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DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE,,..

When in the course of human relationships, it becomes apparent that
such relationships are basically dominant % submissive or in more
promounced forms sadistic é=3masochistic, it then becomes necessary
for the person cast in the submissive role to diusoive the personal
bonds which have connected these persons and to initiate a relationship
based on a separate and equal status. Recognizing that dorninant ¢=%
submissive relationships often appear desirable to both members in=
volved, the first because it satisfies his passion for power, for coutrol
over another being; the second because he is afraid of freedom, afraid
of facing the uncertainty and responsibility involved, and finds security
in submission to the decisions and wishes of another; recognizing that
to a certain degree, this phenorenon is present in nearly all relation-
ships, we nevertheless maintain that the most healthy and productive
type of huran relationship rises out of equality rather than dominance
¢4 submission regardless of the age or social position of individuals
involved. We believe this to be a position given much lip service in
our society, but one which is rarely encouraged and commonly dis=
couraged in practice.

There exist within every society certain types of individuals who seern
to have a psychological need which can be filled only by the controlling
of other lives. (We call them leaders and if they are spectacular they
become heroes.) In their struggle for power and a sense of importance,
they invariably exploit and use other individuals. The tragedy is that
they wield sufficient persuasive power to convince the victims of their
guidance that it is inthese individuals' interest to support a continuance
of the dominant &3 submissive relationship, in fact that they cannot
function without such relationships, and that society itself would col-
lapse if such relationships were dissolved. The domifant figures have
the power {which they often disguise as paternalistic guidance or advice)
to shape the lives of the submissive and program into their thought the
belief that they are inferior and incapable of making their own decisions.
Consequently the weak relinquish their personal sovereignty to the
wishes and whims of a strong and wise authority who can decide what is
best for them. Instead of being strengthened by having?) stand on their
own, they are led into a role of dependence on the authority, further
weakening them as individuals which is exactly what the authority desires,
for without this dependence he finds it very difficult to exercise effective
control over them. It is a very subtle means of control, much cheaper
and easier to manage than control based upon coercive force. Invar-
iably, the authority makes use of his control over these persons to
further the cause he considers worthy. The dominant ¢=%submissive
relationship is the batzis for the authoritarian system.

In an authoritarian system, decisions are made by the man at the top
of the social pyramid and those who find themselves situated on lower
levels of this pyramid must abide by his rulings {(often these decisions
are immortalized aud raised above situational convenience or above the
level of simple human whim or desire by incorporating them into a
legal system ). The weight of decision- (CONTINUED)

The Pine Needle is an independent newspaper
printed in North Manchester, Indiana.
Editors: Jerry Eller, John Flory, Barbara
Smith, Cover: Kevin Miller, Illustrations:
Jim Albright.




isen, thru Liberation Hews Service.

y itis too pure, 4And you cannot

¥. iou have to be as ruthless as

arn o be as ruthless ss our enemies

in this society as ons, with the

will and the hope in the peonis to fight te destroy this sotietyecee
The whole problem is to decide vhat institutions you want to main-
tain, how vou mowve te control those inciitutiens and how you move

The following is a guote frem John Wi
@

"8yt the left is too “urlﬁar
be pure in & cavitsa ;
vour enemy is. and oantil
we will nob be abis
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to give neople whzt they want. I think that one of the most
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impertant concepts that anything vou can't control you nust
destroy. 4nd we must begin to destroy this society basically
because we cannot control 1h.!

These words are the language of mthLlam, they are words which lead to the
betrayal of the cause of the wpvwiutlﬁnary. They are words which become a
ecaunge in themselves, Iawhtiw& flawes of excitement and vzeal. DBut turn
baek, turn back from nihilism before it'. toe late,

rushing headiang towards apocalypse

and suddenly smell the stench

decaying flash, burnt skin, blood boiled, brains secorched

don't believs the tales of the phoenix, the miracle bird of

ressurection

glittering, rising out of ashes; out of destruction

the new heaven and the new earth and the New Jerusalem reborn,

Thaere is a bird that rises

c¢lumsily flapping, {lopping, soaring.

fiaybe this ig the lapendary phoenix or the angel Gabriel

but wost know him, evil smelling picker of bones, as Wilture.
The desire to destroy that which has hurt him is an attempt to seek psychic
relief. DBut the aim of the revolutionary should not be the search for personal
paychic relief, but rather the atterdt to challenge and change existing
societal systems., For it is only to death that nihilisw leads., Disgust for
a gociety must be fempersed by a etmpassion for the persons trapped in the
systens of that qnciﬁtye The nihilist is a sesker or revenge, rather than
revelutionary change
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trayal of the revoluticn comes initially from a dedication to revolution as
and in itself. Individusls can become so canght up in the emotional
omanticism of a2 cause or the means of realising a cause. that they forget

the reasons for their actions. They sapport revclution because they are
revolutionarias, They suppert change not se much because they see the need
for such change in society, but mors because they have identified themselves
as the bringers of change, the makers of revolution. In order to fit the role
into which they have cast themselves, they must seek out rewolution, for a
revolutionary carnot continue to think of himself in those terms if he is not
partaking in the revolution. In this context revolution becomes a personal
Justification, a seriss of acts contrived to fulfill personal needs, psycho=-
logical needs. Flans are made te oceupy an administration building net as a
result of grievances suffered bnt as & result of a need to realize or solidify
one's identity. The moiives of many present student revclutionaries becomes
suspect. There is certainly not a lack of real grievances, certainly not an
absence of need for change, bat the motivation and mood of student rebels may
lead to a miscarriage or betrayal of a needed change in American society.
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The obsession for the acquisition of powsy or contrel is also a betrayer of
revolution. For the enemy is not qut the oresent manipulative power structure,
but any sach power structure whether it is leftist, rlghtist or centrist (as
the present one seems to be.? The revolution is betrayed when the old power
structure iz replaced by a new equelly manipulative one., {The classic betrayal
being that of the Russian Hevelution where the tyranny of Lenin and the Bolshevics
is substituted for the tyranny of the Crzar.) Thus tie goal of revolution should
nct e change in the power structure, but abelition of that power structure, It
should not be a political rewvolution but instead an anti-political revolution.
Politics is the studied use of power, whether persuasive or coercive, Power is
%he man1pu1mtlen of persons, whather by consent or withcut that censent. The
: cvolution should be that of freeing men to shape their own lives rather
w0 ooy conbrolliing agencies which will shape them in different

oo to different ldeologies. There always exists the danger that
rannical system wedded to hard line dogma will be replaced
Laf ty different dogma.

=John Flory




RESS = fUTILI

The question of whether a society based on violence can change peacefully
is a. very real dilemma that faces America today. Our country was founded
by violence, expanded by violence, and perpetuated by violence. With
violence as American as apple pie, is there a viable option for change in
America today ?
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In the early sixties the civil rights movement was ‘oraily non-violent,

a.most pacifistic. Why did it gradually change to assume the militant and
aggressive nature it does today? Simply; people understand violence, and
only violence, Without the threat of violence, nothing ever changed. Violence
arose out of frustration of ineffective non=violence. Iam convinced that if
changes had occurred in the early sixties with the non-violent approach, the
violent approach would not have been tried.

I hoped that America would learn a lesson from the civil rights movement,
because at this moment a similar non-violent method is being employed by
Americans who are against the war in Vietnam., People can no longer say
that these are only a handfull of weird, communist-inspired hippies, who are
against the war. The anti-war movement is now quite extensive and at
present, non=violent in actioun.

Can non=violence bring change in America? Government officials through-
out the land praised the orderliness of recent peace marches in cities
throughout the country. I was in Chicago, where 25, 000 people peacefully
expressed their concerns. It is now up to the government to hear the will
of the people and to work to achieve peace. If nothing happens, don't think
that the anti-war movement is going to remain peaceful.

Has America learned a lesson, or will it still remain unyielding until
seriously threatened? I myself, have serious doubts whether the peace

march in Chicago was a sigh of progresz rather than an exercise in futility.

--Jerry Eller




