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Baliterial: Thé Fan in thé Mirrer

Neéil Jamisen-Willizms

This issue of Swill @ 38 has evelved, unintentienally, inte a theme issue; the theme being
leesely censtructed as what is science fictien fandem and, additienally, what is the current state
of science fictien fandem? The articles in this issue will leek at what academe has te say abeut
science fictien fandem and what science fictien fans have te say aseut fandem. Fer the
academics, the central issue is hew they censtruct science fictien fandem. Fer fans, the central
issue appears te be, is there still such a thing as science fictien fandem? I will alse previde my
ewn schelarly view ef science fictien fandem as a celléctive in the Endnete.

Hewever, at this juncture, I shall take a mere persenal reflection of what is science fictien
fandem. My first definite enceunter with the science fictien genre, ether than eccasienal
brushings via Saturday merning carteens, came in the late autumn of 1969 when I received a
cepy of Expedition te Earth fer my birthday (my parénts, my mether in particular, heped te
interest me in réading fictien rathér than enly pepular science beeks on palacentelegy and
astrenemy; it werked). @ver the next few menths I weuld gellle up all the Clarke titles
availakle — which weéren’t very many, maybe six, setween the W.H. Smith beekstere and the
lecal library sranch in the new subdivisien we résided in. I then branched eut te seme Asimev,
bypassed Heinlein (sécause I had séen enly been récoemmended the juvéniles which didn’t
interest me), discevered Larry Niven, and se en...

I récall there seing a news story en CTV news abeut the Werld Science Fictien Cenventien
being held in Terente in 1973 and that weuld have been my first, alseit indirect, intreductien te
fandem. New, I knew that thére existed such things as science fictien cenventiens; I didn’t
actually knew what a science fictien cenventien was and errenceusly theught that the Werldcen
was held every year in Terente, but I that these events teek place, far away, in the big city. The
first cenveéntien I attended was the very next year (I thinkl). And I weuld atténd cenventien at
least ence a year until 1977 when I bégan te attend cenveéntiens mere frequently and eutside of
the GTA. It is frem 1977 te 1985 that I actually became mere invelved in the fan cemmunities

! My recelléction is that it was a Star Trek cenventien held at the King Edward Hetel in dewntewn Terente in 1974,
theugh lecal fan histery statés that thére were ne cenvéntiens in the city that yéar. It is quite pessible thatI am
incerrect, theugh I knew I arrived at the cenventien wearing a Star/est t-shirt and was abducted during my first heur
at the cenventien by seme men in théir twenties whe carried me inte a2 pancl reem and présented me te enc of the
panelists (Harlan Ellisen, I was infermed later) whe went asselutely apeshit, screaming semething like, “set it eut of
hére new before I have it disembeweled.” I den’t think I weuld have been wearing a Star/est t-shirt if it was 1975,
but maylke...



of Terente and then Vanceuver. Since 1985, I have net béen invelved in the fan cemmunity,
peried.

Until, new.
Se, what is sciénce fictien fandem? Whe is a2 fan? Am I a fan?

I am firmly of the epinien that the science fictien fan is distinct frem the censumer of the sciénce
fictien genre; all fans are genre censumers but net all genre censumers are fans. (Nete: fantasy is
alse included here.) Furthérmere, mest genre censumers are net part of fandem. Maest science
fictien senre censumers are:

o unaware of the existence of fandem
e are uninterestéd in fandem

e have a disdain® fer fandem

o are ex-fans

A sciénce fictien fan is semebedy whe net enly censumes the genre, but has seme ferm eof active
participatien with that genre and/er the fan cemmunity. The active participatien (fanac) ceuld
be:

o Atténding cenventiens, erganising cenventiens, velunteering at cenventiens

o participating in genre sased enline forums, newsgreups, Facebeok pages, twitter feeds,
ete.

e writing fan fictien (eriginal and dérivéd3), fanzines, blegs, netwerking sites, etc.

e creating crafts, perfermance art ferms, and visual art ferms related te the genre (visual
art, mevies, websites, cestuming, filking, theatre, etc.)

o erganising the fan cemmunity

And I may have missed seme... The peint is, ene becemes a fan by éngaging in seme form of
semi-public and/er public activity with the senre, thus bringing yeu in centact with the fan

% They are aware of fandem’s existence (sert of) and are centemptisle of fandem; “T used te watch Veyager and the
new Trek mevie is brilliant, but I’'m net seme sert of Trekkie.” Translatien: I censume spécific génre brands but I
am net enc ef these freaks whe dress up in cestume and atténd cenventiens. The speakér’s perceptions are based en
a stercetype (a géncralization, usually éxagserated, of cértain traits that éxist within a greup er subculture that are
then applicd te all memisers of that subculture) of science fictien fans.

* I am using this term differently te its use by cultural studies académics; I am using the term te déscriwe: any fan
created fictien that is sét within a “univérse” that was créatéd by anether auther(s). E.s. if T write a stery set within
Meerceck’s Jerry Cernelius multiverse it is derivative just the same as if I wrete a stery set within the StarGare:SGI
universe.



cemmunity. The desree of participation detérmines te what extent the individual is a fan. Many
peeple are marginal fans a small minerity are trufans; and everybedy else lies samewhere aleng
the centinuum bétweéen these twe pelés. Thére aré many peeple whe may appear, te eutsidérs
(mundanes), te se fans whe really are net. Fer example, are the four principal male characters
on the televisien sit-com Bis Bang Theery actual fans?

I weuld say, having net read the series bisle ner spent heurs in analysing the dialegue, set
deceratien, etc, that the answer te that question is ne. While all feur have cemic beek
cellectiens, figurine cellectiens, watch a let of science fictien and fantasy media, play a lot of
science fictien and fantasy based games, and appéar te have read seme science fictien and
fantasy, the enly “fan activity” that they participate in is that they attend CemicCen annually.
Becs this make them fans? In my view, ne; CemicCen is a trade shew. Trade shews are
essentially events that act as temperary retail eutlets targeted at a specific er at specific censumer
audiences. Attending the Heme Shew decs net make you 2 heme decerating fan; neither dees
attending CemicCen. Hewever, I am willing te e flexible and accept that perhaps, ene ceuld
say the Big Bang Theery fourseme are marginal fans — theugh I still think they are mere heavy
genre censumers than they are fans. That said, the majerity of the peeple whe regularly® attend
fan-run cenventiens will tend te e actual science fictien fans.

Se,am I a fan? It all depends upen the criteria used te define, fan. Frem my ewn defining
criteria aseve; I was a génre censumer whe secame a fan, whe ceased being a fan, yet centinued
te #e 2 censumer, whe is new, ence mere, a fan. The actual act of publishing Swill @ 38 is an
act of fan activity, thus, I am a fan. Yet, I am still a ferm of marsinal fan.” Fandem is certainly
net 2 way of life, but it isn’t 2 hellsy eithér; my currént invelvément in fandem is marginal.

Yet, this is alse an expleration. Hew decs my perception of what fandem is match with
fandem’s pérception of itself? We will see...

* Attend at least ene fan-run cenventien per year.
* Theugh I have compeunded this by agrecing te e a panelist and mederater at the Pelaris cenventien in Terente.



Pissifig ot 2 Pile of @ld Amazirigs:
What Théy Bay Alent Yen...

Néil Jamiésen-Willians

The “they” is academe — or te be mere specific the secial sciences and cultural studies — and they
have had seme analysis of science fictien fandem ever the decades. Prier te the late 1928°s the
majerity ef academic articles in the secial sciences (in particular, secielegy) discussed science
fictien fandem as it was in the past — that is, back in the 194€’s and 1958’s. This is because any
discussien ef science fictien as a litérary genre and scieénce fictien fans as a subculture was enly
2 backsreund te the céntral fecus, Scientelegy. Thus, science fictien fans are depicted as
predeminantly male, with a streng science and/er technical backgreund, and semetimes a “sense
of wender”. Essentially, science fictien fandem is mentiened as part of the centext eut of which
Wianetics and Scientelegy emerged.

Since then, sciénce fictien fandem has beeén studied mere in cultural studiés and felklere than it
has seen in secielegy, psychelegy, and anthrepelegy. As I mentiened last issue, the fecus here
is en electrenic media science fictien, fan fictien (with an emphasis en derived fanfic and
especially slash fanfic), and filking. The majerity of this résearch is within the
pestmedernist/pest-structuralist paradigms® and feminist/queer theery perspectives within these
paradigms; thus, the emphasis tends te highlight issues of hegemenic pewer, resistance te
hegemenic influénces, the reinterpretation of/re-preductien of cultural preducts by the cultural
censumers/usérs, eétc. Essentially, these are studies of electrenic media scieénce fictien fandem
(or in my day, mediafen) with an émphasis en Star Trek fandem in particular. Case in peint, the
slang of sciénce fictien fandem is preésénted in linguistics as the slang of Star Trek (Byrd, 1978)
theugh very few of the terms repeorted had their erigins in Star Trek fandem; they were sorrewed
frem sciénce fictien fandem (Seuthard, 1982). The werk of Bacen-Smith (1992, 2668) while it
decs discuss science fictien fandem as 2 whele, dees place mest of the emphasis en Star Trek
fandem and the fan created artefacts that emerge frem Trek fandem, ¢.s. slash fanfic and "Mary
Sue" fanfic. Altheugh Bacen-Smith received an undersraduate degree in anthrepelegy her

* I am being kind here; I really, réally am. In an académic werk I weuld state that néithér of thése suppesed
paradigms are yét mature eneugh perspeéctives te be called paradigms as they lack the ability te explain and predict.
While they de effér seme undérstanding and definitely eoffer a streng critique te ether paradigms, they fail te previde
an alternative framéwerk and méthedelesy. @f ceurse, I am taking a secial sciénce viewpeint te the theery and
metheds used for disciplings that are either firmly within thé humanities (Felilere) or which hever areund the fence
area but mere en the humanitiés side (Cultural Studies).



decterate is in felklere thus we cannet view her research as secial science research, but within
cultural studies and the humanities. New, te se fair, ether franchises are alse given attention tee
(Star Wars, Becter Whe, Balylen 5, ¢tc.), as are anime, filking, cestuming (cesplay), fanfic,
slash, and ethers; sut the spetlight rarély falls upen the eldest segment of science fictien fandem
-- the literary fan.

New, seme may say, whe carés. Eléctrenic media has wen eut ever print; print is ne lenger
central. This is a new century and literacy new means media literacy and the ability te use and
manipulate multiple mediums. It is far mere germane te eéxamine the segments of fandem that
"peach" cultural artefacts and remake them in their ewn werldview and fer théir ewn purpeses
than it is te study stedgy literary science fictien fans. Wake up and smell the ceffee. ..

Well, I care; and these are the reasens why.

Te the uber-mundane eut there, a summatien of the majer studies of science fictien fandem ever
the decades weuld previde them with this stereetype of what a science fictien fan is. Leng age,
before the mid -1968°s, science fictien fans were predeminantly male, nérdy, technical and
science typeés, whe read sciénce fictien magazinés and nevéls, seme of whem were inte
Scientelegy. Since the mid-1968’s fandem has changed te being predeminantly female, inte
electrenic media franchises (like Star Trek), whe censtantly “peach” cultural artefacts feor their
fanfic, filksengs, and slash fanfic, create elaberate cestumes/medels/replicas, and seme of them
aré say.’ This weuld translate te the mundane as thus; they used te e math and science nerds
but new they are a bunch eof Trekkie freaks.

I de net think that this is an accurate réprésentation of science fictien fandem.

The majer preblem that I have with these studies is that seme of them are net specific in their
titles — the journal article says that it is a study of science fictien fandem, but in reality it is the
study of the members of the lecal Star Trek club in Saskateen between 1998 and 2668, @f
ceurse, this happens all the time where the article title is mere vague and punchy — even
academics usé heeks. The alstract will previde the general details of what the article is really
abeut as will the article itseélf. Hewever, if the abstract dees net spell it eut clearly that the article
is enly discussing Star Trek fandem, errers in pérception can be made. How? Because, mest
peeple sutside of the particular discipline that that particular jeurnal is pullished for (very eften
it is the jeurnal ef an academic asseciatien/seciety/institute) are never seing te read the article.

” Fer simplicity I am using the térm te descrise the entire hemesexual, bisexual, trans cemmunity; I am eld eneugh
te recall when the term was suppesed te be inclusive of male hemeséxuals and leshians and bisexual persens, net
just male hemesexuals. While, I make seme use of the Cenflict paradigm (General, Marxist, Feminist) it is net my
preferred theerétical perspective; nevertheless, the fact that the inclusive térm was apprepriated by male
hemesexuals as an exclusive term is an example of the patriarchy in actien — thus, a2 ned te Féminist Cenflict theery.



It may e read by academics eutside of the discipline werking en a similar research tepic (e.8. I
den’t regularly trawl the linguistics, psychelegy, er pepular culture jeurnals).

The laypersen is enly geing te hear abeut this research if it is reperted by a journalist and
jeurnalists (unléss they are science jeurnalists) are net very seed at translating academic studies
te the avérage persen. Here is what weuld usually happen. Prefesser X has dene research en
Star Trek fans that has séen publishéd in the Canadian Jeurnal ef Centéemperary Studies.
BPrefesser X werks at Gere University and the news of his jeurnal article is made pullic in a
University media release. The lecal paper may decide te assign the stery te enc of their
reperters. New a jeurnalist is leeking fer 2 seed stery, semething that will attract the attentien
of the paper’s readership — best of all, get people whe den’t nermally buy yeur newspaper te de
se. Se, the reperter is leeking for an angle. If, in the study Prefesser X meéntiens that the Star
Trek cluls has their ewn regular meeting place (previded by enc of the members) that they use
for cluls meetings and eotheér functiens with a feetnete mentiening that the clul cannet use the
meeting place en Friday’s as it is rénted out te 2 lecal Medern Pagan sreup; this is semething
that the reperter will fecus en — “Sci-Fi Satanists ef Saskateen”. Jeurnalists with mere integrity
will still read the media release, read the alstract, skim the article leeking feor seed quetes and/er
interesting material (as many péer reviewed articles will be very heavy in the jarsen of that
particular academic discipline), make a few telephene intérviews, and write their piece — a picce
that will tend te generalise and apply the results of Professer X’s study te all science fictien fans.

Anether issue is that the reésearcher themselves may be ignerant in seme regards and thus will
transmit and perpetuate that isnerance since the academic is censidered an expert. There weuld
appcar te be seme academics, especially pestmedern/pest-structuralist researchers in cultural
studies, whe present the literary fan as if they were an extinct ancester te the medern mediafan.
That is if they even meéntien histery at all — histery béing andecentric and hegemaenic bias/filter
and therefere semething te be aveided — many take an ahisterical appreach wherein the literary
fan has ne existence.

As I mentiened in the last issue, this is a distertien and dees net present the whele subculture.
Science fictien seeks and magazines are still being published and purchased and read.
Semebedy must be buying thése preducts and reading them and seme of these genre censumers
will se active as science fictien fans. The literary fan is in all prebalbility net in decline,
endangeréd, or éxtinct — just isnered. This meéans that schelars have net researched the entire
subculture, enly these parts of the subculture that fit their research interests and/er their
theeretical perspectives. If yeur theeretical perspective is that the cerperate-state hegemeny
créates disempewered cultural censumers whe, in a better weorld weuld take back culture frem
hegemenic centrel; yeu are geing te find mere interest in the segment of fandem that



apprepriatés branded cultural artefacts and rewerks/repurpeses these artefacts than yeu weuld e
in the segment of fandem that creates eriginal fan fictien. This is net unigque te studies of
science fictien fandem, the same thing happens in the study of ether subculturés.” Asain,
helistic résearch appreach weuld attempt te study all segments of the subculture or these
segments that have been underrepresented in previeus studies (and actually state that this is a
segment of the subculture).

At the end of the day, what academe has te say abeut yeu is that: science fictien fans are quasi-
Scientelegists (Spencer, 1981), samers (Fine, 2682), or mediafen — for the mest part Trekkers
(Byrd, 1978; Seuthard, 1982; Bacen-Smith, 1992, 2688; Jindra, 1994; Frazetti, 2618), with
barely any literary fen in the pepulatien.
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Flegsitis 4 Wéad Trekkids
What Yen Say Abent Yen

Neéil Jamisen-Willizms

What de yeu — that is science fictien fandem — have te say abeut yeu? Well, seme of you — mest
of these peeple being within my age set and elder — argue that fandem ne lenger exists. “There
is ne such thing as science fictien fandem...” “Fandem has lest its unity...” “Fans aré new part
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of splinter sreups...” “...everyene cemes te fandem threugh the intérnet...” And varieus ether

crisis-mengeéring, handwringing cries of deem.
Seme of this is cemplete rublish and seme of it is true.

"Fandem has lest its unity..." <writer is relling en the fleer cenvulsed in a fit @f hysteérical
laughter> <15 BEATS> <the writér récevers and cempeses himself> Yeu have geot te be
fucking kidding! Fan unity?! What galaxy are yeu frem? Leek, I am way, way tee yeung te
have seen present for the big breuhahas of fan histery (¢.s. the 1939 Werldcen) but I have seen
all kinds of fan wars ever the years -- actually war is an inapprepriate térm, feud weuld lse a
better description -- all usually abeut peintless things. And fans are very seed at helding
srudses, ¢.g. these whe are still angry aseut the centent of the eriginal Swill and thus have
dissed Swill @ 38 based en centent that was writtén 38 years ase. Fan unity didn't éxist 3@ years
age here in Canada and didn't éxist back in the early decades ¢either, accerding te Meskewitz and
Warner, when Werldcens had atténdances of less than 368 peeple.

Theugh, I am pérhaps being a little sémantic here, especially if the statément abeut "fan unity" is
ceupled with the statement, "Fans are new part of splinter sreups..." That, there is seme truth te,
but enly seme. The argument is that ence upen a time, there was a kind of unity in fandem as all
fans were literary fans. That has disappeared and se fandem is splintéred and disunified. @kay,
maylse; mayse net. New, depending upen which science fictien histerian yeu sulscribse te, the
Gelden Age runs frem 1939 te 1957/1968. That means that I was either bern after the Gelden
Ase or in its final years, se I cannet speak frem experience enly frem what I have read. But yes,
in these days there were really enly literary fans (cemic beeks being a subvariety of the print
medium) and the majer electrenic medium was radie. Theére was seme sciénce fictien en the
radie but net eneugh, as far as I have researched, te spawn a distinct fandem of SF radie. And
while fandem was all literary fans, seme fans weuld cheese te read ene sreup of magazines ever



anether, se it wasn't cemplétely unified; each magazine was aiming its centent at different

segments of the audience.

When I became first invelved in fandem, a shift had already taken place in science fictien with
the emphasis being en nevels and cellections ever the magazines. The magazines survived and
centinue te survive te this day, but their influence is newhere near what it was in the past. With
the fecus being en beek publishing, subgenres became mere distinct, such as space epera, hard
science, seft science, military, litérary (new wave) te name these that existed when I was in my
teens. Electrenic meédia science fictien was en the risé due te Trek fandem and the release of
Star Wars. This new segment of fandem, the media fans, was just that, a segment. In the
decades since the 1978's, electrenic media has grewn in preminénce within eur seciety and
culture; science fiction fandem has undergene the same influence.

Beeple elder than I and histerians talk aseut the 1968's and The Ceunterculture; there was a time
when thére appeared’ te have existed a mass Culture in eur seciety. This was changed in the
1968's with the emergence of The Ceunterculture that eppesed the deminant nerms and values of
the mass Culture. In the United States the pelarisation of the 1968's is reflected in that ceuntry's
"Culture War"'® te the present day; in Canada, we had fellewed mere of a Western Eurepean
medel with mass Culture and mass Ceunterculture fragmeénting in the 1928's giving us a slugsish
but fluid mainstréam and a myriad of subcultures and seme ceunterculturés. The "splintering”
that is bemeancd abeut is endemic te the culture as a whele as is the less of "unity"; it is net a
phénemenen exclusive te fandem.

The rise of the intérneét has increased cemmunicatien setween individuals. It has made
cemmunicatien léss expensive, mere available, and allews for the bypass of gatekeepers. Before
the intérnét, telephene was the fastést ferm of cemmunicatien and leng distance charges were
clese te being astrenemical. Pest was the inéxpensive means of cemmunicatien used. Specialty
beek steres and lecal clubs/asseciatiens effered nexus peints were new fans ceuld meet ether
fans and where bulletin beards'' previded the news of lecal events, like cenventiens. The
internet dees allew for that eld cemmunicatiens system te e circumvented and for mere neefen
te arrive at their first cenventien sans any subcultural secialisatien. It alse can/has served te
upreet/disempewered old systems of status based on being a BNF frem the APA days or
newsgreup days; semeene whe is relatively a neefan can arise te miner BNF status by running a
pepular and successful bleg. Hewever, this change is net unique te fandem either; it is a secial
phenemenen that exists within seciety as a whele.

? Appearcd being the eperative werd, it wasn’t as unified as it appeared and neither was The Ceuntérculture
1 Unfertunately, the Censervative Party of Canada is attémpting te impert this Américan cultural pelarisatien.
' Here I den’t mean Bulletin Beard Systems but actual physical cerkiseards attached te 2 wall.



"There is ne such thing as science fictien fandem..." I think that this is abselute rubbish. Te
quete the Bard, this is "...a tale teld by an idiet, full of seund and fury, signifying nething."
Fandem exists, but fandem has changed. Gueéss what, eveérything has changed. Yeu cannet
change the technelegy and net have subsequeént changes in culture and in seciety and in
sulscultures (like science fictien fandem); everything is in cennexien. The werld has changed,
fandem has changed; se, adapt te the new envirenment as best as yeu can -- and, if yeu se desire,
yeu can always maintain a niche en the side that is yeur versien of "true fandem".



Scriklilitis ezt thié Bag Wall:
Léttérs of Cammet
Neil Jamieson-Williams

As I write this, thére are enly twe preper LoCs that have been received , twe réviews, and ene
premise of a review. My cemments will e in red.

Frem: "Taral Wayne" ==

Swill? That um... I suppese yeu ceuld call it 2 fanzine... frem the 1988s. It's been a while,
alright.

Helle Taral... Yes, it has been a while and all that (and it leeks like you missed Swill @nline in
2881). There is ne suppesing abeut Swill being a fanzine — even an antifan fanzine is still a
fanzine.

ONE SWELL F@@P #3 (April 2811), the jeurnal of diagenal relationships
Garth Spencer

I swear that ene of these days T have geot to de an all-reviews issue, just te catch up en the
fanzines I receive in trade.

@nc of the mest unexpected was Swill, a révival of an intentienally prevecative 1988s fanzine
frem ene of Vanceuver’s Surrey Centingeént. I haven’t decided hew te respend yet (and it’s been
2beut 2 menth).

Hi Garth... We’ve actually had seme dialegue via persenal email since Swill @ 38 was
launched. Ileek ferward te reading yeur review, when it cemes; especially since, as I recall, you
were net a big suppertér of the eriginal Swill. “The Surréy Centingent”.. . haveén’t heard that
term for many years, but I did hang with that sreup even theugh I lived twe blecks away frem
Burnaly in Vanceuver.

®n a side nete... If you ever update yeur fan histery and the entry en Swill, there is a slight
crrer. While I still censider the first feur issues of Swill (the enes dene in @ntarie) te be the best,

12 The ethers are net LeCs but vitrielic rubish abeut ¢ither the eriginal Swill er the 26™ and 36™ anniversary
revivals — essentially these fellew a standard format of; “hew dare I7, fellewed by rantings of hew unfannish/evil I
am, and se en.



I de net view issue #4 te be the best issue of Swill — that heneur weuld fall te either issue #2 or
issue #3.

AURGRAN LIGHTS #4 May 2811

The Fannish E-zin¢ ef the Canadian Science Fictien & Fantasy Asseciatien
Bedicated te Premeting the Prix Aurera Awards and the histery of Canadian Fandem
R. Graeme Cameren

ONTARI@:

* Neil Jamiesen-Williams has published a new issue of his crudzine SWILL fer the first time in
thirty years! Is he eut te insult fandem like he used te? Werse! He’s new a certified académic
and wants te find eut what makes us tick! Read my review of ‘SWILL @ 38’ latér this issue.

Graeme: Like Garth we have alse communicated via persenal email since the Swill @ 38
launch; se, here we ge in public... Studying fandem is definitely werse than insulting fandem —
an insult can e spurieus and unfeunded whereas an academic study carries with it the aura of
validity as seme form of truth. Beth Taral and yeurself appear te have missed Swill @nline —
which is edd as a few menths age, prier te Swill @ 38, if yeu seesgled “swill +science fictien”
the srekeén remains of the old Triped site (new restered) weuld have seen enc of the tep ten hits.

Swill @ 38 #7(7) April (7) 2811. A Vilefen Bress Publicatien. — Editer: Neil Jamiesen-Williams.
Yeu can réad this enline at < http://swill.uldunemedia.ca/ > This is ene king-hell blast frem the
past. Swill was a deliberate crud-zine, rude, effénsive, and targeted specifically at fandem, which
ran six issues circa 1986/81.

Graeme: I discussed this in persenal émail but I might as well de se here in public and sefere
yeur eriginal numisering system secemes accepted fact. Here is my scheme. The eriginal six
issues of Swill that were published in 1981 (and enly in 1981) were given velume numbers as
well — ekay, we first 86 the velume numbers and just fecus en issue numibers. Thus, the eriginal
Swill are issues #1 threugh #e (BeSwill and Baughter or Swill, Methér of Scum aré — altheugh
related te Swill — distinct separate publicatiens). The twentieth anniversary révival of Swill in
28681 — Swill @nline — ceunts as issue #7. Swill @ 38 Spring 2811, the issue that yeu have
reviewed is issué #& and the next issue (the ene yeu are reading), Summer 2811 will se issue #9.

Neil has meved on, te put it mildly. He is new “a secial anthrepelegist and qualitative
secielegist...and ... I have studied seftware enginéeérs, amatéur and prefessional theatre
cempaniés, particle physicists, epen mike musicians, Medérn pagans, BBS sreups (2 ferm of
palacedigital enline cemmunity), and special events (trade shews, cemmunity festivals, SF
cenventiens, académic cenferénces, etc.). Adding science fictien fandem te the list weuld e, in
my epinien, a2 geed fit; beth te my ethnegraphic and te my theeretical résearch interests.”



And it is a geed fit. Hewever, I just let that quete run se that I ceuld address a sidebar issue and
make a cerrection. Since I teach in the Faculty of Engineering (¢ven theugh I am an
anthrepelegist) I have seen admenished by my celleagues for using the term “seftware
engineers” — the vast majeority of seftware develepers are net prefessional engineers, they are
develepers of seftware enly. Just as the MCSE I ence held (for NT 4.8 for these whe are
interested in trivia) did net make me an actual engineéer in any true definition of the term.

What sert ef things weuld Neil Like te find eut abeut fandem? What dees it mean te be a fan?
Hew is this idéntity censtructed? Hew is it maintained? What meéaning dees it give te the fan in
their everyday life?

In shert, Neil wants te hear frem you! ...In a cértain sense, Garth Spencer and I have been
asking similar questions all eur fannish lives. I den’t knew that we’re any cleser te ceming up
with answers than Neil, but perhaps we can se of seme use te him in his résearch.

Graeme (and Garth and Lleyd) thank yeu fer yeur suppert fer the résearch preject. Just an initial
ebscrvatien ever the few menths that Swill @ 38 has been enline, it weuld seem that enly these
whe remember the 1988°s give a shit as te whether or net Swill @ 38 exists and of these people
whe de have an epinien, enly these with a knewn and/er streng interest in the histery of
Canadian fandem are pesitive abeut the return in the centext as a fererunnér te the research
preject. The mere faanish peeple whe remember the eriginal Swill hate Swill @ 38 en general
principle. While it is net entirely fair for Swill @ 38 te be despised for what was written in the
eriginal Swill issues, that is just the way things are. In the true spirit of the eriginal Swill: whe
the fuck cares — isn’t it wenderful te e able te generate anger and effence witheut writing a
single nasty werd, simply by existing. ..

The abeve quetes seem a trifle academic in nature. Is this net a betrayal of the eriginal purpese
of SWILL? @ne decsn’t get that impression frem glancing at its pages which reflect the slery of
a true crudzine, being writtén in pscude-Ceourier typewriter fent (I belicve) on a ‘typewriter’
whese keys are se dirty the ‘@’ part of' p, b, d, & @ are filled in with black ink, rendéring each
page virtually unréadalsle.

Ah, Graeme... yeu have beéen speiled by at least twe decadés of werd-precessing. The
pudmenkey fent used in Swill @ 38 is far mere legible than the ancient manual typewriter I used
for the “Maplecen Slandersheet” and the first twe issues of Swill. Hewever, yeu are cerrect that
a revival of Swill using a clear typeface is a ne-can-de.

And te tep it off, the back page is an ad fer SFCentarie cevered with ‘spray-painted’ sraffiti
calling fer fans te beycett the cenventien. This is cértainly the spirit of the old SWILL, an
effensive preclamatien net meant te be taken sérieusly but thrust in yeur face in the hepe it will
anney. Believe me, it’s just a prank. Welceme back SWILL... the best of the werst. ..

Thanks, Graeme fer the welceme sack. Maylbe I will win that ceveted Elren this time areund. ..



BCSFAzine
The Newsletter of the British Celumbia Science Fictien Asseciatien
#4560 May 2811

Felicity Walker

Swill @ 38 #77 (Neil Jamiesen-Williams): Why is it seed that Swill was “rude, effensive,”
“crass, nasty, esnexieus,” and “writtén fer the sele purpese of geneérating anger™?

Felicity: Why? Because it was Swilll The entire purpese of the eriginal Swill was te give a
"seeot te the head" te science fictien fandem -- in particular these fans whe teek fandem far tee
serieusly.

Alse, I agree with Graeme that Garth and he have been asking the questions in Neil’s
anthrepelegical study eof fandem (““What are the demegraphics of science fictien fandem? Whe
is the average fan? Is SF fandem a single diverse subculture or is it an umbrella for a
censtellation of SF subcultures?” etc.) for years.

And se, if fans themselves are asking these questiens, it makes it a valid area of study.

June 18, 2811
Pear Neil:

I had heéard rumeurs of anethér issue of Swill hére and thére, and of ceurse, when yeu want te
find semething, Geegle it up, and there you are. Swill @ 38 is an interesting publicatien, and I
theught that T will treat it like any ether fanzine I get, and respend te it. Berhaps that respense
might help yeu with yeur researches.

@f all the issues you list here, I think T have enly Vel. 1, Ne. 3.
Lleyd, weuld it se pessible te scan that issue and email it te me?

I might have seen yeur Maplécen Slandeérsheet because Maplecen III was my first eut-ef-tewn
cenveéntien, and I might net have realized what it was. Alse, the Maplecen felks at the time
might have feund them, and ditched them. Believe it or net, @SES still exists, in a much smaller
form, and the senier memisers are just that.

The cencem was quité diligent in spiriting away any cepics of the slandersheet they came acress.
Didn’t knew that the actual erganisatien still existed... Are they the peeople hesting CanCen?

Net sure if yeu are still in teuch with yeur fermer fellew dreegs.



Yes and ne. My fellew dreegs had ne invelvement with Swill aside of sert of cheering en the
sidelines in Miriad and Nucléar Bunniés. I have had seme centact, but net much, with mest ef
my dreegics ever the years sinceé we teured the cenventien circuit way sack when with eur pal
Fritz."” The friénds whe where centrisuters en Swill (Rainsferd and Heyt) I lest teuch with
shertly aftér I my wife and I weré married almest twenty yéars age.

New marking clese te 35 years in SF fandem, Swill weuld e a necessity, if it was still pessisle
te sheck peeple by taking a stal at fandem itself. Peeple weuld pick it up, scan it and drep it. I
weuld say mest peeple whe ge te cenventiens weuld net censider themselves part of a greup
we’d call fandem...that idea seems te be completely forcign te the newer peeple I've met whe
are ferming their ewn sreups and staging their ewn cenventiens.

Yes, I agree. Swill weuld enly be shecking teday fer its streng “pelitical incerréctnéss” — there
were articles that were sexist or ceuld be viewed as being sexist and the Maplécen Slandersheet
itself centained passages that were blatantly hemephebic. @f ceurse, the entire cencept behind
the slandersheet and the first twe issues of Swill was te sheck and effend.

I have foeund ever time the mere humeurless aspects and peeple within fandem, and I deal with
them, usually, witheut intent, get them riled up, and then usually sack away, se that ethers can
see hew feelish they really are. They scream and rant, and generally entertain mest peeple. I try
te stay censtructive and pesitive, but 2 geed scream and rant can e quite entertaining. Alse,
Yvenne and I recéntly weund up a career of running cenventiens that spanned 38 years. We’d
had eneugh because we were tired, and eur ideas didn’t jilse with the majerity of ether people on
the cemmittee. Things have changed; s@ have expectatiens and démands of these whe ge, and
we were slew te adjust.

Well, Swill was a prese versien of intentienally riling up the humeurless and ever serieus fans.
But net as entértaining as deing it face-te-face as nebedy really confrented me ever Swill; they
bitched behind my back, but I had te meve te Vanceuver te héar what a stink the fanzine had
causeéd in @ntarie.

Fandem has changed a lot ever time, and yet, in seme ways, hasn’t changed at all. Be as blunt as
yeu like...I den’t think yeu’ll se far wreng.

@kay, [ intend te be; but in a censtructive and valid manneér — i.¢. net just te stir things up.

Fandem, even up te a decade or se age, saw itself as slans, a superier sreup, mestly because of
their reading material, and a little because of self-delusien. Still, fer such a literature of liberal
ideas, many fans came acress as dull and stedgy. (Semetimes, they still de. But, at least, they
seem te realize that while fandem may be alive and still seing, their part of it may e coming te
an énd, threugh simple aging and eévelutien of what fandem is fer a2 yeunger crewd.)

1 There were four of us whe atténded the régienal cen circuit and the 1926 Werldcen as dreess frem A Cleckwerk
@range aleng with eur pal Fritz (2 dummy with a Mr. Bill face wig héad) whem we weuld telcheck herrershew.



Having studied a variety of subcultural sreups, this is net entirély unique te fandem. The whele
fans as slans cencept is mere unigque; but, the question remains, hew widespread is this at presént
and in what segments of the subculture dees it éxist in. Fer many literary fans, my segment of
fandem when I was a fan, the changes must appear te e great as the fecus has meved frem the
literature te the electrenic media. Neévertheless, the literature persists.

Fandem ceuld use a little navel-gazing en a prefessional level...the demegraphics of fandem are
wide and varied, as are their interests. My ewn have cevered Trek, cenventien attendance and
epcratien, cestuming and masequerade competitions, writing fer fannish publicatiens and
steampunk. I can say I am still interested in the last twe listed. There has always seén semeene
in eur eutside of my interest ready te say I am net a fan (in their eyes, anyway) secause I den’t
measure up te their arbitrary standards, or I den’t share their interest, again an arbitrary standard.

I weuld say that fandem desérves a preper academic study and literary fandem has seén largely
unexplered (mest of the research has been dene en cenventiens — fer the mest part media fan
cenventiens — fan fictien, and filking) te date. The demegraphics will prelalbly reflect the trends
within the larger culture — mass culture has beceme mass subcultures attended te via niche
marketing and multichannel entertainmeént, and new, individual stréeamed selectien.

The average fan is any persen these days, anyene with an imaginatien whe wants te explere the
realm of ideas, even if the imaginatien is a little shallew, er the ideas are a little stale. The
average fan is secial te a varied éxtent...mere and mere, anyene can ¢ a fan. The qualificatien
is that yeu want te take part. Fandem, at ene time, en¢ a single subculture, but with se many
different interésts, mevies and television shews, net te meéntien se many different authers and
artists, we are Balkanized inte a2 myriad of little subcultures. @ver the years, Yvenne and I have
tricd te help eut all these sreups, with mixed results, but we de have friends in the Trek, Br.
Whe, filk and eveén furry cemmunities. Whilé many will leek dewn en ethers secause of their
interest (and fans seem te need te have semeenc te leek dewn upen), we’ve tried eut best te say
yeur intérest is as valid as mine, and help eut with their events because we weuldn’t feel like we
were missing eut en anything we liked, and ceuld cencentrate en the task at hand, like cen suite
or sréen reem or registratien.

As teuched on abeve, we are all “balkanised” teday. There is ne réal single mass culture and
fandem is ne difféerent. Hew we gét aleng with ene anether is semething else. Fandem is net
really seed at this, histerically — but they are net alene in having this difficulty. Hewever, the
slan netien of superierity, if it still remains weuld mean that fan X will tend te view their
intérests, say in Farscape, te e superier and thus cerrect and true and the interests of fan Y in
Trek te se inferier.

What deés it méan te e a fan? Perhaps fandem is a secial suppert greup te centinually tell
eurselves we aren’t the geeks and nerds the media think we are, altheugh in many cases, net all,
the media is right. Fandem has embraced the deregatery térms seek and nerd, and taken them feor
themselves.



I think that this deate rests en accurately defining the situatien and centéxts. First, whe is a fan
and whe is net. I weuld say the majerity of the peceple whe censume science fictien (and
fantasy) as entertainment, régardless of their preferred cheices of medium are net fans
themselves. I knew many academics and engineers whe read and/er watch science fictien, but
den’t attend cenventiens and are net éngaged in fandem peried — these peeple are fans of the
senre, but they are net fans. These people probably eutnumiber the pepulatien of fans by at least
a facter ef ten. These peeple whe have been labelled “gecks” and “neérds” de have a greater
prebability in seing interested in science fictien and fantasy, sut mest ef this pepulatien are net
fans. There was a time, reughly fifty years age, when mest science fictien fans weuld have been
“seeks” and “nerds” but that had alréady changed back when the first issue of Swill was
published and has, in all prebability, centinued te change since 1981. Hewever, the general
public deesn’t see the differénce between the IT sguys in the basement with all ef their Star Wars
paraphernalia and the science fictien fan sulculture; they are ene and the same frem the
perspective of the average persen. @ne of the geals of my study will e te clarify this issue — of
ceurse, having the results diffuse inte pepular culture is anether thing all tegether.

SFCentarie is the preduct ef a slightly newer generation of cen runnérs, but they are all peeple I
knew, whe alse breught in peeple they knew frem elsewhere and ether interests. Last year was a
seed time, and this year, it is the Canadian Natienal Cenventien. Se, serry, ne beycett fer yeu!
Ad Astra saw its 38th year this year, but it has changed in its fecus ever the years, se SFCentarie
has meved in te cever literary SF as well.

Ne beycett for me! Bamnit! Well, I was actually advecating the beycett of SFCentarie 2618
net the 2811 Canventien.

Twe pages feor this is fairly geed, se here you are. I don’t knew if yeu intend future issues, or if
this letter of ceamment can sérve as the beginning of a cenversation en fandem. Mayle I can
suide yeu as yeu ceme back in, and get yeu in teuch with varieus peeple, den’t knew what ¢lse
yeu have in mind. If nething ¢ls¢, seed te see you réturn, and I hepe you find semething yeu
might like and appreciate in fandem teday. Yvenne and I have, which is why we’re still areund
after 35 years. Let’s see what yeur réspense te all this is. See you seen, I hepe.

Yeurs,
Lleyd Penney

Well, at the eutset I wasn’t planning te have issues, but I changed that just heurs sefere you
emailed me your LLeC. Yeur letter, with slight edits is in issue #9 Swill @ 38 Summer 2811, I
will e attending Pelaris in July; with hepe, I will see you there. Neil



Endtietd: What I Bay Alient Yen

Néil Jamidsen-Willizms

And what de I have te say abeut yeu? Net tee much, yet. T have been eut of circulatien fer ever
twe decades. Just by sticking my tees in the watér I can tell that en the surface seme things are
the same as they ever were. As for the rest of it all; I will enly knew ence I jump in -- which I
shall de in July when I attend Pelaris 25. @nce I have tessed myself inte full immersien
envirenment within the subculture, allseit a temperary immersion, I will have a better idea as te
what the lay of the land is.

What can I say that I haven't already said? Nething. Se, I will just repeat a few keypeints:

e Science Fictien fandem is net as unigque as it thinks it is. While many fans are creative te
veéry creative this is semething that ether leisure based subculturés share, ¢.g. little
theatre.

e Science Fictien fans are net all cleset Scientelegists, gamers, or Trekkies.

e Sciénce Fictien fandem is ne mere splintered than the rest of seciety is.

e Sciénce Fictien fandem is net endangered or threaténed, net éven in regards te the
literary fen."*

Beyend that, further recennaissance is réquired. And se, "ence mere unte the sreach..."

' The fact that there is a brand new literary fan cenventien in Terente, SFCentarie, weuld lénd suppert te the
hypethesis that litérary science fictien fandem is quite alive. I weuld alse effer anethér hypethesis, that litérary
science fictien fandem rather than being en the wane, may actually e a kind of silént, er quict, majerity within
fandem.
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