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inple, published-and edited menthly by Ted Pauls, 1448 Meridene
Dr., Baltimore 12, Maryland, is available for lelters of ‘comment, |
trades, contributions, or 15¢ per issue, /054, This isgsue is dedi-
cated to Julie Iarris who won, L am extremely happy ©o note, an Em-
ny award for her superiative performance in the title role of Vic-
toria Regina'. This is a WOKLpress publication.
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The nrevious installment of this column was unusual not only for its
change in format, but fer an exclusicn in contents it was the first in-
stallment in many months wvhich failed to mention, in some context,; the
nevspapers of this fair city. It gladdened ny tired old heart to note
that nothing had appeared in any of our major newspapers for nearly a
month which was fuggheaded enough to deserve a chun’: of this columa's
valuable space. After this moumentary 1ull, however, the press of this
city, particularly the Neus-Post, struck back with a vengeance. The
first in a series of noteworthy articles appeared in a sonietimes-colum
entitled "Washington Parade," and is titled ttConfrontation' Use
Threatens U.5. Security". The opening paragrapihs are of especial inter-
ests

"Sonething is going on which may pull the rug out from
under +the Internal Security Act aimed at protecting
the nation from the Mcscow-directed operations ol - Glae
Communist Party.
"The fsomething! also virthelly sabo-
tages the counter-esnionage systen.
: "7t stems from the
Atomic Energy Commission becoming the first governrament
agency to establish the principle that 1its employes
and job apnlicants have the right to confront accusers
in security cases.
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of passports by the State Department.

; "Prior to June
1§-1958° ThE ‘secretary, af state automatically denied
a passport where an appnlicant indicated he was a mem-
ber of the Communist party or where he refused to an-
swver a question as to whether he was.

"However,
interpreting subsequent Supreme Court decisions, the
State Department, while ordering that a passport could
be denied on the grounds of Communist party member-
ship, provided that the applicant rust be afforded a
hearing if ' requested.

3 "The State Department further
took the stance that the applicant for a passport must
be informed of the chearges against him and must be ad-
vised of the source of evidence and have the opportun-
ity to confront and cross-examine those vho made alle-
gatiorns,"

Vhile I admire both the State Department and the AEC for their stand on
this matter, I'm afraid I can neither admire nor respect David Sentner,
the writer of this article, or any like-thinking persons. The right to
be informed of evidence against you, and the right to confront accu-
sers, are as old as the democratic system in this country. When and if
these rights actually threaten the security of this nation, then I
think it is time to quietly pack our collective bags and sneak avay.
The basic human rights guaranteed by our Constitution and related docu-
ments could only become a threat to a government which has drifted
radically from the democratic principles: when the freedom of the peo-
ple threatens the government, it is time for the people to install a
new government. Our forefathers recognized this situation well, as this
excerpt from the Declaration of Independence siows: 'We hold these
truths to be self-evident, that all men are crzated equal, that they
are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights; that a-
mong these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness, That to se-
cure these Rights, Governments ' are instituted among men, deriving their
just powers from the consent of the governed,--That whenever any Form
of Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the
People to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new Governaent, lay-
ing its foundations on such principles and organizing its powers in
such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety
and Hapniness.™ . ;

+ + +
+ + +

Three days in bed and several bottles of nerve medicine helped me to
recover from the attack of Creeping Revolutionism brought on by that
article, but I few days later I suffered a relapse. -The culprit was a-
gain the Neus-Post, although in this instance it was not editorializing
on the part of columnists, but honest reporting. (The extent of my sub-
sequent recovery from a state of shock is marked well by that admis-
sion...) Dr. R. Walter Graham, City Comptiroller of Baltimore, has ex-
pressed his desire for a state law permitting sterilization of women
bearing illegitimate children. It is a not-atypical product of an ad-
=inistration which has striven for several years to malke Baltimore the
‘ghing stock of the country. (Tihe "Three Gfs" administration--Mayvor
~
b

s



{. Harold Grady, Comptroller Graham, and Council President PhiZlin

Goodman--ran on a platform of replacing the allegedly "corrupt" Diilas-

andro administration, and replace it they have: with ineptness, incoa-

genﬁency, and inexcusable intra-administration nit-pickiing.) Seid Lr.
rahails

"I sincerely bhelieve we need a state-wide law to combat
chronic offenders in this area. Liow much fuvrther can we
go-atbithe pudlie &xpense?

"We send offenders to jail,
whiich is merely an unfair expense to the taxpayer.

ﬂIf

it cen be absolutely and unquestionably established
that a woman has had three illegitimate children we
wonld draw the line there under ny plan. Any more chil-
dren would mean sterilization.”

It is interesting to note that Dr. Greaham has never supported the in-
troduction and distribution of contracentive devices into the area, yet
he goes beyond this to compulsary sterilizationl HMore interesting, per-
haps, is the exclusive concern with women. From what little I remember
of biology, the male organisii-was ever SO slightly involved in the pro-
cess of conception. Of course, Dr. Graham must lknow this, but it seems
to be tynical of the wmale vanity to regard illegitimate offspring as a
strictliy female responsibility. (Most men, in fact, secem startlingly
oblivious to their responsibility and to the pnlizht of the bastard
children. Ray Nelson once mentioned during tiae course Orfe an' alftreleson
the disadvantages of beatnik 1life that the children--usually illegiti-
mate--experienced considerable emotional disturbances as a result of
promiscuous mothers who lived with siy or seven different men during
the course of their childhood. llelson'!s concern was touching, but un-
fortunately hollow, for in the very next sentence he mentionced noticing
his problem with the child of a girl ne "lived with for a short time."
This would have been quite amusing, hed it not disgusied e.)

Fortunately, I need not worry about such a law being passed: my staunch
enemy on the matter of contraceptive devices, tlig Catroelic Chureh,: here
hecomes my ally. (Admittedly, we are strange Pedfel10us .. whopntr T Ping
it fantastic that the obvious measures of inexvcensive, easy-to-get con-
traceptives could be overlooked while this extreme ‘“'solution" is her-
slded as the answer to the problem. The former would solve the problem
as easily, and certainly more humanely.

+ + +
+ + +

Pete Graham wonders why I always write serious naterials. If-he asked me
to my face why I didn't write any hunorous floterhals Lo ook Tell ~drihyses
as soon as I'd calmed down sufficiently. I'd tell hin that there was
really no noint in writing any material that wasnit ol g.strictly seris
ous nature, since everything I write is assumed to be seriocus by the
“siers. I'd even tell him that I have been writing humorous material
e at least the last ten issues of Kipple, but no one has noticed. At
cesht once in every article in this column, I say something in a face-
iAms manner--snd it is invariably commented on by twenty or thirty
caders as a serious statement. My readcrs are so determined to keep me
n the mold of Ted Paulz, Stodgy Fogey, that most of then believed the
b=
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line in Kinnle 16 to the effect that I owned an orange-red satiq _
sportcoat with purple velvet lapels. When I mentioned in Xipple 717
that I was an adnirer of classical music and that I could prove it he-
cause "one of the most listened-to records in my colleetion ¥s a re-
cording of the eatire Ilew York Philharmonic Orchestra (with Leonard
lernstein) tuning their instruments," three readers asked yvhere. T had
acquired such a record.

Why don't I write huwor, fergawvdsake?

A few weeks aco Don Dohler dropned by to give me the latest issue of
Wild, and mentioned in passing that Kinpie ol had arrived on a Friday.
Since it wasn't mailed until a Wednesday, T was quite thrilled with
this evident proof that at long last the Post Office had decided to
take its task seriously. But Don shattered my nomentary elation.

"ihy are you against this'marriage of Don Franson and Maggie Curtis?"
he asked.

I opened my ‘mouth two or three times before any vords would come out,
then T chuckled, realizing that Don probably didn't know any Cuk Hkhe
parties involved. "The announcement was an girror, "M% explained, | #Breen
typed the wrong naile in that paragraph. Don Thompson is really going to
marry Maggie Curtis, not Don Franson. I was being facetious,"

Don assimilated this information which I thought was sufficient to al-
lay his confusion, but I evidently overestimated my powers of explana-
tion. "But why are you against this marriage between Den Thompson and
Magzie Curtis?' he asked.

I hastily grabbed my bottle of nerve mecicine and downed three potent
awallows. "i6...no0. You don't understand. I'm not against that narri-
age: it's just that I was being facetious about an error Walter had
made. Don Franson's about three times the age of Maggie Curtis, so I
was just joking. You know, funny. iaha..."

Don finally understood, and we talked about other matters until he
left. But one thing bothers me: three readers patiently explained to me
in their letters that Don Franson is not really uarrying Maggie Curtis
and that it was an error.

Humor! Bah, humbug!

+ + +
+ + : +

A1l that we really needed here in Baltimore to make our lives complete
was a religious controversy of some sort in one of the daily newspapers,
and thanks to a men nemed Robert Lohr, we now have one. Mr. Lohr wrote
a letter to the Baltimore iews-Post rebutting a quack ol some sort who
issued dire warnings against trespascing into God's kingaom with our

missiles and satellites. This argument had nore than passing personal

aopeal to me, since it is one I have freauently encountered from vari-
ous relatives. (These are the same people who claim that scott Carnen-
tepr!s recent successful flight was directly responsible for the series
of thunder-showers vhich have recently drenched Bablirnres . b e Lol
countered with abnorumel logic and patience, tiien went on to say that he
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would rather nlace his faith in our science and technology than in an
g4 S e % : - ‘
invisible, intangible, improbable god. The replies to his commencs hauve
heen hilarious:

"Mr. Lohr stated in his letter that 'Good is science,'
not religion. Also he states that recent discoveries
enlighten the theory of evolution. In answer to this
latter statement, I have always wanted to ask an evo-
lutionist why monkeys keeu begetting monkeys, snails
begetting snails, and so on. In all the years that man
has been keeping records he should have a lot of case
histories on evolution by now.™

As Mr. Lohr discovered, it is impossible to argue with a person of this
sort. It is useless to explein that the paltry few thousand years man
has been keeping records is hardly a particle of sand through the neck
of the hourglass compared to the scale on which evolutionary pirocesses
operate. They will disniss this as a weals excuse, if they believe it at
all. (Many of these people telieve that the earth itself is only a few
thousand years old, having been creatzd, st ALY SliSEvaried ShEied
forms, in six days, for the express enjoyment of llomo ganien.) It is
less useful still to say that rmutation is an integral part of evolution
and to point out that we have not only observed, but caused, mmtation--
for they will say that this is artiricial (vvaich it is) and therefore
doesn’t count. It is useless to chew on the age of your carpet, too,
but arguments with such reiigionists usually end up in this fashion.

M can't sit idly by and let llobert Lolr spealk of God
as he did in your paper. Evidently, tils man doesn't
read or believe God's word; for God speaks of earth as
e habitation of man. There is no mention of Mars or
any other planet where man existsi I challenge Robert
Lohr to read the 33rd Psalm."

The faith of this writer is indeed touching, hat she would expect the
reading of a few pages Irom the bible to completely change the atti-
tudes and opinions of anyone. I suppose someone's o»ninions might change
after reading Darwin or uxley, but I cannot conceive of any attitudes
or opinions changing by reading a book which not only falls to present
logical arguments to support wild statements, mt is even self-contra-
dictory in spots. Mowever, snmmoning slil my meager courage, I decided
to accept the challenge. I sust adimit to some cualms at the beginning.
“"Good grief,? I though to myselfy, "d!'you suppoce Pl be e dYFTerent
person as a result of this reacding?" I am happy to report, however,
that I still feel much tiie same iray--iuore SLrongilye .

"Khrushchev vows ‘'your grandchilaren il Aive unden
Comrmunism.' If this nation would fall on its knees and
pray, Karushchev would be ' a mighty disappofifited man.
If God be for us who can be against us?

"Daily prayer meetings inspired the salvation or de-
liverence of our nation in World War IX. How can one
man forget so soon?"

This notion that God will nmysteriously intercede at the very moment of
our destruction and wmiraculously Beat The Coumies is an codd one. He
..J
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asver has in the past. Do you think if there had been a God that he
would allowed eight million civilians to be brutally murdered by T3
“Tazis during World War II? This answer to tiis, from a religionist. is
simply this: "God works in strange and mysterious ways, Hy SON..." You
cannot argue with people who have a ready (if not sensible) answer to
every objection and who are completely impervious to any form of logic
or rational argument. You may as well atteipt to convince Barry Golcl-
water by logical argument that the ACLU is a worthwihile organization...

+ + +
+ + +

The following is a passage from "An Issay on Morals," by Philip Wylie,
which I have umerked for reprinting in this column. Since I first in-
tended to use thie paragraph, late in 1961, the religious discussion in
these pages has ceased. lowever, the passage is still worth quotiag, .

especially since it so closely mirrors my own opinions:

nTt will be said tha%t, for 'a man so intent on morals, I
have been lmrdvonithe zhurch, Tignda whe, harder; - L
would do away with it. This institution, this school
for hysocrites and university of ignorance, has ‘resist-
ed attacks from myriad sane and decent quarters since
the time it was divinely guided by a witchmen ~with a
drum and until the reign of the current Pope. Men of e-
norinous good will, and hope, too--even men within the
church, like Imerson--have shalien every timber of its
moribund architecture. Yet it does not not fall. It hes
a sinister viability. The church is like the Hydra that
guards liell's Gate: whenever a successful cut is made
a2t it, a head falls, whereupon two replace dsbs -+ el a
dissenter penetrate some ignominious churchly supersti-
tion and so denrive the parent hody of members and be-
hold, one--two--ten denominations are founded on the
objection.™

+ + 4
+ + +

Fandom's stormy petrel, Joe Gibson, is up to his old tricks again, it
seems. It is no secret, of course, that Joe dislikes fans and faanzines
which discuss politics more than he (Joe) thinks necessary. This falls
within the realm of personal opinion, to which Joe is entitled; unfor-
tunately, he seems overly fond of making unsubstantiated statements
casting suspicion-on the mental stability of these persons and ‘their
right to bear the proud title, Fan. In G2 #6, for exanple, Joe comments
that his previous remark, "These [ake-fans get very emotional ahout
their Great Discussions, too; neuroses provide a considerable eriotional
drive to their writing and publishing activities," referred to itthe in-
dividuals in fanac who an»oarently can't discuss anything else but poli-
tics." Typically, Joe has no wish to identify these neurotic individ-
uals.

While not a leading fan of this early-sixties era, I an” certainly one
of its most active, oand I think this plasces me in a nosition. to Kknow

what is going on within our little micrccosm. There are quite a few
fans discussing politics currently, but if there 1s anyone "whe appar-
; _
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ently can't discuss enything else," I certainly don't know who it¢ might
be. Having been accused of thal particular crime on occasion in my ovm
right, E knog fulsl. well: howditicle 'disgussionteis>pols Ll ey can be Scous
strued as "nothing but politics! by someone wao sets out with that in
mind. Xinnle has featured a major chunk of the political discussicn A
fendom over the last few years, but it has also featured subjects rang-
ing from anoebae reproduction to couic books to folk-singing. Many
pthers have been accused of such single-mindedness: Walt Breen, Pick
Bergeron, Pete Gralam, etc. But it simply isn't true. There isn't any-
gggtin fandom who discusses politics to the exclusion of all other sub-
jects.

Then Joe Gibson's odd and rather intriguing attitudes take over: having
decided that he dislikes these hypotl:etical fellows who discuss naught
but politics, Joe decides that tiiey do not deserve the anpellation
“fan". In G2 #8, Betty Kujawa, sweet Tory that she is, commnents:
"Yiknow, speaking of how we fen supposedly believe in the brotherhood
of man (a moot point, Joe--do these far out fannish Liberals RLALLY
look upon me as their brother?? Or wouldn't many of them like to see me
and other Conservatives mercifully eradicated forthwith?)" Gibson in-
terjects: "Betty, why do you call these persons fans®" This comment has
a slight personal interest to me, since I am fairly sure that I was one
of the far out fannish Liberals® cited by DLetty. As it happens, I am
more than hadny to accept Detiy as a brother (or, more appropriately,
sister) in spite of my liberal or even radical leanings, although 1g
she asked me to accepnt Hichard lixon as a brother, I would probably de-
mur. But I dislike Joe's implication that as'a result of being a liber-
al, I have no right to be called a fan. Way should tiie two be incom-
patible?

In spite of his earlier comment, Joe Gibson's ire is not restricted
merely to those of us wio discuss politics; he appears to dislike any-
one who discusses gnybling which Joe Gibson does not ccnsider a subject
fit for “"fannisi" discussion. In G2 i#6, he becomes more specific about
the type of »erson nhe dislikes: "Lads who discuss student 'riots' and
the HUAC, capitalism...and Comuunism (capitdl C5 ef course). as opposing
ideologies, the known medicinal affects of peyote and marijuana, Or
maybe just the terrible, Fascistic inquisition of blue-nosed postal
regulations on poor, downtrodden fellows who simply want to mention
heir genitals in public. The only real fault with such neurotics is
that some of 'em are, or become, souewhat untrustvorthy. ieurotics oc-
casionally are trashy types. They'll cheat. Some are thieves." At this
point, Joe Gibson's refusal to 'naie names," in spite of the fact that
he advocates doing so, becomes rore understandable. Mr. Gibson has no
intention of risking a law suit, although he is not at all above at-
tenpting to convince others to do so. lie will simply continue to make
these broad statements about the “neurotics” in fandow who discuss the
outlined subjects, and his readers will be allowed toidraw, any  eerdclis
sions they care to from the insinuations. Since there are so very many
people discussing such subjects in fandon today, we have a broad choice
as to which of then are the untrustworthy neurotics who cheat and
steal.

And of course, any person innocent of these charges is still considered
a fake-fan; that's the least he can be accused off by Joe Gibson's: stans
dards.

CONTINUED «@M# FRGE
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HARRY WARITER About that Karl Marx quotations I
23 SUNMMIT AVE. wonder if he would have crsated 1t
HAGTRSTOWN, MD. if he'd conceived comaunism in e
R U aggth ingtlead jof sthe 10th eeniuzy?
It seems to me that the sentence which you threw
out for discussion is the child of a civilization
in which want rather than plenty was the ruie In
alli parts of the world, which the exception or a
trifling few upner class menmbers in scattered lo-
calities. Today the want has been aluost kanished
from one continent in the extreme form that pre-
vajiled; di dentvpry azoy ittsidisanpearing frotr an-
other, and another century should sece it areatly
alleviated in Asia, Africa, and Scuth America. It
misht also be well to remember that Marx wrote the
sentence in an age which had seen deinccracy spring
into 1ife in comperatively recent times and fail to
keep the promise that it had once showvn of solving
all prokbiems in the nations where it existed. A
strangely similar situation exists today in the op-
posite direction: we can now look back on some de-
cades ol comuunist rule in certain lands, and have
learned that comimnism doesnt't work out as beauti-
Lol iy for . the'people  as 1ts theorists 'oncerbelieved
it would. Right now, I imagine, sonieone is writing
a sentence that will serve as the basis for yet an-
other political panacea that will be acvocated and
hated, just as fiercely:a ceatury fron now as is the
case with communism today, simply because neither
deilocracy nor communism brought utonia. :

But to me,
the sentence is sometining as meaningless as "All
nen are hernYeguall,t Tt 1S useless as;it stands and
it 1s open to every type of interpretation, depend-
ing on the individual's beliefs. Today, the major
problem wvould be that in many nations, anplication
of the idea, would result in a dreadful surplus of
many items and.services, which nobody really .needs.
I can\t conceive of it operating without the most
stupendous bureaucracy and impersonal authority in
all recorded history. I suppose that It'd spend all
my time typing except when eating my three meals
and getting the five hours of sleep that are all I
really neced, plus ‘listening to one symphony every
three nonths--ny hospital stay proved that I can
survive with oaly that small supnly of music.

You
were. so upset about the waguenesses:of '"Man, ,the
Insnown™ “that yon!forgotito” sive any -hints +&n your
review abcut its topic. A couple passages that puz-
zle you made fairly good sense to me. I think that
he meant in the first sismhly that primitive man
didn't know what caused babies to be conceived,
with the implication that today mankind conscicusly
chooses to permetuate the race insteaa of dcing it
unvittingly. The last words of the second quoted
sentence sound like the exnlanatory ones: that big
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g%ﬁgrkiggegigvzgffirlgrom pfgduction line mephod§ ¢! sghools in-liew Gif
: SIS O arn things. I -doart-think datelidzence, i neztad
fon ?nsanlty. §cmewh§re I read that flea circuses acquire talent by
'putt;ng fleas into ziass tubes. The fleas bump themselves on the Lead
as they hop and after a while stop hopping to avoid the pain and they
don't resune popping vhen removed from the tube, because they are dri-
ven to the point at which they are too nutty to hop after- tie barrizr
is gone. (£If the fleas don't hop after being removed froii the tube,
1F is simply because they are not intelligent enough to realize that
the pa;rler has been removed. Such an abnorual reaction in a flea is a
conditioned reflex, just as slavering was a conditioned reflex in Fav-
lovfs dog. Iqsanity has nothinz to do with it.3}) I imagine that the
£?01al coloring under emotion depends on the strength of the emotion.
The last time I reszlly got angry, someone wio was with me got scared to
death, believing that I was suifering a heart attack or stroke because
my face became a 1livid wvhite.

I'n somewhat skepticel about this parti-
cular Vicary study. Where were the controls that are supposed to be
naintained for any scientific investigation? Did he run similar experi-
ments in other circumstances to make certain that some entirely differ-
ent cause didn't slow the eye-blinking, such as the guite high level of
i1lumination in most supermarkets? (4I should think, on the contrary,
that an extremely bright lighiting arrangement would cause the eyes to
blink more ra»nidly.3) I have never encountered in~bility of a customer
to pay a bill while waiting in line at a checkout counter and I have
never failed to be greeted by an acguaintance. On the General Mills
matter: isn't it quite possible that the housewife prefers cake mixes
to vhich she must add scmething because the fresi ingredient mnalies the
finished product taste much better? :

I wish I could share your enthusi-
asm for television neus coverage; maybe possession of it would even
persuade me to try to switch from newspaper to airwave wori., 3But I
don't think thet enough news events are available to television and
percentibly more comprehensible vhen under the canera's eye to justify
the millions that are spent on special televislon coverage. I “gldmhe
enjoy the telecasts more tnan te broadcasts of the CGlenn orbital
flight, and I managed to et about 90 minutes of the event in each
form: Direct telecests from the spacecraft would be something else a-
gain, of course. But there wasn't anything on the telecasts that proved
that the thing was actually in progress; it could)all have been an e=
1aborate hoax for all we coulc see. (4¢I wonder...?3)

GARY DEIUDORFER A lot of good ideas have been lost on a lot of -people
121 BOUDINOT SE. because of their being associated with unpopular peo-
TREUTOR 8, N.d. 5le or groups. "From each according $0. hi s abi LG

to each according to his needs is doubtless one of
these, Too many peopnle tend to ascribe to ideas the value judgements of
the person or group assoclated with them. This is unfortunate for many
reasons. For one thing, it means that these people are quite likely to
aisunderstand a rational man, since he regards as morally neutral the
same idea they regard as koviing an inherent morality tending in any of
many possible directions. This is one of .the things that leads to dif-
ficulty in communication. For another thing, it means that tha sum to-
tal of attitudes of these people is colored with blases, views. ett.,
grounded not in rationality, but in ideas cwa moral assoclations not
germane to the idea per se. Thus, it is hard to commuricaie wi i Clrens
and it is hard for them to communicate with each other. The trcuble
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with most fuggheads secus to be thisj; they fail to be able to disszo~i-
ate an idea from its moral context.

I supposc the ideal presentaticin of
goods in a food store would be for all goods to be wrapped in paper (or
canned in painted metal) of a uniform neutral grey, Wbl fotning 16l -
cated but the tyoe of goods and its brand name; the ideal presentaticn
in the view of everyone, that is, except for store keepers and- manuac-
turers.: ({What difference does it make to the store lkeeper what brard
is sold, so long as it is purchased from his store?}) However, as long
as we have free enterprise, manufacturers will wvant their parficular
product to be presented in a way rmost amenable to its selling well ({i-
aeally, in their eyes, selling better than any competing brand). Since
T feel motivational research to be nothing more, essentially, than one
of the tools of the manufacturer towards this end, I cannot condemn it,
or even aporove any efforts to curtail its effectiveness. (€I trust yov
would feel less kindly toward a government edict instructing us to buy . a
certain brand of detergert cr deodorant...? The free choice of the in-
dividual is limited to about the samz extent by both methods of perzua-
sicn.}) And it should be brcught out that MR does not coexrce anyone to
buy a particular product; at its most effective, it persuades them.

({A nolitical prisoner can be coerced into signing a "confession of
nis horrible crimes against the state by torture, or he can be persvad-
ed to do so by a gradual breckdown of his mental faculties or by hypno-
sis. In both cases, the end result is the same.}) And even then a shop-
per is able to choose to the extent thet the various hrands of the same
product have all been most lilkely designed te ‘apoeal’ to diimor -herion a
ievel higher than that of the product being nresented on its ownl mer-
its. (4£You mean I have a choice between buying a cake mix which has a
layout calculated to make me think of a beautiful girl i th e heome
hither! look, or one whose coloring is designed to remind me of the
safety and comfort of the womb? llo, thank you, I think I'd prefer to
choose the one which mnkes the superior cake...3)

Toonyt ek thal
Packard considerably exaggerated his case in "The Hidden Persuaders,’
deliberately choosing extreme examples to back it up. I felt the Vicary
experiment to be extreme when I first read Packard's book, for example,
and, reading it over now, I still feel thusly. For the past five months
I have worked in a supermarket, and I have not noticed the fepale cus-
tomers pushing their carts down the aisles in hypnoidel trances. Most
of them annear eminently normal; those few who appear hypnotized are
also the ones I note look that way before they enter the store, and af-
ter they leave. To sum up my view, I feel that the case against motiva-
tional research has been considerably cxaggerated, probably in reaction
to a lack before Packard's Dbook of any important criticisms of the ad-
vertising field or any of its methods. I also B - et e Ay ofy e
criticism of motivational research is a deliberate play for the many
people who resent advertising. Please let it be noted that I-am pot de-
fending the advertising field, or even MR, hut merely saying .that I
thin: the case against MR has becn muchly overstated. e :
_ Trreidental 1y, et
it be noted t-at the notentially most harmful area of iR, subliminal
persussion, the theory and method of which is nc doubt known. to most
readers, seems, by the tacit agreement of practically all manufacturers
and tireir respective agencies, not to be in use. Tou can rést assured
that if it were beinz used today anywhere, to any degree, and L was
made aware of the fact, ny outraged screams would be audible from Iren-
ton all the way to Beltimore, and possibly beyond. If you wonder: vhy I

.
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should object to subliminal persuasion so strongly, let ‘me say thz=%t T
consider it incefensible for the reason that it can be used and esary, a;
upon a party without his being aware of it, while the other areas oI Mi
are overt to the extent that a party knows that an appeal to him iz be-
ing presented, at least to the extent that he realizes that a product
is before him, if not being aware of any possible subconscious reac-
tions on his part: tovard dit.

As things stand now, imost MR is applied to
a product to the extent that the product is designed to be as appealing
as possible to a prospective buyer, nothing more. MR is essentially an
application of psychological and sociological facts to product presen-
tation; it is not inherently Evil or Immoral.

DAVE LOCKE There was a time when I had but little doubt in my
IR € e ] pmind as to the honesty and fairness with wilch you
TUDIAN LAKE, N.Y. edited your letter. There is nos no doubt, because

after reading issue 25 I realized that you were as
full of honesty and fairness as a nair of lozded dice. What am I talik-
ing about? Mr. Pauls, I am pleased to tell you. I complained that you
were  refusing to »rint most of ny comments on coiffopmity ;5 rock 'tn®
roll, and fallout shelters. You said that you did not print my LoC on
the Feb. issue because there wasn't enuf room. You say that youspriates
most of my LoC on the March issue. Well, sir, it was the LoC on the
Feb. issue that contained 95% of my coitments on conformism, 60% of my
comments on rock 'n' roll, and most of uy comments on fallout shelters.
The lMarch letter contained, I think, nothing but ramblings and I'm
surprised that you printed as mucil as you did. But the Feb. letter con-
tained the bulk of my comments and opinions on the three above mention-
ed subjects and not one damn word of it was printed. (£{F.M. Busby, Dick
Schultz, Lenny Xaye, Loftus 7Recker, Don Thompson, and others were con-
signed to the end of the letter column in that issue as wells | thewe
was, as I said, simply not enough space. None of them have burst into
angry tears because of this, however.)) Ted White says he has the im-
pression that you cut the criticism you can't argue with and print only
that which you can cast asnersions upon. I have heard a number of peo-
ple say the same exact thing and I have also personally found this to
be true. It's an advantage to your own positions to print only that
which you can easily handle, and this of course is vhy you do so. (£It
would be courteous of you to name the “number of people” wiho have said
"the exact same thing,” if you can. And please don't tlatter” yourselss
you have written nothing which L could not handle easily, including
this current outburst. Sincz you appear to be interested in points
which are ignored, perhaps you can tell us why you chose to ignore the
error or falsehood I caught you in last issue: you claimed I'd printed
only one »naragraph from your March letter on the three subjects under
discussion, and I pointed out four such paragraphs. Why did you neither
contest nor concede the point? Could it be that you ignore conments
wvhich you cannot argue with?3)

Yes, I call it "unfair" when you refuse
to print my side of the argument. I have tevaded! nothing--I stuck
strictly to the main point of the discussion until personslities were
brought into it, and, as you must have noticed, I .do not evade personal
attacks either. I'll meet anyone head-on in a discussion on any of
these topics and I'll cling to the main noints, and if anyone wants to
battle personalities I'1ll do that too. Don't accuse me oif evading any-
thing, especially when you don't print my side of the discussions. But
what's the use, even if this sees print you'll alter hell out of it.
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(LThis letter is being printed in all its pristine, unedited glory. in-
cluding such things as "L.ol," “enuf," and "Feb.'" which I would ordc.rar-
ily have removed. In view of your belligerence and lack of taety) I e
sorely tempted to point out that if you meet anyone head-on, your naeck
will be seriously injured...3)

You say .that you edit little humor from
your LoCs. I also mentioned 'lightness,'! and you said nothing abcut
that. When soiieone writes lightly on an idea or personal opinion ycu
often will edit out the lightness and make everything deadly serious.

his may not completely change the meaning, but it does at least change
the emphasis. (4If you look upon the editing of "enuf" and "wot! from
vour letters as editing lightness, then I suppose I must plead guilty.
But I think of it as correcting nointlessly juvenile "cuteness,’ not
changing emphasis.?})

Kevin Langdon must not heve a friend in the world.
"A fugshend is a person who holds certain opinions contrary to one's
own." The word ‘‘certain' may be the loophole thru (£13) which he may
try to avoid being stomped on, but the fact remalins that.a lot of peo-
ple probably don't agree with all or even most of Kevin Langdon's o-
pinions and this does not moke them fuggheads. Langdon must have little
tolerance if he runs around calling neople who don't agree uith him
fuggheads. I don't agree with a lot of opinions, either, -but I respect
nost of them and do not often call the people who believe in them
names. :

Pauls, I wrote you two personal letters in an attempt to get you
to correspond. Despite the fact that you may have been too busy or that
you had no desire to write to me, I did not receive the slightest ex-
planation as to why you didn't write. 7ou often do not send your fan-
zine to people who have sent you their zine in trade and who have asked
you to put them on your ml, to people whose zines as reviewed in MZB's
column, and to people whoir you talk about in your editorial colunn.
This is 2ll petty stuff, but tho your writing may be better, your at-
titude has not really changed since the days you vere doing Disjecta
Membra. Yo amount of writinz skill can hide your belligerent person-
ality. (£I am, as Larry McCombs a2nd others will tell you, a lousy .cor-
resnondent, 2nd since you said nothing in your letters which deserved
an answer other than one I could zive in Xinple, T did not write to
you. I send Xiople to everyone Marion mentions in her column, as well
as to everyone I mention in juotes & ilotes. On two occasions, several
people whose fanzines were reviewed did not receive copies because of
last minute subscription renewals, which of course deserved priority.
(I printed no extra copies of any issue before j#2%.) I do not send Kip-
nle to everyone who sends & fanzine in trade; when I receive trash, I
gencrelly place it in the recepntacle desizned for,that purpose. I do
not often send a cony to someone who asks me "to put them aon the ERCSY
since, as noted in the colonhon, Kivople is available for 15¢ per copy.
one of these practices are at all unusual, and the majority of editors
probably follow themn.3)

WALT BREZN Larry McCombs: If the Common Man is going to fall
C/0 BASHLCW for this, as you say, "pulpit pounding, flag-waving,
241 6th AVi. slogan-shouting appeal'’, then I strongly suspect

oW YORK 1%, N.Y. that the only answer will be for some libertarians

' to get together and start something like a Fosterite

cult which will inculcate more sensible notions underneath a fine fa-

cade of claptrap, carnival and carnality. I dislike the idea protably

as much as you do, but there may be no other alternative, and you might
- Vf‘:)
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remember that it isn't the first time Meinlein has suggested something
of . The' sert.

Seth Johnson: This notion that it was only the comuuni<ts
who stung capitalists into instituting social security and unemnlcyuent
insurance is nonsense bosed on ignorance of history. I'll let Pete
Greham £ill 4n the details, but you'll find that ipressure -for reforms
in a laissez-faire system came from many different sources, not all
naying homage to Marx by any means. Political extremists can be soime-
times useful, but they aren't a necessary ingredient.

Harry Warner: The
people involved in trying to get religion taught in public schools are
not interested in factual instruction, they are interested in trying to
make converts to their own sects. It isn't a matter of morning prayer,
but of exmosure to pronaganda; and the churchmen want any opening wedge
no matter how small. As for your scoff at the problem of the gifted in
classroons with the less favered, the answer is precisely that in the
old days kids progressed at their own rates; but now they are required
to do the same things (long ago outgrown and boring for some, challeng-
ingly difficult for others) at the seme time. And I am reasonably sure
vou underestinate the effects of continued boredom on a highly intelli-
gent youngster. It can make school one day after another of agonizing
frustration; nobody understanding him or his needs, nothing new being
learned, no meaning to his life, no discernable benefit from continua-
tion of the same, and all too often an interpretation of school as an
outlet sadistic adults have for kids, or a way of keeping them safely
penned up. The arguwment that the gifted “ousht to get practice" in liv-
ing such a grind is unnecessarily harsh and unrealistic. You mignt as
well take it all the way and advocate rigid spartan military discipline
from age five on up because nost kids will eventually get into the jarmy
anywvay:; and advocate »rigid schedules ancd avoidance of affectionate con-
tact (a la J.B. Watson) ns this will prepare the kids for what they'll
get in adult life. But these reductions ad absurdum fail to tske into
account that learning cdoesn't nroceed in that way and that 'Kids liave“e=
motional needs which change in character and intensity as time goes on.
Frustration over and above that inherent in living in an indifferent
world, frustration deliberately imnosed by no discernable reason by a-
dults waose sole discernable advantage is their copacity to use force
majeure, is in large measure contributory to the increase in neurosis
among youngsters today.

BUCK COULSON I won't object to your "from each according to his abili-
ROUTE 3 ty, to each according to his needs! as long as you stipu-
WABASH, IND. 1late that this is merely the basis for-the society. Too

many people who quote that line think it's g1l ‘thaths
necessary for an ideal society, and in that context I disanprove. That
is, each should work according to his ability and each should receive
basic needs. But, those who nave uore ability than their neighbors~--a-
bility in any function which is valued Dby the comaunity--should receive
extrs benefits according to their wants. (£As soon as you begin to do
that, though, you create classes and castes, which have been the cause
of much of the bigotry and prejudice in our own society.») "iliing the
basic needs of everybody is fine, but luxuries should go to those who
can earn them by performing especially valued service.

Which services

are valued will depend on the particular comwunity being served. The a-
mount of luxuries should be varied according to the value cf the ser-
vice--there's no point in making anyone revoltingly rich’; “bult [ ohjeds
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to the idea that evervone should get the seme treatment regardless of
the value of the work he performs. In my society, an inventor or 2 0ol-
lege nrofessor would live in somewhat more luxury than a janitor or 2
ditch-digger, even if all of then fulfilled their capabilities equilly
well. :

Of course, in practice I defy you to find a system which will as-
sure that everyone is working to the best of his ability and that w:atv
he receives is actually filling his needs instead of 1his wants, whica
is why I'm opnosed to most socialism in practice. But as an 1deal 1t's
fine. (£A11 that is necessary is for every meuper of the scciety to be
completely honest. Of course, Diogenes was unable to find even one aon-
est man, so I don't expect to find an entire society of honest individ-
uals.}) ‘

I ohject to this "all women are impulse buyers" line. You can

say "most women," or you can give a percentage, and I won't objeet (e-
ven if it's the wrong percentage I probably won't try to check un), bhut

when you go making statements about "all" woien, you're stating an ob-
vious falsehood. Iven biolosically there are damned few statements that

would apnly to all woimen, without exception; when you get into mental
traits, the number of exceptions to any statement goes up sharply. (&ls
"79,013% of all women are impulse buyers" acceptable??)

- T¥mvafnaid T

can't get very worked up over the plight of anyone who goes into a

light trance in a supermarket; if they're that fatheaded, they should-
n't be running around loose in the first place.

: - When Tom Arinistead has
more experience with politics, he'll find out th.t everybody gets foggy

when they try to understand what the Democrats or Republicans believe.

MARK OWINGS After reading your review of "Man, the Unknown," I
319 E. NORTH AVE. begin to wonder about you: Do you search through the
BALTIMORE 2, MD. newsstands for the most idiotic volumes you can find

- ; or what? I can see most anyone starting a book like
that, but who, outside of you, would ever think of finishing it? (4&When
I first discovered that I didn't care for Carrel's book, I decided 'to
revi?w it in Kipple. Obviously, I had to couplete it in order e, revieu
it. - '

Dave Locke (or anyone else, for that matter) might well dislike
Iisenhower for appointing Warren. I myself don't know of any whispering
campaign against the Chief Justice, but I've heard 1t stated, quoted,
and shouted that he has had about as much experience in court as Lenny
Kaye. Prior to becoming Chief Justice, he was a professional politi-
cian...: (£But the only proper criticism of Mr. Warren would be based on
his record since assuming the position, and on that basis I have heard
no valid complaints.3) : ' :

LOFTUS BECKER It seems that all the comrmunistic ideal societies
STRAUS A 12, HARVARD postulate a fixed and for the modern world not
CAMBRIDGE 38, MASS. very high productivity; that is, nobody really
+hinks there will be much of a surplus. This is-
n't terribly illogical; a society based strictly on the "from each®
etc. philosophy will not, I propose, have much of a surplus. Men being
what they are, some sort of incentive is necessary to malke them work;
and if there is nothing to be gained from more work, few men will keep
laboring. You iight notice here that even the most communistic socie-
ties in the world (mostly primitive ones) provide incentive of a sort
for extra work. Man is 2t heart a selfish animal, not a philantropic

"J A
=
J




one.

In other words, I don't think a society purely of the kind you
postulate has muci chance of working well; i.e., the best it cculd hopc
for would be a sort of continued mediocrity. The only real way I c&n
see of getting over the twin problems of providing some sort of incern-
tive for work. (end, for that matter, for ability, luck, etc.) and at
the same time assuring everyone of a living is a sort of benevolent
capitalism. In times of scarcity, clearly, the incentive systen has to
be to a certain extent relied upon: there is no point in making sure
that everyone starves equally quickly: far better that some survive
than that all die. Dut when there is a sufficiency of goods, it i5 one
of the first responsibilities of a government to assure that all its
citizens get a decent living. There are probably limitations to this--I
for one think that just as tiere should be no guestion in a society as
affluent as ours as to whether someone without food should be given
some, 1 am equally convinced that someone receiving public aid should
(if able, of course) be willing to work for the government in whatever
capacity the government needs him. The question of course arises, what
do you do with the lazy maa who refuses to werk? lere there is no
really simple answer; probably the best thing to do would be to offer
the people concerned the clioice between not receiving the free food and
being treated as mentally ill, with a consequent attempt at a cure. But
a1l these scemes would doubtless lead to all sorts of unguessed side
effects, I'1l admit; like you, I can't claim my dream world would work
perfectly here.

But back anyway to the question of distribution: beyond
providing everyone with a decent living, I can't see why the governmnent
should step in. Free enterprise capitalism is an uncommonly effective
econonic system, and despite the obvious difficulties in trying to mix
it with a welfare state, I think that the only practical and effective
system we will ever find will turn out to be some sort of mixture along
these lines, with the government guaranteeing everyone the necessities
of life, but without otherwise interfering with a capitalistic system.

I think you're making some might wild assumptions when you claim that
Vance Packard's woman in the supermarket has been rendered "incompetent
for all legal purposes." Contrary to what you seem to Ehinlc, . It is, ex=
ceedingly difficult to void contracts (or to excuse criminal acts) on
the grounds of tenporary incompetence. There are, Oify GoM Y SEY £XCEPS
tions: as it happens, the exceptions are generally the cases one finds
in the newspapers. But by and large, an individual has to show he was
really quite insane at the time of signing to void a contract, and to
show himself only slightly less competent to escape criminal prosecu-
tion. (£{But aren't there points of law covering the signing of a con-
tract under the influence of drugs or alcohol?3)
- A1l right, Harry War-
ner, I'11l bite. I think there is a serious Dossibility of corumunist
tendencies in this country, vhich is being very well handled by the
FBI and hideously by the HUAC. So now Iin a statistic.

I would be in-
clined to take any figures on I.Q.'s with several pounds of salt, .and
particularly figures indicating soigeoneis I.Q. has risen or fallen. As
a rule, higher or lover scores on an I.Q. test indicate nothing more or
less than (a) pure accident, or (b) an increase in the subject's test-
taking ability; this may come from all sorts of  tlrings:y dinagdudi-ngam
extra cup of coffee that morning, a raise, a grandson (now don't think
I'm suggesting these all az causes for Ted White's jumn) ; and so forth.



I.Q. tests, remember, are highly artificial attempts to measure int=1-
ligence, and in fact are valid if at all only for a inoderately lavg?
group of subjects with similar backgrounds and for whom the test(s)
were designed. Thet is, any attempt to measure the I.Q. of an Australii-
an Bushman by a test similar to that given a New York child, even cCis-
regarding language differences, would be bound to give EalCE ORISR
sults. Tt.is in fact as a result ofithis thatfall the coatradicting ri-
gures on the "Average I.Q." of llegroes as opposed to whites have come
forth. In general, ilegroes given an I.Q. test set up for whites e,
he average (say) ilew York city white is expected to score 100) will
score below average; contrariwise, if the test is one made for ilegro
children, the average NYC white child will score below average. The
reason for this is that, apparently, different factors have soume appar-
ent correlation with intelligence in the two groups; whether these fac-
tors are racial or environmental {probably both) is not known. So what
is generally done now is to cook up a test combining both sets of ques-
tions and score it in such a manner that the average white and the a-
verage llegro will score 100. Aad so the debate goes on: you can't test
intelligence before you can define it.

Sex education in schools is a
touchy thing; still, I can't help wishing more schools.offered some-
thing similar to the program mine did. Aside from rather good instruc-
tion for those students taking biology, the school each year brought in
two doctors, one to talk to the girls, another to the boys: talk a few
minutes and then answer questions. (£I con't think such division is an
ideal situation, since it probably zives both groups the idea that

here is something the other group shouldn't know. Sex education should
be introduced, I think, to mixed classes.}) The last girls' doctor evi-
dently was pretty much of a loss: she spent most of her time explain-
ing, according to reports, that "all men are like greyhounds--they only
want one thing!'. The rest of the time she tried to explain to the girls
why they shouldntt burst out in gales of laughter when they were told
"nothing at all below the neck'--this phrase of hers was not too well
received. The boys' doctor, though, concentrated on conveying informa-
tion without giving moral opinions either way, and (amazingly) without
being either too serious or too light. I suppose parents should have
the right to decide what their children should know about sex, and
when; but I would suswnect that enough parents would be happy to have
their children listen to such neople that even public schools could in-
vite them in.

BETTY KUJAWA How do you feel about the IIAACP chapter out in San
2819 CAROLIINE rancisco that is kicking up.a2 ruckus over a
SOUTH BEND 1L, IilD. school production of "Huckleberry Finn'? Does this
not strike you as mnore than a bit too thin-skin-
ned? What would they have us do, pretend that slavery had never existed
in America? This I would put on a level with the Jewish groups who kept
J. Arthur Rank's:filwm version of "Oliver Twist" from being released.in
this country. I understand that Alec Guinness did a magterful job as
Fagin, but to deem that Dickens classic as anti-semetic (to the Jews of
today) is pretty fuggheaded. Of course, when the villian is a white,
Anglo-Saxon Protestant (with no discernable occupation or nrofession),
then none of the minorities care if the villiany, nastiness or stupidi-
ty is shown. Oh well... (4ouch sensitive reactions are, of course, stu-
pid, but Hollywood escepes such censorship to some extent. Television
is even less free in ti

hat area. It seems inevitable that a television
program will offend sorie group or other, no matter how innocucus it may
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have been. Teetotalers protest wvhen social drinking is showvm on televi-
sion, and wine bottlers protest vhen it is not shown. One televisiun
show received several protesting telegrams from various manufactures
of men's undershirts because sowme of thie actors were not wearing undier-
shirtsi})

. On the Marx quotation: Since this is all sort of wishful
dreaming on your part, 1 won't comnlain--it isn't my personal cup cX
tea, but since I think it will never come to pass, you won't find me
grotching or objecting to your right to advocate such a situation. But
I feel that human nature makes the scheme an impossibility. Ho matter
yho first crected the slogen (Marx, or Jesus, or Wally Cox), the lcaf-
ers, freeloaders and goof-orffs will cueer it--and I'm paying too much
now via taxes for those who feel thet the world/state/county/town owes
them a living. In Chicago, there are faimilies composed of three genera-
tions that have been on relief. Don't %tell me that from 1931 until 1962
some of that family coulda't have found employment--like in war work in
World War II. I read an article on a family which started out on relief
in 1931, had children, the children had children, and come 1962 the
whole brood is still living off the tax-payers. And alas, as in so many
cases, the children are illegitimate. Talie a rather backward, stupids;
slovenly, trashy girl. She has three to ten bastards (I xnow of quite a
few here vho have had twelve so far and they are far from stopping).
Tach of the kids what with the home influence and mom's example grow up
to mother or sire three to ten bastards each--and so on and so on. See
what we have? And see vho's paying for it? And some of those tax-payers
have seriously and conscientiously limited their owm brood because they
felt they couldn't afford more babies. Iow would that irk you? (L0f
course. These "regulars" on the relief lists are the result of govern-
ments, and since wmy system practically abolishes governments, it would
at the same time abolish such freeloaders. A few thousand years ago,
when man was living in small agricultural settlements or roaming in
small hunting bands, I cdoubt if there wvere any freeloaders such as you
describe. Anyone strong enough to work had to work, or starve, with the
possible exception of a village wise man or shaan, who was fed in re-
turn for services other than wnhysical labors. All food was turned over
a community storehouse (just as it was in most of the Anerican Indian
societies), each family taking what they needed and contributing what-
ever they could from their own little vegetable garden or fren 'Ghejr
hunting forays. This is, eszentially, the system I (amd, - I ‘Belieife;
Marx) proposed. Unfortunately, it appears to he unvorkable in any soci-
ety larger than that of a village. Modern civilization vastly compli-
cates the system as well: there are now many goods and services which
can only be supplied by a few men or companies. In those ancient soci-
eties, most of a villager's needs could be grown or hunted by himself or
by any other individual (with the exception of, perhaps, arrows or axe-
heads, which could be supplied by one or more talented craftsmen within

he society). But I can dream...3)

We may not only in support money but
in other ways. The crime and sickness and even danger to ourselves and
our families during robbery and mugging and theft comes in the main
from this level of our society. The 'ability-needs' theory would be
duck soup for such as these, I feel. I favor oral contraceptives given
gratis to the lower classes--and in some cases given fioneadly. to- ishe
gals who breed and breed hastards. I hope you say the CBS Renort lately
on birth control in America. It was a damn fine s.ow.

I must voicega
complaint--and if this sounds bitchy or angry, T - Sl S AR B S DU T e
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citizens for not taking the road of Hiroshima, for not turning that
war-time horror into a business to be milked in every way possiuie,
There is none of that in MNagasaki; instead, there are active, vital ci-
tizens getting back to this world and to their own lives in 1it, thiiriv-
ing industries, factories hummning and buzzing, and only a small park
commemorating the event. Ho souvenier stands and guides with speeches
and photographs and postcards for sale showing the horror--no great
park and mall and all the rest, The destruction is covered now by the
business of today. This I prefer.

BOB LICHTMAN There is one big difficulty with Marx's "From
6137 S. CROFT AVE, eachh accerding to his ability, to each accord-
LOS AWGELES 56, CALIF. ing to his needs," and apparently neither you

nor Larry has thought of it. It is this: if you
are going to dole out the national wealth to all persons according to
their needs, you are slowly going to create a situation in which very
few people hoth to exercise their full abilities, because they know
they will receive recompense according to whatever their needs happen
to be, anyway. :
This has been the problem in the Swedish welfare state,
from all I've heard; it has lessened the incentive of Swedish talent to
exercise its talent in a constructive way, on the job, because once a
top salary is reached, there is no need to continue to be inventive and
original in one's work, so long as one doesn't slip. If you're going to
receive a set salary, why bother? ({Anyone who thinks like this would
probably be incapable of either originality or inventiveness. If the
iget salary” is sufficient to allow the person to live in reasonable
comfort, I doubt that the fact that it couldn't increase would cause
any lack of creative work in those capable of it to begin with.$)
: But
Sweden is a long way from here, and I am not in possession of ‘all <khe
facts, so let us get a little closer to home. I have' twvo college pro-
fessors in two different classes T attend. Both are not full. profes-
sors, they are associate professors, and one teaches Inglish and the
other geology. Presumably, they receive sbout the/same salary, since
they are equally ranked within the framevork of the University, though
they may get slightly different pay due to seniority or something. Hnow-
ever, one of them is an excellent teacher. His speeches are clear and
resonant, he never fails to make his point, and he puts a great deal of
time, effort, and sheer love into his course. The other one also tries
a great deal, it is obvious, and both have an equal love of the subject
they are paid to instruct in, but the other professor does not at all
succeed in getting much of his point across to the studentry. -
In short,
one of them is a very good teacher, and the other is a very bad teach-
er, but they both receive the same pay. This strikes me as unfortunate
and somevhat unfair. ZJow does it strike you, Ted? (£I agree, although
probably in a slightly different sense, that: it 18 both unfalr ‘and unes
fortunate: a "very bad teacher” has no business being a teacher, and he
would not be were I in a position to impose standards. However, aside
from this unfortunate analogy, I =2gree with you ia a general sense.
This would be a very grave problem, although a person of such creative
fibre (one who would put a great deal of ''sheer love' into his task)
would not be petty enough to become jealous because a competent, though
slightly less gifted, mean received the same salaryey)
7 I agree with the
first part of Marx's dictum, "From each according to his ability." I
1.5
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helieve that every men should give of himself to the, utmost of his a=
bilities, in whatever field he is best capable of working. 1 lEelilieare
that man should csive the best of himself not only on ghe Jioh; - but 1
211 phases of life, because giving 1s a way of fulfilling oneself. 5ut
T do not believe that “"society" as a whole has a duty to supply eaca
nan according to his neéds. Man should work for his return in bread,
and if he doesn't work, then he shouldn't be entitled to any mcre ru-
turn then he puts in. (4That attitude is obvious in hoth Marx's com-
ments and in iy interpretation of them, but several readers seeiil L0 be-
lieve that I was advocating giving everyone tsomething for nothtngh .\ T
my comnents in Kipple #25, I said that "this [Harx's dictum/ means
simply that in the ideal society, a person would ¢o as much work as he
was able to do, and receive in return all that he needed to 1live in a
fairly comfortable...fashion." There was no provision in my comments
for supplying those wiio relfused to worls (although some provision would
obviously have to be made for those wio couldn't work).z)

There is a
difficulty here, and that is that what some peonle may excell in, soci-
ety has no particular need for, and the person cannot possibly get a
living wage in return for his excellence in" thdis: field. Tid's 1s unfor-
tunate, and I wish something could be done about it, but I‘m not sure
how it can be done. Perhaps you can suggest a feasible- solution? (4io,
I join you in being unable to think of any workable solution.s) :

: But, a-
gain, I do not believe that society as a whole has a duty to supply
each man according to his needs. If there is going to be anything like
this, I believe it should be done on a limited, individual basis, some-

hing like the pledge systen of the Church of the Brotherhood of the
Way (see Fanac :85). I am willing to help out my close friends freely
and to-the best of my ability, and I feel that they yould do the same
for me, if I were in need. But 1 cannot feel it my duty to pay outra-
geously high taxes to support a government project to support thousands
of people whom I don't know, who do not work and have no intention of
working if they can collect a checlk from the governiment, and who have
no particular ability. It is an 0ld hackneyed saying, but I believe
that charity (so to speak) begins at home, and T I%anigoihg  to be
charitable at all, I would rather it be on an internersonal basis,
rather then through a highly impersonal central dcle agency.

I hope
this-doesntt lower your impression of overall fan intelligence too
much, but this does happen to be the way I feel about the whole situa-
tion. I welcome your arguients in return. (£Arguing over, around, and
behind the fact--ringing in emotional accusations of "Pinlol'--dogmatic
refusal to argue logically; that is what vould have lowered my o»inion
of overall fan intelligence, as I implied last issue. I have been gra-
tified by the nature of the response so far, and-it"ratsesy if any-
thing, my opinion of the intelligence of my readers.y)

While I would Dbe
the last person to deny that MR methods do no harm, I question the no-
tion that tleir effect is as widespread as people seem to claim. Re-
member, Vance Packard is no less guilty than the MR peonle of one par-.
ticular crime--he wants to sell books, jou knov--and he is incliaed to
be rather sensationalistic. Frankly, I think the extent to which moti-
vationzl methods have been successful is a sad comilentary on the people
who core into their sphere of influence. I think that if people i this
country, and elsevhere, were raised to be individuals, had more origin-
ality in taeir thinking then most of them do have, and were mcre re-
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sistant to the tides of advertising that wash over them, then motiva-
tional methods would have a more negligible effect. '

, ' Blalt a8 4.5 ; 1154 “asEs
ple go abqut acting like so many passive cows, buying things becauie of
gtterly silly reasons, like:the color of the package or the single
jingle on TV advertising it, then there is not too much one can say one
way or the other. Surely people would be better off without MR inf:u-
encing them, but who's to say they want to be. :

Hompeveir = there . .is. a raj
of hope shining through all of this. I was talking with an advertising
man, a friend of mine, and he brought out the fact that though peonie
‘may be duped into buying something because of the package or the clever
advertising, when they try it and find that it's inferior to what
they'd been buying in its place, they'll revert to the older product.
Of course, this is hrard to apply to things like toothpaste, which is &
8illy, Pointless Product no matter how you look at it (its only real
use is as a breath freshener), but in the case of various foodstuffs,
many of the companies that play up their MR campaigns to a great degree
manufacture inferior stutf--and even advertising can't cover up cruddy
tasting food. :

Ideally, everyone should be intelligent and rational e-
nough to pick and choose amongst various brands until they find one
that suits them, and then stick to it so long as it continues to suit
them. I am always on the search for bargains, but I never read adver-
tising willingly, nor do I place much stock in manufacturers' claims
for their products. I buy the best availab.e, consistent with what I
can afford to put out to pay for it, and I‘'m generally happy with what
I get for my money. ;

Alva's comments about Joe Gibson are well-taken,
particularly the ones regarding Joe's writing his articles for Shaggy
and Vorpal Glass to "insure a permanent place for-the name of Joe Gib-
son in the armals of fandom." As a matter of fact, that's sort of what
Joe's doing, or so he tcid me. I used to work for Joe Gibson, back in
them halcyon days in Berkeley, and after his article in Shaggy came
out (I hadn't paid much attention to the one in YorpalGlass)y. I aSked
him about it. He said he was just trying to make fans sit up and take
notice of certain trends he had noticed himself: He didn't say he was
trying to make them pay attention to Joe Gibson, but that happened,
too. .

Joe's article in Vorpal Glasss is accurate, so far as it goes, but
it doesn't go very far. It's true that on those "noisy nights" at
Donaho's you might find a situation somewhat analogous to the one he
draws, and which Nelson draws more hiilaricusly in his concluding car-
toon to that article. But those noisy nights are not really that fre-
quent, and what of them, anyway? Bill and Danny have a perfect right to
invite anyone over they please, and to play any sort of music they want
to play. If Joe Gibson doesn't like Trances Fay's squalling or Bill
Donaho's friends, he's perfectly free to ignore them. Why don't you ig-
nore them, Joe?

As for Terry Carr, it's true that he had a green desk
when he was 1living in Berkeley--it's b=ing stored at Ray Melscn's these
days, and is truly incredible, what with its many little nooks and
crannies, etc.--and that he was an activs fanzine fan much of the uvime,
but again, but of it? Ditto for/Dick Iliington and his family. If Dick
likes working on his used cars, and if Marie-Louise is perliaps not the
most well-trained little girl in Berkeley (though actually she’s not
much different than anv cute blonde L-year-old girl), what of iuv? I
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will admit that the Little Men are rather boring, as a whole, but fome
of them are interesting people removed from the stultifying atucsgnore
of the formal meeting. And the GGFS may not have any real reason te ex-
+18t, but- it has fun and. provides a lighter side to club fandom in he
_area, since the Little Men are rather stodgy and science-oriented. %

' e
rightfully unavilable pros probably got a kick out of tlia b 1ine, S
they read Joe's article. They didn't seem too very unavailable to me,
but then I was closer to mcst Bay Area fan activity than Joe ever
bothered to get-during the time I was there. Joe hardly ever showed up
at fan meetings, while I went to most of them, I know the Andersons
best of the pro couples in the area,-and I think they're very wonderful
people indeed. I've met Rog Phillips, Tony Boucher and like that; nice
guys. If Joe would come down out of the wilds of the hills of El So-
brante, and mix in with Bay Area fandom a bit more, maybe he'd even
start liking it., But if he dcesn't want to do that, he can blow off
steam for as long as he wishes, because I just won't put any stock to
what he says.

LARRY WILLIAMS Before I dive into the current issue, I feel that
74 MAPLE RD. I should answer your corments on my arguments on
LONGMEADOW 6, MASS. rock & roll. You stated earlier in answer to my

letter that I had thoroughly misinterpreted your
comments on schools. I must say that you've done exactly that with my
comments on rock & roll, or perhaps your seeming misunderstanding is
intentional. Certainly the fact that I've overestimated your age is as
irrelevant to the subject as any GMCarr. argument I've read. (£{Not at
all, since it was connected with your rather odd notion that people of
my age-group were those supporting the big bands of the forties, and
that I therefore had no right to criticize anyone else for their enthu-
siasm for rock & roll.}) I've inferred from your previous articles a-
bout rock & roll that you think it!s trash, and that anyone who likes
it is a plain ass. I've also felt that you don't think that people have
the right to-call the music you appreciate trash. (£I'm afraid those
opinions of "mine" are invented (by you), not inferred. It's true that
I think rock & roll is trash, but I have never denied anyone the right
to call my favorité music trash, and I do not think of the people who
enjoy/listen to rock & roll as "asses",}) The fact that I didn't know
how old you are, or what kind of music you like makes no difference
whatsoever in this argument.' I claimed---and still claim--that the fact
that we buy rock & roll doesn't mean we thrive on it, nor does it mean
that we couldn't do without it. Certainly it's primarily teenagers who
buy rock & roll, but then it's primarily adults who buy swing music.
I'm sure that the vast majority of these adults do not thrive on swing,
and could do without it quite nicely. So the cases jibe.

: I don't think
that teenage society is any different from adult society within its ‘own
bounds. Certainly, there are many things adults enjoy that teenagers
stay away from, but this is beside the point. Incidentally; I was per-
haps not clear in my definition of "teenager". Technically, a teenager
is a person whose age ranges from 13 through 19, but I was thirnking
more of a member of teenage society, which practically everyone thinks
of as the group in high school. You're not a membver of this group-~-and
this is the rock & roll group, and the one Dave Locke was arguing about
in "Rock 'n' Roll Rebuttal' in Kipple #22.

. Your comments on comminism/
Communism are guite interesting and the fact that you are quite right
)0

et ctbel



in most cases leaves little for me to comment on. You mention that
there are distinct differences between USSR communisit and pure commti-
nism. There certainly are, since Communism is actually sociallsm. T o
to do an oral report on the subject of Karl Marx and "Das Kapitel,' aad
one thing I discovered was this: socialism is the control of all iends
and businesses by the government, whereas communism is the domntragl’ 1uE
the people. Since, in reality, the government controls the USSH, i% is
socialistic. Certainly Marx would nct recognize the USSR as ceonpunis-
tic, since it doesn't conform in the Jl8ast 1o his s Bheo@ys "The gOVETE=
ment is not on an equal basis with the people, for one thing, andsfoe
another, in pure communism there is anarchy. Marx's theory has not just
recently been twisted. It was twisted vhen first published. While Marx
was still alive, he was reported to have said "I am not a Marxist." He
was too much an idealist for communism to be a workabie theory. He felt
that by sweeping away all exisiing government, and putting all people
on an equal basis, everybody would be satisfied with their status.
Somebody always get greedy, so communism is unworkable. Socialism is
equally unworkable.

I suppese that without government, there would be
no classes; this seems reciprocal also. A class society is based on the
belief that some people are better than others. A governmental society
believes that some people are fit to do other people's thinking. They
round out to about the same thing. -

Certainly, individuals have rights
(in answer to your arguments against MR), and one is that they don't
nave to buy if they don't want to. Bven with MR, these housewives do
not have to buy the item involved. If the housewife is ignorant enough
to make herself susceptible to MR methods, then she deserves to be ad-
monished by the cashier for not having enough money. (4I dislike the
idea that a stupid or ignorant person "deserves" any consequences of
actions simply because he is stupid or ignorant. A small child is too
jgnorant to leave a can of rat poison alone, but dces he "deserve" to
be poisoned...?}) MR methods are just advanced advertising methods.
They attempt to make people want to buy. Eviaently you are against the
whole system of advertising, or you wouldn't attack this. (&I an a-
gainst-dishonesty in any form, which piaces me squarely against adver-
tising, since advertising is largely dishonest in all its forms.3) MR
does not, by any stretch of the imagination, take away the r¥eh oL on
the individual. You are a dreamer.

Other people also believe that indi-
viduals have rights. For this reason, flashing ads on the movie and TV
screens at such a rate that only the unccngcious picks them up has been
outlawed. But that is entirely different. In this case the individual
is defenseless. (¢Just where do you draw that thin, fine 1ine%})

AILVA ROGERS Your comments on Marx were gquite interesting.
5243 BAHIVES DR. Tt's a sad commentary on our times, though, that

CASTRO VALLEY, CALIF. you feel compeliled to qualify or justify your
interest in Marxist philosophy...an interest
more people in America should have if they wart to understand one of
the driving forces underlying Khrushchev's every statement and action.
It seems absurd to me that so many colleges and universities today have
the problem they do have in presenting any halfuway decent courses in
Marxism. It seems to too many fearful souls who are in a rosition of
authority that to expose college sbudents to the philosoprical core of
communism is tantamount to infecting -them with the disease of. communism

ifgend,’ This, isiprovaplyivery flattering to the dedicated communist who
my - .
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fervently believes that the logic of Marxism is irresistable, but 1t
just isn't so. _

: The quote, "From each according to his ability, to each
sccording to his needs,' was an ideal condition that would only =z a-
shieved in the higher phase of communist society. It had particular re-
ference to Marx's concept of the "withering away of the state," and was
rather succinctly expressed in the following quote from Marx's "Cri-
tigue of the Gotha Program," written in Y5

: "Tn a higher phase of
comminist society after the enslaving subordination of individvais un-
der division of labor, and therewith also the antithesis between mental
and physical labeor, has vanished; after labor has become not merely a
means to live but has become itself the primary necessity of life; af-
ter the productive forces have also increased with the all-round de-
velopment of the individual, ani all the springs of co-operative wealth
flow more abundantly--only thsn can the narrow horizon of bourgeois
right be fully left behind and society inscribe on its banners: from
cach according to his ability, to each according to his needs!"

You say
that "Russia is npot, in fact, a communist country; it is striving for
that position, but it has not yet reached it." I agree with the filrst
half of that statement, but I tend to question the other half. I doubt
if Russia, as it's constituted today, could advance to the ideal state
of communism as Marx envisioned such a state to be. Contemporary Russia
doesn't quite conform to the picture, bf'a transitionally socialidst
state that Marx forecasted would develsp after .a proietarian revolu-
tion. The state, instead of withering away, SceemsS stronger and more en-
trenched than ever before. And, certainly, capitslism failed totally
and abysmally to follocw Marx's predictions for its future. Marx took -
the brutalizing capitalism of the early and middle nineteenth century
with its long, backrrsaking working day, low pay, exploitation of woman
and child labor, the dismal factery towns of Engiand with theixn filth,
disease, and degradation of the human spirit, and over it all the capi-.
talist .and wholly bourgeois class fattening on the exploited masses,
and projected it into the future, uncharged except as it became worse.
With its beck ultimately to the wall, the desperate proletariate in all
the advanced capitalist nations would inevitably rise and seize power,
establishing the dictatorship of the proletariate, and-initiating so-
cialism: This was to be the fate of western capitalism, said Marx.

i . : Mo~
dern communism.bears about as much resemblance torthe’letter of Marxian
philosophy as does modern Christianity to the teachings of Christ. E-
ven so, the works of Marx, Engels, and Lenin; still wield a profound- in-
fluence on the leaders of the Russian:and Chinese states and for this
reason should be required reading...even if it is heavy and soporific.

Getting back to the original quote, there is an example of its applica-
tion right here in the Unitz2d States--or, rather, on the NHowth Amsrican
continent.: ({Uh...The last time I looked, Utah was in the United States,
as well as on- the Horth American- continent.)) Wien the Mormons, led by
Brigham Young, fled from the intolerablie persecutions of tTheir Christ-
ian bretheren in-Illinois and Missouri and turned their faces to the
uncivilized west, finally settling in- tke wastelands surrounding, the-
Great Salt Lake, they were confronted with the-basic prebliem of survie
val. After surviving the severe winters, invasion and occupation by the
United States Army, the Gold Fush in California, and hostile: Indians,
and were- well on their wav to establishing an pasis in tha degex’, they
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were almost brought to their knees by the depression of 1870 1in ‘'the
fast and drought in the West. Brigham established the Zion's Ccopzra-
tive Mercantile Institufion in Salt Lake as an answer to the busiress
men's problems; and in the outlying settlements which were hardest nit
by the drought he established what was known as the United Order, whii.ch
was based on Josephy £mith's Order of Enoch. In the ccmmunities where
the United Order was set up the Saints would pool their equipment,
their property, and their labor, and work in complete cooperation in
everything necessary for their survival. Thus, reasoned Brilgham, they
would not only increase their own comforts but would be workiny towards
Joseph Smith'is completely selfless society which he had envisicned as
the Kingdom of God. The United Order prospered for a time, particularly
in a town named arpropriately enough, Orderville, but eventually fell
into a pericd of decline and ultimate abardonment. Remnants of 1t exist
to this day, however, in the Church's relfare program which maintains
vast warehouses aad graneries, cooperative farms and what-not for the
sustenance of needy members of the Church.
: Going from the sublime to
the ridiculous, I wonder if a littie drama enacted in one of our more
enlightened communities here in the Bay Area reached the papers in the
East? ({Io.}) This concerned a high school girl in the towni BE, I He-=
lieve, Burlingame, and an eagle-eyed John Birch type female. It seems
this girl, blessed with singular intelligence and courage, wrote a pa-
per as part of a class prceisct in government, or some sueh’ thing . &
this paper this girl expressed her profcund faith in democracy anid; Lhe
intelligence of her fellow nen by stating that she didn't belisve the
government had the right to refuse vecogniticn to the Communist Party
as a political party and that communists should be treated no different
than anyone else; that in the free competition of ideas cormunism would
inevitably come off second best. Almost immediately the forces of
righteous anti-communism went into action vhen this female archangel of
Robert Welch publicized this girl's paper by telling the newspapers
that she had turned over all the facts concerning this un-American
child to the FBI and other interested agencies, and bdried to put pres-
sure on the school principal to have him discipline the errant pupil.
This he stoutly refused to do, declaring that he believed a student had
the right to come to his own conclusions on subjects of this nature.

Have you heard of the situation in San Francisco involving Negroes and
a high school production of a misical based on ‘‘The Adventures of Huc-
kleberry Finn"? George Washington High School, which has a mixed stu-
dent body of whites, Orientals, and Negroes, has planned for their fi-
nal dramatic presentation of the school year an original musical writ-
ten by one of its students, based on Huckleberry Finn. The N4ACP has
voiced vigorous objections to this, at first insisting that it be stop-
ped, but later ammending that stand to one of a boycott against the
play by Negro students and their parents. Their position is that the
character of the escaped slave, Jim, who accompanies Huck on his adven-
fures down the river, is a degrading one to the Negro race by reminding
them of the days of slavery; that it were better the school give drama-
tic recognition to the more pcsitive elenents of early Negro history in
the United States. The whole thing has become quite emotional with the
Negro community led by the WAACP and the llegro ministry lined up on one
side and the school euthorities on ths other...and the punils right
smack dab in the middie. It is further complicated by recent publicas
tions to the effect that racial segregation is being sub:tly practiced
in the San Francisco school. system--a charge that is hotliy dentc Gy
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The most noticeahle quality of ‘the new Pyramid Books .science fictieon
1ine is their evident intention to sell the bhooks rather than to hide
them within the vest bulk of newsstand trash. Those I've seen have an
attractive and striking cover design waich males them virtually lieap
off the rack and intc the face of the prospective buyer. The second no-
ticeable oquality is that of content: both of the Pyranid paperbacks I.
have recently purchased have been of excentional quality. One, in Tact,
aust be one of the five or six finest science fiction novels in exist- -
ence: "Venus Plus X," by Theodore Sturgeon. % 1 hot onlylasfune mno-
vel, but, more important, a successful one. Many science fiction vrit-
ers féel it their duty to take mot-shots at the mores and idiosyncrea-
sies of Society, but in most cases such attenpts obscure the story it-
self with shavings from the suithor's axe-zrinding. In “"Venus Plus o
Sturgeon succeeds admirably in placing his jabs at mankind where they
will do the most good, but the priue purpose of the novel--that of
telling a story--is never lost sight of during these sessions. This
hook is actuslly composed of two novels, existing simultaneously, and
gquite apart from each other even at the end. The first story is that of
Charlie Johns, who wakes up and finds himself inexplicably in a new and
different world, which he is asked to judge for the beneflit of his
hosts. The second story is the story of some normal American neignbors,
in the not-too-distant future. In its early stages, the continual jump-
ing from what I cane to think of as the "major story" to this sub-story
was distracting and annoying, bub it is within the framework of this
shorter tale that oSturgeon nunctures the fads and foibles of his cur-
rent-day society, strikingly similar in its more repulsive details to
our Own.

nVenns Plus X" does not deserve the stock recormendation, "A superb
science fiction novel.™ it is a superb novel with no qualifications.
(Pyramid Boolks i#F-732, 4LOo¢) ' : :

"Worlds of When," the second Pyramid edition (Pyramid Book #PF=-733,
40¢), is another in a long string of Groff Contlin anthologles. It con-
tains five short novels: two good ones, two superlative ones, and a .
single clinker. The latter, to reverse chronological order, is conit-
ted by Arthur Clarke, a Sundey sudplement story with science fiction
trimmings entitled "Death and the Senator'. Clarke's talent, vhich 1is
by no means extraordinary under normal ¢ircumstances, deserts him com-
pletely in-this case. My initial reaction To this story was to leave it
unfinished, but inh the interests of fair réeviewing I regral to say that.
I read "Death and the Senator' in its boring entirity. However, Clarke!s
enbarrassment consumes only & snall portion of the anthology, aul the
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remainder is unequivocally recomnended to all inveterete science fic-
tion fans. Mack Heynolds and Fritz Leiber contribute worthwhile sturies
concerning, respectively, the political problems of desentzfarmug, o
a test given to an average inhabitant of this planet in order to deter-
mine Terra's future position with regard to being citizens of the gai-
axy. In spite of these uninspiring blurbs of mine, I enjoyed both sto-
ries heartily. The true worth of "Worlds of When" lies, however, irn the
superlative tales indicated above. The remaining novels, Chad Oliver‘s
?Transfu31on“ and Margaret St. Clair's "The Rations of Tantalus' are
indeed superlative. Miss St. Clair's little geu could probably be call-
ed, by a less friendly critic, a minor-league UHGOL T T 5lok’ 1t A s 1de
exceptional, but this writer manages to do more with the characters and
events than would many authors in tihree or four times the space. 0li-
ver's is the best novel in the book. Chad Oliver is always at his best
when writing ahout anthropology (no surprise, since he is an anthropol-
ogist), and this novel is probably his best. It concerns the events, in
the world of anthropology, following the discovery of a method of -tra-
velling through time. This is, of course, a great blessing to any an-
thropologist or paleontolozist, but when several scientists conduct ex-
periments with the time-bridging device to observe early man rather
than just a few of his bones, they can't find him. Thepided, 1!'macef=
tain, is original, and the treatment is superb.

"Man's Emerging Mind,” by 7.J. Berrill (Premier 3ook #4459, 50¢); is
what Alexis Carrelts ‘"Man, the Unknown" should have been but was noks
(See Kipple 25, pages 3-5.) It is a comprehensive analysis of mankind,
his origins, accomplishments, and goals. It is of amnle interest to the
student of biology, anthronology, or philosophy, containing elements of
all three in equal amounts. Although scientifically precise in nearly
211 its statements and theories, there is one glaring error which I am
certain must be a tynogranhicsl one: "In any case it is somewhat chas-
tening to find that the Sumerians of Mesopotamia, star watchers though
they were, had put the age of mankind at 473,000 years, which is about
the figure now accepted. Even their estimation of the age of the earth
at two million years is of an entirely different order from the bibli-
cal calendar of later times, although it is about one-twentieth of what
we at present believe it to be." There ig 'some doubt as to. Berrill's
estimate of the asze of menkind, but in 1955, when the book was written,
these were the accepted figures. llowever, 1is estimate of the age of
earth is preposterous, and I would hazard a guess that the printer mis-
printed "billion® into 1illion' at one point. Two million years 1is
one-twentieth of forty million, but forty million years is not even
close to the age of the earth.

Aside from this doubtless uanintentional flaw, "Men's Tnerging Mind" is
5 fine and valuable book, certainly worthwhile to anyone who wishes to
learn more about mankind, physically, mentally or emotionally.

Just as I was about to congratulate the general high level of quality
revarded in the recent "Emmy" awards presentation for the best televi-
sion programs of 1961, I happened to read "Bertrand Russell Spealks His
Mind" (Avon Bard Boolk #G13, 50¢). The book consists of thirteen chap-
ters, transcripts of thirteen intervieus presented on BBC, the goverii-
ment-operated, non-commercial television station in Angtand. They are
prograns which could not have been nresented on any United States tele-
vision station without, at best, extensive editing. The icontroversy"
of "The Deienders,' an extremely fine weekly series on American televi-
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sion, appears sick by comparison. Lord Russell, surely one of the
grea%est minds of our cenvury, gives his frank, unrehearsed opinicns on
such-unrelated sutjects as religion, fanaticism, the nature of hapri-
ness, the-H-bomb, birth control, the future of mankind, morality, ra=-
tionalism, pacifism, the role of the individual, communism versus cu«pl-
talism, and others. '

I have no doubt that this book will be banned shortly, and I am €X-
tremely happy that I purchased a copy as soon as.dtihit: the local
stands. As I casually loitered in frent of the drugatore magazine rack,
two fat, pompous middle-aged women began reading the blurbs on the back
cover, containing quotes from Lord Bussell such as "A great many pecple
enjoy a war provided it is not in their neighborhood and not too bad. ™"
They began making comments about that 'nasty man," and I turred to
them, smiled cheerfully, and made an obscene sucking noise with my
mouth, whereupon I turned and stalked out much to their horror. On re-
flection, I regret this act--not because ofitttsieffect on:the palr-ol
shrews, but becauses Lord Russell should not be identified, however
briefly, with an obscene  sucking neLsey

Anyone alive from the neck up should be interested in "Bertrand Russell
Speaks His Mind."

"The Truth About the New Birth Control Pills," by John Devaney and
Philip Reaves (Popular Library Edition #5p121, 90¢) is a slim book for
the price (126 pages in large type), but it is a valuable reference
volume to one of the major controversies of our time: 1t glives the, hls-
tory, effects, and reasons for birth control in startlingly objective .
terms--neither author has any axe to grind--and furthermore presents a
guidebook to the morass of stupidities and contradictions which com-
prise the attitude cf the Roman Catholic Church toward any form of con-
traceptive device. (The most notable of the contradictions is that the
RC church opposes contraceptive devices on the grounds that they inter-
fere with "natural laws," yet it favers abstinence as an acceptable
birth control measure--and what could be more "ynnatural’ than abstin-
ence?) It describes fully the effects of such new devices as Enovid,
Norlutin, and other progestins, as well as the manner in which they
prevent conception. It also outlines adequately pcssible dangers over
long periods, which have not been adequately researciied as' yet. It
would be interesting and instructive to give a brief resumg& at this
point, but thanks to the control exerted by Anthony Comstock even from
{he grave, this publication would be unnailakle if I were to do so.
Suffice it to say that everything one could want to know about this
delicate subject is contained within this volume.

It is inevitable that the Kennedy administration will be severely cri-
ticized from many quarters for some of its actions (or lack of action).
I have done so myself, although in general I find it indistinguishable
from the previous Republican administration. It is certainly no worse;
it is probably little better. However, Frank L. Kluckhohn, authcr cof
MAmerica: Listeni" (Monarch Giant #MS3, 50¢), finds absolutely no vir-
tue in Kennedy or his administration. Although the author is obviously
sincere in his beliefs, I find it difficult to believe that a man could
act as President of the United States for so lorng without doing even
one thing right, but that is precisely what Kiuckhohn suggests. There
are legitimate complaints to be directed to the adminisiration, but Mr.
Kluckhohn, in his rahid Republicanisin, doesn't mention many of ihem.

)
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His attention is given instead to insinuations of vote rigging and to
finding Hidden Communists within the group of high government cfricials
e happens to dislike, He also manages to bring the President's rela-
tives into the picture, ridiculing them for anything from playing touch
football while pregnant to eating peanut butter sandwiches to dishcnast
stock manipulation. This book has all of the distasteful characteris-
tics of sour granpes, and Mr. Kluckhohn is not adverse to the use cf
such unjust tactics as guilt-by-associatiation. He indulges in *his
disgusting practice while summarily dismissing 511 of Kennedy's alds as
being un-American: "ADA, in its 1961 platform, for instance, b2lieves
too much accent is placed upon 'military' rather than economic and po-
1itical considerations in the Far Zast, and questions tne need for con-
tinued maintenance of American bases there. Tt is an interesting coin-
cidence that Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev has long called for the
elimination of such bases." Mcre blatantly: "Arthur Schlesinger, JIr.,
whose father belonged to eighteen Communist fratESe .ol

If anyone wants an interesting guidebook on how not to fairly criticize
the government; I recommend this book. Being garishly colored in red,
white and blue, it won't be difficult to find on the book rackee.

WAmerica--Too Young To Die!" by Major Alexander P. de Seversky (Mac-
fadden Book #50-122, 50¢), is also a criticism of governmental policy,
though of a more precise rature. Seversky is critical of the military
policy of the United States, particularly since the end of World \ar
TT. There are two other major differences between this book and "Ameri-
ca: Listen!": first, Major de Seversky does not attempt to win argu-
ments through the simple expedient of calling his encmies names, but
instead presents cold, hard facts in support of his statements; and se-
cond, Major de Seversky actually has several extremely important
points, rather than meaningless quibbles about pregnant peanut butter
sandwiches. He points out that in spite of the government's lack of de-
sire to spend money on the project, it is imperative to perfect an an-
ti-missile missile. He also attacks the stupidity of spending tremen- -
dous sums of money to maintain a teonventional! army when the next war
will be almost entirely an air force venture.

Unfortunately, the book seems to have been written primarily as civil
defense propaganda. After many pages of facts and figures on how incom-
plete our defenses and retaliatory powers really are, he then goes into
a spiel designed to convince the reader of the advisability of a blast/
fallout shelter in his back yard. His approach is an interesting one,
playing as it does on patriotism: At the beginning of this book I men-
tioned that in the next war the major casualties will not be among the
military, but among our civilian population. The men, women, and child-
ren at home will be at the front line. It is very important for every-
one to understand that being a target makes everyone also a powerful
deterrent, giving each individual an opportunity to strike back at the
enemy just as decisively as any member of the Strategic Air Command or
the lorth American Defense Command. The citizen who takes the necessary
precautions to survive a nuclear attack is a true American, a patriot,
and a true defender of freedom. The defeatist, the person who wails 'I
might as well be dead as alive after an atomic attack!--the man who
nmakes no effort to protect himself and his family--is hardly ful f11T50E
nis patriotic duty. He is encouraging an attack on his country."

To anyone burdened by this depressing thought, I recomriend massive do-
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ses of "Man the Beast and Wild, Wild Women," by Virgil Partch (Uell
Book #R129, 40¢), or "Pardon My Blooper," by Kermit Schafer (Cxast Rool
#5527, 35¢). The former is a collection of hilarious cartoons by VL,
prpbably one of the funniest cartoonists alive today. "Pardon My Eioop-
er! is an anthology of boners from radio and television, most of then
extremely good. (Of ccurse, as is normal in such situations, they are
always more humorous when heard than when read.) Most of us know of
several such bloopers, probably second- oOr third-hand, but here are 140
vages of broadcasting mistakes. Both of these book are just the thing
for a long bus or subway ride, as long as you don't mind rolling on the
floor with laughter while riding such a conveyance.

Although my reading tastes are rather wide, the biography or auto-bio-
eraphy is the one type of book for which I have never been able to
raise a great deal of enthusiasmn. Aside from my personal tastes, a very
good reason for this may the the nature of the books themselves: they
strike me as rather dull and colorless, in spite of the fact that the
central character may have led an impressively eohertal life,. LE'‘the
work is a biography, the writer is probably working largely from taped
interviews, newspaper clippings, and other second-hand sources, and
thus create an impression of rehashed nothings. In an auto-biography,
the writer generally has an annoying habit of trying not to sound con-
ceited, and such a work further lacks the unique perspective of an out-
sider looking in. "Assignment: Churchill," by Inspector Walter H.
Thompson (Popular Library Book #9p127, 50¢), is an exception. Inspector
Thompson was assigned to a special squad of 5cotland Yard officers
whose duty it was to act as bodyguards for various public officials,
and in this capacity he was Winston Churchill's “shadow" for nearly
twenty years. His knowledge of the situations about which he wriltes,
both important international problems and personal criges in the life
of Mr. Churchill, is extensive, and he compliments the factual content
with a brisk, pleasant writing style. Herein are to be found intimate
personal glimpses of one of the greatest statesmen of our century,
written by a man who was as close to him, day and night, as his own
wife. : '

"The Strange Story of Our Earth," Dby A. Hyatt Verrill (Premier Book
#d163, 50¢), is ‘the story of our earth from its birth to the advent of
man upon its- surface. It is an extremely fine work of the Tpopularized
science" sort, although the tremenZous scope of the book creates under-
standably sketchy sections. There have been many thousands of pages
written on the subject of evolution, and when any book attempts to tell
this entire story in 149 pages of large tyne, allowances must be made
for omissions. In this case, while dinosaurs and mammals are handled in
a competent, reasonably comprehensive fashion, other equally important
forms--such as the Paleozoic sea-life--are virtually ignored. Within
the bounds of these limitations, Verrill has done a fine job of intro-
ducing to the reader the history of this planet. He has what I suppose
would be called some rather strange theories about such matters as
early New World man and sizes of prehistoric insects, but this is not
spusual--there are as many theories in this field as .there are scien-
tists to advocate them. (Verrill, for example, postulates Devonlian
roaches twelve inches long, ten-inch crickets, foot-long grasshoppers,
etc. Many other paleontologists scoff at this, and I am inclined to a-
gree with then.)

Above all, this book should not be read as anything but what it is--an
\-, vy
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introduction. If anvone should buy this book on my recommendation, read
it, and find themselives interested in the history of 1ife on tuis pian-
et, then by all mcans go on to some more substantial work, such:as Dar=
win, guxley, Carson, Simpson, or others. But as an introduction, 1) e

superb.

"Abortion: Murder or Mercy?" (Gold Medal Book #s1215, 35¢) is not the
normal sort of "confession' novel, although I suppose it would fi%
nicely into that category by most criteria. The authors are Margaret
Witte Moore and an anonymous doctor who performed illegal abortions for
a number of years and served a prison term as a result. It is not a
normal confession for several reasons: first, because it has none cf:
the gummy, maudlin cliches of a typical confession novel; and second,
because the doctor does not sound particularly repentant., It describes
fully the reasons of both doctors and patients for allowing and per-
forming abortions, criticizes the incompetent quacks getting, rich n
the field, gives a clinical account of the process of aborftion, and
presents several case histories of types of patients. Dr, X has scme
opinions on the laws governing abortion which are somewhat less than
meek, and he makes his position very clear. Birth.control and the need
for sex education are also touched on, insofar as they relate to abor-
tion. It is a highly interesting account.

AND THEN I READ:

"Jew Stories from the Twilight Zone," by Rod Serling (Bantam Book
#a2412, 35¢), wherein Mr., Serling prooves his ability to turn first-
rate plays into second-rate stories. Not recomnended.

"Atlas Shrugged," by Ayn Rand (Signet Book #Q1702, 95¢), a monumental
tale running to 1084 pages. It is a fine novel, but cne thing bothers
me: having read this, pius "The Fountainhead" (687 pages), I am still
not sure that I understand Objectivism compietely. Highly recommended.

"New Handbook of the Heavens," by Hubert J. Bernhard, Dorothy A. Ben-
nett, and Fugh S. Rice (Signet Science Library Book #P2123, 60¢), was,
for me, sort of a refresher course. It has been ten years since I ser-
iously studied astronomy, and I was amazed at how much it is possible
to forget in that period. Highly reconmended.

"The Marxists," by C. Wright Mills (Dell Book #IX141, 75¢), appears to
be a very objective presentation of the history, theory, and- practice
of Marxism, plus the story of the changes and distortions of that the-
ory made by current-day Marxists/Communists. Highly Recommended.

"Nine Planets," by Alan E. Nourse (Pyramid Book (Worlds of Science)
43, 75¢), is perhaps the btest of this month's additions to my library.
It is equal parts fact and speculation, the former presented in an en-
joyable, non-textbook manner, and the latter sclidly supported by in-
formation and deduction. Dr. Nourse's knowledge of this solar system is
immense, and as an accomplished writer, he is able to present this in-
formation in an emminently readable facghion. The only discernable fault
of "Nine Planets" is that the good dcctor's extensive krowledge is con-
tradicted in the Mel Hunter illustrations, which show, for example, the
sun .as seen -from Pluto many times larger than it could possibly be. But
by and large, this is the most interesting, ianformative book of its
s-.:!‘_!
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type that I have ever read. Very highly recommended.

"The -Day the Earth Caught Fire," by Barry Wells (Ballantine Bock #FA02,
50¢), appears to be the effort of a mwinor author to write a major ro-
vel, and, predictably, he fails. The central character, so help mgs SLS
a one-time hotshot newspaper reporter who began drinking when his wife
left him. He is constantly in danger of losing his job, but a fatherly,
veteran reporter covers up for him, occasionally writing material for
nim. If that sounds familiar, it's only because it should. .O0f course,
the entire story has a science-fiction setting: the earth has been
knocked out of its orbit by nuclear explosions, and is falling toward
the sun. At the end of the novel, the planet is returned to its orbit
in the same manner. The author unfortunately forgets (to put it as
charitably as possible) that any explosion capable of affecting The
planetary orbit would also destroy a sizable chunk of the planet in the

process. Mot recommended.

"The Origins of Scientific Thought," by Giorgio de Santillana (Menter
Book #MQ336, 95¢), though a small boock for that price, is an extremely
interesting one. It chronicles the opinions, attitudes, and theories in
211 branches of science from approximately 600 B.C. until 500 A.D., an
era of interesting, if not particularly correct, theory. Highly recom-
menced.

--Ted Pauls

A fan, according to Eney's Fancyclopedia, is "a follower, devotee,
or admirer of...fantasy in bock and magezine form, cn rilm, and on
the airwaves." Specifically, a (true) fan "maintains a correspon-
dence with other fans, and visits them when located in the same
area. He may publish or write for a fanzine--cr several cf them. He
often attends local club meetings, and, finances permitting, con-
ferences or national conventions." There is no gqualification in

this definition to exclude those people Joe CGibsen doesn't happen
to like. It would be nice, I admit, 1f we could relieve certaln
people of the term fan. T+ would be extremely easy to say "Wetzel
is.not, a fan" or:"Degler is rait o an ;A thisexozel sing all evil-
doers from our ranks. Unfortunately, this is merely convenient; 1t
is not realistic.

I am a liberal. I am also a fan, by virtue of publishing and contri-
pbuting to fanzines, attending corferences, correspcending wi.th other
fans, and visiting local fans. I am an admirer of fantasy. While it
may hirt Joe Gibson to admit it, I am as deserving of the term "fan"
as many people who are not iiberals. So are other liberals.

Justitia omnibus, Joe?

The number in this spaceeJﬁ’C~ is the number of your last issue; the
letter "T" indicates that we trade, "C" that you centributed, "3" that
this is a sample copy, and "P" that you are on my permanent Lisi, \
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’ As deeply acs I sympathize with the problems of the Negwc in
this country, as much as I admire the work of the NAACP, CORE,; and
othgr Negro organizations, I can't help feeling that they are creating
an issue where one doesn't exist, in this particular case. The cliavges
ter of_Jlm in'Twain's novel is far from a-degrading one tc the Nagro
race; instead, Jim epitomizes the humanity of Negroes, and in his rela-
tionship Wlth Huck, who represenis the lower strata of the Border
states white of the day, the essential brotherhood of man underlying
white and black skins is forcefully affirmed.
S ] The days of slavery in
this country, as much as we would all like to forget it and deny it, is
still a fact of history and as such deserves to be examined and discus-
sed. For the Negro to deny his history of slavery 1is as unrealistic as
for the Jew to deny his history of slavery. If there is any degradation
connected with Negro slavery in this country, it is not to the degrada-
tion of the Negro, but rather to the eternal degradation and shame of
the white race. - :

But even more serious, I believe, is the position that
the NAACP has placed itself in, in this instance. It is.trying to‘su-
press the free expression of ideas by students, to censor a work of
art. It might be argued that a musical written by a high school student
is probably far frcm being a work of art, bat this really 1s not ger-
mare. It's interesting to note that the Negro students enlisted to en=
act the roles of Jim, and other slaves. saw nothing objectionable to
their parts until the NAACP took an interest in the affair. Tkis type
of pressure by the NAACP is just as cbjectionable to me as the pressure
exerted against the showing of the film 0liver Twist" by Jewich organ-
izations, or the attempfed pressure by the Catholic Church against the
film "Martin Luther". I just plain hate like hell to have any group, no
matter who or what, attempt to proscribe my right to be exposed to any-
one's ideas or works of art, no matter how awful they might be.

KRIS CAREY I say the John Birch Society 1is off its rocker. Even
1015 SmColD ST. if there are dangers from a subversive element in the
WASCO, CALIF. United States, the publicity alone of the various an-

ti-communist activities has scared them off. All of
the numerous organizations to fight commnism arve just adding to the
confusion. Also the feuding and fighting between neigkbores caused by
the communist controversy is doing just what our friends in Russia want
it to do. They know that a s»lit in the enemy ranks can ald them no
end. Oh, I admit that we should keep ftne FBI on the alert for communist
"conspiracies," but to let the narrow-minded people take the problem
into their hands would actuelly hinder. (£I hope that "I say the John
Birch Society is off its rockexr" was a product of nervous typing fin-
gers, not serious thought. It is mprecisely this scrt of conment to
which I cbject, since it is a favorite tyvme of argument frem the far-
right elements., It wouldn't do for we broad-minced individuals ©o stoop
to those tactics.?}) - : 3

AS to the Minu®te Men here in California, several of
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