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THE POET .D ' , T . OF HOLBROOI'" VS. "T . 

s. .P rkcr 

o I not d ott ck~ e by the co~ ~t nov~l'st J ck 
u. ani c-+. po t nd critic DaVid Holbrook on the philosophy 

31) . Tho- lnttar hn no 'l returned to the tt3cl: ~ d 
' ~ducat ion, ih1l sn and Surv~val", he (1evot~s e 
S mer s ocey n with which to fr~ 1htcn ·s 

In this he is ably nbetted by the publ1.sher' s "blurb" \·thich i 
spl s ed 1 over · e front b ck cover of the book. It. monymou 

thor wri s : 

" ••••• eve U!'lder the 1 bel 'H\llM i ties • , an even ·ri tt the best 1 
~n the 10rld, mony young peo lc arc ~oint; taught an ia plici t nih lism. 
In cultural stu ies t ey ore being educed into the teil-end f French 
nihilism, in th w ·e of the d pressir~ S rtre - with ietzsche in the 
b clcground, and behind him og in the sinister figure of , e . .x Stirner. 
In the sciences t ey re swal a~ng on i plicit philosophy ba ed on 
on • object1.ve' C; .pirtci t por digt'l ·lhich is out- ded. This IDI:\kes it 
soem th t t e univer e is only 'm~tter in otion • :md i therefore one 
in which man's ·no1 1 ci he no pl ce. he only r sponsQ is deep~: r 

d bsurdity - v le rlfln: ~ suppose thnt tha on .y p ilosop y o:f li f'e 
at be egoistical n hilism, th t is, living at the expense cf otr.ers, 

such os Sti er advoc ted." 

I c well understand th t r~ people will find Stirner's cgois~ 
fri htening thing. His call to self-li erAtion is no mea -mouthed 

carping at t is or thAt restrict on placed upon the individu by 
thori ty. It s ?. cAll to thro ~ off u m ss1.on to __! ut o i ty ?~d 

to .ffirm one's self-sovereignty to the fUllest ext nt of one's power. X 
To th sc •tho vrish to r . n e c s f a he d, 1h el the n~ed for 

llegit:tnce to so eth:i or s mcone - St te, Gc , } u. mit , .... oc~ ety -
t ~t is ov t• rn. St1 er•s philc oph nust ~ppe~r e t c ulti~~te 

en ce. · · -~ ,_ £ .. ~.. • If• 
I(J N'.e."~t~s s ,,...i.dhrich.a•t (.tc•c&i• .. isw ..t. 6 ,.,. Pr1Hr•~ .... ~u~ .. ea.wew.r ~• c.ca..#4-r 7 ~~~~.:.-att• 

But if ·lolbrook w t use Sti er n ~ bog ~- . ~ c uld ?.t 
lc t b e his ttack on timer's own ~orks - pArticulAr, :T e Ceo 
md His Ov ". Inst ad he . s it upon the interp tation of Stil"!":er 
· en by .w. · . PAterson in hi oo .. Th ~ ihil ist c ~t;oist: M Stirner" . 

This is an inter sting nnd crudi t tudy, ut is seriously fl ~·:red by 
both the uthor' s un er ·i host li ty to .1e i AS he pur orts to e 
exanining i:rrtp .rtie\lly A d his i sistcnco throughout in po traying t c 
conscious egoist P.S A desolate i dividual liv·~ in roz n ·Torld. 
t either P tor n nor tiol roo sc•m "!\ I rc th$:\t c:- . mer wrot a joyous 

~~~~·, A'- appcs&.Cf -h. fe,...ik,..te.f Sf.e.H.$&.t.t , it Me+- tJiZ(.J.4,5~t/ ,"" ~UJVf t:JW£ . 
By r lyinn on aterson 's thesis Holbroo never gets to grips rith 

Stimer Rt Rl. • And lacki .... Paterson's scholar hip he ages to tum 
even terson's th sis into A c ric ture. He also drops hi ~elf i to 
aom glnri contra ictions. For inst nee, on p e 102 h quot s ~ er en 
to the ei'fect th t timer held "there con be no relations, eit.er for 
co-oper tion or oppos · tion, etvroen indivi u ls". On Qgc 103, 1 wever, 
r.r i•S~ A .... t f'ltl l..ry I (Ot,#,~"&. r r,·.,._.e.i.f I M;lt'!.rr, ,_,·~,..,,_,~,·t 

.._......,. ~·~&.( ~ffrett<.~~ h,V16.;rf/.t hi.../ Self· i't .. c,..l-t·., J J .. d;.,itJK&/IoV'ft~'J.,., ___ .,....-M.r~ ~ .... , 1/ ~ ~d..,..·~.~··' A-i..J. l'lbt; 7·8 . .JD.r. lff1-. 
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It is s this 

C!f cou s~, in d lin ?.ting t t fN • t;ine ~auld app n if consc us 
ego~ we e ~ener 1 pr ctic d (on unli ely CVQnt) , ~or istv ll~e 
Holbroo ~ ... urn e resolutely blind e .. e tot emicious erects f 
oor iso,x its stat,l;eri ineffecti cness in prev til'lB the th it 
is supposed to prevent, d its prov~sion of nll ~er of Abstr~ct 
just·fic t~on for loo b t s of ~ itude e'on~ t 1 scop 
evil egoists d sir or capacity. \'lhe."l :nor.-lit · ~s fi u.., 
he belie£ in t \e C ri ti God 1hat did t . t .v il . ·n i s 

th heretics ho fe 1 in t1eir th ~s~dv ·£ore the~~ o£ t :e 
fa"thfUl? When t .os gr~at ch tpi sofA 1 e €d humanitr, L nin 

. Trotsky Md St~~in, sed their future or or er on t e e ev ent 
working of' History , " ~t l esi tation did-ulc"y ~n "eli d.r. .ti " 
those individu s who stepped out of linQ'i'«'Even at rncmi ts "''ho 
pr te of tht: s~.cr dn ss of hu· J)ersonali ty I h e wi tn ed ~ ?.le 
bleat t the c ranting of oe ting f cilit es to to u t ri f t le 
Right, whil qt the s c ti c defending the gr~ting of th 
f"acili ties to t .e tot ali tanana of t e Left - AAd ne kno ... 

h t kind of atti ude me s when translated into poli ticP~ po · r! 
I s~e ·mcs think that even if the picture p~inted f u egois's 
by such pious scar o r.-ers cs D id Holbroo wer troe ·re co d n~t 
poss ibly h to co. pete with the mor ists in the Atr c.:. ty-:r~rl .. et. 
All oo oft , s D C seres, oint~ ut 1 o~ity disguis s t e 
sentimental utchcr. And, inde d, not t.h v ry cnorn n • l k 
deplor s t.e rod ct of nany centuries in which~~ precc ts ve ~ 
b h .ered. into t.he heads of ~s 1?. 61 .· ~(J~ ~ tJ• t.,~.,,. #f-'i•fcJ..'eJ 

® U.a.1::!'Qt".! "r-t:J. .. I:f2"-tr;r..:;' ~!. "JlJ' ~.! ~ i£4f'!~irif4r-t ~ ~ c .,.,.. ..... rf • 1-J' · ,,_ 
Stirner t ked on the mercil sa so of m NUi to and ~o ro _~' · · · 

approach to n il ustrates thi to per ect on. o roo i A h ~ted 
de ender of' 's ubjectivity" and "hu.'Mtl p rson lityu. :let ~hen he 
co s to c nsider St rner s a " " And to describe the so rc f 
his ~1ilo p y, he r om tl~ resorts tc t e ve reduct! i . e 
p f sses to c nde 

sis. ow this i s risl 
those to vho . it is applie 
specula n o fact rises en 
lit le is eb ut t o su 

• 

od 
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ARCI t lDI "SOCIE · ' - SO TH UGH 

Seept s 

ctly ~ st·rner ~as till contin~es. It 

it on rchiso tends to nrd "soci ety 
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social c ivl.tie nd-Q ~or :n. Hever once do 
hists of h i: t.. . elves ' .hj do I 

ques oni.ngly a s of "soc_ety' is necess~.ry 
or d sir le? .lhy do I ume tl) t the ... tend rdizetion of human ne ds 

d desir s ll br~n about 'the reatest h pines o£ the re .test 
n er ? 11fSueh disturbing qu s ions ·1ould lead to the being 
ex. ow· cated, so i is case o~ adopting t e 11no of least 
resistance, to ing t e p rty 1ine. l hove all, orthodox Q1l chi ts st 
de.monstr e that in · i v1.d ctii is ·, tho final analysis, merely a 
p duct of the reaction ry na. T e ·ropotkin v.rho says "Unbridled 
ind vidu ism is a odem ro rth, but it is not a char cteristic 
o:f pri itivc -n....~nkind . This s an isn's cor.tribution to @nthropology, 
sociology enqpsychology: the cl· that 'M " is basically -rr t e-rnal, 
greg r· ous, .ruistic, and th t it is princip~ ly ·the f u1 t oi 
industri and t chnologic society that r~e a e all so "ego1stic". 

st ccor ly repl c · this" tomistic" conception of t .. e unique 
elf i'li th ;nore "uni:figd' view, in which each indi vidu i seen as 

in parably connected with all others, so tha:t we CBn all agree 'lith 
the learned di ine that ' o m~..n is an island". Once agnin, glorious 

imp ific tion: t e idea e.t i is only the structure of society 
c, i , govern.Ttlent) whic is responsible for the ills of life, ond 
th t we llst strive to repl ce the present form of society - d~visivc, 
i eg it , ruonoli thic - ri th a society in which there rlll be 
fl xibility, t he recogniton of tho individual's right to autonomy 
( rl thin "sociQlly esir ble" li:ni ts, a course), us ree.ssuring 
belief in the fun amenta.l goodness en sociability of " ". 

It muld ob io sly be i possibl to try and live a life of rase-
roots self-sufficiency in our modern u soci~ty. That much any 
reasonnbl ·rJm will aduit. But ~ces this e tha.t we should co , letely 
ia.en i:fY our •Je :f~e with this much-discussed "gnerol 'lelfare"?. Wh~t 
h ppens if there is a non-correspondence between wh t I desire and 
wh t the collectivity requires? ~fuatevar on rch sts may say bo)t 
tolerating diversity in their ideal society, it is still Q case of 
the individuQ! hovi~ to submt to the others. ow, unlike present 
society . whether cnp1telist or co isti this sub~ssion might not 
be leg ly requiraa or legally cn:forceab e, but ll the 10rc so woul 
it be mrally required and morally e.nforceable: · 'nu:~t vre would hwe 
is the replaceucnt of an external supr -individual povrer (law,State, 
bureauc cy) by an intern 1 supra-individual po rer (conscience, ethics, 

' sense of decency And responsi bili tyu ) • Indeed, I would suggest 
that traditionql anarchist theory is the direct descen ant in some 

s of Protestantism and Puritanisn In both c ses, the idee is 
th t he individual sha 1 be directed exclusively by his co science, 
ond s 11 be pri v1.1egci! to Vlork vrl. th all others of like mind for the 
stablishm nt of a kingdom of heaven n e rth. Th rofore, it is 

necesa ry to chasten the ego; to eaken the individual 's pride in 
hi el as separate entity. 

The anarchist individualist is therefore only on anarchist in the 
etymological sense - only, th t is, in the sense th t he rejects the 
id o of »p.rche", which literally me&ms "something ruli •• (rel2ted to 
• os n : • ruler'' ) • Thus, 1 t is not suff'i ci ent to just bend on the 

ea o~ overmnent os the ruler, puttJ.ng in its place "society" s the 
ruler. The Stimerian s s 'Hefuse, categorically, to ockno'lledce 

'ruler', any ind imperson so ute th t is to stand orer 
the individu ~ an~ dete~ine hi • Even ~ o · egoism is not 9n 
bsolute principle, s·nce I don't reg rd it as ny evolutiona or 

biological duty t o be m egoist, th .t is si~ly my choice". The State 
.. es obedience to its princ.iples our first t sk, the MBrchist would 
e o ed ence to the rineiples of his ide 1 ••society" our first t . sk, --7 
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PO IC • . • E. Am 

Enzo d Vill or-e 

~ e rt o he ,eath of zo 
of his ~ of archist 

r quently clash · i th the French 
trr sl tion of ong of 

d ' s journal 
his real n c of 

Dl.sorder, c os , confusion - unbridled fr doll of instinct -
indin.du arbl.t r ness - Ab olute tri nph of f orce and cecity -
ctvJlBilll.c l~f - pol rp isn - the overturn of ?,J.1 v U.ue s - neg tion of 
1 ~, authority, w..o lity - t ~ apogse of v r i bility cl i pulse: ere 

re the ele~ n s of ~ An rchy. 

Thi Anarchy, thAt is to say this future form of free life i n ·hich 
th indi vi uel ~ 11 affirm hi s lf i n the m asure of his po 1e s 
presupposes th co- existencG of soli rity and of war, n I consi er 
both of thes as . c s to be used by the 1.n ividu cco rding to 

ether one or the other is more s ful to satisfy his requir m nts. 
I! on the contr ry , believes t At violent conflicts vlill 
is ppear ~n en an rchist world because 

"Thore is al. ~1 s an interest for nn rchist individualists in 
un erst ing fort eros lves in resolving their conflicts b, 
. tu 1 concessions - tl e nppl c tion of the rinciple of reciprocit • 
There is no esir for exclusive possession of ~ iven thi r ·-i i~h 
surp sses the interest tl ~t t e i ·vi~ualists have l.n . intaini 
b t n elv s the st te of comraceship. 

".n.greemc t , I re At , is prefer~ble to the xtcrninntlon of' t1e 
friend mo no long r Wl.shes to give • It is prefer ble , from t 1e 

st egoist point o:f view, to the process of extcrmin tion, fi:rst 
1 cause t l o.t ould eprive ~ of a comredg and is there ~ ' 

in tie ~rld th t ~ould co pensate me for the loss of 
e? • •••• • o 

1 s for e , I d ' s cons r1 r2tions as ex~essively 
optimistic , not to s ·ost c ristian. First of all , it is not 

~ ays possib e to concilifrte diverse egoisrns which Pre in conflict 
d o e s solution of these conflicts by ens of mutu 

concessions . T er ex st , in effect, antithetic 1 interests, invincible 
i thies , sentil nts of h tr d , ~ si s for vengeance , ~1 things 

ich prevent P.e ceful un er t dine. It is not Alw s possible 
to possess succe ~ vely or AI tern:~tively the thing esired by eA-ch 
of u bee use t ere are in tances in life where r~ is gui ""eel, 

the U'lerchl.st 1.n ivi uelist ss ils th irle~ o-r principl s ?s sue , 
sine he re izes hAt princ ple is, by c:efinition, soMething 
inperson , so thing wh1.ch 11 endeavour to ecorte omni _ otent, 
unopposed, in ts pRrt·cul r sphere of' existence And operat~on. T At 
is hy the rchist mdivi u list CPJl never become part of the 

instre of the rchist overr.ent. Once he h e experiencec •1h~t 
Stirner rr.e by tho uniqueness of the individu , he concerns hi:fl.self 

1.th his intere ts , r th than beco. ~ obsessed •th th~ interGsts 
of ciety" or " ankin "• 
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.. s in ti cts. 

d e ously, the 
o posses , or ·lhich he 

ee. If, t .en, in givan situ tion viol ence 
r tuel aid for at tive ~uld ·I not 

e it s rve ? c the t od of extermin tion deprives me of 
co. on? But he _ ~ho is an obstacle to r:q des1Nsf mo bars 

route~ is not comrade, but an enenw. Against him - will use any 
~ms: rus , violence, force •••••• 

iolence is not only the effect of causes dete ned by spec~al 
1tuations, it is also the express·on of particular teoperaments in ch 

the heri t c of Coin is congeni aJ. and indeatructible. It is an 
illusion to believe that arring individualities will abandon their 
struggl and saeri~ ce their belligerefit spirits which are endowed 
w:t h tha love of gre·at ris s and an srdor for living experience.It is 
as if one bel1.eved that a vo uptuary, used to the delights of tha 

t erot1.c ernbrac s, could satisfy his lasciviousness by· .the pl,.actice 
stur at on. 

e the strugele of the brute, the intelloctu struggle will 
ever d·sappear. Hobbes' " . is a wolf unto mann is the supre11e truth 

in a c e. It· is co nnndl!l nt of nature und to speak t:lday of 
social harmony when a most ferocious -.:rer h s evelcped in man sa~e 
and brut instincts is to attract the sa~e kind of ridicul that 
att Ches t hat pacifisn wh~ch periodically consccrat ~s it impotence 
in international congres es where, et the a1 tar of incom;>rehension, 
verbosity al.lies itself to poltroonery. 

A d thi ~s that in an anarchi t world the individual, in order 
to enjoy his proper life in complete liberty, w111 be gu rantc d that 
no-one 11 impose upon his being and his having .. It eems to me th t 
the indinduelist who, to realise himself, has need of guarantees, 
displays the s e impotence that characterizes the right-thinking 
citizen who no d legal and governmental protection b cause, a1 ne1 he cannot defend hi .self against the ttaCks of others. ~ arch1.st 
individualist disdainfully rejects gu rant~es as l11Uch s protections, 
bocaus he kno a that Society will not offer him these thi~s except 
in exchange for p rt of his independence. KY. on rchist inC.ivi.dualist 
is convinced that his freedom is a fUnction of s personol power, 
seeing that in ife he will h~ve no nore than he can conquer end 
conserve. Consequently, he rlll try c ntinually to augment his po 1er 

to perfect his nergies , certain that th~ alone ~1 pe~st to 
conduct his lif~ the best. He ssoci te6 with oth~rs and respects 
the es it pleAs s h~ . • Re quits and comb~ts them \men struggle is 
or to his tastes ~a in his terests. 

Polymorph~ sm, ve.riety of cxperi nces, research for no79l ty, flovt, 
in rchist milieu, fro freedom conquered by force. It is this 
that_t t out repe ting the Stirnerian distinction betv~an individuality 

t-reedom. ,.o i 1;.B' possible f'or me to affirm that archy rlll 
represent the triumph of nrbitrariness, that is to say pure freedom 
that ends only where xndividual power finis vS - not the bstr~ct ~d 
unreal concert of f're dom that democr ts and moralists perch in the 
s enth h mren. 

A d, to Justify his solideris , ffirms ~sin that the presence 
of ii ~ indl.viduall. ties m on an rchist vrorld ~ld give rise to 
the neces i ty of other individu ls ar.ning thellS lves in order to 
properly defent t e elves. 1-.s it is impos ible to al~ ys remain on 
the alert these inc ividuals would end by conferring on others the 
t of protection sa that the police ond judiciary meehanistst ~ ould 0470 



the gencr ina ion of c 

s~lf-~onscio sncss in 
ec ' SO h e: re id 

r~na~e thei~ om 
lia ing tutelage 

Perh ps anarchy will ncv9r b realized s a form of gene life, 
bee use he cro vd ond the eople will reoain e' emally tma 1 re and 

11 never c rehend t unl~ ·ted esire for ~ndep~dcnce that is 
he trimony o the elites. Perhaps 1 ·will o exist throughout 

the centuri s s t ~-no tt1tuda of sooe orrnal aristoc at s 
o n.ll oppose t 1ei r " o • of despair and revolt inst 1 t'1e 

constit ted soci regulations! 

t 1~ archy riumphs as the norm of unive life it ill only 
1.n the \lild, choot · c and ar i tr r:- foro s I cone i ve it. 1 e 

libertar·nn co nism of :a1 testa, the ind~vidunlisinb associ tin­
is o~ A d, tho solidurist nutualism of Proudhon, ere all social 
conoept ons too orderly end oo rigid for the rchist individ ist 
~ ti to unfold his uncurb d instincts and poNers . It is in c ao& 
th t supreme ru1 rchy xists. It is townrds chaos that e tend wi t!l 
oll the one ~ ·cs of our pe e1se and seer li ious spi rit. 

Finnlly , tnd r ecogn scs for us, sinners and profl1~ates , t. e 
right to associ te freely d to cconplish without obst cles our 
work of' propagand ond pcrsu sion. 

found "schoo of voluptuousness", ., en 
:>les of Venus" where ·Till teach thnt coition is o c 

of the nest beau-tiful thi s of lii'e, th .t polygat:zy' s t 1 natu e-~ 
state of love, that sexual depravities are r c ine ents of pleasure, 
th t incest is normal bee use t ere is nothing to prohibit in the 
erotic rel tions bet\ en individu s , then will we hear no ~ore of 
the right to resist by force the t rtu:f'fes who, in the n · e o morali:\y, 
o hygiene d of si iler lies vrould forbid t 1 t which spreads our 
dissolution? Just as it h s not ere ted geniuses d heroes, Chr i sti 
civili~ tion has not given rise to g1 t sinners. Phr,yne, Cleo atra 

d 1-t.ess i e i r s of t e past. ''le who, l i ... e a adam de 
Lo eville, do not love "innocent pleasures , like AA Oscar Wil .e, 
thinl .. t 1at ''he 1ho i vents splendid sin is g e t er t an he .l1o 
discov rs a n w r ligion"- b · ve that in an an l 'Chist world, 
side by s ·de with free association d fre _:jJ_ , free N't end 
dynnm1c life, ~dll prosper fre love ond sexual outonoti\Y• 

And in the nultif'orr.dty of its spects, our depravation· will 
acconplish, i n A r e ed surroundi ~s, a tork of be uty. 

T ST.) .! J o rn. 1 or Frc'"' S irits. Edit d d publishad by Karl: 
• Sulliv~, 22? Col bus vc., Apt. 2E, 1 ew York, . Y. 10023, US • 
2.00 for six ( .k crica ) 2. 75 (Dls vr ei'e). Published quer · erly. 

XXXXXXXX '"X 

tsQvmre of t o c:..: : 1 o 
up 1nd," ~: o h v 

rof ss "love for tr · i ty", 1 o ·1ant to "lift 
hurry-coll to "save the race." They re all 

sentimental butche • Benj mdn de C sser s 0471 



Con 1 U(:d f r p e 2: 

Lo do , 
) • . !i ove "oe':l reo c rs 

ere po siblc to . oid ri 

his ~ ading of certain psyhiatrists 
o h :ve been " chizoid' • n er ple: 

ich, he cl~i s, sho Stirner 

'Stirner's hole ~of seeking gutonomy c e understood in the 
1 ght of L ~r~'s analysis of the schizoid predic ent. H opcr tes 

d creat s his p il ophy by •-r . e n le doing' and intellectuf\~ 
te: his reel n e was Johonn C sp r Sch dt d his identity see 
esse blance of fr ent • " 

r s Hol rook atudied l:tMC':: 's li~e f Stirner Md ch0cked his 
sources? · ell, no. H s he ex nin d "The Cgo d His Own" to see -r it 
fit~ his "phenot enologicnl dia&n stic cornment"? /ell, no. In f!lct , 1 
thl.s gr t successor to Dr. Freud h done is to t@. c O:\.e dubi us end 
unsupported specul tions froo critic nccount of s ·timer And turn 
the into "cert intl.cs". A prime c so of "upon this theory I b e t 

f cts"! 

The late ChAp. Cohen once . r rkcd on th prev ence o'f "educated 
ignor :nee". As r as ax Stirner is concerned~ D vid Holbrook is .vGll 
qualified to con~pete for the fir t prizC' in this :field. His puerile 
tt pts to br?.c '"et Stimer with th :1ssorted targets for his ":r.orslic 
eid" is wrec ed b his intellectu:o>.l incompetence. Hi re sons f or 

. ing Stirner one of his in bogeymen ~r-e und&'Stmdable. ol rook 
is one of those h~~l.sts who cont~nue the traditions of the relig1on 
th~ rofass to reject, and pre e soulful y bout finding ••causes to 
serve beyond ours~lves" and "crePtiv , unselfish love for humanity t 
lnrge". ~en hen he expresses concern about denying individuEli 
uniqueness" this is bee use l. t "can thus thre t en P. nulli ·cation of 

"• In other word , the pArticul r individual is only o v ~ue in the 
light of that gcnem spook "HAn". 

Holbrool' conclud s his mis ra le chApter o .. Stimer y trying to 
link "n hilis " (cof!·scious egoism) with a wo~~ hAving sex with . b ar, 

man hAving sex wi h A pi , Md the lege 1.y artistic v lue of Ic:m 
B • e rd r of chl.ld ... en. Th se he claims Are exa.T.pl of Stirner' s 

ere tive .othing" and he comments "Insof r ~s there is only a craven 
ilence in respons to such at ocities, we he r the mocking 1!::\ughter 

of' Stimer." Coma, cole, Ur. Holbrook, it could be th t Stimer' 
laughter is not at the 1 .ck o~ respons to child ~rder, but ~t the 
idiotic intellectual tracitics perpetr .ted by you! 

!E:TD'G: S.E.Parkcr rill speak on "l.'ruc S irner and the C~se Ag,:..inst 
Humani " Rt the Lgwish Hu is Group Unit rinn ':eeting House 
41 Bronl y Ro d, C tford, London S.E.6. Thursd ~' Febru rp 23rd, i 78. 
(llesr Cfttford St .tions. us s 1, 36b, 47, 54, 141, c. .. lee> p .ss door) ?.45pn. 

JOTICE: Je ch rohe contAeter nso~~is 1 o jeetcurs de conscienc de 
p s c en A:l.eriqu pour ' · der creer une s etion de 1 • :r .R. T• 
('lml). Ecrire - n.r.B., C.P. 95, Stn. Placa d'Armae, tont_eAl, .Q. 
H2Y 3E9, CMa .• 

PUBLICATIOl s , IVED: /. n~ · book by J es J. r· ~rtin and a ork fro 
ropotkin s Lighthouse Publi i ns. Revi d in next issue. 
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