
Editor , mazing Stories 
461 E1rhth venue 
New York , N. • 

Dear Sir : 

Since this is my first letter to you in a long time , I am 
especially regretful that much of it is to be critical in the 
scolding sense . 

I have been mnterested in scientific fiction since the early 
days of Amazing Stories , and have been an interested reader of 
your magazi n~ since its early issues . ~ the mAj or/ portion of 
scientific fiction published in this ccmntry has been published 
by you , and since ~vou have published most of the grenter stories , 
I , like many other readers have al~ays looked to you for the best 
in scientific f i ction . I ex ect that after the first year to the 
present date C')ntr butors to ~vour Discussions columns have bemoaned 
the good old da~rs ~rhen ~,our stories were of a much higher quality 
than those of the date of the complaint , , an d certainly there~ 
been lo sand highs in the quality of your stories . The present 
time seems to be a 101 neriod , and I write this principally to 
point out hat I consider the most objectionable weak points . 

As I understand your editorial policj , it has been from the ~\~ 
beginning to publish stories which exploit scientific possibilitie ~~­
ar ~mflPO~ a~ ili~1 gg not yet realized . Obviously this offers ~Q~ ~ 
of extremely interesting and stimulating plots ind is a l egitimate 
poli cy , with certain qualifications . These quali f ications are that 
the literary technique be adequate and that ideas definitely refuted 
by present scientific knowledge be excluded from the stories , or at 
least reduced to a minimum . As I see it , it is the upholding of 
this editorial ideal that alone can give you the right to te r m 
Amazing Stories the 11aristocrat of science fiction" . 

~ith resoect to adequa ey of literary technique , it must be 
confessed that most of the available science fi c tion outpu t fa l ls 
far short of vrhat m' ght be considered the minimum requirement . 
It is all too rare an experience to find a story in whi ch the plot 
is coherent , a~r/../ fl /i. logical , and well worked out , in ·which the style 
is pleasing , and in v1hich there is a CPrtain amoun¥ 2A chara cter 
exposition . Certain of vour auth ors ~1h:D ave '3 • ~ av oide d 
the 'l'rorst pitfalls in liter ary techniqi1'e at they stand far abo v e 
their fellows are (were) Miles J . Breuer , M. D., David H. Kel l er , ~.D., 
G. Peyton Wertenbaker , Stanton A. Coblentz ; and , of~, A. 
Mer ritt , John Taine , and E . E . Smith , Ph . D. \J'SJ 

The most frequently occuring types of pseudos cientifi c plo ts 
used in your stories have been frequent l y dis cussed : inte r planetary 
stories , fovrth dimension and time tra vel stories , general predi c tion s 
of the fut re , alterations in size , bio ~ogical fantasies , Atlantis 
and other lost civilization stories . The s c ientifi c par t of these 
various types can be made fairly rational , except perhaps the 
fourth dimensional and t ime tra vel ideas ~ ~~-~ ~ t:::=t~~!!=3:a;:=:i/==~~ ..wm.J~ 
~r , presu.m1bly because the ant hors 1 primar y purpose is no 
intellectual stimulation , but blood - and - thunder spel l binding . 
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Among the authors ~ho have excelled in ~ part of their scientifiction 
riting are John • CRmpbell , Jr ., E . E. Smith , Ph . D., and John Taine . 

Some of those ~1ho have offended iJhe worst b_,y' tQ ,Q~ sh y ientifi c 
absurdidl i es are John Russell Fea r n , fl'fl!I;/ i:sMab~ft fun and other 
less frenuent contributors . Personally , I consider Fea r n ' s work 
as ~en erally the most horrible example of this sort of defect . 

The ma.i or defects in the current output of sciencefiction 
can be summarized as being due to violation of the two requisite 
qualifications I previously enumerated , s c ientific plausibility 
and decent literary technique . Many of your aut ors think that 
by nJ riting a l ot of meaningless gibberish v·ith the indiscriminate 
use /of scientific terms they justify the scientific requirement , 
imd that tl e literary requirement is filled by any sort of hare 
brained adventure tale hich has plenty of pfuysical risk .._ 
e d n I ■ e for individuals or for the entire earth . Not so . 

After these generalizations , I ill be specific . First I should 
apolo~ize to Mr. Joe.Skidmore for using his 11Murder by atom" as 
exhibit A of the ob,iectionable type of sc· encefiction story . I Lave 
read many worse ; als J I have enjoyed som f ,r . Skidmore ' s work , but 
the present story is in my mLnd because have just perused it . y 
thesis is that the yarn is scientifically absurd , and is crmde and 
childish from the litera ~ _standpoint . Furthermore , by the way , it 
is incredibly hackne~red .~ n the first place the Brenizer ray l./, 
/if/~/tit is the trite death ray idea not redeemed .b y a plausible 
explanation . 11 s tri:mge , deadly ray 11 hich would expand electronic 
orbits to many millions of their diameter would have to carry such 
a huge power that it ~ould be much more logic~l to realiase its 
energy as heat , . hich ~' e just as devastat 1..~- ~~hermore , 
if we must h . c anism of death - deal~ is absurd to 
attribute th· ect to the enlar , ~ent of the iron atoms in the 
body , which are present in ext 1'141 small concentration , even 

e ood , "fl:eft t r1e expansio n of the carbon atoms , which are 
~ fo:ir · . ws , wou con ri u e a 
\ ~.,,, .....,.......,_._....., ..... ct . It is specifically stated that carbon was a~ ao 
~ affected . The idea is not presented in a plausible manner , nor is 

' it devel . ed logically . --l s to the arsenical murders : It is 
stated that huge concentratio Hs of • arse n ic ~ere formed in the 
rod bv the action of X- rays on selenium • . This is ab surd , even 
from the quantitative standpoint , since selenium is present iti 
such small quantities in the body that if it were entir~~~ 
converted into arsenic , 1 t would be barely dete ctable , •~~ yet 
the nuthor says the bodi.es ,ere 11saturated 11 v,ith arsenic l 
The mechanism of the transmut tio is also ridiculous . 11By some 
strange , numerical influence' he ray cause 1e se 
to lose "fi ve positive electrons and one negative elect r on" , thus 
causing the formation of an atom of arsenic f ·om an atom of selenium ! 
In the fir ~,t place this v1ould give a group of net charge minus four , 
if the selenium ·were orir-inally present in the atomic state, not 
a neutral arsenic atom , as the simplest aritbmetic shows . (Of the 
term "positive electron I will speak mo~ later . ) To change the 
selen 1 um ntom to an arsenic atom y ou would have to remove one of 
the outer, 11pli:metRry 11 elec · rons, and remove from the nucleus one 
proton ( ~•hich is apparently •·hat }.r . Skidmore means bv "positive 
electron"_,1 and three neutrons . t'lii/f.f.i/irf/./l/rrlill1t//J'-l/l;;;.l,{. 
J~ the neutron ere left · n , y0u , .. ould have an isotope of arsenic . 
~ accompl:i shmant of this process b X-rays sounds extremely 

''!¥rfO babl ~ The s c ientfm ideas in t h is story are not only childishly 
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np."itv,_e , tnev 'lre mostly er:r:one 0 ,s . -, , ~ ~ . 
~~-J.~·"""~~ ~~"'-~--;~~~~~"~,J& -~....._·:=~~ 1 r~.. ow, as to liternry critici~mf. Tl18 characters are n-~ • 

stereot · ped • . 11 :o~lcl f ,i!'J( vs scientist and superinvestgtor" , ~ , 
mndfis si Js cien tist w:l,th melodram8 tic appellation ; tYi,.f ifa/ ~~ '~ 
,{"j{y(pftfl ,~,e hqve a upe'tl- ui ty of these- - in fiction . i s to the !,..::, ;J•<-
exposition of .t illstein char octer, I can only that his \~ 
thought processes might sound convincing to a Junior High Schoo ~ 
boy, blt certainly they ould not indicate scientific acumen ~\s 
to anyone possessed of a rudimentqry scientific education and ~cge~~\~ 
average intelli~ence . If desired, I can rRise more points in ~; 
sup ort of my judgement of the liternry merit of this story e. ~ 

e e fl!!t'J1,~l1\r:L 0 

Incidentally, ·the term "positive electron" is used properly 
to refer ton particle of the RP.me maRs as th9t of the electron, 
but •ith a positive char@'e . It is other rise known HS the positron , 
and ' 9S discovered by recent Nobel ~ize winner Carl David Anderson 
nt the CP.liforniR Institu~e .5 ~f Technology in 1§3 2 . ~~ \~ "'-Dt-
~ c;.....v...,, ~~, (W'-0\.c.v\ 1 ..,..uc eb 

Dr . SloRne in his editorial makes the same mistake as Mr. 
Skidmore's , in referring to proton •as"'positive electron , . It is 
also l5i).M stated that "one of the dEvelopments of modern chemistry.-ew. 
can be taken as ~he absolute denial of the possibility of the 
transmutat~on of metRls" . This is absolutely i~IJ:!::::: 1 _ 
Transmutation is a canmonplace . For example · · < 1C..A...U,> 

--~ \ 
\J ~ ~ 

~ .. 'twW\ ~ ~~ tDt'\~ 041\ '2-\'-'A._ ' w ~ ~~~ 
~~.O..,~c;,,.;~ <;.~~CW.,:,~'~· : tP.QA(.11~.,,~--
It is stated that (only) "ninety tnree elements make up the world as 
ve kno it . " I think I am correct in stating that only ninety two 
elements make up the world as re kn9.y, .. J;~ ~'l!li~. ~t,.IA thlL"d element &. 
~ii/¢/t/ does not occur in nature ,~~ is st~ed in Theeci~torial that 
"unsaturated compounds 11 (mean ing , , free radicals) cannot 
exist . s a matter of fact they do exist; nd their existence has 
been known by chemists for l many ye~ns . (To name a few , triphenyl 
methyl exists in solution , and .J~.r~ m..~t14~~radicals have been 
shovrn to exist in the @'as phas"e'7} rn1=1~11;te~4t1-1at the formula of 

V 

ic ncid is H . S . Q. This is no doubt A~~ snrint for H2S04,. 
misst2tements are sc~rcely excusable . 

I would su~~est t ha t i\mazing Stories be re'1d by a literary 
editor and by a s~ientific editor before publica~f ~• ~ 

1:. ~0{11~1 11\1'./{(\:Pt< tt~::-,~_u-~ ... Jl)~~ o •f~ ~ Ji.:.,~:,.)~ ~ ~ ~~ 
a 'lhc □ c et i1;, ei sms, ei l:hei' f1 0111 the edit o;v, g;p f em M1 \ 

SJ.ri 9cRtM'e. Ho s•evPr ' I ~w~ ~<t~t,ly~lfQ!U~ •. ~:i.§.CUssi~ ... gf Q~~f \,LI ... o ,. , 
the points involved • .«.v'f"'may ~ay~Jt otheF~re'aci'e~s°o'f sci'enc~~ v~, 

fiction of my acqu aintance c0ncur ~ith me in these critici~l},~ • 
s~~ 

l flFloe t"litben t,t;,i,o 1b01re l'ilttgp "ggga1:100 I am e b@liiii4f i~sted 
i'U....the merit af vmir rogg:njne , and I s92n:! ;i.JJ~t1ia ome 
sort-of ano:r,uep ,,ill be foI esoeming , ~ "":I:, c;..l~ lr ~ 
ANJ{_ Ii,._~~ ~ \~ ~ o{ ~ ~ · t ~~ 

JC ~ u-cuJl. ' ~ ~~ y;;~ ~ 
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