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FINAL SDS CONVENTION?

Faction-ridden and impotent, crippled by lack of a working class
program, SDS limps on, its continued exlstence as a national organi-
zation looking ever more doubtful. That at least 1s the conclusion
we are forced to draw from the recent SDS national convention held in
Chicago over Christmas, 1970, which was poorly attended and tightly
controlled organizatiocnally by the Worker-Student Alliance and Pro- .
gressive Labor. The first SDS national convention since the split
convention of '69 (over a year ago), it exposed clearly the disastrous
consequences of PL-WSA' s bad politics and misleadership, .

Forced by membership pressure to finally call the conventlon,
the existing PL-WSA leadership could not avoid confronting two dis-
tinct  oppositional currents which 1t has tried to smother and ignore
for over a year--a large, heterogeneous rightward moving group of ex=-
WSA'ers and ex~PL'ers, and the left-wing Revolutlonary Marxist Caucus.
Any analysis of the new rightward movement in SDS must begin from the
basic point that these groups have emergsd directly because of the
failure of the PL-WSA leadership to provide a militant and consistent-,
ly working class program for 3SDS,- as well as 1its stupldly bureaucratic
handling of political opposition.

The right wing forces, although comprising about 30% of the total
attendance (about 650 at most sessions, although registration was over
900), certainly a sizeable minority, were unable to agree on any com=
mon program except opposition to PL, and managed to discredit them-
selves thoroughly by thelr inabilify to handle the political issues

(continued on page 2)
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raised during the convention. The Revolutionary Marxist Caucus fought
consistently forits proletarian socialist program, emerging as the
only serious left alternative to the old leadership.

The Right Wing-~-Moralism, Liberal Guilt, Maolsm

The right wing, although forming a loocse coalition among them-—
selves during the convention, nevertheless actually represented two
distinct trends; one, a growing trend back to o0ld New Leftism~-the
swamp which can go no further than moral horror at burned bables. The
proponents of this guilt-ridden, reformist liberal orientation were
primarily the Rosoff group from NYC, the remnants of tne Hacks and
supporters in Chicago,; and The Midnight Special group from Wew Orleans,
The other trend was the newly emerged orthodox Maoilst Columbia-Barnard
'split from the WSA, which at least had the virtues of being more vocal,
better organized, and politically more consistent than the softer New
Leftists. Ed Clark, editor of The Midnight Special, former PLer, spe-
culated in endless rightwing caucuses on the advisabllity of splitting
from SDS entirely, and was only dissuaded then by the realizatlion that,
if the right wing split from SDS, since opposition to PL was the only
thing holding them loosely together, they would promptly fall apart.

. These right wingers declded to make their main fight on organizational,
mostly agenda points, since, as Rosoff polnted out, they obviously
couldn't agree among themselves ‘about anything else.

Clark Mgkes Hls Move--And Blows It

Ed Clark, 'well known crusader for democracy (particularly when
finding himself in a mincrity), whose pre-convention writings indica-
ted a desire to lead SDS back to the non-existent "good old days" of
participatory democracy, choze onlv two organizational points to fight
‘on: 1) that agenda.time slotted for mass leafleting be glven over to
political discussion, whic¢éh he capitulated on at the last minute, with-
drawing hils originally correct motion, which the RMC had supportzd,
and 2) a cynlical maneuver, obviously destined to fallure before a
clear WSA majority, to attempt to disqualify a WSA proposal., After
the fallure of both these proposals, The Midnight Special crew spent
most of lts remaining time at the convention sulkling in the back of
the hall. Upon returning to New Orleans, tney pronounced 3D3 dead and
washed their hands of 1t, thus continuing the avoldance of political
struggle which has been the hallmark of thils group since 1ts inception.
(see TMS, Feb. '71)

Some (Other Disasters

The Rosoff mini-<group was virtually ignored by the leadership,
while the similar Roger-Coffield tendency  from the West Coast was
conciliated with election to.the NIC--2an apparent indication that. PL
control over west coast SDS 1is slipplng. The Revolutionary People's
Caucus from Boston (who prior to the conventlion convened a motley
meeting of White Panthers, nationalists, hippies and ylppies, supposed-
ly to "free 3DS"; an explicitly anti-working class meeting which the
WSA and RMC walked out of), distingulshed itself by quoting that "great
revolutionary leader", Bernadette Dohrn, getting only derisive laughter
"and booing from the floor. After that debacle, the RPC also retreated,
maintainlng pristine silence (except for some heckling) on all politi-
cal questions, : o

Staying in SDS for basically opportunist reasons, these New Lefters
attempt to use the Worker-Student Alliance verblage with an entirely
different content,. chalienging the correct 3DS line of non-alliance
with liberals. Their utopian belief is that linking up SDS with any
and all organizations {(primarily campus), regardless of rotten politics,
will bulld SDS in some way. This demonstrates complete nalvete .con-
cerning political development--with such a strategy,; SDS would at best
beccome the left cover for liberal peclitics, and more probably, be com-
pletely lost within the morass of llberalism, The right wing cynically
covers up 1ts opportunist maneuvering by denylng that the basis for
political-alliance must be agreement on program. Sinking to the lowest
common denominator of anti-Nixonism is nothing more than a betrayal of
the left. We note that Gi Schafer, of New Orleans SDS, 1s sponsoring
the National Peace Action Coalltlon (another cne of those SWP-YSA.-3MC

(cont..-on pg.3)
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peace fronts) in the name of an Orleans SDS! ' This only a few months
after The Midnight Spectal denounced the YSA-SMC, proclaiming that
they -are "zeing. Leed as or are tools of the bosses...thev should be
glven the szme treatmernt:thst one would give-a cop." (TMS Dec.'70)..
Apparently The Midnight Special and/or New Orlesans SDS considars the
prover way to treat cops: Is to support their. actdonsl O?:is this a
new bplit in Tne Midﬁight gpecial g*oup’ T

~Columb1a-Barnard Maoists D

Sy The most 1mnortant of. the right wing oppositional groups 1s the
Columbia~Barnard: group.,  led by .former PLers and WSAers. Their Propo-,
sals:recelved the largest number of votes .of any of the oppositional :

..tendencies, PL-WSA'coritinually attempted to- conciliate this.group in

an ‘attempt to maintain organizational .céntrol of the New York reglon
.(a conciliation which later developments ‘show: haS not worked very well),

€olumbia-Barnard split from the WSA in the name of orthedox Maolsm; -a
development which points out most clearlty PL's unique position - of be=
ing neither fish nor fowl--a Stallnist tendency that would rather not

, talk.=bout ‘Stalin, an ex-Maoist sect: that refuses to define its dif--

ference with Maoc=-l.e,, .a; polluical tendency with no other base than:
empiricism. In .donning the mantle-of .orthodox Maoism and "serve-the—

. people’ism, Columbia-Barnard demands SDS support of the Black Panther

Party, an organization which calls the working class, both black:and
white, sell-outs to capitdlism and states ‘that the only revolutlonary
force in America is the lumpen proletariat, the "street people", whose
relation to the means of preductlon is non-existenu, therefore render-
ing them impotent in undertaking any struggle for power in this society.
While the Black Pantner Party and .other mlllitant orvanizations on the
left must be defended against the capitalist class's 'attempt to -smash
them, extending.thls defense to political support denies the central -

:role the working class must play in revolution, and paves the way for

the complete abandonmernt-of a working-class program. for 3DS, Never-

 tHeless, . Columbia-Barnard's criticlsm of PL's vulgar analysis of .the .

black question has some validity. Blacks are not merely more economi-
cally exploited than whites, but are-subject to dlrect political oppre-
ssion, such as pervasive police brutality against ghetto residents, as
well as the psychological oppresslon of living in a racist soclety..
However, it is around such .¢lass issues as unemployment that black

"workers can lead the entire class and thereby win white workers to op-

pce2 the extra-econdmlc aspects of black oppression.. Columbia-Barnard

_.has no gtrategy for fighting racism other than moralistic propaganda

that racism 1s bad. .
Columbla~Barnard's position on the Vietnam war has a similar
thrust. Rather than calling for the victory of the Vietnamese revolue
tion, as does the RMC, tiney "call for support of and victory to -the NLF,

the popular front of the Vietnamese Communist..Party, whose program .
calls for. the development of indlgenous.capitallism in Vietnam! Calle
ing for the political victory of such a program. means abandoning the
Vietnamese workers and peasants to exploitation by their own ruling
class, Considering that the Vietnamese national bourgeolsie 1s -one of
the most despilcable collections of war .profiteers, gangsuers, grafters,
shysters, gougers and pimps assembled in one- place since the overthrow

.of Chianz Kal-shek, .that is-not much of a reward for thirty odd years

of - ’ight ng. The Revolut;onarj lMarzist Caucug. is for the military

victery of the NLF and North Vietnamese'forces against the Amer*can

and South Vietnamese puppet troops. We would urge gerulne revolution-
ary soclalists to fight for the leadership of the Vietnamese masses
against the existing NLF leadership, while eombattling the imperialist
forces.. The principle -of actively supporting mass struggles while -
opnosing an opportunist leadership 1ls.the-ABC of. ravolutionary strategy.
On iInnumerable occasions, SLS members have _instinctively realized this,

.- Thus, SDS supported the. General Electric and General Motors. strikes,

.even when theae were . led by . liberal ferces,

despite the class traitor osennings. and Woodcock union leadersnips. 3SDS
members. have actively and correctly supported. studant ant+—war strihes,

PL's Rcsnons;bilﬁti_for This Mess -

- The defect ion of Co*unala—carnard and tJe 1oss of control by PL—
WSA of the N;Y, resgion- .15 one;of the. mos% sérious political gdefeats
which SD3 hszs sustaired, while.the ”SA controllisd .the national organi-

"zation. Ccliumbla-3arnard rankc with Harvard-Zsdcliffe as onz of the

.,
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mc3t important chapters which SDS has had. The responsiovility for

this defeat lies squarely on the shoulders of PL=W3A and s directly
caused by the methodolegy and outleaok of PL. It 1s no accident that
211 the raocent splits from PL have bzen to thae right--Fraser, Papert
and the Labor Committee, Epton, and.Colw bia-garnard PL's "rapudia-
tion of the essentiai- theoret*ca¢ conceptions of Staiinism and Maolsme-
the popular front, the stage theory of revolutlon, tall-ending of black
nationalism--has no» teen based on an. historical and theoretical re-
assessment of the havoc wrougnt by Sthlinism in the world working class
movement , but an empirical response to the. bawkruptcy of ‘these doc=;
trines necessitatéd by the Viecncmese war and the rise of blaék-nat-
ionalism. (In addition, PL finds it difficult to move 1tself toithe
rignt, since the SWP-YSA has a2ffectively mononolized the old Stalin-
ist popular front positions.) In Justifying these moves PL can only
exonerate itself on the grounds of the particular situation or on'its
authority as the (self—nroclained) revolut*onary comnunist party. By
ettempting to build on social guilt, moralism, and empiricism, ‘the
three most obnoxious and defective characteribtics of the American
left, PL creates the conditions for 1ts own defeat and the continuous
splits to the right. The standard argument that failures ars the -’
result of "our own racism, male chauvinism, etc," is, of course, rou-
tine method which PL employs to explain the fallure of one or another
of 1ts opportunist gambits to demoralized WSA'ers while keeping the
authority of PL as "revolutionary communist party" (infallible guide)
intact. Rosoff and Rogers have had the ingenuity ‘to utilize -this
tactic from the right for thelr own, purposes. Once WSA'ers and PL'ers
begin to doudt, once they begin to realize CWSA and Challenge celling
doesn't work and is a lot of evew=zh, théy ares unable to bring these
criticisms to the party or WSA since the inherited Stalinizt authori-
tarianism brooks no opposition. To date they have either looked for

a new source of authority, i.e., back to Maoism, or retrecated into

New Leftism covered only by the fig leafl of velbal endorsement of

WSA. Without a clearly reasoned theoretical explanation for its break
with Stalinist theory, without an institution of real inner party demo-
cracy, and without a transitional orogram which bridges the gap between
- 'rutber mats' and the dictatorship o- theproletariat, PL is bound to
create within itself right wing splits and transmit the same process

to SDS.

On mhe Floor: Organizational llassles

PL=WSA has a hard time handling poWltica¢ cric*cism, SO gettiqg
proposals discussed was difficult as always. .The convention was orient=-
ed primarily towards endless pseudo-democratic workshops (where no
votes are . ever taiken on anything), mass-leafleting and demonstration-
building, a rat-troupe skit, and *he nacessary but time-consuming
election of officers. :

PL-WSA's general tactiz toward the rignt wing was attempted con-
ciliation. The Revolutionary Marxist Caucus received different treat-
ment., Political antagonlisms were intensifled by PL-WSA, which erupted
during the electlon proceedings into opern hostility and near violence, ,
The RMC ran candidates for all national positions, OCur first two can-
didates were booed, hissed and pelted with wads of raper during their
speeches by USAers. The third candidate reacted badly to this provo-
cation by making Irrelevant, dlstorted and personal criticisms of PL
and its leader, Milt Rosen, rather than insisting cn the correctness
of the RMC program. This weakness c¢isplayed ty the candldate was not
an accident; as part of hils continuing pclitical breakdown, he shortly
broke entirely away from RMC politics. '

Tempers were running sihort by the last day of the convention; PL-
WSA was able to 1lmpose a 30-oecond time limit on all RMC speakers, mak-
ing 1t :imrossible for us to present our proposals on women's liberation
and racism. In effectively sile ncing the RMC durlng the last daJ, the
leadership made itself more vulnerabls to the right wing, with whom 1t
found itself working against the RIMC., The right was quick to take ad-
vantage of thils by caliing for the election of arn additional ‘NIC mem-
ber. Thelr candidate was an ex-SIZer from Columbia~Barnard th ‘no
longer attended SL3 maetlings. He was duly elected. ¢

- We have rointed out before, and we repeat: These burezucratic
and unaecmocrLiic precedurss can only drive potentially radical students
{eont. on pw, £)
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away from 3DS. Trampling on minority rignts creates only hostility
anc anti-communist attitudes toward SLS,

he Left Opnosition: “he RMC Progran

Our general proposal for future SDS orientation and rork—-="rogram
for the Economic Crisis-~1s a transitiornal program designed to increase
The 1ntens.ity of ciass struggle in this country through conscious rad-
ical intervention--SDS posing demands related to the current concerns
of the working class; inflation, layoffs, lack of direct political =
power, etc. The RFMC proposed that SDS aglitate among the working class
with demands for strike action agalnst layoffs; a sliding scale of
hours and wages, 1.e., a shorter work week witn no loss in pay, pay
to be controlled by the cost of living; price control (without wage
control); expropriation of industry under workers' control (if Penn
Central can't make it, let the workers control it); and a workers'
party based on the rank and file of the trade unicns, a break with
the Democratic party. Such a program taken politically to the working
class as a way to implement their precent struggies for survival would
not only intensify the workers' struggles against the capitalist clasc,
but would discredit the misleadership of tihe trade unions, the sell-
out bureaucrats, among the rank and file.

The general proposal put forward by the WSA leadership was to
build a worker-student alliance on tne same general 'support' basis
that existed before the convention, wiich won a majority of the vote,
The proposal made no mention of any oirogram to implemernt working class
strugglies, but concentrated on the vague 'ally witkh' tactic that has
rendered SDG's working class orierntation ineffective in the past.

The programmatic polnts such as "30 for 40" adopted by FL (but not

SbE) and "End Raclst Unemployment" must be confronted head on as minor
improvements in PL's program which appear to, but ars actually insul-
ficient to, replace this basic method. The WSA denies, in effect, that
radical students can and must advance the class struggle through assiste-
ing the working class to achieve revoluticnary scclalist consciousness.

During the first part of the converntion, the RMC was forced once
again to fight for the basic democratic rizht of proportional repres-
entation on the nanels, a fight which won the RIC a speaker on only
the wonen's liberation panzl, The guestion of the opnression of wom-
en has been an extremely conflusing one for 3SDE, ever since the topilce
first came up for Giscussion at the December 1962 Mew Haven Conference.
That conference fourd PL-WSA endorsinz an anti-avortion line, for no
discernible resson apart from the grounds thet large numbers of the
working class are Cathollc and therefore opposed to abortion.

The problems of carrying out sucn a line while attemopting to win
radical students to SDS created a2 culca reversal--to part of the pro-
gram of the RMC, newly formed at that confzrencz., The sudden switch
was done empirically, with no thesoreticezl analysis of vomen's coppres-
slon, whicn allowed the PL-WSA leadership to continue {o refuse t¢o
recognize the central role of the family in the oppression of women--
vart of a pasic Harxist analysis. Rather, their pcosition remained that
tihe soclo-economic Institution of the [family could ke made into "a
fighting unit for socialism", #¥#With such a pro-fanily perspzctive, SDS
has had to concentrate on merely the aconomic aspects of wonen's ope-
pression, giving them an extremely crude approach to a central contra-
diction of caritalism. The SDE position can be summed up as "women
are oppressed because tirey are pald less, and they are pald less Le-
cause they are opnressed"--with the supra-natural agenecy of "male
chauvinism" as the prime mover bzshind t.e zircle., The RMC speaker on .
the panel emphasized the central rcle of tiae family as an agency of
oppression. The remily is arn economlc necessity under capitalisu as
it rrovicdes feor unpald, socially neceszary labor; further, it is a
orime agency for the internalization of oprression, teaching women to
seek the sole meaning of life ia their children and husband, for ex-
ample,. _

The main tihrust of tne RNC intervention on all guestions was the
attempt to bring about the Tundamental recognlition by SDS of its need
for an openly socialist perspeciive, nrogram, and internzl organiza-
a2l tondencies to fight for thelr programs.
Y

tion, open to all politic
SDS had tho regponsisiliity, ax tha only mass-cazad worlliirxg 2le
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oriented youth group in the country, to be the arena where young stu-
dant and working class revolutionaries can become conscious of thsir
tasks and test out their theories in political debate and practi:e.

In refusing to call itself socialist and work for a soclalist persoec-
tive, SDS has backpedalled 1tz role as the leadership of the ycutn -

_ movement, from which must come the next generation of polltical lsad-
ership for the class struggle in America. _ _ T




