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CONVENTION SUMMARY

DAY TQ C H A L L EN(_,H& By C. CLARK KISSINGER
McC ORMAC Kay s rosex

The independent campaign of Noel Day for

Congress from Boston seeks to test and to
velidate the political relevance of pezce
&s an election issue in 196L. It connects

#The Hole of the Radicel in American In-
stitutions and lYovements."” This was the
theme of the 196L SDS National Conveniion
held June 11-1L in Pine Hill, N, Y. Al-

though the geographical inaccessibility

of Pine Hill held the Convention dowm to
208 registrants (plus a few freeloaders),

peace with the issues of racial justice i excellent Chapter representation was
and social change -~ directly, explicitly ' achieved, a lot of stimulating debate
and in an election campaign. It needs transpired, and some important decisions

the help of thosec who believe that these | were made,
issues are connected, and merits the at-

tention of those who want to find out. (continued on page 30)~
Day's opponent is John McCormack, the / ﬁJ S /{) E

Speaker of the U, S. House of Representc- N2 B

tives and the acting Vice-President., In President!s ViewS eeeeccececrocsse DPe 2=3
the statement announcing his candidacy, ICivil RigNtS eeseeaccececccnscesss PP 3=4
Day pointed out that his district has the | FREP Report seeseeeeessscsaccesass DPo 5-6
second highest rate of unemployment in ZRAP Reports eeececiescccorecscaas pp. 6-16

Massachusetts and that one house in three | Convention Documents sveesceea.. pp. 17-21

is substandard, "Yet," he said, "these tChapter REportS seeeecevescsssess PP. 22-26

“.._ same citizens have long been represented | 0n Campus Organizing eeeceescoececes Do 27
[ by one of the nation!s most powerful po- NC Report, LID NeWsS eeveescecesss DD. 28-29
tical figures." Hational Secretary's Report ........, p. 31

., Up-to-date literature list ......pp. 33-3L

(continued on page 29)%
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By PAUL POTTER

This year's National Convention was not the
sort to leave any unifcrm 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 zgnosticism -~ which is to say that I
see no single correct interpretation of
what did transpire but rather a number of
reascnable 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 Cecnvention.
The first regards the first real leadership
crisis I have seen in the organization. A
number of SDS' venerable cld guard came to
the Convention feeling secure in the knowl-
edge of the organization's phenomeral
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 arocund these
issues. The result was pretty much what
one would expect from a debate over unform-
ulated issues ~= a fair amount of frustra-
tion, & good deal of confusion, and occa-
sionally, to be sure, some incisive and
cegent remarks about SDS.

Vany, 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
probler 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 samer-
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 3SD5 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 SDS, 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 acdult and student organization
could relate to it with different needs;
but that debate was submerged by the
nominal allegience of older SDG 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 two 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.
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