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FEN #F is published at 626 So. Bixel 8t., Los Angeles, 14, Calif., by
James Kepner. Why, no one knows. When - well, the last time wes
about a year ago, end the next time isn't very likely. This,
is to appear in the December, 1944 FANTASY AMETEUR PRESS
. ASSOCIATION MAILING, as a suppliment to TOWARD
Wb TOMORROW #3. It consists mainly of as yet
B et TR : unpublished bits of stuff from the mailbag
e L 5t il of TOWARD TOMORROW #s 1 & 2. All
e e IR L TR s opinions herein expressed are
it L _ . those of the editor unles
Ay sty 11 L e gl b 4 they are labelled
SN S T D e e with another
P i N : : namso.

‘I must
take a wee
" bit of space herc to
account for certain of the
‘inadequacics of Toward To-
morrow. About the book
roviews - I'm sorry the¢ last
few had to be so crowded, Dbut
the fact was that I had alrcady
contractcd with Walt Daugherty
Tor a certain number of pages,
so that was absoclutely all I had
room for. And that e2ditorial,
I guess I just forgot what I had
intended to say and startcd rambling
And I @idn't scem to wind up anywhorc
in particular. At any ratc, now you
kinow that I had intended to sauy someth
ing or other.
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I have a few more comments that could
well enough be made in regard to the
racent ammendments, but they will be in
the next SUPERFLUOUS, which will be in the
next TOWARD TOMOREQW, which, I hope, will
be in the next mailing. And If things work
out, I hepe to have a few other things also
in the next TOWARD TOMORROW, bdbut then, 1
4 : wouldn't count on it if I were you. I'm not
_ parwicularly dependable. In case you haven't
2 alrsady guessed it, +the only rcason I am continuir
thés is in vague hopes that I may reach the bottom
of thc page someday. And it looks as if I'm just
about therec. Goodbyc. £Feln ") %ee /-5



This first lctter is onc I reccivod quite some time ago from Charlas

Mo

Nutt:

". « JEBric Hopkins apnalytical lctter. . . opcns ibsclf for
wide discusgsion.  I'd likc to'get my two cents in. .«

"T0 begin with, he shows that the cbllcecetivization of faras
in Russia was part of a long range nrogram agrcecd upon by the
Bolsheviks at their advent to power, but its oxccution was otecor-
ding to thec nceds of thce moment. Its cnd result was not only th»
succesful collectivization of farms, but also remaval of the most
rabid opposition to Stalin's policies wviz. the Trotskyites. This
of c¢ourse was necessary for the success of the Socialist sxperiment,
the proof of which we can readily see in Russia's magnifiscent war
effort. Although the 1934 purge which allowed Yebhof and his 0.G.T.
U. to run rampant and liguidate thousands of innoscent citizens, dic
succeod in eradicating the dangoerous fifth column cloment of Twot-~
skyites, w@who, with somc of the Army "brass-hats" believed that (the
succession to power could only be accomplished by defeat at the
hands of Germany. In fact, the Red Army manuvers in the Ukraine
a few years hefore the present Russo-German war were directed by
General Von Hammerstein of the German Army. What I'm gotting at is
that no political or economic change can bc acchicved successfully
witly any forcign or domestic hindrance. It is difficult for us to
sce how such methods can be vindicatcd cvenm though thecy were uscd for
an admirablc purpose. Tho best cxplanation for their attitudce can b -
found only in Nig¢tzshe's book, "Beyond Good And Evil". Hg statos
therin that all ethics and scruples are Burgois bushwa and that the
college professor who teaches "Sacredness of contracts, fidelity to
%he pledged word, etc." is merely a tool of the capitalists. His
definition of Good is thht which hastens the liberation of the pro-
letariat; his definition of Evil is that which impedes the liber-
ation of the Prolctariat. Using the procecding criterion it is
difficult not to account for thce ruthless methods which have been
and are being used in Russia.

". o +In my opinion . « . such action is (not) agreeable. . .
to the majority of the populace in the U.S. . . Day after day we
are exposed to the Burgois propaganda shovelled out by the press
and radio. A surprising number of the people with whowm I have
tal<ied are of the opinion that communism and socialism are identicail,
and that a communist is a bearded man with a lighted black spherical
bomo in one hand, and a book of Nietzshe in the other, standing on
a soppbox vigorously advocating overthrow of all the institutions
we 210ld so near and dear. As you know, communism failed in Russia,
and the present system, according to Walter Duranty, is State
Capitalism, which isn't quite socialism, and certainly isn't comm-
vunism. The best definitikon of socialism that I've come accross is
"distribution according to contribution," and of socialism, "distri-
bution according to Ileed."”

Once the people are enlightened sufficiently to see the gross
inadequacies and evils of our semi~individualistic system, plans
for the soclalization of America will bo well rcceived. That, I
think is tho prercquisitc for any drastic omonomic change. We come
now to thc naturc of thc chango, 1i.c., evolution, or revolution.
This calls for a brief comparison of conditions in Russia in 1917
and the United States at present. Lenin dealt with the populace,
eighty percent of which was peasantry, and only twenty per cent
proletarian, an. infinicet#simal number of which had any education
whatsoever. They lived in unimaginable filth and sqgualor, and



tiiereforce rabidly but justifyably hated the. aristocracy. For this
reason they were highly susceptable to Marxist philosophy. On the
other hand, our workers, becausc of theoir political rights, and
the admirable endcavors of their labor unions are considercd frec
men, and not wagce slaves, as prolotariens arc theorctically rcferw
to by Karl Marx. Thorofore, the communist, socialist labor, and ot
progressive political partics in this country have only a minor foll
owing. ©So cvon wigh a politically cducated prolctariat, a recvoluty
is impossible undor the provailing condi tions. ((But under the
grgvgiLigg_cqngipigng,m the so called proledatiat is not_politically
gducated., _Such education would by nature change the conditions
gaﬁhgr_cgngigegayl%.mﬁﬁ.T) That Yeaves us the more desirable
alternative of evolution. If we continuc 'plugging®* P.U.D.'s,
Co~Ops, and other progressive improvements, Wwec will agventually
arrive at 100% socialization, thercby climinating the motamorpho-
sis of revolution. ((Vory ncat, indccd. This all prcsupposcs that
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tha¥ paTt of Thc process of pozcoful cvolution? And srtikes? And

SuriKcbroakifie? _Raco riots? As conditions chango, _and ofton aro_
chenged Dy us, it will toekc o growing and ghgngiggﬁggq@rgm_tg
continuc_to Improove them. It is ng_ugigpargﬁ_ ¢s;___but _on occas-
fon,_ wo will have t0 profix cn "r" to_that. Ed.))

"I% is casy to scc that in a world of capitalistic states which
brocd grave ingqualitics, where immensce wealth flaunts itsclf amid
squalor, aond poverty breods hatrced and contempt; that war is an
incvitobl: product of this systom. YEconomic ocquality" to my mind
moans nov cgqual distribution, hut coqual opportunity. Thus in o
world in which oncs lcobor befefits not only himsclf but the centire
community, it is not difficult to envisage a world brotherhood of
whose watchword would be cooperation and whose very existance would
be antagonistic to all thoughts of war. Perhaps this sounds to you

like idealism, vwhich it is, but it is practical idealism. The
equality of opportunity, regardless of race, color, or sex, brought
about with such complete succuss in Russia suggests perhaps that
socialism is the long needed purgative of antiquated and destructive

customs and traditions.

"Walter Duranty tells in "The Kremlin and the Pedple" of a man
who was sent to Siberia during the Purge in '35 and who, wupon his
return after establishment of his innocence declared that the Purge
was good for Russia, and that, although over one million people
were liquidated in some fashion, She could ahve stood more than a
miltlion more.

", . . Hopkin's comment on Connerly's mention of Stalin . . .
suggest historical parallel. Thomas Jefferson, in order to conduct



tiaecnforcemnet of his utilitarian painciples, conducted his admin-
istration in a like manner, slowing in pac¢ and even retreating
when negessary like a sea captailn handling his ship in a squall,

It is a littlc known fact thiat Stalin was a military trouble-
shooter in the war of intervention. His brilliant defensc of
Tsarisyn from Deniken's White Russian Armices rcesultced in changing
the city's namc to Stalingrad. Trotsky spoke of him in his history
of the Russian Rewolution as being "a very energetic organizer, bu’
with no international intellectual horizon." As you know, Stalin
has deviated a good deal from Lenin's principles, mainly that of
internationalism. No one knows how successful in engineering a
world revolution Trotsky would have been; Perhaps it is for the
better that he never had that opportunity. I definitely agree with
Hopkin's statement: "....1t would appear that somc of the U.S.
fans have yot 0 surmount the initial and simplist difficulty, that
of e¢stablishing principlos and objccis.™™

### A

Following is a long lcttecr from Jack Speer, of which a part is printced
This lctter also was rcceoived quitc somc time ago:

"Keith Buchanan says, 1in offcct, that it's wcll known that a
negative corrclation c¢xists betweon great wcalth and intclligencc.
Granting that other factors besides intelligence enter into the
acquisision of money, I will still maintain that the correlation
is positive, and fairly high. He says that teachers don't have
very wuch intelligence, or they'd prefer to engage in some creative
activity. 1In the first place, he obviously is speaking mainly
about grade school teachers. In the scecond place, his point about
creative activity doecsn't carry at all. Al Ashlcey, H.G. Wells,
and a lot of other pcoplc belicve that the most promising point of
attack on the mecss thce world is in is in the ficld of mass cducation
I doubt not that therc arc plenty of intclligent pcople in that
ficid as a maktcr of choico.

"He specaks of a certain childish strcak in most mcn that makcs
them think that by believing in some mythology they'll be forgiven
their sins and sent to heaven. In the first place, this is true
only of the ethical religions {primitive religions make no connec-
tion between gods and goodness and badness.) In the second place,
it applies only to the Judaistic religions, including perhaps
Mohammedanism, which have heaveus roughly like he dcseribes. In
the third placc, thce machinery of belief is more like this,
according to Stephen Pepper, wWho makos a strong hypothosis for
it: In seeking to explain the universe, primitive man naturally
tends to personify the forces of nature - - he invents animism.

But the weakness of animism as a metaphysiecs is lack of precision.
"What is thunder?" asks Pepper. "It is the angry voice of a great
spitir. It is the stamping of the hoofs of the steeds of a great
spirit. It is the great spitit c¢langing his arms. It is the
roar of the lightning bolts hurled by a great spirit. It may even
be a spirit himself roaring in pursuit of some other spirit to
devour."™ How can man tell which of such explanations is corrcct?
He can't, so to decide the matter, he turns to authority. Some
powerful or supposedly wise man gives the answers, which are taken
as dogma, and that's how ethical religion with heaven and hell
got started, providing the authorities sce the usefullness of
weaving such doctrines into the mythology they give the people.



"+e+ The process of reasoning by which Hopkins concludes
that we nust be ruthless and bloody in changing the social order
has many weak poinis. At one place he says, "We must first decide
that we will be absolutely ruthless or perfecitly pacific, there
being no middle course." But he doesn't back up this asseridon
at all, ané¢ I call it inot guestion. The considerations on which
he discards she idea of a peaceful change after a socialist gov-
ernment comes into power in England, seem to have been brushed
over very rapidly. No doubt the entrenched interests will do
everything they can to halt such a change. No doubt they will
gain some success., DBut they will have to make some concessions
to prevent a complete revolution; thesc concessions will prove
only tcumporary blocks to furtihcr action; public intcrest, and
conviction that a change ia necessary, will grow stronger and
solider, Political pevolutions have occurred in England thru such .
a process; there is no proof that an economic revolution could
not. In considering the bdoody revolution (with his eye on the
Russian example, of course.) he admits that there is no guarantee
that the men in power will use their power wisely. I want to
stress that. After twenty-five years, we still don't know for
sure that the Communist govemnment is following a wisec course.
In the diplomatic field, there are very great doubts that it is.
({The reader must be reminded that this was written almost a year
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ago._ Bd.)) Bric gives passing attention to the objection to any
type of dictatorship, but I don't think he has considered it as
much as it deserves. What I want to emphasize is the much greater
desirability of a democratically ruled revolution, the greater
certainty that it will remain true to the best interests of the
people, the greater stability of the change, once made. It may
be that public sentiment is too sluggish a thing to sustain a
revolution, and lawless men must take the responsibility for ift.
But in a revolution like that of 1789 or 1917, anything c¢an happen;
there is no guarantee at all that the right side will come out on
top -~ - vigtory goes to the side that has certaln praatical virtucs
having little or no relation to the best interests of the people.
You know what came of the French Revolution, with its murderous
courts and intriguing ascembly - - Napoleon. It may be otherwise
in the case of the USSR. There is no guarantee that it would

not be otherwise in thée next country.”

"Connerly's arguements against bloody revolution are familiar.
I suppose he realizes that they are not conclusive. As an incurablc
liveral, I want to draw attention to that, sinc¢ many readers
undoubtedly take sidcs onc way or the other when they hear such
arguements, and consider the matter closed. Violence does indeed
beget violence - - but maybe that's a stage that will pass. Vio=-
lence does accomplish many things. Witness the purging of France's
soeial structure in the Revolution, and the destruction of the
Ancien Regime by Napoleon. Many institutions that are colossal
obstructions to progress may be destroyed by vidolence, and the
compensating gains may outweigh the bad effects of the use of force.
We have in the USSR a possible example of this.

ol

1 really owe both of these fellows an appology for having held up
theso discussions for so long.

Now here is a more reccnt lecttor from R. Rowland Johnson. This onc
was sent in article form - - so turn over the page - -



SLANLETR (with duc appologics for borrowing thce title.)

"For a pcerson who has made up his mind not to set in writing any
definite ideas or opinions until the approximate age of 100 ysars has
been reaclied, it is rather difficult to write in answer to TEV' Yerke:
but I simply must risk having my bob's worth on this, of all . 'ters.

"are fans slans? May I emulate a certain srudite Britisa
philosopher (€.E.HM. Joad) by saying, ™it all depends on what you mean
by - - - % in this case, « Skans. In other words, there c¢an be no
arguement without precise definitions, otherwise we are working at
Cross purposes.

"If 'Slan' means the superman of A.Z.Van Vogt's novel, then the
answer is an obvious 'No!' - similarly by any other type of supermen.
In any case, the main purpose of the terms 'Slan’ and 'Slen' is to
abolish the very corny fan.

"Admittedly a good deal of very egotistic blather has been written
about the superiority of fans, or slen - I've written a good deal
myself - DPut slen are notoriously egotistic, and few go to the
eXtremes of, for instance, Degler.

"TBY's main fault lies in the basic qualities he demands of what
he calls the well balanced person. Having started with false assump-

tions, he blithely sails on, and the rest is easy. I goute, ' the
only traits which manifest themselves in the scientifiction fan field
would come under intelligence - - - etc,™ Why? Surely he has the

sense to realize that an estimate of &#an - natuee must be formed, not
grom the general character of all fan writings, but on the impression
gained from those actually met, who must be judged as a reasonable
cross section of the whole. One of the most striking things about - -
meeting other slen is the difference between the people in person,

and the mental piciture derived from théér literary output.

"Having dismissed Bruce's first prima facie analysis, which is
erroneous in the acceptanee of certain present-day standards which are
by no meails uulversally agreed upon, we may 40 a little general
analyzing on our own accounts.

"We must ignore, or at least not stress, the fact that slen
themselves fall into several groups, more or less overlapping. There
is an "intellectual aristoecracy" in Slandom as elsewhere, in this cas
comprising some 20% of the whole - mainly, those known as more or less
Tacti-slen”, These are the real silen -~ a good many of the others are
just fairly interested readers, inactive and comparitively apathetic.
It is with the twenty-odd percent of real slen that we are dealing.

"Slen possess in the main, the one cquality which seems to be
most important: awareness. f'Cogito ergo sum' applies to slen, where
to the great majority of people, it does not. See Heinlein's
Denvention Speech.

“"Pied with this awareness is propaganda immunity - a rare and
precious thing in these lie-fidled days.

"The stuff which Bruce is pleased to call Schizophrenic rantings
is largely a result of the fact that most slen don't accept present-
day mores, and consaguently get a kick out of doing something 'just



for the hell of it' - coupled in the U.S.A., with a certain traud
towards exhibitionism, (No offense meant, 1ts a fact, and 1
persecnally prefer the American character to the British in this
respect. Ve are such damned hypocrites! )} And in this conneetion:
is i1t the same Yerke who produced a certain "Damn Thin" after ile
Denvention? Slen are very retiring during most of their time,
and slandom is a good let-up for them. Fsychology, Bruce?

“The last paragraph of TBY's epic is a masterpiece of contrad:ictir
In the first place, he states that slan educ&kion is a patchwork
quilt covering, in Part, a multitude of subjects -~ and in the res?
he accuses them of specialization and lack of knowledge in subjecis
other than their chosen one! Please, Bruce, we are not to be talen
in by sloppy logic of that kind.

"It might be mentioned here by the bye, that the whole trend of
moderz education in this country at least - is toward a good general
education up to a certain point, School Certificate examination here,
and specialization from then onwards., Slen seem to follow that plan
individually - specializing in the final instance, tut always retaining
the sound general knowledge which s-f stimulated them to acquire in

the first place. A certain (slight) lack of knowledge on some very mulx
ane matters is prompted by a kind of subconscious realization that
such things are in any case essentially transient.

"To sum up, therefore: slen are not supermen, nor do they in
many ways eveg egqual the top rank of our present generations - our
leading musicians, philosophers, and scieantists. But they do
possess the "awarepess' which Wells and Huxley point out is so wvaluable,
and which makg or may not be possessed by these "Top rankers'. Their
education in general is much above average, as 1s their will to learn;
and what right has Bruce to compare us with specialistE such as thd
libveral arts college students, or any college students for that mattcr
They are not the average, even in a well~ecducated cuuntyy such as
America ((sic!)) We have.alrsady stated that except in this "awarencss
slen are not egual to, let alone bettor tham, the top ranking special-
ists of the day. The comparison should be mads with the "eaverage®
sub~-Way or tmam-car cpowd, and I just refer you to A Merritts
excellent @cscription thereff in “Seven Footprints to Satan."

"I 2drit we must rid ourselves of our intense superiority complex
(or rather of an over compensated inferiority complex) but only
to replace it with sure knowledge that although we are by no means
superior to all, at least vwe are far superior to the average.

"PDeny it Bruce? Tren tell me: If yow picked by chance on two
ordinary peYople, an average worker at Lockheed, or one in the uniform
cf a Marine, wculd you find them capable of carrying of an arguement
using even such abstract reasaning as our peesent one? You may pick
one exception, but if you tried it fifty - a hundred times?

"Yog may want statistics. Right. At one time, mainly for
something to do while waiting to go up to university, I toock a
temporary job with Leicester City Libraries. Proportlon of books
approxima&ely as follows: non-fiction 70%; fietien 30%. . The daily
issue showed that between two and three times as many fiction as
non fiction books were “{aken out, and by some research I was able
to discover that over 80% was of the "cheap novel® type. Few classics.
Of the non-fiction, travel, boigrapnies, and conventional histories
predominated, With art and musiec second, the music being mabnly of




the SHGY WALTZ AND THE SEVELN DWARFE variety. Classics wers gquite
well patronized, but by a smallggroup {(myself among them) Taose
are concrete facts. I would say the average slan's reading compares
ratier favorably with that, aside from the basic trend towari S-F
of fantasy.

"4t any rate,now is the time for all good slen to come t> fhe
aid of their party - and destructive cynicism is not helpful.
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Don't tell anyone, but I'm tired,




