, In "Caesgar" he was a distraction
whenever he was on the scene, Brando is a star and Mark Antony
is not a starring role in that play, The two chief characters are
Brutus and Cassims, finely played in this version by James Mason
and John Geilgud, Brando did control his tendency to mumble, more
or less, And in one spot the Brando characterization shed new ligbt
and conviction onto the most h-~ckneyed portion of the entire play,
the first few lines of the "Friends, Romans, countrymen" speech,
Rather than the cstately, ringing, enunciation of immortal poetry
to which we are accustomed Brando delivered it hurriedly, and at
the top of his voice, as an impatient attempt to quiet a crowd,

It made one wonder if that wasn't what Shakespeare had intended
when it was written, But credit for this probably goes to Mankie~
wicz, r~ther than Brando,

In "On the V/aterfront" Brando does display more range than ever
before and more th~n I'd thought he possessed, But it is a shaded,
more humen, more dimensional, Kowalski,,.,.there is not a basic dif-
ference, The character is still incoherent, unintelligent or with
an unused intelligence, and b2sically barbaric and, at times, bestial,
This seems to me perhaps remson to see some promise in Brando,..that
in another ten or fifteen years he might make a competent, though
never 2 great, actor. But the claims of greatness now, of, in fact,
being the world's finest actor is so ridiculous as to make one wonder
what possibly inepired them, In a world containing such still active
performers (ignoring the really elderly masters of the craft) as
Jose Terrer, Laurence Olivier, and Fredric lMarch Brando bears the
relationship of a counterfeit (though shiny) nickel, to a certified
check for a helf million dollars,

¢ Sometimes they merely call him the best 'young' actor...but even
here, vhere the competition is much less intense, Brando is far from
supreme, The New York and London theatres must be full of actors
superior to Brando who have not yet had their & ance and ney never
acquire it, Iven in the movies (a field I will deal primarily with
in these articles,...not due to any preference for them,,,.but
because I am normally unable to see much in the way of the=tre)
there is a siz~ble contingent which is clearly superior to Brando.
Most of them, of course, are much less well known th=an Brando,
Br~ndo is a big star, Few would deny thet Brando can outact such
bobhy~-soxers delighte as Tony Curtis or-Rock Hudson, Brando at
least mokes some casual attempts to act, But Brando possegses one
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quality which has made him a star and which, if possessed in suffic-
ient quantities will malie almost anyone a star, This is intensity,
Brando visibly seethes with intensity at all times, He continually
gives the impression of insufficiently sheathed forced conssantly

at worl within, apt to burct forth at any minute, It dr~ws audieénces,
Another ster who poscesses the same quality is Bette Davis, And,

like Brando, she fooled many into overrating her 2ability as an ac-
tress whil at her peak in the thirties, This is not to deny the
obility of lliss Davis who is a highly skilled perfomer and an actress
of integrity, =lthough limited scope. But she is not the,foremost
lady of the the=tre, or even of the screen, Compared to,/0Olivid de
Havi 1land, ~n Ingrid Bergman, a Shirley Dooth, liiss Davis powers

fade to their proper perspective, And comparison with an ILithel
Barrymore would be unfcir, Others possess this intensity,...Barbara
Stnwyck, for one, DBut the most intense of all is Tallulah Bankhead...
whose intensity is so great that it overwhelms her not inconsiderable
drematic 2bility =nd makes her forever a freak, No matter how well
she may ever play any role people will go to see Bankhead, She is
probably the only star in the theatre today who could regularly fill
theatres no m=tter how bod the m~terial che was working with,

Brondo has intensity, It's made him a star at an early age
and convinced many he is an unp2ralleled actor, Ilost good actors
don't become movie star~, The movie ~tar needs a recognizable trade-
marle d personality to drzaw the s=2me customers over and over, A
really fine actor sinks into his role, alloww it to 2bsorb him so
cormplctely that you forget who he is and beli ve only in the char-
acter he is portraying. As a result you remember the character, not
the actor, So why go see another of his pictures? He's not playing
that chnrracter 2gain, But Tony Curtis still has the same dimples in
each picture, 4nd Brando can be relied upon to =seethe and rage, An
outetanding ex~mple of the truly fine 2ctor who will never become an
important et=ar is Wendell Corey., I don't believe any other currently
practicing actor is absorbed so completely into his roles, no matter
how varied they may be, and is so consistently convincing, But per-
haps it would be unfair to place Corey into the competition as a
'yvoung' actor. But there are others. 4rthur Kennedy has turned in
one sensitive heartfelt performance after another for the last
fifteen years, since he made his first appearance in "City for Con-
quest" in 1940, when <till quite young., ZXennedy w=s a nominee for
the Academy Award in 1951,..the year 3rando was exXpected to take it
for 'Streetcar', I s~w each of the five nerformences in this cate-
gory and it was my opinion that Kennedy's was the best, DBut he
never stood a chonce, He'd been 2round too long, was too concsistently
good...and he wasn't a star, It went to Bog=art for a merely clever
performance, And Kennedy returned to supporting roles,

Another actor who tops Brando is one of his fellow players in
"Julius Caesar", Edmond O'Brien, O0O'Brien is an extremely skilled
actor "nd a clever one.,,..2lthough seldom given credit for it, He
usually 2ppears in B roleg playing one of three parts...the crook...
the cop.,..or the crooked cop. He has died groaning on the pavement
rerdting for his gun, in the final reel, a hundred times, 1In the
rast ten years I c~n rec=ll only two non-choot-em-up films in which
O'Brien has appeared,.."Caesar", and the same director's "The Dare-
foot Contes=sa" which I s~w two days later, in which O'Brien had an
emueing role as a press agent, Certainly you will have to admit
O'Brien's skill as an actor. How else, in sex-conscious Hollywood
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could an actor with a face like a suet pudding and absolutely no
physical qualifications for the usual star specifications, whzt-
goever, not only hold his own as an ectablicshed, if not too import-
ant, star plaving romantic leads year after ye=r, but actually
improve his position, steadily but slowly, each yesr., O'Brien

will never threaten Brando's spot in the top ten boxoffice draws
but neither is he a flash in the pan, In another fifteen years

he might be 2ble to ~t-~rt playing Spencer Tracy type rolés, Good
lools aren't so important in character-type roles.

A couple of other actors who show promi~e but haven't really
ever had a ch~nce to properly display their ad lities are John
Ireland and Lloyd Bridges.:..2lso not stars, Ireland showed
considerable depth in his "All the King's Men" portrayal but both
he and Bridges are fo~r down the hierarchy of Hollywood importance
and ucually spend their time in gangster or western quickies,

However, the plaudits Brando draws cannot be dismicssed as
merely the result of no imvortent well-known competition., Brando's
one close friend in Hollywood society is lontgonery Clift, Clift
and Brzndo studied acting under the same teacher, have very similar
styles, and 2 similar outlook on life (except that Clift seems to
be polite about it), Clift preceeded Brando by a couple of years
in achieving stardom (he's four ye=rs older) and, like Brando, has
never tied himecelf down to one company, refucing to make 2ny picture
"nless he person~lly ie¢ enthusiastic about it, Like Brando, this
has resulted in 2an unusual number of good, well-recieved, and
important pictures in which he's appeared, =21lthough he acts less
frequently th-n the normel Hollywood gstar, But, unlike Brando,
Clift has exhibited a wide range of »bility, The laconic soldier
of "The Search", the intense young outdoor hothead of "Red River",
the really beautiful job he did as the effete money-seeking suitor
of Olivia de Haviland in "The Heiress", the confused adolescent of
YA Place in the Sun", the irresponsible masochist of "From Here to
Eternity"....e Clift is both skiIlful and vers=atile,...so versatige
in fact that only his skill in selecting only important pictures
to 2ppe2r in maintains his stardom., He had the opportunity to
become a personality, a bobby-sox delight, 2fter "Red River", and
chose otherwise, As a result he has no dedicated following, and is
not the important name that Brando is,. i

But, to mv surprise and very great glee, my own choice for
the best young actor I know of, has out-Brando'ed Brando. There
were three new additions to the 1list of top ten stars this ye~r. 4
Brando squeezed into the ;10 spot, Into #9, went Jane Waymanj; .
another surprise. Long a favorite of mine and znother persom who
refuses to be typed but plays all sortes of roles brilliantly, I
had assumed her stardom was merely a carryover from her Academy
Award of 1948 2nd that she was in con=tant danger of retiring to o
the supporting r2nks ogain through her constant and usually-fatal
insictence on divercsity r-ther than being typed. So her accession
to the top tens was quite surprising and very pleasant, It led to
0 speculation th~at verhaps movie audiences were mAaturing s=slightly .
(net too much, John Vavne and liartin & Lewis are «till numbers 1 o
& 2 respectively) as did the third addition which was that of “
William Holden, in the ;}7 spot, 2head of Bing Crosby even,

Holden has been a star so long it mgy sound a trifle silly to
refer to him as a young actor but he was about 19 when he had his
first sterring role in “Golden Boy" in 1939, so he is presumably
only 35 or at least not more than a couple of years otfider than that
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so, being under forty I'd s=2y he was still in the 'young' bracket,
At any r~te he'c not more than five or ¢ix years older .than Brando,
A picture by picture review of Holden'e career would be imposcible,
Unlike Brendo and Clift he's made lots and lots of movies, Despite
his high level of activity their quality level in recent ye~rs can
comp~re favor=bly with that of almost any other actor, He's had

an occ2cional dud but most of them were above average and, more
important, Holden has portrayed one v-ried role ~fter another. Re
doesn't quite poseess 'fendell Corey's ~bility to elirinate his own
prersonality, but he nokes o pretty good ~ttempt =t it, Some types
he plays more freaquently than othere, I suprose you could ¢ay

the 'typical' /illi=2m Holden role would be that of the busy, fast-
rising, and ch-rming young executive, ~ince this is what he most
recembles in real life and he h=2s pl-yed that type cever~l times,
Can you picture Marlon Brando trying to play such a character, It
is downright ludicrous, And not just through social backgrounds,..,
it'e not like the late John Garfield who played '‘/hat nekes Sammy
run'slum types both off and on the <creen, Holden's and Brendo's
backgrounds do not materially differ. Holden comes from the upper
upper middle class whereas Brando merely comes from the upper middle
class, Despite his precent prosperity Holden still has a smaller
income than his father, Brando's family was lers prosperous but he
comes from a quite comfortable and leisurely environment and is no
glum product, But Holden is not chained to what is typical for him,
He not only could play a typical Brando role,.,he's done so}{ And he
won an =cademy awvard for it., The character he played in "Stalag 17"
was almost exactly the sort of thing Brzndo does,...with one small
difference, THe Sergeant was a slob, but he was one with brains.
Holden's abilitv is gre~t but it is not yet gre~t enough for him to
convince the audience th~t =2ny pekson ke may be playing is not a
very sncrt cookie, indeed, Braininess radiates from Holden constante
ly just as intensity does from Brendo, And who who has seen it can
ever forget what i=, for me, the finest Holden perform=ance of all,
the indecisive, ne=r-perverted writer of "Sunset Boulevard"?

I think the test of a really fine actor is his ability to
convincingly don and off varied personalitges, In my book Holden
racsses with gstraight A's while Brendo gets only an I for effort,

I realize that Brand will probably become a st=2ple among the
top ten stare while Holden will probably be off ag»min next year,
After all, this year Holden had the advontnge of an Academy Award
and an unusually l=rge number of pictures in circulation, 211 but
one of which received critical raves, Vith fewer pictures, poorer
roles, and less publicity Holden will prob-bly find it impossible
to duplicate his success this ye=zr, Holden lacks the intensity of
Brando (although of cour-e it ¢~n be simulated when necessary by a
good =sctor) and his insistence on diversifying his efforte, which
achieved this success,will prob=bly drag him down again in the future.
But, at precent, I'm savoring to the full the fact that a really gcod
actor rests three notches higher on the 1lndder of public esteem tha.
the co-called 'world's finest actor', I only wish Wendell Corey
were up there in the top ten also.
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