CATFISH #9 

ANDREW BUSHARD 

Hello, zine readers. 

I would like to thank you for reading my zine. My motives are pure, I do not desire to generate great profit, and God knows I never will. Hopefully, I stimulate some minds, and get people out there to think, and hopefully I produce laughter in the hearts of the humorless with my comedy pieces. I really love doing zines, and it is so wonderful to have people enjoying what you write. I write two other zines in addition to this one, called Anarchv, Humor, and Hate, a poetry zine with 11 issues out, and Green Jean Humor, a satire zine with 5 issues out. The school year is half way over, and I did as well as I desired to do academically. I do not desire to boast, but I got all A's with a 4.8 G.P.A. I really regret not becoming more socially active my other 3 years of high school, and there is a lot left for me to do. Hopefully, I will leave my mark on my school and fulfill all my high school dreams. It is very sad to ponder that I am growing up and my childhood is almost over. I look forward to College, but I will definitely miss high school. Without the homework and studying, high school is an absolutely wonderful experience, or is most of the time anyways. I believe the interaction with my peers is far superior to any second rate TV. sitcom. I have made a good deal of friends this year, and the quality is absolutely magnificent. I just wish I would have been more outgoing during the rest of my high school. I believe college will become both a challenge and an opportunity. I can't take back what I have done in high school, which is sometimes good and other times bad. I got one semester left, and that's it. I know very few people who even get the slightest hint of sorrow thinking about graduation. To most people graduation is celebration. But, I may very well be mourning during graduation, rather than parading around. It is sad to think that I may lose my friends, when I go off to college. I really hope not. There are some friendships I have made, which I desire to keep for a lifetime. There are also some teachers whom I will never forget. I am not at all a suck up, in fact, I am often very troublesome, so when teachers like me, the like me for good reasons, not shallow superficial ones. They like me because they see the real me. If I can be remembered and people say I made a difference I will become extremely proud. I must make the most of these last moments of high school. I have some fantastically terrific friends, especially one in particular, and I would like to thank them for sticking by me. Please enjoy this zine, and tell others about my zines. Thanks a lot. The issue is finished around January 26, 1997.

Reviews

MUSIC 

Deep End, "Deep End, 1997, Aaron Wallrich, 4204 Amherst Lane, Rockford, IL 61109 

This is a demo tape put together by my friend Aaron and his band, Deep End. It is a noble outing put together by a probable soon to be famous band. Production is simple at best, it's very very low fi, so naturally there are inherent defects, however the band is very talented and demonstrates and reinforces that there is viability for 3 person ensembles. Aaron has an outstanding voice, perfect for the punk genre. In fact, the first time I hear him singing, I thought he was lip syncing to some successful established band. Deep End had a difficulty overcoming the music's dominance over the vocals, but without a sound board, you can't really expect too good mixing. Aaron plays Bass, and he is an extremely talented musician who has a natural gift. He is an excellent play by ear instrumentalist, and he has a well defined concept of musical theory. I am told, the guitarist, Lance Tuula, never makes any mistakes, and he is even so good that he can play 2 instruments at once. The songs are catchy, even though at times lacking depth, but this is a difficult obstacle to overcome considering the fact there is only one guitarist. Excellent musical composition, and despite the fact that this tape is raw, it is definitely listenable. Deep End is a young band with potential and if they stick together and refine themselves into perfection, they may very well become an accepted member of the growing punk rock population. If the format was switched to Thrash / Death Metal, the sky would be the limit, but Aaron and his band maintain their integrity and stick to their punk roots. Aaron even said he would not switch to a Death Metal format if he was offered $1000. I being, as unusual as I often am, have attempted to bribe Aaron with $50 -$100 to make the switch, but under no circumstances, will he do it. Aaron is often influenced by my school of thought, so it is extremely unlikely that he will not sellout to MTV or even shitty commercial radio. Aaron writes all the lyrics for the band, and he is really the spokesperson / marketer. One thing for sure is that Aaron will never write lyrics as cool as mine. Overall this band is one fantastic outfit, and I am definitely jealous. 

Ramones, Ramones Mania, Sire Records, 1988. 

Why I ever liked this band is really baffling me. This album is at times annoying and is way too simplistic. The lyrics are stupid, depthless, moronic nonsense. The lack of depth in the music is extremely apparent, noticeable to even unmusical people like myself. Any half assed high school garage band can create songs as good as these. These aren't power chords, they are poser chords. They are way to weak to even suck as bad as power chords. Joey Ramone does have a good voice, and he is a great singer, but that's about all I'll give the band in way of compliments. Every single song sounds almost exactly alike, fun listening, huh? Try to bear all 30 songs. There are a handful of songs which I like, but none which I really love. Only a few of these songs can be tolerated at the once. The Ramones are a pretty average band who somehow achieved extraordinary success. And that is a major reason, why I am so hard on the boys. They aren't 1/2 as good as they are made out to be. The album is pretty mediocre overall, but some of the songs are halfway decent. 

Zines 

Orthoprobe #2 Summer 96, trade / $2.00, c/o Joe Smith, P.O. Box 2037, University Station, Syracuse, NY 13210. 

I really like this zine. Joe has an essence for tackling political theory and making it accessible and simplistic for the layman, without any hints of the abstract or mundane. He succeeds tremendously as a political writer, he writes so very well. There is a great essay on work which is straight forwards, concise, and persuasive. Also included is a thought provoking essay on religion. Joe writes clearly and crisply, with a fantastic amount of sarcasm and cynicism targeted towards all the appropriate sources. But the best part of this zine is the travel journal;. Joe chronicles the day to day activities of his vacation to Florida. 'Each entry is highly entertaining filled with tons of insightful remarks. If you think travel journals are bad, then you haven't read Joe's. I just love his perspective and how integrates his theories into his overview of his activities. Orthoprobe is one of the more readable zines out there, and what is more appealing is the fact that Joe and I reside in the same region of the political/societal vector. 

Omega Homofobz, 2040 Polk St. Box 234, San Francisco, CA 94109, free. 

A zine dedicated to promoting "homophobia" from the most appropriate place, but not nearly as hateful as you may think. The writer is not so fervently opposed to homosexuality itself, but the writer's main aversion and foremost concern is against homosexuality's influence in public policy and life for the rest of us, so I guess I can embrace many of his viewpoints. After all, the author doesn't hate homosexuals themselves, the author merely desires that their sexuality be confined to where it belongs, in the bedroom. I agree that homosexuals deserve no special rights above and beyond the rest of us. He really proves that forcing values is bad, and forcing acceptance of homosexuality can be as evil as forcing other morals, like religious ethics upon us. I believe this zine presents a pretty rational view towards homosexuality. 

The Match #91, P.O. Box 3012, Tucson, AZ 85702, $2.75. 

An awesome journal of anarchist literature stretching itself across many vectors from the literary all the way to the highly political. It is wonderful that Mr. Woodworth puts so much effort into this zine. It really, really shows. After all, it takes him 4 ten hour days just to type set the darned thing. The craft of old fashioned typesetting is very very magnificent, just take a gaze at the cover and layout. I absolutely love the look. The Match is saturated with professional standard essays and columns along with highly imaginative stories. Mr. Woodworth's anarchist views appear noble enough, and he is also consequently dogged. Fred happens to employ the services of some very talented writers. The zine is so thick, so there are plenty of provoking tidbits to read. The Match is a vital contribution to the anti -authoritarian movement. Only one major pitfall, I found, this zine is way too somber in tone, it will not tolerate even slight jokes about Anarchism. Too bad, humor brightens up our days and gives us the strength to carryon, and we should all laugh at ourselves, once in awhile. 

Books

How To Start Your Own Country, Erwin Strauss, Loompanics Unlimited, 

P.O. Box 1197, Port Townsend, WA 98368, 1988. 

Oh my, this is a truly wonderful book! This book is so damn interesting. It sparks great thoughts in the minds of romantic idealists like myself. Even if you have no intentions of engaging in this endeavor, the book, nonetheless provides highly provocative reading. The history of new country projects is very thorough, exhaustive, and extremely intriguing. Mr. Strauss is one tireless researcher. There is so much fantastic data, not only that, the tips about starting your own country are clear and well drawn out, in case you ever so desire to implant the suggestions. An awesome book which any and all freedom lovers should at least read, if not employ as a bible for their new country venture. 

High Weirdness By Mail, Rev. Ivan Stang, Simon and Schuster, 1988. 

Obsolete, but one hell of a book anyways. An extremely well done expose and profile of the fringes of human belief. The listings provide for very entertaining reading, and Stang's sarcasm and cynicism strike a nerve and are an absolute riot to read; his writing in this book 100 times better than his SubGenius writing. I love Stang's sense of humor, and he reinforces the idea that nothing is truly sacred, and we can laugh at everyone, especially the "kooks". But of course, it's always better to be weird than normal. 

Animal Rights

I believe we all need to take a new approach, a more compassionate, loving, respectful approach to the rights of animals. I am a Libertarian and feel theoretically that animals should have the right to live a happy, peaceful life just like we humans do. I do not believe that since we are a higher species that our rights and privileges are more important than animals. And if we were really were such a high species; we would be able to respect life lower down on the hierarchy of life. We can very well live perfectly fine without the intentional slaughter of billions of animals. We, by no means, need meat to live. Let me say something, I do eat meat, so me, myself am not totally blameless, but at least I do feel guilt about it and I do recognize the error in my ways. Besides, it is very difficult to eat exactly what one wants, when one lives with a family. Perhaps, when I go off to college, I'll become a vegetarian. I am a Cross Country and track runner who tries to eat very nutritionally, and consequently meat is one of the least nutritious things out there. It is so full of fat and unhealthy ingredients; and besides meat is an excellent carrier of disease. We would be much better off, if we did not eat meat. We would be so much healthier. Any civilizations which have had meatless diets are almost always more healthy than carnivore societies. I believe almost any benefit derived from meat eating is almost always counter productive; because there are so many health risks one must take, when one eats meat. You just need to be creative. You must merely find other sources to obtain your protein. This should not be an extremely difficult task, except maybe acquiring enough B2, but that's not that hard either when you come down to it. If you get tired of boring legumes, vegetables and grains; you just need to improvise and be innovative. And if we do so badly crave the taste of meat, I believe it is within the reach of modern science to create synthetic substitutes. Now, I will grant that becoming a Vegan will be a extremely difficult task. No animal milk products? Oh my goodness, that would be a difficult promise to keep. But I do believe, it is possible for anyone with some discipline and determination to become a regular run of the mill Vegetarian. There are some vegetarians who wear leather or another animal garments, and I believe their vegetarianism is meaningless unless it is for health purposes. I suppose some of these Vegetarians aren't aware of these inconsistences, but how could any self serving animal lover not be aware? However, there is probably one major area where I would have to differ from most Vegetarians. I would have few if any moral qualms about eating or using an animal who died naturally. I would only be morally repulsed to the killing of animals, not the use of already dead animals. Something is going to use the animals' bodies anyhow how, whether it being insects or birds, so why not us? And there is no need to worry about violating the animals' rights, the animal lost their right to life when they died. The rights were dissolved by nature, not any person. And that's okay. I don't think it's really any different than eating a plant. Just remember if it died naturally, it's okay, but if the animal was murdered, it's immoral. Even though animals aren't as intelligent as we are, does not mean we shall void their basic rights. It is so wrong to deny someone or something a right, just because it is less intelligent. It is wrong to value one life over another. Who has the right to say who should and should not live? Is that our right? No, only nature's God, or the life in question has the right to terminate their life. I would believe the more advanced species would not kill less advanced species; because isn't non violence a sign of advancement? In fact, I believe one of the greatest signs of advancement is the initiation of non violence as a means of fulfilling desires. It takes a lot more intelligence to think of creative peaceful ways to acquire things rather than brute force. Violence is a sign of primitiveness. If we humans were really so superior, we would prove it by respecting life, all life. What constitutes a worthy life? It is really in the eye of the beholder. So, it is unfair for us to make that assessment. I could say that since someone sits on their ass all day doing nothing, collecting welfare at our expense, that this person should be killed to prevent the waste of resources, but you better believe that the person may believe rather differently. I believe each living being has the right to do whatever they desire with their own life, as long as they do not interfere with others rights to do likewise, which is the most basic and fundamental Libertarian principle. True Libertarians should be a staunch supporter of animals rights. if they correctly understood and analyzed their ideology. If any animal or person wants to end their own rights, it is within their rights to do so. But no one else, unless the rights are given up by the victim. I am the one who determines how my life is to be run and even how long it will be. A lot of people say that Vegetarianism should not be forced upon anyone. But that argument would only be valid if Vegetarianism was only a personal choice like drugs, but when you eat meat you make choices for other lives. So if Vegetarianism is really morally correct, then it should be forced by law, because its enforcement would be within the operation of sound Libertarian principles. It may seem a little contradictory to say that I am against the killing of innocent animals, so I don't eat meat, but it's okay if my children eat meet. Perhaps it would not be so contradictory if the Vegetarian parents only merely allowed their children to eat meat, but if they buy or prepare the meat, I do see contradictions. Personal choices are only personal choices when the choice does not infringe on the rights of others. A lot of religionists point to the bible, which says it's perfectly okay for Christians to eat meat, and people are SUPPOSED to eat meat, since GOD provided humans with animals for our own use, giving us domain over them. But just because we are allowed to, and even if we are supposed to eat meat, does not mean we have to. Another point to ponder is the fact that, merely permitting someone to engage in an activity does not necessarily imply approval. All it means is an activity is permitted, if I want to legalize drugs, it does not necessarily mean I want everyone to use drugs. It seems morally wrong and evil that the bible tells us to "Love Thy Neighbor" and to follow the Golden Rule, yet it also tells us, it's okay to kill animals. We won't die from abstaining from meat. And even though religionists won't agree, I see a problem in the murder of any of God's creatures. God loves some of his creatures better than others, it so appears. Murder is still murder no matter who or what is being murdered. The target of the murder does not change the morality or validity of the act. SO if murder is morally wrong, then it is always wrong. And practically all morals are absolutes. Even God seems hypocritical saying "Thou Shall Not Kill", then permit the murder of animals. I believe a big problem with animal rights is the fact that most people do not realize or even conceive meat as murder. Sure, many know and many don't care, but there are some, like myself, who often haven't thought that using animals for food is really murder. Most people do not see the processes involved -all they see is the end product and they don't put 2 and 2 together. We don't view a hamburger as a dead cow, we just think of it as a slab of meat. However, those of us with a heart, would probably feel a lot different if we actually killed the cow ourselves. Try if at all possible to sympathize with the plight of the animals. Put yourself in their shoes, and try to understand how they would feel. Remember they do FEEL. How would you like it if a higher more capable being killed you or abused you for their own needs? We are really just big bullies. Humans take advantage and destroy our planet which other animals have used rightfully and peacefully for ages. Humans are the species which pose the greatest threat to the environment, so proceeding with this train of thought, would lead one to conclude that perhaps we are the lesser species, and our lives are less worthwhile, since we do more harm than good, and perhaps, we should be eradicated.. If we were eradicated, it would make a lot of other species very happy, that's for sure. Humans have probably done 100 times more damage than they have done good. We strip away from others lives to add quality to our own. That is so terrible. But we shouldn't give animals extra rights. Their lives should not take priority over ours. We shouldn't die for them. They should not be allowed to kill us. If they attack us, we do truly have the right to defend ourselves, and vice versa. In a theoretical ideal just society, we would go to jail for killing animals. But, practically, this would cause a great deal of problems. It's nearly impossible NOT to kill insects, and how do we determine if an animal invades our rights? (Being born in our home?). Would we lock up animals in prisons too? It's absurd to think that we would send them to court. The nature of animals is completely different than the nature of humans, so consequently there are certain things for humans only, and certain things for animals only, however, the right to life should be extended to all creatures. If we don't invade animal's rights, how do you know when voluntary activity with consent? If a creature gives consent to an activity, then the activity is engaged in, is not in violation of their rights. But how will we know? I propose that we humans being as intellectually advanced as we are should be able to come up with some logical consensus as to what an animal desires. It seems ironic that many "pro -life" people, especially bible waving ones, are not more opposed to the killing of animals. They say all life is precious and we should protect the lives of the unborn. But how about the born animals? They'll use such strong demagoguery to try to make you feel bad about abortion, but few of these people are concerned about the plight of poor, innocent animals. They often view abortion as one of the worst, evil things a person could do, but they do not have moral qualms about the slaughter of innocent animals. It appears, they believe one type of murder is repulsive, while another type is unimportant or acceptable. Yes, there are many people who are both pro life and pro animal rights, but not nearly enough. I truly believe both should go hand in hand. Even though, I think it is much easier, particularly from a Libertarian vantage point to embrace Animal right theories, than pro life theories. Animals rights are really much more cut and dried. People are violating the rights of animals, and in essence initiating coercion. But with abortion, other issues come into play --Is it the mother's right to have an abortion since it is her own body, or is it murder anyways? I am not fond of evolutionary arguments which are in favor of meat eating. I hear things like "We were born with meat eating teeth", "It's survival of the fittest", "Might Over Right". Social Darwinism is a bunch of barbaric, primitive bullshit, and it really sickens me that people attempt to justify anything because of it. We were born with the ability to eat meat, not the necessity. Anyways, even if we did ~ to eat meat to survive, it still would be morally wrong to do so. Logical dilemmas do not invalidate morals. Theft is still theft no matter what, even if a government can not function without it. It feels bad to survive at other's expense. It is unfair to say "Give up your life, so I may live." Even worse; and 100 times more sickening, is the murder of animals for luxuries. We do not deserve privileges over animals solely because we are more powerful, that bully ideal again. Physical might and moral right are two different things, they often do not coincide. We should try to live in harmony with our friends on this earth. We are the most advanced species, so we should do the most to live peacefully. I dream of the day where we kill no other animal, as a part of heaven on earth, utopian anarchic society. Me, myself am no great lover of animals, but I do believe we have an obligation to respect their lives. Just because I don't love animals per se, does not meant I think we should kill them. So, similarly, you do not have to love animals to be in favor of animal rights. In fact, you can absolutely despise animals, but still be an advocate of animal rights. However, I do feel a lot of people get carried away with animal rights. Many people behave immorally and crazy. Some people just go way too far. If you feel animals deserve MORE rights than humans, than you most likely have gone too far. We deserve equal rights and should pursue whatever is inherent in our respective natures. I do not know whether we should be segregated from animals or whether we should integrate them within our own culture. Probably, segregation would be the best method of preserving their rights and ours. We don't really need them for anything, so they should be left out of our culture. But how does one really know if an animal desires to be your pet or not? That's a tough decision to make. If an animal is perceived to be happy and comfortable with the arrangement, then it probably wants to be your pet, otherwise it should be determined that it doesn't, and you should let it free, not doing so would be intruding upon its rights. There are so many gray areas and absurdities, once can get into, that it's probably impossible to develop a perfect animal rights policy. To me it seems that those who are opposed to animal rights, argue on a much lower level than animal rights advocates. It seems that opponents of animal rights employ a 3rd grade level of logic, while animal rights advocates employ deep critical thinking and reasoning. They say "We have carnivorous teeth. We are bigger. God says it's okay." But we are much more emotionally intellectual and think much more critically "Do you really need to use those teeth for meat eating? Animals are living creatures just like us." We can be as logical as we are emotional, and our logic is always fuller and superior. We aren't selfish, they are. They are attempting to justify murder, we are attempting to end it. We are the compassionate, considerate, loving ones. We have a much more noble purpose. Animals are not capable of thinking about their rights, so it is really our responsibility to do the thinking for them. Would bigger, more mighty animals coexist peacefully with us, not eating us as meat, and eating only a vegetarian diet instead? Probably not, but this fact, by no means, voids us of preserving the rights of animals. We humans are different, and ultimately superior to all other animals, because we can analyze, interpret, deduce, moralize, and examine. Animals do not have the ability to think at this high level. If we do something morally wrong, we feel guilty. Animals have no such ability. Animals know what they want and they know how to get it. They are not capable of moralizing or reflecting upon their methods. To an animal the end always justifies the means. Anything is justifiable in order to obtain food. Animals cannot feel guilt, but we can. And often when we do not use this higher function, we resemble an animal. We don't feel guilt about eating meat, often because we do not analyze the situation. Many times good logic strengths emotions. After all, one must understand why something is wrong, before they feel guilt. The human race has the advantage of grasping morality, so we should, in consequence act upon it. I think Vegetarians should be a lot more aggressive in their activities. They should employ vivid demagoguery to alert us to the horrors of meat consumption. I think passive Vegetarians aren't good enough, they should not keep their wonderful views to themselves. Vegetarians should assume a more active role, eagerly attempting to recruit more and more people. Current vegetarians have an obligation to make vegetarianism more accessible and viable. If their ideas are so great, then the whole world should embrace them, right? I know it really turns people off, being overzealous in the defense of animals and the promotion of vegetarianism, but this by no means 
invalidates these techniques. Drastic measures must be initiated to overcome evils. Drastic measures were employed to overcome slavery, and they worked. One will not change the world, sitting in a corner holding views to their selves, just because they don't want to force them upon anybody. It is wrong to force VALUES, but we should force the preservation of rights. Besides any cause is strengthened by numbers, so it often appears to outsiders that a cause is more viable because it has more support. But, it's really true though. The more people who support animal rights, the likelihood of the application of desired goals increases. The disadvantages of eating meat far outweigh the advantages. I would be hard pressed to think of one major advantage obtained from eating meat. Abstaining from meat benefits a person in 3 major ways, economically, meat is expensive, health, meat is terrible for your body, and is often laden with disease, environment, eating meat destroys the environment, believe it or not. So often the question shifts from Why not eat meat to why eat meat? I know when I abstain from meat and I think about it, I feel very righteous and happy inside. It probably seems extremely difficult, altering your diet, so drastically to Vegetarianism. But, through the time, when I was one step away from becoming a vegetarian, I discovered that the longer and deeper you get in, the less you need or miss meat. Soon, in fact, meat often becomes unappealing. You'd much rather not eat it. So often, the less you eat meat, the less you miss it. Meat can then seem to detract from meals, instead of overwhelming them or making them. But this takes time. Right away after becoming a Vegetarian, you probably will miss meat, and you'd die to have it. However, I feel becoming a vegetarian is a very good way to prove your discipline and determination. And everyone is capable of doing it. Now, before I have become more apathetic, I would choose non meat alternatives to meat whenever possible, I would mainly eat meat only when I had no other choice or I was too lazy to prepare an alternative. But as soon as I ate less meat, then I ate meat, the meat often tastes disgusting and bland. Now, this probably won't be true for everybody. Pasta tasted so much better without meat than with it. I now, eat little meat, and am generally pretty good at avoiding it. Perhaps meat eating is nothing more than an acquired taste. If we really wanted to, I am sure we could get used to eating rabbit, beaver, and squirrel and I think our bodies can very well handle it, so I feel beef, pork, and chicken are often a cultural habit, not a biological preference. If meat was necessary for our survival, then all vegetarians would be dead. I believe the less meat one eats, the greater amount of good they are doing. Every little bit helps. If you abstain from most meat, you are saving lives, as opposed to if you were an avid meat eater. If you eat only a little meat, you still are contributing to the slaughter of innocent animals, but you are contributing less which is good. A lot of people do not even realize that wearing leather and other animals products is murder just like meat. People's eyes really need to be pried open sometimes. Besides the actual murder of animals, there are countless number of abuse. Animal testing is an evil and should be stopped. Most of animal testing is unnecessary. I really hurts me to think about the abuses animals must go through during testing. We burn animals. We cut animals. We give animals awful drugs. Animal testing, may at times, be more efficient, but I do not feel the costs are worth it. It is just another example of animals suffering for our advancement and benefit. Sometimes science and progress should be slower and inefficient to maintain utmost morality and decency. However science is so often obsessed with progress that nothing else matters. Science is so often void of compassion. I think it's probably 100 times better to be a loving, compassionate unadvanced society than an insensitive and apathetic advanced society. We so often have the wrong priorities. But on the other hand, you would think that as we get more advanced in scientific endeavors, that we would employ better methods for testing. We have such excellent computer technology, but we don't employ it enough, in regards to animal testing. Almost any testing performed on an animal has a comparable version using computer technology. But animal testing is easier and cheaper so ruthless capitalist pigs choose this method in their vindictive pursuit of profits. A great majority of capitalists are only concerned with profits, and they will do whatever they can to maximize these profits. They most often do not even have a minuscule concern about the suffering of either humans or especially animals. We need to view animals in a different light. We ought to treat them with respect, which they deserve. Also many times, capitalists will destroy the environment in their ruthless pursuit of profits and guess what? Yes, animals are the greatest victims of environment destruction. Industry kills animals and so often destroys their natural environment. How would we humans like it, if our safety and happiness was threatened by someone or something with only selfish motives? We, like we rarely ever do, need to put ourselves in the shoes of animals, so to speak. So, in reality, progress, advancement, and technology are often the greatest enemies of nature and animals. And so often it becomes a give and take situation, if progress advances, nature declines, and if nature advances, progress declines. So this is an ultimate dilemma which we must face. We, humans, are the backbone of progress, we are responsible for it, so when it destroys nature, we are to blame. Man is nature's great enemy. We, humans should try to find ways to work with nature and animals, instead of always working against them. We should find ways to prosper with nature, not at nature's expense. We should prosper in a manner which our prosperity is only positive in every way. This is what we should strive for. Success and prosperity at other's expense is so very evil. Those who abuse animals without any afterthought are extremely heartless. It is cowardly to hit small animals. We must ask ourselves whether we desire beauty or efficiency. Almost always we choose efficiency. I think we would have a better world, if we were more romantically inclined. We need less competition and more compassion. Our world will become strong with love and cooperation, not greed and apathy. We may not like animals, like we don't like all humans, but I feel we should love them as living beings, with an inalienable right to life. There are many, many people who are compassionate, wonderful righteous people who love all of mankind, but somehow they do not give a damn about animals. Please think.

Utopia or the Next Best Thing 

Regardless of what us romantic idealists or wishful thinkers really desire, a utopia on earth is almost a complete impossible goal. However, this harsh reality, need not quash our yearnings for freedom or anarchy. So many are fixated upon an all or nothing approach, total utopian anarchy, but the pursuit of freedom need not be black and white. Just because we probably cannot obtain our ultimate goal, it does not meant we should give up and remain dormant. Freedom to us can be compared to what money is to the rest of the world: The more the better, and any is better than none. I would be very ill advised to discontinue any movements solely because of the realization that utopia is not a great likelihood. We should attempt to obtain as near as possible state of utopia, and we may progress and advance to more and more freedom. Do not think that one person cannot make a difference. When people doubt the potential of an individual, they do not fully realize the scope of the individual's affect in the big picture. One domino cannot do much by itself, but when it knocks down another domino, and the process continues, an unlimited amount of things can happen. If you set an example, someone else may follow it, then another person follow that person, and so on until a full fledged revolution is occurring. And how will you know if you don't try? After all, you don't got much to lose, especially considering the state of the world today. I believe there is a far greater potential to improve our world than degrading it any further. Ask yourself, what you can personally do, and attempt to fulfill this obligation. I am critical of those who criticize writers as being hypocritical, when writers propose action, but do not actually engage in it themselves. If writing inspires someone to do something, .then the writer has done something which has advanced the cause. Writing is not as passive as one may think. After all the first step to eliminating a problem is recognizing the problem. Even the mere desire of a better place is a step in the right direction. Dissatisfaction with the current state of the world is a wonderful starting point. Perhaps, it is a writer's duty to the cause of utopia, to inspire as many as possible. Never give up, see the light at the end of the tunnel, keep the faith. If you have a dream, don't keep it to yourself, share it with the world, and if you are a weak, timid, person, maybe a bolder, stronger person will practice your theories. You won't ever know, unless you share your dream, will you? Peace is better than war, love is better than hate, and life is better than death. Thinking about utopia makes me feel wonderful, and I hope this dream can become a reality, at least to some extent. I would not settle for promises of utopia which take affect after we die. These idle promises only make us more apathetic to life on earth, and less eager to change harsh realities. (Hey, all we have to do is grin and bear this life, then we'll have utopia in the sky.) But if you don't work at making your life better now, you put yourself at risk for losing everything. We got only one life here on earth, whether 

Atheism or Christianity is true, so life should be as wonderful as 

humanly possible. We shall not give up and merely wait, hoping superstition will provide us with utopia, we should initiate direct action as a means to achieve our desired end. But we should not completely dismiss fading delusions of utopia. An anarchist society, may very well not succeed, but how will we ever know if we do not try? Has Anarchism ever been applied on a grand scale? I cannot recall any such instances. But there is one thing I know for sure, as long as we have government, we will not have utopia. I do not believe things will be perfect without the presence of a state, but would things be better? When you think about it, things can't get much worse. We should always dream and hopefully our dreams will become realities. Dreaming is often beneficial rather than detrimental. That little hope can make one's life bearable. As long as you are able to see the light at the end of the tunnel, you will be able to bear the tunnel. But living life in the dark tunnel, without the light, can make life most vile and extremely overwhelming. Utopia, itself, may be an unattainable goal, but there are always ways to improve life, which should be sought out and implanted. If we even try to achieve utopia, we have done good. And the closer we come to utopia the better. If we have good hearts, we may eventually become discouraged, but we should never feel shame. If your heart is in the right place, you need not be afraid of anyone or anything. Use your mind to make your morality practical, but never to compromise it. The mind should be used to understand and clear up one's concept of morality, but it should not be used to rationalize immorality or to justify wrong doing. We should attempt to integrate both practicality and morality into utopian planning, but never compromise the morality. There is a tremendous difference between infusing practicality and morality and compromising morality, and we should be sure to clearly differentiate between the two. Practicality should advance utopian planning, not detract from it. Practicality need not stop one from planning utopia, in fact, logic should greatly enhance the desire for utopia. After all, if we do not work for heaven on earth, we only so much easily permit hell on earth to be ushered in. We should use the manifestations of good and evil which religions have transformed into two variations, heaven and hell, and attempt to imitate the creation of heaven, while at the same time shunning hell. It is much more practical to hope and work for heaven here on earth, than to be uncertain and hope for heaven after death. So in other words, one bird in the hand is better than two in the bush. Our heaven on earth may not be as climatic as the religious after death version, but it's better than nothing. It is quite acceptable for Christians to yearn for salvation after they die, but I am strongly disgusted at Christians, who are then, consequently unconcerned with the quality of this life on earth. Christians: make the both lives good! If you beliefs are correct, then you will be a winner twice. You will have the best of both worlds. You may think your gift of salvation is a sure thing, but if you become apathetic to this life, then you will go into the grave, accomplishing nothing, and you will be dead forever. Hey, prepare yourself for heaven, don't put yourself into total shock when you go up there. Don't just look to tomorrow for salvation, look to today for salvation too. Don't cling to biblical salvation as your only hope, view biblical salvation as an extra perk. Achieve heaven on earth, then look forward to another heaven. So really, don't give up this life because you "know" you will be saved when you die, because if you do you lost everything. Use your time on earth, to make earth as good as place as it can possibly be, then reap your rewards in the sky, Christians. Don't just hang on. View both lives in equal light, yearning for the best in both. You will not be here long, so make the best of your visit. If your existence ceases, when you die, make sure that what you did had an impact on the world, and you had no regrets. Live every day to the fullest. You never know when you're gonna go. Utopia is a marvelous ideal. Let's try to make it work. 

I always love the fake letter as a humorous prank. Believability is extremely difficult, but the hilarity more than makes up for it. It is so cool to send fake letters to your friends. My good friend, Travis, who lives in Brookings SD, is often a victim of my fake letters. Travis, himself thinks the letters are stupid, but his father once told me to quit sending them that crap. I haven't talked to Travis for a really long time which is something, I regret dearly, so naturally I haven't sent him any fake letters. I believe the last fake letter I sent him had something to do with a Charles Darwin foundation, but I accidently deleted the file on my computer, so I cannot print it in this zine. Well, in Brookings, SD there is hardly any things for youth to do, and I complain about Rockford? But really, Rockford is just bigger than Brookings, it doesn't have a hell of a lot more to do, in essence. So when I visited his house from many of the cities I lived in, we often did things like play Badminton. It was so very fun. Badminton is a wonderful, enjoyable game. Travis's father often played which really added to the fun. Dennis Kimpe is a friendly, often humorous guy, but don't tick him off and get on his bad side. But I poked fun at Badminton and my friends while we were playing. I was goofy like I so often am. So I thought it would be funny to send a letter from a make believe Badminton Association reprimanding my friends for rule infractions. To add to the humor, is this fact. There is a guy who works with me named Anton Johnson. He's a fun guy and he's pretty nice too, but I have liked to poke fun at him. One day I started talking about how good Anton was at pinball. I said that he has won a lot of pinball competitions, people in the arcade really worship him, he gets like 90% of his check converted into quarters, and he spends all his free time at the arcade, and I went on and on about how he was a pinball legend. So, during later days of work, Anton, did something really funny, he began to tell everyone I was a world famous Badminton player. Sorry about the shitty grammar. Well here is the letter: 

Herbert Johnson 

American Badminton Association 

3235 West Hamisher 

Dubuke, Iowa 

54326 

Dear Dennis and Sue Kimpe: 

This letter is to inform of your breaking of our official rules Disciplinary action will be taken. Your violations: 

Poor maintenance and overall keeping of Badminton grounds. 

Serving ahead of the designated serving line 

Allowing more than 4 players per side in a match. 

Misuse of Badminton racquets. i.e. throwing them.) 

Playing of music which has parental discretion during Badminton matches. 

Not waxing Badminton equipment monthly. 

Excessive force applied to Badminton nets 

Players mocking the game of Badminton. 

Allowing domestic animals to roam freely on Badminton courts. 

Unclearly defining boundaries 

We are going to be giving you a restricted Badminton license for 1 year which means you can only play Badminton on your court from 12:00 A.M. to 8:30 P.M. and on Sundays you can only play from 3:00 A.M. to 6:30 P.M. You will also be placed on probation for two years, meaning, you must report to your badminton probation officer monthly. Your officer will be Steven Sneer [An actual person who lived across the street from Travis and his family.] of 215 Half Moon Road in Brookings, South Dakota. Mr. Sneer is our Regional president of the Midwestern Badminton Branch. When a year is up, you may apply to take the test to gain back your full Badminton privileges. You must also do 25 hours of Badminton service which Mr. Sneer will coordinate for you. 

Sincerely, 

Professor of Badminton (Duke University) and ABA Rules President Herbert Johnson 

Are you tired of record labeling? Well I have an excellent method to combat the lunacy of record stickering, by employing only more lunacy. Most corporate music really sucks and indies don't self sticker, so pretty much all the music I listen to is immune to stickering. However, there are a few cool artists out on major labels who happen to get stickered, and even if I don't like a lot of the stickered artists, It still makes me upset, nonetheless. Corporate suppression is terrible. The labeling isn't even logical. Rage Against the Machine will get a Parental advisory sticker because they say "fuck" a few times, but a lot of hard rock bands can sing about the dirtiest raunchiest sex but never seem to get a sticker. Yes, Rage Against the Machine does have explicit lyrics. Explicit to the oppressive powers that be. Information suppression is always evil, no matter what is being suppressed even absolute trash void of any artistic merit whatsoever. However, though, by far the worst type of suppression is political suppression and this is what we should fear most. The corporate bigwigs will be over zealous and do what ever they can to suppress political expression which more often than not is detrimental to their well being. It really baffles me to think that Rage Against the Machine got signed by a corporate label. It seems ironic that such anti -capitalist sentiments produce such great profits. But I am ever so glad that they were signed. Usually opinions like this are expressed only by the indies, so it is refreshing to see such wonderful views gain widespread attention. Rage Against the Machine is a very popular band, but I do not consider them a sell out. Perhaps the Corporate World sold themselves out to Rage Against the Machine. Perhaps, the corporate world is too stupid to realize, that this is not in their best interest. And consequently Rage Against the Machine is one of the most fervent opponents of corporate suppression. Every view should be allowed to be aired, unfettered free expression is the perfect ideal. This is the very anti thesis to corporate control of information. Record labeling is not 1/2 as bad as government censorship, but it is still a great threat to expression nonetheless. Music fans should be repulsed with it. Corporate music has the means to reach the masses, so we might try to make it as effective as we can to fulfill our objectives. We might try to use the communications systems which the corporations exploit to be as useful and effective as possible to our agenda. Opposing record labeling is one such way. There are way too many records being stickered and many for extremely frivolous and stupid reasons. And the best way to communicate this point to the masses is to beat those corporations at their own game. If you can't beat them, join them. Go to a printing shop, and get millions and millions of those "Parental Advisory -- Explicit Lyrics" stickers printed. Then go to one of those crappy corporate music chains. Then go wild placing those stickers on anything and everything. To throw a wonderful curve, place stickers on good tooshoe shit that would never in a million years offend the censors or even cross their minds. Place stickers on Garth Brooks, New Kids on the Block, and religious music. Try to sticker every cd and tape in the store. Maybe even get the stickers printed overly large. Hey, half a cd cover would be filled with a sticker, that would really piss the patrons off, wouldn't it. Be discreet and don't get taught. I would not doubt it if the employees were simpleton enough not to notice. But maybe this grand exaggeration will cause you to gain support for your anti -labeling sentiments. Maybe seeing all these stickers will anger everyone enough to demand that all the stickers be removed. Maybe, you'll start a boycott. But at the very least this is an inventive and hilarious prank, and one hell of an act of political revolt. Is it moral, is it legal? I'm not totally sure. You decide that. But I have created the idea. Why are records labeled, but books are not? I guess those in power realize the communication potential of a record album far exceeds that of the written word, especially to our youth. One reason, youth don't read. A record album will be listened to dozens and dozens of times, but even the best book is read only several times. Hey maybe, you could create special stickers for books and place them on jackets. Soon many people will become outraged and the corporations will suffer and hopefully they will yearn a thing too. Would it not be shocking to the citizens of your municipality if every single piece of media was stickered. It would pry eyes open and wake people up to the realities of this great evil. Just marvel at the reactions. Do your deed, then sit back and watch. Wouldn't you feel wonderful if record labeling ceased or was greatly reduced in your area because of your efforts? This is a great, easy enough, and practical way to fight censorship. 

