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NG B"‘?Z{iz’% ‘“\( COLONIAL %A\R
T AT HOME AND ABROAD

"Historically, the American ruling class has nad a business eye on
Southeast Asia for at least ‘a century but has only become dlrectly in-
volved 1n the area since World War II, when the U,S, replaced Europe
as the center of world imperialism. Tﬁe military involvement in Viet-
nam resulted from a long-term effort to "stabllize" Asia for American’
business, beginning with American aid to the French colonial war from
1946-54 and the installation in Saigon of the U.S, punpet Diem in 1954,
For the most part, in the early 1960's, the majo” sectors of the Ameri-
can bourgeoisie agreed on the "necessity" to prop up the Saigon regime--
John Kennedy made the first heavy comm¢tment of thousands of U.S. "ad-
visors" in 1962-63, and in 1964 the U.S.-~instigated elash with North
Vietnamese patrol boats trought forth the Tonkin resolution from Con-

. gress, which 1n effect gave sanction to the President's actlions, The
U.S. had plans for the,*sola+icn and, uventually, "liberation” of China
bJ U S. imperialisn, : .

A Split Develops

~ Beginning in 1965 a serious split developed in the fuling class
which continues in altered foirm to this day. LBJ's massive direct
intervention uitn L.S. trooovs beo¢nzin~ in 19‘5 (continued on page 2)

STALINSM N EOSTON

Since the begirning of May the PL/WSA faction of SDS has used
strong-arm tactics three times to attempt to intimidate i1ts political
opponents in the Boston area. In perpetrating these crimes PL/WSA has
accomplished little except to drive the rank and file of the SMC and ¥SA

. closer to its sellout leadership, which has used the attacks to soli-
darize 1ts position and to discredit SDS's criticism of the YSA/SIC's
antiwar pop front with the liberal bourgeoisie.

Gangsterism gg Harvard

The first of the attacks took place on 3 May at Burr Hall at
Harvard University when eight members of PL/WSA administered a beating
"to Bob Bresnahan of the Boston YSA/SMC. Thils assault occurred during
the Sunday session of the Y3A's New England Socialist Educational Con-
ference Bresnahan was attacked durina the conference lunch break when

latively few people were present, in a spot secluded from the main
canference room., Fortunately the assault was quickly detected and the
assallants were elther driven off or captured (Those captured were
promptly released and were not treated badly considering the provoca-
tion). The editor of New Left Notes and others assoclated with the
nationax and regional staf?—'of SR too& part 1n the attack

: Some PL/VWSA patriots may be inclineu to suggest that Bresnanan
and the YSA attacked PL/WSA members on May 3. However, it is a fact
tnat although they vera recognizpd as SDS members, several of the
(continued on page 5)
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brought forth cries ol protest from many liberals like Walter Lippmann
who pointed out that such intervention was contrary to the traditional
J.S. methods in Asia (*.e., intrigue and behind~the-scenes diplomacy).
The split was deepened in late 1965 when 1n Indonesia right-wing gen-
erals took over in a coup and slaughtered the largest Communist Party
in non-Communist Asia (about 500,000 members)-~-thereby undermining
volitical arguments for American military intervention, since this
defeat set an example for the rest of the Asian liberation movements
and served to isolate China. Some of the more far-sighted bourgeois
politicians like Senator Mcgovern began to push for a negotiated settle=-
ment as a wiser method of achleving "stabllity" for imperialism-~--but
the bourgeoisie cannot alwayvs arrive at the best tactics even for its
own interests, and instead LBJ pushed the military commitment further,
involving the U.S. in a major land war.

A Deal is Possible

Glven the nature and history of the leaderships of the Asian 1lib-
ration movements, the liberals have a good case for argulng that a

deal is possible for imperialism, While having non-capitalist planned
economies (and hence requiring unconditional military defense from all
revolutionaries), the so-called Communist countries are run by bureau-
cratic, authoritarian leadershi»s with narrow nationalist perspectives--
much like the narrow-minded bturcaucrats of a craft unlion, they prefer
the closed-door deal to mass struggle and think only of the*r own par-
ticular base of power,

In Vietnam, whe:n the masses of workers and peasants rose after
World War II to takb power and throw out the imperialists, the Communist
leadership under Ho Chi Minh oougn to contain the strugg le, and in
1246 Ho signed the 11 ~amous March © accords which allowed French troopo
back into Indochira in exonanga for paper promises of sovereingty wil
in the French Union {!). 7To enfcrecz thls betrayal Ho & Co. engaged
in the assassination of alil who opposed the accords, including left-uing
nationalists and the Trotskyists, wno had a significant following in
Saigon and other cities. (The mrotkuvist leader Ta Thu Thau was cone of
the assassirnation victims.) The French betrayed the accords, of course,
and thus was launched the French Indochina war, 1946-54, Similarly in
1954, when the Viet Minh held most of Vietnam, they gave back South
Vietnam at Geneva in exchange ifor a promise of elections which were of
course never held. These Censva accords were backed by both the Soviet
Urion and Communist China as part of a bigger diplomatic deal. (In-
terestingly, the PL pampnlet "Vietnam, Peonles War or Negotiations?",

a history of tne war, fails to mention the Chinecse nart in the Geneva
accords and criticizes only North Vietnan and the Soviet Union--PL's

way ol covering up the sellouts of Maoc wnhlle atteacking other Stalinist
leadershins., A few years ago Spartacist was attacked by PL as "counter-
revolutionary" for daring to criticize North Vietnam. Needless to say,
PL has not yet sent 1ts apolo8ies to Spartacist.)

Wworking Class Must Lead

The hasis of these bureaucratic nationalist liberation movements
1s the Maoist thesis of guerilla warfare which sees the citles and
hence the working class as the enemy to be "surrounded" from the country-
slds--instead of seeing the working class as the necessary core of
leadershio of tie soclalist revolution, the center of socialist con=-
sciousness and politico-economic power. The Maoist "bloc of four clas-
ses" functions te tie the workers and the Communist parties to various
bourgeocis nationzalisztc (the "patriotic bourgeoisie™) who in the end
only betray the struggle and attack the workers, as happened in Indones-
ia, where the Mzoist CP looked to Sukarno for leadership. Such a poli-
cy was respons3ible for the recent coup in Cambodia, where both the
Soviet Union and China had been wooing the "neutralist" prince Sihanouk
for years with arms and aid. {(The Cambodian army is now fighting the
NLF forces with an assortment of Soviet and Chinese weapons.) To top
it off, the Chinese are now harboring Sihanouk in Peking in hopes of
re=installing him as head of Cambodia! (Perhaps there is now a fifth
class-~the patriotic nobility?)

In Laos, the Pathet Lzo aave had some citieg in the sou=h suech as.
Saravane surroancad for veoes id not atfezigpy 10 Uake tho nd '
the recent U.S. invasion of Campoiis @isruphed trao. .
namese supply routes on tl' Chi Minh CTrall anc rouo]

offensives. In Viastnam, strorg blotor
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of working class str uggle in <he cities, the NLF (being a ponular
front whose program calls for "peace" and '"neutrality", not socialism)
has deliberateiy fPlWea to mobllize the working class, which displayed
open unrest in 1965 under Buddhist lezdershin.

Throughout Asia, ﬁhere is a v*tal need for a communist leadership
to mebilize the workinc class in cities at the head of the peasant
struggles against 1mper1allbm. Such an internaticnalist struggle could
cut through the petty nationalisms and conservatism of the Stallnist
lesaderships.

As part cf our own revolutionary struggle, it Is our duty to point
out this need. This 1is in fact one c¢f the most serious defects of the
Am2rican "revolutionary" groups involved in anti-war struggles. The
SWP-YSA, immersed in middle-class pressure groups llke the SHMC, cannot
provide a working class analysis of thes fsian situation. PL, while
pointing out the betrayals of the Soviet Union and criticlzing the tac-
tics of Lorth Vietnam, still covers for China as they have not broken
from Stalinist politics. The pseudo-Trotskyist Workers League to this
day has nct provided a Trotskyist analysis of the Asian situation, con-
centrating their fire instead on the Soviet Urion in the PL manner
while cheering the liberation fronts of Cambodia, Laos and Vietnan.
(The Bulletin of 20 July proclaims "Cambodian Workers Drive Invaders
Back!™) The International Socialists, the "third-camp" socialists who
only relatively recently came out for victory to the NLF, has been un-
able to pose any concrete "third" alternative except mavbe Buddhism,

We do note that a detailed class analysis of the Stalinist-led libera-
tion movements and the role of Maoism has appeared in Spartacist publi
cations since the groun's inception in 1G64.

J.S. Military Failure

The fact that the U.S. has been fighting a massive social revolu-
tion, aibeit a misled one, has prevented any cdeclsive U.S., military vic-
tories-—cdespite the comuiltment of half a mililion men and an incr=dibla
barrage of fivepower, This fact of military failure, coupled with the
economic and political unrest it has brought forth at home, has denor-
alized the bourgeoisie and greatly strengthened the bourgeois oppeonents
of the war. The war has dragged on for so long and i35 connected to 30
miuch unrest that significant sectors of the bour eolsie-~renresented
by Fulbright, ex-Sec. of Defense Clark Clifford and others--are willing
even to advocate unilateral withdrewal to get out of the mess and res-
tore some stabllity. To the bourgeolisie, there is no "good" solution
anymore, but the best of the btad alternatives apnears to be dumping
South Vietnam in exchange for restoring stabllity in Asia and at home,
Thus we find the outrageous situaticn where the vigorous war proponents
of the recent past, such as Averelil Harriman, now pose as the "peace"
advocates against the warmongerers! The "peace" wing of the bourgeoisie
is organizing around the Hatfleld-lcgovern amendment to enforce an
American withdrawal by June 20, 1971,

Under these circumstances Nixon iz under heavy pressure and has
been forced to initlate a slow withdrawel of American troops. But be-
ing an old i¥cCarthyite anti-communist, he is taking steps to ensure the
survival of anti-communist governments in Asia., Thils was the reason
for the invasion of Cambodia, which actually backfired both militarily
ana politically since it falled to canture the Communist headguarters
as intended and exposed the U.S. as a naked aggressor. In addition,
the U.S5. now has more territcory to worry about, especially since the
Cambodian army 1is falrly worthless,.

The Role of SKC and SDS

In this light, thie role of SIIC politics becomes particularly per-
nicious. Iun insisting on single~¢ssuelsm and inviting liberals of hoth
parties 1nto the anti-war movement the SMC actually functions as a ve-
hicle for the bourgeois politlcilans to parade their anti-war stances
and mobilize support for Hatfield-liczovern. This is the "success" of
the SWP-YSA-SHMC!

The recent spurt of grovth exhibited by the Young Socialist Allian-
ce, SDS's major compeiitor in the youth field, has significantly ccme

at SDS's expense--even, on several occasions as happened recently in
(cont. on pg. I)
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Tallahassee, from within SDS's own ranks. It Is particularly ironie
and tragic that this cccurs at just the moment, when the VSA's politi-
cal degeneration 1s zcczlerating even faster than 1lts organizational
growth, We willl put it more bluntly: that the shameless, classless--
and seemingly endless--popular front "peace" demonstrations run by the
¥YSA as a phony substitute for the struggle for consciocusness within

the workers movenent can be allowed to parade themselves without ser-
ious challenge as a more effective and "revolutionary" nolitical course
than that presently offered most young radicals by SDS is not .only

a severe (tbut wholly Jjustified) indictment of the present SDS leader-
ship, but also the best reason around for throwing them out and elect-
ing a political alternative leadersihip wnlch starnds cleariy and consis-
tently to thelr political left,.

But a radical group like SDS still has great opportunities., Al-
most no one can argue for the war anvnore, making it much easier to
propagandize than in past yvears. The Kent State massacre focused nat-
ional atiention on the student struggle and even developed some Syn-
pathy for the students in the general population., Unforfunately SOHS
under PL- leadershin failed to nrovide anv significant political lead-
ership to the student struggle in that period, and became involved in
RYM~-type confrontaticnist struggles with pcelice over ROTC, as at Berk-
eley. Tials resulted in the discrediting of SDS and mads it vastly
easier for the rignt-wing Hatfield-licgovern forces to pick up a follow-
ing on campus arter Kent Stats by presenting a "realistice" political
alternative. (At Berkeley, SDS has Leen Lanned from campus andé pas
been unablie even to mount an effeculve struggle to regain its legal
status.) Now, in a new turn back to tihe student movement, the PL-SDS
leaders 1ave abandoned even their inacequate working class perspective
(the CVWSA) in favor of mainstresm New Leftism., To prevent any dis-
cuss*on of these twists and turns, the Hdational Cffice of SDS has put
off the National Cecuvention twice already, thereby perpetuating them-
selves in coffice, withouv even an erplanation in dew Left hofec. (The
June convention was nostponed till August "so as not to interfere with
the woerk-in", according to verbal explanations; a few wéeks later the
work-in was de=d and the August convention has bezn postneoned till
Nevember "so az not te interfere with planned demonstrations". And
now we near it's Dbeen postponed until Christmasi) To highligiht their
political bankiuptcy, the PL-3DS lezdership led by Pennington launched
a gangster assault on the SMC in Boston recently, thereby craating
sympathy fcr the SMAC right wing. The SMC nwust be exposed through a
politicali figat and a class program—--not gangsterism! The RAC has de-
fended and will continue to defend SHC and otner tendencles against
physical assaults by the PL-SDS leadersalp., Scrupulous avcidance of
anci-proletarian methods of strugzie--i.2., hooliganlsm--is recuired
if the anti-imperialist fcrcss ars To politically annihilate the class-
coliagborationist tendencies exemplilied vy the SMC leaders.

A Vorking Clasg Propgran

Clearly, in order to move the struggle forward we must szeek to
assist the working class to head the struggle against capltalism, both
here and in Asia. 7o our slogan, "U.S. out ol Southeast Asia Now, lio
Nezotiations!", we must add "All Indochina Must Go Communist!" Tals
is the only "solution" for thc Asian situztion, and such a slogan sep-
arates us from the bourgeois poliiticians who want to witihdraw now be-
cause tney've lost, to fight again anctner day.

A3 soclalists we must see to it that the American working class
leads the fiznt agalinst the war. 7The power o the working class must
be brought to bear: we must build fer anti-vwar general strikes! 1In
this regard, SD& shovld organize campus work stoppage commithees, as
have spontaneoucly sprung un in some places, to propagandize for anti-
war pelitical str'..»s. I such work we do no¢ seex to Decome fooimen
for various "ieft"-lzaning bureaucrats like Victor Cothaum. Rather,
we seek to link up radical students and nmilitant workers around shared
political goals agalnst the burecaucrats as well as against the imerial-
ist war. We want %o assist the miiltan{ rank-and-file in struggle
against our common enemies both within the labor movement and in wider
political arenas. Political strikes against the war will be a major
step toward applying real "nressure" agairst the zovernment over the
war, and will assist worwers, demoralized by decades of narrow, burea-
cratically strangled trade union activity, to understand their strength
and the indlvisibility of "local" and "ecoromic" matters and widex

(cont. on pg. 5)
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In this regard, we must derounce the hold of the bourgsols M"anti-
war™ politicians on the American workers, and encourage workeirs on the
road of independent pclicical strugele. The ftwo parties stand exposed;

‘chances are onportune for fighting for a worklng-class party based on
the rank-and-file trade unionizts with a class program, Such a party

does not have to becone reformist--just as the CIO when founded did

not have to becoms waformist--but can become what we help make 1it.

Some radicals, espezizlly around PL, argue that w2 should not urge the
formation of such narty, because of iis potential reformist deforma-
‘tions. To them we nust reply that a political exp”ession fo“-clasq-con-
lutionary Qeveﬂoamﬂnh, anc that if the ”evolduiodEFymgansciouqnes am-
oag workers and their allies' is not strong eénough to fight off the
ooao”tu1¢ktb in the workers own narty, it willl not be strong encugh

to overuhrow the entire ysu m which breeds uhe opnortun¢stln virus.

In resoluti@n form fer the- u?q Convnntvon,,xn propose that:

A) SDS adcpts the Polloving 13
our literature sucu as dew Left Nob

et —————— v —— ——

sitions to be widely publicized in

A1l Indociiine Must 8o Comiunist!

Por Lavor Political Strikes against the War!

. TIor a Weorkers Party vaced on the rank-snd-rile against the
bureaucracy!

Ly N\
*

B)  SL3 will devote a malor nertion of its eneﬁcieq in thie next
veriocd To organizing campus Work sidppage committees waich will attempt
to build labor pol tlcal scrﬂxes-agﬂinot the trar, ’

C) 8b3 declares tinat poli tical differences within the left can
be resolved only throuzh thaz frees exchange of political views., In
this context, SDS condemns as gancsterism the recent ohrsical assault
on an SHC meeting in Boston May 24 led by John Penningzton and the SCS
dJational leadershir., SIS le@der* ard members will taxe all necessary
steps to ensure thuat such incidents do not happsen again.

o v B OE %% % B OB %

STALINISH IN BCSTOH....Continued from front page
asoail inits moved ireely aboub the coaference area prior to t“e attacx
(“o doubt casing the place) without incicent. Further, PL/WC in

he face of attaJTed accusaticns appearing in The Militart, th nain-
tained an exquisite total. silencs sbout 3 lay. —_ﬁ%1'~i3°F§fqu 1ikely
hehaviour if theay bad-been attaciced or the attack was an unautnorized
case of ovar-exuberaince on the part o their memhers.

As for the contention tixat Bresnahan had previously enraged in
fights with PL/W3Aers, this is t”ue but he did so as a dis ,1plinec
member» of ais group who had made the political decision to defend the
speakars platfcrm at the April 15 antiwer rally on Boston Common against
an SCS takeover, and hefcere that decided to defend the RYHM bpli*t”ra
right to exclude PL and WSA from an "open" SDS mzetinz, inile RMC
- supporters agreed with and fought side by side with PL/VWSA to defend
thieir and our right to attend SDS rmeetings, and disagreed with 3SDS's
carrying out a panysical assault to gain the ¢peakers nlatform, thecse
Jere both polltical acts, as were Dbresnshan's defense activities. The
assault of 3 May wes simplv gangsterism, simply an attermpt at intimi-
dation, and a priceless gift to the SWP tons.

\’Y"
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In coatrast to thc eve utu of 3 Maw, P;/”SA»has widely vublicized
Lts version of the fizut between 2tout 50 of its supporters and the SHC
which toock place on 44 Tay at the SMC atlonal Steering Committee
Mceting at MIT. The PL/WSA positlon has been laid out in two leaflets
in the name of New Iugland Fegional 3D3 entitled "Why SMC/YSA Lie About
SDS" and a reprint of Hat Geodman's letter to the Boston Globe entitled
H

~
"Globe and SHC Go Hani-in-Hand", Doth are calculated Ljeo, worthy
examoles of the Steliniist school of falsification.

- Uhy SMC/YSA Lie ubout sDs* Leging accuratel g enongh in that it
stat;% that MNat Goodman (MIT SD3, PLP)
\cont. on yg. 6)
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without registering after being asked to do so. Goondran in his letter
tc the Gicbe is cutraged that this should be called gate crashing, and
in fact save that when h2 was asked to register he said"where?" and

was jumped a "moment" later. This contradicts the earlier version of
the events put out oy his own organizetion, but it sounds a little bet-
ter and most people wne reac ths Mlube didn't read the regicnal leaflet.

It is admitted P"t twelve members of S§D3 zand PLP were registered
and admitted to the confzrence without incident. I% ghould be clear
that the whole incident could have been averted if Goodman had been
willing to reglister instead of trying to push his war inteo the confzr-
ence {(Both th2 8MC and Rejicnal SDS agres that he did). Given the in-
cident of 3 Mayv (which Goodman should have known adbout), anyone with
an ounice of sense could deduce *hat the SMU/Y3A would not fraternally
overlock the raglistratiocn requirement for a member of PL? and 5DS.

all who attended their conferenc

to register, and had the : vsically enforze that reg"vatio“.
Gocdman was roughed upr. hat and PL exnect glven thelr antles
on 3 May? Onez has a right to e tical abecut PL/VWSA's version of
the events tha*t followed, nam=1r- that the 3NMC/USE atteacked each PL/WSA-
er as he canie out to 'see' what had hiarpened to Goodmen.

The 3MC had a right to rem
“n -
- (%3

Pirst, the SMC's verzoicn of the events states Goodman was pushed
back Ly the ushers at the door but net hit., Purther they claim that
che PLP and SDS memhers wie came out tC sce wnat was happening demanded
Goodmar bz acdmitted without registﬁr‘nﬁ and tnat the scuffle began
when PL /‘”A tried to force thelr wav back into the meeting with Good-
man. Ihis ver aion of the events was subdscribed to vy rspresentatives
of the Woriters Lezguc, Fenale Liberation, NO¥, and the Internaticnal
Socliaiists, nane of ﬂ“cm are narticularly friendly to the SWP ana who
helad pretgy cgiverse views. Canceguently 1t carries considerabie
weilght.

Second, aifthough the SMC/Y5M does fear criticism cf *thelr rotten
politics (witnezs the Cleveland SMC ceonfarence), they were firmly in
the saddle at MIT zni had nothing te gala Ly martyriag PT’7 or 3DI,

Finalliy, 1y SHI/UYSA e ,.Jo's beating un nemoers “f FL? znd SDS, as
is implied, cone has to exnlaln why taey nassed up a golden cpportuniliy

by &
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A dd
to do so on 2 May, out instead relezsed thelr captive. relativ ly un-
harmed. '

THE ASS STKIKE Or Ju

—
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Contrary ©¢o the irdircnent howls of PL/USA abceut SFC accusing them
of having a "aisteory of attacés on the movement", tne accusation 1is
trues The 3 Hlay tzclk o Lresnchan i1s hictory., Other attacks by 2LP
meloeﬁs on members ol other political tendenclies can be documented,
Just one week after the 24 Liay attack, on 2 June, two members of THE
MASS STRIXE, a groupn with Labor Committee pciit iCb, were shoved, had
thelr pavers taken from them, and were "detained" by & team of 5ix
Chellenge sellers at a Westinghouse plant in Hyde Park (Boston). This
Is Somewhat more substantial evicence of gangsterism than Goodman's
argument that SINC/YSA is gangster becausea it hite hard in a2 fight.
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""by SHC/YSA Lie fbout SDSY™ contains still more irnaccuracies and
cmmissicns of ail intcresting nature. It fails to mention that after
the incident of the mozning, the 3MC meeting voted by an overwneliming
margin to net totally exciude PLP ani fDS, but to permit one represen
tative from each group to addrecs the afternocn session to give thelﬂ
version of the incident and exsnlain thelr political views. This offer
was declined.

When fifty oy =5 FL/USAers returned 2n masse for the afternoon
session, the SUC se: up a defenze line to enforce the decision of the
meeting. The PL/WEL groun faced off "eyesball to eyeball" with the SHC
defense line, whicn parted to adnmit cschn Penningteon and deil Goldstzin
as representatives of PLP ard 3DJ. 2'1 1insteon gave his voersion of the

events of the morning. Then tae PL/WSA group rushed the 3MC defense
iine hoping to overpower it and get intoc “he mszeting. "Way IMS/YRA
Lie Abocut SDS" describes this as "When we tried to oet ¢ the »=
tration table we were attacked by an equal numoer of people wnhil
{cont. on pg. 7J
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eral campus police appeared on the scene.," How stupid of the SMC de-~
fense line to confuse an eager scramble to register with a mass charge!
Really! PL/WSA's logic 1s identical to that of the U.S. imperialists
who are puzzled why the Vietnamese workers and peasants shoot at their
helicopter gunships, which after all are there to save the Vietnamese
from the V.C. Goodman is, as usual, even worse, intimating that the
SMC leadership was out with blackJacks to keep PL/WSA from addressing
the honest rank-and-file which was just panting to hear them. As far
as the campus cops g0, they didn't intervene, rather enjoying watch-
ing 'radicals' fighting among themselves. o

Oppose Stalinist ViolenCe!v

Events such as 24 May don't serve toc expose the sellout politics:
of SMC/YSA but aids reformism by driving the vrank-and-file anti-war
activists in a reformist direction, Inexperienced anti-war militants
who may be sympathetic to SDS's criticism of the SMC/YSA can only be
repelled by the hooligan antics of PL/WSA and the half truths they con-
coct o Justify their actions. Substiftution of the fist for politiecal
struggle hampers the struggle for revolutionary consciousness which
can only arise through the unhindered facticnal strugzle betiween . ten-
dencies in the working class, and on the testineg of competing ideas in
practice. The Bolshevik Party, the only party wihich nas ever led the
working class to state power, was created and tempered by such princi-
pled factional struggle.

SDS can still play a key role in the building of a revolutionary
Leninist party in the U.S. and can defeat the wretched, class collabor-
ationist anti-war front of the SWP/YSA. But in order to do so, %o sal-
vage sone of its reputation for revolutlonary integrity within the radi-
cal movement, it must repudiate the use of gangster tactics within the
movement,

RESCLVZED:

1. That the KNational Cornvention of SDS repudiates gangster tactlcs
within the movement and will support all defense efforts agalnst vio-
lent a*tacks.

2. That the Kational Conventicn of SDJ appoint a commission which
will hold public hearings on the even%ts of 3 May and 24 May, 1970 taking
testimony from all intersted parties including members of the SHC and
YSA in order to determine what hanpened and who was respcnsible for
the acts of gengsterism. That SDS condemn those responsible.

PL, SDS AND THE WOMEN'3 LIBZRATION MOVENENT

The relationship of SDS to the large and rapidly growing radical
wvomen's movement is a matter of great concern to most SDS members. Un-
fortunately, however, the prevalent SLS position-~that of the PL-WSA
group--on vWomen's Liberation has long rendered the %ask of participa-
tion by SDS members in independent women's groups difficult if not well-
nizh impossible. ne general disrenute in which SD3 stands in this re-
gard is all too well deserved, for the PL-VSA stand, as eipressed at
Los Angeles and New Haven, represents a conplete repudiation of the
traditional Marxist approach to the oppression of women under capital-~
ism. In arguing for the "progressive' role of the family under class
soclety in the struggle for a proletarian revoiution, PL and the SDS
leadership contradict everything that Marxz, Engels and Lenin ever wrote
on the sublect. In contending that women are oppressed solely as
workers, rather than oppressed as workers and additiorally spécfglly
cpprecsed as women, FL-WSA avandons not only a century of Marzist tra-
dition but also common sence. The final absurdity, however, is the one
that makes co-operaticn between the women's movemen:t and SDS virtually
impossible: PL's position that separate women's groups are reactionary,
and that the only organizations reeded to combat the special oppression
of women are women's caucuses within SDS and the labor movement.

] Thus, when at the New Haven conference, the WSA leadership adopted
a single point from the RIC position paper on women's liberation (ah
amencment recognizing the revolutionary duty of SDS members to partici-
pate 1in the independent women'is movement in ovder o Hrine - v=1,03 na
ary pclitics to women invelved in radical SEtrugzic) Lae roritn e
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juite predictable: disaster. The political level of the women's 1lib-
cwatlon movenent in some areas is no doubt consliderably lower than

that within SDS, yet even in those arecs taz women radicals possess a
~iite acute comprehension of the special owpression of women and nany
nave read Marx, Engels and Tenin on the subject. When sucn women are

made aware of the WSA stand against lemalized free abortion and in
favor of the family as an institution--views that are casped by the WSA
Tine that separate women's grouns are inherently reactlionary and neces-
szrily petty-bourgecis--wnat could b2 expzcted except that they would
simply write off SD35 as irrelevant and male chauvinist? By its wrong
and absurd nositions, the WSA ilnacdverftently strengthens the most incor-
mect trends in the women's nmovement. 7Those women wno regard s2x rather
“han class as the mcst important sceial division--a position which di-
=»ectly cuts across tae development of working-class consclousness--are
chen often able to us2 the WSA position to convince women whe are new
to polities, but serisus and militant, that "Marxism" (an appellation
“iiey incorrectlv apply to the W3A stand) is totally irrelevant to the
sgrugzie for a sexuallv ezalitarian socisty. This attitude was com-
poundeda waen Challenze, PL's paeudc-'ndsq oress, added insult to injury
hy publicaticn of a2 senarate women's page, comnlete with recives and
nousencold nints! In the minds of women's liberaticn zctivists, this
demonstraetes the contempt of "Maerst—upn nists" end multi-issus corgani-
sations generally for women as pollti~sal people. No wonder, then, thatv
more than one SD3 chapter nas lost tne majority of its women mambers,
hile few chaptzrs are able to attract the same number of women &as men,
despite the increasing radicallzation of young women everywhere,

Within trhe ranks of PL=-VSA, the re
such pesitions are doing irrepa :ab;e da
ocus and comnittzd SDS comrades nzve launci
against the deficient position n“rxech
wnti-war conference, 3SDS for tae fi t
demand for frees and legal abortions ’ch
~ert of the RMC program). This pcesition
svep forward for SES
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«t ot
O

has thus grcm that

S, so that many seri-
rugzie from within
that at the Cleveland
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On=2 Steo Forvard and Two Stens Eacit

Against this baclkground it was douvblr uvnfortunate that SDS at the
same vleveland ceonferencz vras distributing an issue of Naw Left Notes
vhich ceemed guaranteed to undo whataver progress had been mads. An
article by Jili okafer of lew Orleans MDS hrarshly attacked a w21l
inowm figure in the woren's liberatiorn movement on grounds so blatantly
sectarian and in part unfalir as to entirely undbrcuf the impazt of SDHS's
thelated espouszi of Ires and leral abortion,

"Racism + Roxamnn: [

*ine to this article |
the article adds "elit
cralnst participants in th Mount Seilah woren's livheration conference
of May ¢-10. These accusatiocns are inceed ver; serious, and the article
would have done vell to explain them in detail and persuas“vel" This
the article did not do. For example, most of the "proof" of Dunbar’'s
supposed racism arises out cf the practical arrangements for the con-
Terence, in total disregard of the fact that SF U had simply rented the
conference fgcilities., But irnstead Shefer went on to suggest that Dun-
var's pre-erinence in th° womzn's literation movement 1s the result--
not of oo¢1t1cai immaturity and confusion, not of the lack of a clear
VOrKing=-ciass oersnﬁct4ve, rot of the lack thus far of aggressive Marx-
3% irte“ven noon a correct pregram in the women's liberation move-
;ent to “Oﬂbau and OOTLtically defeat Dunbar's ideas--but of a rlot by

ne "capitalist press"™ to keen "a wonman with such strange po;itina‘
outloolk in the icrefront of the women's movement," thus hinting deli-
clously thiat 1f LCunbar is not a conscious agent of c¢he ruling class she
2z av least an wnconscious one, YWnat response could be expected from
cuch en attack, except that womer militants will solidarize with Dunbar
ond dilsmiss anv further criticism by SDS from thelr attention?

v = Scuthern Pemale Union" reads the head-
over of HIN, Vol. V, no. 13). The body of
nd "kvpocrisy" to the charges levelled

¢

.

in a leter issue of HLN (no. 13) an outraged letter signed by Alan
‘. Weber anpeared., Since LN is hardly in the bablt of printing criti-
>al material or minority viewncints {for eramnie, not a single position
napar, letter or articls by thie RNMC has =2ver anpeared in the naper!) it
seens sale to assume that the Veber letter represented the reaction of
5 large number of readers whose prouests the editors did not dare %o

(cont. on pz. 9)
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gnore, Weber writes, "Even assuming that the a*'ticlp is unexavgera*ed
1t is still hard to believe that the attack is mzant seriously.” »

One facet tanat 1i's hard to take seriously is the articie's con-
demnation of Dunbar for faliling to invite the Black kitchen workers to
participate in the conference. According to Shafer, when the subject
7as broached the SFRU response was that "these people can't understand
the theoretical. things ve're discussinc--tiney speak a different lan-
suage, we'd just bore them." Jill Shafer should. ask herself: when
nas the WSA managzed to involve larpge numbers of Black workers--~kitchen
staff or otherwise-~in SDS confererces? Certainly not at Los Angeles
or New Haven. 0Of course thils 1s nct necessarily the WSA's fault.  One .
of the manyvunfarbunate facts of capitaliist soclety is that Black kit-
chen workers-in Misslssippi, terribly explolited and oppressed and sSys-
tematically excluded from the kind of education which most SDS members
nave had, have hardly flocked to the redical movement in droves. ©One
oifect of deblliitating oppression is that nost Blaex. kitchen worizers .
w711ll tend te be drawn into radical struggles on the basis of resbelilion
amainst their overt immediate onpression and not by the kind of dis-
cussion which takes place in SDS or wonen's ilberation conferences.
'“his fact is recognized by SUS in practics, of course, but 1is denied.
wen factional advantage sceris to be served. The result is to confuse:
~1:iat might be correct criticisms of Dunbar with obvious unfairness whi-
2n womer's iiberation. ?ctiv1sta——fcr vhem the Shafer article was pre-
sumably written~-will.see througa and despise TR :

5 oA

WSA's Pseudo-Workarism

What PL-WSA PSpOU‘f° is’rituulistic gestures in the direction of
:) pseudo-worler sm, ‘Thnese gestures serve as a twoefold line of defense
Jor PL's theoretical ucsit ions which are indefensible on purely Zogical
grounds., Flrst they pnrovide an excuse for debasing the level of the
argunent to ths point where nothing 1s true and nothing false, on the
nretext that to be valid an argument should be comprehensivle to the
nost deprived s=2ctions of the working class, Second, they enable PL
to attack as "racist" or "elitist", and on octens;olj lMarxist grounds,
any opponents wiio attempt tou discuss the complex economic and social
nhenomena of lnterest to Marxist revoiutionariss. PL-WSA's orientation
Ls basically anti-intellectuzl and for this reason inherently anti-
Marxist, They posit a hypothetical, nearly mindiess worker as repre-
zentative of tﬂQ rroletariat, thus idealizing the worst qualities of
the ‘most backward sections of the working cless under capitalism, Hen-
ce the CWSA line, demonstrating how PL-WSA is drawn to the wost unskllil-
2d, most deprived workers (meids, janitors and cafeteria workers) and
act fo teamsters, autc worliers or machiniste, PL's orientation operates
to keep,1t Irom understanding tne revoiuvtionery capabilities of the nro-
letariat so that SDS's activities in practice amount to do-gooder soc-
fal work.

Lenin long ago recegnized the complementary nature of thesz twin
railings (anti-intellectualism and a resultant flight to a dogmatic
nseudo~workerism;. Writing in What Is To Be Done, one o” 11s major
»olitical polemics, he quotes with approval from Ya*l sty {(before
~is "reregade™ days):

Socialism and the class struggle arise side by side and
not one cut of the other; sach arises under different condi-
tions. lodern ooial*st consclousness can arise.only on the

basis of profound scientific knowiedge. Indeed, modern eco-
nomic science i3 &s much 2 conqL,,cn for socialist production
as, say, mcazrn Yecannliezy, and the nroletariat can crecte

neither ore nor tie other, nc matter now much it me y desire
to do so: Lotn arise out oP the medern social nrocess. The
vehicle of wscience is rot the nroletariat but the bourgeols
intelligen“sia: It was in the minds of individual members of
this stratum that modern socizlism originated, and it was
they who communicated it to the mcre lntellectua‘ 1y develoned
prolatarians, who in thelr turn introduced it into the prole-
tarian class struggle.

.enin appends to this paszz~e, waich he terms "profoundly true and im-
portant™ a footaote of his cwn: = S : -
(cent. on pg. 10)
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This does not mean, of course, that th2 workers have no
part in creating such an ideolcgy. They take part, however, .
not as workers but as socialist theoreticians, as Proudhons and
Weitlinzs; in other words, they talte part only wien they arsa
able, more or less, to acquire the knowledge of thelr age and
develop that krowledge. But 1n order that worying men ray
succeed in this more often, every effort must be made to raise
- The ievel of tne consciousness of the workers in general; it
is necescary that the workers Go not confine themselves to the
artificially restricted limits of "literatures for workers'out
-that they learn t¢ an increasing degree to muster general lit-
erature. It wculd te 2ven truer to say "are not confined”,
instead of "do no%t confine themsalves!, because the worlkers
themselves wish to read and do read al"that Is written for
the intelligentsia, and cnly a feu (bad) incellectuals believe
that it is enough "for workers" to be told a Tfew things about
factory conditions and to have repeated to them over and over
againr what nas long be=n known.

It 1s clear vbat Lenin vould have rejected the line of argument which
dencunces a conference as "elitist" because the discussion would not
have been of much intsres to most kitchen workers, and would rather.
have fought tc extend and d=sepen the =2ducational bac& ground of the
working class t£o the vpoint where it could be re:eyvive tc tize contri-
bution of the revolutionary intellectuals. In present day terms, then,
we think Lenin would have fought as does th2 BMC for free "open admis-
sions" for all workers, opposing the patronlizing anti-intellectualism
of the WSA, which accepts the privilege of higher education feor SuS
scudencs wq*Je 030051n" it for werking reonle.

Whose hLynoerisy?

Lenin's position stands at far remove frcm that of the spirit ani-
mating the caption to the illustration for Shafer's article: "White
neople must follow the lead of, learn from and unite with black workers;
not form groups which exclude them." This ritualistic and essentially
empty obeisance toward werkers takes the place of any real solution
Zo the essentially nmiddle-class composition and petty-bourgecis origin
of the wemen's liperetion movement., Its peity-bourgesic character
remains one of the mzjor rrotlems of the entire ieft teday; we may add
thiat conversations with womoen's liberation memt2rs from Calnesville,
Hew Orleans andé failf-:zssee have slrown them to be well aware of the
noroblem, lhat is nesdad 1s not enpty generaiitiss but an analiysis of
now to build a class-corsclous wonen's movenment., Failure to seriously
confront tnis problem cannot be concealed by hysterical attacks on pol-
itical oppone htS.

For 8D5 to berate women's liberaticon for its lack of working-class
appeal would be corresct if it were not the eressest hypocrisy. For
the same SDS leadership wnich damns Dunbar and her coaference has stated
in the same li?k“ cf NLI that "Co have th 1Pd-world students in the pre-
dominantiy wnite student movement would be a false unity tihat would
weaken the pro-working class studert movement"! The recent decision
thet juniocr or communlty colleges should be "off limits to 3SDI" since
these are predominantly working-class in ciuaracter expresses an identi-~
cal outlicok.: Wnatever one may think, then, of Dunbar's raticnale for
the absernce of Black women workers at her confercnce, 1s it not clear
what tiie SD3 lszadership has gone a thousand stens further and made a
nrinciple out of deliverately exciuvding "third world" and working-class-
derived students frem its organization?

But actually the WSA »nosition is not as paradcxical as it appears:
rather it 13 simply a reflection of those same inacdequacies of PL's pPoi-
itics that iezd 1t to a frantlc and freretic but purely verbtal worker-
tsm--2a recognition that S8D3's politics, under the prascnt SDS leader-

ship, are sinply Incanable of attiracting and holding masses of working-
2lass voutn and to insulate andisclate th2 SDS membership frcom the
criticism that such tactics as the CWSA and the apolitical Work-In would
be bound to receive from themn,

¢t &
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‘For Workinr-Class Pelitics!
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In this article ¢ co nct for a moment mean to suggest that New
Left Notes should abs-ain from criticicm of the politics or current
(cont. on pg. 11)
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lirection of the women's liberation movement., But it 1s vital to re-
zognize that vituperation and slander will never sunplant the need for
1 persuasive and reasoned analysis One of the most striking weaknesses
of Shafer's article is (tvnicall y') the incredibly small amount of spa-
ce she devotes to serious political criticisms. It is cnly in the last
two paragrapbs of her article that she even mentions the basic weakness
of the women's movement--its tendency to see sex rather than class as
the primary division in canitallst socilety. The inadequacies of Dun-
par's rolitics could provide material for several articles: her notion
of a union of housewives and maids ("hcussworkers! union"), her alle-
giance to the position of the Black Panthers that abortion and contra-
~eption cow”tltute geriocide when appiied to Rlacks (a male chauvinist
nosition, viewing Black women as breeders rather than pot=sntial revolu-
tionary fighters who must have freedom of choice, which incldentally
seems also to he the position of the SDS leadershiv), her espouszl of
separate femal@ trade unlons rather than militant rank and file strug=-
gle to ccmbat male chauvinism in the present unicn mov rement.  Our pur-
pose must be to subject wrong ideas to serious Marxist. ecriticism in
order to win women over to Larx¢sm not to "use these attacks on Rox-
anne Dunbar to'smear the Yomen's Ll“eration Movement" as a whole (quote
from Alan ‘leber's letter), Vhat Snafer has cone, with the assistance
of the editors of New Left Notes, has been to direct an indiscriminate
and sometimes slandzrous attack or. Dunbar in order to imply that the
sntire women's l;be“at:pn movement 1s not just heterngeneous, middle-
z1ass ara frequently wrong but is an agent of the ruling CLaSS elitist
-nd racist, and ther=zby to excuse SD3's insufficient inte”vent¢on into
“he movement and SDS's present 111 reputation among militant women. Its
intention is to console SDS members whce are concerned over the organie
zation's obviously declining state, But SDS leadership is always talk-
ing about "sectarianism” (by which they usually mean discussing peoliti-
cal ideas) vut the Shafer article embodies sectarianism of the worst
znd most cynical sort, with an attitude and line that cannot but cons-
titute a serious impediment to future SDS work in the women's liberation
ovement. '

PERSPLCTIVES ON THE CANPUS WORK STOPPACE MOVEMENT

Most of the students participating in the general campus strike
wuring the Cambodia-zent crisis realized that the strike had to be -
srread to other sections of society or disintezrate. Tbus, in campuses
throusghout the country (e.g. Berkeley, Stan "ord, Harvard, Columbla, dew

ork Univerzity and the Uew Schocl) work stopnage commlttees were form-
d to work for a general labor anti-war atrike. Perhiars nore important-
_y, these grcuns provoked a positlve response among anti.war trade
unionists. Tor example, a couple of hundred trade union activists from
a wide variety of unions participated in two mass meetings organized
ny the New School Work Stoppaze Comm¢tteu. ‘

Pole for Student Acti St
i Studert Anxiliary to the Lrads *nion Bureaucracy?

Labor interest in the studont a*t*—war moverient has not been limnit-
> to rank-and-file militants. ILiberal trade union bureaucrats, notably
“ictor Gotbauvm, head of the New York State, County and Municipal Work-
crs, and David Livinzston, head of the New York Distritutive Workers,
l:ave also discovered thie need to work with the student movement. Dur-
ing the crisis, trade union bureauvcrats such as Gotbhaum and Livingston
moved to establlsh a "Labor-Student Coszlition™.

For the liberal labor buresauvcrats, their "labor-studsnt coalition"
l:as three purposes: a) to under-cut left (anti-war) opposition within
their own unions, Most orf these unions have black or Puerto Rican or

“hite collar constituencies and for the bureaucracy to take a Meanyite
yosition on the war would greatly strengthen internal onposition., b)io
3stablish a reputation as "progressive, democratic" labor leaders and
rarner middie-class libtersal supvecrt strengthening their position within
the labcor movement. 1It's an open sascret that Gotbaum is out to replace
Van Arsdale as head of the New York City Central Labor Council, and c¢)
to keep the radical studsnt movement within the "mainstream™of American
nolitics.

And how did the anti wer labor brreaucrats relate to the student
s0rk stoppage groups? To begia witi, they sguelched the Impulse toward
(cont., on pg. 12)
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inti-war labor strikas and transformed 1t into a simple rallv., Dy now
chis truth should be obvious to those, such as the Workers' League, who
oelizved and argued that the rally was a step toward a generel strike.
It was a deliberate substifute for anti-war strilke acticn., However,
even the celebrated rally was a tcxen affair. Organizing the members
o tae sponsocoring unions was done perfurncinrily. Thne rally was held
during iunch hours and nc arrassements were made for workers to take
the afternoon off, so thal worxers wsre expected to run down and back
over their lunch break. ileedless to say, the turnout was »noor and was,
at best, half tn2 nunber invclved in the pro-Nixen rally organized oy
t.e bullding trades union the previous day--ons ¢f the very few times
een A r;g13~wlﬁ5 counter demonstration has out-numbered an antl-war
»ally in New York City. The rally was Jjust about tne least the buresau-
srats involved could do and still nainteain their reputation as anti-war
Labor leaders

A The political content of the rally was to bulld surport for llver-
=1 anti-war candidates, presernting tiae lilke of Paul O'Dwyer, Democratic
“arty hopeful for senator. Under the gulse of niting students with
wator, the trad2 union burecucracy is slat2d to nlay 2 major role in
oringing the radical student movement back tc raspectable bourgeois
polities. Victor CGotbaum and David Livingston are tne Fugene M"Carthz’s
of 1370,
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strike to that lahoer rally without accomplishin

veing sure wiat one 1is trylng to accomplish., What zre we trying to do?
the events during the Canpbodie-~Kent cricis made 1€ cbvious thet no sec-
tior of the tradz uvinlion tureaucraszsy is geoing to or ize a general enti-
war strike or otherwize pursue ralical onclicies., delore the power cf
organized labor can L2 effectively turned against the ruling cWasD the
existing trade uniocn Liresucracy nas fo be threwn out and ranlaced bj
radical wur&ov(. ;rimarv task of the work stoppasz groups is to
contribute to the 2ei of Lhrowing tie bureaucrats out aad reoTacing
then xitﬁ rad cal workevs. Gu“ ma;L job is to heln our vworxer comrades
Lecore the lenders of tihe American 1abor movenent.

Poward Pcli®lical ard Oreanizational Unity

- e A S WA | cputnn + g p————

Excent for U.S, imperizliism, the concent of an alliance or coali-
tion imnlies a tuo way stree! £ is net enough that students wisn to
unite with workers. Thzare st alsc be workers interested in the stu-
dent mecvement. In othne studenis can ubc unite with workers pu-
rely througn their own s Walkinz on ricket line or handing
out leallets at a factory is not a "work r-student alliance"., At best,

i1t is an attenpt ©o bulla one. ‘orker-student unity requires irndivicdual
(cont. on pg. 13)
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WHEZRE WE STAKRD

The Fevolutionary Marxist Caucus is the left opposition in SDS
fighting for an aggressive socialist policy in contrast to the nar-
! row social work apnroach cf the PL-controllad leadarshin. Reject-
" ing campus parochialism, we seeck to bulld an SDS wihich can provide
a militant leadership for all major socilal struggles, narticularly
those centered around the labor movement., We want to intervene in
thase struggles with a radical soclalist program through which we
can recruit other revolutionary workers and students., Imrportant
eleménts of our program are 2 treak with the capitalist parties
and formation of a worker's party; & shorter work weekx with no de-
i nréase in pa7y to eliminate unemnlo"ment' cpposition to raciai op-

rescion, particularly within the labor mcvemert; lebor strikes
agalnst the Viet Ham war and other manl eStaulCﬂb of U.S, imperial-
v ism; defense of all left groupq against police repression (the Pan-
thers and Weathermen); for a cmasb analy°1s of sexual and racial
~oppression. ‘

Tne needl Por a revolutionary cocialist youtn organ iaat on, i
oven to all politicsl terdencles scekling revolutionw ry change, was |
clearly demonstrated by the recent spontanesus upsurge of students
and workers over the Cambodlan and ¥ent State crises., lNelther SDS
nor any other left group was abtle tc provide militant leaaevship
and diresction to tie movement. Only an organization offering seri-
ous political 32222253;:§§_"an lzad the anti-war movement to & mass
oppositior. azgains®t the capitalist state., We call upon all those ;
who see the need for a militant sncislist poliicy to join and support |
the Revolutlonary Marxist Caucus!

trell, Newsletter cditor Mlark Tishman, RMC Coordinator|
(S5 Art Studonts League, Spartacist) (lew School SDS, S artaulsu) !
2 ol ] p
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iers who are en; aged in continuous organized activity with students.
Tais, in turn, reqa*res a comnmon organization of workers and students,

such as the Wow’e“s' Action group, or & uritad front cf worker and stu-
dent organizatlions. If such organigzetions are to exist beyond partic-

2lar strugple situations they rust be based on a political program cha-
red by the workers and studeats involvad.

Some of us who have been active in the campus work stcoppage groups

ars now Uvrking in the dNew York Workers' fction group. Yorkers' Acztion
is a naticnal organlization of radical ftrace unicnisis and their suppcrt-

ers, thCL Lﬂ raes students. lajor elements of its program are the
Immediate end unconditionzl withdrawal ol U.S. troops {rom Indecnina
and lzbor strikes agsinst the vwar and otlhier manifestations of American
imnmerialism; a shorter work week with no decrease in pay tc eliminate
un=smployment ; cprosition to racial orprescsiocn, particularly within the
labor movement; and a dDreak with the two capitalist parties and forma-
tion of a worlers' party and a woriers' government.

We urge all stulents and student groups that generally agree with
this program and want to worx with renk-arnd-file union oppositionists
to support and participate in the activities of Workers' Action.

Wi
L
[

Roger Aarons, Peggy Dorfnan Jark Tishman

David Wagner dew School ‘Ylork Stoppage Comm,
Colunktia Work Stopnage Comnm, Workers' Acticn

Worlzers' Action , Spartaclist League

(for mcere info. about Workers' iction, write: Action, Box 213, Canal
Station, Wew York, W,Y. 20013)

, ,
; CCNTLNTS ! JOIN THE HAC!

; The Dirty Colonial War.........1l

? Stalinism in Bo3tONeeseeeevee..1 | Send all letters, comments and
' 3DE and Women's Liberation.....”? membersiip appiicaticns to:

2 Perspectives on the Campus RMC Newsletter,

| Wiork Ztopnage CommitteesS.....ll ¢,/o Mark Tirhran

{ Where Ve StanC.eevieseeeosseseall Box 454, Cooper Station

| New York, W._. 10003
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