o A chronology of events gives only a superficial description
of a crisis. IMore deeply meaningful is an understending of the
ezistent tensdion caused by conflicting interests, idologies, or
phluoonph“vs which not only shape the events but also-provide their
53.1_81 iificance.
for three years SASS has attempted to find inside the proced-

ral franevork acceptable remedies to a basiec dilemma: the schieve-
ent of self-definsd goals within the structure of an unfortunately

insensi > Amsvtivubtion. During this same period, Swarthmore'’s ad-
ion hes responded with an ever-resay formuca of sophisti-
cation, co-opiatiocn (w:tn a cmlle), false consersus, btut above all

self-serving resistance.

SASS, in its present crisis involving Black Admissions, has
been forced teo re—examine tuis history, with the surprisingly simple
but portentoins djku very: the past actions of SASS and the Admini-

stration are dcbt 2 ily 3 u“ifﬂwlitionv cf conflicting interests.
Therefore, today's crisis must be viewed as the latest but most

conspicuous Cu*l izion cf basic underlying philosophies.

It has been mortifying to realize that in past contact
with the Administretd BASD vas the enly pabty not fPully ono-
nizant of its own interests and the metheods leading to thelr ad-
vancement. As a result, SASS repeatedly founrd itself in da-

fensive position...always defending Jto legitimacy as @&
Zroup...always defending its preoposals as rational and dem
always defending the urgency of its goals,

Beginning with a legitimate, narrow o.jective, Black Admissicns
and Personnel, SASS has been forced into an escalation oi if
responsibilities. The justiiiable attempt at moiificataion o
missions Policy has revealed an oppressive pow=r cchfiguration
that a ffects the very nature of the -institution.....and that is
the issue,

Brought into sharp relief is the very basic question involving
the possiLif'ty cf a relevant, humanistic education at Swarthmore.
SABS's experlenﬂe has deﬁﬂﬂffratea that the institution's mani-
pulation of image 2nd appearance obscures an unjust polarization
of decision-making power: ccuplete power for the Administrators
none for the collective student body .

SASS has no alternative but to pursue a course leading to re-
jection after rejection of the Administration's arbitrary assumption
of a monopoly on language, definitions, policy and initiative.

Terms such as "rational, democratic behavior®, "separatists",

Upisl stadents!, Veon scnuuﬂ“ must be creatively di arded as cur-
rently defined. The control and integrity of one's deflnltlons and
language is essential to meaningful challenge to a static, unimagi-
native institution.

Instructive in SASS's experience is the surfacing obstruction-
ist character of the administration, the full implications or
which must be apparent to the entire community: College officials



have accurately recognized cur challenge as fundomental, basic, and
involving an impendlng participation in powzr. The entire college
commmunity must recognize that SAuS's efforts are providines leverage
Icr further examination, e;‘LQAat“on and creative achisvement in

needed modification of  instituticnal policies.
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