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TRRCRANIUY, TC ThHE FPUld UL T RS

This i a "thirnking out loud" memorandum.

1 think there was =z weakness in the psper's coversge of
the student strike wagve. This ig that none of the line articles
on the strike breught cut the transitional charscter «f the alogan
for & Red university (in this case, for st antiwar university).

The articles menticned partisl zains tbhst could be won and
defended: e.5., 2bolition of BUTLOn campus. Butl thess merged
without apy dietinction ipte gains that cammot be won except
fsz\§§%§£/§ﬁg§§g§ without a mass apsurge of the working class,
and ot he defended on 8 long~term basis short of a sociallast
revolution: e.g., student-faculty contiol of education.

The articles were enthusisstic about winnlng ”fullg or in
mcRt cases partiasl control of the university” and sbout "an
crientation of resching out te involve the lsbor sovement,
Third world communities, and the Gls." But they did met peint
out that the first requires the sscond.

1 believe it 1s especlally importaat that this factor be
noted becasuse of the illuszions and consequent frustrstions that
students inevitably feel whorn they perticipste in 2 big battle,
enly te find the victories teickie out over the course of time.
it seemed to me that many of the French comrsdes reflected this
frustration when they would say, "but we worn the universities,
we slready did that, now we bave to win the workers.” What they
really meant is that they didn't win the universities becsuse
capitaliise remalned in power. Thelr error is to make =zn srtifieisl
separation betwsen the struggle for student control and for working
class control.

drticles in the psper that point cut the trausiticnal
character of the fight for Red (antiwar) univercities will also
gerve Lo point ocul the relations betwesn the universities and
the ruling class. “hey will be good educationel pieces on the
nead for B socialist revelution.

Sick Hoberts



