
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Let There Be Locs 
 
Fred Lerner: I think you’ve got the pros and cons of virtual conventions about right. For me the 
best thing about Zoom is the chance to attend Kipling Society meetings without travelling to 
London. (It’s a long way from Vermont!) And when (if ever) I do get to one in London, I’ll have a 

head start on getting to know the people there. Similarly, our local Sherlock Holmes club has 
been able to recruit speakers and participants from among Sherlockians around North America. 

Perhaps my positive experiences with these virtual gatherings owes something to nearly sixty 
years of interacting with people whom I first met in the pages of their fanzines — or in the pages 
of mine.  

{It’s a weird thing but our fortnightly meeting of the Belfast Sci-Fi Group - 
http://belfastsciencefiction.org.uk/ - has been greatly enriched by being online. Far-flung 

previous attendees have been able to join in again and it has been a blast catching up with 
them. Would never have been possible IRL – so there is that. But it doesn’t replace the face-to-
face things for me.} 

Joseph Nicholas: Thanks for TommyWorld 85 -- which reminds me, inter alia, that we have 
still to sign up for the next Corflu, in Bristol later this year. {Do it now! https://corflu.org/} From 

our perspective, there are two issues to be borne in mind: firstly, whether the convention will 
actually happen or have to be postponed again because, as the colder weather returns and 
people spend more time indoors, there is a further surge (it would be the fourth, I believe) of 

SARS-CoV-2, requiring the closure of non-essential venues and services and the locking-down of 
travel options; and secondly whether, if the convention does go ahead, there will be 

opportunities to visit some of Bristol's attractions (such as the museums and the revamped SS 
Great Britain, last seen by us in 1989) alongside it.  Almost every public attraction now limits 
numbers and requires advance booking; if we have to make a decision to attend the convention 

with only a few weeks to go, it is possible that all tickets for the weekend (and the weekdays 
around it) could have been bought up and the opportunities for such visits thus have 

disappeared. 

One wouldn't want to go to Bristol and not see SS Great Britain.  One will therefore just have to 
ruminate further before deciding whether to register....  {Have to say I’m sold on the idea of 

Corflu regardless of whatever else is on. I do plan to run the local Ashton Court Parkrun - 
https://www.parkrun.org.uk/ashtoncourt/course/ - all things being well. However, I would be 
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equally as happy confined to the hotel/spa/pool/gym and all my fanzine family for the weekend 
as well. Everything else is gravy.} 

(We won't be going to Novacon, anyway.  Although not directly adjacent to any of the Delta 
variant hotspots, Buxton is in the same rough geographical area and although we have each 

received two vaccinations, at our age we're officially classed as vulnerable and caution is 
advisable.) {Sensible.} 

I think I have now read enough about the ghastly online experience that was this year's 

Eastercon that I'm very glad we didn't sign up for it -- and, like you, am not convinced that 
virtual conventions can work as conventions anyway.  I personally find online socialising 

awkward and alienating, and after a couple of goes at it now avoid it completely.  Zoom et al are 
fine for online lectures, and for formal meetings with formal agendas; these are timed, 
structured events with a beginning and an ending, which spur-of-the-moment conversations 

simply do not and cannot have. 

{Definitely a balance- Zoom et al do have their place – but organised events or zoom webinars 

are much more enjoyable than trying to get your spoke into a conversation. It’s the whole lack 
of visual and physical clues that gets me. The Zoom breakout rooms at cons and Alison Scott’s 
events do work to an extent. But they are not what I’d call the highlights of a convention: 

meeting, chatting and interacting with people.} 

Ian Milsted: Thanks for this. An interesting read. Personally I’m not interested in virtual cons 

but good luck to those who are. I can see both pros and cons of them but not for me. I’ve spent 
enough time, in the last 15 months, looking at computer screen doing lessons on Teams to not 

want to do any more in my own time. {I feel ya…}  

I’ll be interested to see if there is demand for hybrid cons even after covid stops being an issue. 
I suspect quite a few folk will want that option. {I think it will – our local Belfast group is looking 

at hybrid events, or alternating in-person and virtual events. Be a shame to lose those far-flung 
connections again.}  

I look forward to seeing you here in Bristol. I’m hopeful it will work out. {It will! Some fool made 
me Programme Host – nope, no idea either – so I’ve skin in the game!} 

Steve Jeffrey: Agree on this, Tommy. I can't see how a virtual con compares with a live in-

person con. Though that's not so say virtual cons cannot work. There were a lot of mixed 
reactions to the virtual Eastercon, but then there were always a lot of mixed reactions to the in-

person Eastercons  [struggling not to say 'real', here, though it keeps suggesting itself as the 
logical alternative to virtual. Perhaps 'real-life'?] 

Not sure if that not also down to nature of Eastercons themselves from the mid twenty hundreds 

onwards, desperately trying too hard to be inclusive of everyone and ending up not completely 
satisfying anybody. {About when I stopped going. Always thought it was ‘I hate Big Cons’ but I 

had a blast at the Dublin WorldCon so I’m re-visiting that easy excuse. With a young family 
though, Easter is too valuable a time…} 

But I'm not against virtual events on their own terms. Lockdown has shown that with a little 

imagination, you can still host interesting events (performances, museum exhibits, talks...) At 
work, we've been hosting a series of virtual events for our Women in STEM and Pride diversity 

and inclusion programs that include panel discussions, Q&A sessions and a more informal virtual 
'coffee morning' (that worked surprisingly well, and we want to repeat that one) 

 



I just think you probably have to think of real-life and virtual conventions as being 
complimentary things rather than alternatives. But I still don't understand the basis for a £50 

registration for something that you watch from your sofa and is supposedly run by 
volunteers. {Agree on this, Steve.} 

Mark Plummer: Hiya, been meaning to write on #85 since it arrived, mostly because of your 
early conclusion that 'Inherently I think [virtual conventions] are bad.' Do you actually mean 
that, or do you just think they're not as good as in-person conventions? Because if the latter, 

then yes, I agree, although I can see that there are people who genuinely prefer the virtual 
experience. {Hopefully you picked up my qualifiers later. Always love a good fence me, never 

seems precarious when I balance on them…} 

We've not been to many virtual conventions, just the two Punctuations and this year's Eastercon 
really, plus a couple of others which were free and where I attended one or two sessions. I can 

see definite advantages to virtual conventions. An obvious example is a panel at the NASFiC this 
year with Farah Mendlesohn and Alec Nevala-Lee moderated by Nicholas Whyte, discussing 

researching the Golden Age or something like that. I didn't have to queue up to get in. I was 
able to watch from the sofa, with a clear view and sound. I could stop, start and rewind, and I 
could watch it a couple of weeks after it happened. Plus of course the whole thing was ostensibly 

in Ohio where I really wouldn't have been even if it were possible to be there. {Hard to argue 
with that kind of logic and experience, but I like your balancing with:} 

But for all the undoubted benefits of virtual conventions, for me (as for you) nothing quite 
compensates for the lack of personal interaction. It's great that I can sit here and have a beer 

while talking to Geri or Spike or Roman or Christina as they sit in their own homes, but it's 
obviously not the same as sitting around a table, and yes, there are facets of these virtual 
interactions that I think we still struggle to navigate, even with people we know well.  

Virtual conventions are an expedient right now. We can't have in-person conventions so sure, 
let's have virtual ones and let's make them as good as we can within the constraints of the form. 

Punctuation 2 was, I think, an example of that, using straightforward Zoom+Discord platforms 
and delivering a good virtual convention at a reasonable price. And I agree with you on that too, 
by the way. I mean, I *can* see where a convention could spend £60-£80 of a membership fee. 

I'm just not convinced it's a good idea to do so because I don't think there's enough extra 
benefit in the sort of tech platforms that do justify that kind of outlay. {Hell yes.} 

So let's have virtual conventions while we can't have in-person ones. And when we can have in-
person conventions, I'm sure there are lessons we can take from our year (or years) of enforced 
virtualisation. Maybe we can make some kind of hybrid work, not least for the people who whom 

access/financial issues limit their potential for in-person participation. Virtual conventions aren't 
bad, surely. They're just not as good.  

{Damn you with your facts and logic. Yup, absolutely right – they have their place. But…} 
 

On TommyWorld 86 - Sneakers & Hackers: 

 
Andy Hooper: I enjoyed TOMMYWORLD #86 and was intrigued by the mention of an upcoming 

letter column. Do people actually write letters to electronic fanzines? I know it happens, but a lot 
of contemporary online zines seem to lack any facility for publishing correspondence, in the 
unlikely event that they receive some. One presumes that these fanzines must receive some sort 

of acknowledgment, but one would never know. Even fan editors who have evolved from a paper 
mailing list to online publication seem to get relatively little response.  



The only solution that comes to mind is to send more letter of comment myself, in the hopes 
that it might stimulate a reciprocal interest in CAPTAIN FLASHBACK, which has now shockingly 

reached 32 consecutive monthly issues. And which has a letter-column. {Here you go. I tend to 
save them up as TommyWorld is short and punchy. But I do love Locs and certainly intend to 

print and respond to them.} 

I had not thought of either Sneakers or Hackers in some years. I suppose they are part of a 
micro-genre of films portraying computing networks and technology in the era when capabilities 

were changing significantly every 90 days or so, making it very difficult for the average person 
to tell the difference between fantasy and real computing capabilities. Sneakers is more of a 

pure “caper” film, and stands up well next of the 2001 feature Swordfish and Michael Mann’s 
2015 thriller Black Hat, which have more modern tech, but didn’t surprise me very much. 
Hackers is a moody intersection between John Hughes’ teenage films and fantasies like Weird 

Science, Real Genius and John Badham’s Wargames, which founded the hacker-as-hero genre. 
{That has just about nailed it. Well done that man.} 

I think Sneakers is most interesting for its large cast, which is full of people with the capacity to 
carry a movie on their own: Dan Aykroyd, Mary McDonnel, Robert Redford, Sidney Poitier, David 
Strathairn, Ben Kingsley and River Phoenix (Plus Timothy Busfield, Eddie Jones, Donal Logue and 

several more recognizable faces). In a way, assembling that cast was really the motivation 
behind the project; the fact that the film doesn’t work all that well is possibly beside the point. 

{A fantastic cast, in a ‘genre’ movie that I love – all good.} 

Meanwhile…is there anything more craven than a chorus of negative opinion on a social media 

platform? Any idiot can tell you what they don’t like – it takes neither vision nor courage to join 
a chorus of comfortable contempt. To confess your affection for something neglected and 
underappreciated, if admittedly dated, seems far more admirable to me. {Tip of the hat – I’ll 

take that.} 

Eugene Doherty: I wouldn’t say I nit-pick that much but I hate logical inconsistencies. Man (or 

woman) travels through Space & Time in a blue box? Fine, I don’t understand the workings of 
the engine so we’ll roll with that. But there’s a worm inside the Moon that’s the same size as the 
Moon? Feck off! At least do me the courtesy of some technobabble about parallel dimensions or 

a portal in the same location as the Moon. Or my old bugbear Prometheus with scientists who 
are smart enough to get picked for a secret mission but then get baked and try to pet the alien 

fauna. Stop me if I’ve mentioned that dreck before… 

 

WAHF: Laurraine Tutihasi (who let me know some links weren’t working – ta!, Bill Burns 

(with helpful advice, as always),  James Bacon, Jim Mallory, Ian Milsted  - again - (getting 

himself, like so many others, an Extro ‘Educmacation’ – as we say here in Belfast), Bruce 

Gillespie (with a trade of SF Commentary, I feel a zine review issue coming on), Graham 

Andrews (once of this parish), Mike Lowery (looking a bit of travel advice – come to 

Corflu.org you lot), Nic Farey (“Finally had 2 secs to look at TW85 - stellar as ever mate!” And 

with some great DNQ stuff, as always), Marcin Klak and Paul Skelton (with a load – all? – of 

ANoR). Great to hear from you all. Hope to see some of your at https://corflu.org/ 

 


