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¢ There is a d ebate raging in 3ritain as to the merits of the new*
&7 system of comprehensive schools compared with the old system of
;4 having a variety of types’of schools. For the benefit of readers
] abroad, I will explain that a comprehensive school is one run by
the State and which all children of a locality (except those who
at present go to other types«of schools) atiend irrespective of
differences in sex, intelligence, willingness, etc. The long-term
4o aim of the comprehensive 1lobby is that eventually all children
- wulligo&tb this type of &ﬁbwl - all otherftjpes having been
| abolisheds & - £ . .

£ m@i;;¢m y in the reac ionaﬁy campe I aislike
b & _.qs.and the idea of them being the only type available
e i fills me withs dread. Not that I am an admirer of t#€ old system,

| ,ﬁ__..-‘.-‘which had mang faul t5« But it did have one great«v ‘ tUe different
. _types ‘of séhdobls produced different types of peopie, Thie old system
t led to vérrbfy,“fhe new azstem.tends'%é*standardisat .
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"?ﬁggtellifence ya :
z ‘symphonics Wh% . Ton, 2id that of ....h:l.ldren who are born
2y ﬁ\ hantally. subs- l‘ﬁa :.and. thét- therefore it is a good thing that
%éﬁi} - there arcg different typcs of*pchaols tG cater for the differcnt
e

ga,;i.ifiiﬁfhie'this opponeuts of comprehersivos
;;-ii;_ﬁz;ren are born with differing levels of
£ ~‘;¥Ufﬂj;fhut=of a llozart, who composcd
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o o :mtollibence 10v els¢ gy A
géﬁf“ This "inheritn& intelligence 'vicw”haékbeen\flatl denicd by
nF fﬁsdme advocatcs of & fully-comprehcngive s QT end is implicitly
‘@énicd by the rest. They trgue thatiwd ¢ born with preeiscly
bR *the same intelligence, aptitudeSJetﬂL (mrntalzsdp-normality, the
?’H»ei “only exception “they allow, is ascribed to phvsical causcs) and that
emM,, 'ihe feesonwthpre arc differenccs now betwcen, say, five-ycar olds,
o g#due to fuuliy child care in infuncy'é wcaning, toilet training,
s ~.but- thcse differences will eve ntually all bc ironed oug.
*éﬁi&ﬁﬂpsyﬁhﬁiegists - and tha@zhmﬁifﬁﬁ’ t ha ‘eaﬁ;ax”
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nd, ”_.i;fﬁffxwr}jﬁfw- rﬁﬁelglvcs acthally want fu.
.;yﬁ.”*'fzfﬁfthﬁv?e% ,but before school (and

ox,popeets of «1iTe 86, but thoy haven't said so -

cns tomdnitiatiy *?eﬂQEE%%y; and individualisn in
'jﬁfk mug firiends Wlth one persen

‘;sc‘ﬂh gérs as a scxual partner rather
1C8T ;ff meny and ﬂlarming. The only diffcrences
s (iy‘the-dfb ms of the "fully comprchensive"

11 be physicel = and no doubt there will be
*Taﬁﬂy to tcke care. of that.,

5”*T,E¢Effiﬂw#?if"*t ﬁhink'thlr's will come to quite this pass,

wmeaeusc 1 boliovoe that chlldren arc born with varying mental
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- ‘~i@}ri,;i$3, the same as they arc born with varying physical
cris

tieeii;[eritod from their forcbcars, and that cenviron-

ra _ﬂly influenecs tendencies that have becn prcsent since

Pas ion,JBut the Stand@rﬁiscd environment of a fully comprchensive
2 Vi) em.would kw';ce standardiscd peoploo The reﬂlly fright-
i;.;,ﬂﬁening thing is Eﬂt agﬂﬁﬁvf influential pcople are in favour of
oo standaidlsatlon. Thgy-aetuﬂlly want an andgihill,
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NOTLS Ol THUS SPOKE ZARATHUSTRA
by Wme J. DBoyer

(411 the sentences enclosed by quotation marks are from i.ietzsche'a
Thus Spoke Zarathustra)

"This = is now ry way: where is yours? Thus I answered those who
asked me 'the way's For the way - does not exist.”

Sinee llietzsche's Zarathustra first came into my hands it has
exerciscd a strong fascination over me.

"I love Zarathustre, so it often secems to me, for the sake of
ny own evil spirit.”

I threw the book on one side a good many times before admitting
I had been conquered. Once this admission was made, I went to work
to try and find if there wasn't some way of avoiding the nany
slavish commands found therein. This littke essay is a partial
rcsult of my investigations. '

"But why docs Zarathustia speek to his pupils differcntly -
than to hinsclf?"

thustra lhas Offerent tcachings for different people. But why? Let
us scc - V™us scc. There's a ni-ger in the woodpile somcwherc.
&
"l.any a poisonous hotchpotch has cvolved in our cellars”

The sﬁEmWﬂVWondor what's up his slecve? It appcars that Zara-

Honme brcw. Jhat else? He is going to poison his pupils with home
brew. Or perhaps is it with doctrines which have the same effcetl as
home brew - doctrincs which they crave, but which can bc disastrous
to thenm if not uscd wiscly.

ih, I alrost forgot. He mentions something about a Superman
and sacrifice, and - it is beginning to dawn on me now. iicre ié i3,
He strows poisonous doctrine all up and down his pagcs. The weak
won't rccognisc them as poisonous - they drink, and arc clininatced
to make way for the Supcrnan, The wisc reject them for what they
arc = doctrines to dcstroy the unwary. Let us look some m0ICe

"You had not yect sought yoursclves when you found nce. Thus do
all belicvers: therefore all belief is of so little account. liow 1
bid you losc me and find yoursclves; and only when you have all
denicd me will I rcturn to you. Truly, wiih other cyes, ny brothers,

shall I then scck ny lost oncs,"”

iThat a hell of a prophet! How can he gain disciples that way?
It scems he wants disciples only to dcstroy them with polsonous
doctrincs - and only admircs thosc who reject him and find their
own way. Lct us look furthcecr.

"There arc prcachers of dcath: and the carth is full of thosc
for whon departure from life rust be precachcds The carth is full of
the superfluous, lifc has been corruptcd by the many-too-nany. ™

ind so they arc given doctrincs that arc supposcd to destroy
then. He praiscs war. 3ut we have lived through two world wars and
a nunber of ninor oncs. Perhaps they slowcd up the population
incrcasc - just a little. Lvidently things do not elways turn out
the way philosophers want then toe

"Rather would you run into the forcst and lay snarcs for evil
bcasts." '

Lha! Could this rcan the forest of philosophy? And is it
philosophical snarcs for cvil humen bcasts that he rnecans? I think

hc docse.
(To be continucd)
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A STATERIENT AND TWO NOTES Ol TERMINOLOGY

By Benjamin Qest

About 20 months ago I printed an announcement in Frce Trade
"withdrawing" my "sanction" from Stirner. As a result of quite a
few extroordinory cxperienccs in rapid succession I was intenscly
paranoid and imbucd with the vision of a rapidly apprcaching future
in winich tke world was divided into the Establishment and the
Anti-Sstablishment, the latter group consisting of a multitude of
strecet riotecrs, assassins, Bonnot Gangs and the like. The former
was taking intcensely viclous steps to institute "Law and Order" with
for less than the usucl pretentions of mainteining Liberty. I
imogincd that within 10-18 ycars time known "Stirncrists" (anarch-
ists in general) would be being huntcd down by the State in
rcaction to plunder and murdcre -

There arc scveral things which Stirner says that 1 disagrece with,
and there arc more things which simply disturb me - an exomple of
the latter being: "I am cntitled by myself to murder if 1 mysclf
do not forbid it to mysclf, if I do not fcar murder as a ‘wrong'.”
While I recognize that phobilas arc irrational, I cannot bring -
myself to want tc cradicate the profeundly negative rcesponsc
(even fear) which the idca of murdering arouscs within mc. But my
desirc to not be a known asstelate of pcople who would loudly
(stupidly) boast of not posscssing such phobias (espeeially in the
neco-Inquisitorial times of my phantansics) was the primary consid-
cration motivating me to try to "improve" my "imiEe". Docs not an
cgoist bow and smile to the policeman .pointing a loaded gun?

To thosc sophisticated in such matters it is probably & common-
place obscrvation that prescnt—day followers «f Leon Trotsky
rcpudiate the label "ZTrotskyite" and try to singularly usc the
word "Trotskyist" (when they arcn't calling themsclves "Socialist
Wlorkers'" somecthing or other). Encmics, naturally, prefer the term
"Trotekyltc". The distinction (supposcdly) is that the "Trotskyitces®
arc pecoplc who make 'a personality cult (with hero-worship) of - -
dcvotion to Troteky, wherecas o "Erotskyist" would be a person who
has been enlightcncd by many of Trotsky's idcas and has intcgratced
into hig life-vicw. | e

Similarly, I scc the torms "Stirnerist" and "Stirneritc" uscd
interchangeobly cnd I suspeet many arce using the term "Stirnerist®
adviscdly, Anyonc who has penetroged to the core of Stirner would
naturally be a “Stirnerist® (if, indecd, that term did not scem
ovarty fawning), though I cxpeet that there are a fow "Stirneritcs"
arcund, I would also regard onyence who accepts Stirner's 1dcas

et O

totally (on authority) as being probably in thce lattcr catelorye.
- Definitiong:

Socialist Anarchigt: Somecone for whom the idcal of a non-
governnental socicty cxalts societly as Q wholc at thc cxpensce
of the (troublemaking) individual.

Individualist Anorchist: Semeonc for whom the idecal of & non-

P c——

governmental society is bascd upon the inviolability of
individual rights.

Stimerist: Somcone who rejects all authority over himsclf
ineluding that of the Statc or of "righis". He is not an
anarchist as he has no idcels of social organization. t/hile
some cnvironments arc morc plcasant than others, hc sces cnergy
devotcd to soeial transformation as a cup of purc water lost

in a salty occan and dcvotcs himsclf instcad to adapting to

his condition to the maximum advantoage of his ego. Hc will not
sacrifice himself to any degrec to prevent socicty from going
to linoism, MMutualism, liafialsm er Manure. '

(As I have pointcd out in thesc eolumms before, I do not regard
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the term "ocnarchist" as necessarily involving a belief in the
possibility of a non-governmental society. For me, therefore, it
is quite possible to be both an individualist anarchist and a
"Stirnerist” (hy not throw "Stirnerian" into the pot as wcll?)
Indecd, I agrec with Victor Basch's viecw that o is the proper
basis for the former. S.E.P.) atter
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THE TRUE FACE O I"ARIISL.
by Geraid tuller

Capitalism is the etarting point for the llarxist theory. I'rom
this follows, more or less automatically, the revolution, which
then makes hecessary the so-called dictatorship of the proletariat.
The distadrship of the proletariat is the initial phase of
Cmmunism and is callecd Socialism,

Basicelly, this dictatcrchip represcnts a quantltative inversion,
but no change of systcm: thosc who wcrc oppresscd under capitalism
- arc now oppressing thosc who were thelr oppressorse. So the
structure of clasgs, +th: siructure ¢ capltalism, rcmains.

But it docs not stay thc same in relation to negatlve points -
it is morec nggative,

- . There is \no Spcialism, but centralism, There is no common

socialist actdali, but the whole administration (including that cr
the State) is in one hand: it is the greatest dcpendence between
the lcaders: and the opprcsscd masscs ever known in history.

S0 all men who want to work arc functionar..cs, cmployccs oi the
State, whether they want 1t or not.

It is complcte oppression, and thus surpasscs the supprcessiv
system of the Nazis,. |

- The people will be delivered to an almighty state-machinery that
ig, in rcality, a dictatershipa

Cnc can casily find cxamplces. in the Spanish Civil ar, in
Bulgaria, last yecar in Czechosleovakia, and so on, and SO OnN. -

The llacziste now call this distatorship of the proletariat a- .

nucessary ovil on the way to Commanism. In the statec of Communlsm
. neopLe would live without a State, naturally in cquality,

-
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To rcaci that conditien it is ncecssary to abolish cgoism -
and the lMarxists have rccognized that fact. So egoism will be
abolishcd in the development of Communism and will be abolishcd
in thc condition of Communisme .

And that is impossiblci As long as a man lives, he is always an
cgoist - econscicusly or unconsciously. | |

So llarxist~Communism is impossiblc to rcalizc with mankind as it
now cxists. To make llarxist-Communism possible onc must change
mankind chemiecally and biologieally. The result will be a being
who is not a human being: | .

And some llarxists have rccognkzcd this fact. Herbert llarcusc
apcaks about a "ncw type of human being”, without whom only
Socialism will be possible = not Communism, -

Se the future statec of llarxism is not Corrunism - that rcnains
a larxist lic and is also irpossible to rcalizc with hunan beings -
but is instcad the dictatership of the prolctariat. THIS IS THE
TRUE COLLECTIVISII — IN VHICH NO INDIVIDUAL CAN EXIST.
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IN PRAISE OF CHAOS
Inzo lMartucei
Translated by Stephen liarletta

Libertarian communism is also known, particularly in Latin
countries, by the name of "onarchist communism". It is not. On the
contrary, the two words are a contradiction in terms.

Communism signifies a social condition in which the means of
production and all material goods belong to the mass of the people
who identify themselves with the totallty or majority of scciety.
Bveryone has their goods disposed of according to the way decided
by those who govern and whose law all must obey.

Anarchy signifies the absence of government: that is to say, a

‘state of things in which the 1nd1v1dual is not held in obedicnce

to anyone, lives as he plecascs, and is limited only by the extent
of his powecr. He uscs moral and material goods in the particular
manner he préfers without having to get the approval of his

- fellows.

Onelgpothesis has 1t that the unlversal realization of anarchy
would return man to naturc. It would crecate an cquilibrium -
however unstable - between individuals who, urged on by the free

life, the nced to survive, and stroncthcnod by strugglc, would be

ablo to contain cach otﬁcr and live wlthout governmnent.

Communism, on the other hand, cven if it is not authoritarian

and liarzist, but libertarian hnd Kropotkinist, woul@ bc a socicty

in which tho legislative and cxccutive powor-would be cxcrciscd

o et thow by accphalous mass asscmblics (populism) or by delcgatcs

clected by the masses (democracy). Both would mcan that the
1nd1v1duwl would always bc governcd by the many. And this would be
o government worsce than any othcr, whecther by one or a fow,

'bCWcuuo the mass is stupid, fecrocious, tyrannical, and worsc than

the lowcet individual.
How could libertarian communism be brought about?

It could be by mecans of absolute conformism to the indimistrial-
machinist socicty that man has alrcady achicvedes This would rcduce
all to a mechanical equality, fecling, thinking and acting
identicelly -~ in this way meking control and repression by the State
unccessary . Then therce would be a standardized anarchye.

Or it could be by means of a ncw organization: individuals unit-
cd by categorics into federations, the federations into communcs,,
the communcs into regions, the rcgions into nations, the nations
into the International., At the hcad of cach a diroctivo council
investcd with the authority and power to make itsclf respectcd by
any individual disscnting from the dc0151on of thc majority. Hcnce
a State that would not call itsclf a State, but would be or.c
Oonetheles complete with a hicrarchy, laws, and policc,

And also with prlsons.'*alatcsta wrote in his essay Anarchy that

| prlson-hosplt ols would exist in which delinquents, considerod as
- insanc, would be "confined and curcd".

I rcmember that in o polemie I had with him in Umanita Nova in
1922, hc wrote: "lMartucei, in the name of the sacrcd rights of the
1nd1v1duﬁl docs not w..n'l: that the rcmains the p9881b11ity of

- harming a LCPOC“OUS usoa851n or o rovisher of children.”

I roplled that tho assassin ond tho ravisher could be left free
in'a remoto district or on an uninhabitcd island, but not made to
suffer imprisonient which would be unanarchist. In y book The Banner
of the Antichrist I wrotc: '

"The preotence of curing, rcectifying or corrccting is extremely
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odious beccausc it compels an  individucl who wants to remain as he
1s to becomec what he is not and doecs not want to be.

"Take a type like Octave lidibcau's Clara (sce his CGarden of
Torture), tecll her that she must undergo a cure to dcstpoy her
perverse and abnormal tcendencics which arce a donger to hersclf and
to others. Clara would mreply that she docs not want to be curcd,
that she intends to stay as she is, risking every danger, becousc
the satisfaction of her crotic desircs, cexcited by the smell of
blood and the sight of cruelty, gives her a satisfaction so acute,
an emotion so strong, which would be impossible if shc was
ghaggod into 2 normel woman and rcstrictcd teo the usual insipicd

usts.

- "A mon who killcd women in order to rapc them so that he could
obtain the spasm of his plecasurc with thce spasm of their dcaths,
confcssed that 'In thosc moments I felt like God and crcator
of th¢ world'.

"If onc had proposcd to this man 2 curc to make him normal, he
would have rcfuscd it, knowing intuitively that normality would
not give him a scnsation so intensc as that offcrcd by his cbnorm-
2 B T

Nor arc normal individuals basicalily good as libertarian commun
-ists like to belicve. 'an by naturc is a skinful of diversc
instinets and opposing tendencics, both good and bad, and as such
he will rcemain in any kind of cnvironment or socictye.

Libertarian communism is no morc than a system of federalism
and like all social systems would oppress the individual with
moral and Jjuridical rcstraints. Only the superficiaclity of a
Proudhon could give such a system the name of “anarchy" which, on
the contrary, mcons the negation of all government by idcas or by
MCNe | |

Anarchists arc opposcd to authority both from below and from
abovce Thcy do not dcmand powcr for the masscs, but scck to
destwoy all powicr and to dccomposc thesc masscs into individuals
who arg masters of their own lives. Thercforc anarchists arc the
most dccisive cncmics of all typcs of communism and thosc who
profcss to be communists or socialists cannot possibly be anarchists.

(To be continucd)
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What of cgual liccrty? Egoisn is intcrioxr liborty, which of coursc
nakcg for cqual liberty of IDgoists. But this is on the basls of

~ their corron abilitics, whercas denocracy and aristocracy have
a cormods principle in the affirmation of birthright. In denocracy
liberty is the sacrcd right of cvery man. In aristocracy libecrty
and privilege arc the right of thosc born or admitted to
aristocratic rank. The spirit of derocrcay is, to fashion cach
iadividual on its rnodel, and cndow him with political cquality
in contradistinction to class privileges, but as a nember of the
derocracy into which his passport is his hunanity, not his personal
assertion and demonstration of his powcr and will to cormand cqual
liberty. Aristocracy eomrmands its remibers 1o naintain their rank.
Denoeraey cormands its nerbers to maintain ann cqual status for
all. Egoisn awaits the coring of the frec, who will recognizc cach
other, but not by virtue of any birthright.

from The Philosophy of Lgism
by Jarics L. Vialker.

The grcat political suporstition of thc past was the diving right
of kings. Thc grcat political superstition of the present is the

divine right of parliarients.
. Herbert Spencer.



HERR HEL.S AND HERR STIRNER: ‘_
A Critique of Hans G. Helms® "The Ideology of the Anonymous Society"

by Kurt Zube |
translated by Robert H., Beebe

At first one thinks that Helms is joking when he unmasks Stirner
as the ideologist of the middle class who strongly irnfluenced its
consciousness in the first thirty years of this century, proroted
the craze for voluntary political self-interdiction, and proved
himself a forerunner of fascism. Then one thinks he intends to
follow the recipe of the Abbe Galiani who, by means of grossly
absurd thesecs againct that which he attacks, in reality seeks to
win the reader over to it. But it soon turns out that Helms'
grotesque theses are in fact meant in dead-earnest and are the
painful cry of a liarxist ideologist whose sacred feelings are
injured, Indeced, Helms cannot de anything else but pull Stirner
down to his own level and show as an ideologist the anti-ideologist
par excellence - the grcat annihilator of trite talk.,

One could leave the whole thing alone with Lichtenberg's dictum:
"lhen a book and a hcad collide and it socunds hollow, then the book
doesn't need to be blamed for it." Or, even more fitting, perhaps,
for the undying work of Stirner, Lichtenberg's other dictum: "This
book is a mirror. When a monkey looks in, no apostle looks out”.

But one recsult of Helms' assiduous work deserves honest admirat-
ion. This 1is his 105 pages appendix, which includecs not only a
well-nigh complete bibliography of the wvarious Germen and foreign-
language editions of Stirner's work, but a rcally imprecssive
listing of writings about Stirner, including many newspaper 1tcns.
In addition to this, there is a really extensive bibliography of
anarchist litcrature and the frec ecenory teachings of Silvio
Gescll. The interested rcader will find true gems in this, many of
them out of print or remaining unknown. Ior the sake of the
bibliography Helms® book descerves to be most warmly recormended.

The rcst of the book is unfortunate - dcspite many citations
not only fror Stirnc., but also from secondary literaturc -
becausc of the downright foolish way in which Helms turns
conpletely uside down in his nind that which is torn out of context.
In addition to which, there arc often other unfair suppositions
and aspersicns in the manner of "revolver Jjournalism”.

A relatively harriless exanple:s Helms citecs Stirner's re-
discevercr and biographer, John Henry ilackay (who was not, as he
asserts, an "carly cxpressionist writer") who found out that
Stirner's chicf work, The Lgo and His Own, had becn irmiediately
scizcd in Leipzig, it place of publication, only to bc relcascd
a foew days later by the lliinistry of the Interior, bc causc it was
"too absurd" te be dangerous..liackay rcmnarkcd: "Vhile the nost
harrless scribbling vas put under obscrvation and banncd, the nost
radical and nest 'dangerous' of that or any time was allowed to
go fron hand to hand - .at that time and still today." Helms writces:
"pucovish about such insolent attacks upon his idel, he (i‘ackay)
reged against the ecensor and the world. How little it soothces his
wounded pridc as an cvil 'revoluzzcr' that only a little, peripheral
and half-hcartcd perscecution is substantiatcd.”

ind in responsc to llackay's assertion that "in Prussia, so also ’
in liccklenburg-Schwerin, the 'Ego' was, norcover, forbiddcn cven
before Christnas and the ban was, as far as can be deternined,
never liftcd ogain", Helms writcs in a really silly way, "Onc
can well inagine how llackay, this vest-pocket revolutlonary,
belicving hinsclf surrounded by spics, callcd at the Berlin
nogistratce! office and was sorely disappointcd by the portly
governrient officials beeausc they denonstrated complete polltical
and legal disinterest in his hero. The 'Tgo' has ncver been de facte
perscecutcd in spitc of the ban and cven llackay's strong
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denunciation did not result in the desired status-symbol of an
aut O"'da-feo -

In ‘another place, Helms comnents on an illustration from a
IFrench individualist-anarchist paper: "The picture shows 'what
individualists want's Satisfled with themselves, they want to
watch how the masses behave in the service of church, state and
capital. While some work, they want to ramble." Actually the
picture unequlvocally shows the protest of the individual against
the mass, and the text lecaves no doubt that he by no means exhausts
himself "watching and rambling".

This, and even more absurd and nalicious falsifications, rcsult,
however, not from the personal ncanness of the author, but from such
an unlimitcd prejudice that it often misleads him to sclf-disclosures
that arc almost pitliful. Now and then he acts likes a blubbering
child whe, against better Judgement and aware of his defcat, rcacts
with a spiteful kick. |

This happens with such illogical sullenness and enotion that
Helms actually appcars to be a Soul desperately defending hinself
against sonething which has alrcady gripped hin most profoundly.
Thus, inspite of his intentions, the effcecet of the cntire book on
the half-woy critica! i1cader is Just in the scnsc of the Abbe
Galiani: wherc Helns ncans to refute or discourage he awakens
intcrest and provokcs thought - where he docs not refute himsclf,

Cne can rcadily forgive Helms for the grotesque bowdlcerizing
of what Stiirner sald and meant, for Stirner had to explain himsclf
with vague words in a confuscd world of conceptions and is not
always casy to understand nor alwoys to be taoken literally. He
often nokcs merrywover various ideologics and Jeers at thelr
reprcschatatives as he in good-naturcd nockery plays catch with
their fixed idcase. or the completely hunoricosHelms, however,
ideology 1s, beccausc of the all powcrfulncss of its rclation to
production, a tecnet of faith and a substitute for religion which
he defends in a blind rage, rceproaching Stirner for a scrious lack
of proletarian class~consclousNCSSescecee

1t would have been better if he could have explaincd how,
according to the llarxist conccption, it could cone to the rurders
nentioncd by Kruschev in his sceret report for the 20th Congress
of thc Soviet Corrwnist Party and what arec, in a statc in which
there is officially only one class, the "class-determincd causcs"
for the Stalinist terror, thc cult of personclity and other "fascist®
iﬂ:jVili’tiCB )

1t was not Stirmner, despite Engel's accusation, who drank.blood
like water., Helns should explain why his political friends in
Ilosecow have not rcalized their avowed ultinate goal of the dis-
appcarance of the State in a half-century of unlimitcd power and
have, instcad, developcd a ncw ruling class. He docs not understand
that the spirit that he grasps, or mcans to grasp, in Stirner's
work is not Stirner's spirit ond that the latter has nothing to do
with the former, which clings to slogans which werc put into
ciculation by nisapprchernding Stirner's interprcters.

The nost popular nisunderstanding of Stirner is that of his
"egolsn", Stirner, however, unequivocally conderms "cgoisn" in the
ordinary scnsc of the word, that is, ego-nania as 2 natural drive,
as well as cgo-delusion (ego~-nania disguiscd as altruisn or "idcal-
isn"),. lor is his work the revelation of a ncw ideology or an advice
to others, but an assertion, a proclanation, a nmanifcsto of an
until then unhcard of boldncsse. He spoke of his ego, his cgo, which
had delivered itsclf frorm all the bonde which thosc possesscd by
fixcd idcas tricd to put upon hin, Stirner was also a rcalist who
saw the conditions of power, not Just the ratio of production, as

tho ronlity. However, he 4id net bow before them, but rather itricd

to succccd against theme There arc nany placcs in his book (Helns
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alse turns these upside down) where Stirner recommends for practical
purposes the combined efforts of those who have achieved conscilous-
ness of their individuality and state of uniqueness. And he docs
this in an anarchist sense - refusing power over others and, at

the sane time, refusing to be dominated by others.

This is what is socially new about his work. That which is
philosophically new is that he creatcd no further ideology, but
declarcd a practice. And he is not irrefutable simply becausc of
that. One could even take him for a religious nmystic, if it was
nottthat witihh this conception ene was bound to an obligatory
SySTelle

Stirner became conscious of his inner sclf, comnented upon this
and arrivcd at ncarly the same kind of formulation uscd by Bo Yin
Ra, who asscrtcd that he possesscd the most heart-felt reccognition
of eternal reality: each individuation is one-of-a-kind, a unique
enanation of eternal being and life cut off from the rcat. In the
same way, onc could put Stirner's work in & nutshell even if
Stirner had not preferrcd to make only a subjective statenment,
without sctting up a system encompassing others. At various tincs
in his work he lecaves it to once's discretion to follow his example,
Poor old llclns, howcver, as a class=-conscious atheist - according
to Stirner a dupcd ¢goist <« is never clcar about the "circumstances
of production", which, in a hundrcd thousand ycars of hunan
.developnent, have playced a role for only a relatively short period
of time. Indeecd, for much lcss tite than the consciousncss of the
individual, and Helms brings the numerous nistakes and crazcs of
this consciousncss against the herctic Stirnmer, who lacks rcspecc
for Helns' idol., '

Helnms'falsification of Stirner is like that of llarx who, in a
good half of the first chapter of the Comruni t lanifecsto, sings
an enthusiatic song of praisc for the historical mission of the
bourgeoisie - cxplaining this to the convinced bourgecois. Hclns
urderstands as little as l.arx that the circumstances of production
arc only a function of the sltuations of authority. Stirner, for
the first tinme, unmasked every authoritarian ideology and declarcd
hinsclf in oppositicn, while liarx only announccd a ncw idcology
of authority as he saddled the prolctariat with the alleged
"mission" of the bourgeoisic and nade himsclf Pope of the ncw
rcligione. PR AT

_ : L AR R BN
The crsatz rcligion of fegeisrl is made according to the sane
recipe and the compotitionﬂébw cen ‘it and comrwunisn is therefore
cmbittered in ‘the sane way as, that within the corrmunist pricst-
hood, in which the strusgle of"the "right-belicevers" and the
"deviatora" is carricd on with faacisk.rcthods and the unrcstraincd
caluny of conrmunist tactlcs. . o |

i Py a1 e i 1 ;
Helns betrays His'corrwnistic traindeg in the accusations
he nakces against those who do net belieye . in the communist 1deology.
Against liackay, thé biographer of® Stipn€fy who was rcsarded as
'~ a . nodel of propriety by all who kncw higg#Helns asscrts: "1
. suspectcd, norecover, that :.ackay has elthensialsified or suppressed
naterial that did not suit his conceptioft,” Yet he himself declares
that the liackay Stirner Collection, the #t of a 30 ycar. .
enthusias, which includecs 1100, .opfer 300 handwrltten
1igt Institute in =

h 3 . voluies &

pieccs, is to be found in the liarxist-Leni

lloscow! Verificatien, therefore, would havd®ten casy. Other.
Stirmerions, like the frec economisgiHenns Tgmni~with his Vara-
| aktion s hO I‘GpI' eﬂgl'it S, OgaiHSt . b et t_‘GI' > i _ : *-' S SWinleP %o l:} G
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In anothen_cﬁgp_gf%he bitterly turns agains®thosc ofihis .. -
liarxist fellow-believers who, like liax Adler, rightly said that: -

Stirner's tcaching was "“thoroughlty dcnocratic" angd that “akso ail -
of Stirner's ardour stands on the side of the prolefariat™. rHclns
clings to the ter: "lunmpenproletariat" - coincd by##arx and neant
to be insul}iggﬁé that Stirner snatchcd when he e smponded ‘to the
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"Tumps' not to let themselves be oppressed any longer, but to
become self-conscious and to struggle alongside of others for their
freedom. Helms mekes out that it was Stirner, not Marx, who was
contemnptuous of the individual proletarian and only granted him any
value insofar as he let himself be moved as the willing object of
his theory.

The spook of fascism was the real descendant of the ghost that
llarx had described in the Communist lManifesto, for it arose directly
from the theory of the class struzgle. To investigate this, for
which purpose he would have to have laid aside his blinkers, would
have been a more significant task for the author than his awkward
fishing for Stirner as the agent of capitalism's connection with
fascism - a fiction not made any more productive by his settling up
as witnesses several "Stirnerites" who had misunderstood Stirner
in the same woy as he himself had, |

However, he has, and one can call this the irony of the story,
performed a dubious service for his cause, for most of those who
will read his book, namely, his communist partisans, will only
become incurably infected with the Stirner bacillus, as he is
hikmself. Let us wait for the incubation period to pass. Helns
has, already, founded a Stirner Archive in a meritorious nanner,

(Die Ideologie der anonymen Gesellschaft. By Hans G. Helms. Koln:
Verlag li. Duliont Schauberg. 19606)

BRIEF STATLIENTS
by Renzo I'errari

translated from the French

- Obedience is the mother of cormand. Like a degenerate she has
many children and gives her affection to the worst of then. l

Do you claim that all men arce cqual? But supposc you net sone-
one who agrced to be your equel, how would you distinguish between
yoursclf and hin? _ g

It is by béing that one lives. It 1s by being that one givcs a
meaning to life. That is why the poet and the metaphysician never
mceete |

Altralem is a falsc scntinent of picty which tends to perpetuate

suffering and huniliation - its symbol is the cross. Egoisn is an
exile fron conventions, an expression of sincciity which 1s life.

Inagine a flower on the nose of a pig, then think of liberty in
the mouth of a politician. |

One spcaks to me of "good" and "ecwil" -..to tell the truth these
words arc incorprchensible to ne. This moy be due to iy thick hcadeae.

. e ere in the cehtury of collective hallucineations: thce sheep and
- the shepherds look the sames

Sin is thé salt of 1ifol- without it everything would be colourlcsse.

To govern is the art of the mediocre. Great hearis and great
spirits have alwoays detcstcd authority.

FFalschood, crime and corruption constitute the order legelizing
socicty and perpetuated by morality. That is why a superior spirit
| is always a rcbel. | o 4 E |

(Renzo Terrari is a son of Renzo Novatore, Italian/individuclast,
illegalist and poet, killcd by police in 1922 - Eﬁ.)
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BOOK REVILW

by S.L.Parker

(Contemporary Political Ideologies: A Comparative Analysis by

Lyman Tower Sargent. The Dorscy Press, Homewood Illinois. 194 -
pp. No price gaven)

Lyman Tower Sargcnt's first book Contemporary Political
Idcologics, is an attempt to sce the cssential fcaturcs of some
political ideologics "objectively and understandably". Zvidently
dcsigned as a text-book for university students, it is also
a handy compendium for the general rcader who wanits a uscful
summary of political theorics. Unfortunately, like most text-beoks,
it suffers from being written in that flat and emasculated style
to which academics scem particularly pronce. After the first fow
dozch pagces onc longs to coma across & shout of Jjoy, an cxplosion
of dlsgust or cven just a four-letter word, as proof that the
author is a living individual behind his dlsembodloé words. Irom

his lctters to me I know that Lyman Sargent is allvo, so why the-
refincd burial?

Perhaps one rcason is his desire to be objective and avoid
exprcssing any 'bias'. But the effort to be objective docs not
mcan that one must be without 'bias'. In the foreword to her
book, Stalin's Rdéssia, thc French scholar Suzanne Labin wrote:

o | clulm.that I havc studiod commnunism with total objecctivity and
this very objectivity lcads me to a total condcmnation. 1 am
obgectivc, but not necutral." llgybc in his next book Lyman Sargent-
will Jjunk his ncutrality, checer the things he likcs, lash out at
thosc he dislikes, and also cxplain just what thero iBs inpdemocracv
he sympathizcs wlth....

Between pages 171 and 173 he dcals with individualist ﬁnarchlsm.

He begins by quoting Pat Pafkcr s poem "ask the help of great
god" which, as he sgys, can be sccn as cxpressing "the fecling
of ind1V1duallst anarchism", thec fecling of someonc overwhclmed
by sccmingly suffocutlng forcos, yet determincd to asscrt his or
her sclf &b&lnSb them. -

He then quotcs ot lcength from my 1“65 lcaflcet, Indlviduallst
inarchism: An Outline, as cxprecssing "the phiIOSOphy of individual-
ist onarrchism"., So far, so good. But when he comcs to summarizc
what hc considers to be my differcnecs with "right-wing individual-
is' I think he swcetens rmy vicws too much. What he attributcs to
me may well have been true of my carly individualist days, when 1
was still influcnccd by the vestigial remains of a formcr humanismn,
but is not thc ecasc now,

lle is right, for cxample, in stating that I am sccptical of
"enarcho-copitalism” as a projectcd social system, whilec at the same
time I rejcet collective ownership, but I do tend to belicve these
days that therc is far morc hope of a consistent individualism
cmerging fron the "frec-market" approach then from the "frec-
communist"” approach, most of whosc advocatcs arc hcwvily-sold on
collectivism, _ s

Again, when he acquits me of Social Darwinism, he is wrong in
bclloV1ng that I scc other individuals "as worthy of consideration”
simply becausc they arc "other individuals". I respect sore
individuals becousc I valuc them, bccausc of their speeifie unique-
ncss in ny cycs = a uniquencs Wthh is not merely genctic, but is
exprcsscd as a conscious, or ot lcast manifcst, indiv1duqlitj. 1 do
not accept the Kantian vicw of tikcting others as ends in thensclves.
I am a utilitarian in rcgard to them and 1 reppecet them, onm
indiffcrent to them, or reject them, according to thoir-usc¢ulncss
to ne in ry “strugsle for survival®. Nor do ‘I think that
corpctition and "regpect" arc necessarily incompatible, Sometincs
they arc, sometines they arc not. I night respect a "potential
-corpetitof riore thbn sonconc who is co=operative. Lverything depends
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on the circumstences and individuals involved.

' BufWhai-I have written should not stop anyone from reading
Lyman Tower Sargent's book for themselves and comparing their
biases with mine. | |

LITERATURE -

~ "Anarchism and Indivifualism" by L, Armend - 1/4 post free
- "0 Idios" by Jean-Pierre Schweitzer - 1/4 post free. ;
- "Individualist Anarehism: An Outline" by S.L.Parker - 5d. post
free ( 12 for 1/6) . . By

E. BBERTRAN

4 Cahiers Des Amis De Hen Ryner, September 1969, reports the
< 4 death at the age of 92 of Leon Rodriguez (i. Dertran). They
write: "Ille was well-known by our Parisian friends who found him
at each of our meetings. A short illness took away from us
his lively. .presence. He ewoked for us the memories of his
Adventures in .the mordant words of an old and impenitent
\ B dividualist. He escaped from forced labour after the trial of
' \'the Bonnot Cang. He was one of the pioneers of the Costa Rica
‘bxperience (an attempt to found an individualist colony - SeseP)
-~ and contributed to the publicationg of E.Armard." He also |

eontributed scveral articles to liinus One, the last of which gave
‘his reflections on his 1llegalist "career” (o, 23) °
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fbout a century and a quarter ago a profound uphcaval was.
. -sweeping the VWestern worlds It concerncd am immensc change taking
1 place in the basis of organizcd ecducation and involved the beglnn-
ings of the system which with varying local details dominatcs the
nations of the VWecetern state order today: compulsory, universal,
- bluntly or sophisticatedly authoritarian, and, state-supportcd by way
.of levy of taxcs upon all. And like the educational structurcs which
. preceded it, this contemporary order is in an extremcly precarious
. state today. The ssrugzle over who is to control it, and whosc
vicws and ‘philosophy is to prevail and be taught in it, arc of
first rank in bringing about thc situation which might rcsult in
collapsc sooner than most people think, gL | |

At the height of the Eropcan phasc of thé grcat ecducational

dispute of the carly 1840's there appcarcd an e¢ssay by the German
individualist phidosopher llarx Stirner titled The Falsc Principle

Yof Our Education. It has now bcéen translated in to inglish for the
first time by Robert H. Becbe, and is precedcd by a uscful historical
and critical introduction be Jamcs J, [artin. It is priccd GO cents
from the publisher Ralph liylecs Publisher, Inc., P.O.Box 1533,
Colorado Springs,:Colorado 80901, U.S.A. The same publisher also
has a number of the hard bound 1963 edition of The Lgo and His Own
by liax Stirner for sale at & dolls. 95 cents per copy, plus 2.9%
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