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The South Coast CLique: Ad Hoc Conspiracy orn Operational ILLuminazus?

SCC keeps power in hands of three

Mark, Fred and Rod, 1981-82

Mark Berch, Fred Davis and Rod Walker have made many positive contributions to
the postal Diplomacy hobby for many yearns. Mark has published Diplomacy Digest for
a very Long time and worked very hard on DipCon XV, including developing a scoring
system, wuiting the contract with the host convention and publishing a newsletten
and souvineen booklet. Fred has worked hand to GM variants timely, gairly and respon-
s4bility in his postal Dipzine, and has made many suggestions to correct what he sees
as probLems in Dipdom. Rod has pubfished several issues of Diplomacy World (a Labon
of, but also a fob full of unwelcome drudgery, I'm sure), working harnd to solicik
contrnibutions from a wide range of hobbyisits (including me).

But Mark, Fred and Rod have a dark side.
I'8L trhy to give 4t to you sthaight.

This dark side was nevealed to me when I became a DEMYST' FYING
member of the 1983-84 Dipcon Aminisirative - THE SCC

Committee and the wonking papers of the previous Everything you ever wanted to
commi{ttees wene fowanded to me forn neview. Fon know about the most powerful
sevenal yeasrs Zhe committee paperns have been regulatory agency in the state
preserved to provide some guldance Zo Laten ‘and the three men who control it’

committees. Mark Bench himself wrote that he
wished to provide a wnitten nrecornd 0§ what he
was doing 40 that Latern committees had a gudde.

What 1 read 4in the 1981-82 committee papens shocked me.

The elected membens of the committee wene Henb Barents, Mank Bench and Fred Davdis.
Howevern, almost all o4 the cornrespondence 48 grom Berch, Davis and Walkern. Although
unelected, Rod was privy to every aspect of the committee's deliberations and made
detailed suggestions on how to nun the DipCon society meeting (actually, to use his
word, how to "stage-manage" the meeiing). There was a discussion about formally
admitting Rod as an "ex officio” member of the committee but ultimately Lt was agreed
that this might not be acceptable to outsidens. Thenefore, not only would Rod not be
adopted as a member, but courtesy copies of Letterns to him would be "blind copces,”
L.e., a "c.c.” notation would be included on the Lettern Listing necipients bui Rod's
name would be delibernately omitted, in onden to conceal his pariicipation. Rod was,
in fact, verny active, especially in regard to managing the meeting. And verny close
management indeed was deemed to be required.
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Feudesse 44 pubLished on an occasional basis and 4is avaifable forn $1 pen copy from
Ed Wrobel, PO Box 3463, Anlington, VA 22203. Commentary on the material herein 44
welcomed. Ondginal articles satinizing Dipdom's many 4ollies are soficcited.
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Morne on the South Coast clique

Mark, Fred and Rod had very strong opindons about how the Dipcon money was to be divided,
what amendments should be added to the constitution, where the next Dipcons were to be
hetd and who would 44t on the next committee. 1t appeans they viewed the DipCon

Soclety not as a body that should make decisions but merely as a potential obsitacle

to the effectuation of theirn plans.

Mark insisted that there be no discussion at the meeting of how the funds were to be
distrnibuted. VYet, a way was found to funnel money to Rod. In Rod's wonds...

1t had not occurrned to me until 1 nead Fred's Letten that Pontevednia Aib

in fact a Hobby senvice. Please be advised, thenegore, that 1 will request
the DipCon Committee consdiden graiiting funds forn Pont. This constitutes

an "official"” nequest. A .

(The 4ollowing yean no Dipcon funds were allocated to Rod's Pontevedriia and-he
protested Loudly. 1In one yean public funding of Pontevedria had gone 4from an Linnova-
tion to an {urevocable night!)

The committee's amendments wenre to be given everny procedural advantage, and those
o4 othens were to be discounraged.

Fred: A good ploy would be to nequinre that all amendments be submitted
14 days 4in advance.
Marnk: VYes, "14 days prion" sounds night.

There was much discussion of who should serve on the next committee. It was suggested
that Fred and/on Mank nun 4on ne-election even though they did not wish to serve
anothen tenm. The idea was fon them to nesign Laten and appoint-theirn own successon,
b0 as to ensurne that the Society did not elect the "wrong"” persons.

Rod: But that's the way to go if Mark doesn't neally want fo serve. ..

get the committee ne-elected and then, Laten, heplace Mark.

Fred: Perhaps we could get some successons Lined up 4in advance.
Eventually it was decided that foo high a profile might be too rnisky.

Mark: How do you think (£ will Look L4 Hernb gets up and sez, in effeck,

"T was efected in 1980, then An 1981 we all ne-efected ocuwrselves, then in

1982 we'nre amending the constitution so that 1 don't nun again 4in 1982 elthen."
They'd have to go ocutsdide "zthe gamily."

Mank: 1'd nathern have Kathy Bynne on John Carnuso as New Yorkens.
Stiel, this was difpicult forn one commitiee memben to accept.

Fred: As you know, 1 only half facetiously suggested that the New Yonk
metno area be made a separate Hobby hegion.

Mark, Fred and Rod were also very interested in the sdites of future DipCons. The
west coast was not gavored by Fred on Rod sdince "4t's the kiss of death" and "no
one but Californians shows up." New York was also out

Fred: 1 agree, we should try to "pack the house" with delegates who will
support Detnodt in '83 and Chicago 4n '84, to make surne the con doesn'zt



go to New York eithen of those yeans.

04 course, there was a small difficulty with dinecting future DipCons fo acceptable
sites.

Mank: The problem here, as 1 see Lt, 44 that the constitution makes Lt
very difpicult to not go to the west coast in 1984.

But nesounceful Fred came up with a solution. ..

Fred: 1'd suggest that we promote Detrnoit fon the 1983 DipCon and Chicago
gorn 1984. 14 we can amend the DipCon Charnten, we can approve both of these
bids at the same Zime.

Throughout the zettené, concenn L5 continually expressed about the messiness of
the democrnatic process.

Rod: 1 do want to neiterate forn the umpteenth time my suggestion that the
DipCon Soclety meeting needs good §Loor management.

..and how o get around Aif...

Rod: Please arnrange to hecognize me §Lust on the gloorn....14 you can

arrnange fon some person othen than myseld to be reognized finst and 2o

make that motion, 50 much Zhe betten....We should have a couple of allies,

aside grom myseld, on the §Loor. This will have to be well stage-managed....

We can have some prearranged penson fon Henb fo necognize to make that motion. ...
As parliamentarnian 1 will advise you that he s out of orden, o4 cournse.

Marnk: We will also need a summary cum S04t sell to go along with Lt.

..without Looking too bad--

Rod: ...having us on opposdte sides of something might not be a bad idea
in tenms of public nelations...since we four are going to be seen working
in tandem and/on agreement a Lot of the time.

Sadly, they were not above "playing hardball" with individuals who were particularly
troublesome.

Fred: There 48 a postal player in Texas (not a publisher) who is preparing
a dossien on Sacks, s0 1 sent him coples of some of this materdial. This
person, nson, whom 1'm not at Libenty to name, expecits to stant publishing his

own zine Lin, perhaps, s4x months, and one of his featurnes will be an expose
on Sacks. 1§ you have any panixculanﬂy juley Ltems (his, plus yourn replies)
that you'd Like included Lin this expose, Lif you'fL send me maternial, 1 can
photocopy it herne free, send the copies to him, and netuwn the orniginals to
you, Lf§ you'rne interested.

Thene can be Little doubt about what went on here. These men knew what they wanted
and they intended to get it. 1§ the DipCon society meeting sttod in the way, 4L
could be stage-managed. 1§ the constitution stood in the way, Lt could be amended.
14 an Lindividual stood in the way, he could be smeared. Forntunately, even with these
elaborate plans, they did not achieve all thein goals.

This 4is ofd news to the people who have nead the DipCon paperns grom 81-8§2. Why bring
Lt up now, two yearns Laten? Because Marnk, Fred and Rod continue to take active parts




in the affains of Dipdom and you have a night to know whether you can trust them.
Rod, 4in fact, was elected to the 84-85 committee (this time by ballot). Mark has
much %0 say about allfeged indiscretions by the foamen Boarndman Numbern Custodian.

And Fred has neproposed his scheme for permitiing postal balloits at the DipCon
Society meeting, stating that he will wonk closely with the committee (hopefully not
in an ex officio capacity!) Trnondically, Fred nesponded in Bushwacker to charges

04 toadyism by assenting that he was his own man and that "When bettern plots ane
hatched, Fred Dav.is will be in there helping to hatch them!" 1 suspect this statement
was meant "only half gacetiously.” 1% gives one pause to wonden what plots Fred

45 hatehing cunently and how the postal balloting will be used to facilitate

those plots. This proposal was voted down at this yean's Dipcon Soclety meeting
{perhaps there was Linadequate stage management?) and 4s viewed by some as a play by
centain publisherns to establish a mechanism allowing them to exent undue influence
on the voting. How much easien it will be to "pack" a meeting by mail! You don'Zt
even need gloon allies-- on any warm bodies at allf. 1In reading oven the back issues
o4 John Michalski's The Brutus Bulletin I won 4n the PDO auction, 1 came across a
gascinating tidbit. 1In the mid-July, 1980 issue, BLiLEL Becken wnites in his DipCon
neview: "Henb Barents was efected chainman of something or othen but 1 didn'zt get
that all straight as 1 had Lucked into a conversation with Allan Calhamer. Hernb is
quite capable 1'm sune, but there was one disturbing thing 1 necall and that was a
comment 1 overheard Fred Davis make that Henb would be the next chainman, as 4if 4t
wene decided Long beforne the vote. SCANDALOUS! T don'zt know, maybe <t's nothing."
Then again, maybe the §1-82 paperns are only the tip 04 an Lcebeng.

As fon me, 1 have no Antention of evern buying a used can grnom the South Coast CLique.
Much Less voting them into a position of trust.

HOBBYSLUR . _
This may well be the Last instalment of this benighted column. 1t seems that
our parent, Bauce Linsey's effont o4 the same name in Vodice of Doom may be discontinued--
along with the nest of the appropriately initialed VD. 1t may be too soon to tell A
this 45 a simple hoax-- patternned agten the Politesse hoax which Bruce 40 greatly admired.
So please do not begin youn celebrations fjust yet. 1§ 4t 44 indeed thue, we may owe
ouwr thanks to BLEL Highfdleld. Could L%t be that the stonm of ciiticism that followed
Bruce's tonpedoing of the ex-naval Highgield Led to Bruce's exit grom the nanks o4
the Hobby's scandal mongerens? Too soon to tefl. One thing 4is forn certain: Bruce's
nominally Laszt Lssue was accomplished in the usual Bruxian style-- obese and tasteless.
To suppont his assumption that Politesse folded, Bruce selectively quotes from the
"Last" issue, convenlently omitting mention of the sections calling gon anticles 4or
the next issue. Vernrny cleven, Brucle! And he demolishes my criticism of Fred Davis'
nacial analysis of veneneal disease in Nonth Dakota by citing none othen than Steve
"Woody" Annawoodian. 1t seems that Woody used the epithet "niggen" in a Letten %o
Brurce and 1 must condemn Arnawoodian 4§ 1 am Zo condemn Davis. Fairn enough-- consdiden
younseld condemned, Woody. May I say, howeven, that I find Woody's obscenity rathen
Less dangerous than Fred's attempt to pernsuade through pseudo-science. Woody may be no
Less offensive (even his griends admit that!) but a Little Learning 4in the hands of a
demagogue Like Fred...While Woody may Lack the initiative to allow himselg to be roused
to foin the Lynch mob, Fred would be home wniting the tracts that inspined the Leadens.
(Um, begore Mark wrnites to ask which tracts Fred wrote where and when, and which
Lynch mobs they inspined on what dates and how can we Look into the minds of the Leadens
and know what inspined them, 1 will confess to a touch of hyperbole herne.) Bruce also
takes me to task fon neading "both my mind and BLLL's in one sentence." Nox 40, B,
just taking a simple inference based on the facts. Does it make sense fo accept B's
explanation that to protect himself from a mundernous Lunatic he had to do the one zhing
surne to provoke the man to murden?




MEGADIP NOVICE PACKAGE, Part Three

Copyright 1984, Robert Olsen and Ken Peel

The Past Repeats

Over the past 20 years, Dipdom has experienced repeated cycles of
change. Dipdom fluctuates over time between periods of elite guidance and
brutal anarchy. The renouned theorist, Professor Robert '"Dr. Bob'" Olsen of
the Kansas Geo-sociology Board, provides us in the following two pages with
a cogent analysis of the methods of elite guidance, drawn from the chapter
"How the Junta Rules" from the 1982 edition of his text on the structures and
fault lines of the postal Diplomacy hobby, What's All This About Squashed Bugs?
In this cover article, I would like to discuss the context of Dr. Bob's
comments .

Sometimes the transition between Juntas contains a long period of
anarchy, such as the several years that transpired between the passing of the
Walker-von Metzke Junta of the late 70's and the rise of the Berch-Linsey
Junta of recent times. During these periods of anarchy, the diplomatic
rabble rears its ugly head and propogates the radical and disruptive notions
of "democracy" and "player's rights." At other times, however, the passage
from one regime to another comes in the form of a coup, leaving no period of
anarchaic transition. This was clearly the case when the IDA Junta of
Buchanan-Walker overthrew the TDA Junta of Beshra-Boardman in the mid 70°'s.

Lacking a coup, a Junta can either disintegrate from internal dissen-
tion, or can be overthrown by revolutionary foment. The longest periods of
anarchy come from the former, because in the latter revolutionary leaders
often lead Dipdom into a new period of Junta-rule almost as quickly as do
leaders of a palace coup. Dipdom today -is somewhere between a pre-revolution-
ary and post-revolutionary situation.

The current situation, while clearly in the revolutionary paradigm, is
still unsettled. Surprisingly, the revolutionary forces are being led by
the powerful Kathy Byrne who, while possessing one of the strongest follow-
ings in the history of Dipdom, has never before shown any interest in using
that power against the hobby's ruling forces. Ironically, Kathy's personal
friendship with similar powerful but reticent figures -- formost among them
the legendary Steve '"Woody' Arnawoodian -- led the Junta to launch a self-
destructive pre-emptive strike against what they saw as a gathering
revolutionary power center, thus themselves creating and radicalizing just
such a power center.

The exact outcome of the ongoing upheavals is difficult to predict.
Should the Junta be overthrown, will Kathy establish a new ruling elite, or
will she return to her old power base in the mysterious Existential
Crepuscular Cognoscenti, leaving Dipdom in anarchaic disarray? But looking
back at the beginnings and progress so far of the current cycle of change,
there are a number of lessens to be learned. One should act cautiously in
establishing initial alliances in the postal Diplomacy hobby, and one should
not support blindly the actions of the current powers that be, for the
mandate of heaven can change. One must always remain sensitive to the
?hythm of the dialectic of Dipdom. But given the uncertainties of today, it
i1s worthwhile turning back the clock just a bit to learn more about effective

elite rule. In the article that follows, Dr. Bob will make everything
perfectly clear.




MEGaDIPF 101 ¢
HOWwW THE JUNTA RULES
by Bob Olsen

An essential feature of the Megadiplomatic art, as it relates
to perpetuating the rule of the Dip world’s junta, is the question of
security. Sadly, the fuzzy-minded, bleeding-heart laws of this great
land of ours preclude the firm measures (breaking down of doors late
at night by steely-visaged goons, mysterious disappearances of
troublemaking 'dissidents’, fires of unknown origin shutting down
Zines printing embarrassing or inconvenient items) that would
otherwise be most effective. Therefore, our betters have devised a
series of security measures, obstructionist tactics, and fallback
positions of such Byzantine complexity that even most FENSA members
can only gasp in slack-jawed amazement. It is my intent here to
explain how the system operates.

Let’s say, Jjust hypothetically, that a certain hobbyist--let’s
call him Joseph K.--has made critical comments about a member of the
Junta. Farfetched, I know. At this point emergency calls would go
out and the midnight oil would burn most brightly in the homes of A,
the Junta’s "Enforcer", and B, the Junta’s "Mouthpiece”.
Coincidentally, no doubt, the hapless Joseph K. would start to be
deluged by nasty letters from Junta member A, while at the same time
B might begin to bombard him with mock-analytical, self-
contradictory, idiotic gibberish. All of these letters--an
irrational or hysterical person might term them "hate mail®--would
of course be explicitly labelled "Off-the-Record".

K., being a troublemaker as well as a malcontent, now makes the
mistake of mentioning this illuminating correspondence to some other
thorn-among-the-flowers. Joseph K. is finished! The Junta strikes!
For not only were the attacks Off-the-Record, but word of the very

existence of this material was also Off-the-Record, and the very act

of mentioning the existence of the letters was a violation of their
secrecy! K. is finished, ruined. Ignominiously he drops out of
Dipdom, never to return. But the work of our leaders is never done,
and more yet remains. K. has revealed the existence of the security
system, and not only must he be run out of Dipdom, but his grave
must be (figuratively, no doubt) spat upon. Therefore the Enforcer
continues to refer disparagingly to K. for years afterward,
attempting, if opportunity offers, to interfere with his livelihood
or personal life by any means necessary (Hell hath no fury like a
Junta scorned!). Meanwhile the Mouthpiece, in his role as self-
appointed Historian of the hobby, publishes an objective account of
the dispute, emphasizing that Joseph K. was worthless scum.

Occasionally this efficient arrangement can go wrong: K. fails
to allow himself to be driven out, or he’s got too many friends who
stick by him, or the charges against him are so idiotic and
preposterous that only Junta members (who will believe anything if
another Junta member tells it to them) will believe them? A
backlash develops. The self-styled hobby elite is in trouble. What
then?

Because these are the very best people Dipdom has to offer (as
each has told the others so many times), contingency plans for even
this emergency have been made. Depending as they do on the apathy



and credulity of Dippers everywhere, these plans have never yet been
known to fail. They consist of a series of fallback positions,
obscurantist tactics, and verbal obfuscations so daunting in their
labyrinthine complexity as to thwart the intellect of an Einstein.

Let’s say, for example, that certain embarrassing letters
penned by the Enforcer and the Mouthpiece come to light. A series
of barriers are then erected, much as some years ago the French
police placed barricades around the Bastille. In order, these
fallback positions are:

]. The letters never existed.

2 OK, so they do exist, but they don’t say what K. says they

say.

3. OK, so they do say that, but they don’t mean it.

4 OK, so they do mean that, but Joseph K. has violated the
confidentiality of private correspondence Boy, we’'re
really bummed about it too.

5. This is a private matter between Joseph K. and the Enforcer
and it’s nobody’s business but theirs, so let the Enforcer
deal with him as he sees fit.

6. The Junta’s actions were justified by the situation; none
of your business what it was.

7. You can’t know what Junta members A and B were thinking:;
you’'re not a mind reader. Just because a campaign of six
months’ duration came to a completely predictable
conclusion doesn’t mean we intended it that way.

8. A and B were speaking hypothetically/rhetorically/theoret-
ically/probabilistically when they blasted K.

9. "You can’t know what Junta member. A/B was thinking; you’re
not a mind reader. Just because we did the same thing to
Robert A. and John M. doesn’t mean we intended it that
way. .

Junta spear-carrier Z agrees with A.
Joseph K. must have some sort of mental problem to contra-
dict the Enforcer.

12. No matter how many witnesses there are to the contrary,
the word of any Junta member is to be believed implicitly.
Have we ever lied to you?

13. The letters never existed.

14. It’s all Kathy Byrne's fault.

Thus we see that while the practice of hiding behind Off-the-
Record labels is the wellspring of Junta power, the obscurantism of
the security system is the glue that keeps the organization strong.
Until troublemaking aggregations like "Solidarity" realize this
central fact and either bow down to their masters, or change morally
to the point where they feel free to adopt similar methods (a
possibility explored by the rock group "Devo" in their documentary
"The Truth About De-Evolution") only one group, the Junta, can claim
the honor of being known as the Megadippers Supreme, and the right
to destroy anyone who gets in their way.




Non—MNot for Print! !l
Dear FeuEd, 9/11/84

The first issue of Feudesse was outstanding, nearly without flaw
except for Rod Walker’s letter, which was a mere rehash of what he
wrote to No Fixed Address. Fortunately you managed to liven it up a
bit...

Before your term "DipConGate" becomes adopted as standard, I
would like to promote my own expression. I think the so-called
“"Dipcon letters" should be referred to as the "Hexagon Papers"--in my
opinion the best triple-entendre of my career, connoting as it does
in dreaded enumeration the following:

1. Hexagon board-wargaming

2. Our ruling junta, the In Six

3. The historic Pentagon Papers case.

_The latter strikes me as much more relevant to the present issue
than Watergate; after all, there was no break-in, even by the
notorious Robert Sacks, who was foiled by the ceaseless vigilance and
immovable rigor of the Committee.

fAictually, I’m not sure what you mean by "wrong-doing" in this
connection. Aside from a concerted assault on the bounds of good
taste, I don’t see that the Committee did anything "wrong". It would
indeed seem that they spent an inordinate amount of time planning how
to get themselves re-elected, and how to stymie Robert Sacks (a
somewhat similar personality, but as far as I know incapable of the
sort of Byzantine conniving we see here), and in general how to get
the most out of the power-drug. The lesson of the Hexagon Papers is
the same as that of their pentagonal forbears; what really happens in
the corridors of power? What do our ’leaders’ really think of us?

Doesn’t it seem odd that over two years after that particular
Committee discharged what were supposed to be its real duties, there
are still matters in its working papers some people consider
embarrassing? This whole notion that people who supposedly took the
job as representatives of the great mass of Dippers somehow
constitute an elite with secrets to be kept from the Great Unwashed
strikes me as strange. There are no North Vietnamese, no Soviets
here. This whole off-the-record dodge has been abused by certain
people to an incredible degree. The Hexagon Papers give a clear
impression of ISNEREEAINITE) Some people who were having Jjust a dandy
old time playing Machiavellian megadip behind the scenes, never
dreaming that their ruminations about who had to be corraled or given
enough rope, or who was hysterical or irrational, would someday face
candid evaluation. ‘

Maybe some of our present problems have their roots here. Since
Hexagon times, various of the principals have gone on to wield power--
of a highly negative sort--in deciding who shall--or more speéifially
shall not--be Boardman Number Custodian, and whether House of Lords
has an "acceptable" subber policy. And yet, and yet, Committee
members in other years have avoided this sort of hubris. I wonder

why.

By the way, does the 1984 Committee have any secret papers we
should know about?

In polifeudesse,
Bolh Olsen

e



Dear wnd: 10 Sept 84

I have tried, rather dilligently I thought, to mend
fences. Avvarently you would prefer to feude That's
really too bad, sknce you seem otherwise like a nice sort. iie could have
had rather an interesting friendshiyp intra-hobby, assuming that we might
share other interests as well. Too bad we never got to exvlore thosece It
appears that a nasty feud is what you want, instead. You may be rahher
disavppointed in my resnonsce.

"I appreciate your decision to stor hitting Kathy'". How you got the
notion that ¥ Was hitting her is beyond me. I have had one disagreement
with Kathy over scmething she did as BNC, and it was of rathcr a minor sort.
Shsz thought it was mafjor, and unfortunately I engaged in some ill-temcered
rhetoric over it which she has my apology for. However, it was so nice (and
convenient) of you to ignore totally the ngmerous times I have defended and
backed Kathy, particularly in VOICE OF DOOM, but also in MURD'RING MINISTLRS.
Negative details seem to appeal to you, don't they? Sorry you can't pick up
on the positive ones with equal facility. I could never bring myself to hate
peopld quite so easily and with quite so much relish as you seem to do.

Your letter mentions Linsey and other topicse I really regret that I
cannot discuss these matters with you. I would very much like to be forth-
right and candid with you, but you seem incapable of respecting the confi-
dential nature of confidential communicationse. I thercfore cannot ever dis-
cuss third parties with you if it involves information which should not be
spread all over the hobby.

I wish to refer the matter of my NFP letter and of my right of reply
in POLITEZSS® to an ombudsman. The best procedure is for you to suggest a
reasonable number of names (say, 3-6) of individuals whc would be acceptable
in that role. If any one of them is also acceptable to me, then we have a
mubbally agreeable choice and we can go from there. John Caruso maintains a
list of peoprle who are willing to serve in that cavacity in case you can't
think of any names off-hand.

(It is, by the way, a long-established principle of copyright law that
a manuscript letter belongs to the sender and to his estate. That is why,
for instance, a considerable body of Tolkien letters in this country have
haver seen print; the estate won't agree to it.k True, the vhysical lstter
is one question, but the contents of the letter remain the rroperty of the
sender, and you have already violated my rights by unauthorized guctation
from that letter. Hence my demand that it be returnsd.)

Flease send the initial list of your choices for ombudsman at your
earllest convenience. I hope we will need to go through only one list, and
it might be helpful if you avoid naming people you know I won't find accen=
table. This seems to be the only way to resolve fairly a dispute on which
we are not going to agree, I feel confident that you will vursue your feud
with me by whatever other fair or feul means may be put at your disvosal. I
don't feel I ®B® deserve the sort of versecution you seem determincd to in-
flict, but it seems obvious that veople with any brains or powers of discern~
ment will instantly® bee the inherent nettiness of what you are doing.

Too bad you can't see it.
Sinceral

(Ed: 1 did not print your NFP Letten. 1 menely said

that you had threatened me and called me a "bachkstabbing
anghate." 1t's beyond me how you can cast such insults and
then assent yourn "nights" so0 piously. You thy to hide behind
the NFP Label. On Kathy, you had wrnitten in NSWG that she did Aot have the intellfigence
Lo undenstand the PBEM Lssue. As 1 wnote, 1 am glad you decided %o stop wniting such
things about hen. What is this ombudsman supposed to decide? Who has been nastier?

" n

And what sanctions would he impose? This 48 not a Dip game wherne the choice i3 "a
on "b." --But from reading the DipCon papens, I the impression that you "play” Lige
just Like Dip.) get




Dear 7d “'robel, FOR PRINT Eyx 10-3-8L

ety I was somewhat digaonnointed L - the “eptember Teudésse,
Ken Peel's cs-ay was marvelous, very witty and vastly entertsining.
A IO ' . F e
S Ube At 1 ot Mhen E.tuﬁn, however, to vour commentes sbout me, I see
nsudstanticted allegations, vague charges, and innuendo,
For example, vou =ay, "It 1s convkenient for '

tand a P Tary =nd ™od
> tanc up LSrLfreegom of “he opress when it serves their intcrests but to
azae?u'a r1g§:ﬂuo ?glxagx w?en't?ev wis? to ?onceal & conaoiracy or a piéce
What12;0$sa?izu mail. ‘'hat vicious hibe ma}l? P}ease substartdte this,
y am- eged to have done here? "'as this ¢ plece of vicrous hate meil
that I wpoote, and if so, when and to whom? 2nd if it was writier by someone
e%se, who wrcte it to whom and when, ané when did T try to zmmmmX¥sxkk conceal
it? :
fimilarly, vouR write, "For example, “ark xmmuiakxy regulsrly
r@pfinTE other people's materisl xxxim®x 1in Diplomecey Digest without asking for
perrission, altho several people have recently protested thet ther co not
wish to be sssocisted with his zine,” 'hat hsve people protested]"Altho”" what?
et specific here, There have been a tiny hendful of people who hfve fold me
that thev do not want their meterial reprinted in Diplom-cv Tigest, T have’
never reorinted &nv of their meterial, I will in Frct go further than that,
Tn the 7+ 7ears thet T have been running Diplomacy nigest, T have reprinted
hunireds of items, NOT ONCE has any writer ever objectec *to the fact thal T
had kkxkk#d reorintdd his material, And by objected, T mean sithe~ scmcone
who told me in advance that he didn't want his material r-orinted, end *then T
reprinted it snyway, or someone whose meterisl was reprinted, and then they
wrote me later, pbotesting the f act that I had reprinted whet thewv wrote, This
a2s NEVER happened, ©“o what, specificelly, 1§ this all aboutd ho =pgcifice1ly
has been harmed or has protested my reprinting of their materiel Ton & be
vague, be specific, _
snd then there is that wonderful word vou floested out in
responding fo my letter: "Wrong-doing" Ah, yes, vhat a deliclous plece o

[Oaie ]

innuendo, Tt sounds so terrible, and yet, its impossible to resoond to, becanse
) rd

+here 1s no specific Zllcgation here to r fute, The same gocs for wour ™o

voaals L

"conaviracy',.

T will tell wvou, T heve a ver— low opinion of the nsoctice o
just harling forth accusations and innuendo, without any specifics, T realire
that this is just the first lssue of Feudesse, huf T hope that this docs not
a r-mular feature a2t the zine,

(Ed.: 1 hope this issue meets yourn requirements for specificity.

1t seems that you want Lt both ways, though. Last {s8ue you
sought to conceal the specifics by attempting to quash discussion ¢ [¢@Aﬁ—\\\d
04 youn pontion of the DipCon papers. But that's exactly where :
the specifics are set fornth. The hate mail was Rod's contribution, not yourns. Perhaps
the wond "conspinacy” 48 too strong a characterization for a co-ondinated eggont by
severnal men to dictate thein whims to the "ignonant masses.” Aftern akl, who says these
decisions should not be made by Mark Bench, Fred Davis and Rod Walken? That nasity crack
about neprint protestations heferrned to quotes by Bynne, Caruso and Sacks you ook grom
House of Londs. 1t was gratuitous and I offer my apologies. 1 had hoped to soficit
some explanation of the Dipcon papers grom you, Fred and Rod before 1 printed Zhe
arnticle beginning on the front page o4 this issue. Now that many of the specifics
are out, 1 still hope each of you will explain. Dipdom deserves at Least that much.)



Frep C. Davis, JRr.
1427 CLAIRIDGE ROAD
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21207

September 17, 1984
Ed:

You sure know how to hurt people. You apparently don't understand
that for most people, Postal Diplomacy is supposed to be a fun hobby,
not a crusade to force everyone to meet a certsin pre-ordsined moral
stendarde If you den't like the idea of a fun hobby, perhaps you are
in the wrong hobby. Diflsmacy is jusl 2 $ame!

Thark God this game is over, with the 5-way draw approved. Your
protest is printed on Pg. 2.

I do not intend to respordd further to your scandal sheet. I do not
recall that the Postal hobby has apoointed you to be Jjudge and jury
for any investigatiocn into the comttct of the 1982 DipCon.

Needless to say, you are not welcome to be a player in any future
games here in BUSHWACKZ R.

R 12\’2 )

0‘7)\ ‘v‘ﬁ DQ’»)"'\;‘L

~d

Perhaps someday, when you are alone with your conscience
n the dark of the night, you will suddenly r:slize how
many people you have hurt with your insensate neecling
and character assassinations in F3UDESS= and elsewhere,

(ED.: 1 would feel bad that 1 had hunt you 4§ I did not rnecall how glibly
you Labeled an entine hrace progligate, how gleefully you volunteered v
help create a "dossdien" on someone you did not Like and how disdainfully
you planned to bend the DipCon constitution and the Society to your will.
My conscience 48 clean. How could yours be Zthe same?

1 suppose you had a great deal of "gun" doing these things and it's nude
o4 me to be a wet blanket about Lt and spoil yourn fun hobby. Apparently
L2's okl a game to you. :

No one has appointed me judge and jury and 1 have not acted as such. 1

am just anocthen dreg-of-the-eanth who takes offense at yowr elitism.

I believe that the power to make decisions such as wherne the next DipCons
will be held should not be concentrated in a small committee o4 3 [(especially
40 L4 one of them isn'%t even elfected). Youn actions on the commititee show
that you believe otherwdise. Now you are he-proposing a scheme o permit
voting by mail at the society meeting. VYou ndidiculed the Dallas meeting

in Bushwacken because it was not Large enough to be "democratic" in yourn
view. It did include mone than thrnee votens, howeven. Excuse me, but 1 just
cannot rneconcile your new-found devoition o democracy with your track necond.
Am 1 missing something?)




wrobel
esse wéitor
Dear =ditor: 1 1
I have a bit of shocking news for you. Perhaps you'c better

sit dovm. . ~

As a new Varthog devotee and Polipix csditor, I hove found scne
norrible news out here on the west coast. It is quite shocking anc
horrible, not to mention hurtful, obnoxious, sinister, destructivs,
dreadful, foul, rotten, outred, mean, vwretched, pathetic, grievcus,

uaolorabl woeful, evil, nefarious, reprehensible, wicked, renugnant,
abomlnable (not snowmsn), abhorrﬂnt, revolting, rnnu181ve, disgusting,
odious, detestable, accursed, diabolical, devilish, vicious, and <Cun-

right naut11y unhealthy.

It has come to my attention that Dale City is relatively c
to our nation's capital. And the Yashington Redskins foctball =
resides, interestingly enough, in ashington D.C. They have nicx
the offensive line the "Hogs'", which is obviously shortened {rom
Yarthogs. An off shoot of Dale City, 1I'm sure.

This rast month, the ¥ashington Redskin Vigrthogs lost
the evil San Francisco team. Losing is nothing new to us 7
But=--- at this "game" in San Francisco, there was c¢bviously e
threat (see photo below). This should not be confused with any
Linsecy death threat. 1In fact, I specifically asked the neonlc
grandstands if they knew Bruce Linsey and they did not. Cr s
claimed., 1 checked the entire stadium and found none of the kn
Bruce Linsey adversaries. Not one of the hundreds of vnecvle
nut out a contract on Linsey were within 4O miles of Candlesti

50 1 am left to believe that this UYarthog death threat
at the Viashington Redskin liarthogs. Apvarently it scared them
to locse 37 - 27.

I now nominate myself to be death threat guardian fo
hobby. I will number all death threats and track their or
note the camera readiness below,.

Thank you for your support. I am, Sincerely yours,

Doug Brown

\) l*"

[OING RS

r
oy




(Ed.: You will refrain from submifting such obscene photos in the future. This one 4is
being printed in the public interest but we will not make it a practice to depict our
hog brotherns 4in a decapitated and apple-stuffed state. Shameful. 1t is easy to 4ee
that you are a novice to megaDiplomacy 40 1 will only gently remind you that we have
"eustodians,” not "guandians." Oh, there may be a hatchet man on two around but we
won't name any names, Like Bruce on Mark on even Ed. There are many, many very odd
men in this hobby who have put in yeans at shaping DipDom to thein Liking and a mere
whippersnapper Like you isn't going to come afong and snatch a coveted custodianship
fust Like that. Pay your dues and don't call uws, we'll call you...)

From Bruce Poppe

In ne Feudesse: not bad, though 1'LL manage Zo do without it in the
guture. (FENSA, hunh? Hee, hee!) [(Good stugf.) any how, the neal compelling reason
to get Politesse it HavaGame. The nest is Lcing on the HavaGame cake.

(ed: ?un cornespondent holds high office in Maryland MENSA-- Diplomacy Special Internest
Group.

From Conrad Minshall
I don't think 1'L be nequining Politesse anymore. But I would
Like Feudesse. (ed: one man's meat...)

This summen, the Last time 1 checked, photocopying in austin went as Low as 2%¢
per page ($1.25 minimum). Considerning the size of D& metnoplex...pernhaps you'ne
getting nipped of4? led: Hey, this ain't no cow town! DC s right up there nearn
Boston and San Fran in tenms of cost of £iving. 1've been to a dozen places near
home and work Looking fon a bettern deal. They stant herne at 10¢/page for no minimum
and go down with quantity. There are a Lot o4 quickie offset places and Lt's about the
same as photecopying 4§ you can sell a hundred copies. 1 asked Greg ELELLs of Austin
avdut the 2%¢; he pays 15¢! But he sald the Lowen price is available on sale with
cheap paper. There's no justice; anybody know any gamestens in DC with photocopying
privileges?) '

I don't know how you can stand Peel-- his novice package is the best stufg I've
seen An a 'zdine. Why aren't you fealous? (ed: This 48 a quasi-socialistic onganization,
nemembern? We all pull Zogether fon the good of the group, gree of personal rnivalrnies
and jealousdies, committed to WARTHOG, and WARTHOG alone. But easy on the compliments,
okay? Ken is atready talking about taking "Best Wniter" in the Playens' PolL.)

It sune would be nice 4f there were just one skepiical Linquirer, just one pubfisher
digging into the Linsey/Byrne feud w/o heavily slanting the issue one way or %the othenr.
Yes, wouldn't that be nice? (ed: Great idea! A Bynne/Linsey Feud Custodian! 1'2E
bet Doug Brown would Like that job. Bruce has called me up a couple times, trhying to
rnecrult me and pointing out what a great guy he 44 fon not printing anything about a
centain female pernson's drninking habits. Of counse, he has no compunctions about
spreading such tales via telephonic device [easien to deny Later, 1 suppose, no messy
evidence around). 1 have my own disagreements with Bruce but I really think he did
Highfield dinty and 1 don'zt believe his explanation. On Kathy, he should nevern have
come out with that allegation aboul her threatening to declare his games irregular.

This was an attack on the integrnity o4 a Hobby institution and he had no proof to back
Lt up. Moreoven, Lt's nidiculous! 14 Kathy had trnied to declare his games {irregular,
Lt would have caused an Lncredible uproan and pernhaps destroyed the BNs altogethenr.

Kathy has put in months as BNC. Does it make sense that she would then do something
that might destrhoy the veny Anstitution she worked to presenve? 04 cournse, we cannot
nead Bruce's mind...but we can apply rational analysis and draw inferences. We know
that Bruce wrote in VD that he thought the BNs wene unimpontant. Presumably he
wouldn't mind i they were destroyed, along with one of his Longtime enemies...) Some

0§ yourn Linsey humon is funny-- but much of it seems to only thinly hide strong geelings




and thus falls gLat. (ed: Well, you really know how to hurnt a person. Perhaps
someday, when you are alone with your conscience in the dark of the night, you will
suddenly nealize how many people you have hurnt with your insensate needling...oh,
excuse me, what I meant to say i, yes, despite Bruce's contiual protestations to the
contrany, 1 do strongly object to his megaDiplomatic tactics, to the point of geelding
a touch o4 nausea wheneven 1 happen to glance at the initials BL on VoD. But the
neally sernious part of your comment deals with gLat humon. 1 guess the show of geeling
Apoils the humon by imparnting too senious a tone? On are you a closet Doomee? See
Brad WiLson's Letten about Iﬁe relish. )

From Brad Wilson

Ignone OLsen's pontificating against superion authority. Bob's a
natunal-bonn troublemaker. In this case, he's Looking to exploilf you with his bad jokes.
Take strong action against his whining and canping, but since he 44 on the Light Side,
{ed: Where'd he get the nickname "Pudge" if he's Light?) be nice. 1§ you don't act soon,
he'll plague you with Lettens Like he does "Mugfin" Byrne. And that's a gate aldmost as
bad as getting Lettens from Walker!!

On Walkern: Since T don not get DW, and don't intend to-- costs oo much gon what
you get-- 1 did not see the offending plug/review of Erewhon. Howeven, it strikes me as
blatant self-honnblowing and an awqully clumsy move by a usually suave operatorn. But
04 couwrse, Lt all comes down to intent. 1§ Rod really was starting a senies, and jusi
happened to choose his own zine, then we may faubt him forn a serious erron of judgement
({.e., choosing his own zine) but he's innocent of malice/self-promotion/conglict-o4-
intenest. 14, as you seem to imply with youn "why wasn't it Labeled a series" nemank,
Rod deliberately set out to promote himself to a captive audience, then we can prove
a blatant attempit at seld-promotion that calls into question Rod's imparntiolity as DU
editon and his §itness to continue as editon (on "custodian" if that suits someone betten.)

Rod's attempt to point out the "ineffectiveness" of the anticle (yowr wond) L8
disingenous, o4 cournse, as you say. 1§ 1 thy to shoot you and my gun doesn't wonrk, the
malice o4 Aintent remains. And you neatly destroy Rod's economic argument, also accurately,
Lf with a bit too much nelish. (ed: Agreed. 1've made an effont to hold the nelish some
this issue. What can 1 say? 1 had him by the balls and 1 couldn't nesist squeezding.

In thuth, 1 was outnaged by his apparent attempt to pull the wool oven the eyes of my
neadens. We may not be uppern-crust, west coast intellectuals with a Love fon opera and
extensive knowledge o4 the biblLe, but Rod's feces smells the same as anybody's. )

What it comes down to 48 how fast we're willing to question Rod's motives gon the
Erewhon plug. 1t was at the Least just stupid and at worst total self-aggrandizement.
I'm not sure 1'd fump to yourn assumption (I'm not saying you "fumped” to Lt) that Rod's
motives wenre suspect; but if they werne, then you'ne absolutely night to take him severely
to task. But, as 1 said, Rod could have avoided the whole ugly incident by using betten
judgement. See what a Little thinking can do forn us humans? (ed: I don't place as much
Amportance as you do on whether this was the start o4 a senies on not. 1 just think
Rod insulited us by making a big deal out of how Dip World £s a Hobby service and how
we should support it-- and then twwing night anound and using this public service 1o
promote his private wanres.) ,

As gon Dipcon 81-82 and Bench, T've not seen those Lettens. But I strongly disagree
with any effont to keep those Lettens quiet orn secnet. led: Hean, hean!! This
connespondence 45 a recornd of the work of the committee and DipDom should not be
prevented from examining that rnecond.) Nowherne in the Chanten does it say that the
DipCon committee is to act as some type of Stan Chambern, isofated, incommunicado, and
behind closed doons. Apparently, as you and othens have said in the past, there's
something a Little hot in those Lettens. 14 Lit's nelevant fo today's hobby, as you
Amply, then therne should be a totally 4ree, open and vigorous discussion o4 those Leliens.
Now how about prninting that stufs?

(ed: continued agten the Brux t-shint offern a few
pages hence)



SPECIAaL OFFER!I 1)

FOR A LIMITED TIME ONLY!!!

TO MY FELLOW MEMBERS OF DIPDOM’S ELITE:

You all know me. My name is Quark L. Berch. Many of you
may know me from my zine, Diplomacy Indigestion. Many of you may
know me from the many letters I have written to Diplomacy zines 4o

support Bruce Linsey’s positions. Many of you may know me from
my articles for Diplomacy World. And one or two of you may even
have encountered me in my game. To all I give greetings.

As most of you know, I have been retained by Mr. Bruce
Linsey to defend him against sundry scurillous accusations made
against him. These accusations have come from certain mentally-
unbalanced elements of the hobby, including, but not limited to,
crooked GM’s, thieving publishers, short loud women who snarl in
sharp New York accents, the next Jack Masters and the next Jack
Masters after him, unethical publishers who have refused my right
of 40-page reply, vicious nasty Boardman Number Custodians who
won’t do things our way, and others whose marked mental
deterioration has been a source of grave concern to us all. I
would like to state publically at this time that I believe every
single word of what Mr. Linsey has said in his own defense,
except for those times when he has admitted to what he has been
accused of. Obviously, those confessions must have been coerced,
and they don’t count.

But I have asked myself, what can I do for Bruce, other than
putting my own reputation, which is nearly as unsullied as his,
on the line? Is there not some act of faith which will prove my
total sincerity despite what might be read in the Hexagon Papers?

At last I have come up with something, and I want you to
understand that this proof of my faith and sincerity is the
highest accolade I can give my friend and client, Bruce Linsey.

I believe in Brux. And I know that you agree with me, since
otherwise you’ll soon be run out of the hobby. It is for this
reason that I am offering you, for a limited time only, a FREE "I
believe in Brux" T-shirt. I expect no payment of any kind for
these shirts; they are my tribute to Brux. All I want from you
is a regular-size SASE (those ordering "Xtra-large" please use a
legal size envelope). In return you will receive, absolutely
FREE, an "I believe in Brux" T-shirt, and it will be worth every
penny you pay for it too. These shirts are available with a
variety of inspirational messages (see order form), or you may
compose your own message of support for Brux. Please limit the
message to !5 words total, or if your name is Berch, to 50,000
words not including footnotes.

In addition, the first 100 Dippers to take advantage of this

offer will receive, in the same envelope, "The Collected Death
Threats of William S. Highfield, John H. Masters, Kathleen Byrne,
John Caruso and God Only Knows Who Else" absolutely free!!! So

don’t hesitate! Fill out that form and send it in today!




“I BELIEWVE IN BRUX" T-SHIRT
ORDER FORM

Size: 0 Swmall
0 Mediun
0 Large
0O Xtra-lLarge

MESSAGE DESIRED (check only one)

“No matter what the evidence...I believe in Brux"

"I believe in Brux because Brux believes in Berch"

“Any number of witneges can’t be right...I believe in Brux"

"Keep Dipdom dirty...I believe in Brux"

"I believe in Brux...and communist robots from the planet
Gorgon"

OCOOOCoO

"Destroy a hobbyist today...I believe in Brux"

"I’11 believe anything...so I believe in Brux"

"I believe in Brux...1984’'s Minister of Truth"

"The In-Six: love them or be destroyed. I believe in Brux!
"Have you busted a novice today? I believe in Brux"
“Tretick lives! I believe in Brux!"

COOOCOO0O

0 {(your message)

Send this form to:
Quark L. Berch
Nail ’er Place
Alexandria VA

nonNotFonPrint (continued, with Brad Wilson)

The satine o4 Walkern in SK was viciows, biting, ineisive, and funny. 14
youn midd€e name Swift?? 1In shont, it was what good satine should be. Hope Rod
sees it that way. (Want to trhy yourn hand at Brux next?) (ed: No way! Linsey
plays gorn keeps.)

The satine o4 Davis wasn't quite as good, but then he's hander to Lampoon,
not being as visible, colongul, vernbose and pompous as Walkenr.

From Steve Hutton ~
Add me to the List 04 people who didn't know L4 you folded on
not. led: VYou sLy social climbern, you! OK-- Mark Bench, Steve Hutton, Bruce
Linsey. At Least you dddn't ask fon a refund.) Yourn LatinBashing was brilliant.
Why did you have to beat me into print? (ed: 1'm very good at BAXANLZANG
dead Languages. 1t just occwrned to me how appropriate Lt Ls that Latin 4s the
epdltaphical Language-o4-chodlce for Hobby 0Ld Farnts (oops-- too much nelsih!) and
too gross a wond construction!) Youn "confidential" play seemed very cheap.

{ed: 1t had veny Limited distrnibution and, thus, was quite Lnexpensive. And

it was stnaight frnom the donkeys' mouths.) AlLso, An Feudess, you seemed very
pissed o044 personally. Why? And, will you get betten soon? l(ed: Maybe this
issue will help answen yourn questions. Are you not a Little annoyed to be treated
50 dneggishly by the Committee of 1/2/37)



THE Law OF BERCH

translated from the Berchian by Bob Olsen

Bruce Linsey is my shepherd; I shall not think.

He maketh me to walk the path of controversy, for controversy’s
sake.

He smiteth the evil ones, the un-believers,

The Leeder Poll winners, the Boardman Number Custodians, the women:

He destroyeth mine enemies; and better vet,

He telleth me that my every word is correct and brilliant,

Though I be the veriest lackwit.

I getteth my jollies watching him destroy the innocents:

With mighty blows he disrupteth the personal lives.

He teacheth me new ways to save on long-distance phone calls;

He relateth fascinating lore of mysterious death threats;

- Yet he exacteth tribute from me, his obedient servant.

I must exalt the sacred holy word of Bruce Linsey above that of any
number of other people,

Yea, though they be ten, or ten score, or ten million in number.

I convert my zine to his good work of slander;

My hypocrisy and moral cowardice stand revealed before the
nultitudes;

I work my pretend-lawyer phony jerkoff miracles in his nanme;

My verbal obfuscations rise like holy incense at his altar.

And though my pedantic fatuities know no end, I shall not fear,

Because Bruce Linsey and I run thgis hobby,

And anybody who gets in our way shall surely go the way of
Highfield,

And Masters, and Arnett, and all the rest.

And though we have to destroy Dipdom in order to save it,

Yet will there always be those who will worship us;

For according to the prophet Barnunm,

One of those is born every minute.

For which I give thanks, in the name of Bruce Linsey,

Novicebuster, BNCbuster, friendbuster,

Hobbybuster.

Amen.

nonNotForPrint (continued)

From Scott Hanson
I'm neally proud of myself. 1 neaﬂﬂy am out of touch with the

Dip hobby-- on at Least the wonst pants of it. 90% of Feudesse was about stuff
I didn'?t know about. (ed: The South Coast CLique depends on Lgnorance and
apathy to accomplish its vital work.) Buz, hey, keep sending 4t. 1§ 1'm goding
to nead personal attacks, they may as well be witty and well waitten.. {ed:
It seems that any cnlticism of any kind gets Labefed a "pernsonal attack.” 1
think the wonk of the committee beans some scrutiny. And Davis, Linsey and
Walkern desenve a few knocks forn thein variows nasties.)



ESSE PUBLICATIONS, LTD.
Arlington, Vingindia

My dear aspiring wiiter,

Thank you A0 much forn taking the time to pour your hopes, dreams, blLood,
sweat and tearns into a Little envelope and entrusiting them to the Zender
ministhations of the United States Postal Service. You neally are very
goolish.

You see, we hene at Esse hecelve Literally millions of submissions everny
month grnom Lange, amonphous, slow-witted creaturnes, such as youwrself,
who could harndfy tell a Podernkagg grom a Pontoondia, and could never
possibly pen anything wonth one moment's of ourn time. And those that we
do not necelve are, to codin a geopolitical fantasy, "Lost in the mail,"
a convenient fate which we also reserve fon particularly ingratious
pieces of cornrnespondence. We cannot really Zell you whether your own
missive was classified such until you alledge that you sent something,
at which podint Lt will be too Late...

In view o4 the above, and the gact that you failed to include a von Metzke
method SASP, we anre unabfe to nefuwn your mss. unfc you, de gustibum fuff
Lookus. Howevern, in concert with our Loung-established, traditional and
intractable policy o4 the past 18 yearns, at Least, we -are forwarnding your
piece to oun sistern onganization, Pandemonium Pubfications, 4on nejection,
unden separate coven.

Sincenely youns,

In selg-importance,
e
\./ )
\/ ’

Edwarnd Wnobel
Head Honcho

ce: Kenneth Peel
Figurnative tHead

Pandemonium Publications



THE VYOICE OF DOOM TRIVIAa TEST
by Bob Olsen

Many fascinating tidbits await the reader of back issues of
Voice of Doom. Admittedly, it’s a rather depressing task to see
all the people who have been discarded in the Quest for
Controversy, and yet, there’s a certain repellent fascination as
well. Hobby Old Guard types will know the answers to these
relatively easy questions. Do you?

I. Bruce Linsey: "I haven’t offered any ’documented proof’ of my

side of the story because there is none. The stuff he and
I differ on took place in conversations, making it impossible to
prove."” Q: Who in the world can Bruce be talking about here?

2. Bruce Linsey: "I have had occasion recently to discover that
can be very generous and caring toward someone she likes.
Consider the BRUX- feud over. Permanently." Q: Again,
who in the world?

3. How many player resignations occurred in VYOD as a result of
the "Black Hole Affair"? Which players resigned, from which
games?

4. Mark Berch: "If he didn’t like you, he would just start
making up stories about you. He was extremely generous in
distributing samples--he specialized in getting the addresses of
people new to the hobby, and deluging them with sample copies.
These people heard the charges--but not the denials, particularly
if they got only 2 or 3 zines--which is not uncommon." Who is .,
Mark talking about here? Hint: despite appearances it is not
Bruce Linsey. ‘

5. Bruce Linsey: " may or may hot hold your secrets in
confidence, he may invent ’'quotes’ or stories about you if he
chooses, and...things that he says about other people are not
necessarily the truth...blatant disregard for the most minimal
standard of ethics." Bruce was not writing an autobiography
here; to whom was he referring?

6. Who was the first person ever attacked in Voice of Doom?
7. What former Boardman Number Custodian was attacked by Bruce

Linsey for offering (the game was never played) to guest GM in a
zine Linsey did not approve of?

8. Bruce Linsey: "I do not recommend that anyone do business
with as I consider him dishonest. Details available upon
request.” (Note: the ’details’ are to be found in question 1).

Again, who’s the subject? (This is an easy onel)

9. Match the snippet of constructive criticism in column A with
the fortunate recipient in column B.

A. B.

"senile-sounding nut...totally Bernie Oaklyn
lacking upstairs”

"either desperate, or stupid, or both" Kathy Byrne
"thief" John Caruso
"guilty of lying about me" Richard Kovalcik
"meanness and viciousness” John Boardman




10. Who was the first person to refer to killing people (’death
threat") in VOD? :

11. Who said, "Do everything Alex tells ya, or I’1ll kill vya,
oK?*
12. How many consecutive Boardman Number Custodians have been
blasted, at one time or another, by Bruce Linsey?
13. Which of the following zines has not been subjected to
"econstructive criticism" by Bruce Lirfey because of lateness:
a) Retaliation
b) North Sealth West George
¢) Erehwon

led: 1t 4is my understanding that the winners neceive a free subscription Lo
Voice o4 Doom.) (Don't peek!)
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3¢ none otvier then Joga akatbEcten
Tendette to ~mmer
...Cvs.“ rToe Lo oL
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v 24 rokel for 2llioving X
nart of the ter

llence, Zeudeszes L'n nroud to e

e

In tue Legt iszue, orny ﬁducr,gulng mesters were Trourat up, mrtlers of
whiehh o frest denl of importsnce lies ’ing ilze nostzge due 1'11, ~nd
vhether or not one sheuld sccept end 7 T e vmich rre mostrge Jue.
et -lso brince us to the nroblem of dl ultiz-tely resmonciile
To gy Zor such o Dreaci of CO[LlQCHtlclltV Logic dictrtes thot +the sender
zhould reimburse the recirient. 3uv cha ¢

4 This is dinlonrey, ~nd her
¢ in uech intricit metters, -one must rerember the (C L
i i logic ¢oes out the window, =nd that you, ss the sverrgre hob
2re no richt to exmect reimbursement from zuch neo—-le “ho =re co Irn
- Zerca or Sruce Linsey, or os busy == these =eonle cre. lote,
inferring thet I=rk or 3Bruce gend nostrge due meteriel, nor rm I %
sugcest thet they woulin't offer TelﬂbU””CWC;u, “vite the contrery
once reimbursed me 24 {or wes it 3¢) OL e MOQt ge due letter thet !
gent vo me. Its just thet they rre 2 of the most recognizenle arrmes throt
one cen lumn together (ir o, BLIN LwJI;T“P), or thrt con be ersily e-untedl

to ng very bu'J, and thot t;ey re famous.
Thiz »ls0 Drings un ~aother sres of imwortence. Sub bolences. Suntoze
c zine runs 207 =n issue, fnd & subber onlj nes o 206 hrlence., Iz e

~ublizher obligred to send the entire iszue, even tho the subber mey not
reimburse him, and he is losing money oa Sh~ issue alresdy, =t the 20
nrice? Or should the subber send an =dditionsl 6077 lgri ve come to the
(OLDET-.CE RWLE, which stetes- if you owe = big shot =n i you 1o,
e lrrlc Berch or Bruce Linsey tyne- for an examnle), you =
follow vhetever nolicy it is that they tell you nust ne T .
send the entire iscue, they sgsune you sre bheing generous, ~nd sy nothing
of it. Towever, should you gend only nart of the zine, gyou will he
ed. =11 sorts oFf gond ne: nes, cnd G ?ﬂndc vi1ll mrde unon your life
sné = lien wlesced on your weges, until such time thot you 'sfive for fren!
the entire issue of the zine, thet the 'birrie' was not entitled to.

srnotner immortrsnt lssue oroug:t un in the lset Feuvdesse cerlg wwith
vTiether it ig ethiecel nroctice to reprlnt gour own mhone pill %o mrove

thet you dicd incdeed meoke 2 nhone call, Zspecislly when you'rc )pl”’ clir1ll-
enged to hrve never made the phone call in the 1st ~lrce. SC3
QLG #1lgo covers this, #nd stntes- 2 person crn not 7rove uhp+ ”O”“O”O
Cidn't brerk into his house while e wrs ot work snd mslie the ”d)i“”'lj, cha
thrt the »erson isn't vorling in cahostes with the vhone connsny To »lrce

cn oxtrs c=ll on the ~hone »ill, in ordler to win his noint, even if the

~1leged coll were to cost over 1CC.

nere sre wmony iomortent issues reised is feudesse L, but e do nog
vish to Ywesr you out' with this memoribviliz, =11 ot cnce.

“ovever, there wrs one other issue oF greot ilmmortsnce, ond thro
the 2incongate, .ld. Som., Jinlon mrmers. The Thorter of the Dinlon
stotes thﬂt tire Committes is only doing the vorlz of nrepnsring
cetwen the Jincons. They sre the chosen "emoefu, by the Hociety,
woris for '”e Jincon tnd the Jociety, ~nd =s such,sre rnoverebhle to

chi to Xpew cron he 4o

socicty, ot lorge, I G0 not fe2l = nersons v
Rt -

-~ “ - ", N
echeeinlly AT the werson{s) heve the -
trert. There iz, fgr shovld I oy ean




“tters nerts ivis to the org~nizing ol thwe Jindon Ior the corstituentz tH
enjor. onG 1 ~esnle wizh to o vhet iz coing on, or Tt T ent on,
the informet should be rendily ~veileble to tiaem.

Cnce zgal 5 ocmmerrs thet [ crk erch is upn to hiig nroverbisl errs in
tn other DJis imnamtont iszue. and 1o, it is not weccuse he's oo zhord
cither., I0ve I'm aure thet Irrl will =gree writh woth Zd ~nd T orn this
one, ~né rerli thet JinCon éste is hobbyride meoterizl, —ad atould not e

rectricted by :upelejlouu, cnd artificisl Icbhels of CDﬂ:lLOQt7'7“*V, wThere
rone should exigch. Zveryone hcsaright to mow just how Dincon slounll be rum,

nd how it wes run, if for no other reason, to lecrn something ne-.
brozdening »f horizons if you will.

T arve e srest sl more to discuss, ~nd will do go in Ffuture iscues oL
Teviette. Sut for now, I'1l be signing off. I hrve to reread the Jincon
neners, so I cen bruqaen my norlvOQS, =nd be better wnrevered for T“he us-
coming discussions on the do's and don'ts Tor settirg un 2 successful Dindon.
Zye Tor 1novie Tolke CETCesecess

T3: I refuze to five you my bosses nome, &CC N0z n T
cti1ll receive Teudesse #nd send 2 subzine to Fgudesgse for nu0110¢tlom

(ed: Sornny, John, but for securnity reasons, we musi have a sound method of persuasion
available §on each neaden.)

Feudesse 0

PO Box 3463
Arnlington, VA 22203



