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Election Special:

STANDOFF FOR RADICALS IN LOCAL
CONTESTS AROUND THE COUNTRY
"It's ballots or bullets," said Malcolm X, and in recent years—as radical activism has lost
some of its militant edge—there has been a surge of interest in local electoral politics among
veterans of the various left movements of the late '60s. They have achieved some noteworthy
successes. In Detroit, they elected a radical lawyer to the bench, and in Boston they unseated
a corrupt judge. In Berkeley and Ann Arbor they established a presence on city councils.
This spring, Black Panther Chairman Bobby Scale forced the incumbent mayor of Oakland
into a runoif. To be sure, there have been setbacks as well, and in seeking to cover this trend
as it develops, we have solicited articles on recent elections in which radicals have played
an important role. Here, then, are those reports.

MADISON ELECTS
RADICAL MAYOR
by Dan Schwartz

I

n his first week in office this spring
as the "radical" Mayor of Madison, Wisconsin, Paul Soglin exerted a great deal of nervous energyarranging papers in semi-neat piles on
his desk, emptying ashtrays and throwing stray food wrappings in the basket.
"You know I'm going to Washington
to meet with officials next week over
federal funds," the mustached Chicago
native remarked one day that week,
rearranging his desk for the third time
within an hour. "I don't even think I
know anyone in Washington."
If the 28-year-oId lawyer and veteran student activist at the University of
Wisconsin seemed uncertain about his
first steps, it was not surprising. As an
alderperson for four years from a predominantly student ward, Soglin had
often been the target of the very office
he now occupies. "The city is subject
to radical takeover," the conservative
Mayor William Dyke warned when Soglin coordinated student demonstrations
a year before this spring's election. In a
sense, the good mayor was right.
Dan Schwartz is a former editor of the Daily
Cardinal, the University of Wisconsin student newspaper. He has written for Pacific
News Service and the Madison Capital
Times, and is now freelancing in the Madison area.

Soglin's inaugural address officially
launched a new era in Madison's
electoral poUtics with an attack on
President Nixon's renewed bombing of
Cambodia. It was a statement rooted
in the draft resistance movement of
the mid-60's.
Soglin's biography reads like the
chronology of the left. He was active
in the civil rights movement as a
campus SNCC treasurer, a participant
in one of the nation's first anti-war
protests at Wisconsin in 1963, and a
chairman of a strike committee that
coordinated protests in 1967 over
campus recruitment for Dow Chemical, the manufacturer of napalm. "I
still have the scars on my leg from the
protest," Soglin recalls of the police
riot that left many hospitalized and
the faculty and students of the University outraged.
In 1968, after graduation and participation in national student political
activities (such as the National Student
Association), Soglin was elected to the
Madison City Council. As one of the
first student alderpersons, he quickly
learned the lessons of big city government. "It was then that I learned how
repressive a city could be," he recalls.
"That was when I began to become
aware of the mundane things like
sewers and zoning which have so much
to do with a city's political structure."
Soglin's election to the City Council
spelled the first of many bitter confrontations he was to have with the
conservative Mayor Dyke in the
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chambers of the city and in the streets.
In the spring of 1969, for instance,
Soglin was twice arrested by Madison
police during disturbances provoked
by Dyke's veto of a block party permit
request by the Mifflin co-op, the
symbolic heart of the student-radical
community. Following a three day
jury trial, Soglin was fined $20 for
disobeying a policeman's order. He
was also given a free.haircut in the jail.
The second arrest was overturned.
For four years Dyke and Soglin
mixed it up in the headlines. Whatever
the issue—a Weatherman speaker in
town, Cambodia protests, drug busts
or salt in the streets for snow removal
Madison Mayor Paul Soglin

—the two men emerged on opposite
ends of the political spectrum. In the
winter of 1972, Soglin infuriated the
mayor and the already hostile police
force by releasing to the press the
names and photos of 19 undercover
agents. Soglin said he was protesting
the waste of taxpayers' money on
massive arrests of marijuana users
while hard drug dealers went unpunished.
Yet Soglin was not merely a tribune
for the left. "I think the wrong things
have been emphasized about my election," the new mayor noted in regards
to the national attention which
greeted his victory in the Wisconsin
capital. "It often sounds like to run
for office in a city like Madison all you
have to do is put together a good
organization and walk in. Everyone
neglects the fact that it took five years
of work, that it was a gradual process
of electing people from districts where
students were concentrated and an
even more gradual change in outlying
district from conservative to moderate
and liberal.
Only two years ago, Soglin finished
a poor third in the primary race for
mayor. But as an alderperson he was
developing ties in the working-class
and professional communities. His
growing reputation went far to legitimize radical politics within the structure of city government.
In the 1973 primary, still eschewing
Democratic party status and working
with a loose coalition of liberals.
Former Madison Mayor William Dyke

students and radicals, Soglin muscled
his way through a four way primary
race to earn another shot at Dyke.
Soglin's primary victory was the more
important because students turned out
in relatively low numbers. This unexpected city-wide support produced a
key note of Soglin's victory speech.
"We've taken the traditional romantic
factions and we've welded them into a
majority and I'm speaking of labor,
minority groups, professional people
and of course students."
In the April run-off, Soglin swept
the student-dominated wards-fortified by a massive voter registration
drive—with vote totals surpassing 90
percent and held on to a slim margin
over incumbant Mayor Dyke. Dyke, a
former Madison TV personality, had
stressed morality and the "decent
voter" in his bid for re-election. The
bible-thumping Dyke campaign included a four page newsletter entitled
"Lest We Forget" in which Soglin's
radical past was garrishly emphasized
through old pictures and newspaper
headlines. But Dyke was unable to
isolate Soglin as a threatening radical.

F

or the Council, whose moderate
swing votes control power, for
the radical student community
who claim Soglin as their own, and for
the Democratic hacks who say they
"own Soglin," the first year in office
will be a critical testing ground. Most
observers feel Soglin will need at least
two terms to accomphsh any real
reform since the mayor's terms only
runs for two years.
In facing his first term in office,
Soglin seems sensitive to the criticism
that his new image spells the end of his
relationship to the left and the beginning of his entrance into the Democratic party. "The left is already beginning, to a limited degree, to write me
off," he said shortly after he assumed
office. "Right after my election I was
on the other side. I don't think I have
to be. I'll speak up if it's right to speak
up. My record over the last ten years
shows I'm not chickenshit."
"You see it's going to take me three
months to solidify power. If I push for
drastic change right away I won't get
Council support and this whole thing
that we worked for is going to be
sliced to ribbons. Later on, when I've
demonstrated I know what I'm doing
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administratively, the Council will give
me the benefit of the doubt; then I'll
also know what's happening within
city departments."
Soglin still calls himself a radical
although after weeks of media interviews he had become cynical about the
word. "I still think I'm a radical," he
told the Madison Capital Times just
before the election. "But the label
scares people and then they don't like
to see what I'm talking about like
stopping airport expansion or new
h i g h w a y s . . . . If I wanted to sell out I
could have done this thing a whole lot
easier by joining the Democratic party.
But I'm not going to join. As mayor
I'm aware of the party, I can't run the
city without it. There are good people
in it and I'm just going to look at them
as people."
A frequent criticism of Soglin as
alderperson, and now, as mayor, is
that he operates too often as an individual without a party or a clearcut
political platform. But Soglin does not
believe a party is necessary—and he
feels his election bears him out. "I still
hold," he says, "that the district and
ward organizations are still functioning—especially in the inner city. I'm
not going to . . . create a party or an
organization while in office. People in
public office shouldn't create power
from office."
"Soglin is a believer in the concept
of the organic community," a leftist
Soglin watcher observes. "Right now
he is in an historical role that's hard to
realize. He represents a coahtion of
liberals and the left. He doesn't want
anyone to own him and he wants to be
fair—to open up the government to all
the people, to get new input into city
committees. Madison still has a small
town government and it's possible that
he can accomphsh a lot. But he's
under tremendous pressure from the
Dems and if he does a good job for
them the possibilities of his going
higher are tremendous."
In his first week in office, it also
looked like Soglin might have to worry
about inheriting only half the city
from Dyke. Shortly after Soglin's victory, it was exposed that Dyke had
allowed the second in command of the
Madison Police Department to remove
from the city-county building confi-
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dential police dossiers on political activists. The caper was labeled "Madison's Watergate" by the local press,
which called for a full investigation.
The police officer involved retired, a
letter of reprimand was written to him
and the new, more liberal, police chief
has stated no one will see the files and
that names will be deleted seven years
after their appearance. "The day of
pohtical spying is over," he said. Dyke
defended his action, saying he did it
on behalf of the safety of the citizens
of Madison. Soglin remained curiously
silent on the affair even though speculation has centered on the possibility
that the files include a dossier on him.
The pre-inaugural scandal demonstrated many of the tensions lingering
in the Madison city hall from the past
decade of student activism. The most
explicit source of that tension sits on
the seventh floor of the building, three
floors over Soglin's head. He, too, is
28 and was a participant in the University of Wisconsin's student movement.
His name is Karl Armstrong and he is
accused of first degree murder stemming from the bombing of the University's Army Mathematics Research
Center (AMRC) in 1970. The explosion killed a young post-doctoral
physics researcher working late in the
basement.
Surprisingly, the Armstrong case
did not play the role in the DykeSoglin campaign that many thought it
would. Soglin workers called Armstrong their "Eagleton" and were alert
to the possibility of an Armstrong
controversy. Except for a few questions at meetings, the controversy
never materialized even though Armstrong was extradited from Canada in
the middle of the campaign amid extraordinary security measures. He will
probably be brought to trial in Madison sometime this summer.
The case has already drawn national
attention as well as local political activity. A defense committee has held
several marches and begun extensive
fundraising activities. Armstrong was
arraigned on $450,000 bail and has
retained movement lawyer Bill Kunstler to defend him, along with local
attorney Melvin Greenberg and Milwaukee attorney William Coffey.
The bombing of the AMRC, a

unique million dollar military thinktank supported by the Defense Department, was Madison's most militant and
controversial act of resistance to the
war in Vietnam. Armstrong, a hometown boy, has attracted more curiosity
than hostility since his return. Soglin
wrote a column on Armstrong in the
campus daily on the day he was caught
in Toronto, in which he said "At this
point it would be the height of hypocrisy to abandon Karleton Armstrong.
Whether Armstrong is innocent or
guilty, anyone who conceptually supported ridding this campus of the
AMRC, no matter whether they approved or disapproved of the bombing
itself, must come to his defense." The
new mayor says he will not retract
that statement nor comment on the
case.
The verdict on Armstrong, and the
case's impact on Soglin, if any, will be
determined in the next two years. So,
too, will the response of the new
radical mayor to the paradoxes of
power and pohtics. If there is any
indication of how Soglin will play the
game, it might have come during one
speech he made before a group of real
estate investors during the campaign.
Soglin spoke to their main concernnamely, the question of speculation in
the downtown residential areas. The
candidate warned them that if he was
elected there would be no more zoning
manipulations and no more speculative
development in residential areas. One
of the investors joked "Does that
mean me?" Soglin stared and said
"Yes".
He lost their votes and money, but
he wasn't chickenshit. Clean desk and
all.
•

HUMAN RIGHTS
PARTY SUFFERS
SETBACK IN
ANN ARBOR
by Edward Zuckerman
Ann Arbor, Michigan, is a classic
/ \ example of the curious politics
-Z A. of a college town. For years,
the faculty element of the University
of Michigan, which contributes about
30,000 students to the town's population of about 100,000, has played a
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major role in the local Democratic
Party. As a result, Ann Arbor Democrats have long been on the left-liberal
fringe of the party. On the other side
of town, both geographically and politically, stand the local business interests, the "townies," the Republicans.
They look toward the local Democrats
with a peculiarly college-town brand
of inter-party scorn.
"A University professor is a person
who's never been out of school," says
Lloyd Fairbanks, a Republican city
councilman and bank vice-president.
"They've never had to make that
money they get paid with. They've
never had to put together a profitmaking business."
Republican
Councilman
John
McCormick, an attorney, agrees with
his colleague. "This city's politics are
crazy," he says. "If you look up at the
sky and say 'The moon is yellow,'
somebody from the University will
say, 'The moon's not really yellow.
Actually it's purple, and the gases
around the moon just make it appear
yellow.' And the next day a group will
form and they'll march downtown
with picket signs saying the moon is
purple. Then they'll call their candidates and say, 'We won't vote for you
unless you support our position.' " As
an example of such madness, McCormick cited a sit-in staged by Chicanos
in support of the lettuce boycott.
In 1969, for the first time in recent
years, the Democrats captured the
mayorship and a majority on the City
Council. By 1972, they had lost their
majority but retained the mayor's seat
with its veto power. And then two
things happened: the voting age was
lowered to 18, and students were allowed to vote where they go to school.
The Democrats cast loving glances in
the direction of the University and saw
visions of a permanent majority.
There is, however, many a slip between one thing and another. In last
year's City Council election (half the
ten Council seats are up each April), the
Democrats did not win a single
seat. This April, the Republicans, campaigning on a platform of "responsibility," strengthening the police force
Edward Zuckerman was editor of the Harrisburg Independent Press, and has written for
the Village Voice, the Boston Real Paper,
Dispatch News Service, and others. He is
now a free-lance writer in Boston.

and better garbage collection, won
both the mayorship arid a commanding majority on Council. Although it worked to the Republicans'
advantage, it was not the Republicans
who wrought this rapid deflation of
Democratic dreams. It was instead the
newest phenomonon on the Ann
Arbor poHtical scene-the Human
Rights Party.
The HRP is a direct outgrowth of
the student movement at the University of Michigan. Jerry DeGrieck, an
HRP city councilman formerly active
in the University student government
and one faction of the campus SDS,
recalls, "We'd call rallies and keep
seeing the same faces. We decided it
was time to reach new people. And we
realized that many people regard electoral politics as their only legitimate
political activity."
So a group of student radicals,
coming mostly from SDS and the International Socialists, formed the Radical Independent Party in 1971. It
later linked up with the state-wide
Human Rights Party being organized
by dissident left-wing Democrats.
They circulated petitions to get a spot
on the ballot in last year's City Council election, and, defying all predictions, won 24 percent of the vote citywide and elected two Council
members in the wards with the highest
concentrations of students.
While winning those seats, the HRP
also won enough votes in the other
three wards to give all those races to
RepuWicans. The resulting line-up on
the Council (on which the mayor has a
vote) was five Republicans, four Democrats, and two "Humans," as the
HRP members call themselves.
The following year was one of constant compromise. "You can't show
people why a third party is necessary
by showing up and saying the RepubHcans and Democrats are full of shit
and these are our demands and byebye," said DeGrieck. Instead, the HRP
and the Democrats began to get together. With Democratic support, the
Council enacted HRP proposals that
made it illegal to discriminate against
gays in housing or employment and
forbade employment agencies to supply scab labor to companies undergoing strikes. In addition, the Council
endorsed the lettuce and Farah boycotts, passed a unit-pricing law,

Human Rights Party celebrates victory in 1971 election

banned non-returnable bottles and designated one week last June as Gay
Pride Week. And there was, of course,
the law that made Ann Arbor famous:
the ordinance that reduced the penalty
for smoking, possessing or selling marijuana to a $5 fine. The law was struck
down by a local judge last fall because
of its conflict with state law, but,
while the case is being appealed, the
$5 law remains in effect. (In the meantime, nobody who pleads innocent is
being convicted. The state police lab,
which must certify that the weed is
marijuana in contested cases, is peeved
at Ann Arbor for not taking the drug
menace seriously and puts all samples
from there at the bottom of the pile.)
While pleased with these successes,
the HRP Council members, DeGrieck
and Nancy Wechsler, have worried
about their ultimate political effect.
"I'm not just a socialist," says Wechsler, "I'm a revolutionary. So I think
about what we can bring up on Council that will make people aware of the
contradictions of capitalism. . . The
hardest question we have is when to
settle for what we don't want. The
question is: Does it really represent
some kind of change? Even when we
accept a compromise, we always make
the point that it's not enough."
Among HRP proposals on which
Democrats wouldn't compromise were
cutting off city services to war industries, banning the importation of

strike-breakers from out of the city,
establishing rent control and appointing public housing tenants to the city
housing commission.
Still, the Democrats generally felt
ideologically closer to the HRP than to
the Republicans. "The gap in rhetoric
is great," said outgoing Mayor Robert
Harris, a University of Michigan law
professor, before the April election.
"HRP says 'We want socialism and
total public ownership of everything in
the world,' and the Democrats won't
say that. But when you get away from
the rhetoric, there is very little difference operationally between the HRP
and the Democrats, while the gap between the Democrats and the Republicans is wild."
Accordingly, when the time came
to decide how to spend $1.4 million in
revenue-sharing funds early this year,
the Democrats took one look at the
Republican proposal, which allocated
$500,000 to debt retirement and
$200,000 to keep garbage cans from
remaining at curbside between pickups, and promptly fled to make a deal
with the HRP, whose proposal was
heavily weighted in favor of child care,
health care and drug programs.
The Republicans, of course, have
consistently found the HRP repulsive—
as a matter of style, at least. But it is
significant that the Republicans have
no political complaints about the HRP
except to say that they resemble
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pubhcan Council candidates pulled 45
percent of the vote city-wide and two
of them carried their wards with more
Democrats. Republican Fairbanks goes
than 60 percent of the votes.
so far as to call the two parties the
The big loser in the election was the
"Big Democrats" and the "Little
HRP. It won only 16 percent of the
Democrats." That observation, even
total vote, down from 24 percent last
coming from so dubious a source, stiU
year. The Democrats won two Council
helps explain what happens when elecseats, carrying both of the wards that
tions roll around.
the HRP carried last year. On the day
The Democrats and the HRP find
after the election, the Ann Arbor
themselves competing for much the
papers were talking about the "death"
same constituency. "They'd come in
of the HRP. And Democratic Councilwith an idea for an ordinance," said
man Thomas was moved to proclaim,
former Mayor Harris, "and we'd do
"We won the battle but we lost the
the hard work of research and draftwar. Next year we're going to win the
ing. Then, after it passed, we'd get into
battle and the war."
a shouting match over who deserved
credit for it."
What happened to the HRP was,
simply, that the students stayed home.
Added Democratic Councilman
And, despite optimistic talk by HRP
Norris Thomas: "We take a lot of this
members of expanding support among
shit because we believe in what the
blacks and workers, the great strength
HRP is doing. And they embarrass us
of the party still lies in the student
into doing things that we should be
population if it lies anywhere. (Any
doing. But I think of them as the
doubt about the party's continuing
Little Democrats too. I wish they had
student roots may be dispelled by
joined the party. We just fight about
attending one of its mass meetings,
this petty shit. It's ridiculous."
which elect the steering committee
As the April election approached,
that sets HRP policy and can dictate
and it became clear to practically
the votes of HRP Council members.
everybody that the Republicans were
The
mass meetings both look and
headed for victory, the Democrats
sound like SDS meetings, circa 1969.
made even more woeful noises. "The
The rhetoric and hair are long, proRepublicans have only 40 percent of
cedural debates are protracted and
the votes," said Harris, "but we're just
enervating,
and
factionalism
is
giving the city back to them. It's a
developing.)
tragedy."
Last year, 55 percent of eligible
students voted, most of them for the
hen the election results were
HRP. This year only a meagre 33
in, it turned out that the
percent made it to the polls. Things
Repubhcans had done even
were so bad that a Michigan Daily
better than everyone had expected.
photographer sent out to get a stanTheir mayoral candidate came in with
dard shot of students voting came
not 40 but 47 percent of the vote. Reback hours later and reported that he
Ann Arbor's new mayor, James Stephenson couldn't find any students voting. The
Daily ran a picture of an empty voting
booth instead. Over at HRP headquarters, a losing Council candidate
moaned as the votes came in, "Those
stoned freaks at Alice Lloyd [a dormitory] , why didn't they vote?"
Why not indeed? "A year ago," said
DeGrieck, "there was a lot of excitement in the campaign. The HRP was
new, and the difference between us
and the Democrats was very obvious.
This year the Democrats ran a 19-yearold radical-sounding woman student
and a black in our strong wards. A lot
of people stayed home because they
incorrectly assumed that it didn't
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make that much difference."
The HRP continues to insist,
despite what the Republicans, the
Democrats and the voters say, that
there is a difference, that the Democratic Party will never bring about a
fundamental social change, not to
mention socialism, and that the role of
a third party can be crucial in accomplishing meaningful reforms while
gaining a "legitimate" and prominent
forum for radical ideas. In addition,
the very existence of the HRP continues to push the Democrats to the
left. All five Democratic Council candidates this year were women or black,
and it was hard to distinguish the liberals from the radicals.
"But we can't look out for the
interests of the Democrats," says
DeGrieck. "It really doesn't make
much difference anyway. The only
reason we got much accomplished last
year was because neither the Democrats nor the Republicans had a majority. And they voted together against us
on every really crucial issue.
"If we accept the lesser-evilism trip
and say, 'Well, we won't push this year
because we don't want to split the
vote,' then we'll be saying the same
thing next year and the year after that,
and we'll never reach our goal.
"I don't know if there will be a
revolution in this country for a hell of
a long time, to say the least. And
nobody is giving us a blueprint of how
to get there. But I think, at this point
in time, in this town, a third party is a
good thing to invest energy in. . . .
Despite what you may have heard,
we're not dead. We still have our two
seats on Council. We still have an
active hardcore base. And we're going
to stick with it."
•

RADICALS WIN
INITIATIVES, LOSE
COUNCIL RACE
IN BERKELEY
by Art Goldberg

T

his was to be the year the radicals took control of the ninemember Berkeley City Council.
The radical April Coalition, based in
Art Goldberg is a Berkeley writer and
activist.

the student community around the
University of Cahfornia, had won
three Council seats in the spring of
1971, running effectively as a slate of
four against an array of conservative,
moderate and liberal candidates. It
seemed at the time that the same
tactics would complete their seizure of
power by the next election. But in the
two years between Council elections,
the Coalition, distracted by clashes of
ideas and personalities, slipped out of
focus;
the
conservative-to-liberal
forces, fearing above all else a radical
city government, set aside their differences to run a lavishly-funded slate of
their own, and retained a five-vote
majority for the next two years.
Nevertheless, the radical defeat was
far from complete. While only one
Coahtion candidate was elected to the
Council, several radical-backed ballot
initiatives were passed with solid majorities. And the electoral strength of
the April Coalition was actually greater than it had been in 1971, although
3000 fewer voters went to the polls.
The Coalition failed to rouse its first
constituency—the students—as easily
as it had expected; but it seemed clear
that the radicals city-wide appeal had
grown. All in all, the final returns
brought mixed blessings—and they
came after two difficult years for the
April Coahtion.

A KlUl
TiilEWCtlEt ^^

1^

Mkum

April Coalition candidates for Berkeley Council

began plans for an affirmative action
hiring program that would open city
jobs for minorities and women.
But the ninth Council seat, vacated
by Widener's elevation to mayor,
could be filled only by appointment—
by a majority of the Council. Without
the crucial ninth vote, the Council was
unable to act on issues of substance.
First among those issues was the
During the spring and summer of passage of a city budget, normally due
1971, the Council had seemed locked on July 1, the beginning of the fiscal
in a marathon stalemate. On one side year. The conservative-moderate bloc
were four conservatives and moder- held out for a standard city budget,
ates. On the other were the three while the Coalition pressed for a radiradicals plus the young, liberal, black cally different one—a comprehensive
mayor—Warren Widener, a former plan of greatly expanded social servcouncilman. The latter had won the ices, to be funded by increasing busimayorality race in 1971 without Coali- ness taxes and slashing the Police Detion backing (he refused to endorse a partment budget.
radical plan for community control of
As the summer wore on, the
the police). But even so, he owed his Council began meeting several times a
narrow victory to a strong vote in the week, in acrimonious sessions that
radical, student strongholds, and as sometimes lasted almost until dawn.
mayor, Widener voted with the AprO The 4 to 4 tie seemed unbreakable,
Coalition on many issues. The first, but Widener was under increasing
small steps were taken toward enacting pressure to act as a "responsible"
a radical program. The Council abol- mayor—after all, Berkeley had to have
ished the practice of saluting the flag a budget. Eventually, Widener closeted
at its meetings (to the horror of himself with Wilmont Sweeney—the
nearby Albany, whose City Council conservative black councilman he had
voted to salute the flag twice at its narrowly defeated for mayor—and
meetings), stopped pohce harassment
came up with a compromise budget. It
of the young people flooding Berkeley
partially funded some of the commufor the summer, ended restrictions on
nity clinics called for by the Coalition,
hair length for city employees, and
provided token support for childcare,

reduced the police budget somewhat,
and cut off the yearly $23,000 city
stipend to the Chamber of Commerce.
The budget may have represented a
first step toward reordering priorities,
but the radicals felt that Widener had
met the conservatives far more than
halfway, and there were loud cries of
betrayal.
Then, in December 1971, Widener
met his "responsibOity" as mayor once
again, joining the conservativemoderate bloc to appoint Susan Hone
—another moderate—to the ninth
Council seat. Thereafter, although
Widener repeatedly voted with the
radicals, their four votes had become a
minority.
The April Coalition now turned its
attention once again to the community, seeking support for measures the
City Council would not pass and looking ahead to 1973, when four
members of the moderate-conservative
bloc would be up for election. In June
1972 the radicals used the initiative
process to enact a strong system of
rent control, to be enforced by an
elected board. In the November election, the radicals turned back an initiative that would have required run-off
elections for City Council candidates
not receiving a clear majority—and
which would have been held during
the week that students of the University were tied up in final examinations.
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The solid Berkeley majority delivered
to George McGovern raised expectations that the April Coalition would
come to power in the spring. Editorials
in the conservative Berkeley Gazette
began to take on a note of hysteria.
ut the radicals were not the unified threat their opponents
feared. On the Council, the
three Coalition members sometimes
clashed angrOy on substantive issues.
D'Army Bailey and Ira Simmons, who
had joined with the Coalition as candidates of the autonomous Black
Caucus, soon gave up trying to represent the student and radical communities which had elected them and
moved into the black community,
often taking what many white radicals
viewed as narrow nationalist positions.
"If this doesn't benefit the black
community, I'm not voting for it,"
Bailey once remarked in voting against
funds for a women's health clinic.
Ilona Hancock, the third Coalition
councilperson, repeatedly saw her
motions die in the Council for lack of
a second.

B

Meanwhile, as the Coalition prepared for the 1973 elections, its divi-

sion into two wings became apparent.
The "pragmatist" wing, including
many radicals active in Berkeley electoral politics since 1966, wanted to
focus on specific local issues. They
formed groups around poHce problems, health care, housing and
women's issues. A group loosely affiliated with the Coahtion developed a
plan to municipalize the local facilities
of the Pacific Gas and Electric
Company.
At the same time, a somewhat more
ideological wing of the Coalition began
demanding adherence to a "clear left"
perspective. At a convention held last
November, the leftist wing at first
prevailed, adopting a platform meant
to place the Coalition clearly in the
ranks of world revolution. The leftistdominated convention also nominated
a slate of five candidates for the
newly-established Rent Control Board,
who were then defeated in the special
January election by a unified liberal
slate—supported by conservatives and
moderates as "the only alternative." It
was an ominous portent.
By February, the pragmatist wing
had regained control and nominated
three candidates for the City Council
slate. Then, in a gesture of unity, it
nominated the fourth candidate from
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the leftist wing. But the gesture did
not prevent long and acrimonious
debates over endorsements, hterature
and campaign tactics.
Amid all the poHtical infighting, the
Coalition campaign for City Council
failed to find a clear focus, although
many of the issues it raised were on
the ballot as separate initiatives. The
electorate could vote on four pohcecontrol measures, municipalization of
utilities, decriminalization of marijuana, and a neighborhood preservation ordinance—designed to preserve
old houses while blocking construction
of high-rent, low-quality apartment
buOdings.
In contrast to the Coalition convention, where 1200 people met to nominate their Council candidates, a group
of moderates met in the living room of
City Councilman Ed Kallgren and
selected their own slate—all self-proclaimed "liberal democrats," including
two incumbants with relatively conservative voting records. "We share the
aims of the April Coahtion," they
proclaimed in public statements and
campaign literature, "but we can get it
done." The thrust of their campaign
was that they also wanted "progressive
change," but that they were more
responsible. The mayor, ending once
and for all his alliance with the radical
bloc, worked for election of the liberal
"Berkeley Four" slate.
The conservatives were so fearful of
a "radical takeover" that they were
prepared to use all means necessary to
prevent it—and that included supporting liberals. All Repubhcans but
one withdrew from the Council race,
guaranteeing a confrontation between
two distinct slates, in which independent candidates had little chance.
(They had learned the lesson of 1971;
failure to unite would mean defeat at
the hands of the radicals.)
When the votes were counted, three
of the "liberal" candidates had won
with a margin of about 2000 votes
over the radical slate. Ying Lee Kelley,
an Asian antiwar activist from the
Coalition, was elected to the fourth
seat. At the same time, four of the
radical ballot initiatives won—two
police control measures, marijuana
decriminalization, and neighborhood
preservation. Three other initiatives
failed—including the municipalization
of Pacific Gas and Electric.

Interpretations of the Coalition's
setback reflect pre-election divisions in
the radical community. The left wing
of the Coalition claims that the campaign was not radical enough to rouse
the students from their post-McGovern
apathy, or to distinguish the radical
slate from its hberal opponents. The
student turnout of 60 percent was
lower than in 1971, but about the
average turnout for the city as a whole
this year. It was, moreover, offset by
an 80 percent turnout in the wealthy
Berkeley Hills, where voters went
soMdly for the Berkeley Four.
The pragmatist wing agrees that the
lower student vote was very damaging,
but sees it as part of a broader organizational problem. Factional fights
within the Coalition persisted for so
long that serious campaigning did not
begin until a few weeks before the
election. It was not enough time to
acquaint people with the issues that
distinguished the April Coalition from
the liberals—who had four times as
much money to spend as did the radicals. In the radical strongholds around
the University, some Coalition organizers tended to take the student vote
for granted, assuming that the very
existence of a radical slate would guarantee their support. The student precincts were not canvassed as thoroughly as they had been in 1971, when the
student turnout had exceeded 75
percent.
The election results were a disappointment for the April Coalition, but
the voting patterns they reflect hold
promise for the future. Facing the
combined strength of liberals, moderates and conservatives, the Coahtion
was less than 3000 votes short of
complete victory-this with a smaller
turnout than in 1971. The radical
candidates received more votes than
before in almost every area of the city,
while some of the ballot initiatives
they sponsored outpoUed any single
candidate.
The radical vote is clearly the
largest single bloc in Berkeley. If the
liberal-to-conservative alliance ever
begins to crack, or if the April Coalition is able to mount a united campaign that clearly identifies attractive
candidates with important community
issues, the radicals could very well take
control of Berkeley in the next city
elections.
•
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ENVIRONMENT
AN ISSUE AS
LEFT COALITION
WINS IN
SANTA BARBARA
by Richard Parker

W

hile the radical Council slate
was going down to defeat in
Berkeley, Santa Barbara-300
miles to the south-was electing the
radical-liberal Citizens' Coalition to
power on its City Council. The campaign had enlisted community support
behind an environmental banner broad

enough to raise basic questions about
the quality of life in the 1970s. And
in the first regular Council meeting
after the election, the new majority
began fulfilling its promises. The
Council placed a defacto moratorium
on new building in the city, ordered a
temporary down-zoning of property to
block construction of large-scale apartment houses, and warned Southern
Pacific that it would face rough going
Richard Parker has served as a Junior Fellow
at the Center for the Study of Democratic
Institutions in Santa Barbara, and as an
intern economist at the United Nations. He
is currently an editor of the Santa Barbara
News and Review.
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in its plans to develop a $ 1 5 million
hotel-convention center complex along
the city's beachfront.
The tough new mood among voters
came as a surprise in the traditionally
Republican town. Over the past decade, the Santa Barbara area has been
growing apace with much of the rest
of Southern California, increasing its
population by 60 percent since I960.
As in most towns its size-population
70,000~Santa Barbara's politics have
been dominated by downtown business and real estate interests. Although
the infamous 1969 oil spill focused
local and national attention on environmental problems, city fathers were
able to keep up a steady growth rate
and business went on much as usual.
Yet Santa Barbara was not isolated
from the changing social and political
currents of the '60s. The University of
California campus a few miles to the
north brought a liberal element to the
community. And while militant student demonstrations—culminating in
the 1970 burning of a Bank of America branch in Isla Vista—may have
shocked the majority of Santa Barbara
residents, they opened up the city's
political dialogue as never before.
In 1969 the first distinctly liberal
candidate was elected to the City
Council. At the same time, graduates
of the student movement were settling
down in Santa Barbara. They contributed to the development of a law
collective, an open medical clinic, and
the Community Union—an umbrella
organization which coordinated antiwar work, support for the farmworkers, and other such politics. At
first the radical element did not venture
into electoral politics. But in December
1972 radicals and liberals joined to
form the Citizens' Coalition, which was
to appeal to the electorate for a new
direction in city government.
Organizers of the Citizens' Coalition credit their electoral victory to
growing voter awareness that their interests were being subordinated to
those of business. As Coalition Chairman Stephen White put it, "People
began realizing that economics was
being put before environment." Although the environmental issue has
until recently been most popular
among the white upper-middle class.

20

the April voting results in Santa Barbara suggest its potential for a much
broader appeal. In fact, strongest support for Coalition candidates came
from working-class and Chicano neighborhoods; upper-middle-class areas
tended to favor more conservative
candidates.
Part of the seeming appeal of "environment" for workers and minorities
may be the novel way it generated
issues in the campaign. To workers,
environment meant "environmental
protection" from overcrowding neighborhoods where they were buying
their small homes; to the poor, it
became the promise of mo^e goods
and services—expressed as "improving
the quality of life." And the discussion
of campaign issues opened the way for
an even more radical understanding of
environment. For example, talking
about the housing situation in Santa
Barbara raised the question of how the
private economy was unable to meet
the need for low-income housing,
while regularly overbuilding in the
upper-income bracket. Or talking carefully about employment to be opened
up by the Southern Pacific hotelconvention center permitted discussion of the kind of employment projected—predominantly jobs for maids
and waiteis at $2 an hour.
Although the Coalition's succes/ \ ses-both electoral and educa•L \~ tional—are impressive, few observers are prepared to say that power
has changed hands in Santa Barbara.
Coalitions are usually unstable, and
the Citizens' Coalition is no exception.
Its slate for City Council attempted to
balance a wide range of political and
social beliefs. At one end of the spectrum was Leo Martinez, a progressive
young Chicano community leader who
is also an officer in one of the local
building-trades unions, yet also favors
some form of controlled growth. At
the other end was Alice Rypins, a
white woman in her late '60s with a
more traditional understanding of environment. Asked during the campaign
how she had voted last November on
state Proposition 22—a measure designed to destroy the farmworkers
movement—Rypins said she "couldn't
remember," Significantly, she almost
lost her race to a more radical doctor
who had not been endorsed by the
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Citizens' Coalition.
Santa Barbara's conservative business interests will certainly be looking
ahead to the next election. This April,
money played a crucial role in an
election overcrowded by 39 candidates
for five seats. The five candidates who
won—four Coalition members, plus the
mayoral candidate, David Schiffman,
who ran independently-were the top
spenders in their races. The business
community is unlikely to miss the
correlation. The Coalition spent only
$6000 on the campaign, with 85 percent of its funds coming from donations of $100 or less. Real estate sales
alone run over SI00 million a year in
the area, and the Citizens' Coalition
position does not sit well with those
who benefit from those sales or from
other growth-oriented business. As the
new Council pushes harder for a new
set of priorities, an alternative "coalition" may emerge with a great deal
more than $6000 to spend on the next
campaign, two years away.
But voters for the time being are
not listening to traditional voices. The
town's Republican newspaper—which
has a virtual monopoly on news—refused to endorse the Coalition, choosing instead to back virtual unknowns.
But the Coalition forged ahead anyway.
Even the town's new mayor, a business
management consultant who won on a
sophisticated media campaign, avoided
clashing with the Coalition on issues,
stressing instead homilies like "the
need for strong leadership." And at
the first Council meeting, he surprisingly voted down the line with the
Coalition majority.
As with most things political in
America today, no one can say where
the Coalition will end up. Nudged one
way, it might fall back into an elitist
"Greening of America" consciousness
that chooses trees and clean streets
over answers to the social and political
inequalities that still plague us. Pushed
another way, it may come to represent
an entirely new progressive force in
the small and medium-sized towns of
America—an alternative to the vanguard consciousness of universityinfluenced cities. But whatever happens the next time around in Santa
Barbara, the people reached by the
Coalition campaign this year are likely
to remember the questions it raised
and the answers it offered.
•
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