-.-:“}‘E\\ N
\‘t t\\\,‘ﬁ ‘.: —— '}P‘"’_

7'/{\\ M\' S A fyys
5 =, 2 12

=, Nz
: N, D e
g

'3

{ o —







Tage 1l. contents and Intro.

Tage 2-3. 'Honesty Is The Best
Policy! ~- a liverish look at SF.

Fage 3o Editorial (supposedly,
I've since thought of lots more
things to say.)

FPage 4-8 'The ¢ritical Question!
~—.mainstay of this issue, consist-
ing of letters plus an article from
Terry Jeeves commenting upon 'QON
THE @THER FOOT' in NEXUS ONE.

Tage 9, 12 'An Extraordinary Mecting

Of Irish Pandom'! by John 3Berry.
a punny story -- and I boobed the
printing. You'll se€€cocoo

10,13,13,14, *The Iron Fist! =-in
which Joe Patrizio and myself swap
opinions on H.Beam Eiper.

Tage 14. Shameless filler itenso
Fage 15=19, 'Lettercel!

Tage 20-21 'Pins and Needles', being
Mailing Comaents; this issue concern-

ing the first mailing of PaDs.

Page 22, Books For Sale —— won't
anyorre help pay for this zine ?

Front Cover by Dick Howett
illustrating ‘Nexus!

Back Cover by Terry Jeeves, printed
in red upon orange paper as an
experiment (which will not be
repeated. )

This is NEXUS TWO, produced for
the 42nd (December) mailing of
OMPA» One dozen copies alco get
a secondary distribution in PpaDs,
the BSFA Publishing and Distrib-
uting Service (until they kick

me out for not following the
rulese.) And finally, a few
copies get sent out for general
distribution to a favoured few.
(and 1 do mean few =~ I'm only
printing 83 copies this time.)
If you don't answer this issue,
and arent’t. in Pafds or OMPA, that's
it == no more NEXUS.

I need letters —- and not sssays
on how badly 1 type, how pcor is
the typeface on my machine, how
careless 1 am with reproduction,
and such minutae; what I want are
meaty letters commenting upon the
issues raised in this issue. I've
tried to put some life into the
thinge..I think there should be

a bit of controversy for almost
everyone. Goodness knows, what
with ZENITH 7 and the ART FOLIO
to getuout for December, i'm up
to my follicles in workK...so show
your appreciation, huh 9

Sorry to all the members of QOMEA
(to whom I am a complete stranger
and newcouer) who won't be able to
follow much of the zine, consisgt-
ing as it does of couments upon
Number One, which was puat out
through PaDs and general distrib.
There are no copies of No 1 to be
had, as far as I know, though most
UK OMPAns received copies.

To set the record straight, this
is edited, printed, mailed, and
for once largely written by ; -

Fete Weston, 9 porlock Crescent,
Northfield, Birmingham, 31l. UK.

Artwork mainly by Terry Jeeves.
and Dick Howett,

Copyright 1964 for OMEA.
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Before I began ZENITH, I regarded those fans ]
who called the prozines wicked names, and/or | HONESTY IS THE
confessed to not reading phem, as shameful ! REST  POLICY
heretics. Now, inevitably, it is my turn to . ™~ i
attempt a diagnosis as to what is wroug with
modern magazine (and book) science fiction.

My conclusion is jhat a certain type of author, supported by a class of
readers who ought to know better, has gained the ascendancy over writers
of the older school. The influx of toffbeat!' writers from !contemporary
fictionthasn't helped matters eithser.

K o e

what is wrong is that today the authors are no longer honest with their
readers. Back ten years ago, the most hack plot would attempt to explain
and/or justify the plot-action, dialogue, and conclusions, no matter how
naive or incorrect these explanations might be. Today, the author does
not explain his plot. Tnis is left to the reader. All the help hei is
given is a paragraph or two of 'poetic' slop, or vague 'with-it' verb-
alisation; if that ! often, I doubt whetner even the author can  think
of a reason for his story. The material.bsing printed cannot be called
tstories's A better name would be 'ramblings'.

Ten years ago, the readers of the magazines would not have stood for
this behaviour for a moment. They would have written in to the offending
author, and would have said 'that story was nonsense.' While today,the
readers write to say that the story was ‘'deep' and had 'subtle meaning!'
and 'sociological extrapolations which involve the most intimate asp-
ects of our society' The story is still nonsense. But somewhere, the
readers have been convinced that they like nonsense, and that ifhe does
not understand the story, then he must not admit this, lest he be con-
sidered obtuse. On the whole, the modern idea seems to be that the less
understandable a story is, the better it must be. Mustn't it !

Now to put the editorial finger on some prime culprits. Authors who will
not bother to turn out a workmanlike job, and whose reputations, in my
jaundiced eyes, are totally inexplicable.

The worst of the lot, of course, is J.G.Ballard. Bhen I feel like writ-
ing a scathing article, such as this one, I read selected passages of
tyoices Of Time! to work myself into a fine fury. He has some unusual
ideag and I have enjoyed an occasional story of his, but nine times out
of ten his ideas are not worked out properly. The recent 'Equinox!' in
NEW WORLDS reached a new depth of idiocy.

cordwainer Smith comes second on the list. I'll never forget the otime
that I read !'alpha Ralpha Boulevard'. I have enjoyed *Game Of Rat And
pragon' -+ but that's alll Though considered tdeep, poetic, and subtle!
I consider his work to be mainly slop.

Avram Davidson has done terrible things to thé standard of F&SF. I have
never read one story by this man that meant anything at all to me.

And so it goes on. .

Without listing more authors, it is possible to say that F&SF has the
highest percentage of nonsense per issue than any other. Woe that Anth-
ony Boucher ever left the editorial desk. Galaxy has dropped from my
favourite magazine to being little better than F&SF. Occasionally ik
exhibits signs of recovering, but never does. Analog remains the only
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magazine that I would really miss if it should fold. In spite of some hack
writers, and sometimes trivial plots, it has at least remained comparativ-
ely free of pointless idiocy. Witness that it never prints stories by J, G.
Ballard, gmith, Davidson, & Company.

In my opinion then, the writers and editors are to blame. Pwrhaps the shift
of policies was responsible for the slump of the late fifties ? At any rate
the change from straight-forward story-telling to metaphysical dey-dreaming
began in earnest around 1958,

1 doubt if anything will be done about the situation at this late date. I
shall have to resign myself to a perpetual state of dissatisfaction with
the magazines, and to a continual.rereading of back issues before iof the
1950 period and before. Thank goodness that there are still some authors
who take pains to lay out their stories properly. Such being Poul Anderson
Heinlein, H Beam Fiper, Algis Budrys, Arthur C Clarke, etc.

(Bven these can lapse into the t‘progressive! style sometimes. Witness the

all time low of Anderson's NIGHT PIECE ((IN F&SF of course, where else? ))
and the decline of Heinlein in his last few books.)

EDITORIAL

The writing of editorials is a task that I detest. I usually have nothing
at all to say, and I suspect that this shows. ‘

NEXUS came out rather early for PaDs, but once I had the idea, a creative
mood came to me, and I had to get the magazine finished at one sitting.The
odd spelling mistakes and typoes that were noticed were the result of com-
posing on stencil and doing almost all stencils at one sitting. -

1 was pleased atothe reception, especially of my 'critical' article. There
is a gelection of replies included in this issue.

- One thing that bothers me. I just cannot keep the page-count decwn. QOnce I
begin a magazine, it growsj; departments appear as fixtures, and the thing
swells up. Charles Platt asked me to keep NEXUS to about 12 sides,I think,
but it grew to more, plus a fliere. I suspect this issue will be at least
as bigo

Another thing I've found, is that.it is one heck of a lot more fun to run
an informal zine like NEXUS than it is to do ZENITH. I don't intend to fold
ZENITH = but my enthustasm is behind NEXUS. It is much more fun to write
arti¢les for myself, rather than wait for others to oblige.

Another point —— I'm no artist, but I do draw a limited number of subjects
reasonably well, If I get space I intend to put my own efforts in as fill-
erse S0 don't be surprised at mechanical nudes and rocketships (i
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The article in the last issue; entit-
led 'On The Qther Toot! drew a large
reply. This section consists of a sel-
ection of letters, and an article by
Teryry Jeeves., Purther comment will be
doubtless couming from other PaDzines.
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'"PEOPLE IN GLASS HOUSESecooocececocacoes! Dy Terry Jeeves.

In my time I have criticised many a fanzine, and not always has my critic-
ism been itself, beyond criticisme...BUT I have tried to keep it om the xight
lines, Of late, a new school of comment seems to have reared its ugly head.
eeooM] don't like this, therefore it!'s BAD,BAD;BAD® seems to be its theme
song. The new wave fanzines seem to be thelr main target, ZENITH, Al IEN,VECG-
TOR, etc, all have had their brickbats..most of them unjustified; so some
of you bods out there, before you throw any more, read this, then think,

Criticism can be either objective or subjective. The first kind is very diff~
icult to supply, since there is so little to be objective about. «= Slze <
Apart from your own personal preference, a fanzine is only too big if you
cantt send it through the mails, or too small if you need a microscope to
read it. If objectivity over size is impossible, it should be obvious that
just about every other comment you can make about a fanzine is likely to be
in the subjective camp, so let's look more closely at that angle.

Subjective criticism boils down to your opinion of a fnz compared with a
mental standard (possibly based ou other fnz of your acquaintance). with &l
due respect, though it is your own lily white and simon pure opinion , it
does not automatically follow that it is righte... so0 a bit of humility is
in order., Great as the temptation may be to say, "Joe Soap's article stinks?
at least two people think something of ito...Joe who wrote it, and the fened
who published it... and of course, there is always the chance that it may
have stepped on your pet corn, even though an otherwise impeccable article.
coeseVen the Fope might frown on an article which extols contraception and
castigates the Catholic Church, and the Pope isn't renowned as a faan.There-
fore, gentle brickthrower, might it not be wiser,(and kinder) to say, # I'm
afraid that Joe Soap's article did not appeal to meo."

To stop there is to commit a further fault. How the heck can a faned judge
future material from the fact that you don!t like Joe Soap's pilece ?2?There-—
fore expand your theme a bitco..®Itm afraid that I didn't care for Joe Sox's
article on erottling greeps for several reasons...viz.." and then give your
reasons, Not only does this help the faned to assess future submissTons fran
Joe, but it also (I hope) may help Joe to improve his work, and. if your
giews are well reasoned they will also help to entertain the rsgaders of the
anzine, ’

Now before you don sackcloth and ashes, and hasten to wrap a layer of velvet
around your brickbat, let me make a further point or two. For your copy of
Analog, or New Worlds, you have shelled out hard cash on a commercial, pro-
fessional magazine, and if it doesntt come up to standard, then you have
some grounds for complaint. When you cough up 1/6 or 2/- for a fanzine; yeu



5

are not paying for it as much as you may think so...you are only helping
to defray the expenses of producing the thing. If you don't belisve me,
then YOU have never produced a fanzine; which while not debarring you
from airing your views, should at least make you think more carefully be-
fore dipping your pen in the vitriol.

After a faned has put in the slog of collecting material, transferringit
to stencil, getting it illoed, duplicated, collated, stapled, into ewel-
opes, addressed and mailed out (and what blood,sweat and tears are con-
densed into that description) he deserves a little more than a terse note
soncerning Joe Soap's B,0. Instead, what does he get ? Out of 100 copies
mailed out (and only half of them paid for if he?'s lucky) he can expect
no more than 20 letters. 0f the 20, six might contain subs, and ten will
include no more than half a page of vitriol (Joe Soap stinks again) and
for this so-called Letter 0f Comment, the writer will no doubt expect the
next issue frees.

gobering thoughts aren't they ? well, before putting a second layer of
velvet on that brickbat, here's another bit of tobacco to put in your
pipe and smoke through. Have you ever published a fanzine? I asked ob-
liquely before...let's be direct, HAVE YOU ? Failing that, have you ever
helped produce one ? By typing, stencilling, duping, collating, or add-
Tessing ? Hmm, if your answers are still 'No', then you make &l nighty
lopsided sritic. Let's give you another chance. Have you ever camiributed
a story, a poem, an article, or art work to a fanzine ? In short, have
you ever done anything for fan publishing, other than pick up the mail,
sit down on your padded posterior and hurl postal potshots 27?7 well;have
you ?

Let me repeat; having done all these things doesn't automatically entitle
you to a voice in fandom, nor does not doing exclude you. what such act-
ivities do is to give you a far better understanding of what you are tal-
king about...and perhaps may help to make you a more charitable critic.
The kind who says what he likes, without the error of thinking that what
he doesn't like is neccessarily bad and wronge

This article has entirely omitfed to

mention the other kind of letter....the

one which is usually referfed to as
A7 troses's It deals with Joe Soap thusly
A , jﬁ oeso ] really enjoyed Joe Soapts piece
because 0fcoeo®

The omission was intentional ——- after
Vs all, no-one ever writes that kind of
(" comment these days, do they 2
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Archie Mercer ° 'on The QOther Foot!';, spelling & strike-
overs aside, is fairly valid I think.I'm
not all that sold on what It've seen of Damon Knight (the capital Iletters
are intentional) fiction as it happens —— and what I've seen of his aibic-
ism tends to strike me as mofe in the nature of acedemic exercises than
useful comment. That'!s irrelevant though I suppose. However, if ZENITH'S
Teaders were mistaken about the height of its standards, the fault is lam
geley yours for not being specific enough at the time,; sowthat they could
only judge by what you seemed to be doing..

Ron Bennett I was very interested in your editorial
in NEXUS about what constitutes the id-
eal table of contents for a fanzine. It has %o be recognised, if only from
one's bitter sxperience, that you cannot please éveryone with everything,
though of course it would be very pleasant if you could. There seemsio be
two actual points to this topic, however, and whilst I think that there is
a tendency to view them both as one, I feel that they do in actuality nedl
isolating. Firstly, there is the actual bodily content, the subject mat -
ter which you are publishing. You can either publish one type of material
(i.es fiction or articles, and them of course you can categorise ewen fur—
ther by publishing say only fantasy fiction or serious sf articles,or fan
profiles, or GDA stories, or..the list is endless) or you can aim at a
melange of which some particular item will please someone., Secondly there
is the question of guality; whatever course of action you choose,the mat-
erial can be either poor or good or at some point between the two.Accord-
ingly it is possible to displease a reader either by presenting good mate
erizal which doesn't appeal to him from the standpoint of subject natter,
or by Jjust plain printing turgid crud. It is entirely up to the fan editor
to decide the type of material that goes into his fanzine. If anyone wants
either 'all fiction! or 'mo fiction!' or whatever, and the editor does not
feel this way himself, then the editor is right. That!'s all there is to
the point. As you yourself say, the editor is paying out good hard gash,
for a hobby, and it is up to him to decide what he wants to print.However
there is no excuse for printing poor quality material. It would appeadr,
that the thermometer the editor possesses, the letters of comment,cangive
a great indication as to how he is ir fact pwogressing. He must learn to
differentiate between thd, if I may use a 195860 term, 'bitchers! & the
fans who are deploring a lack of quality. If the editor continues to pub-
lish long enough, and is on the right lines, it is amazing to note  that
the majority of letters a) increases in number in fterms of % turnover of
readership, and b) become more marked in their praise,

But you haven't got a legitimate cause for cowplaint you know, when gou
say that the gpod points get no or little comment, while the slips -get
many., This is only because fans have begun to expect an overall hig@sian~
_dard from you, and that when you live up to this reputation there is mno
point in commenting on it. Right ?

/ True enough Ron. I think that I shall concentrate more on one type. of
material —- namely, serious articles and criticisms.of SF (and.also, T
supposey, of fandom & ianzines) For instance, I'm going along with Chas
platt who suggested that I published only what I personnally like. Z=6
has no fiction., And ARTICLES ARE WANTED PLEASE §!
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Dick Howett 1 found the 'Critics' bit 'On The Qther
Foot!' about the best thing in the mag.,
and quite a true picture in fact. However, about aims set for mags, or for
anything for that matter, if one edition of a mag is above the standard set
then anything below, however well done to the standard, is regarded as bad
Maybe ZENITH is too good at times, and thus the adage, the mighty have the
farthest to fall, or something. Perhaps, the mighty fall the hardestsceeoos
Damn, I!'1l get it right one day. Still, with Zenith, being just good is not
good enough. Sector General was a complete waste of space. In my mind it
should have, and could have been, left out. Still, as you say, not. every-
body has the same tastes, and a pity if they had. Modelling Zenith on g
prozine is one cause of unfavourable comment. Too many people look at JF,
and then at ZENITH, and say 'Yes, this month's issue of IF was much better
than genith! I think Zenith is the better of the fanzines, and would . be
sorry if it fell below my standard of what a mag should be. Maybe,.in Zen-
ith, you HAVE set the standard too high. Or maybe, I have. : '

Bill webb As for your editorial, it made me think
- T of the story about the old man, the boy
and the donkey. If the old man rode the donkey and made the boy walk, they
(Lookers—-on) called him selfish. If he walked and let the boy ride they
called.him daft. And if both he and the boy got up on the donkey they call-
ed him cruel to the animal. The point is that whatever you do somebody is
going to grouse about it. Jo do what you think is right and to "hell with
them 3 ' '

chris Priest I'm a coward when it comes %o Lo{s.They
are the bane of my lifeo =——-~~ the only
things that detract from.my enjoyment of fanzines. 'Don't read toc fast' I
think to myself ~—~ t'you'll only finish it and then you'll have to write a
Lo¢t But finish in the end I always do, and the inevitable rears its ugly
head, Having left writing for a couple of days (the excuse here is,! coll-
ecting impressions') the pen is raised and then trouble sets ing What to
criticise 2 You can't pick on all the best bits, because if you do, the
letter looks like its addressed to the Secretary of The Beatlest Fan (lub.
equally, if you comment on all the bad bits it looks as if you dislike the
magazine. g0 out comes the Middle~Qf~The~Rodd polficy. Wi liked the story,
but § didn!'t think much of the editorial. That article was good, but the
book reviews weren'ti..aind so on., Taken as a whole, such a letter has no
form, and the editor of the zine in question thinks his readers can't form
definite conclusions. He gets very worried about his msgazine, - ‘switches
policies, and tactics, at all turns, and the zine suffers. He then produces
a PaDzine and writes a long article on LoC writers,

which brings me, (the long way) to uy point., Your article was on the ball
here, but it deals with ondy one side of the problem. (For the other side,
reread the preceding paragraph) An editor of a fanzine should not, I think
go out of his way to please his readers., Accept constructive criticism yes
but to dog his readers suggestions blindly is stupid. Anyway, as you said,
it can't be done ~= the Middle Path is the only way. For a magazine  like
Zenith, an alternative way is to decide on a palicy for material,gather a
flock of suitable feature-writers, and accept only those contributions.from
outside written that fall within your general policy (Always assuming, of
course, that people do contribute articles. )
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It is my personal view that Zenith lays itself open to criticism by its
very policy of being 'modelled after sz prozine in that it is presented
in a formal, fcommercial' approach,! This is possibly the root of the
problem, By attempting to emulate the prozines, zenith suffers by com-
parison, regardless of the actual worth of itself, Perhaps if the Zenith
layout. wasn't so 'rormal’ The Teacership’s standards would be altered,
and Zenjth would come out on top,

Zenith is véry well produced, but it is let down by the level of witing-
stendard of its articles. By the way, before passing on, I thought that
your article (in Nexus) was itself very well-written, better-written,in
fact, than I have come to hope for in amateur zines,

30 how do I judge the rest of Nexus 9 To criticise anything is to risk
being called a peseudo~kuightist, At this stage, obviously, the esgiest
way out of this LoC is to take offence and sign off. But wait,L'1l risk
being insulted, and carry ofoseco..

John Berry I note your 'ON THE OTHER FOOT' in
g % - which you castigate your clientele,
for their reviews on ZENITH 5. This, of course, is a phase which all
fairly new publishers go throughs..feeling that scathing or inadequate
comnents are a personal attack on onets self and on one's ability as =n
editor. There is no doubt that at first one feels very down hearted at
poor response, and sarcastic comments, but gradusally you begin to ab-
sorb this less personally, and perhaps come to regard the critics  and
criticisms as merely perhaps childish or unfeeling observations made
Just for the opportunity of saying something. You will fingd that the
intelligent critic will not infer tBaf @@ article or story is stupid or
Ccretinous, he will merely say that he thinks so, Nothing anfioys me more
than the client wHo has newer written or published or evan read . eny=_
thing making frivilous comments about something which, as an editor you
thought was pretty good. To sum up, don't take it so personally, merely
take guidance from the critics who know what they are talking about,

Allow your clientile to think what they like about your brainchild so
long as they have earned an issue through subbing or trading.

Graham Hall I think you should be pleased that
ZENITH appeals to an audience wide
énough to include these vast differences of opinion, I don't know which
Class I'd fall in., I'd fall in, I'd fall somewhere in between, as would
90% of fandom, I guess.

You say %There is no good reason why I should not pack it all in todayw
Aha-. e .SubscriptiOnS ????? *

You also say "and I will not be addressed as if any items considered
POOTr are my personal fault.,® If they're not your fault, whose are they
It's the price you have to pay for the priviledge of being editor. vou
take a gamble —-- in DOUBT I did with the campbell story — which may or
may not come off, depending upon many thingse I hope it does, but if it
fails to, itrs My Own Fault for misjudging my readers.

'.'.'0'#.0..3.‘...".".'.".0.9.'CDPIG.GIOO.'..UOOOCOCIODIGl...‘......

Ay more comments that come in now will have to go in the Lettercol.



A shoxt resume of a typical meeting of Irish Fandom bighlighted paxhapms by +he
attendance of Seattle SAPS fan Burnett Toskey...date, 29th July, 1964.
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more than an exercise of pedal—cycle parking. James White, Bob 4Z3[Ef?§“7?}7’
Shaw, and the vemerable George Charters, to say nothing of myself,

could be seen free—wheeling down the Upper Wewtownards Road

towards Number 170, brakes throwing out sparks as the blockless -~ ;
metal bits bit into the wheel rims, Willis, not wishing to have
his front garden turned into a scrap yard, moved not only ours,

but his pedal cycle next door. —— T STt N
- IV CS

A deoade has passed...ten years in which the financial sbatus of Irish Fandom
members has Tisen considerably. James White, with forty five professional sales o
his oredit, has a foreign car...Willis proudly bumps around in an MG, a large cax
which befits his high position in the Civil Service. Bob Shaw owns a Bentley, ro-
plete with walnut dawhboard, and George Charters possesses a black Morris Minor.

As I cycled to Beechgrove Gardens, Belfast (the Shaw residence) these cars
could be seen proudly sunning themselves outside, while the fans faces looked
through the window as I pedalled up the pavement and stopped by wrapping my arms
round the itelegraph pole and kicking free of the bike. :
Bab Shaws'® face particularly looked highly indignaht,
the locale has a somewhat high-class aura, and to be seen
receiving -a guest just arriving pn a pedal cycle isn't quite
done. A normal pedal cycle perhaps, but not mine.

T went into the front room and met all the fans. Toskey
I knew well, having met him in 150 in Seattle, and indeed
T'4 been with him the day before. We sat around hearing Bob
Shaw boasting about his beer-brewing outfit. He'!d purchased
it for 6/6, a large bag full of hops, sdme bubbling material §o
and a thick polythene bucket. He fetched it downe.,.a yellow
mass frothed there in the twitching bucket. It was such a o
revolting sight that I had no alternative but to ask him if (&
he'd brought down the right bucket. He ignored this, and gave =~
it &bit of a shake, peering into the horrible gooey mess. =
Then Walt Willis, who had been sittiing there with pursed
lips, gave out with a superb pun, the like of which has
never been heard before or since. :

"Bob," he said quietly, "is playing carboys and enzymes,"

Bob crawled away with the bucket, muttering to himself, and then his attractive
wife Sadie came in, crossed to the window, and almost fainted. She pointed to my
bike, laying across the roadway just behind Bob'!s Bentley. She turned and looked at
me mutely. :
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READING THE BERRY ARTICLE ? DON'T STQP, TURN. OVER TO PAGE 12.

For once I boobed., I ran off two sides on to different sheets. Damned
if I'm scrapping them though, so Itll fill these two pages with some-
thing else, Getting careless arentt I ? Wouldn®*t do in ZENITH, but then
this is (only) NEXUS. And so follows yet another piece which is totally
neaningless unless you saw NEXUS l. And there aren't any more left.

= Q== Q== QmeOam Qme One O we Qo= Qe Qe Qe O s Qom O 2m O O Q2 Qe Q= Q4= O Qe O 2o O O 2 Qe Qe G Qo Ot Q 6t O s Qem Qo Qe

Joe Patrizio on 'The Iron Fist!

I would bet real money that most of
the comment on N1 will be precipitated
by your right wing SF article. I will try to limit my own to the salient
points and not go off for pages.ol once wrote an article about gtarship
Troopers which got it out of my system but here we are again. I never
did send that article anywhere, threw it out I think, but my copy of the
book is gll marked up and ready to go when you write yours

wMost SF fans have absolutely no qualifications in politics (etc) to

judge our contemporary golitical and social system® you say. This is prob-
ably true, but no more true than ® most politicians have...® or*most IF
writersc..® so I dont't see any point in your first para, unless it is to
imply that fans arguing against something Heinlein or Piper has written
are doing so from a position of weakness, are standing against a better
informed point of view., This I don't accept.

For a start I am at a disadvantage in nat having read either of the piper
stories you quote, and had't even heard of them before getting Nl.

tHit them before they hit yout! is not a self-evident truth, except to
barbarians; it is self-evident kalf-truth —- first you must make sure
that they really intend to hit you. The validity of this statement was
demonstrated during the colonlsing of pmerica; the Quakers, when they
landed, set up no stockades and made no aggressive overtures to the Ind-
iang, and so lived quite peacefully with them, which those holding the
philosophy above could not do -~- rationalise please.

Now lets try to answer the ideas set out in the quotes you give.

(5 quotes from SPACE VIKING, SLAVE IS A SLAVE )

@uois ' le The big weakness with democracy is that it considers everybody
as civilised and sane, and so leaves itself wide open to those who arentt
(e.g. Hitler) But what are the alternatives ? A dictatorship might work,
but it depends upon the dictator, -~ the men best suited probably wouldn't
want to take on the jobj a dictator is by definition a megalomaniac, i.e.
insane, Communism is virtually the same as dictatorship. Anarchy is fine
—~— but not if you want to keep our present level of civilisation.(?),
wetre just not ready for it yet. Yes, democracy has got some bugs in it,
but it has the makings of a fine system of goverment. It at least rscogn-
ises its faults, which is half way to curing them, all we can do is stick
with it, it?1l,come in time.

guote 2, The implication here is that force is a panacea —-— well if it
13, God help us all (somebody help us all). I can't agree at all, but
find myself in the anomalous position of secing that force is at times
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neccegsary, while at the saume time abhoring it., Porce should only be used
as a last resort. What I find sickening about arguements on the use of
force is the glib way a justification of fpersonalised?! force is used to
justify t'massive retaliation® or some such thing. If someone is about to
hit me I protect myself and hit him back ( or first if possible) but I
cannot extend the arguement to my hitting his wife and children, uncles,
aunts, cousins, friends, dog, etc. If you are going to use force it must
be a very personal thing.

Qoye 3, This one seews only to prove that cats like to kill mice = so
what ¢ I consider myself to be not a cat, nor a uouse, but a human being,

Quote 4, This one I agree with. At least to some extent. It is a gener
Bl Statement on a generally held false assumption. —- &.1 people can be
labelled tgood! or ‘tbad! irrespective of circumstances etc. All Commun—
ists aretbad,?all pmericans are *'good', both these statements are palp-
ably and demonstratably f{mnaccuraie. I keep on trying to get people to
accept the fact that people are people and should be judged individually.

guote 5 This one can only be answered in the context of the story in
WHicdh it appeared —— it doesn't mean anything otherwise.

1 see¢ you say we should read the stories before refuting the atatements —
why 2 They stand by thuuselves (except the last) and can be refufed or
supported, as they standeocsoso

An pnswer (of sorts) to Joe Patriziocece..

well, Joe, youtve lost your noney there, since you are the only one out
of quite a few readers who mentioned the article at any length. Archie,
(whom I thought would be greatly enraged) said very little, while most
other readers confiessed that they thadnt!t read the storiest. Since you
hadntt read the stories, yet answersd anyway, it shows that some of thenm
werentt all that interested sooo(Chris ?)eo.

This is the sort of thing that annoys me. (Like the tine someone, I
think it might have been Ethel, was discussing sone SF and dismissed

my favourite story of the year with *Even SPACE VIKING was ,, ..-....c0')
The two stories that I quoted frow impressed me very desply, and I very
much wanted to discuss the ideas raised in them. However, none of the
local group read the stories, and no one in fandom seems to have either
read or remembered the items. Most discouraging. Which is why I wrote
that article; -~ to try to spur on someone to read the things., (I intend

to loan the stories to you, Jos, and will be interssted in any opinions)

Fiperts world-view coincides very closely with mine., Even more so since

1 discovered his works. ¥ou'll notice his philosophy is decvp-rooted and
not a newly-reasoned thing, viz. ' He Walked Around The Horsest which
first appeared in ASF about 1948. guote,®we have Louls! own weakness to
blame, too. If hetd given those rascals a whiff of grapeshot when the mob
tried to stormwyersailles in 1790 theret?d have been no French Revolution®
Notice the expressed desirability of force, at the right time, which

was also expressed in @uetes 2 & 5 in NEXUS l:eccco000sc00

Apologies for the jigsaw-like layout of this issue, but if I wish to
express myself at length, (and T do,), I shall have to move again to
Pagesco.1eltt!S S€€jy00013. I think. Try it won't you..



It was no use my taking the bike round to the back of the house, people would
automatically have thought it belonged to Bob. I knew if I put it in front of the
house next door, the people would sue.

Willis came up with the solution, as we all knew he would.
"We'!ll put it in the boot of my MG," he announced, and stood up, accepting the
egoboo graciously at this unselfish gesture.

A1l along the Gardens I saw curitains moving slightly as Walt and myself picked
up the two wheels and the frame, and carried them to the rear of his large MG.

My wrestling with the frame brought no
tangible result except for two long
parallel scratches along ‘the rear mud-—
guard, which I hope he hasn't yet discov-
ereds I breathed on 'em and.rubbed like
mad and they soxrt of faded away tempor—
arily. Willis had trouble with the
wheels, part of the inner tube had
wrapped itself round his neck,; the jug-
ular vein of which was throbbing like
mad. We tried for about ten minutes,

and eventually Willis sort of just
jammed the boot door down as hard as he
could, and I was only able to move my
head from underneath it by a fracti®n of
a second, I could see he realised that
his genius had at last let him down. The
one consolation was that it was getting
d—ark@. a e

Back in the front room, Sadie handed out
goodies, baked by herself; and Toskey
t0ld his enthralled audience about a car
trip he had taken that day around County
Down with Walt Willis.

Toskey said that he had been intrigued with the high brick walls which surround-~

ed quite a number of large private estates scattered around the countryside. He
admithad that he had ouwuil nULNING like this in America., He opined as much.

"Tn America," he said,!" you never see places walled-off like thato"

I happened to glance at Willis. A smirk appeared across his thin lips, forming
itgelf into almost a sneer of shiouy dxiumph. He coughed, and we all became silent.

"How about the Waldorf Astoria," he said.

I took my turn in the queue to shake hands with him. Did T say that the caxboy
and enzyme joke was his greatest triumph?, No, I must say in all sincerity that ihe
"Walled—off Astoria' is the climax of his career as a punster.

I had to leave shortly afterwards...it was twilight, and I had to assemble py
pedal cycle for the three-mile #ideabsme. I was sorry to leave the meeting, Willis
had taken the centre of conversation and was saying something incredibly witty
which sounded like "ASTOUNDING has the feet of Clayton'.

It was all too esoteric for mEaeseecaos
HSEAE R IR R I HIN John Berry,

1964,
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Working through your letter, Jjoe, we get the following results; —

My opening paragraph. was preliuinary waffle, interdded to explain that
current politics (e.g. Couservatives versus Socialists) was of no
mportance in deciding an issue of a VYastly bigger scale (e.g. democracy
versus dictatorship/monarchy/ Empire.)

¥"Hit them before they hit youY...you say this is only valid, if you make
sure that they really intend to hit you. You then mention one especial
case and ask me to resolve the seeming contradiction., Further on, you
yourself say just what Piper is expounding, your para. 6 #If someone is
about to hit me I protect myself and hit him back (or first if possible)u
This is all piper is claining...the right to hit first if it is neccess-
ary. fhile democracy would waste the initiative by debating and fiddling
(admirable procedure, but fatal in times of violence), a dictatorship can
be relied upon to use this right to hit first. That!'s why the Commies

are always on the offensive...they seize whatever advantage and initiat—~
ive there is to be had..at once. Not that I adunire the (Commies..but their
system of dictatorship works.to these limited ends.

Piper does not approve of a police state..but he does want a strong,
independant; fast moving sovereiga., The difficulty id, as you say, in
choosing a ruler...those who want to rule are usually unsuited, while the
men who could do the job don*t want to. Budrys wrote a story about this,
and so did another fellow, Plato wasntt it %

The case of the Tilgrins versus the Indians, I think, is not typical of
the type of situation usually encountered in Pipert's cosmos., In that case,
the culturally lower Indians naturally preferred not to fight, and (for
once) the whites didn't exploit this relucteance to cause trouble, In the
sort of situation Piper imezines, and theorises about, the two powers sre
both of nearly equal culture and power, The conflicts are very different
to the puropeans v. Indian situation

while you admit the right to hit first if justified, Piper is going one
step further, and is saying in effect that if they don't hit you now,
they will one day, if left alonej so don't leave them alone

Youanthen consider those quotess

1 7You agree democracy has some bugs in it, A very good point you mede is
that it does admit its own failings. This is indeed an asset, although, I
fear, democracy is not as keen as it could be to set its house in order.
Eiper is saying that democracy won't work at present, so let's abandon

it for something that is a little sounder in practice. You know, we are
fortunate in having the sort of culture that wants a stable goverment,
and in which the politicians are (fairly) hones%, trustworthy, and demo-
cratic. England is aboug the only country in the world that is not cont.
inually trying to find loopholes in its Censtitutidion. Ferhaps this is
because we don't have a written Constitution ¢ For the like of me, I do
not see how England got this wayo..o.

How about another topical quote from SPACE VIKING..." It may just be

th& .there is something fundamentally unworkabvle about goverment itself,
As long as homo sapiens terra is a wild animal, which he always has been
and always will be until he evolves into something fifferent in a million



Ar S0 years, maybe a workable system of goverment is a political science
lmpossibility, Jjust as transmutation of elements was a physical science
impossibility as long as they tried to do it by chemical means,

eooo Then we?ll just have to make it work the best way we can, and when
it breaks down, hope the next try will work a little better for a little
onger, 4
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