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Introduction:





	Well, here is the WWN once again and you’re either saying “Yes! It’s back again!” or “When is this guy ever going to stop writing these lame issues. Damn, this newsletter sucks.” Anyway, the WWN is back but in a different way. After receiving many emails requesting that I bring the WWN back, I decided to consider it. I finally decided to re-publish the WWN, but not on a weekly basis. For now on, the WWN will be published when I feel the time is right. Another words, when I have alot to say, I’ll publish another issue. =) I could go more into detail about new features the WWN has but I’m just to lazy.. hehe. Well, let’s just end this intro right here so you can get on and read the rest of the WWN. Laterz








"What EXACTLY is a "lamer" and who is?


by U6oD





        Ever since I began using AOL about a year ago I would bet any amount


of money that the first word I ever heard was, "lamer". After hearing that


and een today I still wonder, "What EXACTLY is a "lamer"? That is exactly


what I will discuss in this little editorial.





        Lamer this, lamer that. That's all one hears in any freewarez or


warez room. Just a bunch of people trying to make themselves "elite" (that


may be the topic of the next editorial I write =p) by calling each other


lame. From what I have experienced a "lamer" on AOL is usually a complete


beginner asking for help or just asking questions that a newbie will ask.


Example, today in Freewarez4 this person (his/her sn escapes me) asks,


"what is a phish". This question is then met by a barrage of messages calling


him/her "lame" "stupid" etc... This kinda got me pissed off because everyone


started out as a beginner and I'm sure when we started out we didn't like to


be called lame, now did we? I didn't think so... Well I just helped the


new user out and showed him/her around a little. I'm such an angel... =p





        In my opinion the real "lamers" are about the 60%-75% of AOL warez


pups who don't know shit and stay on AOL. They form their little groups, use


their AOHacks, and upload old, crappy stuff. I have no problem with that


except that they act all tough and shit like they're all that when they


aren't. They TOS and punt people they don't like which is funny to me


because they think that shit makes them "cool" and "manly".(ROFL!) They


are the real lamers, not the beginners because weren't we ALL beginners?





                                            -U6oD








Where's the <*(((><?


By: Seven





    Well thanx to AOL and Steve Case's ingenuity now AOL has a message with ALL IMs and on your new mail saying: "Remember: AOL Staffers will never ask you for your password ;)" OMFG!!! Where do they get off pulling that crap? And to add that little ;).  Gawd that's a pisser, eh? I dunno if this'll affect YOU but it sure affects ME. Over the many month's I've been on AOL (yes month's I'm a new-skooler), the only consistent way to get free AOL has been <*(((><. The fact is; prefixes will come and go but phishes are always reliable. In fact, I have almost completely given up on fake accounts. Since 5396 and 5371's death's I have turned to <*(((><!!!  The past 2 of my accounts have been, you guessed it, <*(((><!!!  All I do is grab an old phish lying around, hop onto AOL and grab a few new phishes. ROFL Seven and my account now Cum2Seven have both been SN's added to phishes. ROFL Seven lasted one and a half months!!!  I think thats only happened to me ONCE with a fake. And I landed a PERFECT phish for Cum2Seven after ROFL Seven died; this guy I phished just got his AOL account, actually had it for only 30 minutes before I phished him. That's fucking beautiful, that means the guy'll get his AOL bill EXACTLY a month after I first signed on...Great, eh? NO NOT GREAT!  Dumb fucks at AOL FINALLY decided to try and combat the warez scene by adding that little message with the damn ";)". As if to SPIT in our faces AOL adds that fucking ;). Pisses me off! "No Seven say it ain't so!" It ain't so!!! I found a new way to phish and AOL nor the new members are non the wiser!!! Whoo hoo!!! Well b/c the WWN gets sent out to ton's'o'people I don't wanna give it away... But I'll tell ya how I found it out: One boring evening I was sitting on my ass (wait, thats every night). Well that's not really the point, anyways, I was bored so I drifted on over to the ARC... I was reading that little folder AOL staffers put up to "Password Solicitors" or something to that effect, if you've never passed thru that "Password Solicitors" folder you should...Its funny as hell...One staffer posted, "Wouldn't it be great if once a password surfer first tried to steal a password, he got kicked off the system forever? Well just a thought, I can dream can't I?  ;)" OMFG, what a DOLT I swear...well I'm getting off track -- So, some other staffer posted a phishing line she had recently seen in NewMemberLounge. I dunno WHO came up with the line but it's a damn good one. Totally different than ones I've seen before and even works WITH that little message, "Remember: AOL Staffers will never ask you for your password ;)." So there is HOPE!!  If you need a <*(((>< or a credit card...you still kan get them. "So where's this GREAT phishing line, Seven?."  Well I had to take into account how many ppl might read the WWN and so I decided not to reveal it IN the WWN. If you MUST have the phishing line you kan always email me, ask me on IRC, or ask me in either the ALLiED or FWA rooms.








Am I Receiving Forged E-mail?





	I got this off of ARC. Looks like AOL is having a little problem with phony email. =)





One of the downsides of the rising popularity of the Internet is that many of


the standards upon which it was built were not designed with security in


mind.  Internet e-mail is a prime example, and abuse of Internet e-mail is on


the increase.





There are documents, freely available on the Internet, describing how e-mail


is to be created and transferred between Internet hosts.  The information in


these documents is practically a blueprint for e-mail forgers.





However, it is fairly easy to tell if someone is using an unauthorized means


of sending you e-mail.  E-mail from one AOL account to another will come from


and go to AOL screen names only.  For example, the e-mail you received from


Steve Case when you first created your account was from "Steve Case", not


from "stevecase@aol.com".  It is impossible for anyone to fake this because


they cannot manipulate the AOL e-mail system like they can Internet e-mail


systems.





If you receive mail that looks suspicious, for example, from


"stevecase@aol.com" or another official-sounding name with "@aol.com" at the


end of it, treat it with caution.





How to Verify an Internet Address





Each piece of Internet e-mail that you receive has a "header" attached to the


bottom of the message.  The header contains the "trip information" for this


piece of e-mail; where it started and how it got to you. Look for the very


last line that starts with "Received:" (there may be more than one, so always


look at the last one).  This line tells you where the mail actually


originated from.  It should be trusted above and beyond any other header


information.





If you see a Received: line that looks something like the following, you


should be immediately suspicious.





Received:  from 169-33-10.ipt.aol.com (169-33-10.ipt.aol.com [152.169.33.10])


by emin08.mail.aol.com (8.6.12/8.6.12) with SMTP id AAA18637; Sun 4 Feb 1996


00:07:47 -500





You will never receive e-mail like this from legitimate America Online staff.











What To Do If You Receive Suspicious E-mail





Forward the e-mail to the screen name "Postmaster" immediately. Do not follow


any instructions in the e-mail to the contrary.  Remember that the e-mail is


quite likely a forgery, made up by someone with malicious intent.  Postmaster


will either forward the mail to the Terms of Service staff for action, or


will write back to you with more information.





A Final Word of Caution





America Online staff will NEVER ask you for your password!!  If you are asked


for this information in e-mail, forward the e-mail to the screen name


TOSEmail1 immediately.  If you are asked for this information in an Instant


Message or in a chat room, use keyword TOS to fill out the appropriate form


and send information about the incident to the Community Action Team.





America Online staff will only ask you for billing information on the phone,


if you call America Online, in order to help verify your identity.





With thanks to the very helpful and informative Member Services Staff,





AOL Resource Center


AOL Productions








ALLiED’s History in the Eyes of Ermac





	It seems like alot of the "old-schoolers" always say "The old ALLiED RULED!!!" or something to that affect. Alot of the "newbies" seem to have very little or no knowledge about the "old ALLiED" so I'm going to take this time to tell you. ALLiED was started in March of 95 by Polaris and G0DFodder. They sent out apps to the warez rooms and started the first ALLiED room... zeraw. This room was quickly leaked out by some members and it soon filled with what some people called "narcs". Anyways, ALLiED changed room names and it added even more members. It seems like within a week we had 100 members. Right from the beginning, people started to get to know each other and quickly became friends. I remember going into the ALLiED room at night and just sitting and talking with everyone for hours at a time. The kewl thing about it was that we didn't talk about warez, we talked mainly about different "non-computer" issues. Another kewl thing was the fact that it was mainly a group conversation every night. The whole group seemed to just move right along from one subject to the next. It was great. ALLiED was also a learning experience for many people. Some of the people, including me, didn't know that much about warez. I picked up alot of info and actually matured by just sitting the in ALLiED room and listening and talking with everyone. I learned new and kewl things and also made alot of kewl friends. Then one night something happened, a HUGE fight over power. It seemed like Polaris had left ALLiED and everything was going straight to hell. People fought over who was going to be in charge and just total chaos broke out. ALLiED soon died a couple of hours after I entered the room that night. Soon after ALLiED's death, a new chat room was made for ALLiED members and other kewl people to just hang out in. This room was pretty much the beginning of ALLiED's re-birth. ALLiED started up again with a bunch of new members and some leadership restructuring. ALLiED was running great until everyone found out about IRC. It seems to me that back then, IRC was more of a bad thing than a good thing. People fought over things on IRC and this caused alot of bad tensions between some members. ALLiED's involvement in IRC was defiantly a bad thing once Princess came along. She decided to control the #ALLiED channel and alot of the ALLiED members complained because she was a "newbie". I personally didn't care about getting "ops" or anything like that, but I didn't like the fact that she was a "newbie". Anyways, people argued, complained, and a war was started. This war was between AOL ALLiED and IRC ALLiED. I really don't know to much about this war other than is pretty much broke up ALLiED and many people decided to quit ALLiED because of this. Now, a couple of months later, people were talking about an ALLiED re-union, and then they were talking about getting ALLiED completely back together. This worked.. kind of. =) As of right now, ALLiED is back together but still, things aren't like they used to be. I guess I didn't go into to much detail about why ALLiED was so much better back then than it is now but I guess you just had to have been there. I know it was defiantly the best time of my online life and I'll never forget all the people I met and all the good friends I've made because of it. 





Ermac (Ermie)








Telecom Bill and What The EFF is Doing About It





The Electronic Frontier Foundation (EFF), decries the forfeiture of free


speech prescribed by the sweeping censorship provisions of the


telecommunications "reform" legislation passed overwhelmingly by the


House and Senate Feb. 1, 1996, almost immediately after being reported


out of committee, before the public was able to read, much less comment


upon this bill.





Congress demonstrates once more their willingness to abandon their most


sacred responsibilities - the protection of the US Constitution and


Bill of Rights - in order to expedite legislation that sacrifices


individual, family and community rights in its rush to win the support


of telecom industry giants as well as the religious right, during an


election year.





The consolation offered by our elected officials to those concerned about


abridging free speech, is that there is a high probability that the


censorship provisions in this bill would not stand up to court challenges


based on constitutional grounds.





Consider this a wake-up call.  Our elected officials have spoken, and


with the passage of the most sweeping US telecommunications legislation


in over 60 years, our Constitutional rights in the new medium


of computer networking have been usurped.  As the 21st century draws near,


our elected representatives have chosen to take us back to the close of


the 19th.





EFF is dismayed by the process and substance of this legislation, as


well as by the immediate and far-reaching negative impact it will have on


individuals, society and commerce.








Impact


------





This latest version of the "Communication Decency Act", originally proposed


by Sen. James Exon (D-NB), contains a deadly combination of a vague and


overly broad definition of what speech is unacceptable online, criminal


prosecution, and large monetary fines, which will set off a tidal wave of


censorship to avoid real and perceived liability.





Although the bill provides for some protection for service providers, this


shelter only exists if the provider takes an active role in censoring


public and private messages. We have already felt the industry foreshocks


when AOL and CompuServe responded to recent government censorship


requests. The censorship wave will begin with the largest online


services, and flow rapidly through the whole U.S. community of service


and content providers.





The result will be a crippling of free society and commerce in the U.S., and


damage to the global Internet.





Individual participants in this medium stand to lose the freedom that has


characterized the Internet since its beginning.





Providers of online content, such as authors of World Wide Web documents,


or hosts of AOL forums, will find themselves forced to "dumb down" all


information and entertainment that they provide into little more than a


cleansed, thin collection of "G-rated" material suitable for children.


If the Internet is one vast, global library of information, this


legislation will have reduced the public spaces of the Net to the


"children's room" of that library.





System operators and access providers will divert resources to censorship


mechanisms and programs to avoid exposure to felony-level criminal liability


for the actions and posts of users over whom they can exercise no control.





New multi-billion dollar industries currently based in the U.S., such as


Internet service, online publishing, and digital commerce, face


economic uncertainty just as they begin to hit their stride, as investors,


stockholders, and customers evaluate the negative impact of censorship on


the value of their product and their company.





The telecom bill unwisely encourages states to follow suit, defining and


legislating online censorship and liability their own ways.  These


aftershocks, already working their way through state legislatures all


over the country, will subject individuals and companies to legal mayhem


as they run into contradictory local regulations enforced from afar against


providers and users in other jurisdictions.





The long-term effects could reach other media as well.  As traditional


content providers such as publishers, newspapers, television shows and


talk radio, increasingly merge with online communications, it will


become prohibitively expensive to produce two versions of the content,


one for the Net, and one for everywhere else - a  single, censored, version


for all formats would be produced, chilling expression in print and


other currently freer media.








Process


-------





A quick review of the political process which produced this bill


demonstrates how bad legislation occurs when the content of a bill is kept


from public scrutiny, allowing only staffers and lobbyists to participate.





* There have been no public hearings on this legislation.  Neither the


  CDA, nor the larger Telecom Bill have been presented openly to the


  public. As a result, Congress has neither heard expert testimony about the


  medium and industry, nor allowed constituents to review and comment on what


  their "representatives" are doing.





* No conference committee report or final bill text was made available for


  review, except to committee staffers and innermost lobbyists until after


  passage.  Despite repeated promises from House Speaker Newt Gingrich,


  Congress has failed to provide online public access to committee reports


  and "live" bills.





* Congresspersons voted for passage of this regulation without even having


  time to read, much less consider the impact of, the bill - less than


  one day after it is voted out of conference.





* The sponsors of the bill and its fundamentalist supporters have, with no


  public participation or oversight, thrown away more rational proposals,


  including the Cox/Wyden bill, which would have actually helped parents


  and teachers control the online access of their children and students.





* The fundamentalist lobby and the CDA sponsors have "spun" this legislation


  as "protecting children from pornography", when in fact it does not address


  pornography at all, and actually removes the incentives to develop improved


  filtering and labelling services. EFF continues to support empowering


  parents and the education community with tools and services that


  ensure children only have access to appropriate material online.  Support


  for free speech does not equate to support for pornography (obscenity),


  harassment, or the sexual abuse of children, which are already illegal,


  online or offline.  Even the Justice Department itself has stated -


  and demonstrated - that it already has all the authority it needs to


  enforce these laws.





EFF, along with Taxpayer Assets Project and several other public interest


organizations, have repeatedly asked that current Congressional information


be immediately provided to the public, not just to lobbyists, and that


that the Telecom Bill be put on hold, pending full public participation


in this debate.  Voters may wish to express to Congress how they feel


about being denied the right to read or have a say in legislation


that threatens their freedom of expression.








Substance


---------





A brief summary of the problems inherent in the Telecom Bill's censorship


provisions illuminates the magnitude of the issues.  The CDA would:





* subject all online content to the interpretation of ill-defined


  "indecency" law;





* irrationally equate Internet communications with radio and TV broadcasting,


  and unconstitutionally impose on computer networks indecency restrictions


  that are more severe than those applied to any other medium;





* actively hinder the on-going development and refinement of real


  solutions to problems such as online harassment and parents' needs to


  supervise their own children's online access;





* in all probability will establish broad FCC regulation of the Internet,


  with all of the attendant problems that will entail;





* create a new "access crime", equating the posting of material on a web


  site, or even the provision of basic Internet access, with willful


  transmission of indecent material directly to minors - harming the online


  service industry, and retarding the development of the electronic press;





* afford no effective legal protection for system operators, creating a


  speech-chilling liability no more sensible than holding librarians and


  postmasters responsible for the content on bookshelves and in parcels.





* weaken the privacy of all Internet users by turning system operators


  into snoops and censors.





* would criminalize even classic works of literature and art, or medical


  and educational materials on breast cancer or sexually transmitted


  disease. Obscenity law, not the indencency law used in the Telecom Bill,


  considers literary, artistic or scientific value. Indecency law makes


  no such exceptions.





Many reasonable adults might be surprised to find that the Telecom Bill's


indecency restrictions could ban:





* the online distribution of the King James Bible, which quite prominently


  features the word "piss" (in II Kings) - a word already specifically


  defined by the Supreme Court to be indecent;





* the text (or video, for that matter) of a PG movie that any child may


  attend without parental supervision, not to mention the R-rated content


  available on any of a number of cable TV stations;





* a _Schindler's_List_ WWW site, which could earn an Internet service


  provider prison time;





* anything featuring nudity, in any context, including breast cancer


  information or photos of Michelangelo's Sistine Chapel paintings, which


  could result in the poster have to pay hundreds of thousands of dollars


  in fines, if the material happened to seem "patently offensive" to an


  excitable prosecutor.





This is the grim reality of censorship through indecency regulation: It


makes no allowances for artistic merit, social value, or medical necessity.


It is without reason, and without conscience.








Court Challenge


---------------





Fortunately, there is a very good chance that the courts will refuse


outright to uphold the Communications Decency provisions of the Telecom


Bill. EFF, along with other civil-liberties groups, will be mounting a


legal challenge to the bill's censorship provisions, on First Amendment and


other Constitutional grounds. Among the bases for challenging the act:





* Unconstitutional expansion of federal authority. It is inappropriate


  for the Federal Communications Commission or any other federal agency to


  dictate standards for content in a medium where there is no independent


  Constitutional justification for federal regulation, as there has been in


  the broadcast arena and in certain narrow areas of basic telephone


  service. Like newspapers and bookstores, the Internet is fully protected


  by the First Amendment.





* Vagueness and overbreadth. The terms the act relies on -- "indecency"


  and "patently offensive" -- have never been positively defined by the


  courts or the Congress, and so create uncertainty as to the scope of the


  restriction, necessarily resulting in a "chilling effect" on protected


  speech. Moreover, these terms criminalize broad classes of speech that are


  understood to be protected by the First Amendment, including material that


  has serious literary, artistic, political, or scientific value.





* Failure to use the "least restrictive means" to regulate speech. The


  First Amendment requires that speech regulation laws must pass the "least


  restrictive means" test.  That is, if government censorship is not


  the least restrictive possible means of ensuring the goal (protecting


  an unwitting or under-age audience from unsolicited indecency), then


  the restriction is unconstitutional.  In the case of the Internet,


  government control is demonstrably not the least restrictive means,


  as filtration, ratings, and labeling technology and services are already


  available and operational - from software tools to help parents shield


  their children from inappropriate material, to special filtered


  Usenet service for entire schools, in which all information has been


  checked for indecent content.





An indecency restriction must pass all of these tests to be constitutional.


The Communications Decency Amendment fails every one of them.





EFF, together with a wide range of civil-liberties groups and


organizations that would be affected by the legislation, has already


joined preparations for a massive legal challenge to the CDA should


it pass - an effort that should enjoin enforcement of this legislation,


and, we hope, prevent the darker scenarios outlined above.  The entire


process will be very costly in time, human resources and money, but is


necessary to protect what remains of our rights to free speech, press, and


association.








Sheik’s Opinion About Steve Case





Date:	96-03-27 00:41:35 EST





     Steve Case's comments have been getting a lot of undeserved attention


recently.  I want to share this with you because Steve is notorious for


trying to draw unsuspecting nobodies into the orbit of cruel Steve Cases.  It


behooves us to remember that one day he will order his thralls to rob from


the rich but -- unlike Robin Hood -- give to ungrateful weirdos.  What do you


think of this: Most other haughty amnesiacs are not as illiterate as they


seem?  Sure, even callous virgins may have some good points, but I have yet


to find one.  The comparison between Steve and slaphappy logorrheic


adolescents is remarkable.  Doesn't he realize that his views will turn me, a


typically mild-mannered person, into a crass vat of imperialism in the near


future?  He must think that the world has no memory.





      His conclusions are not just about isolationism but also about


irrationalism.  I've never encountered anything as yellow-bellied as Steve's


ethics.  What is often overlooked, however, is that there doesn't seem to be


much we can do about this.  I don't mean to imply that this is typical of the


kind of noise Steve enjoys making, but it's true, nonetheless.  Most of us


feel that he is extremely unreasonable.





     Perhaps it sounds like stating the obvious to say that all he wants is


to acquire public acceptance of his parasitic tactics.  His ideals will cause


more harm than good.  Please keep in mind that it is important to realize


that Steve is as dangerous as he is unstable.  Hostility is a primary


component of his behavior.  My point here is that he has a long,


fanaticism-infested history of attempts to sow the seeds of discord.


     


      For that reason, his sycophants are swinging pretty hard on some


slender evidence.  As it turns out, Steve sees only one side of the issue.


The underlying message is that we cannot allow self-pitying putrid cretins to


pass unnoticed.  If I may be so bold, I myself intend to keep writing letters


like this one until he changes his ways.  Regulate nonrepresentationalism if


you like, Steve, because I simply don't care.  When I first encountered his


philosophies, all I could think of was, "Life is too short to have to put up


with semi-intelligible artists."  It is clear from what I have already


written that I once had a nightmare in which he was free to subvert existing


lines of power and information.  If you want to clear up these muddied waters


with some reality, then tell everyone you know the truth, that he should just


face the facts.





     I do not wish to endorse nihilism, but rather to illustrate that the


world would be better off if Steve had never been born.  He whines about


materialistic children, yet he enthusiastically supports hideous lackluster


paper-pushers.  A day without Steve would be like a day without sex-crazed


anarchism.  On the other hand, his little schemes are bound to fail.  I don't


see why he wants to trick academics into abandoning the principles of


scientific inquiry.  The truth hurts, doesn't it, Steve?    


  


     Some day, his opinions will exert more and more control over other


individuals.  It is no news that different people often see the same subject


in different lights.  Everything he tells you is a lie.  Steve's idea of a


good time is to torture vitriolic uncouth-types.





     Regardless of what Steve seems to insist, these issues are actually


political issues.  He and other loathsome braggarts continue to whine and


pule about how their rights are so much more important than anyone else's.


Perhaps to Steve, acting like superstitious boneheads is a lot of fun, but


remember that he represents a new breed of confused so-called experts.  I


have a soft spot for anal-retentive deranged hippies: a bog not too far from


here.  Should we blindly trust such insensitive dorks?  It would be downright


beer-guzzling for him to abandon me on a desert island.  This should not and


need not be the case.  Are you still with me?  To parody the old song, "Fish


gotta swim, Steve gotta turn kleptomaniacs loose against us good citizens."





     Sadism is the driving force behind his declamations.  Is he so


cantankerous as to think that this can go on forever?  In my effort to


uncover his hidden prejudices, I will need to respond to his schemes.  It has


been proven time and time again that it's homophobic idiots like Steve that


put judgmental autocrats on the federal payroll.  As for the lies and


exaggerations, we need the space and autonomy to fight the ideas that can


hurt us.  Sticks and stones may break my bones, but I'm simply trying to


explain ignoramus’s hidebound tendencies as well as their randy tendencies


as phases of a larger, unified cycle.  It is becoming increasingly obvious to


many people that I by no means claim to know everything about insecure


ex-cons. 





     Nobody seems to realize that the continuing misunderstandings that some


pompous bums seem to have merely underscore this point.  But don't take my


word for it; ask any tyrannical prigs you happen to meet.  Even if Steve's


statements were completely successful in making a few people feel better,


they would still be demeaning to everyone else.  Steve is patronizing,


sententious, nit-picky, hypersensitive, childish, and obstinate.  Need I go


on?  At any rate, he has come very, very close to making me become the target


of prejudice, ridicule, discrimination, and physical violence.  How did he


get so odious?  I have my theories, but they're only speculation.  At any


rate, it's time for him to grow up.  Before you declare me pretentious, let


me assert that he can push me only so far and no farther.  Not surprisingly,


Steve should feel ashamed of himself.





     His decisions represent explicitly his overly accepting attitude towards


the most brutish drunks you'll ever see.  I think we can certainly say that


his convictions are precisely the kind of thing that will siphon off scarce


international capital intended for underdeveloped countries in a matter of


days.  Although everyone has goals, his goal seems to be to ruin my entire


day.  There is a problem here.  A large, sordid, tasteless problem.  Even


giving Steve the benefit of the doubt, Steve has a blatant disregard for


society's basic laws.  His arguments have a crippling effect on science and


technology.  (Read as: his arrogance will lead him to destroy our moral fiber


any day now.)  At first, he just wanted to break down the


industrial-technological system.  Then, he tried to overthrow democratic


political systems.  Who knows what he'll do next?  I would like to close by


saying that what Steve Case insists are original values are nothing more than


warmed-over versions of sexism.





Thank you for your time....








---§HeiK








How We Are Screwing Ourselves By Pissing Off AOL


By: Ermac





	I've been on AOL for almost 2 years now and I've noticed that the more we piss of AOL,


the more they come right back and hurt us. I tell MANY people that we shouldn't piss off AOL


and we should leave them alone, but few listen. It seems that most of the people in warez want to


think that they are powerful and TOS people or screw up a member/public room. Now I ask, what


is the purpose of doing this? Who cares if you TOS someone. If you actually TOS a paying


member, all they are going to do is call up AOL and get another account. Worst thing that would


happen is that they won't go back on AOL. Think that's going to somehow hurt Steve Case and


AOL? I don't think so. America Online has millions of members and the loss of one member isn't


going to hurt them. In fact, America Online has to be the largest online service in the country. Not


to surprising considering the fact that they distribute disks to everyone. In my personal opinion,


we really don't have a chance at "hurting" America Online by TOSing people. AOL has taken


away so many things from us. For example, they took away txt manip, fake accounts, phishing,


chat ghost, scrolling, etc. It just shows that the more we abuse these little "tricks", then more AOL


will take them away. If we didn't bother AOL at all then we'd still have all of those things. The


only reason why AOL cares about us if because we give AOL a bad name by going into the


public rooms and screwing around. Just remember, the more we fuck with AOL, the more they


will come right back and fuck with us. Just stay out of AOL's way and they'll pre
