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The Ghetto
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] | Largest of life’s man-made hells
f I was concieved by the dark side
‘ ] of White America’s mind
| | My voices are not unheard
| but crushed —
i Anger is measured and branded
l | while truth fans the flames of the hopeless
| My borders were erected
| out of guilt and fear
' 1| A forced lifestyle
l ; | in a desert of unawareness
{ I am maintained by a Monster I ‘{m, |l
that eats potential while it shits a controlled hope f 0
The emptiness of smiling on cue
| agreeing on demand
I am the cancer that will consume America

unless a geat change is made L] ‘I‘
’ f I feed on hopelessness %
“ Awareness is my cure ‘

{1 'i while violence is the deathbed for all dreams. U]

f [ am the Ghetto 1
1’ Whatever response - the alternative is mine
1

|
mmmmmmwm il

America’s Prison
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, ‘ High walled heaven e
“_ I demented minds |
Do the system’s thing
attaining an excuse
i Manhood
on the wings of misery
\ ‘ Enforcing a myth
i Re-habilitation
| More often than not-
Criminals.

High walled hell
choked spirits
See a sick control
a system nude
Recommited to escaping
the bullshit myth
] Enforced re-habilitation
| More often than not- f
H! ! Victims.
bt i
| 4' — !
1t
v |
}‘ "& { |
: Son of Iceman
h O you Sons of Iceman, how many must die before

you too learn Pride walks not in Limbo nor will it dwell;on
In-man Street. £

e

O my brothers lost, when will you know Manhood seeké | 1
not the shelter of your acceptance, but would rather its oWm | /] 1hi) L
chamber. L |

I
Is that gained acceptance, the oppressor's approval ‘ !
vital enough, is your escape balm enough, that you hear not
the agony of the still captured?

O you Sons of Iceman, encased in your desire to be
accepted rests the perpetuation of your less fortunate
brother’s turmoil.

‘l‘ “ O you Black captives, ‘allow the ice to be consumed by

|
Vil the fire of unity and thereby understand the past and present
!‘“ I course of White America.
i
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e Movement:

Where DoWe Go FromHere?

Jack Weinberg and Jack Gerson

The split that occurred at the SDS national convention should have come as no real surprise: it was
the logical culmination of processes long at work inside the organization. Its significance goes far
beyond the simple fact that the Progressive Labor Party and its followers are no longer in the same
organization as the old SDS national leadership and its followers.

Until only a few years ago, SDS in its overwhelming
majority was anti-centralist and anti-ideological. Action
was all that really counted, Marxism was rejected as
“O1d Left.” The working class was seen as non-existent,
irrelevant or bought-off.

Community organizing and participatory democracy
were the key phrases which defined the organization.
Neither had much substance. Of the hundreds of com-
munity organizing projects initiated, very few were able
to claim even modest success. No attempt was ever made
to define participatory democracy, and the term was
used to describe everything from group therapy sessions
and student participation on rules committees to
Castro’s ability to stand up at a rally and communicate
with the Cuban masses.

When the question was posed, “Which groups in soci-
ety are a potential force for social change?,” most
SDS’ers saw the answer to be students together with an
ever-changing succession of theoretical allies: intellec-
tuals, poor people, the black community, the ‘“new
working class.”

1. THE QUEST FOR IDEOLOGY

SDS began to develop politically, but not in a social
vacuum. In society at large, the decay of the American
capitalist social order was expressing itself with increas-
ing intensity. A black movement came into being: grow-
ing, becoming increasingly militant, breaking through
the bounds set by a pacifist religious leadership, express-
ing itself in spontaneous ghetto uprisings, developing the
concepts of black pride and then black power, develop-
ing black revolutionary organizations which were becom-
ing increasingly political and increasingly respected in
the black community. E

At the same time, a small “‘consensus war” in Viet-
nam escalated into a mammoth drain of American troops
and resources. A movement against the war developed,
initiated by SDS and other student militants, and spread
into all sections of the population. Though the initial
appeal of the anti-war movement was based on pacifism
and moralism, increasingly—particularly among students
and blacks—an anti-imperialist consciousness began to
develop.

For growing numbers, the struggle against the Viet-
nam war, and the struggle for black liberation, exposed
the nature of the American capitalist state, and led to
the understanding that it must be overthrown. All this
time, a growing restlessness and rebelliousness was de-
veloping among students in particular and young people
in general.

Propelled both by the escalating crisis in American
society and by the manifest bankruptcy of its early
liberal, reform-oriented approach, SDS politics went
through a very rapid evolution to the left, from left-
liberal protest in 1964 (*‘Part of the Way with LBJ”), to
anti-imperialist resistance in 1967, to varieties of anti-
capitalist revolutionism today. What began as a_move-
ment in many ways resembling a super-idealistic chil-
dren’s crusade to save the world, was becoming increas-
ingly grim and increasingly serious.

No longer could movement activists expect to be
received as idealistic if misguided children; the stakes
had been raised. The vigorous campaign of calumny and
slander directed agiinst the SDS by ruling class media
and institutions, the growing climate of repression across
the country, forced the radical movement to take itself—
and as a result its ideas -more seriously. The need for
some idea of where day-to-day activities will lead and
how they can help to bring about the desired social
changes; the need for a political perspective which offers

solve all theoretical and practigal problems.

This illusion merely served to retard the growth of
real substantive analysis inside the organizati SDS

work off the campus was to be the province of PL itself.
The sole extra-campus excursion which PL outlined for
SDS was the annual summer Work-In project, designed
to teach students abouf the working class, to bring
together potential PL recruits for an intensive mmlnf
program, and to convince at least a few to stay on as P!
industrial cadres.

The National Collective, on the other hand, called
upon SDS to build a Revolutionary Youth Movement
against imperialism. Though paying lip-service to- a
working-class perspective (a necessity, after if one
claims to be a Marxist-Leninist), it conceived of such a

activists found themselves obliged to reject every exist-
ing synthesis, new or old, every concrete expression of
crystallized politics, as a threat to the mythical ideology
that was ever just about to jell.

When it became app that this h gt , all-
encompassing theoretical synthesis was in fact not going
to appear, the movement began to cast about for per-
spectives to import.

Since its earliest days, the majority of the new left
has reflected a strong romantic affinity with Castro and
Che Guevara, with Ho Chi Minh, with Mao, and with
others similarly locked in combat with American im-
perialism and involved in a real or imagined process of
revolutionizing their society.

More recently, despite the fact that SDS, the radical
movement as a whole, and the general acceptability of
radical ideas had all been growing, the unevenness of the
radicalization process in its effect on the various sectors
of the American population has faced the radical move-
ment, and particularly the SDS, with a growing sense of
isolation.

In the context of this sense of isolation from the bulk
of the American people, under the impact of a great
hunger for political identity, the affinity felt by most
SDS’ers for revolutionary leaderships in the Third World
was increasingly transformed into a primary identifica-
tion. Revolutionary models abstracted out of national
liberation struggles in the neo-colonial world, out of
guerrilla les in the und loped ies, were
put forward as paradigms for the American movement.

primarily as a support group for the black
struggle.

PL, beginning as the. more experienced, more serious,
and better-disciplined group, made considerable headway
in their struggle with the National Collective. The
Worker-Student Alliance Caucus grew. However, their
intense factional sectarianism made them extremely un-
popular with much of the radical movement. Their mode
of operation was to attack viciously and do their best to
destroy anything and everything they did not control; it
became impossible for any group to work with i’L
without politically deferring to them. SDS chapters in
which the WSA had a base split into WSA and anti-WSA
caucuses, with increasingly little relationship to one
another.

Moreover, since PL had an organizational existence
external to and independent of SDS, its members were
capable of functioning within SDS on the basis of a
perspective specific to SDS. PL members did not receive
their primary political and organizational identity from
SDS. Nor was it necessary for them to fight for the
implementation of their entire program or their ideology
as a whole in SDS. Their political training, their trade
union ive, their ity action p i
all were channeled through PL itself.

But the National Collective had no such external
« jzational exi As bers of the NC devel-
oped their politics, each idea, each perspective, each
program was automatically viewed as an idea, a perspec-
tive, a program for SDS as a whole. As they came to view
themselves as “revolutionary communists,” it became
necessary for them to project SDS as a revolutionary

the political ideas of Castro, Che, Regis Debray and Mao
were virtually ized and hanicall i d
upon the US scene, - - .

As these ideolo%ical developments were taking place,

the Progressive Labor Party (PL) entered SDS. PL was
originally formed as a pro-Chinese split-off from the
American Communist Party. It styled itself as the Ameri-
can r ive of Maoism, while itting:itself to
a modified version of the trade union perspective it
inherited from the old CP. It was with the entrance of
PL and its trade union perspective that the working class
became a serious topic of debate within SDS.

The initial reaction to PL among indigenous SDS’ers
was extremely hostile. PL members were viewed as
“disciplined external cadre.” However, SDS members at
the same time found it very difficult to defeat PL
politically. As PL became an increasing political threat,
the SDS drew together for the first time around a
national leadership, which mustered support by project-
ipg a need for unity in the face of PL. This leadership
was built around members of SDS national and regional
staffs, and came to be called the National Collective.

As debate sharpened between the National Collective
and PL, both claimed to be “the true revolutionary com-
munists.” PL advanced their politics as the true, con-
sistent and scientific embodiment of Marxism-Leninism—
a term now generally used as a synonym for Maoism,
But the PLers were unable to hold on to a monopoly
over Chairman Mao. Especially in the wake of the Chi-
nese “Cultural Revolution,” China, Mao and the Red
Book became more and more popular within much of
the new left. China, portrayed by US foreign policy as
the world center of evil incarnate, was, not surprisingly,
attractive to the developing anti-imperialist sentiment in
SDS. The National Collective moved to preempt the PL
threat by out-Maoing it; within a short time, each side
was proclaiming that its politics and only its politics was

some way out of the societal i which liberali
can only seek to cover up; neither could any longer be
avoided by most in the movement. As every struggle
became more bitter, it was only a commitment to radical
politics which could sustain activity.

As SDS members began to search for political defini-
tion during this period of rapid flux, their first efforts
were colored by the anti-ideological flavor of the new
left. In an ad hoe fashion, each new stage of the various
movement emerging in American society, each new
phase of the unfolding crisis, was analyzed as an eternal
attribute of the world. As a result of this empiricism,
just-developing theory tended to enshrine yesterday’s
reality; already becoming obsolete as a description of the
present, it was irrelevant to an understanding of future
developments.

Soon “anti-ideology™ as an ideology was tran: formed
into “the quest for 1n ideology” as an ideology. But the
growing consciousness of the need for an overall political
perspective did not automatically create one.

The myth abounded that SDS, out of its own experi-
ence, was on the verge of developing a uniquely Ameri-
can and fundamentally new political synthesis. It took
the form of a belief that a theoretical panacea would
somehow descend fully formed from the clouds, be
accepted immediately by the entire organization, and

the genuine embodiment of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism.
Thus PL’s presence in SDS had the effect of accelerat-
ing the political development which had already) bee

In addition, due to the looseness of SDS structure,
and to the fact that the organization has never had a
tradition of leadership being elected on a political basis
(except in the negative sense of voting against someone’s
politics), the leadership felt free to put forward its newly
developing ideas as the official politics of SDS. On this
basis, a network of contacts across the country was set
up, composed of people in general agreement with the
ideas put forward by the national office. Although’the
outlook and perspectives of the National Collective had
only Very sketchily been worked out, these people began

to “educate” the bership of SDS to the
“real SDS point of view,” to begin turning the SDS into
their revolutionary party.

SDS as the national political expression of the move-
ment, of radical student activism as a whole, had already
begun to die. %

2.CHICAGO AND THE SPLIT

As the 1969 SDS national convention approached,
SDS members across the country became increasingly
aware that the fight between PL and the National Collec-
tive was coming to a head. There was a general awareness
that the convention was going to signify a turning point
in SDS and in the movement as a whole. But few had a
clear idea as to what form that turn would take or where
it would lead. 5

Not only the SDS leadership, but most independent
forces in the organization considered PL a threat. Most
were willing to submerge other political differences in a
united attempt to decisively defeat PL.

The first real test of strength at the convention came
over the adoption of the agenda. The national leadership,
calling themselves the R ionary Youth ,
or RYM, proposed an agenda consisting almost entirely
of panel discussions from the podium. Almost no pgo-
visions had been made for workshops, or for any other
procedure whicth would allow, participation by rank and
file del RYM leaders d that it was the job of

underway. In the bitter faction fight, lines d
PL’s at least inal p ion of a coh world view
was an important initial advantage. In the fight against
PL, leadership rapidly shifted toward those who could at
least assume the fos!ure of having their own worked-out
political point of view. Ideas which had for years been
floating around within the movement were pulled in and
stuck together using the rhetoric of Marxism-Lenini

the leadership to educate the rank and file, that people
wanted to hear the contending positions first hand, that
there were a lot of new ple at the convention
were likely to be confused or even duped in workshops
where the leadership wasn’t around to set things straight,
and thus that kshops were irresponsibl 2%
Ce pt for the rank and file; the conception of a

Maoism for glue. :

Dialectical materialism, the rigorous and scientific
methodology of Marxism, was transmuted into rhetoric,
a magical mumbo-jumbo which could rationalize all
inconsistencies, all leaps of illogic. Rhetoric and postur-
ing filled the void left by the failure of the SDS
develop its own ideological super-panacea. The quest for
ideology was over. Holding aloft the Thoughts of Chair-
man Mao, the SDS national leadership proclaimed
that the Holy Grail had been found.

PL’s perspective for SDS was to build a Worker-
Student Alliance, that is, to organize students around
issues which ‘‘serve the interests of the working class.”
They wanted SDS to remain a student organization, con-
fining itself ‘and its struggles primarily to the campus—

convention transformed into a stage show, into a mam-
moth university lecture hall; the explicit admission of
the national office that politics were to be confined to a
struggle between already established elites—the RYM
leaders came across as if they were deliberately trying to
drive away all but their most loyal, dedicated support.
People were being asked to vote on whether or not they
were easily duped simpletons. In response, PL was able
to present itself as the incarnation of participation and
democracy.

PL’s alternate agenda won. But the closeness of the
vote, even though about one-third of the delegates had
come committed to the PL-dominated WSA caucus,
indicated just how solid the “anti-PL at all costs” senti-
ment was. RYM viewed the contest as revealing their
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weakness, but it démonstrated their strength—it indi-
cated the size of the base who would follow RYM
against PL no matter what.

After subsequent votes and amendments, what was
essentially a compromise agenda was finally adopted.
But all attempts to open up panel discussions to points
of view outside of both RYM and PL were defeated by
their combined forces. PL’s fight to “open up the con-
vention” was in no way meant to open it up to anyone
besides themselves. 5 -

As the convention progressed, it became clear that for
those outside of the orbits of both RYM and PL, an
aggressive and disciplined organizational effort was re-
quired for even a losing battle to get one’s point of view
expressed. The Independent Socialist Clubs (ISC) were
the only group at the convention outside of the major
factions which was able to wage a sustained political
opposition of any sort. SDS had developed into an arena
in which only organized and coherent tendencies with
their own cadre could even hope to compete. y

During the first two days of the converjtion, every dis-
cussion of whatever topic—women’s liberation, racism,
imperialism, the Red Guards, etc.—was dominated by the
faction fight between RYM and PL. Every possible pre-

text was used for attacks and counter-attacks, chants and
counter-chants. All politics were subordinated to the
struggle to discredit PL: PL won some support during
several of the panels, not because of its point of view,
but simply because its representatives at least appeared
to be trying to deal in a substantive political fashion
with the topic at hand; the RYM speakers concentrated
on hysterical denunciations.

Many of the delegates wére dismayed by the fact that
the concrete political guestions before the convention
were _not taken seriously by the leaders of the faction
fight. Many of the women delegates who were com-
mitted to the women’s liberation movement felt that
women's liberation was di d at the ion
merely to be used as a tool in the factional struggle.

Resentment about the leadership’s manipulation of
of the women’s liberation issue came to a boil during a
speech by a representative of the Black Panther Party,
who reiterated the concept of “pussy power.” ‘“Pussy
power” i§ ostensibly a program for women; it tells them
that the way to help the revolution is to refuse to sleep
with any but revolutionary men. A great hue and cry
went up from the audience—male chauvinism has be-
come a much more sensitive point in the movement than
it was when Eldridge Cleaver introduced the concept of
“pussy power’’ some time ago.

The Panther speaker, taken aback, went on to try to
justify himself, instead of apologizing, and only made it
worse, Chants of “Fight male chauvinism” rang through-
out the hall; only the most hard core RYM supporters
remained silent. A few even supported the Panther
speaker, chanting “Power to the Vanguard!” As the
chants continued, the Panther’s self-defense became
more vigorous. Finally he charged that PL was respons-
ible for the chants, which he said were just one more
manifestation of PL’s anti-Panther attitude. Needless to
say, the RYM side of the faction fight once more came
off as poorly as it possibly could.

As the convention continued, tension grew. Teams of
security guards—RYM members wearing green armbands
—roamed the hall. As things heated up, they too began
to play a factional role. In clearing the aisles and main-
taining order, a difficult task in any case, they selectively
h d factional opp , giving control of the floor
microphones to RYM. At one point, a fist fight between
a few PL members and some security guards threatened
to lead to a free-for-all.

By the third day of the convention, a number of
PLers and WSAers had begun wearing faction buttons on
their shoulders; a counter-security force had been cre-
ated. Both sides were organized to fight, or at least to
defend th if y. The ingredi for an
explosion had all been assembled.

Debate on resolutions was supposed to begin on the
third day, The discussions had just lgotten. underway
when it was announced that the Black Panther Party had
an urgent message to present to the convention. A Pan-
ther representative took the stand and, after a few pre-

liminary remarks—essentially trying to smooth over the"

“pussy power” fiasco from the previous day—read a
statement in the name of the Black Panther Party, the
Brown Berets, and the Young Lords Organization:

“After long study and investigation of Students for a
Democratic Society and the Progressive Labor Party in
particular, we have come to the conclusion that the Pro-
gressive Labor Party has deviated from Marxist-Leninist
ideology on the National Question and the right of self-
i PP people.

“We demand that by the conclusion of the national
convention of the SDS that the PLP .change its position
on the right of self-determination and stand in concert
with the oppressed peoples of the world and begin to
follow a true Marxist-Leninist ideology . . .

determi of

-

white uhegirwith the liberals Zguirming, but loving it.

The expulsion of PL was put to SDS as a test of
whether or not they were racist. However fully SDS
supports the Panthers, this appeal to an external author-
ity in resolving an internal conflict could not but be a
violation of the group’s integrity. It was sad that the
“Black Panther Party had come to play this role.

When the Panther finished speaking, a representative
of PL was given an opportunity to respond. For a while,
it seemed that the crisis was about to pass. It had looked
as though a decisive step toward a split would follow
immediately upon the conclusion of the Panther speech.
Emotions were then at their high point. When PL was
permitted to respond (they demanded that right as the
price for keeping order among their members), the
convention seemed to be back on its old track. Recogni-
tion of their right to respond appeared to be a recogni-
tion of their still being part of the movement, and thus
seemed to contradict their just having been written out.
A feeling of relief passed through the hall. The PL
spokesman, after answering the charges and restating
PL’s position, stepped down.

A series of procedural motions followed—to recess
for caucusing, to proceed, to adjourn for the day. One
representative of the University of Wisconsin SDS took
the mike and charged that an attempt.was being made to
split the organization. He proclaimed his opposition to
such a split, and asked those who were for it to raise
their hands. Few hands went up. The procedural hassle
continued. -

Suddenly the green armband monitors grabbed all
floor mikes and carried them up onto the front stage.
Mike Klonsky and Berhadine Dohrn, the outgoing SDS
national secretary and inter-organizational secretary, and
RYM leaders, took the podium. First Klonsky pro-
claimed that something had to be done; most of what he
said was inaudible beneath the shouting that was going
on. Then Dohrn announced: “It’s clear that we can’t
work in the same group as an organization that hates the
Black Panthers and opposes self-determination.” The
two then led a walk-out of RYM supporters to discuss
in caucus what to do.

Little happened in the plenary proper after the walk-
out. Sufficient politically developed ar ' ind d
forces to oppose PL did not exist, and of course the
positions of PL and WSA had already been arrived at.
The overriding atmosphere was one of marking time,
waiting to find out what RYM was going to do. Mean-
while, since it had become clear that the real life was at
the caucus meeting, independent and non-affiliated
SDSers drifted over in increasing numbers.

Within the caucus, most of the time was spent devel-
oping support for the expulsion of PL. A large propor-
tion of those who joined the walkout did so because:
they felt they either had to do that or become an appen-
dage of PL. They chose RYM as a lesser evil. Others

. drifted into it when they found that most of the people

they felt they could work with were there. Some others
came in to fight against the split—knowing that, if it
occurred, they would definitely not be able to work
with the PL section, and possibly not, at least for very
long, with the RYM part either.

While the split perspective began as a definite minor-
ity, it gained strength. Many who originally chose RYM
as a lesser evil, and who were originally against the split,
found themselves getting used to the idea, and began
developing an affinity for the new grouping. One bloc of
SDSers proclaimed that if PL were not expelled, they
would Jeave SDS and build a new organization based on
RYM politics. The threat was taken setiously. This, the
Panther ultimatum, the problems everyone had had in
trying to work with PL, and just the process of getting
used to the idea, all had their impact. Support for getting
rid of PL grew. !

Eventually, the RYM caucus adopted a political state-
ment including two “principles of unity,” and declared
that PL and the WSA as a whole were expelled:

1. We support the struggles of the black and Latin colo-
nies within the U.S. for national liberation, and we
recognize those nations’ rights to self-determination (in-
cluding the right to political secession, if they desire it).

2. We support the struggle for national liberation of the
people of South Vietnam, led by t'lie Nat_ianaln Liberation

¥

ings—a veritable build-up of b_on:der troops. This had the
effect, of course, of solidarizing the people on each
side—each group was portrayed to the other as a ruthless
enemy with which one might be forced to do physical
battle.

Finally, on the evening of the fourth day, the border
was closed. Those in the WSA section were told that
RYM was making its final decision on what it would do
and therefore would not let anyone out to divulge their
plans prematurely. War appeared imminent. The WSA
expected that RYM would attempt to use force to drive
out the WSA/ The WSAers in turn were prepared to
defend themselves.

Then RYM marched in. But all they wanted was the
podium. PL surrendered it without a fight. Then with
the RYM forces surrounding the inside of the hall, with
the security forces on each!side maintaining order among
their people, Bernadine Dohrn proclaimed the famous
“principles of unity,” declared that PL had been ex-
pelled from SDS, and led her troops out.

Both groups held press conferences declaring them-
selves the real SDS and denouncipg the other. The RYM
group stated: “The 1969 SDS convention has been one
of the most important in our history . .. we have ex-
pelled members of the Progressive Labor Party from our
ranks. We have taken this action because of Progressive
Labor Party’s objectively racist and counter-revolution-
ary positions and actions.”

The WSA convention declared: ““Last night a minority
group faction of the Students for a Democratic Society
National Convention split off from the original . . . How-
ever, there is only one SDS. This meeting in the Coli-
seum is the 1969 National Convention of SDS . . . We of
this convention repudiate the disgraceful anti-communist
and anti-working class attacks of this splinter group’s
leadership on the Progressive Labor Party, the Worker-
Student Alliance caucus, and in fact all members of SDS
regardless of their positions on various other questions.”

The RYM-led group reconvened in a large church; the
PL-led group continued its meeting at the Coliseum.
Both adopted programs and resolutions, both elected
three secretaries and eight National Interim Committee
(NIC) members. The RYM group held on to the old
National office, the mailing and contact lists, and all
other material resources and property of the national
organization. Both groups put out issues of the SDS
bulletin New Left Notes in the original format—RYM
numbered its issue vol. 4 no. 23, WSA numbered its
vol. § no. 1. At the national level, at least, the split was
complete; the old SDS was gone.

3. STALINISM AND THE NEW LEFT

The functioning of PL and the National Collective
prior to the split can best be described as a symbiotic
relationship. Each served as the other’s best recruiting
sergeant. The National Office would point to the ex-
treme dogmatism, sectarianism, and anti-intellectuatism
of PL, which in-its turn would cite the NO’s anti-
organizational, anti-ideological, personality brand of
politics. The relationship was by no means static, how-
ever; as PL’s more serious approach made headway, the
NO began to adopt certain aspects of it. Unfortunately,
the worst aspects of PL—Stalinism, dogmatism, anti-
intellectualism, physical intimidation—were the charac-
teristics which rubbed off. i

PL’s methods of operation created a situation in
which groups in which PL was active but not dominant
found it almost impossible to function—which in turn
made PL very disliked, not only by those it proclaims to
be its enemies, but also by most of the broad rank and
file it would like to attract.

This is the dynamic which initially united the organi-
zation around the leadership of the National Collective.
It enabled the National Collective to consolidate itself
politically while maintaining its organizational control.
It also created a base within the organization at large,
particularly within the immobilized and already split
chapters, which would support organizational efforts to
get rid of PL.

Unfortunately, the desire to get rid of PL which per-
meated the SDS at the same time reinforced and was
used to justify and propagate the Stalinist organizational
concepts which were developing within the National
Coll . The glorification of leadership, the principle

Front and the South Vi P
ary Government. We also support the Democratic Re-
public of Vietnam, led by President Ho Chi Minh, as well
as the Democratic Republic of China, the People’s Re-
publics of Korea and Albania, and the Republic of
Cuba, all waging fierce struggles against U.S. imperialism.
We support the right of all peoples to pick up the gun to
[free themselves from the brutal rule of U.S. imperialism.
The Progressive Labor Party has attacked every revo-
lutionary nationalist struggle of the black and. Latin
people in the U.S. as being racist and reactionary. For
example, they have attacked open admission, black
studies, community control of police and schools, the

“If the PLP i its eg ic policies and Black Panther Party and their “breakfast for children”
revisionist behavior, they will be idered as program, and the League of Revolutionary Black Work-
ers.

revolutionary traitors and will be dealt with as such.

“SDS will be judged by the company they keep and
the efficiency and effectiveness with which they deal
with b is facti in their ization.”

Tht statement was then followed by a vigorous
impromptu denunciation of PL; the entire hall was elec-
tric. Quite obviously, PL was being read out of SDS. The
only question that remained was what form the expul-
sion would take.

For about an hour, the attack on PL continued—

iation after d iation. Many of the literature
tables set up aronnd the hall were taken down in fear of
an imminent brawl. The PL-WSA security guards scur-
ried around calming down their members, who other-
wise would certainly have broken up the meeting. The
RYM security forces were likewise working overtime,
guarding the speakers platform and monitoring their
own people.

The scene was an ugly one. The Black Panther Party
was doing the dirty work of the RYM leadership, who
themselves could not have successfully pulled off a split
or expulsion. The Panther appeal was not made on the
basis of politics. It was rather an appeal to the most
spineless attributes of the white movement. It was remi-
niscent of a scene much more common a few years
back, that of a black militant lacerating an audience of

The Progressive Labor Party has attacked Ho Chi
Minh, the National Liberation Front of South Vietnam,
the revolutionary government of Cuba~all leaders of the
people’s struggles for freedom against U.S. imperialism.

The Progressive Labor Party, because of its positions
and p { is objectively racist, i- ist, and
reactionary. PLP has also in principle and practice re-
fused to join the struggle against male supremacy. It has
no place in SDS, an organization of revolutionary youth.

For these reasons, which have manifested themselves
in practice all over the country, as well as at this conven-
tion, and because the groups we look to around the
world for leadership in the fight against U.S. imperialism,
including the Black Panther Party and the Brown Berets,
urge us to do so, SDS feels it is now necessary to rid
ourselves of the burden of allowing the politics of the
Progressive Labor Party to exist within our organization,
Progressive Labor Party members and all people who do
not accept the above two principles are no longer mem-
bers of SDS.

Throughout the period during which both groups
were meeting separately in the same building, the same
rumor was spread at both meetings. Each was told that
members of the other group were preparing to charge
into their meeting and break it up. Both sides massed

security personnel at the door separating the two meet-

that any opposition is a form of disruption, the notion
that “enemies” within your organization are to be dealt
with by any mean3 necessary, fair or foul—all were made
palatable by the extreme unpopularity of PL.

Splits and expulsi are i y, and
often desirable, in even the most democratic organiza-
tions, But particularly for expulsions, the disciplined
position of the organization must first be established,
charges of subsequent violations in action must be
leveled, and the right to a political defense or appeal must
be granted.

If the rights of minority points of view are not guar-
anteed, expulsion only too easily becomes a tool used by
a threatened leadership to maintain itself and its position
bureaucratically, by getting rid of its opponents.

When bureaucratic methods of operation become the

ished p dure” within an c ization, political
life among the rank and file stagnate@tTo even tenta-
tively entertain, much less to fight for, an unaccepted
and perhaps heretical idea, is then very possibly to offer
grounds for expulsion, which is generally coupled with
the stigma of being labelled counter-revolutionary by
your former friends and comrades. In such an atmo-
sphere, a conscious creation of the leadership in all
established Stalinist parties, the rank and file learns to
keep its mind closed and its mouth shut.

Long predominant in PL, the Stalinist organizational
methodologies rapidly crystallizing within the RYM SDS
will, unless reversed, ultimately lead to the expulsion of
all political rivals by whoever ends up on top. One by
one, beginning with the most sharply defined and easily
every center of dissent adn opposition will be labelled as
counter-revolutionary and rooted out.

Once this pattern has been institutionalized, even dis-
agreements within the leadership will be resolved by
expulsion and denunciation. Encouraged by, and en-
couraging, an ever-shrinking base, its final outcome will
be the transformation of the SDS into a single (or
perhaps several) monolithic Stalinist sect—a not neces-
sarily undesirable outcome from the point of view of at
least some SDS leaders.
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SDS began as the national political expression of stu-
dent.acnvx_sm. As radical politics in the {JS became in-
creasingly intense, more and more activists felt the need
for a revolutionary organization—for a revolutionary
party. They naturally attempted to move their organiza-
tion, the SDS, in this direction. The result was an SDS
which, by trying to be both the political expression of
student activism and also an organization of cadres com-
mitted to a revolutionary program, was able to be
neither. a2

The development of such a contradiction within the
organization was a result of external pressures—it flowed
out of the radicalization process which has been going
on _throughcp! the country. The fragmentation of broad
national radical activist organizations in this period is
probably-inevitable.
_ However, it is the Maoism and Stalinism of the lead-
ing sections of the SDS which have determined the
specific form the fragmentation of the organization
would take. It would be a mistake to try to reduce the

resurrection of Stalin to a passing fad, or a misplaced .

eagerness to beat PL at its own game. Itisa logical out-
growth of the Maoism, the Ho Chi Minh cult, and, to a
lesser extent, the Castroism that pervades almost the
entire left.

Many view Stalinism. as a purely organizational
phenomenon. Though it has organizational manifesta-
tions, these merely reflect a deeper and more full-tanging
political methodology. To understand the developments
in SDS, it is necessary to understand both what Stalin-
ism is and the various forms it has taken within SDS.

It was only the hostility to PL which locked the
majority of SDS members into subordination to a rapid-
ly Stalinizing RYM leadership. But following a leader-
ship and accepting its methods léads to supporting that
leadership and defending its methods. The split, as the
completion of the struggle in SDS between RYM and
PL, at the same time was the completion of the process
by which RYM was becoming Stalinist. It is therefore no
accident that the pressures on SDS members to back the
split were at the same time pressures to accept the
Stalinization of SDS.

As we noted in IS number nine, the roots of Stalin’s
re-emergence must be traced to the tragic isolation of
radical students in US society. Totally alienated from
the established social order, in search of a revolutionary
perspective and yet cut off from any on-going mass
opposition, it has been only too easy for the US left to
cast longing glances elsewhere for its own salvation.

The problem is that US revolutionaries, familiar only
with one of the most politically backward working
classes in the world, have tended—despite all the recent
talk about an orientation toward the working cl t

b

synonymous with loyalty to the organization and, as a
result, a political attack on the leadership becomes a
political attack on the organization itself. Meanwhile,
the organization is viewed as the objective embodiment
of interests and aspirations of the working class, quite
independently of what relationship, or any relationship,
the organization may actually have with the working
class.

In a truly ‘bolshevik organization, an organized politi-
cal opposition to the leadership can play a role ex-
tremely beneficial to the organization as a whole. It

- tests, in ideological struggle, the politics of the leader-

ship, thereby raising the consciousness of the organiza-
tion as a whole; if successful, it can replace the leader-
ship; and the competition of ideas and their advocates
becomes a driving force for the development and evolu-
tion of theory throughout the organization. Bolshevism
rests on the political consciousness of a disciplined mem-
bership.

But in a Stalinist organization, any political opposi-
tion which threatens the leadership is thereby seen to be
threatening “‘the interests of the world proletariat,” and
is thus “objectively counter-revolutionary.” Political
attacks which threaten the authority of the leadership
are forms of**‘anti-communism” or “red-baiting”’; they

term needs that run counter to the interests of the class
as a whole. 3

It is on the basis of a nationalist consciousness that
the current struggle against the special oppression of
black people is being waged. Even within tll:e shops, the
struggle against the special oppression and exploitation
of black workers is organized on the basis of a nationalist”
consciousness.

PL’s opposition to nationali and the t ical
mish-mash t?y have been forced to come up with to
justify their dtance, is capable of generating nothing but
confusion, particularly among PL’s own members and
friends.

Blind to the real live working class (to its potential for
independent struggle as well as to its deep-reoted rac-
ism), PL has been swept up in its own myth. Its belief
that racism can be ended simply by PL’s preaching
against it is cut from the same mold as the liberal appeal
to the “conscience of a nation” put forward by the old
civil rights movement. This kind of top-down, bureau-
cratic approach is of a piece witH*PL’s whole politics.

Any kind of independent upsurge from below comes
as a threat to PL. Nationalist consciousness in the black

ity and independ black revoluti Y group-
-ings are outside its control-and thus, by definition,

are attacks on the “entire working class.” The S

ion of the relationship within the ization
(party) between the leadership and the bership is
reflected on a larger scale in the relationship they seek to
establish between the party and its base of mass support.
To them, the leadership the party exercises over the
masses is based on the same relationship as that between
generals and their troops.

The ultimate root of these attitudes lies in the im-
plicit view that the party constitutes an incipient ruling
group for society, which will some day take and hold
power in the name of, and ‘“‘on behalf of,” the working
class. Its primary goal is thus to establish the authority
of its leadership, rather than to stimulate and raise the
consciousness of the mass of the people. A revolutionary
party must play a leadership role, but the goal of that
leadership is to enable the working class as a whole to
take power and exercise it, in its own name and on its
own behalf. . i

The Bolshevik party rose to a position of leadership
in Russian society as a section of the working class and
on the basis of its program and conscious choice by the
Russian workers of that program. A period of intensive,
open petiti among king-ck izati
with different programs for the Russian workers was the
context in which that choice was made. The Stalinists
came to power when the Russian people were atomized
years of civil war, and they did so over

lose sight of any perspective focused on an internal
transformation of the society by its own rank and file.

The revolutionary socialist strategy worked out by
Marx and Engels was based upon the conception of the
working class as a social group of a new type: that is, the
first mass social force that could take conscious control
of society in its own name.

For Marx, socialism was democratic collectivism,
established by a revolutionary transformation of society
by the people from below: the conquest of political
power by the workers as an organized, conscious class;
the conversion of their organs of struggle into demo-
cratic, proletarian forms of social control; the socializa-
tion of the means of production and the reorganization
of the economy in terms of usefulness, not profit-
making; the implementation of direct, popular control
over the institutions of society which impinge upon their

lives; the evolution toward a classless society in which *

all forms of violence and coercion can be abolished.

But the rejection of bourgeois norms and values does
not automatically lead to adoption of a socialist per-
spective. Intellectuals have a choice of roles to play in
the social struggle, and there is today an alternative reso-
lution® of the crisis of capitalism which can have a tre-
mendous appeal—a bureaucratic version of collectivism,
precisely the antithesis of what Marx had in mind.

In every country in the world, virtually all political

and social power is concentrated in institutions domi-

nated by a relatively small group of people: a capitalist
class, which owns and controls corporate private prop-
erty; or a collectivist bureaucracy, which controls the
state which owns the means of production.

1t is easy enough for intellectuals who have rej d
bourgeois society to identify with its competitor, a
bureaucratic ruling class which “serves the people.”
Acceptance of the methodology, “The enemy of my
enemy is my friend” (patriotism in reverse), allows US
imperialism to define (negatively) the models toward
which revolutionaries should aspire.

A real pull is exerted by the image of the benevolent,
sophisticated, beloved ruler, who knows the interests of
the people even better than they do themselves; who
often has to protect the people from their own ignor-
ance and defend their true interests from mistakes they
might make; who feels obliged to abolish the “forms”
of democracy—like the right to strike and the right to
organize against his benevolent policies, the policies of
the party that rules for the people; but who provides
instead the ‘*‘substance” of democracy—anticipatory
democracy, the democracy of a ruler who makes the
decisions which the people would have made if only
they were smart enough.

“The emancipation’ of the working classes must be
conquered by the working classes themselves”—this was
the lead sentence in the rules Marx wrote for the First
International, and it was the first principle of his work -
as it was of the work of Lenin, Trotsky, Luxemburg,
Debs and others. It is diametrically opposed to the elitist
machinations of the latter-day, comic-opera Stalinists
that have surfaced in recent months.

The contrast between the Stalinism of both PL and
RYM, on the one hand, and working-class revolutionary
socialist politics, on the other, can be illustrated by a
look at the politics and organizational approaches of the
two factions.

The concept of the monolithic party, which devel-
oped out of the degeneration of the Russian Revolution
and became Stalin’s hallmark, has been adopted in toto
by RYM and PL. A common theme in the writings of
Fidel, Ho and Mao, this approach to political organiza-
tion is founded on the view that leadership in a revolu-
tionary- organization flows from the superior authority
of the all-wise leaders. Loyalty to the leadership becomes

hd ekl d by

the dead body of the party that made the revolution.
Differences between the ways in which PL and the

national office leadership functioned in the course of

* their struggle in the SDS shouldn’t be allowed to ob

T lutionary. As far as PL is concerned, nation-
alism and class must be irreconcilably counter-posed—for

class consciousness in PL’s terms is a recognition of PL’s
~right to rule.

This kind of attitude shapes PL’s programs for any
group in society that might go into motion on its own.
PL opposes open admissions to college on the grounds
that it fosters illusions in the working class that the
system can meet their demands. But the same can be
said of the demand for higher wages and working condi-
tions, a demand which PL supports. In fact, any demand
short of the demand for socialism now can just as well
be attacked on those grounds. With no confidence in the
self-initiative of the working class, PL cannot understand
the nature of a transitional demand, of how people’s
consciousness can be raised in the course of a struggle,
whether or not they achieve the concrete goal that first
impelled them to action.

Similarly, PL opposes all attempts to o stu-
dents around felt needs. They argue that students must
be organized solely to support the working class, into a
Worker-Student Alliance composed -of all students and
no workers. On the contrary: while students certainly
should be organized in such a way that they develop a
radical understanding of capitalism as a social system and
the need to ally with workers to make a revolution, the
best way to do this is often to organize around issues
which are real to them in an immediate sense. The
particular demands are often not so important as the
manner in which consciousness is injected in the course
of the struggle. In opposing any and all attempts at

the fact'that they both share similar organizational and
political precepts.

Even at the Chicago SDS convention, when, fighting
for its survival in the izati PL at d to

tudents except in the context of support for
workers, by viewing the campus as merely a funnel for
future cadres who will enter the working class, PL
denies the value of a mass student movement in the
building of a revolutionary movement and in the de-

appeal to democratic tendencies for support against NO

manipulation, PL and most of the Worker-Student All’

ance abstained from voting on or voted against motiois
made by the ISC and others independent of both leader/
ship groups calling for the panels to be opened up to a
broader spectrum of viewpoints than those encompasse:
by PL and RYM. 10
PL, never in power itself, ked'the

velopment of allies for the working class. ., 00y 28 i1

Moreover, interestingly enough, PL has generalized
its\opposition to nationalism in the US into an jncipient.
break with Maoism internationally. Firstit began attack-
ing the NLF in Vietnam as “revisionists’” for taking
Soviet arms and for entering into negotiations on the
war, Then earlier this year, PL attacked all forms of

National Collective on the grounds of ‘“elitism 'and
manipulation.” But the thrust of this charge wds not
directed at the lack of internal democracy within SDS;
PL itself acted in a totally bureaucratic manner in the
chapters and regions which it dominated. Rather, PL
appealed to the much more amorphous, moralistic,
notion of “fairness.” The National Office was hitting
below the belt by taking advantage of their leadership
posts, the substance of the argument went, and the rank
and file should demand fair play for PL. :

When it came to standing up for real internal democ-
racy in.the organization, however, PL was nowhere to
be found. As soon as PL acquired substantial strength in
SDS, they and the National Collective operated on the
tacit understanding’ that debate inside’ SDS would re-
volve around the positions of the two major tendencies.
tBloth would bloc to prevent theintervention of indepen-

ents.

4.PL/WSA ‘
Memb of PL ider their

ion and its
: A

1 as , citing the Chinese revolution
as proof that underdeveloped countries can pass immedi-
ately to “socialism’” without passing through a national-
ist, bourgeois-democratic stage.

This new formulation is directly at odds with Mao's

slogan of the “bloc of four classes” leading to the “New
Democratic” state. Thus, the PL lvadership, which in
lassical Stalinist fashion di the line to the rest
of the organization, must now face the Zilemma of
reconciling their. opposition to Mao’s the: of new
democracy with their claim to Mao’s franc in the
US, The only. rationalization even hinted at thus far is
that Mao’s On New Democracy is inconsistent with the
rest of his writings. But if one opens Mao's writings to
criticism, far more inconsistencies will present them-
selves than the one stumbled upon by PL.

Placing the center of world revolution in China, PL
speaks of a plot,by the US and Russian imperialists to
destroy the Peking regime. However, in attacking the
NLF as revisionist while the Chinese declared their soli-
darity with the NLF and the correct leadership of -Ho
Chi Minh, and by formulating a perspective in direct
opposition to Mao’s theory of new democracy, PL, the

ization which formerly demanded total adherence

politics at any given t to be the
ment of the world proletariat and its interests. This con-
ception is organizationally entrenched and not subject to
the illuminating light of ideol: I struggle. PL defines
“left”” to mean themselves, “center” to mean anyone
they can work with under PL’s political hegemony, and
“right,” or “anti-communist,”” to mean any committed
political opponent.

Of late, PL has distinguished itself by a thorough-
going opposition to black nationalism in any form, con-
sistent with its overall approach to racism. Racism for
PL is imposed upon society through the propagation of
myths and prejudices. PL argues that since working class
unity is in the interest of the entire working class, the
struggle against racism (purged of the evil nationalist
influences propagated by the ruling class) is in fact
nothing other than the class struggle. As a result, they
imply that racism can be destroyed merely by informing
the white working class that the struggle against racism
is objectively in their interests.

What PL fails to understand is the fact that racism is
less a plot than a system-an integrated complex of
institutions that permeates the whole society. Black
people as a section of the working class are indeed super-
exploited; but black people as a national minority are
also specially oppressed. And white workers, as a part of
white society, participate in that oppression.

It must be recognized that racist attitudes among
white workers can be reinforced by material threats and
privileges at the shop floor level-so long as no militant
class movement is fighting for the needs of workers as a
group. PLers and WSA supporters have consistently tried
to deny that white workers participate in the oppression
of black workers, just as they tried to deny that indi-
vidual members of the working class can ever have short-

to Mao, now intimates that at least some of his writings
are revisionist. 4

PL cannot for long embrace Mao while at the same
time rejecting tenets basic to Maoism. Already, other
Maoist sects in the US are exploiting PL’s break from
Maoist orthodoxy. PL will be hard pressed to return to
a dogma now claimed by arch-rivals; on the other hand,
the only other alternative seems to be to make a formal
break with Mao. This"could lead to qew phenomenon
of a Stalinist group without a country. N,

PL styles itself as the most advanced “Marxist-
Leninist” party in the world, and is unwilling to sub-
ordinate its own interests to those of any other Stalinist
group, in power or out. Its forthright sectarianism com-
ing on as an upside-down mirror image of the wholesale
opportunism of the present-day US Communist Party,
PLis ini of the ist parties of the “Third
Period” in the early 1930’s, except that their ultra-left
binge was dictated by a shift in Stalin’s line in Russia,
while PL’s owes allegiance only to itself and its own
aspirations for social power.

PL’s opposition to nationalism finds its antithesis in
the politics of the RYM SDS—especially in one wing of
RYM called the “Weatherman’’ group.

Once the decision to expel PL had been made at the
national convention, serious divisions between two
groups within the national office leadership came to
public attention. Rumors of a sharp split within the
National Collective had circulated throughout SDS prior
to the convention. Most members were uncertain about
what the issues were, or how irreconcilable the split
would prove to be. There were fears that the divisions
within the anti-PL forces would permit PL to dominate
the convention and take organizational control of SDS. -
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In fact, of course, the very dynamic which originally
created the National Collective demanded that the two
RYM factions, however hostile to each other, form a
united bloc against the common enemy, PL. Indeed, the
growing sentiment for an open test of strength within
RYM-—which could not be afforded so long as PL
remained a threat—intensified the desire to get rid of
PL.

The split within the National Collective-grew out of
the intervention of the Bay Area Revolutionary Union
into the politics of SDS. At the March SDS National
Council meeting in Austin, Texas, the Revolutionary
Union (RU), a political grouping long germinating in the

San Francisco area, came to the surface. The RU devel- *

oped, after a number of splits and additions, out of a
group which functioned at the center of the Radical
Caucus of the California Peace & Freedom Party. By the
time of its public debut in March, it included members
drawn from two sources: indigenous new left Maoism,
and pro-Chinese split-offs from the Communist Party—
including some of the original founders of PL who had
subsequently split from it. 3

This organizational merger, between a harder curfent
of new left Maoism and traditional hard line Stalinism,
led to a political synthesis which had great appeal to
many members of the National Collective. The handful
of RU members who showed up at the Austin meeting
for all intents and purposes walked away with it. In the
fight against PL, they were able to project themselves as
the most consistent “‘Marxist-Leninist Stalinist-Maoists.”
They emerged as a hard political pole within the
National Collective which represented the logical conclu-
sion of at least one aspect of the collecgive’s own internal
development. The entire National Collective came very
rapidly to reflect the political influence of the RU.

While a significant and influential section of the
National Collective was won over to RU politics, another
section, though influenced politically, sought o congeal
an alternative pole. This other group, centered around a
section of the SDS National Office, the Michigan and
Ohio regions of SDS and the Columbia chapter, pub-
lished a number of documents in New Left Notes (the
SDS discussion bulletin), culminating in a long conven-
tion resolution entitled: “You Don’t Need to Be a
Weatherman to Know Which Way the Wind Blows” (or
for short “Weatherman).

Weatherman most sharply differs from RU politics
in that it totally de-emphasizes the revolutionary poten-
tial of the industrial working class, while the RU at
least envisions an important role for the industrial work-
ers in bringing about a revolutionary transformation of
society. On the basis of this and several other differ-
ences, the National Collective ceased to exist as a unified
group. The two sections of the National Collective
emerged as the leadership of competing tendencies in the
Revolutionary Youth Movement (RYM); the Weather-
man tendency is sometimes called RYM 1; the RU-led
tendency calls itself RYM IL.

5.WEATHERMAN

The Weatherman document begins with a quote from
Lin Piao which reiterates an idea which is central to the
politics of both RYM factions: “The contradiction be-
tween the revolutionary peoples of Asia, Africa, and
Latin America, and-the imperialists headed by the United
States is the principal iction in the P y
world. The develog of this contradi is promot-
ing the struggle of the people of the whole world against
US imperialism and its lackeys.” 2

Both RYM factions agree that the primary purpose for
building a revolutionary movement—its primary function
—is to generate support for the national liberation
struggles of the peoples of the third world. In the RYM
11 document “Revolutionary Youth and the Road to the
Proletariat” we read: “For revolutionaries in the mother
country the crucial question is: How can we build the
greatest possible support, within the mother country,
for the third world liberation struggles . . . we can not
allow our subjective desire to personally support these
liberation struggles to prevent us from building a move-
ment for mass support. We believe that, in the immedi-
ate period, the greatest assistance mother country revo-
lutionaries can give is to spread our present anti-imperial-
ist movement to the masses of people, especially the
working class.”

It is true that most of the current white revolutionary
movement became revolutionaries as a result of experi-
ences relating to their opposition to the Vietnam war
and to racism. This revolutionary movement, in its over-
whelming base, is the distillation of a mass movement
and sentiment which developed throughout the 1960’s
among white college students, particularly at the large
universities and at the so-called “elite” universities, and
also particularly among students from relatively well-to-
do families.

can pe‘%: not an expression of thé needs and interests
of the American people, particularly the working class.

Taking a close look at “Weatherman,” we find that
nationalism and national struggles play for Weatherman
precisely the same central role that the struggle of the
working class plays for Marxists. We are told with regard
to “the principal contradiction” (between the rexolu‘
tionary third world and US imperialism) that: The
primary task of revolutionary struggle is to solve the
principal contradiction on the side of the people of the
world. It is the oppressed peoples of the world who have
created the wealth of this empire and it is to them that it
belongs; the goal of the revolutionary struggle must be
the control and use of this wealth in the interests of the
oppressed peoples of the world.” Then, a little further
on, just in case the message isn’t clear, we read:
. . . your television set, car and wardrobe already be-
long, fo a large degree, to the people of the rest of the
world.” 3

The message of Weatherman to the American wquq\g
class is not that the workers are robbed by the capitalist
class of the surplus value they create, that the levgl of
technology and potential productivity already obtained
in this country are such, that by doing away with the
outmoded capitalist relations of production, prosperity
and plenty is possible not only for Americans, but for
the people of the entire world. No, Weatherman says, by
implication, that the workers themselves are robbers.

Weatherman reinforces reactionary prejudices by tell-
ing the American workers that SDS, and in fact all mili-
tant and progressive struggles in the world, have as their
ultimate goal, taking away from the workers what they
already have. They put themselves forward as the world
tax collector. Unfortunately for Weatherman, only a
very small section of the American population is afflict-
ed with liberal guilt. Weatherman would do better to
revive the kingdom of Heaven, for they have nothing to
offer the mass of the American population here on
Earth. i

Weatherman very st ly against
‘.. . any conception of ‘socialist revolution® simply in
terms of the working people of the United States . . .”
They denounce it as “imperialist national chauvinism”
to define socialism “in national terms within so extreme
and historical an oppressor nation.” They state: ““Any
attempt to put forth a strategy which despite inter-
nationalist rhetoric, assumes a purely internal develop-
ment to the class struggle in this country is incorrect.
The Vietnamese (and the Uruguayans and the Rho-
desians) and the blacks and third world peoples in this
country will continue to set the terms for class struggle
in America,”

Against whom are they polemicizing? Who is it that
defines socialism “simply’” in national terms? Who is
using ‘‘internationalist rhetoric” to mask a secret belief
that the class struggle in the U.S. is a “purely internal
devel. £ b clear that the words
“simply,” “purely”” and the like are included only for
the sake of appearances and that what is really being said
is that one should not at all conceive of socialism in
terms of the working people of the United States, one
should not assume any internal development of the class

~ struggle. They are polemicizing against any conception
- that white American working people have any decisive

role to play in socialist revolution, against any concep-
tion that it is at all internationally progressive for
workers to struggle in their own class interest.

This is made quite explicit in an amendment sub-
mitted by one of the Weatherman authors during the dis-
cussion of unity principles. After a variation on the
abovg” theme revolving around the word “simply,” we
read: ““The socialist revolution must have the specific
content of serving the needs and interests of the op-
pressed peoples of the world. This means that conscious
full support for the international struggle is the key
element [our hasis] of socialist consci To
not uphold this as the basis of the American revolution is
necessarily to uphold white supremacist privilege and to
separate oneself from the international revolutionary
movement.”

The underlying assumption seems to be that socialist
revolution will be visited upon the bulk of the American
people as retribution for their sins and corruption. It will
be in their interest, but only in a moral, not in a material
sense. Our job then must be, as it were, to gather
together the elect and hasten the judgment day.

Weatherman does recognize that the workers in the
shops face problems. They realize that: “In the shops the
crisis in imperialism has come down around speed-up,
safety, and wage squeeze—due to higher taxes and in-
creased inflation, with the possibility of wage-price
controls being instituted.” What programs do they offer
in response to these problems? *We must relate this ex-
ploitation back to imperialism. The best way to do this
is probably not caucuses in the shops, but to take guys
to city-wide demonstrations, Newsreels, even the latest

There is no reason for our mover to be
of its history. But we should not allow our politics to be
defined by the li i surrounding the

rebirth of a revolutionary movement in the United
States, by the fact that the harbinger of the coming
revolutionary period in the United States was the dis-
affection of a substantial layer of petty-bourgeois,
intellectually=oriented youth, who, because of their own
inherent weakness as a social group, tended to conceive
of politics only in terms of support.

The key to petty-bourgeois politics is the fact that the
petty bourgeoisie have neither the social characteristics
nor the social power to play a decisive independent
political role in their own name. They ultimately have
the political power only to support. A Marxist political
program for the petty-bourgeoisie is to win its political
support for the p iat—a th gt P bl
revolutionary task. However, in RYM, in the name of
Marxism, in the name of Leninism, in the name of prole-
tarian politics, we find the crystallization of a thorough-
ly petty-bourgeois attitude.

Both RYM groups want us to go to the American
working class, to the bulk of the American people, and
say: “Make a revolution for someone else.” They add,

: *Oh, by the
way, it will be good for you too.” But one does not get
the impression that even they believe this reassurance.
They project revolution as a moral obligation, inter-
nationalism as the expiation of guilt. To them, the revo-
lutionary movement is an agency foreign to the Ameri-

istration building, to make the movement concrete
to them and. involve them in it. Further, we can effect
consciousness and pick up people through agitational
work at plants, train stops, etc., selling Movements,
handing out leaflets about the war, the Panthers, the
companies’ holdings overseas or relations to defense
industry.” If a black caucus exists in the shop, Weather-
man ad t “perh uzing solidarity groups,
but at any rate pushing the importance of the black
liberation struggle to whites, handing out Free Huey
literature, bringing guys to Panther rallies, and so on.”

In short, Weatherman’s “industrial program” seems to
be: whatever you do with workers, for god’s sake, don’t
build anything in the shops—don’t organize workers to
struggle against their oppression as members of the
working class. .

For.a moment, let us relate the Weatherman strategy
to the May-June events in France. After massive street
d rations and street ing carried out primarily
by students, the French working class went out on gen-
eral strike. It was the general strike which transformed
the very significant student demonstrations into an event

-of explosive international revolutionary significance. The

student movement triggered a response by the working
class, which then shook the very foundations of French
society.

During those events, a large number of the most
militant young French workers were out in the streets
fighting side by side with students. Meanwhile, there was
far too little (often none at all) radical organization or

L
organizing in the shops, and as a resulf there was
mi%ial!;nt gfcm:e in the shops which could erfemv;;
counter the influence of the CGT (the C.P. trade union
federation) and the other sell-out French unions. They
were able to isolate the bulk of the workers from the
infectiousness of the movement in the streets, were able
to conservatize the situation and blunt the revolutionary
potential, were able to destroy the impulses toward class
unity and class power, and as a result were able to trick
the various shops into separate settlements and lead the
workers back to work. And when the workers went back
to work, for all intents and purposes, that round of the
struggle wgs over all across France. -

It is a fine thing for young workers to mix with

radical students and participate in their demonstrations,
It is, however, a grave error, if their immersion in the
student movement is counterposed to playing a role in,
or organizing a radical working class moverfient—particu:
larly in the shops. When a revolutionary situation de-
velops, it is the activity, or lack thereof, of a revolution-
ary movement in the shops which is ultimately decisive,
But according to Weatherman, young workers who are
affected by speed-up, safetyhazards, wage freeze, etc.,
should not be ged to respond by ¢ izing and
struggling around these issues in the shops.

Why can the young worker best learn the relationship
between speed-up and imperialism by participating in a
student struggle at a college administration building,
rather than participating in a struggle against speed-up?
Part of their answer flows from Weatherman’s general
methodology: *“. . . the particular issue is not the issue,
is important insofar as it points to imperialism as an
enemy that has to be destroyed. Imperialism is always
the issue. . . . The masses will fight for socialism when
they understand that reform fights, fights for improve-
ment of material conditions, cannot be won under im-
perialism. With this understanding, revolutionaries
should never put forth a line which fosters the illusion
that imperialism will grant significant reforms.”

Making this more concrete they say: “What does it
mean to organize around racism and imperialism in
specific struggles? In the high schools (and colleges) at
this time, it means putting forth a mass line to close
down the schools rather than reform them so they can
can serve the people.”

The essence of the Weatherman line seems to be that
the reason one orients toward those who are oppressed
and exploited is that it is they who are likely to be
angry enough to tear the motherfucker down. To organ-
ize in the shop in an attempt to force immediate con-
cessions from the boss is reforminst, economist, and
fosters illusions. Since such organizing is a necessary
ingredient in the building of a revolutionary movement
and revolutionary consciousness in the shops, that too
is prohibited. The notion that by collective struggle one
can wrest from the rulers concessions which better the
lives of oneself and one’s fellows, is a notion that
Weatherman is intent on destroying. But it ‘is that
notion, not despair, which among the masses generalizes
to revolution.

One might conclude that Weatherman is overzealous
in their opposition to reformism. But the demand for
workers' control is clearly not reformist, It is the logical
extension of workers' opposition to speed-up, unsafe
practices, and the prerogative of the company to main-
tain dictatorial control on the shop floor. It is the de-
demand which most easily leads to a very clear under-
standing of the capitalist relations of production. And it
is a demand which can not be in any meaningful sense
achieved short of the workers’ seizure of state power.
It is a demand, moreover, which epitomizes the interest
of the working class, and makes clear the meaning of _
workers' power. To Weatherman, workers’ control is an
“anti-internationalist” concept which represents,nation-
al chauvinist and social democratic ideology within the
movement.”

Weatherman sees itself and the movement it is trying
to build as the agents within Babylon of the oppressed
peoples of the world. In fact they consider themselves
even less than agents. They consider the black movement
to be the real agents, and themselves to be its supporters.
We read: “In defining and implementing this strategy, it
is clear that the vanguard (that is, the section of the
people who are in the forefront of the struggle and
whose class interest and needs define the terms and tasks
of the revolution) of the ‘American Revolution’ is the
workers and oppressed peoples of the colonies of Asia,
Africa, and Laﬁq—u America. Because of the level of special
oppression of black people as a colony they reflect the
interests of the oppressed people of the world from
within the borders of the United States; they are pari of
the Third World and part of the international revolution-
ary vanguard.”

At precisely the time that the Panthers, who origin-
ated the colonial analysis of blacks in America, and the
League of Revolutionary Black Workers are seriously
discussing the relationship between black workers and
the rest of the American working class, Weatherman
denies that Black workers are a part of the American
working class, and almost even implies that class divi-
sions do mot exist within the black community. The):
say: “Thus, northemblacks do not have a ‘dual interest
—as blacks on the one hand and ‘US;nation workers’on
the other. They have a single class interest along with all
other black people in the US, as members of the Black
Proletarian Colony.”

The Weatherman view of revolution is expressed in
their discussion of black liberation. *“. ... If necessary,
black people could win self-determination, abolishing
state power to do it, without this white movement,
although the cost among whites and blacks both would
be high. Blacks could do it alone if necessary because of
their centralness to the system, economically and geo-
militarily, and because of the level of unity, commit-
ment and initiative which will be developed in waging 2
people’s war for survival and national liberation. .. . To
put aside the possibility of hlacks winning alone leads to
the racist position that blacks should wait for whites and
are dependent on whites act ng for them to win. Yet the
possibility of blacks winnirz alone cannot in the least be
a justification for whites failing to shoulder the burden .
of developing a revolutionary movement among w.lutES-
If the first error is racism by holding back black hhgra»
tion, this would be equally racist by leaving blacks iso-
lated to take on the whole fight—and the whole cost—
for everyone.” The task is ““to build a white movement
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ave to and are able 1o, and still itself keep up with the
black movement enough so that white rgroﬁltionzﬂts
share the cost and the blacks don’t have to do the whole
thmg,alone. We are then told that any white that
doesn’t follow this path is “objectively racist.”

One might ask what would be the nature of the state
or at, least what social and economic relations in the US
would be like, following a revolution in which the blacks
did it alone. But somehow, that question seems to miss
the point. One feels that to Weatherman the revolution
is Armageddon, and all that follows is the judgment day.

The central ‘driving force behind Weatherman is des-
peration. Its adherents see the state power of decaying
American capitalism playing an increasingly reactionary
and brutal role throughout the world and at home. They
see it viciously suppressing the legitimate desires and
aspirations of oppressed people everywhere. They know
that it is willing to use the most barbaric means to
protect its own interest, and fear the worst. The response
of Weatheyman comes from its combined feelings of
outrage and impotence, It generates such a great sense of
urgency, that suddenly in its mind the ‘urgency itself is
translated into a material force capable of decisively tip-
ping the balance in favor of its deep desires.

How does Weatherman justify its belief that, if neces-
sary, blacks can make the revolution alone? “The geno-
cidal oppression of black people must be ended, and
does not allow any leisure timé to wait.” Throughout
history, the most noble of wishes and sentiments, no
matter how imperative, have not, in and of themselves,
countered  barbarism and oppression. Rather, when
sentiment stands in the way of an analysis of material
relations and forces, it impedes the development of
programs which can begin to deal with the crisis, and as
a result functions counter to its original desires. We
noted Weatherman’s systematic substitution of national
antagonisms for class antagonisms as the decisive social
and historical dynamic. The result begins to resemble a
patriotic movement in negation—flag and mother coun-
try become, rather than the objects of veneration, the
anathemas. Meanwhile, Weatherman seems, at least in
theory, moving away from its petty-bourgeois origins
toward the development of a political base among what
has classically been called the lumpenproletariat. Many
of its adherents have come to extol as a virtue, in and of
itself, violence and political gangsterism. (As Jeff Jones,
a Weatherman spokesman, said recently: ‘“There’s one
good thing you've got to say for PL. They're tough.
They beat up some members of the Young Socialist
Alliance who tried to hand out leaflets on their turf.””)
It is difficult to predict in what direction the Weather-
man tendency in SDS will go, or how long it will hold
together. It will almost immediately begin to face one
serious difficulty. A large and central part of its theory
is based upon adaptations of politics that have been put
forward by the black movement, particularly by the
Panthers. But the Panthers and other leading black

groups are rapidly moving away from those ideas. At
least in rhetoric, they are moving increasingly toward a
class-oriented analysis and program. Though Weatherman
emerged at the convention by far the domi tend:

a

the blacks in moving as fast as they almost a daily basis, share a political line and organiza-

tional style that sabotages mass struggle.”” This is quite a
statement to be made by a group representing a split-off
from a split-off. The Bay Area Revolutionary Union
(RU), the political core of RYM II, politically repre-
sents a split-off from the Progressive Labor Party (it
includes members of PL’s founding central committee):
and some other smaller split-offs from the CP.

It was faction fights in the old Stalinist movement,
and within PL itself, which generated the hard politics
toward which an SDS, plagued by the invasion of “ex-
ternal cadres” from PL, eventually moved in order to
fight PL politically. It was just last March, at the Austin
SDS National Council meeting, that RU made their first
move in SDS. They were welcomed enthusiastically by
the SDS leadership because they were able to provide
much -of what SDS was looking for—cadres who under-
stood PL and could take them on politically, who could
do the job against PL at which the indigenous SDS had
failed. RU did its job and did it well. But of course, such
services never come free. RU’s price—a piece of the
organization. RU was able to build as a result of this
intervention a substantial tendency around themselves
within SDS—RYM II.

RYM II has, just like the Worker-Student Alliance
(WSA), recruited many indigenous SDSers. That does
not make it any more than WSA an “indigenous SDS
product.” Within SDS, the distinction between politics
which have developed within the organization, and poli-
tics which have been brought in from outside, ceased to
exist—as has the distinction between “external cadres”
and “internal cadres.” The history and source of political
tendencies is relevant at this point in SDS only to the
extent that it sheds light on their content.

One of the justifications for the expulsion of PL from
SDS which has had great appeal throughout the country
has been the that PL rep d a foreign
political incursion into SDS. This notion has been en-
couraged, though not always openly and directly, by
leaders of both RYM tendencies as well as by many
other “members of friends of the new left.”” This en-

a icious opportunism when
it is not merely the result of old-fashioned liberalism.

While RYM II counterposes itself to Weatherman on
the basis of Marxist traditionalism and its orientation to
the working class, the two are, at least in terms of the
political line they take in SDS, basically quite similar.

For example, during the discussion of the RYM
“Principles of Unity,” an amendment was introduced,
declaring that, “The industrial working class will be the
major force for change in this country and we must
orient toward it now.” It was argued that if SDS was
going to declare itself a revolutionary organization and
put forward an exclusionary set of pringiples, then one
them must necessarily be an orientation toward the
working class. If the time had come for politically divid-
ing up the movement, and if it was going to happen,
then a working class perspective must be one of the
political principles upon which it would occur.

RYM Il provided the spokesmen for the defeat of this

in SDS, it seems quite doubtful that without a severe
metamorphosis it can maintain that position for more
than a year.

6.AU/RYM I

RYM differentiates themselves from the Weatherman
group primarily on the ds that they, as sed to
Weatherman, claim to have a working class orientation.
They point out that to the extent that Weatherman even
uses the term “working class,” they redefine it so_as to
deprive it of all meaning.

To the Weathermen, with the exception of the self-
employed and thosé who live off profit from their
capital investments, the entire American population are
members of the working class. RYM II is basically
correct in their opposition to this concept which lumps
together the hippie, the cop, the student, the general,
the corporation executive, and the auto worker—all as
members of the wroking class. In defining the working
class toward which they orient, they share the fairly
traditional view of revolutionary movements which have
considered themselves in the tradition of Marxism: a
central focus on the industrial proletariat, the creators
of surplus value, with some understanding of how other
sectors of the working population can as the result of
economic pressures and insecurities become proletarian-
ized and begin to develop essentially proletarian atti-
tudes.

It is this traditionalism of RYM II, the fact that what
it, as opposed to Weatherman, has to say, seems to jive
with the writings of Marx and Lenin, with the historical
traditions of the world Communist movement, which
accounts for its greatest appeal. RYM Il represents the
first development within the history of SDS of what can
appear at a glance to be a major indigenous SDS tenden-
cy with politics of a revolutionary Marxist character.

For those who have been waiting for SDS to develop
its own brand of revolutionary politics with a consis-
tency, with an internal logic, with a world view, RYM II
has a definite attraction. No longer are such characteris-
tics the monopoly of the various, seemingly irrelevant
“old left sects.” Now SDS has, it seems, thrown up its
own brand of Marxism, out of its own experience. On
the face of it, it could not but appear that this new
Marxist synthesis would have a relevance to the America

Two different RYM Il members stated that
while they themselves are working in the shops other
people have other important kinds of organizing that
they want to do and that a major orientation to:the
working should not be a defining feature of SDS.

The “principles of unity,” like the split itself, were
only possible on the basis of an agreement by the two
RYM leaderships. Their political thrust was to move SDS
toward the direction in which only the political differ-
ences between the RYM leaderships were legitimate

topics of discussion, and those differences were to be-

suppressed until the split was finalized. The RYM 1I
speakers made it very clear that their highly-touted
orientation to the working class was not in fact a very
high priority item.

RYM Il and Weatherman politics similarly converge
in the concept of “white skin privilege” to which they
both adhere.

The theory of “white skin privilege™ is put forward as
the domestic manifestation of the “primary contradic-
tion”—that between the oppressed nations and the
imperialist nations. In its crudest manifestations, it
views the primary cause of the oppression of blacks in
America to be the fact that whites, as a group, enjoy
privileges at the expense of blacks. Racism and racial

’

whites as a sub-industrial caste of servants and menial
workers. To these forms of racism were grafted on the
traditional antagonism toward the lowest, latest and
least privileged layer of the working class.

No new wave of industrial workers is about to replace

the blacks as the lowest and latest layer. Moreover, -

because of the racial and national characteristics of
blacks and their tradiiional relati to American soci-
ety, the myth of imminent personal escape by rapid
upward social mobility and social integration, with its
calming and conservatizing effect, is much less present
in the black work force than in other sectors. The racial,
oppression of blacks is thus intensified because neither
the traditional paths nor the traditional myths of escape
are open to them. The result in human terms is unem-
ployment, di yment, di di diti
everything that the Black Panther Party ten point pro-
gram points toward.

Over the past fifteen years, official liberalism has
developed the public attitude that it is in favor of “civil
rights.” During this period, their primary answer to
racism has been education. When liberalism decided, at
least as an abstraction, that it opposed racism, and when
manifestations of racism continued in the society as a
whole, liberals concluded that the primary basis of those
manifestations was the fundamentally crude and base
nature of the American “masses.”” Once the liberals had
publically proclaimed their opposition to racism, they
concluded that bad ideas were the basis upon which it
was maintained.

Since they saw the base of the problem as existing in
the realm of ideas rather than in the realm of material
relations, their proposed solutions usually took the form
of campaigning against those bad ideas in an abstract and
moralistic fashion. Even Supreme Court rulings and
laws which were passed were viewed primarily in terms
of their “moral influence.” Though willing to pass laws,
they were unwilling to systematically wield state power
against the material manifestations of racism. Enforce-
ment of their “civil rights” laws was rarely more than
sporadic and symbolic. Civil rights activities on the part
of the state were implemented with any effectiveness at
all in only three areas: attacks on some aspects of the
semi-feudal relations in the South which now impede
capitalist progress; certain rights which only those be-
longing to the thin layer of “black middle class” can be
expected to exercise; and activities designed to relieve or
or co-opt the pressures generated by mass movements.
But during the same period, the material oppression of.
the mass of American blacks, particularly in the large
cities, has in many ways intensified.

While liberalism was proclaiming its support for civil
rights and its opposition to racism, it found itself facing
what appeared to be an intense contradiction. Liberal-

ism, as an ideology of the ruling class, is constrained as -

to what conclusions it can reach. What Marx in “The
18th Brumaire” says is, “in general, the relationship
between the political and literary representatives of a
class and the class they represent’ applies to the theor-
ists of liberalism as they relate to the capitalist class.
“What makes them representatives . . . is the fact that in
their minds they do not get beyond the limits which the
latter do not get beyond in life, that they are conse-
quently driven, theoretically, to the same problems and
solutions to which material interest and social position
drive the latter practically.”

The liberals, themselves limited by the bounds set by
the interests of the ruling class, found in practice that
attempts to effectively combat racism and racial oppres-
sion woudl take them beyond those bounds. Liberalism
maintained its self- ption, and pted to main-
tain its public image, as opponents of racism. For official
liberalism, its primary loyalty to the ruling class, or
more accurately to a section of the ruling class, resolved
its contradiction for it. The programs and attitudes it
projected simultaneously purported to combat racial
oppression and racism, and at the same time confined
themselves to the bounds set by the material interests of
capital. As ghetto problems intensified, and as the black
movement developed, liberalism, sometimes with the
best of i i became i ingly a tool and a
cover for racial oppression.

As liberalism’s pretensions with regard to racial
ity and justice came increasingly into conflict with the
actions of liberalism’s official ives, with which
the bulk of the liberals went along, a siza?lt numbgr ff

from 1 ism were

oppression serve whites as a whole by fi g to
defend and maintain those privileges. The result is, that
whites are necessarily conservative until and unless they
are willing to give up the privileges they have obtained,
since these privileges are enjoyed at the expense of the
oppression of others.

The programmatic conclusion of the *‘white skin
privilege” theory, theref is that in ing whites,
and particularly white workers, it is necessary to con-
vince them to give up their “white skin privilege,” to
convince them to recognize that they are getting more

mong young people. This phenomenon was one of the
stvelopments which laid the basis for the rebirth of
activism and radicalism in America. The renegades, while
rejecting (either partially or wholly) the limiting bounds
set by liberalism’s commitment to the ruling class, at the
same time often held on to the methodology of liberal-
ism. Much of the ideology of the newly developing
radical movement emerged out of the tension between
militant activism and liberal methodology. The entire
“white skin privilege” concept, as put forward by both

RYM tend: can best be viewed in this context. The

than they deserve while others are getting less. O
ing one’s racism is thus the willingness to reject one’s
“selfish interest’ and to make sacrifices in support of the
black and anti-imperialist struggle.

This theme has several variations. We have not seen
any of them committed to print by any of the propon-

ents of the theory. Within the movement, however, the .

white skin privilege theme has been a central feature of
the politics of both RYM tendencies. Its appeal is that
it contains certain elements of truth. Its effect is to

b a class and materialist analysis and to point

of the 1960’s that none of those anti ian trad
which have in the past represented themselves as Marxist
could possibly have.

Beneath this fiction, however, lies quite a different
reality. What RYM II represents is the remarkably'suc-
cessful capture, by a relatively typical “old left splinter
group,” of a large section of SDS. This fact, of course, in
and of itself, in no way invalidates the politics of
RYM IL. It is merely presented to strip away the illusion.

The Revolutionary Union’s “Red Papers,” in putting
down the so-called “splinter groups,” tell us how they
have functioned to make it difficult to *‘win over many
genuine revolutionaries to the work of dgvelopmg a revo-
lutionary party in the United States.” These genuine
revolutionaries *‘are turned away through the work of
parties claiming to be anti-revisionist and revoluupnary,
but whose politics and organizational methods belie tha(
claim. A whole host of ‘Mangisl-Lemmst-Trotskylst
organizations, ditfering and splitting from each other on

toward sorely mistaken programmatic conclusions.

In viewing the white workers as a group, we find that
it is true that they tend to enjoy material privileges and
benefits vis® a vis their black brothers. These relative
benefits of one group of workers as opposed to the
others, in fact primarily serve the interests not of the
workers, but of the ruling class, by dividing the workers
among themselves. These relative privileges account in
large measure for the material base of racism within the
working class. 3

In earlier periods, the ruling class played off one wave
of immigrants against the next. With the end of mass
immigration, blacks, racially oppressed since the begin-
ning of slavery, were allowed into the industrial work
force in large numbers for the first time. Racism was
already rooted in the history of slavery, rooted in the
history of semi-feudal relations in the post-civil war
South, rooted in the history of urban blacks relating to

“white skin privilege’ concept can be viewed as flowing
from a liberal methodology and a militant commitment
to opposing racial oppression, both coupled with a
Stalinist-Maoist world view.

An example of ths;:hite skin privilege’* concept in
action can be taken from a discussion on whether or not
to organize among whites over questions relating to
control and power. A leader of RYM II said: “People in
the third world nations and colonies can struggle for
democratic rights because they are in the op
nation, but people in the oppressor nation should not
struggle for d ic. rights,”” C posed to this,
in accordance with the “white skin privilege” approach,
was the idea that in working among whites, it is our pri-
mary job to bring them to “undérstand that they are
part of the oppressor nation and that they must learn to
identify with the struggles of the oppressed.”

RYM II leaders have also made clear their conception
of how white workers should relate to the st s of
black workers. If, for example, blacks go out over work-
ing conditions, whites should be organized to go out in
support of the blacks, but even if the whites have griev-
ances which affect them, these should not be raised.
Once again the task of revolutionaries is to educate white
workers that they are privileged—educate them to de-
mand better conditions for blacks. But an attempt to
broaden and spread the struggle is racist.

In such a situation it is likely that the most effective
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'support canbe bult by attémpting ' to move the white
workers not merely on the basis of support, but also on
the basis of raising demands over grievances directly
affecting them. At the same time a struggle of black

) in p often provides the best opportunity
for raising the class struggle among white workers, and
helping to develop among them the attitude that struggle
and not accommodation is the best way to defend their
interests and wrest concessions from the boss,

But the “white skin privilege” notion leads to the
conclusion that a course of action which may generate
the best support for.the black struggle, which may pro-
vide the best method for raising the level of class struggle
and class consciousness among white workers, which
may encourage black-white class solidarity and thus help
make clear to all workers that divisions within the class
hurt them all—that such a course of struggle is a priori
“racist.”

The “white skin privilege’’ approach, which seems, at
least in part, to have its origins and basis in liberal guilt,
projects only guilt as a valid basis for organizing. If these

litics pointed in the direction of activities which could

ad toward ending or alleviating the .oppr-ssion of
blacks, they would have much to recommend tiiem. But
it is precisely this liberal methodology which

MY N fr Busmane sA nupin A9 wiog 19 wolisd
members of the RU, howaver, have been its ehief spokes-
men in the movement. While it is also reflective of
political views quite important to their overall approach,
the “white skin privilege” formulation may be somewhat
foreign to their Stalinist tradition. In part, the formula-
tion probably r an dation to the SDS
currents they are trying to attract. It is likely that over
the next period, they will either drop “white skin privi-
lege” or totally change the concept they associate with
the slogan.

It is foreign to their tradition in that it too easily
gives away their view of the relationship between their
politics and the working class. Traditional Stalinist
formations throughout the world, and particularly in
industrialized countries, have been quite successful in
projecting themselves as being the party of the working
class, Under Stalin, the class interests of the international
prol iat were sy ically subordinated to the
foreign policy needs of the Soviet Union, often in the
form of direct and immediate counter-revolutionary
activities.

With the rise of Maoism, the notion that revolution
will come by the countryside surrounding the city has
been popularized. This is the view that the economically

their ineffectuality. When dealing with social groups,
as opposed to individuals, one should not expect that on
the basis of idealistic appeals to guilt, the group can be
persuaded to relinquish material privileges.

The RYM perspective can lead to the winning over of
individual workers. But all RYM disclaimers notwith-
standing, implicit in, and central to the “white skin privi-
lege” concept it the underlying assumption that within
America, except on the most long run and ultimate
basis, the material interests of white workers are directly
counterposed to the material intérests of blacks.

Not only is this notion false, it reinforces some of the
most readtionary prejudices which exist in the working
class. Large of workers, t caught in
the squeeze of spiraling taxes, inflation, speed-up—terri-
fied at the breakdown of the social structure, the
violence, the disintegration of the cities, reach the con-
clusion that the blacks are responsible for the acute
distress they feel subjected to. They see the struggle of
blacks as directed against them and at their expense—
what rea] oppression they feel, they tend to blame, not
on the system, but on blacks.

The “white skin privilege” approach provides no clue
as to how these sentiments can be countered—it merely
labels them as “racist.” They are racist sentiments, or at
least lead to racist conclusions; they must be countered;
but at the same time, if we hope to build a political
movement of the working class, we must understand
these sentiments and understand that they flow from the

workers’ own oppression. We must understand that
racism hurts the entire working class in more than a
moral way. It materially impedes the class as a whole in
a rather immediate sense.

Some think that opposing racism helps workers only
in that it helps the struggle for revolution which is
ultimately in the workers’ interest. But of course, only

,yg;]ger%vg)xo are already revolutionaries would be con-
""vinted by 'this. The lesson tHat tacisim hurts the worker
’gngx his chss' how.cvgr, can be learned prior to the

of y ci in the course
| of .the class struggle. It can be learned in the course of
1 the class struggle because it blunts the class struggle.

The attempt to hold on to a relative privilege leaves
‘workers very vulnerable if they attempt to engage in a
militant struggle against a boss who is willing to fight
dirty—and they all are. To workers who are willing to
struggle in their own interest, the price of a relative skin
privilege is often greater than the benefit. By destroying
a division which the boss can use against both, white
workers as well as black workers can benefit in an abso-
lute sense. As economic’ pressure on the working class as
a whole tightens, and as bosses increasingly look for new
ways to keep workers down, the need to do away with
divisions within the class becomes a more immediate
issue. s

For example, the campaign under way right now to
smash the printing trades has certainly made every poss-

‘ible use of the racist practices which have long been

ped nations, by struggling against imperial-
ism, will strangle the countries of the advanced capitalist
world. The primary force in the fall of capitalism will be
the outside strangler, not the class struggle at home.
Maoist politics, in their most fully developed forms, rep-

resent a political view whose primary commitment is

support for the “primary struggle” in the world—the
struggle against imperialism. It looks around for the
international vanguard of this struggle, finds the Com-
munist Party of China, and proclaims itself the American
franchise holder. (For RU, the most important reason to
smash PL is to attempt to establish its title to that
franchise.)

The underlying basis of RYM II politics is not com-
mitment to the working class, but commitment to the
“primary contradiction.” They orient toward the work-
ing class because they see it as a potential base of power
which can be wielded in the resolution of that “primary
contradiction.” Rather than basing their politics on the
needs and interests of the class, their primary orientation
is to attempt to use the class for the implementation of
politics which are based somewhere else. RYM II just
like Weatherman views national loyalties and antagon-
isms as primary in their world view—however much
emphasis they put on working class organizing.

As Stalinism developed in the world communist
movement, politics primarily based on class were trans-
formed into politics based primarily on national con-
siderations and loyalties. It still led militant struggles
and was able to maintain a terminology, a rhetoric, an
orientation which enabled it to project itself as a work-
ing class movement, and even to attract, in certain
period, class conscious militants who accepted the rhet-
oric at face value. What is foreign to the Stalinist tradi-
tion in the “white skin privilege” notion is only that
Stalinism has in the past proj d its political
whatever that happened to be at the moment, in terms
which much more made it seem a program of a workers’
movement. The “white skin privilege™ concept is much

‘tae ¢learly a program of someong else for the working

<l

In the convention document entitled “RYM II”’ under
the heading “The Main Principles of Struggle for RYM”
we read:; “The revoluti y youth can be
one of/the main ways of bringing the anti-imperialist
movement to the proletariat as a whole.” In the “Red
Papers,”ithe founding statement of the RU, we read, in
the RU statement of purpose: “The primary revolution-
ary duty of the people of the US is to build a militant
united front against US imperialism.”

Throughout RYM II literature we find continual ref-
erence to building a against i ialism. Here
and there we are reminded that imperialism is the highest
stage of capitalism and so to oppose imperialism is to
work for socialism—and is thus to build a movement for
the emancipation of the working class. But agitationally
and programmatically the entire focus is on the struggle
against imperialism. g

It is important to build up a struggle against US im-

prevalent in the printing trades. These are
multiplying, and as they do, the material base for the
struggle against racism in the working class grows.

Racism among workers is not so much the cause of
their conservatism as it is the result of it. Workers who
have been lulled into qui who have un-
willing to struggle in their own interests, necessarily take
a static view of society and its potentialities. The unwill-
ingness to engage in struggle against one’s own oppres-
sion tends to make one intolerant of those who do. The
fear to oppose the status quo tends to become trans-
lated into support for it. The inability to undérstand
one’s own interest makes those who are fighting for their
interest frightening, and threatening.

Those who have this static view, those who reject
conflict and struggle, can not help but see society and
what it has to offer essentially as a fixed pie to be sliced
up. A bigger slice for someone else then must mean a
smaller one for him. The “white skin privilege” concept
as put forward by the RYM groups reinforces the world
view that the pie is fixed. Presuma‘yy they then ap-
proach a man with such a view without challenging it,
tell him that someone else’s children have a shorter life -
expectancy than his children, and urge him out of guilt
to struggle against this evil. Racism flourishes on this
static conservative consciousness. RYM tells us that the
first thing one must do is to break down the worker’s
racism—to convince him to give up his “white skin
privilage.” Everything else must wait on that. We agree
with RYM that one should not hesitate for a moment
to take on and try to combat racism among workers.
We disagree, howeve,r in that we believe that combat-
ting racism among white workers must proceed simul-
taneously with attempts to raise their consciousness of
their interests as workers, and with attempts to move
them in struggles around those interests. The only effec-
tive way of batting white skin privilege among the
mass of the workers is the process of making it clear that
white skin privilege is no privilege. Helping to raise the
level of the class struggle is part of this process.

Commitment to the “white skin privilege’” concept is
one of the fundamental principles whech hold the
Weatherman tendency of RYM together. RYM II and

broadest possible base. It can not be asked to slow down
because of the currently-conservative tendencies in the
American working class. But at the same time, those who
claim to be Marxists must understand that the most
effective struggle against imperialism, the best support
we can give the people of the oppressed nations, is the
development of the class struggle at home. The slogan of
revolutionaries has always been: “Turn the imperialist
war into a class war.”

The RYM II view which rejects the basis of Marxism
that the class struggle is primary, views the class struggle,
rather, primarily as a recruiting ground for the struggle
against imperialism, This perspective lessens the effective-
ness both in building the class struggle and in buildi

. That struggle should be built on the .

i
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partics, which. claim ,miepxcseht.dn.lqte'uﬁs. of the pro-
letariat but which rule over the proletariat. The Stalinist
i y party is organized as the prototype within
the old society of the new ruling class, and there is a
tendency, at least among its leadership, to conceive of it
in that way.

The proletariat, since it owns nothing but its labor
power, can not maintain its class dictatorship on an
economic basis, as does the bourgeoisie. It cah only
exercise its class dictatorship politically through its con-
trol of the state. The ability of the members of the
working class to organize politically, to form parties, to

#form factions, to agitate and propagandize, to politically ..
oppose the ruling party or its policies, to put forward
and fight for an alternate political leadership to that of
the ruling party, to publish opposing views and analyses
—these are the substantive prerequisites for the working
class to exefcise power. =

The history of Stalinist movements has been to
smash all independent organizations of the working
class—to prohibit all political life independent of or
opposed to the party. These policies are carried out in .
the name of the proletariat—they are enforced by a
party which claims to be the crystallization of the inter-
ests of the proletariat—they are enforced by a party
which claims to be the crystallization of the interests
of the proletariat. The party views itself as almost a
metaphysical entity into which the working class has
been transsubstantiated. ,

In China, for example, after the disastrous policies of
the Communist Party of China (CCP) in 1927—the
acceptance of Stalin’s orders to subordinate the work-
ers' struggle to the nationalist policies of the Kuomin-
tang—the entire urban base of the party (a majority at
that time) was destroyed. From 1927 on, the party never
had a base in the working class. It led a peasant move~
ment—but by proclaiming the leading role of its party to
be the leading role of the proletariat, it was able to
declare its revolution a workers’ revolution. The Chinese
revolution freed China from the semi-feudal domination
of corrupt landlords and from the comprador bourgeoi-
sie in the pay of the imperialists. It laid the basis for a
more vigorous attempt at industrialization and moderni-
zation. But the CCP, on the basis of a peasant movement,
brought itself to power. The proletarian revolution
against this power and the dictatorship of the proletariat
are yet to come.

The influence of Maoism on the American revolution-
ary movement can not but have a reactionary effect.

. Following the lessons of Maoism at best confuses the
building of a real proletarian revolutionary movement at
home. Systematic application of them directly - counter-
poses itself to building such a movement.

The explicit resurrection of Stalin and Stalinism in
the revolutionary movement—and its fairly broad appeal,
is primarily attributable to the great popularity of Mao-
ism within the movement. As the RU says in their “Red
Paper,” Stalin is the bridge between Lenin and Mao
theoretically, practically, and organizationally.” Who
can deny that?

Some are now trying to turn the question of Stalin-
ism in our movement into a joke, or alternatively into a
peripheral question. They attempt to mock those who
express concern with the growing Stalinism, and attempt
to create an atmosphere in the movement in which the
expression of such concerns is viewed as an expression of
liberalism, red-baiting, or worse, Many independents who
have such concerns have decided to keep quiet rather
than face derision. More than one RU member has said
“one of Stalin’s biggest mistakes is that he didn’t get
Trotsky sooner.” For those who hold that view, one can-
not but conclude that only tactical considerations pre-
vent them from murdering their political opponents in
the movement. On the basis of such attitudes, neither
the working class nor anyone else will be liberated.

The need for politically organized groupings in SDS
to fight the Stalinist politics and manner of operation of
both PL and the NO had, as early as January, resulted in
the formation of the Revolutionary Socialist Caucus in
the SDS chapter of City College in New York. The RSC
at CCNY came together on the basis of a commitment
to socialism from below. It rapidly became the majgr
force in the chapter; at the same time, its nature was
extremely amorphous, which made it difficult for the
RSC to act decisively as a unit. When an open admissions
struggle blew City College apart, the RSC itself ex-
ploded, going off in several different directions.

- The RSC at CCNY contained, in microcosm, many of
the traits of the independents at the Chicago convention.
The vague commitment to socialism from below was
coupled with a wide range of viewpoints on both inter-
national and domestic questions. Many in the group felt
that they could continue to coexist and work with the
national leadership of SDS, and its representatives in and
around the NY regional staff. Nevertheless, the forma-
tion of this group was a sign of increasing rank and file
i in the face of increased polarization of

the struggle against imperialism.

Stalinism flows from a basic pessimisn toward the
working class—both in terms of its ability to rule, and in
terms of its ability to rise up and in its own name seize
state power. As a result, it orients toward and attempts
to build, not a party of the working class, but a party
over the working class—not as an instrument of the class
but of attempting to transform the class into its instru-
ment. It sees the revolution as basicslly dependent upon
outside support. It tends to consider the struggle be-
tween, and actions of, nations and nation-states as more
important than the struggles between and actions of
classes. As a result both for morale and for material
support it feels it necessary to have a nation state with
which to identify. Alienated from the state which rules
in one’s own country, unable to identify with and tie
one’s fate to the international proletariat, the result is an
intense form of patriotism for the state upon which nre
fixes one’s hope.

Having a state with which to identify, having a soci-
ety which one can project as a real world manifestation
of one’s aspirations, having a ‘‘socialist homeland™
toward which to look for inspiration, these are very
reassuring—especially in the face of hostility from one’s
countrymen, and doubt. But this understandable desire
has very negative implications. The various countries in
the world which call themselves socialist are in fact class
dictatorships, not of the proletariat, but of monolithic
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the leadership groups.

A few months after the formation of the RSC at
CCNY, a group with the same name and a similar per-
spective emerged in the SDS chapter at the University of
Chicago, This group was far more developed politically,
containing several people who had been in SDS for
years and had generally been at odds with the national
leadership. Once again, the need to project an organized
tendency was recognized only after the factionalism in
SDS had made it i ible to voice independent posi-
tions. The Chicago group, however, was more unified
politically, and had a fairly clear working class-oriented

luti socialist perspective together with an
understanding of the necessary relationship between
proletarian democracy and socialism.

During the convention, the Chicago group issued a
call for the formation of a revolutionary socialist caucus
on a nationwide basis. About a hundred and fifty SDS
members responded to the call. Initial enthusiasm was
high. It appeared that substantial basis for collaboration
existed among at least a large portion of those present.
A commitment to democracy within revolutionary
organizations, and the projection of full democratic
rights within the working class as a necessary ingredient
of the socialist society we are struggling to build was
generally accepted. But there was a tendency toward
political agreement going far beyond that.
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Very roughly speaking, the group had a perspective

:loﬂri“‘ vm;/s the Working class, particularly the industrial
b Ing class, as the primary grouping in society toward
which revolutionaries should orient. Most agreed that
workers, as a social group, will only achieve an under-
standing of their class interests in the collective struggle
for their slef-mteresy as workers, and that the struggles
of workers as a social group agzinst racism, against im-
perialism, against all the evils of capitalism, and even-
tually for the socialist revolution, are depel’ldent upon
and flow from the consciousness of their interests as a
class.‘As.a result, it was felt, a primary focus in the
organization of workers at this time must be on self-
:x’z‘t:x;:ssll:;"p;;egclsely bectapsc of the current quiescence and
conservatis ithi i i
e m within the American working
At the same time, those in the group a;
struggles around immediate interests ?nusy beg\rrfee:e:!h:;
a starting pomtv, not as an end—must be generalized at
every opportunity into struggles and directions leading
to the attsinment of working class consciousness and
revolutionary consciousness. Also, though there was
general agreement in support of the national struggles of
blacks, chicanos, etc., most rejected the practice in both
RYM factions of tailending and romanticizing the black
movement. .
y T_he new caucus, however, failed to crystallize. Meet-
ing in competition with plenary sessions, regional cau-
cuses, etc., it bogged down while its sessions dragged on.
Everyone agreed that the formation of a caucus would
only be fruitful if a solid basis of agreement existed. In
the hothouse atmosphere it was difficult to get a per-
spective on which political differences were major, and
which were insignificant. Discussions wandered, and
people wandered away. Finally, there was a sense of
impotence. Many felt that even if the caucus were to
jell, it would be incapable of significantly affecting the
convention. To some, negotiations, compromises, ac-
commodations, with one or the other of the RYM
factions held out the illusive promise of more relevance.

However, even though those at the caucus meetings
felt impotent, the RYM leadership of the convention
must have felt threatened by the caucus’ formation. On
at least three separate occasions, RYM convention moni-
tors attempted to break up the caucus. Claiming that the
janitors had to clean the caucus area, claiming that the
management of the convention hall had forbidden the
use of the particular caucus area, claiming that the cau-
cus sessions interfered with the plenary session in prog-
ress, the monitors demanded the caucus disband. Each
time, the caucus refused, sent out a representative to
investigate the claim, and discovered that each was a
pure fabrication.

Attrition finally succeeded where coercion failed, and
the caucus disbanded. Weatherman, RYM II, and PL
were to remain the only major tendencies at the conven-
tion—the only organized groups with a significant pres-
ence within SDS on a nationwide basis. Though there
‘were groups and individuals who shared a fairly substan-
tial basis of agreement outside of the WSA and both
RYM factions, because they were unable to work out an
ongoing basis of ication an lab ion, they
i d their own i within the m t. Asa
result, they weakened the impact on the movement as a
whole of the political views which differentiate them
from the organized leadership poles.

When election of officers occurred in both the RYM
and WSA conventions, just how tightly the leadership
groups had things sewed up became clear. In the WSA

ion there was a ble just to get people other
than PL members or long-time associates to run. No one
else seemed to want responsibility for the group. Given
its isolation, PL was eager to let independents or even
possibly opponents into the leadership to project
breadth. As a result the nominees ran unopposed.

The RYM elections, on the other hand, were hotly
contested. Both the Weatherman tendency and RYM II
ran slates for the secretariats, Weatherman taking a clean
sweep by about two to one. The only other contestants
were two members of the Chicago Revolutionary Social-
ist Caucus, who after the attempt to form a national

-

: follow PL, join ‘%or quit. As oppased to the RYM

SDS, few WSA chapters have ‘members who are strongly
opposed to PL politics and fairly developed politically.
They do have, however, large numbers of politically
excellent rank and filers who are attracted by the “less
talk, more action’’ attitude of WSA, and by the concept
of building a Worker-Student Alliance.

Though both RYM and WSA claim to be the “real
SDS,” what does that mean? The WSA bases their asser-
tion primarily on the fact that RYM deserted the
officially consti d SDS ional ion plenary,
while they stayed. They also claim that if matters had
come to a vote of the entire convention they would
have won. That the second claim is probably false is not
very relevant. On the basis of these assertions, WSA
might be able to win the exclusive right to the use of the
name SDS in a court of law. But in the real world, who
is the “real SDS” is decided by the reactions of the SDS
chapters around the country.

To be sure RYM’s violation of the SDS constitution,
and in fact of any proced: in ing PL
expelled, would be a factor in favor of the WSA at the
local chapters. On the other hand RYM’s control of the
old national office, contact lists, etc., together with the
fact that there is a continuity between its national
leadership and the old SDS ional leadership, are

i “vanguard of

r

being ludi of d Neither a
signed franchise from: Chairman Mao himself, nor for
that matter from the ghost of Lenin, Trotsky, or even
Karl Marx, would make any existing American group the
the proletariat.” ’ L
The essential question is neither lineage nor *“
ness of perspective.” Mysticism aside, the working class
can only have a revolutionary vanguard when there
exists a revolutionary party, rooted in the working
which has the size, support, and program to enable
a nationwide basis, to play an organic role in the
struggle on the shgp floors. To be sure, it will
program of struggle going far beyond the point of
duction and directed to all classes. But the s:mnee
the party throughout the working class, at the point
producti is ial. The building of such a party

sk
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with hara, consistent, working 'class revolutionary poli-
tics is a Y P isite to a socialist ion in
America.

Such a revolutionary party of the working class can

neither be wished nor p imed into exi certai

ly not by ively small groupi isti i

to students and intellectuals. Political struggles today

create potential cadres and nuclei for generating such a

party. They transmit, modify, create, and fight over the
luti y theory and analysis with which such a

factors in its favor at the chapter level. Most decisive,
however, is the same factor which swung the convention
toward RYM. With a few exceptions, PL is very strongly
disliked in most chapters they do not control, particu-
larly by those who have ever had political differences
with them. Only a few SDS chapters not already domi-
nated by the WSA now look to it and to the office it has
set up in Boston as the national office of SDS.’

But this does not necessarily make RYM the “real
SDS.” Though a large proportion of the chapters which
were not controlled by the WSA prior to the convention
are moving toward RYM, this process is not completed.
RYM was able to expel PL from SDS in the sense that
they were able to cut PL off from a large proportion of
the most alive and dynamic people in SDS. But it must
be made clear that the RYM formation and all that it has
attracted around itself is quite a different thing from
just the old SDS minus ““the disruptions from PL.”

The principles of unity were not so much the basis on
which PL was expelled. Rather, the expulsion of PL
provided the basis for their promulgation. To be sure
most p are not enforcing the definition of mem-
bership that has been declared: “All people who do not

party- will initially be armed. And they will develop the
people who will bring the theory, analysis, and program
into the working class. i

The heating up and politicizing of class struggle in
Amefica is a prerequisite for the devel of sucha
party. Today’s i y groups and can
help to speed up the process. They must go to the work-
ing class; it will not come to them. They must help and
encourage it to build its party, not conceive of them- -
selves as winning workers to “their party,” to be their
base of support.

We have no crystal ball that tells us how the Ameri-
can revolutionary socialist party will come into being.
We believe, however, that the political struggles going on
today, struggles in both practice and theory, could Ll;ty
a key role. We oppose Stalinist developments on the left,
not out of abstract morality, nor even out of fear that
they will make a Stalinist revolution in America. We do
not believe that Stalinism can ride the American wi
class to power. The revolutionary overthrow of capif
ism by an indi ini is only possib

ion imposed by the world
market. But the dominance of

Mactiv
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accept the above two principles are no longer
of SDS.” But those principles, even for the present un-
enforced, provide the foundation for the transformation
of SDS into a sect, and a bad one at that. Of course
modifications no doubt will be made. Political support
for Albania will probably be removed from the list of
litmus tests which distinguish true luti from
counter-revolutionary traitors.

The leadership of the two RYM factions will continue
to work together against mutual enemies. But each,
though more consciously on the part of RYMII, is work-
ing toward the elimination from SDS of all political
opposition to it, including the other faction. Each has as

Stalinist theory among potential cadres and catalyzers
of a future revolutionary party will make it impossible
for them to aid the development of a y which can
lead the working class. It could even lead to the develop-

-ment of a party which in a future revoluaionary situation

retards rather than leads the seizure of power by the
working class.

Over the next few years, both theoretical o
and practical political work must be intensified. As ti
current crisis in Ameri italism develops and deep-
ens, theory and practice become incre: y dependent
one upon the other. The dev:lopn:tnt of both, and of

i i uti ization

tacts, and

its goal, the transformation of SDS into a ¢ €
ally centralized Stalinist group, or into a: wholly:owned
subsidiary of one.

. The “principles of unity” form a precedent for purg-
ing the organization of political opponents. !Jnlgu _ﬂ!lt

crueial. As American
capitalism comes apart at its seams, when its disint
tion reaches the proportions of ' revolutionary: i
either the working class will be prepared to make a revo-
lution and usher in socialism, or a new and previously
d-of barbarism Will emerge over their crushed

precedent is destroyed, they or newly d
will be thrown at the organization whenever the basis has
been laid to get rid of another “enemy.” The reason PL
was so hated is that they considered everyomé unwilling
to subordinate themselves politically to PL to be enemies
which must be destroyed. The RYM groups, particularly

RYM I1, have the same idea. They, however, know how :

to bide their time and do the job more effectively.

Many of the politically healthiest people and ups
in SDS have decided, with some misgivings, to affiliate
to RYM. They believe it is the closest thing to the old
SDS they used to know-—they see in it people they can
work with. The “principles of unity” they either ignore
or consider unimportant to them or their chapters. Some
even consider*them basically a healthy step toward the

RSC had failed, had decided to join the Independ
Socialist Clubs. They ran as representatives of the ISC,
basically as protest candidates. They expressed opposi-
tion to the split, particularly to how it was carried out,
opposed the “principles of unity,” and protested the
Stalinization of SDS.

Most independents who were sensitive to the Stalin-
ism, and who were not happy with RYM politics, ended
up voting for Weatherman on the basis that they con-
sidered it a looser and more poorly defined tendency—
which might either develop in their direction or at least
give them breathing space.

The two RYM factions put up a joint slate for the
NIC containing five Weathermen and three RYM II's.
The large number of independents who ran for these
posts on the basis of their nomination by regional cau-
cuses didn’t stand a chance. The RYM joint slate won
handily.

For large numbers of SDS members who, prior to_and -
even during the convention, found themselves in bitter =

opposition to the politics put forward by the RYM
groups, isolation in a sharply factionalized and polarized
movement has had a toll. Many of the more politically
experienced maintina their differences while finding it
politic not to raise them in their chapters or regions.
They feel that friction and maybe even disruption might
result which would hamper important political work and
possibly even threaten old friendships. They feel frus-
trated as they watch a lgrge Proportion of the newer and
less experienced members of their chapters begin to
adopt hard RYM itics of one or the other variety.
But they don’t know what to do.

Other former opponents are reconciling their past
differences with the RYM groups and beginning to
adapt in a more of less grudging fashion to the dominant
lines. Illusions that onme or the other RYM group is
changing or about to change often masks their own
rapid political drift. .

Within the WSA groups, on the other hand, things
seem much more static and lethargic. !’L tries to inject
life by allowing controversy (within l.in_ms). But for most
the understanding that the PL line is bound to ‘bg a
majority whenever PL wants it to be deadens political
development. Increasingly the alternatives become clear—

p P of SDS in a revolutionary direc-
tion. They tend not to consider the growth of| Stalinism
in SDS to be a very important question at this time. “We
can work with these people.”
But by playing ostrich, by not opposing, they
supporting those tendencies which are in the p;
forming SDS into a b i i
helping pave the way for the day when t
decide whether to give up their politics, to quietly leave
as

bones.

We believe that there are large numbers of
people in and around SDS who are committed
to a ing class ori ion; to sub
democracy within the movement, wlut}u

pi with or not; to
democracy as the babis of socialism in the society
we are working to build; to the s for

black md.tnl‘adhdworld Iim‘:, l:ln to im-
perialism, women's tion; to building a
Tuti home as our primary task in work-

SDS, or to be d
ary traitors.
The answer is not to run away from SDS—to desert

the many pedple still in it, to relinquish all claim to the

good connotations which our movement has built into
the name SDS. But the answer is also not to accept the
RYM leadership, with misgivings, as the “real SDS.”
What is the “real SDS,” as we said earlier, will be decided
by the local chapters, and it will be decided over the
period of the next year or so. What is critical is that
there not be presented a mere lesser evil choice—RYM or
WSA.

We urge that chapters and collectives explicitly vote
to reject the “principles of unity” which were laid down
in Chicago. We urge they make it clear that they will
never accept principles which define membership in their
organization handed down with neither an opportunity
for prior chapter level discussion nor even the oppor-
tunity for a serious discussion at the convention itself,
We urge chapters, collectives, and individuals to an-
nounce their affiliation to both national offices as

pp s of both leaderships—to orient to open people
in both, to put themselves in a position to lead fights
against both leaderships. Affiliation to both makes it
possible to participate in the real struggles going on in
SDS nationally, struggles which still have a great effect
on the consciousness of thousands of militants. At'the
same time it very clearly concretizes the unwillingness to
accept either leadership as a lesser evil and thus objec-
tively to become a supporter of that leadership.

The American working class today has no revolution-
ary vanguard. At first glance, it appears that groups
which proclaim th Ives to be that d are either

at
ing for the liberation of all the people of the
‘world.

It would be less than useless to attempt to
build a political opposition to RYM without the

mj:'c:bn of alternate politics and . We
that a serious discussion of ﬁamdL
, col

E am must be started
C

pate in such a discussion. We ut
the list of names we receive to all who send in
their name (unless of course we get a specific.
request not to). We are anxious to give up this

to some chapter or collective carry
it out, or turn it over to one if it is already being

With the shit coming down on all sides, a lot
of us have waited too long in getting ours
together. As our movement intensifies, politics
without a national ion b i
1 irrelevant.

Se
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“IF YOU GOTTA ASK, MAN,
YOU'LL NEVER KNOW”

Jesse Lemisch

The following was originally prepared last fall
for submission to the Students for a D ic
Society internal ‘bulletin, New Left Notes. T
keeping with the efforts of the SDS national
leadership to monopolize New Left Notes as its
own factional organ, the article was rejected as
“counter-revolutionary,” i.e., not in agreement
with the current National Office line. Since then,
the anti-ideological stance upheld by some in
the movement has given way to a fetish of ideo-
logical slog: i But the horitari
trends the article describes have only been rein-
forced; anti-analytical “‘existential” dogmatism
has been ded by a k-analytical sectar-
ian dogmatism. Sadly enough, Lemisch’s appre-
hensions have been amply confirmed.—ed.

I recently saw Newsreel's “Columbia.” The whole
thing was very moving. I lived through something a little
bit like it in the University of Chicago administration
building over two and one half years ago. So I was very
much with the movie, with the joy that comes from
liberation, from those few moments of real community
which living in this rotten society has allowed us.

I do not think that it is extravagant to say that this
feeling is something like that of revolution, and I hope
that the rest of my life is not so poor that I do not feel it
again. Their building was really ours: we lived in it,
awarded each other grants in the comptroller’s office,
called our friends on the fifth floor from our offices on
the first floor, annouriced the stops on the elevator
(“second floor, sleeping; third floor, studying . . .”"), and
hundreds of us talked day and night about what to do
with the building. For a while afterwards, I looked at
their other buildings, both on and off campus, with a
new pride and elation, a kind of arrogance: those build-
ings did not have to be theirs.

We felt joy in the building, despair at leaving it: we
did not want to give it back to them. For some months
afterwards, I continued to -feel that the building was
ours, and I took visitors there and made a lot of noise to
let the office workers know that it was still ours. But
little by little, I realized that the building was in fact
theirs; when I went there, I was angry, no longer at
home,

The Columbia movie brought me both elation and
despair. The member of the Columbia Strike Committee
who spoke afterwards when the movie was shown at
Northwestern talked about elation, but not about
despair. Wondering about reports of successful “pacifica-
tion” at Columbia, I had looked forward to hearing a
first-hand report not only about what had been so
obviously right at Columbia then, but also about what
was wrong at Columbia today: had the left grown?
Could we do better? But when asked, the man from the
strike committee could only bring himself to mention
the possibility of one or two “miscalculations.” Other-
wise, it was all beautiful and victorious.

He advised Northwestern SDS to do the same thing on
election day, and was seconded by someone from the
Chicago regional office. I asked for anmalysis of both
success and failure and was told, “it’s right if it feels
right.” I asked how come the guy from Columbia knew
enough about the situation here to tell Northwestern to
sit in, and the man from the regional office told me that
the Columbia visitor had been to two meetings of the
Northwestern chapter, so he knew. There was a lot
else: more exhortation and objection to analysis; the
man from the regional office showed that radical organ-
izers could be at least as izing and d ding
as straight professors, when he asked those who were
against the war to raise their hands. When I got fed up
with this elitism, this paternalism, he offered to smash
my face for me.

Do what feels right; don’t ask why. The movement is,
among other things, hippy, yippy (and now at North-
western, zippy). The movement is existentialist, ro-
mantic, spontaneous; it says, “if you gotta ask, man,
youw’ll never know . . . it’s right if it feels right.”

These attitudes have produced acts of great courage.
If we have any movement today, it is because of the
courage of those who have gone to Hanoi, those who

have refused to go elsewhere, those who said hell no, we.

won’t go, But at the Columbia movie, the movement’s
anti-analytical strain showed an authoritarian underside.

Anti-rationalism, the denial of the possibility or value
of analysis, leads to authoritarianism;authoritarianism is
conservative, not radical-the reverse of liberating. The
contradictions between anti-analysis and human freedom
are clear whether we are talking about the authority of
dogmatic super-militants as opposed to those who want
analysis, about the authority of men over women, or,

more generally, about intuition as a guide to moral con-
duct. Here is D.H. Lawrence arguing for intuition:

Know that you are responsible to the gods inside you
and to the men in whom the gods are manifest. Recog-
nize your superiors and your inferiors, according to the
gods.

Resolve to abide by your own deepest promptings,
and to sacrifice the smaller thing to the greater. Kill
when you must, and be killed the same: the must coming
from the gods inside you, or from the men in whom you
recognize the Holy Ghost.

The only justice is to follow the sincere intuition of
the soul, angry or gentle. Anger is just, and pity is just,
but judgment is never just.

Whose intuition, yours or mine? In the absence of
judgment, how can there be justice? In the absence of
critical analysis, there is only authority. Questioning of
authority—asking why—is an extremely radical goal.
Right now, there is a premium in the movement on not
asking why.

There is a close connection between the movement’s
elitism and authoritariamism and its male chauvinism,
One of America’s many tragic characteristics is the fact
that it is a place where people are told that their genitals
define the quality of their humanity. People in the move-
ment are only Americans, and it is no surprise that they
should succumb to American diseases; it is no surprise
that the movement should have in common with other
Americans the admiration of men with, really big balls,
the Hemingway, the Mailer. B

The same kinds of attitudes pollute the relations be-
tween men and women in both straight society and,
perhaps to an even greater extent, the movement. [t
gives women less dignity than they have in the Eastern
European family. The beginnings of 2 women’s liberation
movement has brought to our attention the fact that
shitwork is woman’s work. But the problem goes deeper.
Consider the meaning in this area of “if you gotta ask,
man, you'll never know” and “it’s right if it feels right.”
For the woman to ask why (why should she do office
shitwork, why should she cook, why should she fuck on
demand), well, man, that’s a real down (just as it was
when I asked why at the Columbia movie). Don’t talk,
you’ll ruin it.

Non-verbal communication is usually ambiguous, and
people cannot question unjust authority if there is a
commandment against analyzing, questioning, demand-
ing explanation and justification, If words are sometimes
imprisoning, silence is more so. So the woman in the
movement must be an earth mother, subordinate herself
to the whim of the male, try to figure out how to please
him. If you gotta ask, man, you’ll never know. It ain’t
me babe. .

Rather than preserving these attitudes, which are
exaggerations of the worst in non-movement American
society, the movement might do better to turn intensely
analytical, and to re-examine men and women seriously
and scientifically, not spontaneously and existentially.
The unspontaneity of non-radical sex researchers Masters
and Johnson in their cold sex lab, using an electric dildo
to test whether it is really true that there are, as Freud
claimed, two kinds of female orgasms and that the one
‘which happens to be most satisfying to the male is the
only one which deserves to be called fully female—this
unspontaneous research has contributed immensely to
the struggle for human justice in an area where the
movement has impeded the struggle.

Contrast the methodical testing of Masters and John-
son with the spontaneity of the Motherfucker who, I am
told, waved his penis in mockery of a political position
with whichhe disagreed at a recent SDS gathering. Tell
me which is radical and humane: truth-seeking by experi-
ment, test and analysis, or, if you gotta ask you'll never
know.

In this diseased American atmosphere, to question the
content and implications of any action is to put one’s
maleness in question; to put one’s maleness in question
is to put one’s worth as a person in question. But why,
given our harsh critique of the society in which we have
grown up, do we think that doing what feels right to us
is going to lead to what is in fact right? For the marine
back from Vietnam, shooting people may feel right.
Living in this society has given all of us so much para-
military indoctrination that what feels right might very
well be the last thing that people on the left should
trust. This does not by any means mean that we should
cease our activism; it does mean that if our activism is to
make a better world, it must be informed by analysis.

Meanwhile, today’s manly movement, with its politics
of masculine joy, is—as increasing numbers of women
see it—barbaric and inhumane, anything but joyful. In
their struggle against male chauvinism, movement wom-
en fight what should be everyone’s battle against author-
itarianism, and they lead the movement away from
barbarism and towards a humane and just society.
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