
national secretary's report

from PROTEST
to RESISTANCE

The quarterly council of SDSers fathered 
in Berkeley - that showpiece of the student 
revolt - with the ostensible purpose of 
making policy decisions" for^ the organiza­ 
tion. As national secretary, I proposed an 
agenda which would have begun with a 
discussion of the 'state of the organization' 
- I argued, from the peculiarly warped per­ 
spective of the national bureaucracy that 
until we faced the serious problems of 
structures, staff, and finances in a responsi­ 
ble and disciplined manner we could not 
possibly discuss program. I lost the agenda 
debate.

The opposition argued that first priority 
should be given to a discussion of "politics." 
In the joint NIC-NAC meeting which took 
place in a smoke-filled room the evening 
before the first plenary, it was argued that 
we "have to discuss politics in order to find 
out whether we are really a political organi­ 
zation or just a group of people who like 
each other." The proponents of the "politics- 
first" position won the agenda debate, but 
they lost control of the meeting. Though 
the agenda was reversed, "politics" were not 
discussed. No matter how you analyze that 
term - whether "politics" means ideology, 
the analysis of power and how to take it, or 
the-press-the-ballot-box-and-our- public- 
image, the National Council did not talk 
about any of that.

For nineteen hours the National Council 
debated a resolution on programmatic resis­ 
tance to the draft - and finally adopted a 
militant version of that program. That pro­ 
gram does not talk about politics or the 
taking of power. It does not talk about the 
new society or the democratization of de­ 
cision-making. lttalksabout"resistance."And, 
finally, behind its rhetoric and its program­ 
matic details, it talks about the only thing 
that has given life and creativity to "the 
movement." It talks about the kind of strug­ 
gle which has been most meaningful to the 
new left - the revolutionary struggle which 
engages and claims the lives of those in­ 
volved despite the seeming impossibility 
of revolutionary social change --the struggle 
which has the power to transform, to revol­ 
utionize human lives whether or not it can 
revolutionize the societal conditions of hu­ 
man existence. It is the struggle which has 
offered imprisonment and even death as 
a way of being free - which says that "this 
is what a human being must do, no matter 
what the consequences, because this is what 
it means to be a human being" - "this is 
the struggle for freedom in our time" - 
"this is the revolt of slaves against their 
masters" - "this is what being a 'crazy 
nigger' meant in the South and what it now 
means in the North" - "this is the firit act 
of freedom."

One might dispute the political wisdom of 
the program. One may descry the lack of 
analysis. One may be appalled by the lack 
of direction. But, unless one does not un­ 
derstand what it meant to be a 'crazy nigger' 
in a world of 'good niggers,' it is impossible 
to understand what has created and re­ 
created the new radicalism: those individual 
and collective decisions to live our lives in 
new ways which may involve a risk to our 
very existence in order to break through 
the existing barriers to human life. It is a 
subjective struggle for individual freedom 
and meaning thrust up against the "objec­ 
tive" world which denies freedom and self- 
realization. It offers no clear path to power, 
no magic formula for success, only struggle 
and a new life. No promise is made, only 
the hope that struggle and confrontation with 
the existing system of inhumanity will create 
freedom in the midst of a life-destroying 
society.

We can speculate endlessly about how 
draft resistance mightend the war. However, 
only talking about how resisting the draft 
will change peoples' lives can create a 
draft-resistance movement. Call that "anar­ 
chistic," "personalistic," "religious", or "crazy" 
- you will not have dealt with the reality 
which created the movement. Talk of "poli­ 
tics" and "ideology" and you will not have 
plumbed the depths of the motivations. SDS 
just simply was not interested in talking 
about organizational problems oraboutpoli- 
tical analysis; it revealed its deepest con-. 
cern in talking about what people can do

with their lives . . . and with their bodies.

All that should instruct us as to some basic 
realities about SDS. At its present stage of 
development, SDS cannot be understood in 
terms of traditional political orga 
terms of traditional political organization. 
Neither ideological clarity (as political anal­ 
ysis) nor organizational stability are funda­ 
mentally important to SDSers. What counts 
is that which creates movement What counts 
is that SDS be where the action is. What 
counts is that SDS be involved in the crea­ 
tion of a cutting-edge in the freedom strug- 
gle.

SDS, as a movement, is a wedge into 
American society. It is involved in the crea­ 
tion of what Carl Oglesby called "space"   
breathing space, living space, freedom space 
- in a society which increasingly stifles free­ 
dom. Those who opposed the draft-resistance 
.program because they considered it "ad- 
venturistic" failed to understand the dynamic 
of "movement sensitivity." If the wedge is to 
continue to create more and more space 
in the society, then we cannot recoil from 
those areas of greatest tension where the 
risks are most dangerous. We were once 
desperate: "Trapped in a System."Themove­ 
ment has begun to pry open the jaws of 
that trap. The necessity which we must deal 
with involves keeping up the pressure on 
that trap until it is finally sprung. In the 
process, new life, new hope, and new free­ 
dom ^ire created - but, above all, it en­ 
gages the lives of people in new ways and 
that's how revolutionary cadres are built.
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for a RADICAL 
CAMPAIGN in '68

We are three graduate students at the 
University of Wisconsin. Wesubmitthisessay 
in the hope that it will have some bearing 
on the discussions that will no doubt follow 
the Mobilization of November 5-8. We have 
attempted to synthesize some of the present 
day radical thinking on where the movement 
should go from here. We hope that the 
national campaign suggested in this essay 
will be seen as a way tobuildand strengthen 
the existing radical movements and not as 
an alternative.

We are sending this to various peace 
candidates and radical organizations all over 
the country. Comments and/or questions, 
may be addressed to: Michael Meeropolj 
1319 Jenifer St., Madison, Wisconsin 53703.!

Two years ago, Lee Webb and Paul Booth 
urged SDS to move "From Protestto Politics."

Now SDS has moved from "Protest to Resis­ 
tance." Those who are dismayed by the 
"state of the organization" and its refusal 
to "talk politics," are simply refusing to deal 
with the state, the spirit, and the dynamics 
of the movement and the struggle in which 
we are involved.

ANTI-DRAFT RESOLUTION
(Adopted by the National Council,
Students for a Democratic Society,

December 28, 1966, Berkeley, Calif.)

1. SDS reaffirms its opposition to the Uni­ 
ted States Government's immoral, illegal, 
and genocidal war against the Vietnamese 
people in their struggle for self-determina­ 
tion.

2. SDS reaffirms its opposition toconscrip- 
Hon in any form. We maintain that all con­ 
scription is coercive and anti-democratic, and 
that it is used by the United States Govern­ 
ment to oppress people in the United States 
and around the world.

3r: SDS recognizes thatthedraftisintimate- 
ly connected with the requirements of the 
economic system and the foreign policy of 
the United States.

4. SDS opposes and will organize against 
any attempt to-legitimize the Selective Ser­ 
vice System by reforms. The proposals for a 
lottery or for compulsory national service 
would not change the essential purpose 
of the draft - to abduct young men to fight 
in aggressive wars.

5. SDS believes that a sense of urgency 
must be developed that will move people 
to leave the campus and organize a move­ 
ment of resistance to the draft and the war, 
with its base in poor, working class, and 
middle class communities.

6. SDS therefore encourages all young 
men to resist the draft. Since individual 
protest cannot develop the movementneed- 
ed to end the draft and the war, SDS adopts 
the following program:

A. SDS members will organize un­ 
ions of draft resisters. The members 
of these unions will be united by the 
common principle that under no cir­ 
cumstances will they allow themselves 
to be drafted. The local unions will 
reach out to all young men of draft 
age by organizing in the high schools, 
universities, and communities.Cour­ 
ses of action will include (a) direct 
action during pre-induction physicals 
and at the time of induction, (b) anti- 
draft and anti-war education among 
potential inductees and their families,

(c) demonstrations centering on draft 
boards and recruiting stations, (d) en­ 
couraging young men already in the 
military to oppose the war, and (e) 
circulating petitions stating that the 
signer will refuse to serve in Viet­ 
nam or submit to conscription in any 
form. National SDS will coordinate 
the local unions on a regional and 
national level, providing staff (includ­ 
ing travelers), supplies, and financial 
resources.

B. National SDS will assist all ef­ 
forts to organize, within the armed 
forces, resistance to United States for­ 
eign policy. Towards this end we will 
publish a periodical newspaper 'and 
other literature directed to those al­ 
ready in the armed forces. This is 
an effort to reach men who, within 
a system of involuntary servitude, 
are indoctrinated as well as isolated 
from open discussion. We seek to 
break the barriers placed between 
us and our brothers in uniform.

C. Since the primary task of SDS 
is that of building a movement for 
social change in the United States, we 
do not advocate emigration as an al­ 
ternative to the draft. Nevertheless, 
we realize that this option is being 
considered by many young men. We 
will thus provide information about 
emigration, and will encourage those 
who emigrate to build international 
support for the draft resistance unions 
and to work for an end to the war.

7. All chapters and members of SDS are 
urged to implement this program on the 
local level and to commit local resources 
toward its implementation at the nationa 
level.

passed by 53 -10-3

Gerald E. Markowitz 
Michael Meeropol 
Stephen C. Rankin

PROPOSAL FOR A RADICAL
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

IN 1968

INTRODUCTION

If the left is united in any desire, it is in 
the desire for radical change. The greatest 
obstacle to radical change in this country is 
the strangle-hold that the power structure 
maintains over the minds of the vast majority 
of the population. Discontent may be wide­ 
spread but at present it is unconscious and 
voiceless. The main task before any radical 
movement is to articulate all discontent, both 
latent and manifest, and to create under­ 
standing of the corruption of our society. 
From this will come gropings towards solu­ 
tions. We must emphasize, however, thatthe 
all-important first step must be taken. Dis­ 
content must be mobilized and a radicalized 
population must be achieved.

(Continued on page 6)
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AMERICAN RADICAL HISTORY:
a progress report

Paul Buhle

The following is an attempt to describe 
faithfully the progress of the REP program, 
American Radical History and Political 
Thought, its prospects, and some general 
lessons I have extrapolated from the exper­ 
ience. It may be iti some respects a curiosity, 
an exception; but in others, it seems to me 
likely to bear resemblance to most attempts 
at internal education in SDS. Perhaps the 
points discussed may aid in the early con­ 
vening of a National REP Conference (which 

I would favor as a sub-division of an April 
NC). Evidently, many of us have learned 
that internal education is a bit more diffi­ 
cult, or at least considerably different, than 
we had imagined.

1

American Radical History and Political 
Thought began only as anefforttorechannel 
some of those on the REP mailing listtoward 
a smaller, more unique study group. To 
REP-NO, this meant a slightly lighter load; 
to myself, an opportunity to implement a 
program in an area which I considered to 
be one of the most vital for the New Left 
to understand - in fact, an utter necessity. 
(I tend to doubt that SDSers can ever evolve 
a correct strategy of change until a broad 
spectrum of the organization understands the 
virtues and faults of the attempts of previous 
waves of radicalism; learning our progeni- 

. tors' errors seems at least as important, to 
me, as an "objective" study of the society 
we wish to alter.) The names of potentially 
or actually interested people were solicited 
'from Ann Arbor. Immediately a factor which 
seemed at least superficially odd arose: the 
names were nearly all of graduate students 
.already working in the field, whereas those 
seeking a basic education (i.e., one would 
suppose, undergrad activists) were almost 
entirely absent.

Thus even before the project was seriously 
undertaken, the emphasis of the main med­ 
ium - the worksheets - was altered. The 
problem was not, it was supposed, to educate 
people but rather to clarify essential issues. 
Therefore, an attempt was made tore-orient 
toward a high-level experimental program. 
This aroused the interest ofsomewell-known 
scholars in the field, but the main result 
(whatever the reasons for it), was another 
surprise: by and large, the very same gra­ 
duate students were too busy to make much 
of a theoretical contribution to the program, 
being involved in academic or activist pur­ 
suits already upto their necks.

Another shift was due, perhaps this time 
less in logic than in pragmatic searching. 
This time, there was an effort to combine 
a continuing experimental program with 
aid to those just interested in the field -- on 
the chapter more than the individual level. 
This form, although still in its refinement, 
seems to be basic to further development. 
Even if three months spent in experimenta-, 
tion for a constituency are too short to 
ultimately judge, this is the general direc­ 
tion of the program.

The original plans called for a printed 
magazine in February. In a way, this was 
Utopian, but practical too: mimeographing 
is not only hard to read, but seems also 
indicative of amateurish journalism and 
probable failure. A printed journal, on the 
other hand, if the material contained in it 
is at all useable, is somewhat of a substan­ 
tive accomplishment whatever the limita­ 
tions of its circulation and style. In other 
words: even in a day of proliferating radical 
magazines, the printed form seems poten­ 
tially more viable than worksheets which 
pertain only to individual matters, and are 
in any case unsightly (a factor which seems, 
if anything, more potent to the activists who 
does not have time to burn his eyes out, 
than to the armchair philosopher). The first 
issue of Radical America will now appear in 
late February or March, with the greatest 
priority on reaching chapter-contacts inter­ 
ested in local programs of American Radical 
History and finding ways to meet their

needs. The high-level and experimental as­ 
pects will hardly be forgotten, however. 
Bibliographies, study-guides, and reports 

from local programs will be continually 
present; in the current perspective, high- 1 
theoretical level material will occupy about 
thirty to forty per cent of the space.

What are the ultimate goals? To beoptimi- 
stic, I think a rather large and rapidly grow­ 
ing constituency is there to be found, and 
will soon be reached. This constituency can 

take part in, for instance: the collection of 
contemporary essays pinpointing the major 
problems in American Radical History, and 
their implications for the present; the selec­ 
tion of articles from defunct radical journals 
which present the scope of American Radical 
Intellectualism (which has existed, whatever 
its critics have said); and the proliferation 
of study guides, bibliographies, and other 
teaching methods to educate the New Gene­ 
ration of American radicals. American Radi­ 
cal History and Political Thought will then 
become a hybrid, both experimental and 
instructive, effectively linking the all-too- 

often disparate branches of SDS, the "think­ 
ers" and "doers." (In this respect, of course, 
ARH&PT is a faithful reflection of the general 
REP understanding of serving the Move­ 
ment.) Radical America will then be less 
important than the personal communication 
lines it helps to construct. Even if this out­ 

look is too sanguine, I think we can see for 
the immediate future a small but growing 
segment of SDS interested in American 
Radical History, encouraging and being en­ 
couraged by the general academicdevelop- 
ment of that field.

A few things are, I think, all too apparent. 
First, there is a real schism in SDS among 
those who are working toward new theories 
of social change, and those pushing semi- 
pragmatically toward that change now. The 
breech is painful; butitisnotyetirreperable, 
whatever the tension induced by sectarian­ 
ism on both sides. Yet if both are to become 

first their opposites, and then part of a higher 
synthesis, more determined efforts must be 
made at careful examination and full ex­ 
planation of the problem.

Second, this schism is bound to have an 
effect on any project concerned with internal 
education. Dealing with this, in fact, may 
be the most immediate problem any coor­ 
dinator faces. The solution is, of course, to 
get the "scholars" to act in the fields they

have studied as older brothers, aiding 
younger (or perhaps just less academically 
involved) activists to come up to their theo­ 
retical .level within that field(\ke narrowness 
of this conception, I think, helps to preclude 
paternalism). But will the "scholars" help? 
And will the activists accept them? These 
questions are not yet answered.

Lastly, any attempt at internal education 
is bound to bring self-doubts to those in­ 
volved: would they not be better spending 
their time and money in local activities? 
Isn't the time spent by teacher and student 
inevitably diverted from do-something pro. 
jects? These are questions each participant 
must answer for himself or herself. I am 
convinced that action must be joined by 
conscious theory - especially with the possi­ 
bility of a 1968 Kennedy nomination literally 

breathing down our necks - and some can 
make their most worthwhile contribution in 
the latter line.

At this point, I think there is every reason 
for optimism. The conditions are more ripe 
for non-dogmatic, radical education of a 
generation of the American Left than they 
ever have been before. Established radical 
scholars stand, in most cases, willing to help 
in any way they can. And our own reserves 

have not yet begun to be tapped. We have 
only our own infirmities and sectarian pre­ 
judices to fear.

Announcing:

American Radical History & Political Thought 
(REP) Program's Organ: Radical America,- 
an informal discussion journal.

Needed: Board of Editors (all fields sought, 
but particularly need person in New 
England area with experience in laying 
out magazine), material contributions 
(bibliographies; short, informal articles;, 
study guides; progress reports on Chap­ 
ter study groups in American Radical 
History; and etc., anything that may be 
worth printing), Criticism, Suggestions 
and MONEY

Prospectus and Sample Worksheets Avail­ 
able. For all information write: Paul M. 
Buhle, *2c Knollwood Acres, Storrs, Conn. 
06268 All interested are invited to join 
our mailing list.

***************

Only independent political action can ad­ 
dress the root of the problem rather than 
its symptoms.

C.I.P.A.
The 49th Ward Citizens for Independent 

Political Action announced today that they 
would file petitions for their aldermanic 
' candidate on January 9. CIPA spokesman 
Arthur Vazquez said thegroup would submit 
nominating signatures in excess of three 
times the required number, but he expects 
the Democratic Party to again attempt to 
bar the Independent candidate from the 
ballot as they did in the November general 
elections. "There is something about demo­ 
cracy which frightens the Democratic Party," 
Vazquez said.

CIPA's independent candidate for 49th 
Ward alderman, Clark Kissinger, listed the 
most important issues in the campaign as 
follows: The Daley administration's inability

to handle Chicago's deepening racial crisis, 
especially in the areas of housing, schools, 
and employment. The Democratic machine's 
basic alignment with corporate and business 
interests in the areas of taxation and city 
services. Local community issues revolving 
about zoning, land usage and democratic 
community planning. And the war in Vietnam 
which has caused the destruction of Chicago's 
meager war on poverty.

Kissinger's opponent will be incumbent 
Paul Wigoda, who received only 9,300 votes 
in the last election. The 49th Ward has over 
46,000 registered voters.

Kissinger's campaign headquarters will be 
in the offices of the 49th Ward CIPA at 
1236W. Devon Ave.

PROPOSAL
for Broadening

High School 

Anti-War Activity

Herman M. Heyn

The aim of this activity would be to bring 
home the issues of the Vietnam war to larger 
masses of high school students than hereto 
fore. Its ultimate objective would be to 
activate as many students as possible to 
take one step or another in opposition to 
the war.

The program would center around weekly 
meetings to beheld in some centrally located 
hall or church. Each week one, possibly two 
high schools would be leafleted with an 
announcement that a meeting will be held 
at a given place and time for the students 
of that particular school. The leaflet would 
say that the subject of the meeting was 
Vietnam, that (where circumstances allow) 
a film will be shown (ex. - "Time of the 
Locust") and that serious discussion and de­ 
bate would follow. This routine would be 

repeated each week at another school until 
oil the schools in the area had been reached.

The heart of the meeting would be the 
discussion and debate after the showing of 
the film. Hopefully, a good discussion, cover­ 
ing all aspects of the situation, would win 
a certain number of converts to the peace 
movement at each school or bring those 
already converted out of the "woodwork".

For those students who indicate more than 
a passing interest in opposing the war an 
action program such as trie following could 
be offered:

-Political and religious C.O. (especially 
for seniors)
-Students could be invited back for ano­ 
ther meeting and asked to bring sym­ 
pathetic friends.
-Formation of school-by-school end the 
war nuclei which might undertake leaf- 
leting of their respective schools, push 
to show the film in school, leaflet the 
school at times of city or nationwide 
wide actions, push for anti-war news in 
the school paper, etc.

To sustain the student programs leaflets 
could be provided or drawn up as a mutual 
endeavour of the students and the organi­ 
zers. In the maximum program, buttons, 
bookcovers, membership cards, etc. could be 
utilized as a means of building esprit de 
corps and status for the movement.

THANKS!

Many thanks to Don, Leroy, Chuck, 
and Dorothy for proofreading, past­ 
ing up, and mailing the last two 
issues of New Left Notes while I was 
basking in the warmth of the Berkely 
N. C. -Thane

PROVO 
INFO

Several of us here in Boston are interested 
in researching the "Provo" phenomenon. 
Anyone with relevant information please 
send it to Larry Miller SDS regional office 

138 River St. Cambridge or to Stan Haber- 
man, Brandeis Univ., Waltham, Mass.



Reexamination
of the 

"We Won't Go" Conference

Heather Tobis

The December 9 copy of New Left Notes 
carried a very positive article on the "We 
Won't Go Conference" held earlier that 
month at the University of Chicago.

There were two points that bothered me 
about the article, and both are related. The 
first' has to do with the success of the con­ 
ference. Since there was widespread agree­ 
ment among the participants on the issues, 
the people who planned the conference 
believed that other functions of the con­ 
ference were paramount:

1) to give more publicity to those whowere 
taking a public stand and thereby jepard- 
izing the temporary safety of the student 
deferment in order to stress the seriousness 
of their intent;

2) to raise those questions that the U of C 
draft conference would not have raised about 
the war and a program for fighting the 
system that we oppose;

3) to encourage people who are of the same 
mind in wanting to refuse the draft in this 
war (as the minimal relationship between 
the participators) so that they may continue 
with their plans for draft resistance; and,

4) to spread more specific and practical 
information on draft resistance, its history 
and its implications, so that those who want 
to do it understand all of its ramifications 
as well its potentials.

1) The gaining of publicity to move people 
who might be persuaded to join the ranks 
did not really succeed because there was 
no program in which those people might 
participate. Statements were not even pre­ 
pared (for however minimal value they 
might have) that such people could sign. 
There was no real jeopardizing of the student 
deferment because there was no organizing 
done with sufficient numbers to present a 
threat to the growing military of thecountry.

2) There were only two workshops where 
programatic planning might have occurred: 
the women's workshop, which Florence did 
not discuss, and the general workshop. These 
discussions, however, were not structured to 
take programatic suggestions seriously. The 
other workshops, to deal with technicalities, 
were question and answer periods of author­ 
ities or celebrities and case studies. This 
situation did not differ much in organization 
(it seems) from the U of C draft conference 
that we chose not to attend because we

LETTERS

to the editor

Dear Editor,
Mr. Marvin Mandell in his December 9 

letter concerning the Red Guards depends 
heavily upon Isaac Deutscher's article in 
the Nation (Oct. 31). Certainly Deutscher 
is the greatest historian of Soviet Russia. 
But even granted that, a too heavy depen­ 
dence upon Soviet News reports of Red 
Guard excesses biases the whole picture. 
Certainly Mr. Mandell would grant that the 
press of the USSR is hardly the world's 
most trustworthy (given Mandell's degenera­ 
tion thesis). But then ought one to accept 
at face value all the material in the Soviet 
press about the Red Guard's vituperations 
against precisely those cultural figures which 
the Soviet citizens most revere? Unfortu­ 
nately Deutscher as well as the U. S. press 
has taken the Soviet news reports about 
China at face value. Sadly it is now the 
USSR which is supplying the Western press 
with the worst lies about China. The U. S. 
papers don't have even to make up their 
own any more.

Mandell apparently takes his concluding 
remarks not from any serious source but 
from the political cartoon which accompanied 
the Nation article. He might be interested 
in knowing that in many of the very same 
cities in which the Guards were reported 
to be rampaging, foreign trade fairs were 
proceeding quietly as usual and the foreign 
visitors saw none of the rioting vandals who 
were supposedly ripping up the very neigh­ 
borhoods where the fairs were proceeding. 
The "Red Guard posters" about which we 
have heard so much in the U. S. press 
(depending upon Soviet reports and un­ 
named, unidentified Japanese newspapers) 
are in fact not posters printed by the gov­ 
ernment but blank sheets posted upon which

'Jhe teenagers can write. (And given that 
most of the youth can write in new China, 
such writing spaces are open to all).

When students in Paris or Mexico City 
blow up a statue of some revered cultural 
authority-figure we shrug off their youthful 
excess. But when Red Guards (at least sup­ 
posedly) deface a statue of Pushkin, every­ 
one from the New York Times to Isaac 
Deutscher cries out in righteous horror.

Yours,

Val Dusek 
Durham, New Hampshire

Dear Editor:
Regarding: Paranoid Politics Re visited, 

December 9, 1966.
If those who claim to represent the youth 

rebellion in the U.S.A. choose to attack the 
rebellious youth of China, let them at least 
respect historical facts.

The followers of Adolph Hitler and the 
followers of Mao Tze-tung were at opposite, 
ends of the political spectrum before World 
War II and they still are today.

At that time Hitler used anti-Communism 
as the pretext to overrun the small nations 
of Europe while his Japanese allies did the 
same thing in Asia.

Now Johnson has taken up where Hitler 
left off. Our enemies of World War II are 
now our allies, our allies, our enemies.

Russia, which before World War II tried to 
save itself by an alliance with Hitler, is now 
trying to repeat the process with his 
successor.

Heil Mandell! Long live ignorance and 
stupidity!

-Paul Burke
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thought that we could not have general 
discussion.

3 & 4) There was factual" knowledge ex­ 
changed and enough people of similar mind 
present to encourage the idea ot draft 
resistance. A very small amount of this 
seems to have been functional, that is, lead 
on to action (here those few people who 
themselves may go to Canada might have 
been helped, etc.).

Mainly, though, there was a sense of 
frustration that a good many people felt. In 
being given encouragement to do what we 
had been doing on draft resistance we were 
reduced to doing nothing, except serving as 
moral witnesses. We were still as unclear 
and troubled as ever as to what was a 
feasible course of action. In this light, the 
encouragement that the draft resisters felt 
had a false base.

The history that Staughton Lynd presented 
outlining the four stages of French resis­ 
tance in the Algerian war merited more 
attention. The first stage was boring from 
within to change the military system; butthat 
only ended in frustration of protest which 
was swallowed up (e.g., The Fort Hood Three). 
The second stage was going to jail instead 
of serving in the military, which resulted in 
the isolation of individuals who were swal­ 
lowed up by jail. The third was "insubordin­ 
ation at home and desertion abroad." The 
fourth was the formation of an underground 
with formidable supporters (e.g., list of 121 ). 

Certainly many of the specifics of the 
Algerian war situation are different from 
that which we are facing (e.g., there are not 
thousands of pro-Cong Vietnamese 
in America organized as were the Algerians 
and their support committee in France). 
However, it seems that we are somewhere in 
stage two. Several of the resisters are being 
taken away to jail (or will be soon) and once 
the government has tested out popular re­ 
action to such things as the jailing of Jeff 
Segal, there will be more arrests.

We all clearly do not want this self-des­ 
truction. Yet there is a lack of collective and 
political responses to such situations which 
can rightly be termed "apathy." There is no 
education of the public about the situation; 
there is only more internal discussion about 
the horrors of the system, afalse encourage­ 
ment given by hardened sympathizers, and 
further immobility.

As Florence Howe said in her article, the 
conference barely raised the questions of 
"Why go to Canada at all?" "What does 
effective protest mean?" etc. The We Won't 
Go Conference has only been another rtioral 
witness of people doing "their duty for thefu- 
ture." What actually does a union of draft 
resisters mean? Is it only a soul-searching 
session?

The lack of program is not just incidentally 
unfortunate. A union is meaningless where 
it cannot act for its members and get its 
members to act for themselves together. It 
is misleading and destructive if false confi­ 
dence is placed in it alone.

It would seem then that every incidentthat 
can be picked up and used to point out our 
protest, should be taken. Picket demonstra­ 
tions, mass action, letters to editors, support 
committees of eminent supporters, talking to 
people in an organizing campaign, etc. Any 
action now seems appropriate. The inactivity 
of the anti-draft and/or peace .movement 
seems to breed only more inactivity. It is 
time to take the plunge intodoing something. 
There must be action if the union members 
are going to do more than moan when their 
members are picked off.

This bemoaning as their men are taken off 
to the battle or jail seems to be the position 
to which women have been relegated. This 
is my second point. At the conference there 
was a women's workshop. This never really 
got off the ground, but I raise it partly be­ 
cause it was not mentioned in the previous 
article on the conference, and partly because 
it grew out of the concern for public educa­ 
tion and action around the war. It was 
designed as a women's workshop (not for 
the exclusion of men but directed to 
the role of women in the movement of 
draft resisters) in order to focus on two 
specific problems. First, women are socially 
trained to accept the role of the non-political; 
therefore, they generally lack confidence, 
experience and specific knowledge to act 
effectively politically. Second, the specific 
issue of the draft has been structured by 
Tien for only male action (at least at Chi­ 
cago). Several follow up meetings on "the 
woman question and draft resistance" were 
held where several programatic suggestions 
were made. We decided that specific pro­ 
grams of action were essential, so we re­ 
turned to the draft resisters meetings to 
suggest programs tind then to implement 
them.

A further concern, which continues beyond
the conference, is for the need for women's

II self-consciousness as women in ordertofaci-
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litate their effectiveness in specific activities. 
By re-raising this point, we hope that it will 
lead to morefruitful discussion than the older 
debates of the "woman question". We under­ 
stand that at Roosevelt University in the Chi­ 
cago Loop there is also a group of girls 
who are planning a conference on abortion. 
A surprising number of women whoare radi­ 
cal on many other issues have accepted the 
male oriented society's values on this issue. 
At the university of Chicago we hope to 
set up a discussion stemming from an intro­ 
ductory debate between Helen Gurly Brown 
(Sex and the Single Girl -- how to adapt and 
love it) and Betty Friedman (The Feminine 
Mystique - or how to make your way with 
an occupation is this man's world) and, we've 
thought of acting on such issues as the 
nepotism clause at the University of Chicago 
which effectively cheats the wife of a profes­ 
sor out of a job (if she is in the same de­ 
partment) though she may be quite an ex­ 
cellent teacher on her own.

The point of all this is just both that a 
movement is not really existent until it is 
moving with its men and women. Hope­ 
fully, the dilemma about finding exactly the 
right road will be resolved and some road 
taken and followed through. Hopefully the 
hesitations expressed in recent SDS discus­ 
sions against public actions will be seen in 
the light of the erosion of a "movement" 
on those campuses where there was no 
action and the growth of one on those 
campuses where something has been 
created.

A National 

Alternative

TO

THE

STRIKE

-Vie Berkey

Mark Kleiman's article in the Dec. 2 issue 
of NLN provides cogent, and I think, the 
salient arguments against a national student 
strike this spring. A strike is in no case a 
viable means of organizing opposition to the 
war. Nor isastrikeappropriateforeducating 
those students becoming increasingly dis­ 
turbed by the war, to the realities and re­ 
lationships which produced and sustain it. In 
view of the condition of U.S. campuses, both 
organization and education would seem to 
take priority to going to the streets, which is 
what a strike is; and shit man, we've been 
in the streets. Striking at this time would be 
more than inappropriate, it would be inane.

There is a better means of letting the 
people's (in this instance: students') voice 
be heard, I feel. The ground has already 
been broken, and the way has been shown 
by the Dearborn Referendum (See NLN, 
Dec. 2; Nation, Dec. 19).

Given well-worded referendum elections 
occurring on campuses across the country, 
sds would become a genuine catalyst in, 
first, making the specific issues raised (im­ 
mediate de-escalation, cessation of bombing, 
direct contact of NLF for cease-fire, etc.) 
points of widespread discussion and debate; 
and, second, in enabling many students' 
voices to be heard in a significant way-one 
not so easily slurred.

Secondarily, such referendum elections 
would provide the participating chapters 
with a generalized national structure foanti- 
war activity and a defined deadline to be 
met, both desirable to many chapters. Such 
a national action would be a source of co­ 
hesion without coersion.

Its success would depend upon each chap­ 
ter's ability to obtain the necessary signa­ 
tures for a place on the ballot, and in the 
process, to debate and educate the students. 
Several implications of such nationwide cam­ 
pus elections which are possibly significant 
to the anti-war movement suggest them­ 
selves immediately, but should be left for 
discussion after the above comes off clean.
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NATIONAL

PRESIDENTS

REPORT
Dear Todd and Nancy -

This letter grew out of discussions we had 
quite a while back on the nature of our ideo­ 
logy. I am unhappy with it, and would like 
most to know whether my inability to make 
certain sections of it concrete come from a 
faulty conception or from fuzzy thinking.

"We don't have -an ideology". For some 
time now we have been berated by this 
charge and have ourselves bemoaned what 
we thought to be this fact. Both those who 
charge and those who mourn have failed 
to suggest what an ideology would look 
.like if we had it and, more important, what 
its substance would be. It is not surprising 
that in a country as political, as ours, and 
in a radical movement as new, we should be 
at some loss to know what an ideology is. 
And it is not surprising that we have over­ 
looked the one we have.

II. First, a substitution of terms: in order 
to stem a debate over semantics, which 
might arise after the writings of Mannheim, 
let us use the words political philosophy 
instead of ideology. Still what we are talking 
of is that calculus which would tell us where 
we are now, what we want to achieve, 
and how to do it; which would tell us what 
to think of any political development, actual 
or proposed.

The first task is to break political philo­ 
sophy up into its component parts. (This 
breakdown is based in part on C. W. Mills, 
The Marxists Introduction,) An ideology con­ 
sists of 1) Values; 2) Goals, 3) Analysis; 
4) Agent; and 5) Strategy.

Values:- those qualities of human relation­ 
ships which should exist in the society for 
which we work.

Coals: that set of institutions which should 
give shape to society.

Analysis: an accurate description of the 
basic dynamics of the status quo.

Agents: that group (or those groups) which 
can act to change society in the desired 
direction.

Strategy: the large steps between here 
and there, (tactics/techniques)

In short, to get it all in: Analysis provides 
the basis for specifying a strategy according 
to which agents will work to achieve goals 
by which the values can be realized.

Now we have to look at what we believe 
about each of these facets of political philo­ 
sophy. But more must be done. We must 
ask ourselves-what alternatives are offered 
to us in each category, and whether we 
reject the alternatives through fear, fuzzy 
thinking, or reason. Only then can we know 
whether we have a political philosophy 
and whether at this point in our history we 
could have more of one if we reject alter­ 
natives through reason, as we do, then we 
have more of a political position than we 
usually suspect.

What we believe.

Values ]) Social lives: a) equal power 
and or equal control of power; b) relatively 
equal distribution of goods and services; 
c) equal protection by and from laws; d) 
equal participation in government (as a 
value in itself, not justjas ajrieans to the 
other values); 2) personallTves: a) self de­ 
termination; b) honesty/openness (or close­ 
ness, as you prefer); c) ability to provide 
for the needs of oneself and one's fellows, 
(as opposed to the ability to produce or 
acquire material goods).

Goals: 1) Peoples control of the institu­ 
tions of government, including control of 
the means of production of goods and ser­ 
vices. Socialism, if you want to define it 
that way; certainly not capitlaism. 2) De- 
centralism, both of the economy and of 
government, in order to allow for participa­ 
tion.

Analysis: 1) The government operates 
without any effective popular control. 2) 
It acts primarily in the interests of the major 
economic institutions, the large corporations. 
The interests of corporations are calculated 
on the btisis of profit, either present or 
projected. 3) The government sometimes 
acts in the interests of the military, parti­

cularly in foreign affairs. These interests 
usually, although not always coincide with 
the interests of the corporate establishment. 
4) This situation has produced internally: a) 
severe economic deprivation among a large 
percent of the U. S. population; b) de-politi- 
cization of people at all levels in the U. S., 
with a concommitant loss of self worth; c) 
concentration on material acquisition be­ 
cause it is the one area in which people 
exercise some control and thus a warping 
of basic human values; and d) a population 
which, because it exists in authoritarian, 
manipulated surroundings, can only under­ 
stand insurgent movements, domestic or 
foreign, as other manipulations: externally 
a) severe deprivation and exploitation of a 
large part of the underdeveloped world, 
and a loss in the ability of self-determina­ 
tion b) a large anti-imperialist, anti-US senti­ 
ment in most of the rest of the world.

Because of this structure the government 
has produced primary and secondary 
schools which teach subservience to the 
state; universities which mainly train for 
jobs in the corporate world; welfare insti­ 
tutions which do not help but degrade; police 
who do not protect but control; a war on 
poverty which aids business and the city 
government, not the poor.

Two conditions have made this situation at 
times difficult to perceive. 1) 4(b) and (d) 
above, the lack of political involvement, 
have produced a population which appears 
to sanction the actions of the government. 
2) the country has developed a liberal 
rhetoric allowing this travesty to proceed in 
the name of peace, freedom and democracy.

(The situation is further complicated be­ 
cause the advanced position of the U. S. 
in terms of industrial capacity makes the 
immediate, material interests of the popu­ 
lation antithetical to those of the under­ 
developed world)

Agent: For the immediate future we speci­ 
fy the poor, and almost as a separate group 
the poor Negro population, unorganized 
poor labor, and students (chiefly as catalysts) 
as the chief agents of change in the immedi­ 
ate future. We proceed on the hope, but 
at this point it is no more than a hope, that i 
insurgency in the ranks of organized labor, 
around issues of control, as well as in­ 
creasing dissatisfaction among certain un­ 
specified sections of the middle class may 
in time develop into a force for change. 
In addition, we find developments among 
professionals (new groupings among teach­ 
ers, new definitions of the roles of Lawyers, 

.doctors, architects, etc., as aiding the move­ 
ment.)

Strategy: The strategy for the immediate 
future is local insurgency: A) Among the 
poor, to 1) build a new base of power among 
that group which has the most easily dis­ 
cerned radical demands against the society, 
and 2) especially in the black community to 
build that sense of personal dignity essential 
for an inter-racial movement. Only through 
the organization of the poor can there ever 
be hope for future movement, whether it be 
mass action, electoral candidates, or politi­ 
cal coalition. B) Among students, to i) change 
the nature of the university so that it can 
perform a critical rather than a supportive 
role to the society, 2) build political con­ 
sciousness among students, so that they will 
be able to be catalysts for social change, 
both among the poor and in the professions. 
C) Among the ranks of unorganized labor. 
We hope that strategy is evolving to put to 
radical use the demands for increased con­ 
trol put forward recently by militantrankand 
file union members. D) Within the profes­ 
sions. Local insurgency, at least in metaphor, 
must proceed inside the professions. Here, 
an insurgency of ideas must redefine the 
roles of teachers, architects, social workers 
and others so that they support rather than 
undercut the movement.

This strategy does not depict the complete 
road to the new society. But if that road 

exists, this is the first step. Whatalternatives 
are there to the statements chosen in each 
category? Why are they rejected?

(This section done in outline form only)
Values: A) The individual is valuable only 

as he serves the state. B) Competition (heal­ 
thy competitive spjrit) (reasons for rejection 
are easy)

Goals: 1) The American System 3) Social­ 
ist models (the counter to these is either 
a) no more specific than we are, or b) 
centralist).

Analysis: 1) Free enterprise model, 2) 
Countervailing forces, 3) vulgar Marxist (all 
rejected as insufficient.)

Agents: A) Negro, B) Working class C) 
Middle class (start by rejecting the premise 
there must be one agent. ) Reject Negro 
because of class divisions within the race, 
reject sections of the working class and mid­ 
dle class as incapable of perceiving their 
interests as lying outside the system, accept 
sections of each, as of Negro.

Strategy: A) We'll get there by and by 
B)New coalition of old forces C) Mass De­ 
monstration D) Cadre development E) or­ 
ganization of the working class. (A and B 
easy, reject C because assumes minor ills, 
D because contradicts values, E because of 
arguments in Agent, above.

(There are several statements we make 
that seem to be a part of our political philo­ 
sophy which do not fit neatly within any one 
category. For instance, we hold, at least 
in part, that strategy must allow us to act 
in some measure in accordance with the 
values we wish to see instituted. Statements 
of this kind show the relationship of the dif­ 
ferent parts of political philosophy to each 
other).

That's as far as I have gotten. As usual 
I cannot tell whether this exercise gives 
useful form to ideas we have had for some 
time, or simply re-arranges our ignorance.

Nick

After I wrote this letter to Todd I read 
through the Port Huron Statement. Its struc­ 
ture, as might be expected in what was 
intended as a basic document is along lines 
similar to the outline of the letter. The PHS

begins with values (p. 5), continues with 
analysis (pp. 8-36) goes on with a prescrip­ 
tion for the U. S. which is a partial statement 
of goals (pp. 37-53), and ends with a short 
statement on agent and strategy (pp. 54ff). 
Parts of the document ring as true today 
as when they were written, four and a half 
years ago. Particularly the section on values 
has retained its ability to communicate what 
we are about. But many parts of it we have 
transcended in our everyday political dis­ 
cussions.

Chief among the strategic goals, for in­ 
stance, the PJHS lists the ousting of the'Dixie- 
crats from the Democratic Party and the 
development of single-issue organizations. 
The specification of agents puts more stress 
on the university as a locus of force for _ 
ultimate change than we often do now, and 
stresses the peace movement more Than we 
do now in long range thinking. The analysis 
section talks of the problems of Negores, 
but only in the failure of white America 
to provide them with the material things 
it provides for itself. It does not mention 
the robbing of dignity and culture from a 
whole people. Similarly the analysis of the 
ills of white America does not stress suffi­ 
ciently the wreck our society makes of each 
of the individual lives of those people who 
live within it. And the analysis is overcon- 
cerned - for our time, although not for the 
time it was written   with the causes of the 
cold war-fare state, and does not deal suffi­ 
ciently with the development of a counter- 
insurgency stance which is our current, most 
pronounced posture. The goals section does 
not exist, except in scattered references or 
in prescription for America, both could easily 
leave the impression thatwe seeka reformed 
and regulated corporate liberalism.

This list of ways we have transcended 
the PHS is incomplete. I have just tried 
to illustrate some very specific statements 
which we now have replaced in our every­ 
day arguments. Some other changes become 
apparent, the rough outline of our thinking 
presented in the letter to Todd, forthe letter, 
is just an organization of things I find myself 
saying all the time.

After I read the PHS I realized that the 
letter could serve, as a sketch, for the initial 
work on a new statement. I hope that process 
will proceed in these pages. If the discussion 
makes reference to the letter, it should do so 
as to working notes, not as to an attempt at 
dictum.

The outline should be altered or fleshed 
out, not attacked or praised.

Fort Hood 3
Terry Nelson, 
College of Emporia; 
Bob Coffland, 
Kansas State Teachers' 
College of Emporia

Despite cold temperatures and blowing 
winds, a group of Americans numbering 90 
to 100 gathered at the gate of Lansing State 
Penitentiary to begin a six-mile walk which 
would take them to Fort Leavenworth where 
three young men are held for refusing to 
fight in the Vietnamese "conflict."

Five of these people were from the Emporia 
area, three being residents and two being 
resident students. It is the desire of this 
small group to make known to the people 
the purposes of this demonstration.

For six miles, the march was received with 
Ifttle more than profanity and verbal abuse 
from the spectating citizens.

The members of the march continued re­ 
spectfully, cheerfully and orderly toward the 
Fort despite the jeers and opposition of the 
respectable citizens who had turned out to 
"greet" them.

Upon reaching the Fort, the marchers ad­ 
vanced only to the barricade set to keep 
them out. Songs were sung while accom­ 
paniment was provided by the clicking and 
whirring of camera shutters and music from 
the sound-track of a do-or-die patriot from 
the citizen's group.

After setting up our own sound system, 
speeches and proposals were made by rep­ 
resentatives of the various participating 
groups. As the speeches began, the resis­ 
tance began cat-calls and egg bombard­ 
ments.

After hearing the speeches and voting to 
send a petition to the commanding officer of 
the Fort, the demonstration officially dis­ 
persed. 

As a small group of demonstrators attempted

to reach their cars, the mob of youngsters, 
about high school age, attacked the group, 
resulting in several bruises and two arrests. 
As the police restored order, cars were 
brought into the area along with onegroup's 
bus to take the remaining demonstrators to 
the location of their cars.

In evaluation of the day, we, the Emporia 
group, felt the day worthwhile and accom­ 
plishing the projection of a strong voice. It 
remains puzzling to us as to why these three 
young men (Pfc. Dennis Mora, Pfc. James 
Johnson, and P. David Samas) are in prison. 
We would still question whether one gives 
up his rights as a citizen when he becomes a - 
part of the military machine. The right of 
dissent, unique to America, seems to have 
been prostituted by the Government and 
the armed services in their refusal to recog­ 
nize this right in the cases of these three 
American soldiers.

It also becomes very alarming when we 
consider the effort of the opposing crowd to 
suppress that freedom for which they so 
loudly claim they would fight. Also alarming 
is the apparentignorance of issues, indicated 
by the slogans of the opposition.

It is, we believe, outof a deep and dedicated 
concern for the world that demonstrations 
such as this occur. It is the taking seriously 
of the United States which has rallied people 
to march in every corner of the world.

We offer our support for the march, now as 
we did Saturday, We will continue to work 
for a just end to the Vietnam conflictthrough 
any and all means open to us. We will con­ 
tinue to educate people of their rights and 
protest the infringements of those rights 
everywhere they occur.
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NC Delegates
Chapter 

Amherst-Smith

Delegates

Dave Evans 
Tom Britt*

Barcelona Rifle & Drinking Club   

Clyde Grubbs*

Berkeley

Boston U.

Brandeis

Brooklyn College

U. of Cal., Irvine

UCLA

U. of Chicago

Buddy Stein* 
Mike Smith* 

Kris Dymond* 
Reese Erlich*

Connie Silver* 

Mike Schriber

John Seeley 
Ron Shuffler 
Susan Gefter

Jeff Gordon*

Peter Stone*

Nancy Rynerson*

Steve Goldsmith*

Ken Krich* 
Howard Strange* 
Stephen Gabel*

Claremont

U. of Colorado

Columbia

Cornell

Denver

Foothill College

Goddard

Harvard-Radcliff

Martin Rivlin (alt)*

Mark Bennett*

Nick Gruenberg*

Scott Robinson*

Paul Gaggini*

Grady Rouertson*

Nathan (D.S.)*

Mike Spiegel* 

Ron Yank 
Dave Wofsy* 
Alan Moonves* 
John Spitzer

Humboldt State Jack Sheridan*

U. of Illinois, Champaign-Urbana

Vie Berkey
Vincent Hau-Leong Wu*

U. of Illinois, Chicago Circle

Rich Berkowitz*

Illinois Institute of Technology
Carl Stieren*

Iowa State Ton! Pounds

Kansas City at-large Barbara Bondurant*

Kansas U. (Mary) Christine Leonard*

U. of Kentucky Bill Murrell

Los Angeles MDS Doug Norberg*

Lewis & Clark Alexandra Pratt

Manhattan Comm. College

Terry Davis

Massachusetts Institute of Technology 

Philip Alden

U. of Minnesota Ben McKoy*
Keith Tyson (alt)*

U. of Missouri -- Columbia

John Stark

U. of Missouri -- Kansas City
Mike Knitmeyer*

U. of Nevada Bob Ryrick*

U. of New Mexico Lilli Sommer (alt)*

New York at-large Sarah Murphy*

Oberlin Bob Parker*

U. of Ohio - Athens Ed Rothstein*

U. of Oklahoma John Ratliff*

Roosevelt University Earl Silbar*

San Diego State Shari Whitehead* 
Ray Bierl*

San Fernando Valley State
Tina Brouwer*

San Francisco State Richard Tewes*
Jon McKenney (alt)*

Santa Cruz Alien Hunter*

U. of Southern Cal. David Long*

Stanford

St. Olaf

Richard Bogart* 

Ron Nigh (alt)*

Jim Fite

SUNY - Stony Brook Gene Freott*

Swarthmore Sue Lynn 
Gretchen Foy

Syracuse Bob Tumposky

U. of Texas Sandra Wilson* 
David Mahler* 
Carol Cash (alt)*

Trinity College Robert Rethy

VOICE Eric Chester* 

Rich Gordon* 
Skip Taube* 

Rod Rose* 
Steve Johnson* 
David Duboff (alt)*

Washington State U. Larry Dahlkvist*

Washington U. - St. Louis 
Dwight Corrin

U. of Wisconsin Robert Schwartz* 

Richard Samson*

U. of Wisconsin - Milwaukee
Susan Susan McCabe

Wisconsin State U. - La Crosse
Dennis O'Keefe

National Interim Committee
NC Delegates at-large 

Bill Hartzog* 
Nancy Bancroft* 
Carl Davidson* 

Jeff Shero* 
Bob Speck* 
Mark Kleiman* 

Mike James* 
Jane Adams* 
Carolyn Craven* 

Tom Condit 
Carl Oglesby 
Steve Kindred
* plus a few others I forgot who did not attend 

add to list

Fraternal Organizations
Student Religious Liberals Clyde Grubbs*

*-Asterisk denotes delegate attendance and registration. If a delegate failed to attend 
NC or did not register at NC, asterisk will not appear next to name.
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Minutes
Discussion on the draft began the after­ 

noon of December 27, 1966. The first day 
of the discussion consisted of general re­ 
marks on the draft issue and the stand which 
SDS should take on it. In order to make the 
discussion more coherent to those whowere 
not there, I will report the remarks in a 
contextual framework, which will at times 
vary from the chronological sequence of 
the speakers.

The first question raised was the serious­ 
ness of SDS's intent to actually urge people 
to "resist" the draft. The national referendum 
on this question, mandated by the Clear 
Lake Convention, had passed 104 to 15; 
the total of 11 9 votes representing less than 
3% of the total SDS membership. Members 
of the NC were therefore uncertain as to 
whether or not they had the ability and 
the mandate to pass a national program 
which incorporated this element. (The ques­ 
tion was voted on at the end of the discus­ 
sion the following day and it was decided 
that the NC did have that power.)

Carl Davidson had a proposal for national 
SDS action on the draft, but said he would 
withhold it until the NC had clearly decided 
its intention to advocate draft resistance. 
After some discussion, the body of delegates 
decided that it could not finally decide on 
that until it knew of the context and nature 
of the draft resistance. Carl was urged to 
present his proposal.

Davidson prefaced his remarks by obser­ 
ving that in the past, actions against the 
draft had been individualistically and sum- 
bolically oriented. As an attempt to maxi­ 
mize the effectiveness of an anti-draft action 
he proposed the formation of local unions 
of draft resistors. The members of these 
unions would continue to seek various ex­ 
emptions from the draft, such as C.O., 2S 
etc., but they would explicitly unite on the 
common ground of "We Won't Go". These 
union would help build a feeling of commun­ 
ity and solidarity among those who were 
seeking to dissent.

Action would be oriented around the speci­ 
fic place where the draft touches the lives 
of the union members, i.e. the Induction 
Centers. Members would use resourceful 
tactics, such as the handing out of Duncan's 
article, at the induction Center to make their 
point collectively and to extend their organi­ 
zation. The union would create a collective 
confrontation of the Selective Service Sys­ 
tem; therefore, when one of the members 
was being harassed or persecuted, the union 
would have a collective response to his 
dilemma.

Queries from the floor then clarified other 
aspects of the proposal. The purpose of the 
unions would be both collective disruption 
of the system and also a positive attempt 
to build a community of resistance. If adopt­ 
ed, Carl saw the program becoming a major 
priority for SDS resources.

In the following discussion, delegates re- 
fered to their local situations to evaluate 
the desirability of the draft program. Three 
basic concerns dominated the discussion. 
First, was a national SDS program the 
solution at this point? What would be the 
role and implications of a national program? 
Second, if we were to adopt a national 
program, what content and focus should it 
have? Alternatives and additions to Carl's 
program were suggested. And third, were 
SDS members and enough people in local, 
communities ready and capable of acting on 
a nationally coordinated program?The parti­ 
culars of Carl's program dominated the dis­ 
cussion on this question.

(Continued on page 8)
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A RADICAL CAMPAIGN
in

(Continued from page 1)

Because of the regional and other diver­ 
sities of the United States combined with the 
federal system of government, the only way 
to really achieve radicalization on a national 
level is first to radicalize the community. 
There are problems facing almost every 
community in the United States which 
demand radical analysisand radical alterna­ 
tives. City, state and regional issues must 
be faced to demonstrate the relevance of a 
radical approach to the problems of today. 
Radicals should advance solutions to such 
problems as air and water pollution, and 
urban transportation. The work-a-day issues 
that seem irrelevant to radical politics are 
basic preludes to more radical activity. A 
perfect example is the development of a 
strong radical sense among students at 
Berkeley and recently in the population at 
large in the Bay Area.

First, there was a long struggle about the 
basic American right enshrined in the First 
Amendment, Free Speech. Because the Free 
Speech Movement challenged the Univer­ 
sity's bureaucracy, the people who partici­ 
pated learned the truth about our "demo­ 
cracy". The next step was the large Vietnam 
Day Committee. The radical spirit that made 
the VDC as large as it is was conceived 
during the Free Speech Movement's strug­ 
gles. The next step in_ radicalization has been 
the enthusiastic supportfbrScheerby radical 
'Students who took the issues to Oakland's 
Ghetto and in fact, produced a majority 
for Scheer in that section of his district. The 
Bay Area is on the way to being radicalized, 
and it all started with the unblushing un- 
radical demand for Free Speech.

This example illustrates a point that can 
be demonstrated again and again from the 
history of American radicalism. The Amer­ 
ican people have only responded well to 
radicals when the issues appeared close at 
hand. Radicalism that has succeeded in cap­ 
turing the hearts and minds of many people 
has been rooted in American experience 
and dealt with the local and regional issues 
which were important to people every day 
of their lives. Examples such as Populism, 
Industrial Unionism, and today's Freedom 
movement are good examples.

Thus, we are left'with a proposition with 
which all people seriously interested in 
radicalizing America (not reforming it) must 
agree: The only hope for success'by 
American radicals is a start at the grass 
roots by presenting intelligent solutions to 
local problems and organizing around these 
issues in the community. From small issues 
will come larger issues; as the community 
radicalizes it will attain a new level of con­ 
sciousness and will begin to see the connec­ 
tions between what is denied to it and what 
is denied to other people. Thus, the Negro 
people in the South can make the connection 
between their struggle and the struggle of 
the Vietnamese people as some women did 
with these words, "Maybe they cc -eg- 
ister, too."

A NATIONAL CAMPAIGN

We propose to link this idea of local organ­ 
ization on local issues to the national political 
arena. We propose a national campaign in 
1968, not for the purpose of winning the 
election but for the purpose of facilitating 
organizing work on the local level. We sug­ 
gest that every local organization that so 
desires, and especially local groups who 
have already run peace candidates, attend 
a convention to be held in 1967 to nominate 
a national slate.

The coalition supporting these candidates 
may be as diverse as the New York Parade 
Committee. We should not expect to win 
power through these elections; therefore, we 
need not be united on all counts. Since the 
national campaign should function primarily 
to enhance and coordinate the efforts of the 
various groups operating on the local level 
and because the left is still divided on 
fundamental questions, we propose that the 
convention skirt the stumbling block of 
ideology. Instead, it should respect indi­ 
vidual differences and reach agreement on 
broad (short-run) demands. Only basic 
agreement in this respect is required.

Three possible ones would be Immediate 
Withdrawal from Vietnam (Bring the Troops 
Home Now, Alive), Jobs or Income Now, 
and an explicit support for Black Power.

These demands should be broad enough 
to keep SDS, the Du Bois Clubs, the WSP, 
SNCC, CORE, SWP, etc., together while 
being radical enough to keep SANE and 
Bobby Kennedy out. The principle in the 
campaigns should be local autonomy 
though local groups should probably (tacitly 
at least) support the three demands. The 
positive proposals dealing with these de­ 
mands will be sufficient to indicate the im­ 
portance of radical change. Therefore, there 
is little need for the national campaign to 
be unified upon a broad and encompassing 
ideology.

The purpose of this campaign will be to let 
local movements join each other, giving 
their own efforts in their own communities a 
national focus. It will provide for communi­ 
cation and exchange of ideas between local 
movements. It will also provide publicity and 
help the education campaigns so vital to 
building the movements. For instance, the 
presidential or vice-presidential candidate 
(of national stature) might provide much 
needed publicity and drawing power for 
local groups' meetings where they will ex­ 
pound their local radical alternatives. Even 
without the presence of the national per­ 
sonalities, the enthusiasm and interest gen­ 
erated by a national campaign could help 
stimulate concern with local issues on the 
part of people who might otherwise ignore 
them. In other words, the group that is 
reachable with a radical critique will be ex­ 
panded by the heightened political interest 
which surrounds a national campaign. Each 
local group should, of course, have complete 
autonomy, and it goes without saying that 
they should stay together after the election 
and keep working, organizing and 
educating.

The recent meeting of California groups 
(National Guardian, Oct. 15) seems to have 
followed this prescription on a regional 
level. It is not surprising that California 
should have advanced to this stage since 
the Scheer and other campaigns though 
nominally for democratic nomination were 
really directed towards establishing strong 
bases within the community. Even had 
Scheer been elected, his main job would 
have been to continue organizing his com­ 
munity and to use his office in Washington 
to spread the radical message to other 
Congressional districts. The Connecticutcam- 
paigns of Bob Cook and Fred Harris are on 
the verge of achieving the kind of unity that 
Scheer broughtto his Oakland-Berkeley cam­ 
paign. One is also struck with the resolution 
of peace candidates in other areas to con­ 
tinue organizing after the election.

The national campaign should in no way 
detract from other forms of protest and 
education, be they Teach-ins, demonstra­ 
tions, civil disobedience, rent strikes, or 
door-to-door canvassing. All radical people 
in any area of the United States will have 
an opportunity to devote time and energy 
on any level of activity they care to. The 
way to victory, given the American federal 
system and the divergence of regions, is 
the grassroots up, separately. There will be 
unity for certain actions or on certain issues 
only; but there should always be contact. If 
it is done correctly, the national campaign 
in 1968 could be an important beginning. It 
could result in many well grounded local 
organizations and a vast amount of publicity 
for the movement.

THE POSITIVE PROGRAM

The three issues we have suggested as 
the basis for the national campaign are not 
the only three possible. We believe in total 
flexibility as far as this program is con­ 
cerned. We do think that certain modifica­ 
tions of these demands to make them more 
acceptable to a broader group of people 
might be dangerous.

For instance: the demand to withdrawfrom 
Vietnam immediately. The war is not the root 
of all the evil in the United States; it is a 
result of the great rottenness of our society 
which is why a radical change is necessary. 
Staughton Lynd has summarized the "contra 
dictions" of American society aptly:

American capitalism is not a permanent 
or stable system. It cannot provide con­ 
structive and remunerative work for all 
its citizens. It refuses to support those 
without such work at a level of life con­ 
sistent with human dignity. The techno­ 
logical progress to which it is driven by 
corporate competition for profits puts 
more men out of work by automation. The 
only public works it is willing to undertake 
which alleviate unemployment signifi­ 
cantly are war and the preparation for 
war.....(Naf/onal Guardian, April 16, 
1966, p. 8)

In his speech to the Guardian dinner last 
year Professor William A. Williams said, suc­ 
cinctly: "We cannot dismantle the empire 
abroad until we dismantle the empire at 
home."

Our job as radicals is to consistently at­ 
tempt to increase the number of peoplewho 
desire a basic change in American society. 
A demand for immediate withdrawal meets 
the basic phenomenon of American society 
as it functions in the international sphere: 
international anti-communism leading to 
anti-nationalism and military and para-mili­ 
tary adventurism. We mustshowthe average 
American that foreign revolutions will not 
hurt him, that the Vietnamese are fighting 
one such revolution, and that contrary to 
the president's hypocritical intonations there 
is nothing to negotiate since the Geneva 
Agreements of 1954 already have stated 
that Vietnam is to belong to the Vietnamese. 
All more compromising approaches to the 
Administration.will run the risk of co-optation.

Jobs or Income Now is something the 
economy is physically capable of providing 
for everyone. The overhaul in the political 
economy required before this will occur is 
nothing short of a radical revolution. The 
trade union's demand for shorter hours with 
the same pay do not touch our most im­ 
mediate constituents who are unemployed 
and often unemployable. The local move­ 
ment of welfare recipients indicate how 
timely this political demand would be in 
some community organization projects.

The support (either tacit or active) for the 
Black Power demands of SNCC and CORE 
is a must for any radical movement serious 
about itself. We support Professor Gen- 
ovese's observation that

"For American Socialism, the black re­ 
volt opens an opportunity for relevance 
that has been missing for decades. What 
we do with that opportunity, as the 
leaders of SNCC have rather rudely 
reminded us, isourproblem, nottheirs." 
(National Guardian, October 1. p. 2)

The national campaign mustgetthe support 
of SNCC and CORE both for the local politi­ 
cal support this will give it in places like 
Alabama and Mississippi, and because Neg­ 
roes are the most immediate constituency of 
a radical movement bent on organizing the 
community. Following the advice of Stokely 

Carmichael, the national party should be the 
place where Negro and white community 
organizations can meet as equals and share 
experiences. We are not opposed to integrat­ 
ed community organizations, but they must 
be in integrated communities. Scheer'scam- 
paign solicited votes both from the ghetto 
Negroes in Oakland and the white middle 
class intellectuals in the Berkeley areas. 
Here as always, local autonomy should be 
the rule. The largest possible radical consti­ 
tuency for the campaign will be generaged 
by keeping to this rule and accepting the 
three suggestions as the lowest common 
denominator for the attendance at the con­ 
vention in 1967.

THE CONVENTION AND AFTER

The convention itself can produce, through 
the sharing of the experiences of different 
local organizations, a massive well-docu­ 
mented indictment of the Johnson adminis­ 
tration. The "war" on poverty can be exposed 
on the testimony of expert opinion, people

who have worked in it, and its own publica­ 
tions. The fact can be driven home to our 
future constituents that the war on poverty 
has systematically excluded the communities 
it is supposedly aiding from any direction of 
the program. The experiences in Syracuse 
and elsewhere can be cited in support of 
this well-known fact among radicals. The fact 
that a true war on poverty is impossible 
within the political economy of the United 
States could also be driven home. Each local 
organization can lay down a challenge to the 
power structures in the form of a demand 
that each local community act to make the 
war on poverty a reality. The specific pro­ 
posals will almost certainly step on the toes 
of many vested interests and the communi­ 
ties will be taught important facts of life 
about what is possible in America. The illu­ 
sion of civil rights"progress" can be shattered 
once and for all with special documentation 
of the half-hearted moves towards full inte­ 
gration of schools, not to mention the deci­ 
dedly unequal opportunities that persist for 
southern and northern ghetto-dwelling Neg­ 
roes. The power structure's fears of Black'. 
Power can be explained in terms of the app­ 
rehension on their part that they will not be 
able to buy off the new leadership. The re­ 
sults of the War Crime's Tribunal run by 
Bertrand Russel can be used tof ull advantage 
re Vietnam. Also, we can publish new mater­ 
ial about the course of the war, the "elections" 
in South Vietnam, and the growing disaffec­ 
tion within the armed forces. The manifesto 
can be an island of truth in a political main­ 
stream of lies.

The national headquarters that will 'co­ 
ordinate the national campaign can remain 
in existence after the election just as local 
organizations should remain in existence. 
The headquarters can actasaclearinghouse 
to provide local groups with experts on 
various problems and as a focal point of 
communication to share experiences. It 
should have at its disposal a pool of willing 
specialists. These mightincludecity planners, 
economists, agronomists, lawyers, etc. These 
people would be available as consultants for 
community organizations toaidin the pursuit 
of well thought out radical solutions to what­ 
ever problems may exist in the community 
being radicalized. This pool need not consist 
of paid staff. Interested specialists would 
notify the national headquarters that they 
are willing to serve local organizations de­ 
siring the specialist aid they are capable of 
giving. Requestsfrom local organizations can 
be sent through the national headquarters 
to the kind of specialists requested.Itis hoped 
that the numbers will be great enough to 
guarantee that at least one will have enough 
time to answer the call. At a later date, the 
national headquarters might want to main­ 
tain a staff, these contacts and their own 
experiences, local communities will produce 
their own experts not only well-versed in the 
mechanics of a radical solution to particular 
problems but also experienced in the area 
of political struggle for these solutions. As 
similar problems are faced by the various 
local, state, or regional groups, the national 
headquarters would serve as an ideal meet­ 
ing ground to compare experiences and 
share solutions. In addition to the enthusiasm 
generated by the realization that one's ef­ 
forts are part of a greater whole, thechance 
to pool resources and discuss common prob­ 
lems could lead to more imaginative and 
firmer solutions to the problems faced in 
each individual area.

Every local movement will be enhanced 
and the movements will proceed at their own 
paces slowly or quickly radicalizing the com­ 
munities. State-wide and even national poli­ 
tical union will occur when the time is ripe. 
Since we are not near that stage, no further 

  speculation is necessary. Until that day, we 
should getto work at the grassroots and adopt 
the national campaign idea as a way to push 
all that much harder in the community. No 
one should mis-interpret this call; it is not a 
call to a political campaign to radicalize the 
community. Victory in 1968 should be 
measured only in terms of how many indivi­ 
duals have been reached in the local areas 
and in terms of the expansion of the local 
movements. , '.
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NAC
Minutes

NAC Members present: Greg Calvert, Dee 
Jacobsen, Jane Adams, Steve Goldsmith, 
Earl Silbar, Cathy Wilkerson.

NAC members absent: Rich Berkowitz, Jean 
Tepperman.

Others present: Don Tylke, Leslie Osem, 
Tom Condit, WayneDresden, Thane Croston.

"AGENDA:
1. Draft Resistance Resolution And Its Rami­ 

fications
2. Staff (Field and N.O.)
3. San Francisco Regional Office
4. Literature x
5. Membership Files
6. NLN

1. Draft Resistance Resolution
A. The NAC decided to print several hun­ 

dred copies of the Anti-Draft resolution and 
the National Secretaries' cover letter for 
distribution to other organizations and in­ 
terested parties.

Earl Silbar requested information on re­ 
gional reactions to the Draft Resistance re­ 
solution. The National Secretary read a letter 
from the New England Regional Off ice which 
cautioned the N.O. on the dangers of adopt­ 
ing such a resolution (the letter was rather 
jocular in content). Other reactions were 
reviewed, but it was concluded that no signi­ 
ficant measure of chapters' reactions has 
yet been seen.

B. Greg Calvert suggested that the NAC 
should discuss the problem of Implementing 
the Draft-Resistance resolution. At this point 
Earl Silbar discussed his recent anti-draft 
activities, which included the writing of sev­ 
eral letters to people around the country 
in which he urged the establishment of 
regional communication (possibly a news 
letter) around the draft issue.

At this point Greg presented an agenda 
item from Rich Berkowitz (absent) which 
suggested hiring a National Draft-Resistance 
Coordinator. Rich nominated Mendy Sam- 
stein for the job. This item was discussed 
in relation to the problem of hiring a dyna­ 
mic organizer who could move people from 
the level of individual commitment to or­ 
ganized resistance. A brief discussion of the 
level of anti-draft commitment on the nation­ 
al level was also aired with specific referen­ 
ces made to high school and junior college 
organizing. During the interchange the NAC 
considered several persons for the job of 
National Draft-Resistance Coordinator, and 
it was decided that the National Secretary 
should contact these people and investigate 
their availability for the position.

2. Staff: The question of hiring additional 
Field Secretaries was raised. Greg indicated 
that applications for these positions have 
been received from the following persons:

A. Doug Norberg: Doug has been travel­ 
ling and organizing in Southern California. 
He has suggested that he would work on 
internal education and draft-resistance. The 
NAC approved Doug's application and 
agreed to provide support in the form of 
literature.

B. A second application from Bill Hartzog, 
who has been organizing in Kansas and 
Missouri, was reviewed. The NAC approved 
Bill's appointment and agreed to pay him 
$100 per month provided that Bill meets 
N.O. standards for a Field Secretary (con­ 
sistent travel and report writing).

C. The NAC examined an application re­ 
ceived from Jane Adams. Jane plans to 
organize around a projected educational 
conference on the war. Her area would en­ 
compass Illinois, Indiana, and Northern Mis­

souri. Jane's application was approved pro­ 
vided that adequate funding- can be 
provided.

D. The NAC approved the hiring of John 
Veneziale as the new Chapter Correspon­ 
dent.

E. Greg noted that Marty Tandler from 
Madison (U. of Wisconsin) has expressed a 
desire to organize a newregionwhichwould 
be supported by free literature from the 
N.O. Greg indicated that he would travel 
to Madison in the near future to discuss 
the potential of forming a region. The NAC 
decided (at least temporarily) to provide 
Marty with the literature he has requested.

The NAC suggested that if any chapters in 
the regions where the new Field Secretaries 
will be working object to the Secretaries, 
they should inform the N.O. The suggestion 
was also made that the Field Secretaries 
should work toward the development of 
financially responsible regions which would 
be capable of supporting their own Field 
Secretaries.

3. The San Francisco Region:
A. The question of the San Francisco Region 

was discussed. Greg reviewed the dysfunc­ 
tional history of the Regional Office. He then 
pointed out that Walt Sheasby has resigned 
as Regional Coordinator. Bob SpeckandEric 
Chester have moved into the office (on the 
basis of a meeting held at the Berkeley NC 
at which three or four Regional Chapters 
were present). This development has result­ 
ed in some confusion regarding the relation­ 
ship of the N.O. to the San Francisco Office. 
This situation was discussed and SteveGold- 
smith proposed that the NAC urge the chap­ 
ters in the San Francisco Region to hold a 
Regional Conference at which the internal 
politics of the region and its relationship to 
the N.O. would be worked out. The NAC 
unanimously approved this suggestion.

B. Tom Condit, who is leaving the NO for 
San Francisco, suggested that he be appoint­ 
ed as half-time bulk-order Literature Secre­ 
tary for the West Coast area. This suggestion 
was discussed and the NAC decided that 
brother Condit should evaluate the Regional 
situation and submit a report to the N.O. 
before any final decision is made regarding 
his appointment.

4. Literature: Wayne Dresden (N.O. Lit. 
Sec.) suggested ordering more copies of 
"Atrocities in Viet Nam". He also informed 
the NAC that he is negotiating a literature 
(war) exchange with AFSC. At this point, the 
NAC discussed the need for a good pamph­ 
let on Black Power, and the body approved 
the production of such a pamphlet.

5. Jane Adams informed the NAC that 
representatives (Max Primack and Paul 
Booth) organizing a conference to discuss 
new politics have requested permission to 
mail an announcement of the conference to 
the SDS membership. The NAC approved 
the use of the membership files for g single 
mailing.

6. Dee Jacobsen informed the NAC that 
bids for the commercial mailing of NLN have 
been solicited. He pointed out the multitudi­ 
nous advantages that would accrue to the 
organization if NLN were commercially 
handled. The NAC approved the mailing of 
NLN by a commercial mailing house if the 
total annual cost does not exceed $3,500.

Minutes submitted by 
Dee Jacobsen

LET THE 
PEOPLE 
DECIDE

Mario Savio

NOT WITH
MY LIFE

yOU DON'T!
sds -  '

Buttons! Buttons! Buttons!
Big Buttons, Little Buttons,
Green Buttons, Red Buttons,

Block Buttons, 
and White Buttons

RtD & BLACK BUTTONS
ORDER NOW!

50% Discount on Bulk Orders
students for a democratic society

Room 205 
1608 W.Madison 
Chicago, Illinois 60612

Thoughts on the
free universities

"The current intellectual fashion in social 
matters calls for simplicity and activism. 
The subtleties, complexities and ambiguities 
that . . . have been the mark of serious 
thought are now taken to signify a failure 
of nerve, a compromise with evil, and eva­ 
sion of responsibility".

G. Hirnmelfarb, NY Review 
of Books, May 6, . 965

"One premise for life and another for 
science is prima facie a falsehood."

K. Marx

Thus are the Free Universities challenged, 
"our problems are of action, not of thought!" 
Yet Free Universities stubbornly crop up 
around the country. They clearly respond 
to some felt needs.

The specific nature of these needs depends 
upon specific critiques of existing Universi­ 
ties.

"In the schools that were such a source 
of pride to the last Century, it has 
been found impossible to do more than 
instruct the masses in the techniques 
of modern life; it has been found im­ 
possible to educate them."

Oretega y Gasset, Revolt of fr ses.

If one's critique agrees with Ortega's, 
he'll tend to lament the unchosen social 
involvement and to seek isolation in Acade­ 
mic Freedom.

But Free schools didn't arise in the ab­ 
stract. Born in frustration, they only succeed 
when they convert anger into an attack on 
the old schools. Present Universities are 
the nursuries of the social system; if we wish 
to change it, we must change them. Free 
Schools offer a place for organizing strategy 
and attacks on the heart of the present 
schools - the subject matter of the courses.

Born in concern over social issues (of 
art as well as politics), the Free Universi­ 
ties must maintain contact with other dis- 
sentors. In addition to maintaining afighting 
attitude towards Universities, they mustoffer 
to the movement the space for research, 
debates, and self-criticism.

Education comes through struggle. This 
is especially clear with current political acti­ 
vity. Political actors must be familiar with 
issues; they must learn to work with others 
in serious, rather than ritualized, organiza­ 
tions; they must grope with social realities 
- revealed in ways that words cannot, 
through confrontations.

Free Universities arise Jn response to 
these needs. Battles rage within them be­ 
tween short- and long-range tactics, between 
isolation and involvement, and between 
reflective and direct action.

Perhaps for these reasons, many assert, 
Free Universities are not really free."
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Thursday, Dec. 15, 1966

A representative of Dow Chemical Ci";l, 
who will be at Brown University tomorrow' 
to interview candidates foremployment, will 
be met by pickets and pamphleteers pro­ 
testing the company's manufacture of 
napalm for use in Vietnam.

An ad in the Brown Daily Herald today 
reminded students "if you really want to do 
something, you've got a date with the man 
from Dow."

The ad, signed by 18 persons, has been 
placed in the campus newspaper by a newly 
organized committee called the Rhode Island 
Chapter of the Citizens Committee Against 
Napalm.

Mark Rogovin, a junior at the Rhode Island 
School of Design, a spokesman for the chap­ 
ter, said it has about 30 members and is af­ 
filiated with the national committee which 
has headquarters in Brooklyn, N.Y.

Mr. Rogovin said pickets holding a six foot 
by four foot sign will stand at the Faunce 
House Arch on Waterman Street from 9a.m. 
to 4 p.m. tomorrow to call attention to the 
protest.

The sign, he said, will have a large arrow 
pointing to the university placement office 
and will read "Interviews for Dow Chemical 
Co."

Mr. Rogovin said, "I think it's important to 
mention the few things people can do who 
are interested. Quit buying Saran Wrap, 
Handy Wrap, and write to the Dow Chemical 
Co. in Midlands, Michigan and tell them 
your feelings about napalm."

The ad in the Herald showed a picture of 
bodies that have burned by napalm. Some 
of the protestors reportedly are trying to 
arrange interviews with the Dow represen­ 
tative so they can express their objections 
to napalm.

ADVERTISEMENT ADVERTISEMENT ADVERTISEMENT ADVERTISEMENT

REMINDER: "IF YOU REALLY WANT TO DO SOMETHING
YOU'VE GOT A DATE WITH THE MAN FROM DOW"

INTERVIEWS TOMORROW AT PLACEMENT OFFICE

THE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY

Tom Sanders
Rev. Philip McKean

Carlyle Thayer
Mart Rogovin

Stanley Griffith

NAPALM DID THIS 
DOW CHEMICAL CO the makers of 
SARAN WRAP, manufacture NAPALM

Providence Chapter of the Citizens' Campaign Against Napalm:

David Spoltz 
Slanloy Davit 

Stefan Oitrach

Laurence Leaviti 
David Kertier 

pam Clifford 
Eliie Michi. 

Fr«nci» Rickt

Mark D«vl»
Scot* Dy«r

Cathy Lochiwr

DECEMBER NC
(Continued from page 5)

1) Proponents of a national program used 
two main arguments. Greg Calvert advised 
seeing the potential effects of a national 
program in the same lights as those of the 
Black Power concept, which served as an 
explicit challenge to popular conceptions of 
American society. A national draft resistance 
program would promote a similar break 
of consciousness and force a reexamination 
of the assumptions that support the current 
system. Although if has potentially danger­ 
ous consequences because of the unpredic­ 
tability of the national news media, if used 
creatively, this model can be of great value.

The second argument was that used by 
Pat Popkin of Berkeley and many others: 
that there is widespread dissatisfaction with 
the draft and many feel that they cannot 
cooperate, but they have no program into 
which to channel their protest and thereby 
to organize others. Others commented that 
immediate results were not the only criteria

to organize others. Others commented that 
immediate results were not the only criteria 
for success, but that merely the existence 
of a program would start building a cohe- 
siveness among protesters which could later 
lead to more coordinated and concerted 
action.

Those opposed to anational program were 
primarily concerned with the effects of such 
on their local SDS chapters. Many felt that 
a nationally determineddirectivetoillegally 
advocate resistance would intimidate many 
of the newer members who did not yet 
feel completely familiar with the radical 
analysis which necessitated such action.

Others challenged the feasibility of Carl's 
program. They held that the possible con­ 
sequences of advocating resistance in a na­ 
tional program would pose serious risks 

to its leaders.

MINUTES
2) In the discussion evolving around the 

particular form which a national program 
should take, several delegates had addi­ 
tional suggestions to Carl's program. These 
included promoting resistance from within 
the armed services, helping people go to 
Canada, setting up a national "We Won't 

Go" petition, organizing series of local re- 
ferendums on the question, and protesting 
only the ranking and 25 deferment policy. 
Some of these suggestions were posed as 
alternatives by those who doubted the feasi­ 
bility of Carl's proposal.

Others wanted to structure the protest 
of the draft in the context of our foreign 
policy and the war in Viet Nam.Mike Parker 
thought that the primary need was to broad­ 
en and integrate the opposition to both the 
war and the draft and thereby include house­ 
wives picketing food markets and trade 
unionists who could not strike because they 
were employed in industries vital to the 
national interest.

3) The third debate focused on the ques­ 
tion of the ability of local chapters to handle 
the program and the receptivity of local 
individuals to the idea. Here the question 
was raised as to what effect a concentration 
on the draft question would have on other 
radical activities. AtonepointCarl expressed 
a desire to withdraw his proposal (though

it was determined that this was parliamen- 
tarily impossible) as he concluded from the 
discussion that SDS was not able to handle 
the prog ram. He suggested that perhaps only 
a staff oriented group, such as SNCC, could 
handle it effectively.

Others, however, responded that it was 
essential at this point to at least experi­ 
mentally make the effort. Mike Smith pointed 
out that the nature of the draft question, 
in that it effected a wide spectrum of indi­ 
viduals, necessitated an ambitious program 
of protest if there was to be any program 
at all. Others, such as Bill Taub, restressed

the point that some program was essential 
now because of the mounting frustration.

Because the meeting hall had to be 
vacated, John Jacobs moved that the body 

adopt Carl's proposal. Nathan of Goddard 
College proposed an amendment that "as 
another alternative SDS give information 
to people on getting landed immigrant sta­ 
tus in Canada. We encourage people to go 
to Canada." The second part of the motion, 
"to encourage people to go to Canada" 
failed; but the main motion passed. A fur­ 
ther amendment was passed which stated 
that a positive vote for Carl's proposal 
would send it to a styles committee and 
it would then be finally voted on the fol­ 
lowing day. The motion was then passed.

The Second Day

The NC reconvened the morning of Dec. 
28. Written copies of Carl's proposal were 
distributed. It was decided that the various 
sections should be discussed and voted upon 
in the order in which they appeared.
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The major point of the discussion involved 
Section 2: Reese Ehrlich proposed an amend­ 
ment to change the first sentence to "SDS 
reaffirms its opposition to the draft in any 
form in the current context of American 
Foreign Policy." There was then debate on 
whether or not we opposed the draft (or 
conscription, which was voted tobeasynono- 
mous term) in any context, or merely in the 
current context. It was decided that the sys­ 
tem of administering and planning conscrip­ 
tion, the Selective Service System, was in­ 
trinsically oppressive and anti-democratic. 
The system has far-reaching ramifications 
and goals in the social and economic sys­ 
tems of a nation as well as in the areas 
of the military and foreign policy. The amend­ 
ment to change the first sentence was de­ 
feated.

Further discussion focused on the parti­ 
cular wording of certain sections, but made 
no substantial changes in the original con­ 
tent. An amendment by Steve Goldsmith 
was adopted and became section 5.

At the completion of debate,- the entire 
proposal was passed: 53 - 10 - 3.
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