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(An Opean snd Shut Letter)
(to Persons like Pogorus)
(by Forrest J Ackerman)

In this mailing, anong the heetographed items, you will find a little pub-
lication put out br the San Pedro Peir, —herein I anh ciiided, derided and insult-
ed for my views oa les fenmes nues. Provided with an acvance copy of the former
Fandanny a name which I coined, incidentally, years ago in the knell aumber of
TMAGIMATZCHY, when, in Voiece of the Inmagi-nation, then the readers' column, I
captionod "Faint Praise from Fandamn™; I had iuntended to formulate a reply to
tie Fools under quite different circumstances than my present surrovndings per-
nit., Perhaps I should not make the attempt, for I certaianly shall not be able
to do syself justice, smack on ton of the harrowing expericnce of being jerked
out of civilian life--sirenuous, strange, distastefvl, I do not even nave the
article here to refer to and rcfute, point by point, And if merory fails ae=-
well, i% scems like a million years have passed since & couple weels ago when I
7as amoag the living.

l‘lorojo's comment, on rcading the piece of petulancy resulting from Vom's
rovtine rojecticn of Pogo's submission, was simply "silly," and for her part
she =rould have left the natter there, I have ighorcd repeatcd thrusts from
other sources, but this cffusion was the straw that finally broke the dromed=
ary's dorsal development, In other words, my patience wore thin.

Item a., as I recall, was a disrespectful attack on my spelling. ihat was
it called--"sciaocolboyisi"? Or it wes implied that I am illiterate., Hell's
bells, I'm a damn good speiler. Paraphernalia. Subcutaneous, Syllogisa,
Pterocdaetyl, Ephemerae., Digitalis. Amanuensis. lemonics. How's that for
just rioninr a few off at random without a dictionary? Scieatificinematori-
ally., 3espicallifedvlistisestialladocious! :atvrally, I inow that they know
that I'a not actually illiterate; but the epitliet scarcely applies to a aember
of the Califoraia Scholership Federatios, the Quill and Scroll-~lacts with
which I believe Pogo familiar, Pogo at least should have heard of my straight
A record in Hich School Englisi, and linow that my college major was English.
Negardless, a Civil Service Senior Typlst rating has high-standerd spelling im-
plicit in it; -Mile ny work —ith the Academy of llotion Picture Arts and
Sciences was not of & aature to admit of lfaulty spelling. The feet is, if I
camphasize it mysslf, thet I can spell damn well in ortlodox Englishe-Ackese is
rno cvasion but & reother systematized simplificaticn. Do you hear any "1" in
could, -would, should, cte.? So I omit it, Do you detect any "b" sound in
dovbtful? It's doutfull And if kite, vhy not lite, tite and so on through -
(thru) the aitc? e hove dispenszd with the spelling question, once-for=-all, I
trest, I em cormposing and stenelling this mysclf, so sce what flaws you can
pick out in it, I may meke a mistake or two--I'm working under a scvere strain
==t I maintain that the spelling herein sill stand up under closc inspection
as pretty ncar perfect, I could do it any time with cqual case, But I don't
liappen to approve of it, It isn't orogressive.

How albout this mental, moral or whotever kind of disorder of mine it's
sueroscd to he. You cannot make ac helieve for one minute that c¢ither Pogo or
Rus Wood seriously “clicves that I should visit e psycuistrist., But it sounds
so sophisticeted to roccomnend it. My reply is poor but honest: Go jump in
the lakc! You and your co-sipners sud their wrives--I consign you all to the
watery dentiis of Sen Pedro By for being sll wet anyvay,



What bas “eing married's got to do with an appreciation of feninine
beauty? The friend fron 'hom I have secured the majority of my unretoucheds 1s
hanpy middle~zged lushand with two rrown sons, who Dl.otosrapis IMeCoy girls as
a hobby, Thls is one of the hobbies of onec of our aost respected stl, awtolers,
too, wi.ose letter Lo me oa the subjiect lias been a great source of consolation to
me on each occasion that I have heen confronted with frcthings of these who
sinply do oot understand. A1l tuls stull about being crazy about what one
inews least about, and the supnosition that, energing from a state of suspeaced
sdolescance, I discovered sex simultaneovsly with my introduction of Vomoidens:
Pish tish and posh tosh! Gosk, I new there was sometaing I liked about women
long and long age, before I could put my finger on it. (1) Ia about 1923,
vhen I was only six years cléd, I recell seeing the Italian spectacle, "Dante's
Inferno," in which the inhebitants of Kell, if ny memory serves me well--wore
quite uaclad. aad at that early age--before sex had begun to burgeon in .y
virgin composition--I distinctly recall being pleased with the proportions of the
women's torse's, I can hardly rcmember the time when I did not lnor girls were
the prettiest people. If 1t werc perfoctly permissible, accoréing to our pores,
for everything but a woman's face to be exposed, then undoubtedly I'd be thought
vile in sone quarters for wanting to take the veil from the face of Hedy Lalarr,

It is not that the subject is an obsession with me--really. It's like this,
no eialosy heing shsolutc, but as illustrative examples: I ignore the convention
about a zentlenan'!s walking on the outside cf a lady, I alweys weli on the in-
side., Superficizlily, I arnoy aysclf as much with the enforced custom of wallring

hus a3 the convention I discaried, If you will think, not shallowly, witn nme a
minvte, though, you vill sco that someconc has to make the breaks, set the ex-
emples, So I am satisficd that it doesn't make ¢ dame bit of differenee any nore
vhich side of a woman a man walks on, aad I walk on the "wrong® side all the timc
just to help humenity aloag so the day may more guickly cqne hen one may vith
imaunity from scorn walk free-bora heside z woman as is cxegient, I scem to have
forgoticn the other exaaple I had in mind, but I think the onc will sufficc. 1
shall omphasize my Petch Peliey in rcgards te faatasy nudes only untbil the whole
subjuet has Mecome acercted and eomnonplice by tae rrudes...

Yaking the full eirele and getting back to English, I'm afraid Fogorus is
zoing to regret hiser correcting me on the misuse (sic) of the werd gmasculeted.
ks I coaceive iY, acither of them Lncw the exact meaning of tne word when they
ran across it, rcferred to & dictionary where they were delighted to ciscover
they had a tuch on me, bocause the defition rcad somcthing 1like Yio rob a mele
of virility." ((Trpograzhical errors in forcroiag linc, should rcad: ,..had a
butch on e, becruse the definition read..,. ctec.)) I spoke of “emasculated"
fcminity-=paredoxiecsl deseripticn--vut no ignorasus' mistaie., The quotes, Pogo-
rus, tie auotes! Thacy elearly indicate, to enyone familiar with thc funda-
ncnvals of rriting, that here is a word uscd in not its usual scisc, Irony: 4
"{ine rosance (7ith neo lisses}. Grotesgueric: "Tiny" Waldo. Doubt: Amaziag
is a "stf," mag. LEte. Get the pernt? If therc is a word to express the same
thing in the feaminine seasc, I do not happen to know it off head, I night have
croated “defeminized" to fit the occasion: "to rob of feminity." Instead, I
chose the cuixotic combination of thoe irresistible force end the immovable ob-
ject, so to specaks Sorry you didatt understand., But, then, there arc so many
things you don't understznd.
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