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Ideclogical tension within the "new left™ is a good thing if it is understood
and discusscd and dealt with., On the other hand ideological tension which is atte
ributed to differences in nersonalities, life nhilosonhies, levels of comitment,
insensitivities, rather than to nroblems of ideology tend to be reductive and des-
tructive for the movement., That is not to say that nroblems in areas of nersonality
and sensitivity (for exammle) de not exist., Hardly., Those tob are real vroblems
which must be resolved; and their resolution should be a dynamic rart of the move-
mdpt. Nox would I suggest a cart before the horse argument about thesc nhenomenn,

tather, lot it just be clear that the nesd for develonlnp ideological dialogue
ﬁﬁf frowing iasological basc 1s 1tself & diStinct need of our novement and one
wnlch cen not be negated or ignorsd by arguments about authoritarian versconalities,
subnissive personalities, advocation of violence, condempation of violence, rro-
nriety of ceriain kinds of demonstrations, imvropricty of those demonstr1s10ns;

Ye pust assume, that is, that we in the "new left" have at least as ruch in
commion, in terms of feelings, outlook, and intention, as almpost any collection of
like minded Americans that may be assembled. IF this is true we may conclude that
the very real tensions which exist among and between us derive in great nart from
our needs to feel and be unified, to be an affctive nolitical force for change,
to understand, anrreciate and love each other, to communicate in the context of
2 sgciety which has more or less banned interrersonal communication.. e need 2
develoning ideology, a growing community, and a deen sense of unity,

Ideoliogy, an abstraction

"Ideslogy is the manner or content of thinking characteristic of an individual
or class; the intellectual pattern of any widespread culture or movement; snecifi-
cally, the intcgrated assertions, theories, and ains constituting a nolito-social
nrogran, often with an implication of factitious nrovagandizing” (Vebster), ilith-
out ar exnlicit ideology societvy is anarchic. ¥ith an exrlicit ideology sociecty
is often tyrranical. All ideclogy imnlies value judgement about the nature of
nan and the purrose of society..American caritalism, the prodigal son of western
Judeo-Christian Tradition, has successfully incornorated the rost undesirable
aspect of anarchy (anti-social egocentricity) with the most desirable asmect of
tyrrany (submission through satiatien)}, Capitalism, in its nresent mononolistic
cornorate forn, is the major dehumanizing force in the modern world., It forces
individuals to understand seclf-interest only in terms of nrofit and exnloitation,
in texms of class interest.*

thile imperialism, the exnloitation of foreign neoples, their resources, and
markets is z logical and cultivated extension of 1ndustrlal canitalisn, fascism
{(the consolidation of statc wower by an allied militarv-economic elzte) is an un-
wanted though predictable nroduct of imnerialistic wars and condoned onpression
and exrloitation, The system is first activated "non-violently” against the non-
ulation in terns of advertising for consnicuous consumntion., The mublic is effect-

vely hooked nn the idea that individuated self-gratification and self-indulgence
via neatly wrarpoed vleasure packages is a natural and basic nart of 1life. ("Life
is a consumer »roduct and I, who work 40 hard hours a week, wart my wmoney's worth,}

This dehumanizing vrocess pemits the justification of violent imperialist wars
against neasant nopulations.  Violent subjugation nf foreisn mowmulations is the
nrelude to vieolent sunpression of all notential humanizing forces within the home
based seciety. TFascist consolidation develors. Consolidation develons when the



capitalist rationales for the continued ordering of society {such ag "hecause

we have money we are free'; "Slavery and ormression may be bad for the slaves but
it sure doesn't hurt the nmasters”; "Look at all we've done fov the neonia of our
nation": "This society operates for the good of its neonle 7} become =C Tenuous
to the citizenry that comnlete dedication and emotional fervnr are rocuired as the
only mode of overt jdentification with the State. DBecoming aware of ¢
that its own rationale is faltering while an immerialist war 15 1n Do
coTnorate-mononnly capitalist state has no cholce pbut to turn TowaTis avert
Tascism and thereby hasten discintegration by vielently forcing “he
society where pefore it easily controlled by manisulation.  (oee (AT
Containment and Change, Chavrter 1, Test meets Yost,) This is a very inp
point because it allows us to predict that, as in Gexmany, mch noce ©
1eft will come under fire. Our develoning ideology rust undeorstand
to thosc prouns that we believe to be the voctims. Those gTOUDS 2re
other minorities, end students and hivnies; Farther than thet nrofus
ligious leaders, even some roliticlans could fali.

Can we develon an ideology which is humanistic nnt only in its wmrojected shilos-
ophy but in its current strategy and tectics; one that meets the noeds of 21l
alienated and victimized grouns too. 1Is an essentially non-vielent ruovo
possible? On the one hand it amnears both necessary lLeinuse of the stre:
the enemy and imrossible for the sanme reason; hut to nosit a clear cut distinc-
tion between violence and non-violence does not entirely do justice to our search
for a humanistic strategy. '

1f suppression of radical activities--and other forms 0f free exvyos$sion as
well--becones more and more overt, we could be forced to either unite snd “ight
or to face death, or immrisomment. Just as movenents for self-defznee in Hepro
communities in the South (and more recently the Horth) are not snecifically move-
nents for violent change or violent revolution, so too a white moverment for self-
defense should not necessarily be construed as the iminent vehicle foxr vislance
or violent seizure of power, If threatened with concentration canps it would be
jnhunane not to fight back.

On the other hand the feeling of impotence we have regarding the chences of
in anyway forcing the govermment to do anything for us or of obtaining rouwey
through seizure is legitimate. The Covernment nay be a namer ticvor, '
Dennis Sweeney has said it took the Vietnanmese 40 years to biild a movenent;
it may also take us that long, Thus I €ind the notion of sirmle overt confron-
tation with Establishment power non-productive (unless of course it sexves te
heighten our commitment and ideological awareness or strengthen the novement,
and this is already questionable - viz. Oaklandy, but, at this veint, forms of
major confrontation, whether violent or non-violent become largely irrclevant
because goals are not realizable and nre even difficult to define, And there is
the danger of precipitous reaction. In Germany Hitler built a fire upder the
Bundestaag blaming it on the communists: In Vietnan Johnson created the Guif
of Tonkin incident; it can happen again. ‘t seems rather fruiilsss o pre-
¢ipitate reaction nrematurely when we remain weak. Rather we must set real-
jzable goals that are ideologically sophisticated. 1 believe the promer course
is one of overt non-violence and continual limited confrontation, In other words
we can build a radical movement so long as repression does not oceur. Hew znd when
that movement might assert this power remains to be seen. It may be that the
paper tiger can be delegitimized by giving it terribly sore feet, but we can not
honestly dismiss the idea that non-violent revolution may be immossiblc, Further-
more, it is clear that blacks face continued veoression and de not now have the
iuxury of a limited confrontational strategy 1ike that outlined below.
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But, if you are still with me I may have nroved at least one point. Ideol-
L 1 A .- . : s . R , k
ogy in a void is an abstraction. To talk abstractly about ideology for an 2lmost
non-descript movement seems somewhat absurd, I will come back to this in the

final sectiom.
Ideology, Organization, and Action

1f some radicals and dogmatists suggest that real ideological develomment
cannot take place without constant general confrontation (i.e. study-action
evaluation cycles) they will be guilty of vlacing a rather acadenic restriction
on their definition of confrontation. If we understand the nature of the
nononoly-capitalist system then we can evaluate the role of each institution with-
in that system. Ve are all aware, for instance, that the University is a vital :
vart of the current class structure and the economic-military-industrial com-
plex as well, In order to build a true revolutionary base we must carture
and transform such vital institutions that affect our lives directly. But this
too can precinitate a direct confrontation of the "general" character already
discussed since the University is largely controlled by the cormorate interests
and military interests that contrcl the povermment. The police and even the
National Guard are potentially at their disposal. VYhile argument can be made
for forcing the police onto the camnus to show how we are dominated by the real
outside world, I believe that the kind of actions necessary would cither get us
effectively thrown out of the University or at best close down the nlace. This
would be inapnrorriate for the early stages of a rotentially strong movement,

Rather we must act to capture power in the University by linited isolated
but continual confrontations with lower levels of power within the community.
Change can only be forced by a community that has a comnon definition of seclf-
intercst. This implies, for instance, that medical students might snend most
of their tims foghting for a radical basc around curriculum inadsauacies or
authoritarian relationships between faculty and students. Leecal living groups
might dismiss P.A.s. UNomen might eliminate doxm hours or might sit in at Cowell
until contraceptives were distributed. Undergraduates might conceivably focus
in on dismantling the impotent student government through community organizing
for real student power, Failure to destroy ASSU by referendun or failure to
canture the Presidency by a unified radical fromt would at least lay the ground
work for an alternate student govermment which would act in behalf of student
power. The issues would be unifying and the actions radicalizing for the local
community. The action would be radicalizing becausc radicals in every groun
would deal with actions in an ideological framework, trying to justify their
acts in terms of community and student power as well as in terms of goals, A
tremendous sense of purposce could be gained from the fact that isolated encounters
had grown outcof and had the support of a radical unity.

while such low levels of oneration may seem trivial on the basis of past
university happenings in this country, we have never before had the onportunity
to onerate from a united radical base. T am confident that this cross campus
base can be developed., Organizaticn nust remain local but coordination is im-
nlicit and continued ideological dialogue (through the Daily and throurh a
visble ideological central front representing everyone around who wants to be
represented including faculty, staff, university workers) is of critical immortance
because it is thc only way a developing nmovement comes to evaluate, understand
and unify itself,

The program .putlined ab®e s implicitly confrontational and would often
lead to cxpulsion or threats of ¥ame, but that would be the linit of the Aduminis-
trative power that could be mustered. Furthermore a really solid base nicht »re-
vent expulsion as we hope to domonstrate with the case of the radicals who have
been arbitrarily singled out for prosecution by Dean Joel Smith for the CIA
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demonstration. (Complicity statements will be available at the Yednesday night
meeting in Cubberly Auditorium Mov. 15, 1967.}

Yhile I am net prepared to outline a limited confrontation program in any
detail nor am I in a position to suggest what kind of coordinating structure
can adequately represent the needs of the radlcal community T will say that
Stanford does have a radical base, that SDC has failed to unite or in any way
represent that base, that we are now at a noint which recuires some structure
which neets the expressed needs of the community including a continual ideological
debate all across the campus in subcommittees and the general camnus community
itself, that such a structurc should have a subcommittoe coordinating surnort
for local actions of partlcinatlnﬁ grouns, In this context it would be the re-
sponsibility of radicals to define their own communities and to sege that these
communities were adequately renresented. (Imnortant actions against the Draft
or other outside institutions (CIA, Dow, etc.) should be handled by grouns like
Anti-Draft Union, or by Ad Hoc Committees which could be formed indenendently or
through the organization described.

Community and Yhere Ve're At

Finally the relationshin of ideology to a sense of community has been
briefly mentioned. It remains the most imvortant work of radicals to develon the
kind of snirit and friendship necessary for the construction of such a community,
In an alienating socicty this is no easy task, Furthermore, we have seen over
the past 12-14 months a degeneracy in the ability and willingness of radicals to
communicate with each ether, Examhles o’ this are numerous. Thrv ranse from the

dognatic 5DSers who want to "1zt the peorle doc1da" but who never eﬁen listen
to anyone let alome "the people,™

But how and why hkas this occurred? To say we arc alicnated is true but
non-productive., To say the wrong neonle are leading or the wrong organizations
exist may also be true, but how do such things hanmen? Accuiescence sSecms an over-
simplified answer. %ho was therc or is there to acruilesce? And is someone
who doesn't give a shit about SDS really acquiescing. Maybe, I offer the follow-
ing analysis of our community nreblem:

All that many radicals initially have in cormon is an intensity of feeling.
Feeling is a necessary but low level of discourse (particularly when it is in-
ternal rather empathetic). The primary needs of the radical have been to act
against the war and to relate to black nower. BRoth strengthen his commitment and
awareness but neither has an immediate or direct effect uvon his local community.
He marches in 5.F, or demonstrates in Oakland, then says, '"so what,” Action is
therefore identified with causes not with life patterns or with community nroblems.
The radical understands and resents this fact, vet comunity nroblems often seenm
mich iess imrnortant than the War. The radical understands immerialism but attack
only its nost overt asnects (the draft, etc). ﬂrgﬂnizinﬂ on canmpus around such
large issues, although neaningful to sone radicals is so remote from center of -
power and from campus realities as to annpear academic to nany.

In other words, most radicals don't svend too nmuch time organizing sgainst
the war because they sense a real discrepancy between the radical awakening
that the war has brought to them and the real inability of liberals and others
to gain a clear picture of American imperialism through such a remote reality.
as the war,
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e would prefer to tramslate the war through more real and fundamental
relationshirs in daily.life in American Society on Stanford U.S5.A, but we don't ..
know how. The result is hundreds of "academic radicals" who trail along with
most anyone who bothers to carry the ball,

The most unfortunate effects of this dilerma are:

1. Ho growth of radical community because of lack of identification
of common ground outside of "causes' oY issues,

2. No growth of ideology for the same reason as well as indirectly
because of lack of community.

In conclusion,gﬁe radicals cannot understand our heed for social community
beyond the nolitical sphere, we are unable to understand what ideology is all
about. If we understand that ideology is an important bi-product of 2 cormumity
or society we may find legitimate reasons to patch up our fragmented, alienated
selves and fight our way into free and open relationshivs and thus make human
relationshin nossible. Listen to the rain, brothers and sisters.

#{arxists point out that this intensification of class interest works both ways
by heightening the awareness of self-interest of the exvloited class. Thus,

it is affPted, the contradiction in class society inevitably grows toward
revolution.



