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Participatory Democracy, Collective
Leadership and Political Responsibility

Greg Calvert

The rapid growth in development and
the sudden turn towards the new militancy
in the student movement face SDS with
new demands and new organizational
responsibilities which must be met if the
New Left is to develop as a mature
radical political force in America. On all
levels—nationally, regionally, and locally
—our organizational structure and style
are proving inadequate to cope with the
strains which the new upsurge of activity
and the new political seriousness have
produced. Old methods of work which
once were responsible for the vitality
of the organization are now proving
inadequate to the task of building both
the organization and the movement. Unless
these internal contradictions are resolved
in an intelligent and effective fashion
in the next few months, SDS will be unable
to provide an effective organizational
instrumentality for the radical movement.,

1. THE PROBLEM OF
PARTICIPATORY DEMOCRACY

The primary contradiction in SDS
involves the conflict between the notion
of participatory democracy as a vision
of the good society and its ineffectiveness
"as a style and structure for serious
radical work.

No one could deny the importance of

the rhetoric of participatory democracy

DELEGATION

TO HANOI
RETURNS

Cathy Wilkerson

On Nov. four people set off for Paris
with the final destination of Hanoi,
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam.
Other groups had previ ously visited Hanoi,
but this was the first “student delegation®
to go. Karin Koonan of the Movement,
a member of the steering committee
for the Oakland Stop the Draft Week;
Steve Halliwell, N.Y. SDS; Jeff Jones,
N.Y. SDS; and myself were invited by
the Federation of Youth of the D.R.V.
This group is the umbrella organization
for a number of student and youth groups,
the two principal ones being the Union
of Students and the Committee of Working
Youth, In the rushed weeks before our
departure a number of individuals were
asked to be part of the delegation but
could not go, including Linda Morse from
the Student Mobilization and Don Sweeny
from the Resistance.

The D.R.V. Union of Students consists
of all students who have completed the
regular ten years of education and who
have gone on to courses of Superior
Education. The Committee of Working
Youth consists of young people working
in the growing industrial sector of the
nation, Among these youths, however,
many are registered for Superior
Education correspondence courses. (In
1965 the figure for all students in
correspondence courses was 26,300,
of which 80% were the children of
workers.)

as embodied in the Port Huron Statement.
That rhetoric provided a basis for
the ecriticism of both social democratic
and liberal reformism at home and
bureaucratic socialism a la Soviet
Revisionism abroad. Furthermore, it
spoke to the alienation of Americans
from all the major —i.e. top-down
bureaucratic - corporatist — institutions,

which control their lives and channel

their energies. Finally, it identified
their powerlessness in the face of
the overwhelming power of America’s
corporate-military elite and pinpointed
the political criterion of control, individual
and collective, as the basic goal of a
radical movement,

In addition to its analytic and rhetorical
function, participatory democracy as
an organizational style appealed to the
deep anti-authoritarianism of the new
generation in addition to offering them
the immediate concretization of the values
of openness, honesty, and community
in human relationships which they so
desperately desire. Born and raised
in a society of almost total manipulation,
they responded enthusiastically to the
possibility of actually being able to
“make the decisions affecting their lives®
in an honest political community of equals,

It was from this style of operation,

The Youth of the D.R.V. had invited
a student delegation from the United States
to discuss the experiences of the youth
in both countries, especially their
experiences as important vanguard forces
in building a revolutionary movement,
In addition, we expected the youth of the
D.R.V. to help us understand more about
their lives as youth and students of
a country being attacked by American
imperialism, in a nation mobilized for
armed struggle.

Unlike most of the previous trips
which had been arranged by groups
in Hanoi, and which had remained

in Hanoi for the duration of their stay, .

rather than from analysis or ideological
commitment, that the “utopian® and
“anarchist® strains in SDS developed.

It is important to understand that
the popularity of the concept and style
of participatory democracy are not
“accidental”, SDS as a movement em-
bodying certain specific values is not
the product of some utopian scheme
or of anarchist romanticism. SDS as
a movement is a specific historical
response to a specific set of historical
circumstances and contradictions which
have emerged within new - capitalist
society in the last decade. Those pretended
Marxists who refuse to deal with the
New Left in historical terms reveal
the bankruptcy of their analysis. It should
be the peculiarity of Marxists in viewpoint
and style to be able to understand them-
selves both as the subjects and the objects
of history: to see their acts and their
insights as both the products of what
is happening in the society at large
and as a decision to act upon that
objective reality.

The New Left and SDS notion of
participatory democracy are the response
to the fact that capitalism is living on
borrowed time. Since the Second World
War, American capitalism has not only
extended its control over the rest of
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e.g. those invited by the D.R.V. Peace’

Committee and by the D.R.V. Women’s
Federation, we were to spepd most of
our time traveling to a number of
different provinces. This was essential
for a student delegation since the intensive
bombings have forced a total decentral-
ization of the educational system. There

are now very few students left in Hahoi,

Instead, they have re-established schools
in the mountainous regions of the country,
or in the plains where the bombing has
been less intense.

The decentralization of education, as
with other sectors of the country’s life’

and economy, has had interesting and

=an ICC plane into Hanoi,
vadvantage of the temporary cessation

the capitalist world and over the Third
World, it has developed a technology
and productive capacity which contain,
through the possibility of automation,
the potentiality for the rapid achievement
of a post-scarcity society. Capitalism,
because of its production for profit
and its need to dominate both the human
and material resources of the world
for present and future expansion, is unable
to realize this immense potential. Thus
the. contradiction emerges that young
Americans are growing up in a society
which has the potential for eliminating
alienated labor and the mechanisms ot
control and repression associated with
exploitive class society. And yet, they
encounter a system which becomes
increasingly repressive and brutal in
order to maintain domination and ex-
ploitation both at home and abroad,
They want the elimination of repressive
institutions and they want it now,

The vision which SDSers embody,
and which has been vaguely infused
in the rhetoric of participatory democracy,
is the Marxian vision of post-scarcity
communism—the liberation of man from
material need and the society of equals
where “no man is an object for another
man’s ends®. It is no accident, but rather
a historical necessity that the demand

continued on 7

important results. For one, the basic
principle of Vietnamese education—the
union of practical social works and
pedagogical pursuits—has been achieved

' to a great degree. Depending on the

branch of studies, students contribute
in some way to the building of the country
and to the national self-defense, Further-
more, the students themselves, from the
youngest to those in Superior Education
courses, have constructed the schools
in the new areas; in -most cases cook

i their own food; and contribute to their

own self sufficiency as much as possible,
We arrived in Cambodia on Wednesday.
The only flights to Hanoi are those of

8 the International Control Commission,

arranged by the 1954 Geneva Agreements.
There is an average of three flights
every two weeks. However, due to heavy
American bombing, it is not unusual
for flights to be cancelled or to be
turned back unexpectedly. Although there
is a “gentleman’s agreement” between
the U,S, and the ICC, it is not totally
reliable., Only a few weeks before our
arrival, American bombers followed
and took

of anti-aircraft fire to unload tons of
bombs in the suburbs around the airport.

Monday morning, we were informed
that we would not be able to take
the ICC flight the next morning. The
Committee of Working Youth had sent

a telegram to Phnom Phen explaining -

that the bombing had become so heavy
that any travel outside Hanoi would be
extremely dangerous, especially for those
untrained in self-defense against sudden
bombing raids. In addition, the surety
of regular ICC flights was diminishing
under the heavy bombing. We were told-
that almost all foreign visits had been
cancelled, probably until February.

cdx]tinued on 4
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by Carl Davidson
Inter-organization Sec’y, SDS
_ Prior to the last few years, the
American student movement has not been
noted for its radicalism or its militancy.
With few exceptions, our history lacks
the rich experience of our brothers and
sisters in European and Latin American
universities, As a result, we have few
lessons to draw from in evaluating
the pros and cons of student strikes.
It is difficult to give historical substance
to a debate around the program of a
national student strike against the war
in Vietnam.

The strike program was first initiated
by Bettina Aptheker in the early fall
of 1966, Bettina’s plan called for a
national, broad based student action
during two days in the spring of 1967,
when students across the country would
boycott classes in protest to the Vietnam
war. Furthermore, depending on local
circumstances, students would expose
and protest their school’s institutional
complicity with the war, due to the
existence of military training and
research on the campus. SDS and others
in the radical student movement argued
strongly against Bettina’s program.
1 will try to outline those arguments,
as well as criticize them in relation to
our current situation.

First, there were those who argued
simply that the student anti-war movement
was neither large enough nor strong enough
to carry out such a program. This was
probably_  true at the time. However,
even then, Bettina argued that no one
hoped for a majority of the students
to strike. Rather, she remarked that
if ‘even 10%’ of the American student
population of 6 million were to participate,
the program would be quite successful.
Considering the dramatic growth in both
numbers and militancy of the student
~ anti-war movement during the last year,
her argument now seems more feasible,
at least on this point.

Another argument made against the
strike at that time objected to the national
dimension to the program, rather than
to the tactical question of a strike.
National single issue protest focused on
supposedly harmed multi-issue local
organizing efforts. Since local areas
were ‘unevenly developed’ and growing
at different rates around a variety of
issues, each with their own dynamic,
a national action was seen as impeding
or thwarting the viability of local
movements, Even if this were true,
it should be seen that this is an argument
against any national program, and does not
address itself to the particular question
of a strike, However, Ithink the experience
of the last year has taught us that national
programs, if well conceived, rarely have
the effects attributed to them above.
Even if they did, a strong argument
could be made at this point for ‘evening
out’ and consolidating our unevenly

developed movement,

Bettina handled the argument that
the strike was only another national
protest demonstration by pointing out
that the strike would engage the issue
of university complicity onlocal campuses
as well as having a national demand
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of ending the war. Some people objected,
asserting the senselessness of a national
strike over local demands. However, this
criticism failed in understanding the
nature of those ‘local’ demands, It is true
that any given occurrence of CIA contracts
on a particular campus isa local problem,
However, the CIA, as well as most other
military and para military institutions
operating within our universities are
national institutions having national and
international consequences resulting from
their local work. Added up, local issues
and targets of this sort are obviously
of national importance.

AN INTRODUCTION TO THE
STUDENT STRIKE DEBATE |

Our previous objections to a National
Student Strike no longer seem adequate
to the current situation. If we are to
oppose the program, we must find different
grounds for doing so. The current
proposals seem to have all the
qualifications that would lead us to
adopting the strike as a national program,
The objection still might be raised
that the dynamic of a national strike
against the war would quickly develop,
as the target date(s) grew nearer, into
a symbolic protest action, rather than
a struggle for and against power around
concrete demands. There is a good deal

of validity to this argument. Even if this
would be the outcome, however, why not
have a symbolic strike? Especially since
this would be the exact nature of avariety
of foreign student strikes that would
probably take place in solidarity with
whatever action we might take. In the
absence of an alternative program for
mass student action, a symbolic protest
seems justified, if notdesirable. Further-
more, the mere existence of the radical
student movement is impressive testimony
as to the effectiveness of past symbolic
protest activities. But our main concern

I continued on 5

National Program,Local Organizing,

Robert Pardun
Internal Education Secretary -

In the week since the Calvert-Davidson
proposal for an International Weeks of
Resistance appeared in NLN there have
arisen several questions concerning it.
Much of this lack of clarity may be due
to the theoretical presentation of the
program. By discussing those questions
in more concrete terms I think a lot of
the problems can be resolved.

The entire program rests on a precise
definition of the word “resistance”. That
word is never defined in the article
although Calvert and Davidson use it
in a specific way. The problem lies
in that people interpret the article in
light of their own conceptions of resistance
thus creating much confusion. It is easy
to understand why this happens. Our
understanding of the concept comes from
our activities of the last six months,
and those activities have been very
diverse. The time has come for us to
define more precisely what resistance is
and to be self-critical of our past activities
in light of that definition.

Resistance is a way of looking at
yourself and the movement which comes
‘when you finally lose all faith in the
ability of those in power tO make any
meaningful change. It defines a resistance
to that power’s manipulation of your life,
but also it defines an understanding that
liberation can only come through collective
struggle, Taken in that way the resistance
movement is one of positive actiontoward
reaching new people, exposing the nature
of power in this country, and raising
people’s consciousness about the kinds of
struggle which must be waged if that
liberation is to be accomplished.

Obviously this kind of definition is not
common to everyone, One of the purposes
of the N.C. is to talk about resistance
as a positive outlook and to begin to
eliminate the negative aspects. We must
begin to give serious thought to how
our activities affect other constituencies
and how they raise consciousness, and
then begin to implement our decisions.
We must be able to show the participants
in any action that the way they carry out
the action is very political. They must
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keep the target and its implications
in mind at all times and not do things
which detract from the main target
or which alienate potential allies.

The Foreign Policy Association was
well chosen as a political target, but
the people participating ended up stopping
traffic without any apparent reason.
The original plan was to stop limousines
headed for the FPA dinner because of
the economic and political power which
they symbolize and which the FPA
represents. Many of the demonstrators
were unclear about the target of the
demonstration. People were unable to
move easily because of tight control
by barricades and mounted police. In the
frustration which followed people moved

into the streets more to spite the police
than to pick meaningful targets. The fact
that the focus of the action became traffic
in general indicates the amount of
political work which must go on before
an action takes place, We learned
important things through that action.
People driving down 6th Avenue in Fords
are potential allies and should be the
object of our propaganda and not the
focus of our demonstrations. We do not
want to become the first leftist movement
in history to demonstirate against the
people!

The only way this concept of resistance
can become real is through intensive
internal discussions before and after

continued on 3[
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Dear Editor,

Can women be liberated separate from,
say, men? Children? BEFORE men?
Children? MORE than men? Children?

If none of the above, then WITH men?
Children? Women once liberated, everyone
else still dragging their chains—would
that spell mother, mom, or what?

To be liberated is to what? Not change
your name? My dear—a rose by any other
name ete. Can you worry about these
items at THIS MOMENT in history?

To be liberated must be to engage
in liberation, 1 think, Therefore, one
works to free the men and women and
children from, perhaps, the Draft,
imperialism, lousy schools, filthy air
or, we could GIVE BIRTH instead of
being delivered of babies by opening wide
the legs, breathing deeply and letting
those babies GO!—With a joyful noise
and open gates. Liberation from guilt,
fear, and outraged virginity for all.

The question, sisters, is can the first
step be taken, even? Can we possibly
stop worrying about what everyone else
thinks of us? The sins of the mothers
have an insidious tenacity, no?

A primal mistake to think-someone
is withholding it. It’s here. We are
Hooray!

This is not to say that equal wages,
abortion laws and many other things are
not to be fought for or against as the case
may be. We are free to do all that,
but we must realize that it is connected
and stay with the central revolution,
the main event, the business at hand.
Mona Cunningham
Chicago

Youngblood,

1 read you reply to my previous letter
in NLN, November 27, and I thank you
for your criticism, although I am sur-
prised at the maliclous attack that you
leveled against my personality, especially
your reference to my intelligence.

1 must agree that the largest, most
potentially effective revolutionary force
is the working class, and I did not mean to
imply that this class is any more duped
than other socio-economic groups in this
country. Unfortunately, I made a gross
and embarrassing mistake by not thor-
oughly explaining my position. Instead of
saying that the greatest revolutionary
potential today lies in the academic com-
munities, 1 should have said that the
academic communities have the most
readily tapped potential.

1 experienced one of the riots this
summer, and what I observed convinced
me of the much greater need for organi-
zation among the working class. Black
people were struggling in a futile battle
against a force much more unified and
effective than they were. People working -
in a factory, where I worked, screamed
that “those niggers® should be “shot®
for breaking the law. Althoughthe working
class has always had revolutionary po-
tential, they are for the most part unready.
Not every community has a JOIN projeet.

Therefore, I believe that those people
who are capable of helping these people
organize should do so. I do not want to
argue about semantics, but the words
“leader® and “organizer® are somewhat
synonymous to me. I recognize that by
ignoring true workers, as well as members
of all other classes but the bourgeoisie,
we would lose whatever insight we have
gained. I believe that only a few workers,
other than the Black people, have been
able to realize their situation, no matter
how much I would like it to be otherwise.
Therefore, I will not follow the advice
of either Veneziale or you, and I will stay
in school where I believe that I will be
of greater benefit.

Also, I wish that you will refrain from
insulting a person by questioning his
intelligence, when you disagree with his
argument. I admit that my first letter
was poorly written, and I apologize for
this.

Steve Shank




ACTION AT SAN FRANCISCO STATE. SEE STORY P. 7.
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Cal State, SFV & Dow

Jack Jones is the West Coast Public
Relations Director for the Dow Chemical
Company. We met him several times
during the week of December 4. The first
time was on Tuesday at San Fernando
Valley State College (SFV) and the second
time was at Cal State, L.A. (He also was
the Dow representative at the San Jose
State riot the previous week.)

His job is to travel around to trouble
spots where Dow is coming under fire
from students and engage them in public
debate. Both times this past week, the
liberal administrations were eager to
encourage this type of debate between
‘the SDS people and the Dow man. The
purpose of this is obvious. The Dow man
is slick, cool, and American. He talks
about how Dow has an obligation to
“do its part® to support the fighting boys
in Vietnam and how many jobs Dow
provides people, especially in California.
In both instances, the administrations
scheduled the Dow man to speak at times
designed specifically to co-optthe pending
SDS actions. At SFV he attempted to speak
during the SDS rally held just before
the march to the administration building,
but was told to get off the stage by the

" SDS rally leadership. He then spoke to
the crowd that remained behind (signifi-
cantly, that crowd consisted of the SFV
football team, organized by the Student
Body Vice President to serve as a
counter-force). It had been the hope of
the administration that the Dow man
would draw those students who hadn’t
worked out their civil libertarian hang-ups
into staying behind. For the most part,
it didn’t work. The SDS people went up,
did an excellent agit-prop theater thing
and had a demonstration. The football
team then came up to the demo, and
tried to break it up. A few fights began,
but basically the footballers were
committed to staying in school and were
backed down. (Later, in a follow-up
incident, an SDS combatant spoke with
his opponent and got through. He was
invited to speak at the guy’s fraternity.)

The SFV demonstration was afollow-up
to a scheduled anti-CIA demonstration
which had been cancelled the week before
because the CIA had decided not to come
on campus (same thing happened as a

result of a threatened demo, at UCLA),

" In the end, the SFV Demo. broke up,
unable to prevent the 5 people scheduled
.from reaching their appointments, and
were kept out of the administration
building by locked doors, and armed cops
on the inside. As a follow-up to the
SDS chapter’s previous action, a draft
protest class walk-out which turned on
and mobilized over 1,000 people, it was
not a comfortable success. The demon-
stration points to a critical reevaluation
of this whole Dow business which is
dealt with later in this report.

At Cal State, the situation wasbasically
the same, SDS had called a rally to
precede the demo., and the Dow man
was scheduled by the administration to
speak at a conflicting time. Rather than
change the SDS rally, a walk-out of
the Dow man’s speech occurred and the
rally was held. Speaking jointly with the
SDS people, were representatives of the
Black Student Union which had a set of
grievances to present to the administra-
tion. The rally was followed by a march
to the administration building, where the
college president was asked by the BSU
to meet its demands, and was asked

by the SDS people to ask the Dow man
to leave the campus. All requests were
denied, so the demonstrators left and
marched down to the recruiting office,
leaving an administration building cre-
atively sprinkled with magic-marker
resistance slogans., At the recruiting
office, an old white trailer, the SDS
and BSU people asked the Dow people
(who had locked themselves inside) to
leave the campus. Their refusal was
followed by an attack on the trailer
which left it dented, though not destroyed.
At this point the college Vice President
announced to the students that the college
was pleased to have them demonstrate,
but that violence could not be tolerated.
At some point, a stink bomb was thrown
into the trailer, and at some other point,
the Dow men escaped into another building.
Also at some point, the administration
called up 350 of Los Angeles’s finest,
who brought riot guns, buses, and were
stationed about 300 yards off campus,
in a parking lot behind a hill, As the
Dow men were escaping the trailer,
a dummy was napalmed and then the
demonstrators moved inside the other
building. There they were all placed
under arrest by a campus cop, but at that
same moment, the Dow men crawled
out the back window and ran to their car,
The students chased them, and looked
at them through the car windows as they
sped away.

Later that day, Dow man Jack Jones
was interviewed by all the corporate
radio stations in Los Angeles. He told
a tale of horror, about how they had
feared for their lives as the stink bomb
was tossed into the trailer and - how
they would never return to the Cal State
campus without proper assurances by
the campus administration that they would
be protected. It’s important to note, that
this demonstration was happening at
exactly the same time as the San Francisco
State rebellion, and was a further cause
in the hurried meeting of the State College
trustees.

This was the first major action of
Cal State SDS, It was beautiful because
it left the chapter with a solid victory
in its first action. It was beautiful because
it was an action carried out in cooperation
with the Black Student Union.

It seems to me that these Dow demon-
strations have played a very important
role in the development this fall, It was
important and good to confront the issue
of free speech for Dow men, and CIA
of free speech for Dow men, and
CIA men and military recruiters. We've
caused some unpleasantness for the Dow
Chemical Company, but we haven’t
seriously cut into their profits. On the
list of American companies receiving,
contracts from the Defense Department,
Dow ranks number 181, There are 180
companies more involved in the complex
than Dow. At Cal State, there were also
4 IBM recruiters who were in the trailer
and who were-forced to stop recruiting.
People were neither excited nor concerned
about having prevented them from
recruiting, That means. that the demon-
strators were beyond the civil libertarian
point of being concerned about interrupting
the work of another corporation that was
recruiting, but still sawDow and its napalm
as the major point of conflict. In terms
of building this movement, we’ve got to
relate this to two umngs. we’ve got to
raise people’s anti-corporate conscious-

Concept of
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the action and through intensive propa-
ganda campaigns directed toward our
potential constituencies.

The kinds of activities proposed have
already been going on and undoubtedly
will continue during the spring, so why
propose a “Weeks of Resistance® in the
first place? It is precisely because
the program already exists in a very
informal way that it is seen as viable
for the spring. We are not going to
make the new militancy disappear,
so we should see our job as one of
giving it direction and political content.

Planning a national resistance program
forces us to look over past experiences
in detail and to decide what we did right
and what we did wrong. We have to decide
who to try to reach and how to do that.
We have to decide where the whole thing
will take us. We are forced to talk
about politics and analysis and to share
information because we are going to
want to choose political targets for our
actions. Those targets will come out of
discussions of how this country works
and which targets can best be used to
reach other people about the nature of
power in this country. In short the program
forces us to look at ourselves to see
if we are "serious about the direction
we are headed and if so to be serious
about how to proceed., By setting a time
period for the weeks of resistance we are
forced to begin to do the work necessary
to make action relevant to our constitu-
encies.
future time when we will be able to

CHICAGO AREA PEOPLE

THE NATIONAL OFFICE WILL HAVE
A LOT OF SHIT WORK TO DO JUST
BEFORE THE NATIONAL COUNCIL
MEETING, CALL TO FIND OUT WHEN
YOU CAN DO YOUR REVOLUTIONARY
DUTY TO HELP OUT THE N.O,!

ness, so that we can begin to educate
and act around some of the other corpo-
rations besides Dow, and we've got to
reach as many people as possible and
turn them onto the struggle. Dow Chemical
confrontations are important to the first
job, but seem to get in the way of the
second. This is especially true when
compared to organizing around the draft
(for example the difference in the draft
and Dow demonstrations at SFV). The
main point here is that we’ve now reached
a stage where local chapters shouldn’t
feel an obligation to' confront Dow every
time it comes to campus, but should
only do so when it clearly is in the

interests of that local chapter’s organizing
program. Such was the case at Cal State,
while at SFV the Dow demonstration
was a detriment. It raised the issue
of free speech whichonly tied up important
chapter time and energy, since they had
been able to mobilize so many people
around the draft protest. One got the
feeling that the demonstration was being
held because SDS had an -obligation to
confront Dow, not because it grew from
the organizing the chapter was doing
on campus. One final detriment is that
picking the first confrontation that comes
up, or trying to confront every one of
the different varieties of recruiters,
channels people’s energy, and is cutting
down on the kind of discussions about
campus organizing that people had to
undergo at the beginning of this fall,
when issues had not yet developed to the
point they have now.

If Dow has to hire regional public
relations directors to combat us, then
we’ve hurt them. The Madison demon-
stration against Dow led off our finest
week, and all our heads were raised

a mile. But it’s too easy to keep mtung
the same target over and over, even if
it occurs on different campuses in!
different parts of the country. We know
we can;t destroy Dow Chemical Company
just yet, and even if we could, it wouldn’t
matter a bit, because, as Jack Jones
says, “If Dow wasn’t making napalm,
somebody else would be.” :

The focus allows us to set a .
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“ Toward A Common

Resistance

evaluate our work and to make decisions
from there. The *Weeks of Resistance®
should not be seen as an end in itself
but as a tactic for mobilizing people
for further political action.

The question concerning resistance,
the student movement and community
organizing should also be discussed.
Questions about the program come from
two opposing directions. One is that the
resistance movement is basically a
student movement and should concentrate
on expanding its student base. The other
is that community organizing is the most
important direction of the movement,
and should, therefore, be the primary
function of the office and of the chapters.
In an article in NLN, Nov. 6, 1967,
I tried to outline an intermediate position.
We are basically a student movement
and we should see ourselves as such

‘and not as atraining ground for community

organizers. We must realize, however,
that the student movement by itself
cannot change the base of power in this
society. The student movement must begin
to relate to other movements and other
constituencies. This will have two effects:
First it will legitimate the student
movement to other constituencies and
second it will develop a conciousness
among students about the need for
community based work. We must face
the fact that at this point most of our
members are not ready to do community
work. For us to put our efforts solely
into developing those kinds of projects
would mean ignoring the base we have,

By getting people involved politically
in resistance and in the political thinking"
and day to day organizing necessary '
to make it work, we build people’s
consciousness so that when they leave
the campus they can function as radicals
in the community. Just as the sit-ins
and mass confrontations of the early 60’s
raised people’s consciousness to go into
ERAP projects later, Meanwhile we build
a viable student movement in this country.

Our main work will be done on campuses
but we should not miss opportunities
to relate to other movements and to
make ties between ourselves and the
community., For example, one possible
target for the weeks of resistance might
be Anaconda Copper. We could shut down
its administrative offices using our own
tactics to make connections between the
student movement and the copper miners
who are now on strike and who are being
threatened with an injunction because of
the necessity of copper in the war. We
would also make the point clear about
our opposition to imperialism and
capitalist control: Montana-Chile; ex-
ploitation is the same all over.

We must be extremely careful in picking

off campus targets, however, Stopping
workers from entering a defense plant
because of our opposition to what they
produce might in fact do more harm
than good. The defense plant as the target
would be lost. The workers trying to
enter the plant would see themselves
as the target as would everyone else
including some of the demonstrators.
It is important for us to know which side
we are on and who our potential allies are,

The fact that the targets we pick aren’t
all obvious anti-war targets is important,
People will begin to ask “Why did they
demonstrate against Standard Oil?* and
we must be prepared to give them answers.

The process of bringing this country
to a halt is not an easy one. We cannot
afford to be romantic about “making the
revolution® when in fact that struggle
demands the ability to constantly interpret
and expose things to people. We have to
begin to plan and coordinate our activities
and to be conscious of our role within
the movement as a whole, It is not enough
to .just have sporadic actions in reaction
to conditions imposed upon us (e.g. Dow
comes to campus), We must begin to take
the initiative and to pick our own targets
on political grounds dictated by the
strategies we have decided upon. And
we must be ready to change both the
strategy and the tactics as experience
shows us that they should be changed.
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Representatives of the D,R.V. explained
that in the past, any bombing pause,
even if it was to last only a couple of
days, had been preceded by an increase
in the tonnage of bombs during the weeks
before and in between the pauses. Thus,
the months of December and January,
with a pause at Christmas, New Year’s,
and Vietnamese New Year’s in February,
have been the worst months. From all
indications, the North Vietnamese had
deduced that the same was to be definitely
true this year.

Despite our inability to finally get to
North Vietnam, we all felt that the trip
was well worth while. During our ten-day
stay in Cambeodia, we had many long
conversations with a number of Viet-
namese officials and Cambodians. Phnom
Phen is only 40 miles away from Saigon;
at night it is possible to see the U.S.
bombers and a flare of light as they bomb
the Vietnamese countryside. In addition,
the culture and climate of Cambodia
is very similar to South Vietnam; both
are predominantly agricultural nations
with similar crops.

In a series of five articles, we will
convey much of the information and the
impressions gleaned from our trip.
Above all we understood very clearly
that a more thorough understanding
of the details of the war in Vietnam
and the situation in all of Southeast Asia
is of critical importance for the left
in the U.S,, if we are to understand
more precisely the nature of American
imperialism and the most effective means
to combat it.

THE NLF

DANCE AND SONG
TROUPE

1 will begin the articles with a brief
deseription of an experience we had
soon after our arrival. Wednesday night
the first of five performances was given
by the song and dance troupe of the
National Liberation Front. Normally this
troupe travels to liberated zones in the
South and gives performances for the
troops and local people. As the pictures
indicate, the performers and audiences

_ are constantly prepared tor surpnse

attacks—ready with camouflage and

rifles. Usually the performances aregiven

out in the open, using damaged American
tanks as back drops or bomb craters
for a stage. [

The repertoire consists of a mixture
of classical and modern Vietnamese
songs and dancing, and political dances
based on- the current conflict with the
Americans, For instance, one dance
we saw depicted a group of village women
and an old man who were hiding a young
man from conscription into the Saigon
army. The women wiled and reprimanded
the American soldiers who appeared in
pressed camouflage uniforms as they
marched in highly stylized, rigid form
onto the stage. The American soldiers
reacted to the women by trying to do
the twist with them—hips swinging with
.weighted awkwardness. As the soldiers
attempted to shift into more seductive

approaches, the Vietnamese women struck 8%

back.

The soldiers then tried to capiure
the old man, apparently threatening to
do away with him unless he revealed
the whereabouts of the young man. Again
the women attacked the soldiers and
rescued the old man. As the soldiers
continued to be frustrated intheir attempts
they became more threatening and
violent. Finally they uncovered the hiding
young man.

In the ensuing struggle, in which the
heavy weapons of the Americans are
drawn—the villagers having no weapons —
the women continue to battle with the
soldiers. Finally they trick the soldiers
out of their weapons through a series
of rapid and complex movements. Without
their weapons, the American soldiers
cringe in fear. Theyexpress anawareness

of the strength of the women. They are-

then sent scurrying away, while the
villagers celebrate their triumph.
Another dance describes a wounded
Vietnamese soldier being pursued by
American troops. The wounded soldier
is seen by a local villager, who views him
from a hiding place with intense suspicion.
The villager watches the wounded soldier
struggle along his way until finally he
collapses and falls, The villager then
comes out and scouts back along the path
until he sees that the pursuing soldiers
are Americans, crashing through the
underbrush. He then rushes back and
helps the wounded soldier off into a
hiding place and covers the trail
behind them. The villager goes out to
confront the Americans and try to

distract
of the wounded soldier. However, the
Americans attack the single villager.
Hearing the struggle, the wounded soldier
comes out of hiding to help the villager.
The soldier pulls out an unexploded
American grenade which he has found
and throws it at the Americans, They are
thereby able to get the weapons away
from the soldiers and to chase them away.

The response of the audience was
strongest to those dances which were
explicitly political. Spontaneous applause
spread throughout the audience whenever
an American soldier was tricked or
defeated. The atmosphere was strange
for us. It was moving to be for the
first time in a large crowd of people
who explicitly shared a common opposition
to American imperialism and aggression
in Vietnam. At the same time, it was
important to me to remind myself that
the individual soldiers in the dances
were symbolic of the American inter-
vention as a whole. That when we joined
in the applause at the defeat of the
soldiers, it was not to celebrate the fate
of the particular soldier, but the successful
resistance to U.S. military power. The
more we learned of specific details
about the way the Americans conduct
their war, especially the way the G.L’s
are treated by the U.S. command, the
incredibly ugly and self-defeating situ-
ations they are forced into, the more
I felt in closer alliance with the G.L’'s
on the bottom of the dirty little war,

I will talk more thoroughly about this

aspect of the trip in another article,

The performances were held in the
large sports coliseum in Phnom Phen.
The stadium was packed each night.
We had been given special tickets by
the NLF representation in Phnom Phen,
and we were able to sit in the front rows.
Sitting next to us was a young girl
who was part of the troupe, although
she was not dancing that night. One of
the NLF men we had met previously
introduced us to her. She smiled warmly
at us when she learned of our mission.
Her response was typical of the response
we received from all of the Vietnamese
we met—it was very clear that the
political hatred the Vietnamese felt was
towards the power forces conducting the
war and not towards the American people
as a whole. They appreciated the struggle
of the American movement as being
similar to their own struggle.

Send in your chapter name and the number of delegates coming to the NC
no later than Dec. 20th to the National Office, 1608 W, Madison, Chicago, Ill.,

BLOOMINGTON
INDIANA

60612, Mail in the same information PLUS the number of cars you plan to bring
from your chapter and special housing information (e.g., children, couples, etc)
to Jim Wallahan 448 E. 2nd Street, Bloomington, Indiana-also by Deec. 20th.
This information should be sent in order that housing and meeting rooms can
be arranged for in advance.

Upon arrival, check in at Ballantine Hall, first floor, Room 013, If you have any
problems locating the center of activity, notices will be posted at: Ballantine Hall;
448 E. 2nd St.; 102 N, Dunn St.--all in Bloomington. If you can’t figure things out
from the notices, call 339-2058 or 339-4791.

There will be a $5 registration fee to cover various expenses. Arrangements are

TIONNOD
TVNOLLVN

trying to be made for free or very cheap food, but that is tentati\re. People should
play it safe and bring $2 to $2.50 per day for meals,

them from the hiding place

Our experience indicated that most of
the Vietnamese do not have specific
recommendations for activities for the
peace movement in this country, although
they are all enthusiastic about large
actions which receive alotof international
publicity, such as Oct. 21 and Stop the
Draft Week in Oakland. Nonetheless, many
of the people we talked with indicated
an understanding that demonstrations
cannot be effective in a vacuum—and
were interested in learning of less visible,
but equally important trends within the
movement. We attempted to describe
some of the major questions facing
different parts of the left in the U.,S,

After the program was over, we were
all excited about the possibilities for
more guerrilla theater in the UiS. There
is no doubt that the NLF troupe has played
an important role, both in unifying the
people and in carrying out political
education throughout the provinces of
South Vietnam. The members of the troupe
are not professional dancers, but had
come from the peasantry and fighting
forces of the South. Most of them also
participated in the armed struggle when
necessary. Certainly, all the areas of the
U.S. where there is organizing activity
going on have the potential for forming
an on-going troupe of this kind, and we
need to experiment with the possible uses
and advantages of more of these non-
professional troupes inour own organizing
work.




«T he student strike can work...
only as a tactic that is part of alarger strategy»

continued from 2

has been with concrete political struggle,
rather than symbolic protest. Thus,
the further development of my conception
of the strike in this paper will be from
that perspective.

As stated earlier, we have little
experience to draw upon in resolving
this question. However, we do have one
example which may be helpful. On April 13,
1967, SDS at the New School for Social
Research in New York City organized
a student strike against the war. (See
NLN, 11/6/67) Approximately 65% of the
New School’s students and faculty
supported the strike, which culminated
a week of anti war and anti imperialist
education. The strike also coincided with
and was seen as related to the Spring
Mobilization against the war. However,
the New School SDS organizers stated,
‘Despite this superficial success, the
strike must be viewed as basically
a failure, a crude mockery of what
could have been.’

Why this conclusion? First, we must’

understand that as a symbolic moral
protest against the war, the strike was
a success. Only when we evaluate that
strike as a political struggle with the
intention of revealing the nature of the
university’s power and raising the political
consciousness of the students struggling
against that power around concrete
demands; then "we can begin to see
how it failed. First of all, only IMPLICIT
within the strike action is the assumption
that universities in general are part of
the military and industrial complex
responsible for the war. As a result,
it is only IMPLICIT within this situation
that the university was a legitimate target
for anti-war protest. Alone, the tactic
of a strike failed to make this connection
(although obvious to us) EXPLICIT to our
potential constituency. The strike organ-
izers remarked that students and faculty
went along with the strike reluctantly,
and did so out of a sense of personal
moral commitment against the war,
rather than out of a sense of political

GUERRILLA THEATRE:

PERSPECTIVE AND POTENTIALS

by Margret Mills
Antioch College :

Guerrilla Theatre presupposes a co-
herent, together troupe of players, and
assumes a certain level of radical
political thinking and practical commit-
-ment. It can operate in a regular theatre
form, presenting radical plays (eg: “US®,
“Viet Rock®, “Mac Bird®, “Ubu-Roi”) ina

_ theatre, on a stage, and before an audience.
Productions often introduce political-
artistic innovations into the basic theatre
forms (eg: the nine-foot puppets of
New York’s Bread and Puppet Theatre,
the musical parodies of the South Vietnam
Liberation Front Song and Dance en-

* semble, the San Francisco Mime Troupe’s
revitalizations of -comedia del’ arte,
vaudeville, minstrel shows, punch-and-
judies, and the Artaud-like audience
involvements of Cafe La Mama and
The Living Theatre.

However, an essential characteristic
of a guerrilla troupe is its readiness
and ability to appear in many different
shapes and guises.

This frequently means taking the theatre
off the stage and into the streets, into
the people:

*retaining its theatrical identity, the
troupe becomes street corner theatre,
strolling players, medicine wagon per-
formers, a touring company, etc. (eg:
the NLF Song and Dance Ensemble,
Bread and Puppet Theatre, SF Mime
Troupe, El1 Theatro de Campesino,
Everyman’s Strolling Carnival, New York
Pageant Players and Street Theatre);

*operating an unpredictable hit-and-run
theatre, in which members enact un-
announced spot pieces in strategic
locations and then split. Although the
public can still identify the activities
of this kind of Guerrilla Theatre as
theatrical performances, the line between
hit-and-run type theatre and mind-fuck
theatre (discussed next) is rather thin,
especially for the first few moments
of the piece., Richard Schechner's staging
of Peter Head’s “Kill Viet Cong® in NYC
(see Village Voice, November 2, 1967:
“Killing the Cong in the NY Streets®),
the Non-Student Man pie throw at a
lecturing U.S. Colonel, and the rehearsed
and pointed disruption of a trustees’
meeting by the Radical Theatre at Antioch
College, all illustrate the hit-and-run
phase of Guerrilla Theatre activity.

If a staged incident is drawn from
day-to-day reality and performed in that
context, it is notnecessarily immediately,
reassuringly identifiable as theatre; the
line between solid, genuine reality and
artificially created (theatrical) events
becomes obscured. And, whenthe incidents
staged in that unsettling twilight reflect
the sickness of our society—when people
are forced to witness unmistakable police
brutality, or the violent arrest of a
schoolmate by the feds, or a man arguing
their very own position so fully that
its horror (or at least its absurdity)
becomes embarrassingly evident—the
result is often a jarring of apathetic
and fearful consciousness out of their

safe and comfortable ruts, patterns,
mind-sets, bags, etc.—aprocess we might
call Mind-Fuck.

A few weeks ago, two large men dressed
in military uniforms marched into the
cafeteria at Antioch and began to arrest
a dratt card burner. Two of the latter’s
friends at the dining table tried to resist
the MPs, knocking over the table as the
police exited with their prisoner.

Most of the students in the room were
standing by this time, and many ran into
the lobby after the men; some were
alarmed and angry, believing that the
violent arrest was a reality; some were
confused, not certain to which world
it belonged; many acted nervously
skeptical; others were disgruntled,annoyed
at that kind of politics. One boy’'s
equilibrium was so shaken that he ran
after the actors and vehemently attacked
their ‘prank’. Later, the same student
complained to an officer of the student
community government that there should
be a CG policy against using the cafe

for activities which interrupted people -

during their meals.

Theatre comes closest to actual guerrilla
tactical warfare: organizing and uniting
the people and executing strategic actions.
A traveling troupe can carry the word
from campus to campus or community
to community, acting as information

liaison between organized radical groups -

or individuals. It' can carry specific
communications and/or news (often first
hand) of developments in other places.

At the same time, such a troupe is
naturally a radicalizer, acting upon its
audience both collectively, through the
theatre medium, and individually, after
performances, when members of the
audience approach individual players for
elaboration or argument on the play’s
political content.

If the troupe can arrange a loose time
schedule, members will be able to
participate in any political action which
might develpp while they are onthe scene.
As guerrilla players they can help
perform, with all the special resources
and powers invested in the theatre,
the necessary educational work which must
be ‘done “before we use tactics like
obstructive sit-ins® (see Carl Davidson’s
article on “Institutional -Resistance®,
New Left Notes, November 13, 1967).
Or, temporarily putting aside their theatre
identity, the players can participate in
the action as individual radicals. Then,

opposition to the system of institutions
making the war, and others like it,
possible., Furthermore, the failure to
connect the university with the war
did not result from a failure in education
and propaganda work. That was fully done,
Rather, the failure was in the strike
tactic’s inability to EXPLICITLY expose
and pinpoint those connections.

The New School organizers point out
several lessons, Firstof all, the STUDENT
STRIKE CANNOT WORK AS ASTRATEGY
IN ITSELF, BUT ONLY AS A TACTIC
THATIS PART OF ALARGER STRATEGY.
Secondly, political consciousness is raised
and the nature of power is revealed
in the concrete struggle around specific
demands, demands that relate the over
riding concern of anti imperialism with
the immediacy of the university. Finally,
they asserted, ‘The strike...cannot be
a terminal event leading nowhere, but
only a possible (not necessary) tactic
in a series of tactics that fit in with
an integrated strategy.” In this case,

there is a third possibility. Still guerrilla
players, they can effectively engage in
the resistance; and, it is at this point
that theatre moves out of the area of
propaganda and becomes a form of
strategic activity.

This area has probably been the least
explored, and there are as yet few
precedents or examples to guide us.
But it seems to me that theatre can
become a kind of obstruction and resistance
with which the enemy is not fully prepared
to deal. A play which blocks up an
induction center as effectively as an
obstructive sit-in or which distracts
federal troops can certainly be considered
tactical activity.

The projected second caf incident of the
Antioch Radical Theatre also approaches
this tvpe of Guerrilla Theatre. FBI agents
have intormed a draft card delinquent,
(April 15th burnings) that they have a
grand jury subpoena for him. Rather

BT e
than compound contempt of court charges
with his present charges, he plans to
accept the subpoena. He will arrange to
meet with the agents at 6:00 pm in the
school cafeteria, Assuming that they
accept and keep the appointment: Feds
have a short script of their own which
they must legally follow—i.e.: to obtain
personal verbal acknowledgment from
their ‘victim’ that he is in fact the
addressee of the subpoena or warrant.
Furthermore, the agents themselves must
give their own names and occupations

if asked.

_Scenario: Agents (they travel in pairs)
approach the student in the cafe (they know
what he looks like)

Agents: Are you X-?

Before X answers, other male students
sitting at his table speak up:

I am X,

Iam X,

No, I am X,

Others (some planned, others spon-
taneously) stand up:

No, I'm X,

I'm X—

Till the entire dining room is filled
with Xs. Now some voices are starting
to murmur:

What are you doing here?...Just what
the fuck do you think you’re doing here?
You better get the hell out of here...

continued on 7
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our strategy is resisting and eventually

destroying military operations on campus;

which is, in turn, part of a broader
strategy of fighting against imperialism,
Tactics used in this fight are strikes,
pickets, sit ins, teachins, ete.; the viability
of each tactic or set of tactics depending
on the specific situation or objective
circumstances,

In general, the tactic of the strike
seems inadequate in INITIATING our
strategy. Because it BEGINS the attack
on the TOTALITY of the institution
(Everyone is asked to stop all work,
end all classes.), it serves to obfuscate
rather than isolate and expose those
specific operations our demands are
directed against, From this viewpoint,
it would seem that disruptive and/or
obstructive actions like sit ins would be
better in initiating a struggle, since they
focus on specific targets. This is not
to say the student strike should be
removed from our arsenal. Rather, the
problem is one of learning to use
the proper weapon(s) at the appropriate
time.

When has the weapon of the strike
been successfully employed in our
struggle? Again, we have little experience
to draw upon. However, in the past few
years, student strikes have occurred
on several local campuses. It is interesting
to note that almost all of these were
struggles for power over specific demands.
A symbolic protest strike, such as the
New School action, is a rare exception.
Secondly, and most important, almost
every student - strike occurring thus far
has been used as a defense weapon.
This is not to say that they have-been
passive or non aggressive. The students
at Berkeley, Madison, or Brooklyn College
would never interpret their actions

- in that manner, even if they lost the battle.

The defensive character of the strike
is more clearly revealed when we look
closer at the situations in which it has
been used.

In general, strikes have been called
after university administrators and/or
civil police have taken overtly repressive
reprisals against students who were
engaged in a prior offensive action.
In this sense, a strike is not only
a defensive tactic, but a secondary tactic
as well. This can also be seen in the
protective nature of most strike demands:
reinstatement, amnesty, revocation of
disciplinary action, no cops on campus,
ete. The purpose of the strike is to halt
or disrupt the work of the academic
community to the extent that the limited’
stability the authorities hoped to achieve
through repression is destroyed, rendering
their decisions counterproductive. Usually
the strikers include demands that call for
a minor restructuring of offensive parts
of the educational or administrative
structure. Also, the goals of the original
action for which the students -were
repressed is rarely included in the
strike demands.

The success of our past strikes has
been limited. Students at Berkeley still
resulted in victory or defeat. The latter
view seems the stronger. There is little
question that the strike of Madison students
against the brutality of police during
an -anti Dow demonstration met with
serious defeat. On the other hand,
students at Brooklyn College in New York
won a tremendous victory against
administration and police repression of
students during an anti Navy recruiting
protest. Many of the conditions determining
the success or failure of these and other
strikes were beyond the control or
influence of the campus organizers.
Often, a lot depends on the clumsiness
or irrationality of the administrators
and police., Or the immediate political
level of the general campus and community
as well as the size and sophistication
of the radical constituency. Likewise,
there are many conditions we can effect
and control in the crisis situations
leading up to and during strikes.

For instance, the successful Brooklyn
College Strike (see NLN, 11/13/67)
points to a few crucial decisions that
may have made a difference in some of
the other strikes that were lost. First
of all, a decision had to be made on
whether or not to include an anti war
demand among the anti police and anti

continued on 6







