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Editorial,

Having just performed the chor.e of »roducing this issue, we feel

that one important item for discussicn at the forihecoming comference
in Brigtol shoutd be the function of this bulletin., The decision

to launch 'The Anarchist! wes taken at thel¥e? Summer Schhal arising
out of ceriticisn & Frsecdom (a) for what it left out and (b) for what
it put in. It was fhcught that this could be solved by 'the movement!?
having its ovm hulletin for which the principle was that everything
submitt: d must go in., The Editorship (which reallyv only means thewerk
of produstiion) was decided to te on a rotating baesis, taken in turn by g
those volunteer.ng to do the work, This in itself is an effective ‘
safeguard azainst the emerpenze of censorship, in that no one group 1
can centrol this intTluential crgan for more than one issue (unless ﬁ
noone else volunieers to take it on). It seems te us therefore that %
the principlc of 'Bverythirg rust be published ! czan now be s¢f~£ﬁﬁr 1
discarcéed. Ore nan see the litertarian intent behind it, but it dees,
in fact, make nonsconse of the concept of 'Workers! Control!'! and
indavicual rcspons'bility. which are to our minds, more important
principles for anarchists.It would also mean that this buiietin could
‘be produced with legs waste of valuable materials and time.

The cbeck againet cgnsorship exists, in that witha rotating
editors’.ip, 1f a contribution i1s turned down by one group, it can be
submisted Jor publicaiion 1o tae next group doing the bu'letin, and‘iif
‘necossavg to the mext and the next. One of the groups will probably

be rore tolerant, have lower standards, or be Just hard up for copy.

And if no gronp accepts it, perhapes it isnt worth publishing anyway !

Another point that we find d'sturbing is that there are , on the

mailing list of 'The Anarchist' a number of addresses outside Britain

in such places as Scandinavia, the USA and Canada, We fccl that there is
no justification at all for comradee, no matter how interested in the
movement in this country, to expect $to be supplied with an internal
bulletin. Surely they can read Frecedom or keep in touch somehow to f£ind
out for example the decisions %teken at the conference. What point is there
in them knowing the azoendea beferehand, With respect, what is it to do with-
them © And if we distribute some of the rubbish that has apneared in

thes® pages of this bulletin in this manner, (perhaps it would be better

to have a censorship of some kind !) what has be.n achieved but a waste

f time of those who ".producc thé paper, thosec who read it, and those who
write good, sound material for it. g

Finally, we must apologise for thc poor guality of this issue, due to
the fact that we were supplied with a duplicator which had becn chicked
out (for perfectly good reasong) by some other organisation and which had
never been useu by us before, We weee therefore unaware of its hideous.
idiosyncrasies, We hope that it will be unnscegssary for this duplicator
to have to be used by the anarchist movement again. Yes, another lftam
for the agenda at that conference. FUNDS, '

Frances Sokclov and Philip Sadsom
(Editore of mnarchf-‘iﬁo 4 )




PROPOS™D NATIONAL F"DFRATION

National Confercnce called by Bristol Federation
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At & meeting of the Bristol Federstion of Ansrchists on
Frideay Januatry 24th, it was decided that as the proposal

to s¢t up a National Federation had not beecn acted upon by

any other group, a Conference to that end should be called
in Bristol on April 10th.

This is a Friday. It is planned that the Conference

should takec placc on the Saturday and Sunday in the

Arnolfini Galleries on the Triangle.

We hope to be able to provide accommodation for anyone
who needs it. Observers will be invited from interested

~~groups, eg: those advertising in Freedom, Committce of 100,

Peace News, ctc.

We shall be using the Agendaproposed by the Bristol
Fedaration but we are inviting other groups to send porpo-
sels for motions to be discussed and will not give precedenee
to our own. |

Ve think it important that a National Conference should

‘be held to clerify the matter of co-ordinstion. e hope we

can rely on full support in publicising the Conference in
order to ensure maximum participation.

Michael Bray

A Margaret Robinson

A Soulres

Ron Shuttle

(Bristol Federation)
Editor's Note:
All correspondence with regard to the Conference should
go to the above at 9 Cornwallis Crescent, Bristol 8.
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STAT™M=NT BY TH  DUNDET ANARCHIST GROUP
on the proposcd Federation and Netional Conference.
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1.Attitude to proposcd Nationasl Conference.

N=—are in favour of co-ordinztion on & national and inter-
national scale andé will do 21l possible to further this.

We will teke part in any Anarchist Conferernce. Since we don't
believe in centrslisstion, we do not consider it essential
that i1t be held in T.ondon.
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1II.. Motions "'9 r

II. TentatlVelyProposed Agenda

l..Unanimou se¢lection of Cheairman.

2. Haopor’s Ly provisional Nstional and International
Co-Ordlnat;ng Secretaries.

2. Declaration of Aims and Principles.
4. Organisational Rasis:
Ea% Nationasl Sceretary
b) Internsational Secretary
§C; Conferencas
(d) Finances,
Reports by Groups.
Future Activities:
§a; Anti-Parlismentary Cempeaign

b) Demonstrations
50% ixternal Propaganda
d) Internal BEducation

Report= by all thosc¢ producing Anarahist,periodicala.
Relegtions with 'Allies!,

Unanimous selection of 'Off101als"'.
» Any other business. '
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l. We mov~ that the ‘proposcd Fuderat;on be Open to akl- "
Anarchists en¢ ohly to Ararchists.

2. We move that ‘the Federation be known as thk
British Fodcratlon of Anerchists. (British herc to
mean inhabitafits of tho geographical arca known 28
the 'Rritish zsi>s'

3. We move that !'0¥ficials' be appointed from one Conf-
erence to the{ ext and that no person may hold more
than one post ?}'or hold one post for censccutive terms,

4., We move that piConference be held when no less than
five groups sgfece it is necessary. .

t."
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- ™ditors' Note:

L
2t the time of pregirlngthms issue, the above contributions
from Bristol and Dundee arc all that hase come our way in
connection with thee porposed Federation and Conference. We
assume that contact is being made direet with Bristol for
the drewing up af #h fgend in advence as well asg for the
mattor of accommoddtion, We hope there will be time for all

participeting grouﬁb to be notified of the finel asgends to
enable group atfltgans to be clarified.
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CORRESPONDANCE

Dear Editaers,
A few comments on issué No., 3.
Firstly, I asked for examples of the ways (if any) in which
libertarian principles can be applied to large and complicated
industries and Brian Leslie answers by saying that they can, Brilliant !
Brian's description of libertarian organisation is very good
however, and I will quote part, He says
'voting and majority decisions are inapproepriate. (i.e., when
making mass decisions). Mutual agreement after discussion
is required and failing this either shelving the problem or
splitting inte cp-existent dissident groups , each applying their
own solutions'!.,

Now Brian , if we are deciding whether to grow tomatoes or rhubarbd,
or wether to teach children history or carpentry and we cannot agree
then we can split up into groups and apply our own solutions. But if
we are deciding the route of the M 199 motorway, ér when, if ever,
noisy jet plane& should use London Airport, or-what to produce in
machine shop No, 6 or any decision invplving large numbers of
people, and capable of a variety of solutians, only one of which

can be adopted, then I think you will realise thai libertarian
solutions just wont work, We cannot 'split into dissident groups

and apply our own solutions' when such complicated problems have to
be solved, As libertarianism is incompatible with industrial and
technolegical development then we must dump the latter. And this
does nof- mean going back to the Stone Age. Even in simple questions
such. as ‘the tomatoes and the carpentry mentioned above I believe
that. there will be, almost inevitably, many different solutions
propqsed which will not simply be wrecznlved bv a little ratiohal
dlscu831nn. When 60 individuals will euch propose a different
solution to a proklem then they will just have to agree to differ
and then each can apply his own INDIVIDUALIST snlution te his own

INDIVIDUALIST cabbage patch or fireside. And it is because I cannot
imagine anything else working effectively and not because I worship
my ego that I am an individualist,

I have done a two year course in industrial prnduction methods

and related subjects and, believe me, industry is as complicated

as hell, It is a pity that the &#ditor of Anarchy in his issue on
Community Workshops ( Nm.30) did not discuss community locomotive
shops, or oil refineries, or automated vehicle productiord units, oy .
nuclear power stations. Everyone realises that community general
workshops with a range of general purpose machines such as were
discussed in the Anarchy article are possible., When I was 15 we had
something like it for bicycle and motor cycle maintainance and
repairs, But heavy industry - how is that to be run ? It simply cannat
be done unless you have total sutomation, saints, supermen, or
authoritarienism, ]
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Brian seems to huld views about.the desirability of science which
among most intelligent people faded away about 1914, The old 19th
century optimistic viewpoint, the leading proponent of which

was H,G.Wells, that because science was a rational thingit would be
therefore used for rational ends, Brian seems to believe, in spite
of all the evidence, that scientists are going to create a lovely
material world and that all your prob.ems will be solved by half

an hour on the psychiatrists couch or by swallowing a couple of
pills.Don't gect me wrong however, I do NOT yeern for the Stone Age
and I realise that to peasants scratching a living in India and
Egypt, tractors, fertilizers etc. are essential, But in countries such
as Britain and the U.S.A scientific dewelopment has gone far enough.
I realise however that millions »f people look forwards to mnre,

Why do they want more 7 Tec get a cheap patrietic thrill when another
ten' million dnllars worth of ironmongery is shot into space, to '
live secong hand through their tellies (Huxley's feelies are on the
way ), to get a vicarious thrill from the 3D nudies at the Odium, tn
go nowhere at a hundred miles an hour in the latest model ego=-cars

and to set up material status symbols. I know I am genera1191ng
but the above is the trend.

Still, I suppose that technalogical and scientific progress will
continue, whatever I like, and that one must make the best of a

bad job. But why any thinking and fecling person should welcome it
is hard to understand, while to believe that it leads, or will leead,
in a libertarian direction, when the briefest glance shows the exact
opposite is hapnening, is almost beyond human comprehension,

Seéondly. There werc some interesting points in Peter Neville's
letter, but therc was one big boob at the end., In answer to the’
questlon 'how can you fight nuclear wecapons, Jjet planes, napalm, germ
bombs etc. and still win' Peter says that ECKA, Mau Mau, the PFLN,
end the IRA all d4id and al. won., Now nonc of these movements fought
against these weapons with the possible exception of jets in the
case of Mau Mau. To say as Peter does, that people have and can
triumph against enemies using such weapons is codswallop. Also
threec of the rebel movements he mentions were fighting the British,
While I held nomillusions about the British they rarely descend to
the level of the Nazis or the Communists. They never destrgyed
Nicosia in the way the Nazis destroyed Warsaw., They never cold-
bloededly annhihilated Sinn Fein the way the Communists did the
Kulaks, And the people of Warsaw and the ‘Kulaks both lost,.

Thirdly, The contribution from I Kaliszewski gave me the best

laugh I have had for a long time. I particularly liked the bit about
the Freedom Press editors being 'frustrated, frightened fossils = ===
with sick private worlds which exist to foment unrest among the
comrades'., Strange.that one has to examine the stones to learn

which particular glasshouse I.Kaliszewski inhabits. Stranger still
his complainst that Preedaw Press editors turn down his



-

contributions, For if, as he maintains they afe really trying
to 'sabatage the English anarchist movement' {here can be no surer

way than to print the contributions of I. Kallqzewski.if his 1etter
to Anarchist No. 3 is any criterioen.

On that sour but necessarx notel will cloese,

Jeff Robingon., ‘

oobooorobooooooooooboogocooboouod'c"cooo v

Dear Editﬁrs )

What a splendid idea it was to make the third fissue of 'The Anarchiat'
- completely satirical, By far the funniest piede was the hilarious
manifesto from the Glasgow anarchists, especiglly with its
bloodcurdling misquotation from the dear old Gommunist Manlfesto
(Let the priviledged classes...tremble at an Mnarchist revolution,
We realise of course. that while comrades in (lasgow write funny
pieces there are still a few strange people around who write this
sort of thing in all seriousness, In fairness :bo your contributors,
you should have added a note to make it quite glear that they wecre |

only Boking. 4 -8

The whole manifesto is a much needed ridlcule‘bf those people (inclhding
some anarchists) who still imagine that all tﬂb world's evils are [’
brought down on us by the boss-class, and that’ without the~canitablsts

the workers would behave like saints. i KA *

Good luck with future issues, and kecp up the'%atlre. , -
| Yours fratérnally, J
Robin Adair. Carol Morse.! Eric Morse., Jim Rase.

00‘0000‘00.00‘.0;‘

Dear Comrades,

Tan Kaliszewski's letter seems to be a little 1ntemparate=;n tone,

It is a pity that people cannot criticise withbut going off the

deep end, A friend of mine, on secing the curf%nt issue of ‘'The
Anarchist!'! for the first time, exclaimed, "Th;g is an 1q§trument for
breaking up the anarchist movememt 1" Or words to that effect. It was
humourously intended, but if. this style of wryﬁlng is Ber81sted in

it could become- true. i

"
)
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Surely if we are anarchists, we believe that %@y little group that
wants to is freec to start its own paper. The E;ecdom.Press Group. have

a perfect right to produce 'Precdom' how they like, ¥es, it is their
property. In any form of sociely, however commpnlstéb, some form of
‘personal pessession will have to survive, One icould ‘hardly share tmAoth-
brushes or clothing. A person will' surely have the plght to privacy
within his own dwelling in a free society, and if he keecps-a |
type-writer there, a duplicator or a printing: press, he will be free

to turn out whatever he.llkes on it, won't he‘? Or w111 we be back

- "
L
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" Why does not Ifr

i@ the g g} g of censorghip, exercised this time by ‘'society' opthe
ommunit rather than by the state? This sort of persenal
possession gives no power to the individual ever the community., '
Unless the gommunity voluntarily submits to him, Nobody has to

read his paper, after all. | A

'Freﬁdam* possess@s no power, lan Kﬁiiszewski need never'npen it. If
it will not publiﬁh his writings+he can &lways go elsewhere

for publication. No one surely ought to be_able to compel someone
else to publish his writings. The person, or group, who runs the
paper should have the right to publish or refuse to nublish what
they wish, Otherwise their freecdom is being restrlcted.

Jwaliszewski get together wﬁfﬁ.ofher likﬁﬁmlnded’
peoa&g and producg -his own paper? I skhink another printe paper 1
in ths anarchist gewement, in addition tgijreudom' and “Direct

thinking that #ne of th®m is the mouthpiece of the movement as 2 wh&a.
Such a mouthpilce can never exist in a movement as diverse as the 1§

anarchist one.:
The main principle is workers' control, The people who produce the

paper, and work for it, should control it, not an amorphous body
such as the an#&rchist movement. I think that *'Freedom' is open

to criticism t# gome extent, in that it is possible for a person

to find himsel? working forthe paper without being given any say in
the editing of’it. But this is thé fault of the person who allows

'himself to get’into this position, to some degree at least.

I write for 'F#ecedom' when I feel like it, and sell it when I

can do so withdut greatly inconveniencing myself. T enjoy reading

some of it. However I have no concern in its preduction, no
resposibility for it, and do not regard it as speaking for me ,
necess-rily, aqy'more than I do 'Peace News'!, T think it gives

a fair coveragg to all the different viewpoints on anarchism, from
syndicalism to gpermanent protest, including all the shades of

violence and nam-violence. It could be improved in some ways. But
anyone who regards it as some kind of anthority is really displaying

a need for an muthority, It possesses none, unless anar@hists are

‘foolish enoughltto g:we it some., $ N & %
X L Yours fraternally i
\ A -~ Apthur W.cUloth, |
. » 0 Q_.u}: ~ ;o“‘i”'l ¢ B o g ¥ 0 0 o . s oa%o e & o 0 K » » 0‘\!‘0 W
Comrades, h ) -

Am I to accept g Jack Stevenson, that intelligent workers, having

- 8Pruggled to dh;ain better conditions, are gring to allew hastards

to take away whet people have achieved'? Surely the faet that they
have achieved amything is exactly because noone has been allowed

Action"\might wsf e 8 gced,fﬂéa..rn any case, the more papers, thera
~are the less e!nuge peocple. ot s itre--the | ‘movemed? will have for -,
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to 10 Just tliate

Yés, a cry for tolcrance is in place, cspecially as you in London
are aboutt’ to launch another FLA; it just so hannens that some
non-anarchist syndicalists also, don't kick their dogs or their
boyfriends, wherecas some professcd anarchists, in their'effortsﬁ
not to express themselves physically, give themsblves 0 many

- neuroses that their personalities suffer, as do their value
to the movement,

_ If Stevenson is szerious when he says that he agreecs with V;R., yet
- bemoans the fact that London is always expected to lead, he is, in my
opinion, (i) overlooking the historical contents of the periods

analysed by V.R. in his book, and (ii) im913@§5.that London
anarchists can be influenced from outside, -

Jack Stevenson, in his rcadiness to criticise soolalistlo~onganisations
of the past, such as the IWW, does not readise that the contributions
of people involved in these organlqatlons, and their sufferings,

have not in any way left the world a worse place; also that the
suppressions by capitalism of their movements has at no time allowed

us to see- their programm succeﬂﬂ‘ul1y concluded, as is- true of
the Anarchibts prlnolglesc

“Pratirnally,

E Ry .
_ Eds, . ' i
(The above 1ettcr from E,K. 15 answored below by Jack Stevensen)

-

p WS ¢ should say that tho,anav(llut collectives in Spain_durlng the
- ¢ivil war had been obdained by tho strug~le of intelligent “worksnrg.,

They were orushed because bastiards had ‘supcrior strength weren't they? -

- I'mﬂnot‘suro that I understan& the second one. What I canlunderstand
I find myself in agrecment with, but one do¢s not have to use violanoe
to hurt somebody., There are othor way which hurt just as. much
perhaps even more, .

¢

3. Of course London,Anarohﬂﬂtc 1€ in@&ﬁenoed by what happens elrewhere,
knybody who is not influenced ty things sround him must be daft or dead,
Those people who talk the old ronseénse abmut anarchlsts being whole
beings who must stand oX their own and take ne, notice of what goes en
around them are just peoplic wiic Gon't care, If&ave always though

that anarchists are pecple who do carce:

4, Jack Stevenson was not rca'y to driticise thc‘In&ustrial‘Workers

of the World, He gave a . lecture on this organisation nnly a few weeks v
- ago at Tunbridge Wells, It was titled 'The Cnly Union',Jeck Stevenson hag
no fault to fina with fthe people of this ‘aresnifcdtion. His criticism

was of people who insist on +n1nk1ng that workers are revolutionary.

Jack Stevenson 1s a worker and he knows different,

5« Vernon .Richards criticism of syndicalist organisation has nothing

230 do with history, other thwn what nc¢ learnecd prom 1¢,

'

.

And lastly I don't like being called Stevenson, lady. Mrme Ads- Jagk..

It ist'lady,'isn't it ? S B
Fratcine ll“";ok;



INSANITY FAIR
The Record of a Dialogue with a Superman

T mect him on the Haymarket of a Northwestcrn industrial town-
shin. I had been diligently spreading the gospel of mutual

aid by a certain Russian "migre Kropotkin, whose able pen
foescinated me at that period of my life. My enthusiasm and,

I am wont to assume, my ability in presenting my case had
evidently aroused his interest in mé. Briefly I glimpsed

a young men of 17 or so in age, conventaonally dressed, before
he delivered the oracle that was to csuse me so much embar-
rassment and not a little soul scerching.

'You seck the aid.d of Khese fellows?! he prompted. 'And to

what purpose? A&t yoiul would, by a multiplication of your
obvious inferiority usurp the rightful bounty of thosc most
fitted to rule.: '

It was not so much what hc sald but the ring of self-asdurence
in how he said it. T was tskon aback with the wind gone ocut &f
my sa2ils snd os I looked dasperately around for support saw
only the shifty look of unc:rtainty, of men resentful, yet
accustomed to obey, of men *in whom authoirty was implanted,
physically end spirituallyd |
Lamely I countered 'They arc unemployed; they seek socisl
justice'. 4 |
'Social justice!'. Derisivcly he spat the words at me. ! |
'Jocial justice is a myth inventcd by the wesgkling. He who is
strong is his own judge and, exccutor', |
Somcthing akin to poetry ir- his forthright expressions
touched the hidden chords of mecmory. Long, long ago someone
had loaned me a book by thes 'mad' philfosopher - whether
'mad' by virtue of naturc dr in imagining the rather imposs-
ible or improbable sctting Bf the book I did not at thet
peériod rightly know. Ah! Tﬁps Spake Zarathustra! That was

its name.

With intcecrest kindled I r&éﬁrded my first live Nietschean.
'You are an individualist, £re you not?' I wventured.

'T am mastey of my fate'! wee his proud retort. 'I seek men
that they amuse me. I crcate as my self wills it.' And he

was prrfectly straight-face€ as he said it.

Tike St Paul of old I was gimost persuaded and only the late-
ness of the hour saved yet tnother convert to the cult of
Supermen, W parted friendly and surprisingly he shook my hand.
I confess I was somewhat ovirawcd in shaking hands with a
God-men. Was this theory Bfgmutual aid not just another
besinful of 'tosh'? Was it mot more fcasible that men such as
my reccent acouaintance, witk courage and assurance could 1lift
themselves out of the rut of wage slavery?

These and other disturbing fthoughts ran riot, wrecking the

3 atbws “mmn..w—
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‘l’sleep nature intended for meé I was looking forward to
, meeting this friend again. Pgrhaps he had a good job. Yes,
* "surely at least a2 boss's job? Maybe he would relent and do
something for me.- poor me, Wwhom he despised.. . .
Ve were to meet sooner than I had anticipated. On the next
Monday, being out of work of course, I decided try the e
'Stand' in a famous shipyard well known for its grand ships -
and mcagre wages: After all, was I not born to be a wage
slave? These reveries slowed my footsteps so ‘that at quite
a good distance from the gateth: whistle sounded. Not a2t all
worried (there was always tomorrow) I ambled on when sudden-
ly a wild-cyed fellow dashed by me, almost capsizing me in
the violence of his effort, Mildly I looked up at him snd than
| the great yerd gates swung to, With an exclamation of disgust
& - the man turned to me, 'Another bl--dy .quartcr out!' And Hey:
"+ Presto! thec spell was broken! ¥ '
- It wes my Superman-of. yesterdsgy.
| ' | s D.E.Pude
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SUGGTSTION FOR SOV HICHLZ SAMTRFYING WICK DNESS

i . ~
I heve just heoard the verdletrin 'Panny Hill'. It prompied me
to pass on the 1ol iowling ldea which I myself have thought “of gy .

but probably would never get vouad to, and I am not much of

an ertist.I mcen that the prope & items of this ideca would need
expert editing, pnerhaps photography, etc. Here is the ides:

: It is a commonplace that 'beaaﬁly”ﬁ'foul','soxy', o 87 G e
"~ " blatantly cxposed day af?erday in ~adverts in the tubes, dailies, :
magazines, so forth. It lc thefmost revolting & hate-inspir- §Te
ing titivation ol sex gal g=zin & no ¢nd or satisfasction. You
know as well or better than we, ' |

. S o7 - - bt . i ' .‘ gi,
I nearly forgot some drink adigrte - one of a girl 'waiting 6. -
for it' I was looking abl 1n a b the other day. Also bra ads! ¥

The idea is to gather all thes€ “ypeg of thing from zll sources
for a time, then to edit them suligbly intc 'Airty! rhotogrshhs
so that they can be hawked around he wWegt End simultaneously
at some prearranged date. Some of Yege dirty phot hawkers
will be denounccd and arrested, I think . T hopt . rsuen

The thing could -and would reguire 1o. ‘oo
that the dirty photos or booklets would still heve to match
with theri originals, s0:. that when the “qonspiracy' had gone
far enough the c¢videncc of thﬁb aill the '¢il1th! had been 1lifted.
from would be inecscapshble. @ f

so cleverly done so

Mt - Dizk Stubbs






