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The New American Movement describes itself as “not a vanguard revolutionary
party: it is a masdgembership organization for all the many people who have been moved
to the left in the past several years but who have been unable to relate to the |
"movement" as currently’constructed." Tt defines itself broadly ax a mass organization
that focuses on the general questidn of "what programs can we put forwardinthis year
or two that m.ll help unify working people in a struggle against the ruling class
and for socialism,® It further suggests that those * who want more than that,
who think that it is now possible on the basis of available information to chart ocut
a full program for how to make the revolution, are encouraged to go elsewhere, this
is not a new sect organization, That is not to say that people who have more explicite-
1y worked out views than the analysis of this organization must not work in this
organization, But they must see this organization for what it is and not try to
change it into something different,” After experiencing the New Left, one would like
to sigh in relief that we're finally growing up, building on the basis of our ex-
periences a non-sectarian structure that will allow for the resolution of differences
and build a movement that seriously challenges capitalism, Unfortunately, the
NAM's analysis has more holes in it than a plece of swiss cheese,

The major wealness of the NAM statement in full is its lack of a historical per-
spective on a history it sees itself continuing and a corresponding abscense in its
analysis of the existance of Capitalism as a system; Basic to that system is the
unambiguous role of"class" The NAM avoids this, posing itself as a problem=solving
network of "organizers" pragmatically going about their work, These eriticisms
ought not to be dismissed as implying the need for a full program, Rather, to take the
NAM seriously is to demand that it begin its critique with its analysis of

Capitalism as a totality, as a functional system, that is, to begin with the real world




and not with the wishes of organizers, Its strategic vagueness about the
ts reiteration off an ill-defined “"democratic socialism"as a goal,
system Acoupled with a glib dismissal of other tendencies (or even

ey i SQomy ,
orientations) as "sects" puts into ﬂ,question even its tactical sbisddbdes,
The underlying strategic assumption of the NAM is that the revolutionary opposie

hﬂlrlz
tionkto capital is now largely in flux, that this is ‘a problem of morale

a.ndjcorrectﬁ exercising,::ptions. and that this can be delt with through O
superior national organizatioh, Staughton Lynd, presently an NAM

organizer, argues in the recent Ramparts that" it is clear that the movement requires
national organization, I think it is better to recognize this,,,than to deny it

and have the repressed awareness of the nedd erupt each four years like volcanic
lava, I think the next year or two can and should see the rebuilding of a national
movement, "Lynd, I think,puts the question badly, It isnt to choose between

an organization os dissolution, but to judge which organizatlons are appropriate

for what forms of struggle, !helj\‘:}fatement goes further in suggesting that "the

loft has never had a greater possibility of reaching the American people than at the
present period, It could provide the leadership for ending the war and at the same %
time speak to people about the ways in which the capitalist system is the cause

of the present crisis in American society,” So the pressing need in a peried

of quiet is to seize the time,Coordination is necessary, but the terrain is

familiar, and most important, the movement is continuous, The words"left"

and "movement” are used frequently and interchangeably, Radical America's
watershed

notion of the decline of SDS as a distinctﬂmrld.ng the decline of the student

movement and its inability to transcend itself doesnt find the faintest echo

in the NAM, The thrust here is on the continuity of the revolutionary

culture, read as politics, This assumes two linked postures 1(1) a voluntarist

politics, and(2) a structural and therefor undialectical notion of “leaders

as professicnals”

By voluntarism, I mean the fairly classical conceptdon ) of the will

to create revolutionary situastions regardiess(and often in spite) of

An
objective conditions, Wer example, Lynd, in Ramparts, exposes the pro-
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business orientation of Nixon's NEP and suggests that" it is a tragedy that no natione

al movement organization existed to respond, if only in words, to this proto-

fascist plan,” It is a tragedy; further, had a left existed, the plan would have beep

difficult to put into effect, and likely would have been shelved, But this again is

a problemmatic, it assumes a left can exisgm :?i?:tﬁ rather than objective

histdrical conditions have made us miss opportunity after dpportunity, The/V”)¢7

statement amplifies Lynd's ordietation-it asks "are we developing adequate programs-g

that speak to our Sisters and brothers in America who have not yet understood the need

to struggle?"In one sense this is precisely the question that has to be asked, but

to answer it assumes answering a prior set of questions, such as} can we humanly

communicate concepts of liberation as other than ideological props?; that is,

are our sisters and brothers in any position to respond and internalize these

Programs, ideas, in their own 1ives.? There is an easy wa} to find out, and"organizers"

will test program in the real world with or without an NAM (though NAM argues that

the burn-out is extreme for those working in isolation, ) This is not a sterile

dsbate of theory/practice but the developement of programs that do not

squander precious resources and that stem from a class analysis of the real

forces in motion in the societyy+fereest+ihativersrsitonctiine

The NAM's position on leadership derives to some extent(or overlaps)

Rich Rothstein's eritique of the demise of SDS, He argues that the fetishizing

of demMocracy destroyed real democracy(representative) with structures, accountability,
dimension of

and,hense, competent leaders, This argument completely misunderstood the qEgrocess

in the developement of the anti-authoritarian left as a social movement, It also

begs the practical question of why this movement increasingly thrust mediocrities
forward and punished competence, To answel*.his would require a discussion

of the history and developement of the movement, something that gets in the

way of oganization building, Rothsteins analysis is structural ;f& is much of

the statement: "in the name of making relationships in the movement more humane
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and less based on authority figures and male chauvinism, the movement focuses

on fighting itself and has become 364¥*RUMINS more inhumans and less sensitive,”

For the NAM, therewis a real alternative to inwardness and back-biting, that is,

"a left that has a program, a vision, and ié willing to provide leadership (which)

is indispensable for the American Revolution, That vision and program can not be

arbitrarily imposed on the American experience, but must emerge organically from e,
‘A, thorough understanding‘?f American society,” I would argue that precisely because

of the free=floating quality of the present movement(the fact that it is no longer

s movement), by definition a leadership emerging from this movement, without

(at least) a rigorous understanding of its revolutionary limitations(of

course its possibilities as well) would of necessity be arbitrary, would

continuously be second-guessing precisly those emerging groups it shught to aid,

Again, this is not to imply that individual radicels do nothing in an emerging

they should be clear that
period, but that to a large extenbpcheir movement past is so much extra baggage,
The NAM's articulated politics seems equally distorted, and in many

ways a mikror image of the former Movements, It eriticizes harshly the movement

for its eccentric life styles, leaving it the 1eX?1 of Ztyles. nd jeplaces it wi
wt ,qufat) s"Fo{ rcc:f/r{&‘ Yormenyaadin
& left pluralism, non-sectarian to be sure)/As the stfdent’movement brokk out of its

university shell, with its strong core of political morality, it developed an

analysis of imperialism that went beyond its primitive notions of peower, and ﬂ"¢4

more important, it accepted the Maoist definition of the world revolution, For 61- P/l
NN, w

the student movement this implied less an adherence to this or that revolutionary thinker ~

concrete based on imperialism
than an 7:2Frstanding ofﬁdivisions in the working clasquThis vision was partial,
w
and notndevg;d of gxe old mprality (Aronowitz called the Weathermen "revolutionary

r #fragmented)
liberals” )and it fell, nedmbivesiexet bocause it & ceased to see itself, as any

A

longer a movement for its own liberation, The NAM dees not deal with this seriously,

ipstead viewing it es creating X number of errors that a national coordinating

effort will coprect,



Where the old movement was somewhat sectarian, tha NAM comes close to amalgamat-
everyone but
ing vdth'\bankers.gamblers. and the top sixty families. It does not acknowledge,let

alone deal with contradictions in its own movement, When it deals, forinstance,
with sexism, it makes perfunctory statements about the need to "fight it"
while assuming that the good people will give it up when they come to see

it as false privilege, Similarly, in developing a mass line around the war,
N ) 27
the NAM degenerates to the economism of everyone§ standing to lose by the draft,

(i3

particularly white gthnics whom the§ hope to appeal to, If indeed S0WM&-S °/
of the student age popu]ationA atten

some form of college, then the burden of the
draft falls on those w_i_}_hﬂt college deferments(a disproportionately large nunber of
third world men)and an orientation around universal resentment of the draft is self-
serving, The NAM even intimates that the Pentagon is the primary target for
anti-war agitation, that at this point even the liberal establishment is quaking,
The electoral orientation bears more of a resemblance to the CP's anti-monopoly
front than to a class defense of living standards,

Strange styles are excusable in a ¢ tural movement, they are often af MJ7L
?O.S‘S/ L new

metaphores for basie changes along popmiveime directions, What does one say
about the NAM's adaptation to a Revolutionary Nationalist position in the
heartland of the American Empire, The NAM short statement suggests:

The Ag.lbe(;ican people who have time and again
shownaipassion and courage have the cpportunity

to respond to the present crisis, We can take back our
country and build on what is good and decent in our
history a new future for us all,,,,The land we built
with our labor and our blood no longer seems our

land, ., (we have)a vision with roots deep in the American
soil, We stand in the tradition of American communities
which aided each other in times of need, We are heirs

to the struggles against tyranny and ruthless power,

We share the faith of our ancestors in the ability of
ordinary people to decide their own future in de=-
centralized, democratic communities,,.With faith in the
American people, pride in our traditions, and militant opposition
to tyranny of an§ form, we are beginning now,

To be charitable, this can be seen as a corrective to the left's rabid
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anti-Americanism, but its unfortunate, The history of America, unlike thet of

a colonially oppressed nation, is the history of that oppression, We are
from
descende&from George Custer, notASitting Bull,A history of the American
people is not a cooperative history of the struggles to build America
should be seen as
from sea to sea,Rather, itpP 2 sociology of survival,, that is, the

devezipement :of furvival techniques in the Mother country, techniques
€

I VPt
tha't,.‘ran against European notlons of class solddarity. /‘T' e plan xof, the

WA £% a 7RG coptennial ien 1iks thedtries\ This Bey ultiiptels
[, \ < 7 _  cappFgrant a Certain

Similérly, how do you begin to understand the NAM's fascination
wigh ¢ke plans for an upcoming Independence centennial, Rather than
usiﬁg this as a tactic, the Left's ba.nteri;lg about patriotism /~ 7:&.:7"
further concretizes bourgeois hegemony, precisely at a time that

autonomous groups are making breaks with the culture.

When Trotsky was in London at the turn of the century, he was

LSOO

their Parliament."
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