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Un • ans nt t here is on 0"'':3 
univcr f orMUlati ~ th se tho 

f il to und rst~ d 
ns "un~ ue" . 

by tr sf erring t l ern to pap.::r. Sine the word uni ue e~s "so 
ch os "· co. cnsuro le", t arc cnn be no valid objecti n to 
s ribir . '" cr aturc s unique, ven though it so ·,tg so ve 
IL , anoto:nic3lly and psychologic ly , to eyricds of otheJ.~s . 

t r 11 - si. d. ari ty d identi y ~ I 0 synonymous. 

0 

c of our own uniqueness is not nccessn ·1y ncco.•~pcnied 
s of or gone - or , to go ev n furt cr, ~ -alo .. anin. l .L I 
unique', I nM not coop ring s 1 1ith ot hers ~d clai in 

pcrior, ely using n onvcnient word to span of ' • T' e 
'uniquc 11 i , d ttcdly , used in ttributive sense , ut it i 
s . lt ously) employ din n purely d sc :ptive se.se. 

' 3ht 
1J.>~"T. 

t1~1e . 

There .r many fol mo arc doprc sed 
inovit~e de ise. Th se poop often eiv 
SOwOT J l..8' OUS syst 7 ~hlch ro SCS the:n person i H\1 ! ~ali tJ • 
(This, retold , is 'nnturol spi itu d sir" , not "ecoi .. ) 
s R tl1is , t conscious self- reg rdcr affirns his .~rt~~it· , 

is no disturbed ty or as cd nt it, ond r aliz s th.t his "coc; ·c 
i si ~.~ · · c m " is o y a phr s used by ot ers to inti.cid te 1i· • 
'lh t si if cane I poss ss is rcy usiness , since others re o U"' 
tnlking fro. o ts · de , they nrc n t co-tenonts of U\Y' sk 11 ~ 

m::l oortal r (Cont . en page 14) 
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H vavar! L urance w s not a 'll'it r or even re!Ilote: , relatec to 
the pedgOG1 a1 ~orld o! t k and print; he as s_·ll d torl~er, one 
o£ the very f~t rank oi' tool ers in D troi t f'or neny year , ri. th 
m cc otion or rclatea skills di en g irred for him the rep t .tion 
o prime cro.fts . ship in f.\t\r'thing he undertook. L uroncc lrept e 
fa ox plcs oi' his tool- ing prowess , ihich con only be d c~i ed 
a exquisite. 

He left high school to go to work in t e autonotivc industry, 
st rti t the old Continentol Uotors out on East Jeffcr on Avenue 
in Detroit in 1918, d subsequently ~or<ed for Studebaker Ford1 and Chevrolet, be in~ ~ort o:f the pr st1.c;ious cxperi itentBl tean et 
tho 1 ttcr for sooe t1me beginning in the 1920s. It 'l s ironic that 
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dcstruetiv obsession. Yo 
to choo e bet en love en ~e 

ere they hove c osen the garbage 
ercnt spiritual tttud h s bec0111e 

d 1 t on.;_y be ought in o bg b ing our 
csi s consc1.ous and by ere ting entirely ne 'I on s. 

sivc propagan o cony&gn to publicise these desires." 
. phasis in ori in 

d the existential 
feel around them is r olly primarily 

their ovm sens of" life is, of cour , 
occurs to them! But i it not i ~oct 

lc t t once or ·1e r in the co pany of Huxley • s "perennial 
hJ.losophy" , t he insane v, i l · s o:t diseased intellectual 

tr iti ': ich or c tur es - Mi1leniJ.i - h s disp ed ear-t 1ly 
· tence ~.nd matori istic pleasure o ·~ever, even ~f the 
tu t nists ___ r_ rio t, an their sensg of .~inglcssness end 

nnel · z tJ.on ·~as s e b t e vast jori ty, :rould that oean 
it · the corr ct aJ'ld appro ri e r spons to re 1~ ty? Or 'IIO ld 
it t er . t ~t the s es hnve been so blu e eone an 
condition b the voc tes the ti-life nexus of v lues t ct 
th y un~bl to ce and experience t e true m aning of their 
liv s nd l b ur? But, o~ course, re ~ysis, real questioning 

r tional inqu · ry, has no place --ri1the rk of the Si tuationists. 
In eed, no r .tion GUn tis evgr A vaned in support of their 
f veris1 < enunci2tions. Just vlhy , for example , are consuner goods 
- tclcvi ions , c~rs, ~ashing nachincs etc - "il:!lpovgrished objectsu 

ich h®e 'stop .~o< t u living" (p.49)? o answer. One \VOn ers too 
~ h t t e ver(: c "wor rcr", the deified hero of the Si tuatJ.onsts , 

ould rep y ' en glibly in cd th~t his purch ses , his • onsu1er 
d blcs, Ar "ph " ne s , "h~bits that wePC naver needs in t 1.e 
fir t • 1 .. e but 'lere qui tc bl t~ tly tr.anuf'"ctur d by conte t.p r 

ociety".(p.4'1 ) In the ce of such perverse obtusen ss , such 
st i · irr?.tionf\1 1 ar r.ent ' ( Rlso very co on one ong t e 

cr1tics of adv r tising), it seer~ qu~te usele s to point to 
1 .os.t e.tu P.l anC. ' - phony' desirQ - need - of h~.n beings to 

t .eir lJ. es Jt ore com:fortnble by e ploy tim , lAbour dne! 
i conv niencc s""'.vi ppliMcos. By th~t stan :nrd then, t.1e 
S tionist sit in ju eamnt upon the supposed lphonine s ' or 
' Genu noncss' of conte.: .porory life styles and the products of 
:r.o .. m in u tcy an technology? If per Po it is beef\ e such 
product rc unkno m - incorr rehensiblc even - to o 1r Stone e 

c stors, or thone even of ene at ion b ore , it s e. ~- str~ e 
"'nd arbi tr .... return to purl tanic?.l sceticiSJ to in ict t em 
for ' phon· e~ s ' on those round .. Anyv1~ , t is st c to see the 
n mess, th "bl t(tnt :\k"U1ui'acture' of conte:npor ry eons mpt on 
patterns ~nd life-styles being con~emn d b those who previously 
told us of: he esirabili ty of "J ·ing our unconscious esires 
consciou en<l ••• cr eting entirely ne\'1 ones". (p. 9 , en:phasi mine) 
(And j st hoVI t1o the i tuRtionist know that cor te1 orory he.bi ts 

not t1~e to our "unconscious" desires?) Str e too fro people 
~ o - M ve n 1 11 see - in their next br~~th i.ni'orre us t .1at their 
anvl. J.one fut re socie:ty \'rill e one of the n sat sf ction o:r t e 
denands o~ t e p~ssions, (givin ) individu 1 oesirc 1h te er t h y 
n e to use" ( p . l59) . '/ho then the Si tuetionists to re~ -ct i . . e 
"!len ds o:r the passion " of' the conte;,;porary vor_cers, t 1 eir aller ec"l 
h roes? aut evan if the present consu:1.pt~o patterns .and life-sty es 
~ cora pl te , th r ul t o~ soci l influence AA pe.1. suasion \ . · is 
!9..!§. p ic 1 co ·· t · onin of my less :noral ccept . ili ty t. 1~ . .n 

e " siv prop ignn ( p. l ) , tne "revolutionarJ· 
pro " (p.l20 by the Situationista to alter the de~ires 
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s or tho 
bourgooi 

? 

sse$? Clearly, logic And consistency so 
tics or tho S1tu8tionist. 

vel of the Situ tioni ts can serve 
re th the lunac of merely this one collectivist 

s have s own o it · the young 1ar:x 's 
of e-~ienation · 1 1 id the oundation for the ·mole 

e f1ee of the ture syste of "scient~fic socialisre". (2) It is 
in this eontcxt1 there , that the · ituationists analysis o~ 

oci aJ..ienat:lon" can, I bcli ve, he p thro light upon the nature 
An - tivation of ~ ... ' enelysis M upon the~ motiv tion 
bchin . ch MP.rxi t an collectivist thought in general . 

~ ' .t, in t ct, vzhen one penetrates the abstruse <l bstract 
t :i.nolo f Marx ( P.n tha other " ien tiomsts") o e r ally 

nd the co pl int against "alienation" to consist~ Are they not 
si:np:i' a sust lined rr.etaphy ical thirU!ng ag~inst a universe thich 

oesn t allo ·1 one to have one's cake end eat it! universe in v ich 
·n 1 • 1 effort, c~oice, 1 oour QO the ·vis~on of l~bour re 
neces ~, : e esire for the "re emption" of man f"roll the "realm of 
necessi tyn? (3) The \Ji tu tionists' vision of "the pe1~ent 
t~.nsforn r:\tion of the world" (p.l06) most vividly un erlines this 
( e-olu) earning for pn effortless existenc ·where every ;hin. is 

· ~culo ~ :fulfil l d. In ee , the quite ~ccurately escribe t eir 
olo& ns nthe collective politics of c1esire" (p. 59 , ercphasis 
i~l.) It i s a vision of a world chor~cterized b the 

"satl. ct·on of the temands of the pass ions, (giving) indivic 1e~ 
c!es · r o ·: .at ver t need to use" (p.l 9) s of the ":fr e construe ion 
of e · o .. e space-ti e pf in<~ vi ual lifo" (p.126). In sue ~ 1orld 
the "ne\1 riehts of .1\Wl" .•r.ill be "t e right to the mAterial equiprr.ent 
ec~s~ary for t e realization of their cesircs, the right to creativity, 

t1e r~g t to t he conqu st of n turc; t en of ti~~ as e co tity) 
the end of' 1 ~story-in-itself , t.1e re;Uizatio of Rrt em . t 1e i~rriLary 11 

(p.lGO). It \'lill be, t e decl re 

• an econonw based on desire . This could be f rmulated as: 
technolo · ~cal society plus the ima ·ination to see what could e 
done · t i t u ( p.- ) 

'It :1~ orld o~ art made real ••• It is the construction 
of sl.tu ti 1s: r' free creation of immediate experience itselfu.(p.45) 

And so 'le :. 0ld that 

"Day drc could beco e the rna t powerfUl dynamo in t e 
world. odern technological expertise, just as it makes ever~thing 
considered ' Utopia ' in the p st a purle practical undertaki ~ 
today, also does a ray with the purely fail"'.Ytale nature of eams. 

1 yey ,.tishe come true--fro the moment that model\1 techno. o~ 
is put to their service." (p.l35) 

The descriptions of the Situationists e far more understandabl . 
than arx's turgid Hegel1.anisms. "At heart everyone wants to be 
Godn (p.132) is a far clearer but quite synonymous rendition of 
~ arx's "genuine resolution of the conflict between man and !ature 
• • • e true resol t ion of the strife between e :istence and true 
being. between objectification and self-c?nf'irmation,. bet · een 
freedom and ecessi ty". O\Y much clearer l.S the yeamJ.ng for 
ef'fort1 ss 1 • dli e' exi tence in the Si tuationists frank P ise 
for "t e ic of the imaginary, (where) things exist only to be 
picked up and toyed with, caresse , broken apart and put toe ether 
again in any ": one sees fit" (p.l35) than in rarx's convoluted 
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"E in their own cathedral. T ere will be 
roo tn· -eru..Ill> ore v vid fantasies than any drug. There will be 
hou es where it dll be impos ible not to fall in love. Otl er 
ho se ·11 provo irresista ly attractive to the benighted 
t ravell cr ••• " ( p . l ) • ( 4) 

~:le can in ned e e tci'ul to to t e s ~ tuation sts , then , for 
t ir un iguous vela ion o:f what they themselves tern the · 
'prime i portance of ub~ti vi ty" ( .135), their vivid emonst" 
ration of t .l psychological roots of' so muc 1 (although by no means 
all) arxis .:rnd collectl.vit thought. (5) These roots can so 
frequently oc found to l'e ~a pathological revolt against reality , 

ainst the nocessiti s ana requi r ments of human cxistenc • Such 
vari ties f soc lism are indeQd a npoli tics of whim" , and the 
more on explores t eir ~ political and intellectual manifest
at! s the mor~ one find Ayn Rand's passionate indictment 
confirm d: 

.. . .1 e sec ... et o:f all their esoteric philos phie , of all t 1ei r 
dialectic. and su er-senses , of their evasive eyes, sn~rling words , 
tl e s crct for v ic 1 t - y d stroy civilization, language, industries~ 
and l i ves , t e soc et for ·1h ch they p~ercc their own eyes and 
card , • nd out 1eir senses, lank out their minds , t'1e purpose 
for whic t hey dissolve;t t .. e absolutes of' reason, logic matter, 

istc ce , reality ---is to erect upon t . at p nstic fog a si le 
holy solu ·c: t 1 ir :l~s • n ( 6) 

\~t sort of politico-economic structure is it, h · ever, t at 
the Si tuationists propose to c. icve their "permanent transfor mation 
o:f e. ·torld"7 'le are gl ly informed that tr(t)o ay plonned 
econotl\f al O\'IS one to forsee the :final solution to !he proble.r.lS of 
surviv '' (p.l39}, despite t:1G f" t that every planned econon:;y 
thro out history has manifestly :failed to 1 rodue·e anything e-:~cept 
tyranny, miwcry, poverty, chaos and stagnat~on. (?) But i' hardly 
seems necessary to belabour the point t hat t e Situationists 
posses not e sl1ghtest grain of knowledge re8arding the · realities 
of econotr.\Y, industry and technoloey. P litically, however, the 
organs of suCh planning---indeed, the sole political structure--
ar to be u o. rs ouncils": 

cing revo utionar.y if it 

power 
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C cil ieh e ncentrate in 
on exec tion, and federate 
responsible to the base 

Counc s, e are informed, 1 . be distingulshed by direct 
ot dem cracy; strietly mandated delegates subject to 

inm diate recall;. the abolition of hierarehy and of all detached 
peci ization; ~e permanent creative participation of all 

i.nary P ople'. (p.l53) And that's pretty much t. After a 
co pl.e o centuries of the hject failure of . ch g11 ttering 
e er t e and n bulous concepts to re.sult in practice in 

hing remote resembling a free soc~ety one feels justified in 
·. 1ng for just a 1 ttle more concrete description of the politico

eeonomie mechanisms of the 'ne: ' soeiety. But apparently not, 
r the tu tionists inform us ther o:f "the simplicJ.ty tf£ 

organizat1on managed directly by everyone d for everyone"! (p. 
15?, first emphasi mine) 1 o f history and the record of avery 
collectivist experiment large ~d smell proves anything it is t 
st cring---in fact insurmountable---difficult1es and complexities 
of such a proposed organizatimn. · ~at happens to those ind~viduals 
~ ho do not dsh to be "planned", mo don't like the jobs assigned 
to the by their fellows, or \~o wi h to produce, trade and 
associate ~reely and non-coercively vnth others utside t he 
purview f' the "abs lute po r of the workers' couneile'? o 
ans 'ler. Tho i tuatio ists rightly identitY and reject as a ruling 
class the " ocialist bureaucracy • of the Soviet bloc,.. the 
nbu aucrats of · oscow and Peking" . But l; 'hat gu rant es do they 
o ·er to prevent the developmant of' such "nev1 classes", bureau
cracies and elites in their envisioned society? o answer. Such 
issues arc simply masked by a mantle of empty "dial.cctl.cal" 
a trac ions. Lik such socialist and l'"arxist "individuali sts" 
as Stephe ukee, G.A.Coh n, and llen M. Wood, advocates o~ a 
'dial.ectical" synthesis cr individual and community (8), · he 
Situationists ceaselessly spGak of e "community mose interests 
are i dentl.cal with those of the individual" (p.l47), tho 
"participation of' ·ach individual in the self-realization of 
everyone elsen (pol31), and he "true harmonization of li:fe in 
commonn {p.13@) J.n a "collecti e takeever of' the world" (p.l5). 
Thus they inform us that '' (t)he private and the publJ.c cannot 
b crudely opposed to aach other for the very good reason t hat 
both sectors are equally alienated. The tosk of the new revol t
ionacy movement will be prec · sr:ly to transcend the1.r ontagonism" 
{p. 38 ) 

But the. i'act is that thcf~ can be no such thing s a "collective 
t eover of' the v1orld" a "liberation Mhich is at once individual 
and collective" (p.l56~, a dissolution of "all forms of seporati()n 
••• bet ·1een p blic and private" (p. 22). 

"Societ y', "collective", "public", ore only convenient terms 
to designate in1J.vidu s in the aggreg c. hoy re not entities, 
have no bodics 7 minds, inte sts ar reel existence. Aims, action, 
thought and interest r side only and 'li holly in the i di vidual.. 
The "transcendence" f' the •• separation" b~ een individu and 
collective is, then1 a l1terally meaningless abst r action. As long 
as indivtduail.s possess fre will (the capacity for autonomous 
tho ht), differene s in ideas, taert.es, desires and character, 
then "separations" (but not necess rily conflict, one hastens to 
dd) will never be "irranscended" -and qui to rightly so! Such a 

"transcendence" rould only be passibl in an ant- ill of will-less, 
mindless automatons, not in a humap society And since only 
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or the h. ce, o e era that there o exi t 
vidual! t and bertari movem ts ch ero 

it out of the T\'lelltieth Ccntucy--
into a ne orld of greAter edo · and 
rould he Si tustion ts, back into the 

d poverty. 

ecy accu ate description, I rould have houeht, for 
ia :r ener etic lei sur acti vi.tics which so typi .... al y 

~-~.~~.sh e pital~ societies: fro surfing to hot-rod ing, 
... _____ J: , car cu tomizing d numc us ot er bike and auto-aport..,? 

and • p • dancing and performing to t e dozens of s rts 
rtial art • ut, in the t rl of t e Higher onsen e" such 

. t dane cone ete Xatlples 1 such issues a proof and dispr of, are 
benea c ns~dc t1on of courso. 
(2) See, on9 t other rorksl Robert c. Tucl"'or, Philosophy ond 
l. 1 " rx \C r:t e Uni ers ty Press, 1961) and The arxian 

volutl.onar.y Id a ( ondcn, lien and Un ·nn, 19?0) ;· David · 
t.cLcllan, arx D fore arxism (London, acMillan, 9?0) and 
nhc Thought of ror arx: An Int duction (London, a illan_1 1 971) ; 
Eugene ,.t:u?enka, The Ethical F undations 'f Marxism (Lend n, l<outlcdge, 
1962). 
(3) For a detailed examinat· on of this issuQ see row forthconing 
essays " he ~ of .A1 · Qlllltion'', "Th ature of' Coonunisn", and 
"Tho P li ticW. Hydr : The Variat1.ea of Sociali m". 
(4) Since t l.e st recent anti-capitalist fashion is to stress the 
finitude of natural rasourco and capitalism's alleged wastQ
:fulnos , ne wonders if the Si tuationists would now feel a trifle 
onbarrassed over their advocacy of this somewhat cavalier treat~nt 

f those resources. 
( ) u see ~ forthco · . essay "The Politte ydra". 
(6) Ayn [{and, Atlas Shrugg d ( c ·z York, .dandon House, 1957), PP• 
1035-5. 1'"' r an onalysis of the 1J r- of Herbert Marcus - hich is 
remarkably cini ar in essentials to the Si tuationists-t at dra ·rs 
th s conclusions rcaarding t c d sire for a "liberation fJ.. o .. 
r -ality"1 se ' P f. George 1/a.lsh, "Her ert Harcusc~ Philosopher of 
T Te 1 Left", Pt.4, The Ob.iectiv1.st, Dece b r, 1970. 
(?) On the failure of the largest experiocnt in '' plarmed econo!l\Y" 
s e f . Anth ny Sutton's three volune stuey " e$tem Techno ogy 

d Sovi t ~cono ·c Dcvelep ent, 1917-1965 (Stanford UniversitJ 
Pres~ 1970-1974); for wider t eorctical an ysos, see John Je~occs, 
Ordeg 'Y Pl,anning (London, Idaclfdllan, 1 948); F.A.Hayek od., 
Collectivist EconoJli.C Plann:iJ)A (New York, A.M. ~elley , lv6?) • 
T.cygvQ Hoff, Zconomic Ce.lculati n in the Socialist S ciety tLondon, 
'Iilli am Hodgg, 1949); Ludvlig von .''ises , Hunan Action (London, 
Hodgo 1949• pp. 649-:?11, and Socialism: An Econonuc and · 
Sogioiogica1 AnaLysis (London, Jon~than Capo, 1951) pp.lll-220. 
{8} See Stephgn Luk s1 Individualism (london, 1973); G.A.Cohcn, 
" ia 1 !3 Dialectic of Labour", Philosophy nnd Publ1.c Mfai~s, Spring 
1974, Vol.3, ~o . 3! EllQil .~lood, Hind and Politics: An Approach to 
t o Menning of L1beral and Socialist Individualis (Univ.of Ca1~f. 
P~css, 1973). For a detai.lcd an sis and critique of such collgct
ivist nindividuolists" see the f orthcoming es ays by Ju<tr Englander, 
"Individualism, True and False", and 1'1\YSGlf, nThe zyth o:f t ~c Social 
Sclf'1 ., 

(9) This is used in their approving account of the Paris Com~e. 
(10) E act1y the sar conclus on is reached by that other pro et 
of sociolis "liberation", arcus\3. In his essay "Rep wsive Tolerancg'' 
he advocates a "democro.tic educational dictatorship o-£ free :nen" C!), 
an elite o t wise and good to guide the ignorant masses. For on 
account see 1alsh, op. cit., p.ll. 
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CRI CS OF mo. 

rx. "Is it not an abstraction fro 
ion , of salves in r 1 tions?" 

ut the clv~s? If t c self is 
rl , use to b ~ ld his State? The 

ich is the concrete, and which the 
elv s t ere or no r lati ns, no State, 

d in other !§. wit om a nation, a 

The i di "d al doesn't elai to e the I of the cell, but the 
I fo ~ed a colony of cell • That an I is fo ed by here itary 
instincJ s doesn't c it one iota. 

· • I is still !, fo ed by all the instincts that go into it. 

It is st ~11 unique, and trnnsitocy, os no other I is like nine. 

I ru ~orld in LWseli, a unique world, in di~fering circw tances. 

As I r exclusive I, under any circunstances and at en time, 
there ore let us nsk : 

Do the cells exi.st on nccount of the body? The sicians n 
account of t e orchestr 7 The bricks on account of the house? The 
eges on account of the onelette? Individuals on acc-o t f the 
St :te? 

o vas there first? 

~he lnd~vidual, being body, cannot be split up, added to, or 
su tract d from, becRoee th n he ·1ould no lo cr be A whole 
individu • 

The St te md society can be split up, P.ddcd to, ~d subtr ctcd 
from, bccaus they .re not bodies - they ~re only Rrtificial 
co positions, abstr ctions. 

Try to fuse together . I' s in order to forn e super I, ?. 
State, A society. It can't be done. The. individu?.l cannot be dissolved. 

: tn ~ ge er millions of ind~viduals to foro a StAte , or a 
?- sociEZ_ty. ey still re~in different worlds, A COflGlomer .te of 

ens aved, crushed individue~s, perhflps alike, but still ·mole 
/ \~rlds in theMSelves. 

Destroy the individu~l And there is no more State or society. 

Destro t e State, dissolvel society, ?nd the individucl survive , 
bee u e individuels are the ir~epl c blQ ingredients that go to 

orm a State or ~ society. 

A collection of obedient, tyrannized individuP~s is only ~ 
fiock of sh p . 
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ind~ vi al, n says Bakunin (And at is he doing here among 
e es o~ he indi v dual? Giving co ort to the authoritarians?) 
rod c.t of oeiety, and w1 thout soc c y man s noth :1g. *' 

Let's sae •••• And thout individuals society uld be so thing? 
It uld ot cxi t, nor ould the State. According to anthropol6g!cal 
d sea eries tJSde in Ab ssinia only a few months ago, man seems to be 
ore th 3 1000 000 yQars old. H originally lived without an 

or. an zed socie y during most of t cse years and practically L~ 
isolat on since there ~ere o fe7 huoan bein s. And t eee primitive 
hu in~s surv ved. Society, the St te and other forms of human 
relations - 01 old are they? 20,000, so,6oo, 100,000 years? Again 
t e nd·vidual is the real thing. 

"Society has been first," says Kropo . in (Has he,too, ot lost 
amonc the ene cs of t e individual?) 

Let's e it clear t at Stirner is not against s ciety, n r does 
he pr ach isolation, ince the .. union of e oists" is als a socic~y~ 
He is only a ain t certain kinds f socities, the forced, the cod1f1cd, 
the aut or·tarian societies. To these he opposes the f~e, voluntar,y 
·mich is t e union of oboists . 

' The so i ety of ani s preceded that of' man," add rro o '"in. 

Of course, since many aninals were n existence hundr s of 
1 ions of y ars before man developed. And since animals nru t 1avc 

look d for p otection under trees or n caves asainst bad ·1e thor 
r j :i ned af e :rards , pr:ini ive man} there they found the elv v 

in c mpany. In a ·ror for physical and psychological cor.rfort t c 
found t .l emselves is socj cty ·nth other ani. lals. 

But did suc1 a ".society" have corals? Did it have la: · s to 
tyrannize t m? Did it have sane ions? /erg there police forces, 
collectors f axes, military service, jails, the curs~ f c~p~lists, 
con~ sar~, pri sts , ~ods, stat s, hu ches? 

'o, t gy 1e e sinply societies o'i' free c- ·sts, met nt; . t Y 
accidentally , si c thcv had to wander around loak·n;; for food, 
and in mot cases, peri sps, tlc s c animals never ~eta cc nd t ·n • 

Stimer is not oc in t a1 truisr.1. ··lho think he is an altruist, 
let hi c. It d esn 't t cr s irner. He thinks, first, t hat in ost 
h~~ actions r~al al truism is rar· ly ~t, because uncon~cio s 

~ oisn is a :rays d · scovered under it; second, tl at t ap cal to 
al trois 11 is tl1o rong ·ra.y to try to achieve the el. c potion of 
all ind·viduals; thi d , tat c n3c ... s se1f'-.1!n. re.., sed on :rr ~ 
contracts is really t e b~st nnd surest IQY for building a fr , 
harmonious, and just soc· ~ty fa ery n • Ont Only f1>r "'~'Y ~"' ~ 

t:Jr, H itu~ ~It eW.. ~ 7· .:Z · 
"The ! of today,." s s Sidn y Hook, " s differen fro the I of 

y sterday ••• becaus the I is a different I in differ..:nt con it on~ •• 
• Th I is an a straction~ b~oeus thcr~ ·s not an absolute I ... In 
one l l ere ar concentr ted many 1' s." 

hat a discovery!... d so qy body f today is no norG 
of yesterday? And i osc body is it? 'Tho represents 1 of ay, 
r presents it today, or will rep¢rcsent it toMorro\~ 

I no or I because ev ry inute a f VI ·11ion cells die in 
me, and ar~;; replaced by n w l lions of cc:lls? 

An I in e, in you di s every i stant, and il w~ are e ond you 
and nobody else. And ~ t can n~ver be othe se. 
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v r livi , ~ 
into nothingn s -

our bodic 
0 c1 

ac o c o with .C! mdivi ua , 
u~l 

Pn solute .=.~ 
born fro t e thoug t 
body Above hi , 

Thr 
0 

And in sp· t 
rc cl o c 

~ or her ••• Rnd s 

t tr sitory! of o , of you- not tro, n t 
r not bsolute, tl y rc unique. 

the h .tr d the "'.uth ri tar:i me- f'e 1 to ·1~r- s 
eonocl~ t~e ind·vidu , nobody c~ term.inat 

ve. 

The ind1viduP~ 1.s er to a • so i (the)indi ·du?~i~ • 

o indivi u?.li , no ~rchy. ilec::ruse then there 'tould e no 
fre don - only a floc o~ tanad , cnslsv d lnd1viduRls, no • . ttcr 

you c 1.1 d it. 

I .D }:'I. n u"Dt: (Co t. from page 1) 

into the co pany of :. en and shaped by them before ·1c 
inte lee ual r pe that is occurring - kno ·rn s 1 e 

educat1on". ·:e ore told that what little di t:;ni t 1e 
bo o te fron " UJllllni ty", d t nt it is our duty to 

er etu te t 1e s ecie nnd Al ' s defer to the · dgenent of our 
ello • Our 1 fe i not our o ·m, since vre re but t e rcce!)t clc. 

e "sp· it of .i;m" . We . t not question t e conceptual scelf""-
ol · upon · ic. hu society rests, si ce this is t~e ulti lt. tc, 

t desp1coble 1 ind of disl y ty and ingratitude. Sirr. nr y , we 
st entertain unquesti ning reverence for "Life" - 1f, for 

ex .. le, · e cc o fil. l s o · ng n geriatric tard, and 1e eee o .a 
poor old c turc kept i ve (and uf'fering) b the ruthlesc "c m 
nssion' of doc to ti th ~ stidi us oonscienc '3, • e re not t o quest
io t at, since to d~.scon:-.ect those ch nes 1ould (we re told) 
consti tue ".ourder of h rn.an eing" • And t . t cing on t e bed, hat 
e o - o.re 1i or her wis es in the matter consult ? Not a it of it 
" " endure, w atever the 06 nising rice i by the oor 
sacrif' ciol icti.ns concerned. 

So the net of t;eneralitie and c"'tegori zotions d ~c '"' . , ti[:.htcns -
t in 'libcro de cracy" no es than " i atcr~ ip". fievolutio 1aries 

s erifice the. s lv s for "the c use" , c:; tionar·es resist, ond the 
conscious ecoist s. ·lea, cont t t let the idenl-fetishisto u J1ish 
hi with c e p - ente ni . ·ent. He . o s he is under no obli tion 
to eit er hi . f r one else to exist, to become breeding 
machine, ' ., nnd, i~ he f1nds liv1ng not to his toste, e sees no 

· · ·tti y within his boso th t . st be ze .. lously preserved mtil 
" ture" allo~s it to "shu:ffle o:ff thi mortol coil". The insupportable 
gravity of most " o 'n citizens" h s no ef ee upon hi nnd no 
one imprisons f.IM in tl e [;QO of gen r i tics, t e Alca raz of 
bstractions. 

0428 



• 
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ei' 

o do 
th t he " ~ sep r 
t end of his oo~, 

ore explanetion t 
interprnted qu:tc d~~ 

St1rnor h~d co to fetl, I t i 
go. His wo a "I t c sole e!"f'o .. 
re not th e~ .. r s ion of i oso 

or Fic.ht • s "su j ctive ide?~· sm. Th 

ci 
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1.7 

• 

is 

s ical 

or p s r , nhemc · otc: 

·1orld right t~ll t s ~ tself flo ·ret. in 
clot d \' · th he he vens nnd cro ·med ,·Ji t 

civc yours lf to beth sole heir oft ~_1hole 
o, eccmsc th n r in it o ~e~ one 

3 you." 

h t 1 · QGC to Stirncr's s 
coincidence. 

·r 

00 ,.tt, 

d H ·m" St imor co. e ne~re t 

sole ego! 

thee not. 11 T t 
thnt is e si~nat d 

only n~ . s. L e ·lise ey sey 
callinG to strive ftfter pe fe tion. 

;.. c .f"'-l~ U. .,._, .' M AS• 4-,...tl. , 

• M.t ~ J y 4 ,.# ~ II -
1st. July, 1 75 

+ 'i .... • \J~ it fAIt. :-- • 
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sting 

ery o 

tion" b t en "so e" ~ d "unique" , 
cle in this issue - or t e Lit e 

his di v tions ond di varsions, I .. a e 
p rsuing the I lc ve to r aders to e up t :.eir 

t cy eM accept his version of Stirner' s vie ., r 
per ps consie;n us both t 1 the linbo of redundr.mt '/O d-

cr t cs 
he s 

:>QC, ;{X. 

G C es~crton s id "T p ch cgois l.S to p cticc 
- not th i.: ndi , o.1 the bird sings. 

Poul Ro1landson, 
Liverpool. 
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