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CLEFRT OPPOQITlON AT NEW HA\/EN

The New Haven Natlonal Council meeting late last December witness-
ed the emergence of a left opposition in SDS, centered around the Spar-
tacist League and its supporters, Unlike Lynn Marcus' Labor Committee,
winlch had played a right-wing oppositonal role previously in the East-
ern reglon of the country (but whose participation at this conference
was even less than token), our role was buttressed by a number of af-
firmative reseolutions and position papers--most notably The Fight for
Women's Liberation and our motivating paper on the question of racism,
Racial Oppression and Working-class Polities. As a result, the Worker-
Stucent Alliance (WSA) leadership was compelled by the vote of the mem-
bership to allow a Spartacist spokesman to address the Ccnvention on
the speaker's panel in the Plenary session. In response to our critic-
isn and political discussion, the apolitical, conoe"vat*ve nature of
the WSA caucus was clearly revealea. o

The focus of our criticism of the WSA caucus and its campus worker-
student alliance strategy was our document "Away From Campus Parochial-
ism and Toward the Labor Movement™, (attached to this report) which
concluded with the following resolution: MA major activity of SDS
should be involvement 1n off campus soclial struggles, partlcularly labor
struggies."

Campus Parochialism and Social Work

The above resolution embodies two criticisms of the CWSA. The
first 1is its narrow concentration on the campus. A working-class orien-
tation means, first of all, bellef in the impcrtance of thé labor move-
ment and a desire to influence its policies. 1In this period of rising
labor strug les, to concentrate on campus labor grievances 1s to insure

~ . . (cont.'nage 2)

MEET THE RMC NEW$LETTER'

We are publishing this newsletter to make our.ldeas and analy-
ses available to the most consistent and subjectively radical youth
in this country,., Our view of the problems of building a genulne ra-
dical student and working-class youth group derives from a consis-
tent, many-faceted revolutlonary perspective. In Boston SDS tnis
radical youth perspective has found organizational form.

There 1s another reason. Uespite the polite fiction that Bos-
ton SDS 1s a genuinely non-exclusionary organization, our letters,
resolutions and documents have been systematically excluded from
the pages of New Left Notes, John Pennington's report of the New
Haven NC in Jan,l0 NLN concealed the existence of an oppositional
caucus on the vital debate for the future of SDS over the CWSA and
other issues, The Guardian report and even the bourgeols press
(New Haven Jcurnal- COLPIG;‘ Mon. Dec.29, 1969) openly acknowledged
our presence. But Pennington deceptively inferred that there might
be a hypothetical argument against the CWSA by veginning a para-
graph with the phrase "some would say." Therefore, in order to get
our affirmative resolutions and declarations before the SDS member-
ship, we have been forced to make our own chann2ls of communication.

Helen Cantrell, Newslétter Editor Mark Tishman, RMC Coordinator
(SDS at-large, Art.Students League, (New Schodl SDS, Spartacist)
Spartacist) ;

NOT NLSS&InT‘“\). BUYT VICTORY FOR THE
- VIEINAMESE REVOLUTICON!
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SPS's political irrelevance. Students are attracted to radical poli-
tics because they want fundamental changes in society, and SDS should
serve as a vehlcle for involving students in important social strug-
gles. While major labor struggles were singled out, the resolution
opposed the generally narrow sectarianism of the WSA, which has kept
SDS out of the anti-war movement, the GI movement, the Black movement
and the women's liberation movement, as well as ordinary student-
administration conflicts. In fact, it was precisely in response to
our criticisms, made in The Fight for Women's Liberztion and on the
floor, that the originally greatly defective WSA resolution on the to-
plc was amended to insert a call for SDS to interveiie in the women's
liberation movement. Notwilthstanding this somewhat minor improvement,
our clearly superior document (as a comparison with the WSA resolut-
ion printed in the 10 January New Left Notes will clearly indicate)
was ritualistically excoriated and mechanically voted down in favor
of the inferior document.

Mcre fundamentally, the CWSA is apolitical. The CWSA does nct
organize around a radical program, but mobllizes students to support
workers' grievances (or what the CWSA thinks ought to be workers' grie-
vances) in a manner approaching soclal work. In part, this apolitical
"give tha worker a nelping hand) line stems from the CWSA's narrow
focus. The major problems of society cbviously cannot be resolved in
the campus cafeterlia., However, within the campus framework, the CWSA
does nct seek to change the structure of the university, even in the
area of labor relations, but limits itself to agitating about this or
that grievance as an isolated campus incident. For example, a genu-
inely radical approach to campus workers would be to work for a na-
tional, industrial union of campus employees from dishwashers through
professors with a sort of formal auxiliary status for students.

A Student Auxiliary of the Labor Bureaucracy?

When the WSA does emerge from campus cafeterias, its political
conceptlons risk making SDS a student auxiliary cf the trade union
bureaucracy. The WSA caucus conceives of bullding the worker-student
alliance simply by materially supporting workers' struggles. In pra-
ctice, the WSA hasn't concentratved on supporting class struggles, but
cn alaing individual workers along social work lircs. However, even
if the WSA concentratec on strike support activities, this would alone
be inadequate and conservative, The WwSA opposes in principle raising
programmatic demands against the trade unlon bureaucracy. The main
argument advanced justifying this WSA policy is that students can't
tell workers wnat to do. (They abandon tnis approach ¢nly on issues
of racism ané male chauvinism.) Tnis abstentionist argument shows
complete ignorance of the labor movement under capitalism everywhere,

The goals, strategy and tactics of most labor struggles do not reflect
the spontaneous will of the rank-and-file, but are im905°d upon the
workers by the union bureaucrats, often against considerable opposi-
tion. Radical workers facing an entrenched union bureaucracy feel
weak and isolated, and would welcomz support from a mass student orga-
nization. .

In a certain sense, the present policy of the WSA leadership is
unfortunately similar tothgt of SDS at its inception. SDS was initia-
lly the youth group of the League for Industrial Democracy (LID), an
organization of social democratic politicians such as Michael Harring-
ton and Bayard Rustin, supported by liberal trade union bureaucrats
like Welter Reutner. A major activity for early SDS was mobilizing
student support for various labor struggles, including union "struggle"
to elect Democratic Party politicians. Implicit in SDS at that time
was the understanding that SDS would simply mobilize student support
for labor actions and not oppose the basic thrust of labor movement
policy. Tne LID broke with SDS when 1t repudiated its anti-communism,
support for American imp=rialism in Vietnam and the Democratic Party.
Only the complete discrediting of cold-warrior American social demo-
cracy gives the semolance of radicalism to the WSA policy of support
for lzbor struggles without a radical social program. Tne trade un-~
ion bureaucracy favors a "worker-student alliance," provided they can
determine its policies. Labor leaders have notning against students
as a social group, but only against student radicals who oppose their
political line,
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The New 0l1d Liberalism in SD3S

The difference between our concept of supporting labor struggles
and the WSA's approacin was clearly brought out in the debate over the
Geg strike., The NSA's Gt strike recsolution called for demonstrations,
picket line support, implementing the bhoycott, etc. As far as it goes,
this 1s correct, However, this in no way distinguisizes SDS from the
Student Mobe, the DuBois Clubs and the many student liberals who are
supporting the GE strike. DMoreover, tue leadership of the UE and IUE
is also seeking to mobllize support from student liberals and radicals.
We sought to amend the WSA resolution with a statement calling upon the
thirteen internatlional unions involved in the GE strike to call a one
day general strike in support of GE strikers and for the immediate wi-

rawal of US troops from Vietnam. The purpose of such a demand is to
state explicitly that the strike is about whether the working class

is going to pay for the war and 1its inflation, to transcend the "busi-
ness as usual" tactles of the union bureaucrats, and to distinguish SDS
from the liberal strike supporters, and thereby attract the most radi-
cal GE workers. The arguments used against our proposal amounted to

2 prohibition against ever challenging trade unlon leadership pollcies
when supporting a labor action.

SDS support to labor struggles without opposition to the politics
of the trade union bureaucracy can only strengthen that bureaucracy by
providing a "left" cover. The fact that radicals are supporting a
picket line does nct, in itself, make that a radical action; to beli-
eve that 1t does is a form of individualistic ideaiism., To the extent
that SDS acts like a liberal organization, it becomes a liberal organi-
zation.

The Resurgence of Anti-communism

-

One of the most disturbing aspects of the conlerence was the per-
vasive use of anti-communist arguments in response to our proposa;s.
The ideological core of the WSA caucus can be characterized as "econo-~
mist". Economism, as defined by Lenin, 1s the belief that the day-to-
Jay oppression of workers, reflected in trade unlon struggles, is suf-
ficient to develop & socialist consciousness., It denles the necessity
>f soclalist propaganda and the raising of demands that can't be Wwon
oy ordinary trade union methods. Underlying the "we can "L tell the
yorkers what to do® line is the belief or wish tnat the mass of Ameri-
can worlrers, simply because they're workers, are more politically adva-
i1ced than SDS. In the GE strike debate, one WSA'er stated that it was-
n't necessary to discredit the union bureaucracy, since the workers
nad no illusions abouf their leaders. If this 1is true, then how come
tne rank-and-file permit their mis-leaders tc wield such enormous pow-
2r? Moreover, if the workers have nc illusions about their union lead-
ers, then, presumably, the millions of workers who voted for KNixon,
dumphrey, or Wallace have no illusions about these men, elther. In
that case, the workers would have tc ve conscilously pro-capitalist or
masochistic. The argument that "the workers know what's best for them"
is but a step removed from the reactionary argument tnat capitalism
is in the best interest cf the American workers because, in general,
they support it and are hostile to the socialist movement. If capital-
ism couid not succeed in gaining the allegiance of large numbers of
the workers it exploits, it would have died as a sccial system thne day
it was born.

Sinrce the politics of the WSA is obviously~-and grossly--at odds
with elementary Leninism, a good part of the WSA's arguments consist
in attacking Leninism. The 1ldea that Lenin's concepts of socialist
strategy might have relevance for SDS was greeted by WSA'ers with ri-
dicule, Unique American activism was halled as a superior gulde to
socialist thecry. Speaker after speaker got up to explain how his ex-
perience organizing the C4WS1 at Northeastern Mass. was more important
in determining SDS's policies than the writings of Marx and Lenin, the
history of tue soclalist movement and even the naturs of the European
student movement, The endless and unedifying retailing of information
about particular campus cafeterlas almost entirely overshadowed discu-
ssion of program and the politicali content of the CWSA orientation.

It was almost like keing in the Hew Left SDS of a few years ago, when
the llkes of Greg Calvert and Carl Davidson expouinded how their exper-
lences organizing students superseded all previous "dogmatic", "obso-
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iete" soclalist theory. And, of course, bourgeols apologists of all
kinds argue that while Marx's and Lerin's theories may have relevaice
for come places at some times, 1t obviously doesn't "work" in America
today. In part, these anti-communist sentiments in SDS undoubtedly re-
flect political inexperience. However, for purely factional reasons,
the ostensibly Marxist-Leninist Progressive Labor Party encouraged this
championing of narrow emniricism and "mindless actlvism" over Marxist
principles, tneory, and practice,

WSA Even CUpposes Abortion!

The WSA prefers to ignore Leninist theory and practice because Le-
nin wrote that to deprecate socialist ideology, or deviate from it in
the slightest, amounts to promoting bourgeois iceology. Some of the
WSA leaders know that Lenin argued that, and tney know what hils views
NOdld mean for the CWSA program of isolated small reforms which are gen-

erally even more refcrmist and trifling than the program of a reaction-
a_y, bourgeois-led trade union. Lenin understood that in capitalist
society bourgecils ideclogy is much stronger and more pervasive than
soclallst consciousness, and 1t will seep Into the cracks in any orga-
nization which works for reforms while ignoring ideology and progran.
The truth of Lenin's view, and the passive and conservative nature cf
the WSA was clearly brought out in the discussicn of women's liberation.
The WSA document on womzn's liberation was limited to supporting more
day care centers, opposing Job discrimination and male supremacist at-
titudes in men., Our document on women's liberation located the oppres-
sion of women in the social division of labor inherent in the family
structure. As well as covering the same programmatic points as the
WSA document, it developecd a progran aimed at opposing the family as
a baslic soc1al institutlion. But the W3A caucus came oul 1in favor of
the family as a social institutlon, even going so far as to ggose “de-
manding atolition of anti-abortion lzws. 1Tnis ineredible and fiatliy
un-communist position reflects a fear of criticizing cultural values
neld by many workers--vaiues which are developed in the working class
wider capitalism precisely because they support tne bourgeois order.
We await with interest the position of the WSA caucus on organized re-
ligicn, another institution which enjoys widespread wo”king-c’ass sSup=-
port.

The Question of Internal Democrac:

We d0 not want the issuz cf interanal cdemocracy in SDS to be the
main bone of contention between ourselves and the WSA and regret having
to bring up the gquestion at all., The campus worker-student alliance
strategy was imposed upon SDS by the leadersiip in a short snace of
time without any serious discussion among the memoership., In part,
tnis reflects the objectionable tendency of W3SA leaders to identify
tne interests of the W34 caucus with those of SDS as a whole. The WSA
leaders like %tc pretend that the CWSA 1s a spontaneous reflection of
chapter "practice"., This is simply 2 lie. As many pro-CWSA speakers
such as Alan Spector noted, the CWSA strategy was a policy decision of
the WSA caucus deliberately different from the mainstream of student
radicalism, which remains basically an anti-war movement,

Tne purpose of the December conference was not to discuss the de-
sirablility of the CWSA strategy (this was taken for granted), but to
discuss ways of implementing it. The WSA leadership attempted to thw-
art any attempt to challenge the basic thrust of the CWSA strategy.

The second day of the conference, a plenary session was held with three
speakers relating thelr experiences in building the CWSA. The NIC de-
nied our request for speakers opposed to the CWSA and the rignt for
other views to be heard had to be by a ficor fight. The main WSA re-
solutions were printed in New Left MNotes prior to the conference. OQur
proposal to print the undiscussed documents in New Left Notes (only

tWwo of the seven were ours) was opposed by the WSA and none have app-
eared. It is clear that wlthout our opposition, the conference would
have degenerated into a pep talk for the CWSA, with speakers alternat-
ing between recounting their triumphs and blaming their fallures on
the bourgeois private attitudes of the membership. The emphasis the
WSA Ieaders put on the "bcurwefis attitudes" of the membership also

has dn importunt bearing on %the question of internsl democracy. If
the CWSA is successful, it is proclaimed as a great strategy. If it
falls, tnat reflecte tha psychologlical inadequacy of the rank-and-file.
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Thus, leadership stays immune from criticism. We maintain that the

failures and weaknesses of SDS do not stem from the "bad ideas" of the
membership, but from the two-for-a-nickel reformist political orogram
of the leadership.

Both Oppcrtunist AND Sectarian

An equally serious breach of tne norms of revolutiocnary conduct
was the Quardian incident. The conference excluded the Guardlan re-
porter on the grounds that the Guardian was part of the "bourgeois
press," because it was hostile to SDS. By the same logic, a represen-
tative of the Black Panthers could have been excluded from the confer-
ence, since the Pantners are more viruleantly hostile to SDS than the
Guardian, the latter's hostility stemming primarily from its belief
that SDS should be the white student auxiliary of tize Panthers. The
tendency to regard one's radical political opponents as part of the
class enemy 1s the hallmark of sectarianism, and czn only perpetuate
the disunity and ineffectiveness of the left, wlth each faction fight-
ing its opponents with any method available, including use of the cops
and the courts., Identifying political opponents on the left with the
bourgeocisie is dangerous because 1t leads to failure to oppose state
repression of other radical organizations. A good example of this oc-
curred in the early '40's when the Communist Party supported the Smith
Act prosecution of the then Trotskyls Socialist Workers' Party, on the
grounds that the latter was counter-revolutionary. The kind of tactics
used against the Guardian can only strengthen irrational factional ha-
tred in the student movemenit and make the development of a mass, inclu-
sive SIS impossible.

Fight for a SocZalist Student Movement!

The CWSA made no serious attempt to answer our political critici-
sms. Most defenses of the CWSA were mere affirmations of simple orga-
nizational loyalty. At times, this amounted to the simple-minded posi-
tion that since we have worked so hard to tulld.the CWSA, it would be
a shame to abandon it now.

We belleve that the majority of SDS members, as well as most stu-
dent radicals, want SDS to be an organizatiocn which fights for social-
ist revolution in the broadest, most effective way. The majority votes
for the WSA resolutions reflected not a positive belief in the virtues
of CWSA strategy, but a fear that rejection of the CUWSA at tnis time
would seriously disrupt the organization and lead to the defection of
the leading cadre with a political stake in thne WSA caucus, This kind
of organizational conservatism can only destroy SU3. Those of us who
want SDS to be a militant, socialist student organization, challenging
every aspect of American scociety, must orgenize a viable opposition to
the WSEA caucus. We call upeon all members cf SDS who are in general
agreement with the document "Away from Campus Parochialism and Toward
the Labor Movement" to become part of a left, Marxist oppositional
caucus., :

Mark Tishman
Jan. 16, 1970

MAJOR RKMC SUPPORTERS' POSITION PAPERS FROM THE NEW HAVEN MEETING

available free on request:

"Ractal Oppression and Werking-class Politice" (6 pages)
and

"The Fight for Women's Liberation" (7 pages)

from: RHMC Newsletter, c¢/o Helen Cantrell

161 E. 99th St., apt. 2B, New York, NY 10029
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Away From Campus Parochialism
and Toward the Labor Movenent

The Campus Worker-Student Alliance represents a step backward
for the student movement inscfar as it presents the main role of stu-
dent radicals as onre of changing the academic community. Students
who are and shoula be agttracted to SOS are interested 1n changing
U.S. society, not their particular campuses. A working-class orien-
tation flows from an understanding of the strategic role of the work-
Ing class in socilety and necessitates intervention in those struggles
where that strategic role is most evident, Such an orientation, fur-
ther, will be a contribution to the bullding of the vanguard party.
The CWSA's "on campus" orientation repels many politically conscicus
students, who waut to involve themselves in the major social strug-
gles currently taking place., Moreover, thne emphasis on individual
campus organlzing strengthens the fragmentation and de-politicaliza-
ticn of the student left now taking place as a result of the splits
in SDS3.

In practice, the CWSA orientation has led to effectively ignor-~
ing the G.E. strike, the most ilmportant national strike in several
years., Rather than making & major effort to mobilize student strike
support, with radical political demands directed to the striking wor-
kers, the SDS national leadership has limited itself to a single de-
monstration which no G,.E. worker is ever likely to find out about,
This "“worxing-class orientation™ which has ne reievance to decisive
labor struggles must end.

Accordingly, we must agree in general with the main thrust of
the recent Berkeley and Bostcn pogition papers, "For a Transitional
Program--Worker-Ctudent Alliancce" and "From Economism to Leninism".

Resolved: That a majJor activity for 3DS be involvement in off-
campus social struggles, particularly labor struggles.

(signed) Dec. 28, 19€9

Ken Becker, Marietta SD3

Tweet Carter, Tallahassee SDS, Spartacist

Gene Fuchs, Stony Brook SDS

Robert Heimer, Keed Colliege S8DS

Rovert Hume, Chico State SO3

Malcolm Xaufman, New York SD3, Socialist Comm. of Corr.
Caris Kinder, Berkeley SDS, Spartacist

George Kukich, MIT-SDS, Spartacist

Carl Lichtenstein, Harvard SDS

Caroline Levine, Columbia SDS, Socialist Comm. of Corr.
Linda Reynolds, SDS

Danlel Rucnames, New York SDS

Joel Salinger, NYU-SDS, Spartacist

Paul Sandahl, New Haven SDS, Socialist Comm. of Corr.
teve Schmidhauser, Univ. of Icwa SDS, Spartacist

John Sebesta, Austin SD3, Spartacist

Cliff Tayior, Memphis DS

Mark Tishman, New School SDS, Spartacist
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FROM ECONOMISM

The Students for a Democratic Soclety and
particularly the Worker-Student Alliance
caucus have arrived at a working class
perspective, which, although far superior
to the petty bourgeols politics of the
RYM splitters, is nevertheless an
incomplete perspective which leads to
opportunist dietortions. The SDS and WSA
recognize that only the working class has
the power to end the Vietnam war and put
a stop to imperialism. However, their
view does not go beyond this empirically
derived insight, so that there is a
marked tendency to see the working class
as just another ally, certainly the most
povwerful ally, for the student movement,
Thus, this alliance is at best conceived
of as a form of mutual support between:
groups of students and workers in
struggles for distinct group interests,

There is no recognition of the proletariat
as a class for itself, which, because of
its position in the capitalist mode of
production, has an historic role to play
in the destruction of capitalism and the
building of socialism, Student recog-
nition of the revolutionary primacy of
- the working class means struggling with
. the working class for a socialist program; -
. that should be the political content of
the Worker-Student Alliance,

THE CWSA - ECONOMISM RUN AMOK

- Thus, while it is indisputable that the

. SDS policy of a campus-worker and student
. alliance breaks with the old "New Left"
classless, anti-working class rhetoric

~ and program, it is not true that the CWSA
. represents a viable pro-working class

. orientation for the SDS. CWSA 18 often

" presented as a way in which radical
students can find the one ally which can
stop thae imperialist excesses which
radical students oppose. Since the
campus workers are the workers physically
closest to students, so the argument goes,
students should support the struggle of
these workers against the university
bosses, Once real ties are established,
the workers can be expected to support
SDS struggles against ROTC, university
expansion, etc, The importance of the
CWSA strategy lies in two important
premises; one) the crucial role of the
working class in capitalist society, and
two) the necessity for solidarity between
revolutionary students and the working
class., But these fundamental insights
are subordinated to a narrow, economist
perspective which limits student solidar-
ity to a marginal and, often, impotent
sector of the working class, The
industrial working class is hardly ewven
mentioned.

What the CWSA perspective lacks is the

realization that the working class is not
just gnother ally, even the most valuable
and powerful ally, of the radical student

TO LENINISM

movement: to pose the alliance between
workers and students in this empirical
fashion obscures the pivotal historic
role and experience of the working class
in capitalist society. Students are a
multi-layered group in transition, and
represent, in the bulk, an equivocal
force which could tend toward either
fascism, or communism, or neutrality.
Only in the 30's and recently have there
been radical student movements in the
U.S., while the working class, both in
the U,S., and other countries, has been
the historic leader and motive power of
anti-capitalist struggle.

The inadequacy of the CWSA can only be
understood in the context of these
historical facts, without the perspec~
tive of stuggling for a socialist
program in the lgbor movement, mere
support of campus or other workers can
only lead to servile trailing of the
most backward sections of the working
class, i.e., a form of worker-priestism.
Sps's concept of the worker=-student
alliance is merely the most minimum
program of any socialist youth group,
one which has been common to all
soclalist or communist youth organiza-
tions in the past one hundred years.
The important question for the student
movement in the U,S. in not a worker-
student alliance in the abstract,
certainly not confined to the campus,
but the political program which revolu-
tionary students raise in common with
the working class. The highest form of
this worker-student alliance is, and
always has been, the revolutionary
vanguard party, which unites students
and intellectuals who have broken ties
with their class origins with advanced
workers in a common organization with

a shared program, While SDS is not now,
and can not for the foreseeable future
become, a Leninist vanguard party, SDS
can become an organization where

rew lutionary socialist youth - workers
and students - can struggle for a

" common program which attempts to win

the working class to revolutionary
politics. Such a worker=-student
alliance would necessarily seek out the
most militant and potentially radical
workers, rather than exhausting itself
principally in the minor skirmishes
between campus workers ard the univer=
sity. The way to a mass worker-student
alliance lies through a transitional,
class program which will attract
militant workers to positions that can
only be won through struggle against
the capitalists and their state. The
centrgl points of such a program, which
SDS ought to adopt, are:

1, A break with the capitalist
parties and the creation of
an independent worker's party.
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A class program on the Black
question which opposes class
demands to porkchop nationale
ism, Such a program would

struggle against the special :_4.

oppression of the Black
workers wvhile raising demands
which would unite the Black
and white workers as a class,
For example, Black national-
ists who have demanded that
white construction workers
give up their jobs to make
way for Blacks should be
answered, Instead, the
number of jobs should be

‘qualitatively increased through

the demand '30 for 40', that
is, 30 hours work for 40 hours
pay, which will unite both
Black and white workers against
the capitalist class and the

- in practice,

student strike into a general
worker-student strike against
the war.

Democratic rights within the
movement, SDS should reject on
principle physical intimidatfion

of political opponents within the
radical movewent as a means of
propaganda and sgitation. Gangster
tactics expose their practicioners
a8 being afraid that their politics
will not stand the test of open
political debate and competition

—— e

"Bil]l CGrenzebach, Brandeis SDS

Boston Area Spartacist League

George Kukich, MIT SDS

"~ state, Boston Area Spartacist League
3. A ¢lass line for the anti-war Judy Kukich, ~ MIT SDS
movement -« with the slogans Boston Area Spartacist League
"victory for the NLF," "Smash . . :
U.S., Imperialism - No Negotiations," . Judy Samuels, Harvard-Radcliffe SDS
SDS should expand the idea of a Boston Area Spa;tayist League
JOIN RMC -- JOIN RMC -- JOIN RMC -- JOIN RMC

Why the Revolutionary Marxist Caucus:

Because of the ground swell of support for revolutionary Marxist posit-
jons culminating in a consistent left wing force in the Baston SDS at
the December National Council meeting in New Haven. The RMC 1s in conten-
tion with the confused vacillations of the Progressive Labor-backed Cam-
pus Worker Student Alliance caucus and the RMC opposes the anti-commun-
18t right wirig "SDS" Labor Committee. We must make real the pro-working
class orientation and non-exclusionism that all -Boston SDS members nom-
inally support.

The time to form the RMC is more than ripe. All across the country
there 1s motion in this direction. At Stony Brook, New York, the Inde-
pendent Caucus has been formed largely in opp031tion to the 1nan1t1es of
the CWSA and to push for real support to the crucial GE strike. In Mem-
phis, Tennessée, where the very solid MDS chapter went to the aid of lo-
cal GE strikers, the MDS also reprints works of Leon Trotsky to help in
achieving Marxist clarity in Struggle.

To join the RMC you should be in agreement with its 1initial declaration
at New Haven (printed in full on page 5A) that "a major activity for SDS
be involvement in off-campus social struggles, particularly labor strug-
gles." RMC membership, including a sub to the RMC Newsletter, costs on-
ly a dollar a year and a pald-up current membership in Boston SDS.

Enclosed is a dollar, I want to jJoin the RMC _ ~ .
ivwant more information . |
Name . School/Chapter .
Street .
City, State, Zip | .

(return to RMC Newsletter, c/o Helen Cantrell, 161 E.99 St.,
apt 2_' New York, New York 10029)
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