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What is a UnionOfEgoists.com?
This is an informational resource provided by Kevin I. Slaughter of Underworld Amuse-
ments and Trevor Blake of OVO, initiated in February and publicly launched April 1st of 
2016. The website initially focuses on providing historical, biographical and bibliographical 
details of a few their favorite Egoist philosophers. It is also integrating the archives of egoist 
website i-studies.com, the former project of Svein Olav Nyberg, and the EgoistArchives.
com project of Dan Davies. Further, it will be home to Der Geist, a Journal of Egoism in 
print 1845 – 1945. UnionOfEgoists.com will be the best resource for Egoism online.

What is a Union of Egoists?
“We two, the State and I, are enemies. I, the egoist, have not at heart the welfare of this 
“human society,” I sacrifice nothing to it, I only utilize it; but to be able to utilize it com-
pletely I transform it rather into my property and my creature; i. e., I annihilate it, and 
form in its place the Union of Egoists.”

– Max Stirner, The Ego and Its Own

What is Egoism?
“Egoism is the claim that the Individual is the measure of all things.  In ethics, in episte-
mology, in aesthetics, in society, the Individual is the best and only arbitrator.  Egoism 
claims social convention, laws, other people, religion, language, time and all other forces 
outside of the Individual are an impediment to the liberty and existence of the Individual.  
Such impediments may be tolerated but they have no special standing to the Individual, 
who may elect to ignore or subvert or destroy them as He can.  In egoism the State has no 
monopoly to take tax or to wage war.”

-Trevor Blake, Confessions of a Failed Egoist
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,..., • ...,.,UoiA# 0 SOCIETY: 
0 tor Of "Freedom • 

S E. er 

alk _ en to h London 
July , 1967) 

rchiat Gro p t tho 'L 

d r of your per for over t enty 
u so f rrss thougl':ts abou •·Freedoo." 

to chi I don't intend to range through all 
t have appe e during this t , but si. ply to 

"Fr do " s t wes at bout the t e I beg to 
d then to ha e a l oo t it s it is no • For thi I 

sha1 co t o i sue one for ch 9 1946 the other 
0 July ~~ 19 7 

Th th of the · 1946 issue as th 
r8 d p s, the ss s, to bring 

r olut on. In article call d "Indi - The ce o Fa e'', 
e Qre tal th t "The setting up of k ' d pea ts 1 

co . ttee to administer the 1 d and industry fo the benefit 
o l d the reli f o · starv ti · these e .the co stru ive 
necc s! ties o the t e." Another rticle on th situ t o in 
Fr;mce announc that the 'French r ers beg t understand" 

d th t the ch c for .. revolution minorities have be co· 
prepond r " tbQ Egyptian masse hav to ''understana th i 
tru role d t a r ly revolutionery path ove tepping the 

t1l fall c1e of nati n iso.' lhile th author of an 
rticle on c ns ription said th .. t "The one far pp ent 1.n the 

g ve t (as it i the fear of ~ 1 tyrants) is th fear of the 
p~ople thema lves. They dr d t t the masses . 11 ris against 
th isting ord and establish a s ocl. ty of peace and equality 

ar in liberty b co s a corn rstone d not a cri • ' d 
G erg ·zoodcock indict d the "petty bourgeois" utlook of th 
L \! ller " hich :nade them concern d to cr te society of s 1 
pr pri tor and to d ny th p thetic vigour the archi t 
co · st doctrJ.ne pr ched by "li tanley d th Diggers. 
inatanl~ s ocial vision, co in d with the revolutionar.y 

vigour of th Le llers and xpress d in wid pi' d direct action 
~ in the t ng over of 1 d: ght h ve brought real freedo 

to Engl d d ch2fl8cd th h1.story of the or d." 
") Dt\ly *f ;;. -c1 .. tte .. e .,. ~f; 1-..tt'J,. ""'Y• by,~~~ . · oa. J.e,..,.,J .' .J.:J . 

H you ver giv n eny tho ht t t wh t h ppened t 1 
th se pJ.ou hop ? Did th Indi mass do as y u ested? 
ere th y en int r st d enough t list ? Ho Ch n rer are 

t o Egypti se to the r "revolutionP.ry p~th' Do you 
think th their recent hoe s for s r show d they h e 
"overstepped" nationalis rl And the French ~o ers - the once 

1 tQ ope of Bakunin and Kr potki - .have t y und rstood? 
Is de Gaull tr ling in hi sho s a th pending r1sing of 
"the people th e c • o will "establish a society o£ pe ce 

d qu ity'? · r th se hopes rmy different fro . Wood ck' 
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trospective speculations s to wtiot would heve , been ~ the 
ers h d done as he said they should have done 300 years 

1 ter? 

I h8V not not ced ~p serious analysis by you s to why 
these hopea re i .ned pious. o doubt in the heady, disillusioned 
atmos ere ju~t after · orld ar 2 t ey were unden.tanda.ble. 
I kno, I Shared the~ But over twe1ty years have passed and 
hey are littered with the ruins of shaJ tered hopes and exploded 

wishe • Yet even in those dQYs a dissident voice was heard 
dieturbinS the euphori~ of the approaching revolution. k reader 
wrote: 

"St es syndicalism, end class war mean little in 
themselves. ~lass war is feet, but h s, in ~ view, litt~e 
airect connection with ana-rchism which kno~s no classes 
and cart inly is not (either historically or actually) very 
representative oZ workins less spirAtions ••••• " 

But l'OU took l'ttle notice of such an argument then ~nd seem 
to have forgotten it toget1er no if yo\rb ck page is ~Y 
guide, nor, indeed, the fromtpage of tne July 8 issue for this 
year. Here there is an article on Aden which reads like a rehash 
of the 1946 rticles. Once again th solution is " revolu~ion, 
not only 'in the Aden territories, but throughout the Arab st~tes, 
to ensure that the wealth from o11 monopolie , at present held 
by a mall norit ~ is used fo~ the benfit of the whole 
popul ation." I 1ould be interest ed to hear wh t response you · . .. 
get fro . the Adeni sses. ot to be outdone the back page · 
features a report from J ap?n in which it is stated the.t the 
" jority o£ t he peopl of J pen" want the ~.r in Vietnam to and. 
The writer does not s~ how he reached this conclusion, . ld I 
doubt verY ouch if he coul4. 

So the theme of the people in r~volt continues to be plugged. 
/hat have you got to show for it after twenty years? Indeed, I 
could ~ aftor ghty ye rs, sine you d your predecessors 
haves~ th . song since 1886 when the f'irst issue' of 
"Freedom appeared. Yes I know you ~1avc told us of the black 
flag waving over f ctor!es in KoreR; you have gone into raptupas 
over the East Berlin Rising of 1953, the Hungerien Revolt of 
1956, the first day' of C stro's re ime. in Cube, and the sit­
dowus of the Comcittee of 100. You assiduously scrape around 
for such examples in th hope that all thes odds d ends of 
"revolut.ionary action•• will add up to a convincing proof of 
tho potentialiti s for P~archis in the masses. You don't, of 
cours d tail the fer oore n .erous examples of th se e masses' 
active or passive support of the rulers who milk them. So you 
beve h d Korea, East Berlin, Hungary, Cub~ not to ention 
)'.~~:~J Russia end Sp~:in. No doubt you co~d go back to the 
baguuu.ngs of history cit.~.~ t; ses of "direct action" or the 
"creativity of the people". You still cannc:>t show· how these 
can be extended to upplent the euthorit .rian systems, no:b 
indeed that they do not carry within the seeds of new forms of 
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at 1 your ans er t thi ? lher e are t e forces for your 
e olu ion and ho e ou ing to or an ze the ? er 1, if 

deni s es need a r o ut,io ou ·ght t least spell 
o t e h t i e s. 

t fro yot.r totalist ppro c o 
e editor f your brother publication 

it . elatesta t at li ertaricm 
e forces acting in society, and h sto 
th direction of the resultant of 

r to do thi , ·r you junk d the 
ical car~i out of this vie oul 
ere d of soc salvatio , h ther 

olut n 

• 

- th~t rchist 
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of an 

ore rill to 
the ti o live 

e volunter.y poverty so 
nt with taxes? Does it 
ttempt to correct the 

chine tually dds to 
t it. Society st b oade to 

chin In 'W " the g vernment is 
chines requir that do not "b d1 

th t men ct in ordere 

-..........-.. .......... ___ ___ 

a "Ho o oob· s" any t nt for ••••• s lf-r lienee? He has the 
~ talent for it th he has for rri ting sym honies in the 

er of Lud g vm Beethoven, no les d no aore. Th t .is to 
say e has no tal t m tsoever, nor even any understandl. · t at 

ch talent exists. Lib rtyis unfat omabl to him. He can no 
or co preh nd it th h can c~ prebend honour. t h 
st for it, nin t · out f ten, is sl.l!lply the ban 

t to e pty he lelujah upon his oppr ssors. He is en ox 
last proud, d fi t g stur 1s to lick the butcher behind 

H.L. encken. 

027 



c 

3 

s, like Z ecoli and Se 
i nary r p eudo-ra o ut 

• 



-
t or 

- ho 

r f Rble - int sity or ur~tion? 

dter h id th t pr occup tion 1ith to orro li t 

275 



i 

lO 

even if t ey call the elves 
d they die v ting or the sun 

e i and 
inists, 
rneria of John 

ive u s eetened timer o tend 
libert rian s c alists - that is, 

o t 1t can be achieved, a do 
in's · s e to unity or ropot.cin' s 

h i divi ual egoi • In order not to 
l e ~ d f reedo threatenedL I 

others It i not from love oi 
f or vell-being in their s fering, 

nll 

d it os oiblc t o 
r eo-exi 

1.nter s s ~ill 
ree it t h · 

co on end. 
union is 

ti. c. 

ers, 

only 
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in nt1 or th 'TOrd i th ch you sharpen and 
ease your natural orce; the union exi ts for you and 

t yo , ho society convar ely lays claim to you for 
itsel and sts even thout ou, in short, the society 
sac d thQ union r.our ~; the ociety consumes you, ~ou 
cons o tho ion • 

Therefore tho union of an egoist with othor c oists is siop a 
te porary ar c cnt thich can be quickly follo ted y disunion nnd 
st o. It is not and cannot b t lo ocie y based on tho 
universal rule of 'I c poet you as long a you respect me". 

d claim outright that individu could not brc 
agree t unilat rally - th t is, leav an ociation d thout 
t c cons nt o:r his f 1 m mb r • But this would c t t h 

uld be depende t upon th others, h ~ould be th~ir slave1 their property - just :-~hat vtirnar did not mnt To d s 
or, ent that I cannot abandon co ades wh ~11 not give e 
,.,.,..,I'W"'I..,.,ssion t do so b c u I st h v r d for the pain 

1 oving ould c s t , I av alr ady r&plied that I do 
not concern s lf ith th s who ar not concern d with the 
pai t ., caus y lding m b c the I rant t leave. 

Cort in uthors confuse 1ndividu . i wtth ut litarianis , 
Stirn with Bcnth , th p rson plea uro of the unique one 
lit th t of the jorlty r even of all. d th y write wor s 
lik c ~., "Th hllarchists" and "A d' "L' ini ti ti n 
ind viduoliste an chist " i c rtainly d not contribut o 
the understand! f r a1 Stirnerian thinking. 

(Tranlet d :from the: Itali by Stephen ~~.rl tt ) 
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even a 

9 " o people ski ed off t e best f t fr religion, ate it 
(.., themselve , d re no hav to job to et rid of the 
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church certainly ha,..ven't ead the1r Stimer properly! 
e er, I promise LeFe re I ill r se t is 6rave tter 

he ne Bayreuth Colle e f Ca inal Confe ence w en the s iri 
of Saint · 11 e ongst to assist us in our debate • 
e usly, eg ist is only concerned to :'define" himself, 
ontr dictory o otherwise, no " ' . 

Because I rove th t h t ·i.r. does to r. B "only concerns 
me f my nterest re thre te ed" it by no eans follo a th t 
I earmot cone em myself i th ot r indi idu s or their i eas. 
If' P.r. B is a friend of ne I h ve i e est i hi an \' 11 

self ~ith is def nee 1f I can because ~ interest i 
eaten by r. 

ain I 
publicizing 
l.S S 01. 
0 
e 
id 

int r st d in cert n ide s 
d discus i th • One of my mP-::ms 
But I only do 

, an or 
s to the 

d by any spoo • I 
guilty f Qr th t 'they 

inc orr c ly". I 1 ave the p o c 
r o ys t ms of r 1 i truction 
t~d psychologic int rest in 

- ~--------------
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