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CQNVENT1Q 
DAY TO CHALLENGE" 
McC ORMACK1* "«R0SEri 

The independent campaign of Noel Day for 
Congress from Boston seeks to test and to 
validate the political relevance of peace 
as an election issue in 196b. It connects 
peace with the issues of racial justice 
and social change — directly, explicitly 
and in an election campaign. It needs 
the help of those who believe that these 
issues are connected, and merits the at­
tention of those who want to find out. 

Dayfs opponent is John McCormack, the 
Speaker of the U. S. House of Representa­
tives and the acting Vice-President. In 
the statement announcing his candidacy, 
Day pointed out that his district has the 
second highest rate of unemployment in 
Massachusetts and that one house in three 
is substandard. "Yet," he said, "these 
same citizens have long been .represented 
'•-by one of the nation1 s most powerful po-
lfbtcal figures." 

(continued on page 29) 
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By C. CXAM KISSINGER 

"The Hole of the Radical i n American In ­
s t i t u t i o n s and Movements." This was the 
theme of the 196b SDS National Convention 
held June l l - l b in Pine H i l l , N. Y. Al­
though the geographical i n a c c e s s i b i l i t y 
of Pine H i l l held the Convention down t o 
208 r e g i s t r a n t s (plus a few f ree loader s ) , 
excel lent Chapter represen ta t ion was 
achieved, a l o t of s t imula t ing debate 
t r ansp i r ed , and some important dec is ions 
were made. 

(continued on page 30) 

INSIDE ... 
Pres iden t ' s Views pp . 2-3 
Civ i l Rights pp . 3 4 | 
PREP Report , . pp . 5-6 
ERAP Reports pp . 6-16 
Convention Documents . . . . . . . . . . . p p . 17-21 

I Chapter Reports pp. 22-26 
»0n Carapes Organizing p . 2? 
jNC Report, LTD Hews . . . . . . . . . . . . pp . 28-29 
jHational Sec re t a ry ' s Report . . . . . . . . p . 31 
jUp-to-date l i t e r a t u r e l i s t . . . . . . p p . 33-3b 



PRE KJ) 
By PAUL POTTER 

This year's National Convention was not the 
sort to leave any uniform impressions about 
its meaning or implications. No doubt or­
ganizational polemics will make use of it 
frequently to prove various conflicting 
points about the problems facing SDS after 
two full years since Port Huron. My own 
feeling about the event which has so deci­
sively redirected my life is one of affirm­
ative agnosticism — which is to say that I 
see no single correct interpretation of 
what did transpire but rather a number of 
reasonable analyses, each of which gives 
a particular set of problems that were ex­
pressed thematic significance. This is not 
to say that understanding the Convention is 
an arbitary intellectual exercise; rightly 
or wrongly, the Convention provides much of 
the data by which we must judge the condi­
tion of the organization, and a compilation 
of its various meanings is necessary to un­
derstand the complexity of SDS and the 
kinds of problems and people in it. 

At this distance, there are three major 
concerns that I have about the Convention. 
The first regards the first real leadership 
crisis I have seen in the organization. A 
number of SDS' venerable old guard came to 
the Convention feeling secure in the knowl­
edge of the organization's phenomenal 
growth during the last two years and con­
fident that they could step back from the 
positions of responsibility they had held 
for a number of years while a new set of 
student radicals elbowed them aside. There 
was little elbowing; there was rather a 
real confusion over the failure of SDS' 
older leadership to give definition to the 
issues that were facing the organization 
and to help formulate debate around these 
issues. The result was pretty much what 
one would expect from a debate over unform­
ulated issues -* a fair amount of frustra­
tion, a good deal of confusion, and occa­
sionally, to be sure; some incisive and 
cogent remarks about SDS. 

Many, I'm sure, felt they had been deserted 
by the main strategists of the development 
of SDS; and in some elements the leadership 
default resembled desertion. However, the 
problem is deeper, more structural and less 
personal. The development of SDS to date 
has much more represented the attempt by a 
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few to pull together the organizational 
and intellectual conception of an Amer­
ican New Left than it has the development 
of a student organization, radical or 
otherwise. Some of the early issues that 
attracted people to the organization were 
"student" issues, such as university re­
form, but these kinds of issue have con­
sistently diminished in their importance, 
almost from before the official birth of 
SDS at Port Huron. There would be little 
reason to lament this were it not for the 
fact that the growth away from campus is­
sues has represented in large part the 
growth of SDS leadership rather than of 
the organization as a whole. 

In part, it was the recognition of the 
gap that existed between membership and 
leadership that led much of SDS* leader­
ship to begin reorienting its thinking 
to some new form of adult organization, 
fraternally tied to SDS but operating 
independently in a number of areas. The 
vehicles for the transition to a new or­
ganization were seen more as PREP and 
ERAP than SDSt which has had the pecul­
iar effect of making it unnecessary to 
build the new organization openly out 
of the old; instead, the effect is to 
pull two projects of SDS further and 
further away from its direction. It 
seems to me that the real debate over 
ERAP should have been about how (or whe­
ther) an adult and student organization 
could relate to it with different needs; 
but that debate was submerged by the 
nominal allegience of older SDS members 
to the student framework. 

The discussion that didn't take place at 
the Convention must begin forthwith in 
the organization. The fact is that the 
student generation that built SDS must 
and will graduate from direct leadership 
responsibilities in the organization. 
This group, however, will take with it 
a good deal more than facts; it will 
take a number of the intellectual and 
organizational functions that have clus­
tered around SDS for the last iuo years. 
What is and should be left is a question 
for the entire community of people who 
have come to identify with SDS to dis­
cuss — in relation to the development 
both of adult and student organization. 



But this brings me to my second main worry 
from the Convention, which is a corollary 
of the first: the real failure of a large 
number of new and uncommitted people in 
the organization to see themselves as the 
formulators of its program. Only part of 
that is explained on the basis of a lea­
dership default. The rest depends on a 
rather uncurious acceptance of the nation­
al framework of activity that has devel­
oped in SDS. A new and expanded network 
of people who see themselves as the own­
ers of the organization must begin to 
emerge, or the possibility for an indepen­
dent radical student organization will 
disappear. There is no question in my 
mind that there is a much greater array 
of talent represented in SDS today than 
when it began. Perhaps what is lacking 
at the moment is a shared organizational 
vision of the possibility of SDS' becoming 
an intellectual and political force invol­
ving thousands of students effectively and 
strategically in radical action. I fear 
sometimes that we have let our increasing 
realism about American society stifle 
imagination in reaching out to each other 
and our fellows to create the resources 
that can truly change the nature of life 
in this society. 

The third problem that the convention 
brought to the fore is only partially a 
product of the first two. There seemed 
to me to be a peculiar lack of capacity 
to talk about program for SDS below the 
vaguely ideological plane. For example, 
the debate on political vs. community 
organization resounded triumphantly back 
and forth in the room without ever taking 
into consideration such questions as how 
a proposed program may or may not affect 
or interest the people in the organiza­
tion who must implement it — the member­
ship. There was little or no inquiry in­
to the nature of the student generation 
that we are trying to recruit or keep in 
SDS. There was an unwillingness on the 
part of some to recognize that the expec­
tations of students about political in­
volvement are markedly changed from a few 
years ago. There was no real attempt to 
break "campus program" down into its com­
ponents and examine their real worth and 
potential. 

tion, its state of health, its potential 
for new growth, and its agenda for the 
coming year. The reexamination is sober­
ing j in two years we have created a host 
of problems, solved few, and now must be­
gin to outline yet more problems if we are 
to continue to face and fulfill the demand 
for democracy and plenty. 

Miss. FREEDOM MVMT 

The following resolution, proposed by Jim 
Williams, was passed by acclamation at 
the June SDS National Convention: 

WHEREAS the Freedom Movement in Mis­
sissippi is seeking new forms of political 
expression which will democratically in­
volve the poor and the oppressed peoples. 
of Mississippi, and; 

WHEREAS the autocratic segregationist 
power system has systematically maintained 
the almost total disenfranchisement of the 
Negro people, and; 

WHEREAS the Negroes and their allies, 
in order to fight for democracy, have 
formed the Freedom Democratic Party which 
will attempt to substitute itself for the 
segregationist regular Democratic machine 
at the Democratic National Convention; 

BE IT RESOLVED that: Students for a 
Democratic Society urges its members and 
friends to support and assist the efforts 
of the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Par­
ty to obtain its rightful place in the .' 
Democratic Party organization, and exhorts 
all freedom-loving people to lend their 
resources to this great effort. 

I M P O R T A N T ! 

There will be a mass demonstration before 
the Democratic National Convention in At­
lantic City, to be held in late August, 
in support of the Mississippi Freedom Dem­
ocratic Party1s right to be seated at the 
convention. Sponsors of the demonstration 
at this writing include CORE and SDS. 
Buses will be chartered to the conven­
tion, leaving from New York City and pos­
sibly other areas. For further informa-


