From E.C.Tubb - "some coastructive suggestions for TAFF":- 'ﬁ - 7'}_.5544
Also;

i thero were more than wented in tho kitty at the end of the votlng vhy not scnd
two or more reps? Winner gets full farc. Vhat's left gocs Lo sccond vinner and,
Qe SEEsblEmore; dovn to thind,

Vthich brings up o now principle;

I takc it that all nominces arc both ablec wnd willing to go if clccved. It scoms
to bc a wastc o f time running o list of candidates tvho arc only theore Zor the fun
of it and vith no rcal intention of going. So; why not ask for o bond? A fiver
say, as proof of good intont, moncy to bec roturnod if nomincc is gonuinely prcven-
ted from fulfilling his bargaln, decath, illnecss cte, but f orfeit for any other
oaisERniL

Fron W.A.Willis to Candidatcs o nly: rclcovant oxtract:- ] ]42 5541
"Somc mombers of the London Circle hevd proposcd that cach condidate should bo ro-
quirecd to post a £5 bond to guarantoc that they arc scrious about accepting nomin-
ation. Onc docsn't like this sort of thing among fric nds, but I can scc their
point of view.;that anyono preparcd to make sacrifices @m ooptonbor to go to tho
States should be willing to mokc somo now. Howevor it's possible that some of you
might not bec ablec for somc rcoson to send in £5 just at the moment and I shouldn't
likec to rcfusc you r nomination or that account --cspecially sincc I haven't roeol-
ly got any mendatc from fondom for such an action. So I proposc mcroly to ask you
to send in the fiver. I will state on tho ballot form the namos of the candidates
who have donc so and lcave it to the voteors to draw their owm conclusionSecescccos
I cnclosc £5 which I understand will be forfeited if I am cleoeted and do not go,
For sny othcr rcoason than physical Incapacity. (Hote: the £5:w11]1 of coursc bo ro-
fundcd to all unsucccssful condidatos.)

CE@IES : OF. CERTAIN LET st

CONCERNING

= ‘Vﬁ_ﬁ:/y
From Ken Slﬂu,r's Crpazine: L il
"Quito apart from the objcctioc n I have to tho goneral idea of this "bond" busincss,
thero is also the clausc that nominces arc called upo n to sign. It rcads:- N
(Here KFS quo tos the underlined portion as above. )

"A most unhappy sot of conditions, that. I con imagine scoveral quitc good rcasons
why, apart from personcl physical ingbility, sormcenc might not bo able to go: at the
last moment. Apart f1om the possibility that ho has boen shoved into jug for fail-
ing to pay thec finc lovied upon him when ho has ignored the warning of tho Kecper
oft- the Printed Books, wvhat happens if his wife; child,. parent, ote., aro seriously -
1lil2. Suppose lior:ic on @ jury, or a witness? Supposc, like me; e has to hive damuui-
ority to lcave thc UK, which authority can be rcvoked ot ony timec - onc of tho snags
abeut being on the.rcoserve, I have to spy "Pretty please" teo the Wh. - up. towile
aetual time of deparbure? Oh no, thore arc many other "just causcs" whichsmight
prevent the winning cuandidatce from taking advantege of the chancc, apart from physi-
cal incapacity.

The ideal answer horc is to have tho rumncr-up standing by, as closc to the time as
possible. Twvon that is not a2 good solution, but to hold o throat over tho candidab-
cs hoad..hcll, London fandom will be charging their wateor pistols with sulphuric
oY@l Salergel; O




Dear: Walt, ond other addrcssces,

In vicw of tho unfansmanlilre Dosition adoptced Ly 'some members of the London CEfrcaiel
who have suggested that candidates fominated by the Trans Fan Fund Trip should be
colled upon to post o bond, I fccl regretfully compelled to decline the nomination
which Pcter Campbell has so kindly madc for mo.

I comnot reenll, whon Walt and I, with a number of others, discussod tho sobtting up
of thc Fund, that anyonc suggested after I'd nominatcd Walt to run the Fund - the

hc should post a bond as sceurity for the moncy he would collcet. Ior ecan I rececall
in the fandom I uscd to lmow any proposals of a similar neturc being nade in sinila
circumstances. Iy conclusion is Lhercforc that the proposal comes from o nower -
and B Ehls ¥s thoir attitudé - wndosirable scction of fuidom. My desire to be ass-
ociated with such is non-cxistont.

Please ncte that this is a personal protest against this suggestion, ond that I am
still in favour of the fund and wvhat it represents - or should represent - which is
to say the good fellowship ond spirit of cooperation which exists in truc fondom. Y
support for the fund will continue - and I think I con cloim that I have clready ca -
tributed o sum in excess of the cmount of the bond to the fund.

In conclusion, should any otlier nominec bo in the unfortuncte position of not beirs
able to rdise a sum of £5 to place ok hig bond, I am preparcd to place that hoad foy
him, This will then avoid that unfortunate SuEgesbien mode by Walt thet. it wllil bo
publicly disclosed that a nomincc ha; not placed his bond. Tiith the cxcoption that
I wiIl not, Imovingly, cxtend tho ofler S0 ony member of the London Circle wha has
supported the infrmous suggestion which is tho subjecct of my disgust. I trust thas

_SIAYER OLPAZINE GONGIIED, : "I DBCLINE

Vilt will offer he guidance on this DTG Tours fantastical ly
From Tric Bentcliffe; " T DO NOT DECLINE 5 i ?'? -8
Dear Welt : </ e k)‘“T

Thanls for your circular letter, enclosed you will find one signed copy of this, and
also = money order for £5-0-0 which can be coshed ot the Newtovmards Rd Post Office.
1 hope thet this is fairly close to home.

I received o letter, subject TAFF from Ken Sloter this morning, ond I must say that

I ngree with most of his corments, cppertaining to this £5 bond. However, I om not

Geetimine bical s ef -t S8 fen i fela “n ik rule out the possibility that this idea

stemned from the vmrped mind of a certain infamous member of .thc Londoa Cirele f T
think you vwill !movr who I mean without o noring of nanes), -and thet the i tion
1=} 3

of this gombit is that of reducing the "opposition". In one or tvo wnys, {1) The
Trufons orc expected to got oxited (sic) nbout the bond and declinc in protost (
the foamily men omongst the candidatcs vwho e elvieys rother hard vresscd for oe
at this time of, arc cxpected to bo uncble to post a bond and.thus losc somo vo
I may be completely off-beam with these statements, but-if a'fector conrot be clime-
inated, it must bec taken into nccount. And it ghould olso bc cxpressed.

Another reason why you have my Bond is thot - I certainly do want to o to Arerics,
and meet all the nice people with whom I have been corresponding with for so long.
I.consider this matter of the bond rathor "unfortunete", I do not believe thet ther
is any fan ( with the usual one exception) who would accept a nonmination,. wmd then
purposely go awol. And it is an insult to any trufan to imply that he would do so,
end this is what the bond implies. Fron a 'business' viewpoint, the hond is & good
idsa, and the spirit of it legitinate, but since when has fandom beon runm on busin
)3 RIS

I am very sorry that Ken lhas decided to decline nominntion becruse of this bond bLig,
for even Shough I want to go to USA very much, T must admit that Ken has donc far
morc for fnndom than I, snd even tshough he does not truly represent current fondom
(who dogcsi) his good works must surcly mele him onc of thc moss cligible candidnatces.

at, this thing isi'enfortuncte’, mnd I am afraid thot it FESCRRSC o s hell o

t] 1nish tea-cup. Besit vt ahes

r Jeovos ond Keu Slater..,.I havon's Ted!'s
1 Iacliciizic to a stemp:  In ny o
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norc than five cepics. P.S. Slnce we nrc 4o be business lile, wpuld FOW0G]

good as to let mec have o rcecipt fer the Fiver,..it's not that I don't trust

JOoU. ..t Your reaction to this P.S. will bo thc somc as the trufans to the bond
iden:”

From W.A.Willisg- i THE TRANSFANFUND 1955 e 7 2 e =)
"Dear @ric, Terry, Stu, Ken and Tod, O .

(O ok s Gl s Somcbody has to melic a decision here beforce this develops into a
full sealc row, ond it'1l have to be me. I cannot have Kon Slotor withdreving
from the clection in protest against a principlc which hasn't béen aspproved by
representotive fandom, so I have deeided to cancel the bondposting proposnl. ¥ill
ycu all plcasc strikec out the reclovant portion of that circuler and rcburn it to
me signed? Thanks. :

From my owm personal point of view I'd like to soy that in the plolskiltEkom STkl
rcsponsible for some £100 of other pooplc' s moncy, I don't scc how I could on my
orm respongsibility have turned dovm tho proposal once it was made © me. I whole
heartedly agrec that therc is no doubt as to the intogrity of the prcsont candid-
ates, but I felt I had to cavisnge the possibility that other candidatoes might be
nomincted who might net be so reputablc... If not this yecar, then somec later
year. It was o question of sctting a precedent which might possibly have turncd
out ve ry handy at somc timc in the futurc. However in view of the attitude of
Hen Slater, and his standing in fandom particularly in regard to the Transfanfund,
I feel I must drop this bond-posting question and let the proposers put it belore
fandom. I hope by then ®» mebody else will be in charge of this fund...

Also personally, I'd like to say in my opinion this proposal was not a Machiavel-
lian intrigue by @ me Svengali type in the London Circle, as has Hden suggested,
and that no reflection was intended on the integrity of any of the candidaces, by
the originators of the proposal. This was one of the many suggestions made to me
after discussion by somec members of the London Circle. I mysclf only acccpted it
because it might sct a useful precedent in casc we do cver have a natiwve Deglor
typo, not because I had anything but tho highest opinion of tho sinccrity of the
candidatecs. Best, -

P.S. No mentio n will of coursc bec made of this affair in the cleoction literat-
ure, and I hopc cveryonc will trcat this corrcspondence as confidential.'

* 80 u8see 00

From Ken Slaters- Ay ]:) _55éil
"Dear Walt, Torry, Stu, Eric, ond Tod, ‘ ' / A

Much as I apprecciat ¢ the action yiou “aressthldmest dlalisn deeftoels thch dhe! sy icavsite,
the cheek slapped, the gauntlet on the ground pick <% wWip “=snd jdepire k- Bagk on,
bit ccld out today). ' :
The kicker comcs in your P,3., of coursc, is what It'm getting at. In my ONMFA
PII2 "I DECLINE" has boon included and it has also gonc to a numbzr of other orst-
while foramost fans, so any attempt at secrecy is out, I fear. And, with all due
respects to everyone,n withdfawal now, tho upconing of Slatcr on the ballotshect,
would rather look like a put-up job, wouldn't it?
And of course, would also allovs anyone who felt lilke it to stand on their soop-
box and scream "Slater dictates to Willist TFascism is rife and rampant in the
rankst® Thilst I do not share the views of your (Walt':s) other correspondent in
that this was part of a Machiavellian plot, the fact cannot be overlooked that now
if the action suggested by you is token, the woy is open for ®mmec delightful in-
trigue - complete with a good salting of back-biting and outright rudcry.
Plus that, I know at least onc nomincc has alrcady paid in his fiver. So forth
and S0 Ol .
I honestly fecl that the best thing to do at the moment is to let things stand -
Eshgveldeelined, the battle royal between Tcrry, Stu,.Bric and Tod is to be weged,
with side-line fight on the question of how tho fund is to be administered, ctes
The question of someonc clsc to take over tho fund - and as I montioncd in my
other private letter to Walt I focl ho is in a most invidious position isehiarme
of the fund - is onc we can sort out ot the samc time.

S




(Hore follow vario us suggostions put forward by Ken. The lottor continucsss)
"Noedlcss to say, I'm sorry that my rather faopid action on issuing "I DECLINEY has
hienvedSatrhellick masis - i isandshGoltlicavionles == mnlesise lailits . 1ish me seds tlo thcek silloy;
movigg Slater, weighted dowm by (b)army dutics, that this swift responsc rather
shook -hin." (Herc follow personal romarks) "So there it is, folks. - I dcclined,
full well knowing the positior it ploeccd me inj and I don't went any chonge to be
mgde because of that I am thercfiore noti returning the agreement. form, Walt. .Sorry
ifi ®his causcs o further revision of your plaws, but as F zas tho. chap who made
the thing public, it becomes obviously ncecssary thoat I'm the guy who was to jolly
well lump ittt

From Tced Tubb:- copics to E.B. and WA - ;7“'7;2I—5544

Dear' Kon,

Itve rcad your open lctter in the ONPA post mailing and there's smcthing I think
you should know beforc allowing yoursclf to go shooting off at the mouth without
any real idea of whom you are insulting, and why.

I was the o nc who proposed tho five pound bond.

I scnt that suggestion, rcpeat; sugpestion; to Welt with o raft of others becouse
at the €imec I had the o bviously mistaken idca that I should telic on ective inter-
cst in the fund. Appareatly I was wrong., I didn't lmow then, and I'm not too surc
now, that TAFF wos 2 closcd shop., I must remind you, however, thot Valt was at
peRieeMtibenty - to* fopmet = thicMildcaortuset It vat i s dilseretiion. Therc was not,
nor could therc be, the slightest hint of pressure, forcc, do this - or clsc,

busl ncss "about it, and framkly, I am a little sick at. the nalicd juvenility of the
rcaction as publicly displaycd in your opcen lettor.

If you mcant to moke a personal protest - then why not keep it that way? %y wash
dirty linen in public - and why go out of your vay to insult me? I'm not going to
boast about how much I'wvo contributed to TAFF - that is irrclevont, I assume thot
we cach give what we can without any other motive thon merely to help o good causa
AN ES Ve Syous er cdbilt ~ for pukcinotiilvestonstin fvoursprobest = « L'd hardly Tile ‘tc
thinlk that you would be guilty of a calculoted bid for popularity, but don't you
think thot o little finding out of facts would have helped first?

To you, I lmow, fandom is a Groat Thing and I admirc you for what you have put in-
GoSlen - Bue really, Kem, donlt. you -thinlaehet®venr. nesignat ion. was, -as irell. as he-
ing ehildish, a littlc unfoar to all thesc whe want to votc for y.ou? Ve nay nob
alwoys agrec on covery point, but at legst we should agrec thot little things should
not be aggravated to mejor issues.  llaybe we should forgot thc wholec thing or, may-
be, as you'wve sprecad the assumption that ceortain ncw-comers to tho London Circle
are to blame, you should publicise this letter as widely as your protest.. Fair-
nesispiiswsomething Ssic, cantt have dysesnuch 4o

In closing, Ken, I rcgret that ycu no lengor irish to associatc with me, but I can
hardly call mysclf a now-cémer to fondom or the London Circle.

Howieuen,wiivm: olid" fashitcnecdt cnoughistio skl inera pathctic belief in frce specech,
Tiesdiontke: 1atver beneatht at ddlehaborithrcs

In closing though, Ken, I would lile to point o ut that Stu Mackenzie had nothing
whatever to do with the bond suggestion and, in effect, the only thing I'm guilty
ofiiisEmStRicinritio o great fant A Gierie st aun - .

As for the reactio n - to hell with itL I'm sick of the whole business. As ever."

Fro m Ted Tubb, copies to KFS &VAW: - 7 3 '/ 2 s
"Dear EBric,

Walt sent me the copy of your letter re: the £5 dcposit on the TAFF thing, and I
feel that it is up to me to.clarify the situation a bit before anyone goes off
full-cocked on ® me wild assumption.

First; I was the one who suggested that the deposit would be a good thing. e, all
on my lonely owm, unhelped, uninfluenced, unaided by any famous or infamous momber
of the London Circle. It was my very ovm brain-child and if any onc is to be & ot
at then that person is me.

L



"1 sent the suggestion to Walt along with a reft of others. I repeuf; Lagre.....i,
apperently I was dumb enough to think that I should talrc an active intercst i1 TAFF.
I also sent him the reasons why I thought it would be a Good Thing, somec of which
he has put in his owm circular lettcr, and apparently Walt thaight it had some merit.
Neither of us could guess at the reactions it has apparently aroused ond, to be frank
I can't for the life of me see jusk what all the screaming is about,

Let us forget the crocodile tears at the hard-hit family man. I @i a family man and
I kuow this, if I hadn't got a spare fiver now, I'm derm ccorbain that I von't have a
spare fifty or 30 wh en the time comes to go. TAFF doesa't pey for everything, you
kaow, just the fare. And anyway, is anyone losing anything? Thc cash is merely a
token of good fa ith as to intention and will ho rcturncd in full., Look on it as a
form of saving against the Grea t Day. As for the bilge about *trurcn getting all
excited and declining to go becauso they have been asked for a few quid! well, if
that's the way they fcel then to hell with theme I don't weant no vhining Bum
representing me

The wholc matter may have bcon 'unbrtunate!, I'm not the slightest bit intercsted in
defending the suggestion, it can be forgotten and I won't shed no tears., What I am
startled about is your instinctive assumption that the vholc thing originated with
Stu Mackenzie. Vihy, Eric ? Vh at has Stu donc that you should hatc him so much ?
Let's be fair about this, no onc denies you your right to dislike the man, but, in
fairness to yoursclf, you arc too nicc a chap to kecp on flogging a dcad horse.

Thy not takec a rest, eh?

I vas amuscd at your calm assumption that !'trufon' shouldn't be 'insulted.!

Yot, at the samc time, you admit thc bond is a good idca. TAFF, like it or not, is,
or should be, run on business lines, Moncy has beam collected for o purpose snd eny
purposc which dcals with monecy must, by definition, bo run busiacsslike. Cr do you
think that therc is a great big Santa Claus only too willing to pay out for cvery-
thing connccted with fandom ? If therc is, lct me know, I'd like to mcct him.
Personally I think that you've missed the centire idea bechind the bond, in your in-
stinctive scrcam against Stu. Th orc is no authority for saying that pcople will
refusc to be nomin ated if they can't go. Thorc is no grounds for belicving that fen
will not usc the TAFF nomination scheme as a sort of populaiity roil. inyonc will :
agrcc to be nominated, providing hc hasthe comforting koot cdze that, no matter what,
he can always rcfusc. The bond was mercly designed to bring the scoricusness of tho
underta king because pecple will hesitato whoen it comes to paying out if they are
not scrious. After all, you paid, didn't you ?

In-elosing,” Eric; I hépe you won't -gtill comtinuc to bolievo thet ‘this wholc thing
was & subtle schome leveled against -the !'Trufen'. It wasn't. It was only boecause I
thought it might bo a good ideca and, as “the wholec thing has bcon droppsd, there
ncedn’t be ony aftermath. I assure you that no insult was infeaded bocause, at the
time I made my suggestion, the list of nominces hadn't been posted, I don't like
fouding, but I do like fairness and, as you've cxprcssed yoursclf - as you have a
porfect right to do - you can now rest witht he Imowledge that cverything is as

befo re. I'm cortainly not going to insist that it be carricd out snd, I must point
out, that I still think I h ad tho right to make a suggcstion or svggestions without
worrying about being torn apart by outraged fen.

Incidentally, m ay I wish you full success in the clections ? ™

“rom ViAW to $he candidatess o) 44
ENEHRT ey, éﬁ 741‘“fj

{74l refrain from making any comments on your acktions in this oftair and just say
that your prwcont attitude scoms to mo extrcemely odd. There scems o me absolutely
10 reason Why’you shouldn't now :n in the election if you want to and certainly it
wpuid noc 1nvolve any cmbarrassmert to me or anyone clse. The position is simply
that a proposal vas made, that it was put to the candidates, that a protest was made,
and ‘that vhe‘proposal was withdravm. Any slight confusion caused by ycar Ompazine
;omnants viill be corrected by a statement from me (whioh wWill now have to be issued
in =y case) and.the whole matter will be forgotten immedioctclv. On the other hand
Jour prosent ottitude if conbinued with is bound to malke a mountain out of +his quite




10);

and may even leave some peoplce with the of course quite erroncous
impression that you never wanted to run, used the bondposting proposal as a protext
to. withdraw, and had your bluff called,

The position remains as set out in my last letter. - The bondposting proposal has
been shelved and the position is as it was before it was made. Candidates who have
alr eady sent in the money have had it returned to them. Others arc asked ™ send
in the undertakings with the bondposting part struck out. The same applies to you,
Yen, T hope you will decide to run and lect me have your undertaking beforec the
weekiendx, but since I've never had any intimation from you that you were willing to
go I can't put your name on the ballot form without it.

/s Tor yo ur suggestions about the Fund, if you will let me have them in the form
vou want them published I will distribute them. Thec samc applics to myonc clsc.
As for the question of the iAdministrator of the Fund I would be happy to be rid of
this thankless task and only took it out of a scnsc of duty and becausc I was the
cnly fan not likely to be a candidate myself, and thoreforc the only person dig-
ible. I looked forward to handing over the job to whocver goes to the States ncext
vear bub if you fecl this is a matter best dealt with by elcetion perheps you would
makc that proposal.

Tiould you pleasc let me have a list of thc non-OMPA members to vhom your stabcacrd
was scnt? Best,

x or in any casc beforc the 15th, when nominations closo, but it would be a big
help. if you would lct me lmow onc wey or the other beforc that.!

Pes sesoton e

From KFS to TICT: P T

"Dear Tcd, é% i ;Lﬁ B
First, please note that there arc no copies- of this to anyonc, 'ceopt my filc ad
you.

Second, I am surpriscd and L mcvhat dismaycd to lcarn that tho suggestion of the
bond came from you.
Third, “you" sheuld have rccoived: o copy of my: Tetter® on the 4th,” as it was writton,
stencilled cnd meiled o the main pcople coneerned vwithin holf an hour of my rccc-
iving, Walt's circular. However I had not at that timc road the OMPL mailing, end
did not Imow: of yo ur address change. Henco the lottor went - as I notcd in my
lctter of ycsterday others have - to Maida Valc.
Now for the meat of the motter. If the cxpression of on honest opinion, made with-
out any c¢oldly calculated consideration of the effects to or on me or others, is
juvenile I am happy to plead guilty. T think I can claim that my opinions are usu-
ally honest, and usually offered immediotely.
Everything so for connscted with TAFF has . been a matter of public discussion and a
referendum (of sorts, admittcecdly, but still a referendum which has drovm the opin-
ions of those interested) before any decision was taken. In this case it was not -
why, I do not ¥mow. I can quite appreciabte that your suggestion was made in all
good faith, and T can ‘@ ite see vo ur point -~ altheough I deplore thot vicw 6f fon-
dom. AS ¥y ou will note from my comments, I disliked the suggestion o start with.
I further disliked - and was reclly dismayed - at the suggestion thal the names of
these who had, and hagn't, placed a bond should be noted accordingly. That is real-
Ispigudtinm e siees = ST st ke r-dascsge s Bael aise ~ for any cther réason than
physical incapacity", which can hardly be the only just cause Ffor failing to fulfil
the contract.
As for firding out the facts; the facts were presumably those given in Talt's eirc-
alar: "“Some members of the London Circle have proposed.." If that was not the
case,- then Walt should, I feel, have said so. I would then havc bcen able to vrite
my letter to you instead of the larger part of active fandom, ' As for maiing o bid
for popularity , I can assure yo u that ideca did not cnter my hcad -~ if any thing,
1 am currently expceting to lose what 1little popularity I have left. Mot in comn~
ection with this; of course, tho it may have an ceffect ot that, but in somc other
matters.

—6-


took.it

KFS topgcr (Cont'd.)

So far as a dictatorial attitude poocs - that was one of ny rcasons for talting the
action I did. It seemed - on the face of it - that ifalt's dceision had been taken
rather on the basis of the exprecsscd opinion of a small scction of fandom, without
sny referencc to tho majority, which I feol is rather morc "dictatorial' than my
ovml-reaction, .Yow will note that in my letter of yesterday I have still rcfused
nomination on that very ground - that if I acccpted now, it would placc mc in the
position of being "dictatorial.

Like you, I belicve in freec specch - but therc was little freedom in the presenta-
tien ef the M"bond".sugpestion es a- foit aecorpli, with the threat that if one did-
n't @y, onc would be publicly noted as such.

With rogard to publicising your lotter, I am only too pleased to do so, and will
have it under woy as soon as possihle. I would, howeover, like your pcrmission to
edit? owli: the last but ‘onc paragraph.. "iIn closing Ken, : 1 woaild Like,wsStw. Maclen=
zic had nothing whatcver..." cte. I did not comncct him with it, mysclf.. .I did
not comnecct anyonc I know with thec idea - I was frankly unable to think of anyone
I considercd likely to makc the suggestion, cither as a:.group or en individual.
Hence my refcrence to a newer scetion of fandom - onc I know nothing about. The
personal differences of Stu Mackenzic and Eric Benteliffe are somcthing I Imow
nothing about, and I must admit that Bric!s lctter cameas cven morc of a shock to
mc than the "bond" suggestion had beon. I theorcforc carcfully refrained from men-
tioning either Eric's or Stu!s name in my letter of yesterday - referring to Eric
as "your other corrcsponcont" I soo no point in raising that harc in thec dcbate
on the "bond" - it is cntircly irrclevant to a diffcrence of opinion betwvecn you
and I on the need for posting a bond.

If you would give your ocgrcement to tho delction of thot para, I will rrot thielResit
out pronto.

I appreciate (going back a bit) that yo u arc not a ncwcomer to either fandom or
the London Circle; ot the samc timc your suggestion is hardly onc I'd have cxpec-
ted from you. Howevor, rather than scvor our rclationship I am quitec willing to
orfer a public apology for any personal affront you nay consider I have put on you
- although I would apprcciatc your prmission to withhold the public purt of the
apology until the question of the "bond" has been decided.

On ono point I will agrec; the reforencc to any comsribution I.may have made to
tho Fund was stupid. I rcaliscd that after I'd sent it out. Eowever, as I statced
in the beginning, the entire thing vas an immediatc rcaction and cxpresscd an hone
ost opinion; it could perhaps have been bettor cxpressed in p rts, but it is an
opinion that I still adhorc to, and will continuc to adherc to, although naturally
should the schemo cbtuin the approval of fandom-in-gencral, my objoctions will be
withdrawm. I shall not tcar up my fag-cards and rcsign from fandom,

With best wishes for your success in the clections,”

o8 e s0 0w

H. Ken Bulinor So TiAWge i e //1
"Deoar Talter, e e

There was quitc a discussion at the Globe last night about the unwarrantcd abusc

of the London Circle by Xen Slater in his decclamation "I Declinct™

The London crowd have beccome very used to being the vhipping post of Briti sh fandom
Tho fact that, when the Horthern fon, after ycars of cribbing, cventually held a
convention that, but for the good humour of the attendces wrould have becm the fias-
co of fan-legond, no derogatory rcmarks camc from Lendon has been convenicently ig-
norcd. It was fclt that thc latest instalment of the mud-bath had, perhaps, boen
too much. To rccapitulate:

Ted Tubb, in all good faith, sont you a suggestion, with other suggestions, about
the handling of TiFF.

This particular suggestion you fclt to bo sound and so, as you had cvery right to
do as managecor of T.FF, you incorporatecd it in your administration.

Kon 3latcer objceted to the suggestion.: He immediately wrote and circulated through

N~
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HKB to WAW (Cont'd)

Jan dom - to vhat cxtent is not yct clear - a malicious attack upon London Fandom.
The fact that this manifesto was also a small-boy rcaction to being left out of
somcth ing docs not materially affcet the issuc.

You reacted by deleting the offending suggestion, on the valid grounds that childish
d ifference of opinion like this should not be allowed to stop Ken Slater from

standing for TAFF. You exercised your authority as manager of TAFF in order to
keep the Fund in being and functioning as it was intended.
Righ t - now everything would have been all right except that it was not know that

Ted Tubb had made this suggestion. Blamec had been apportioned to Stuart Mackenzie.
There was also a regrottable letter from Eric Bentcliffe which incorrectly attributdd
the suggestion to Stuart Mackenzie. Accordinglys
Ted Tubb wrote Ken Slater, informing him that Stuart Mackenzic was not the instigator;
but that Ted himself was. He also asked Ken Slater to publish a retraction in the-
same mammer as he had his declamation.
Ken Slater replicd that he was dismayed that Tod Tubb had made thc suggestion. He
‘ag recd th at hc would publish Tcd Tubb!'s letter, cxcept for the paragraph which
pr oclaimod Stuart Mackenzie!s innocence. Ken Slater also now threw blame on your
shoulders by saying that you should have asked for a refercndum from Fandom before
pr occeding with this uuggostlon. That this is not consistcnt with the previous
pr occcdings of the fund is conclusively proved by the suggostion of a 10% rctainer
put forward by Ken Slater being incorporated into the administration without general
voba.
There is now th o position that the London Circlec has becen blackened by Kon Slater
ir Fandom and thc London Circle feol that it is time thesc attacks ccased. When
Ken Slater refers to a 'newer on d undcsirable scction of. fendom onc can only assume
that he is referring to Stuart Mackenzic, as, of the London Circle participents, all
have been in Fandom for a comsiderably longer pceriod than-has Ken Slater. There

has apparently been a 'foud! in bei ng between Eric Benteliffc and Stuart Mackenzie.
As far as I know, Stuart Mackenzic has not sought to carry this !'fcud' further in
rceent months, ho has published his desirc to forget it amd he has refrained from
publlshlng lotters in his posscession which would: show the blamec to fall squarcly upon
Eric Bentc liffe for this bad-feceling.
Thercforc, in order to clarify the whole positio n, and bearing in mind your request
for privacy has becn sh attered by Ken Slater!s publication, tho London Circle intcend
1o publish without comment the wholc of this unhappy correspondence. I wos author-
ised to specak f or the London Circlc fen involved. Tho information I quotc above is
tr uc to my mowledge and belief at this time.
Will you therefore pleasc lot us have a copy of Tod Tubb!'s letter to you containing
his suggestion of a £5 Bond.
We arc not, at this juncturc, concerncd with the merits or otherwisc of this sugges-
tion. Wie feel th at we have boen cat-called long cnough ond wish to present to
Fandom a rcasoned casc for our innoccncc. This will best be achicved by publica-
tion of th esc lotter s without comment of any kind from us.
Tho troublc stems from the lack of organisation in TAFF - and this mcans, mercly,
that therc should be some constitution or sct of rules. There is absolutely no slur
vih atsocver upon your namc. You have acted in good faith throughout and the London
Circle have bocn heppy to abide by your docisions in thesc matters. Ve have merely
made suggestions and have not published inflammatory declamations. This ties in with
my previous letter to you on the subject.
A tcleglam is being sent to you today by Joy Goodwin (I aslied her to send a 'Greetings
grQM) asking you to be ready to talk to us over the telephone on Saturdey night, the
11th, on the hour cormencing at 7pm. This is, I understgﬂd the successful qystem ad-
opted between you and Vincoent Clarke. I trust that this does not interfere with eny
plans yo u have; but we would like to obtain the original sugpgestion at this time so
that we nay g o ahead with publication.
I ¢ on say that the London Circle feel that Ken Slater should hawve his chance to
stard and be elccted for TAFF in view of. his past services to Fandom. I will refrain
from eny pcrsonal remarks about his prosont”attitude and his bilious cynicism about
232



HI® 4o WY (gentra)
OMPA .
Finally - we will discuss this matter with you on Saturday evening; but I wish to
make it quite clear that the London Circle arc detcrmined that their neme shall be
clcared of the unjust and snccring attacks so rccently and ruthlessly made, that
individuals' personal quarrcls should not be extended to cover in their bad humours
all th ¢ members of an organisation which does not concern itsclf with such quarrels,
that the London Circle can, on occasion, risc together to protcct its own falr name
and that of any of its members and that the time is long overdue whon our side of
fhe controversy should rcccive its just due.
We fcel that TAFF is a scheme of great vision. It should not be allowed to fall into
disrcpute becausc of the irresponsiblc actions of individuals who appear blind to
the-true nature of Fandom, We do not likc thc idca of London and London's nominces
being smeared before the TAFF campaign officially opens.
From VAW to HKB. 1Y fj
Dcar Ken, &) 1'2 = 4
Sorry, I didn't understand from thc phone conversation that you wented me to send
the original of Ted's leotter, just that you wanted my agrccment to publish the cor-
respondence. That!'s OK by me, though I feel it might be wiser to wait a oL QoL
h orcts Ted letter. I hope you!il print the part of my handwritten letter pointing
dut that I didn't consider myscli tho dictator of TAFF.* Thc way I look at this is
that of coursc questions of priaciplo :should be dccided by the contributors but even
after all this fuss I can't sce that tho bondposting quostion is a matter of princ-
iplc or policy--it is cssentially an administrative question and onc to be decided
by whocver is rcsponsible for handing out the moncy. In the preosent casc that is me.
I'11 get the blame if anything gocs wrong end I should be able to take whatcver ac-
tion secms right to makec surc that it docsn't. No onc clsc could have madc that de-
cision vwithout knowing what candidatecs were ncarly proposed, smd I couldn't reclcase
that information. o
In any casc whom could I hawo consulted about the bondposting question? Not the
can didatcs, because they aro intcrested | rtics. Not tho contributors or fandom
at large, becausc half of thom arc in Amcrica and thore wouldn't bo time. This fund
is not cntirecly a British affair, as somc people scom to think.
As for w hat you say about the nccd for sccuring thc agreamcnt of fandom (or rather
tho contributors) to a sct of Rules, it scoms to mo I have alrcady donc this. All
the details about nomination, clection, qualifications for votors ctc, have already
boon put to tho contributors and voted on. I wont to the troublc of working out
cverything in advance so I would have the approval of tho contributors to cvcrything
I did. Thc bondposting question is the only onc I'vc docided on my ovm respoiisibil-
ity and I only did that becausc thoro was no altcrnative. Even KFS's proposal was
no tif icd to the contributors so that they could “ object if they wanted. Ticre
was of coursc no time to do that with thc bondposting proposal, and in any casc as
I said it was a question that could only bo decided by the person in posscssion of
all the facts,
On this question of Rules, most of the other suggestions put forward by Ted--
plural voting, morc than cnc reprcsontative per year--worc complctcly new and out-
side the original principlcs of the Fund. As I told Ted, it's opcn to him to form-
ulatc them for submission to the contributors if hc wants to. The Fund as it stands
at presont is properly organiscd and has a sct of Rules. The only outstanding item
is the quest 1 on of appointing a successor to me, and I had intended to put forward
proposals for thot when the time came, It would be as wcll at that time, it scams,
to makc it clear that h ¢ will have discrction about quostions of sccurity from the
candidatcs and the custody of the moncy.
Excusc this hurricd and incoherent notc. I haven't said enything about the rest of
your letter but I think you lmow that I agrec with you about the LC having got a
dirty deal out of this, It's a pity I had to mention at all that the suggestion
camc from London,
# This handwritten letter from WAW to Ted Tubb po inted out th
2

think he was a dictator. Unfortunatcly Tecd burnt this letter.
Taltor!s atti+1de mn 1S e mattar ; 7

st VAT did not
lcasc take notc of



Bitcuer Poctsarcd from WAW to HKB. (Similar PC to ECT) 7//7_ 7/)__55 1
Dear Ken, U o

KFS is going to stand and this affair has blowm over. I will issuc a statement on
Friday to Ol'PA and others clearing the LC & suggest you people hold your hand
until you see it. :

Ss o0 s Pectoe BN

A, Vincent Clarke to VAW 7 L 28f ? . 5
Tear Valter, 65 / % 41

Members of the London Circle are not very satisfied with your postcards received here
yesterday asking us to withhold action on Ken Slhater's r emarks in his OIMPA post-mail-
i pending a statement by yourself, '

We don't mind a little feuding in fun, but we are, individually and collectively, get-
ting a little tired of thoughtless and sometimes malicious attacks, cspecially in se
matter of condemning the whole group because one individual does something someone
doesn't like. It's getting to the point where any excuse is good cnough to raisc a
sneer at the London Circle or members of it, and in this latest affiar we're not at
all surc that on apology or cxplanation by you on bechalf of Slater will be suff'icicnt
to removc the mud splashed, not only at the Circle as fans, but at thosc members of
it who are standing as candidates for the TAFF.

As far as wec can sce, the only adequatc treatment is to publish the corrcspondence
relating to this matter in full, and if you wish to do so you have our full conscnte.
W fecl that anything loss issucd by you will be merely regarded--honcstly or dis-
honscstly--as your own personal viecws, and might appear to put you in a position of
boing somowhat less than ncutral. Ly

We would be glad, thercforc, if you do publish something of your ovm, that you malc
it clear that we wish rccipionts of the Slater mailing to judge any rightness or
wrongness in a dispassion atc manner and cntirely on the rorits of the original let-
f£ors ard ths reaction s they causcd, and we arc taking stcps to cnsurc that they do
so in the n oar future. Fo r a nd on bchalf of actifan members of the London Cir-
cille.= SpRcH Sce I can writc an offizial lettor too - yours till the next blood
bath.

s 19-12-54—=

After having read the previous letters, the reasons for their publication should be
obvious. We are not intercsted in either ettacking or derending #he cucstion of the
£5 bond at the moment, but only in clearing the nzme of tihe London Cir-
cle actifans, The London Circle have been maligned without really strong nrotests

in the past and, vhonever any slight protest has been offered, it has merely served
asiERReshREncils w0 snddetonEembsiteriatinclis:

As Vineent says wbove, wre do not uind a "little feuding in fux" but we are getting
a little tired of serious accusations. Our humorous PEIQGICISGIS | TeUNC invariably miscon-
strued (i.e. the Hyphen Con-rcport, ct.ceg.) end-are met with further smears. Tt
hes now got to the pitch where wre are publishing the lettors in this cpisode in tho
hope that those vho have "shot off their mouths" will sec just what grounds London
Circlc have for their protests. , This is a typical cxample of vhat vio arc complain-
ing obout, and we hope that it will never again be nocessary to talke this more ser-
doust Iane=of nefiitationt.

The letters have been collatecd by H.Ken Bulmer, Pamela Bulmer and Joy K. Goodwin,
with permission from either the reccipients or the writers. Stencils have bem St
by these three with the assistance of A. Vincent Clarke who algo dupliceoted it et
16, Wendover Way, Velling, Kent, It is being sent to all OMPA moubeors ond monc
othor well-lmovm fens in the hope thet it will roach thosc who have an incomplete
knowledge of the affair. It is published on bchalf of the actifans of the London
Cirele. ' Gommemts should be sent to She Tdikor - Joy K. Goodwin, 204, Tcllmcadow
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