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360 ELIZABETH STREET
SAN FRANCISCOD, CALIFORNIA 94114

Nov. 6, 1975

Dear Networkista:

I'm sorry it's taken so long to put together the second mailing to the network.
The response was quite large (about 115 letters), and it will take me a while
to structure a more regular timetable and mailing schedule into my own work life.

I'm happy to report that the responses were really encouraging qualitatively as
well as quantitatively. Lots of letters began with such enthusiastic outcries as
wfantastic", "exciting®, "sounds great", "fine idea", and similar effusions. One
much repeated theme was the value of the network as an antidote to isolation,
which many neople in agency jobs and outside the big cities feel most acutely.
Rich Eisner wrote from Lawrence, Kansas: "I think what is most wanting... is a
network that could allow us to share experiences, frustrations, successes and
failures. I think we have more in:common than our isolation, and a bit of inform-
al interaction through a network, however it is ultimately defined, would help
get me through the doldrums." Judith Transue wrote from Lansing: "It's good for
morale, if nothing else, to know there are more out there like us -- and there
are days on which that knowledge may be the only thing that keeps us going." Jeff
Baloutine wrote from Austin that "I often feel very isolated in the planning pro-
fession and have a need for reinforcement of many of my ideas and stimulation teo
think further in new directions." Rachel Bratt wrote from Princeton, Mass.: "I've
- had a great sense of loneliness for day-to-day interactions with like-minded
planner types. It can be a very frustrating experience to be ina:rather conven-
tional, conservative planning agency and to have to confront and deal with some
rather thorny political and philosophical issues alone... Even though a network
can't replace day-to-day discussiens, it certainly gave me a sense of connection
to people and ideas which I feel close to." Richard Glance wrote from Pittsburgh:
"1 was starting to believe I was the only radical planner in the US." Without at-
tempting to come on like an ad full of endorsements for Preparation H, I think the
. responses clearly show that this kind of network is really needed.

' RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RAISED IN THE FIRST MAILING

What I've done is to pluck out from various letters the more interesting and sal-
fent comments, grouping them under various headings. (In a few instances I've sim-
ply clipped and pasted to reduce the typing task.) At the end of each section I've
anpended my own reactions to the comments received. These at least should be a
start toward structuring further discussion and some eventual decisions. (I'm as-
suming, by the way, that quoting from or paraphrasing your letters without prior
permission is an okay practice, unless you specify otherwise. I regard myself as

a facilitator and devot for communications which are aimed at the entire network.)
The question of a name for the network, and the related question of our political
Z-dentity and identification, elicited the most comments. First name:

Lu Pearman (Hennepin Co. Health Coalition, Minneaoolis): "Network of Radical Ur-
banists leaves me shuddering... It's frustrating to dwell on urban as a focus...
The human problems contained in both rural and urban areas are interdependent in
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cause and solution... A more inclusive and constructive tone is needed." Sug-
gestions: Planners for Social Development; Planners for Social Change; Planners
for Human Development.

Herb Gans (Columbia U.):

On the natter of names and self-definition,which I sec as related.
I'n not especially hapny with radical urbanists, since radlcﬁl storaotyp?s .
us too easily, and I'm, myself, not an urbonist - more 3 ?ationfilist.‘ Inc;—
dentall,it's internsting that you advartisnd for paon}o in Socizl Policy an
thar of which are Murtan" jewrnals.) I would favor plinners -
by wh'bh I mean peonle who ara concerned with rationality in the choice of means

and rchecccormmrmcimI nEnemoEnEex With tha consequancas of sufh means,‘as1ipng
as they dont have to have orofessional degreas. ind as lonc as they genarally
favor my kind of poals, ie that help the less af -
less vovarful..., Shmvom: and thet 1ist conld be expandact s ; 't
that help the underdors. I supposes the mne of v Crﬂﬂnlzﬁulog uou“d’bc t?e o
National‘organization of Professicwal and Ut er flqn?nrn thqt fovor tg? unco?qoa:
More siriously, I'd faver a mme that left ~ut political adjectives 1%59 Fadlc;1,
how about Or-anizaticn of National and Urban Planncrs,_OHU?. cr Organlzat%igﬂo1
Planars and Urhanists - or something tc Ihat af?qct: LgﬂVlng out tga p011:1u8+
ajective enables necole to forego having to . dacide if ugegqarn ;GQ1fals.o:

1@f% 1iberals or libarals, and thav may be diff??nnt.nn diffarant lsanes; n:— .
sides, the virtusz of the organizatlon mus the in its 1qcai, prOposalszgct}cn:nSf?.,
and not in the label it gives itself. P.S. the name m}ghu zleo n?to unoﬁlnggichn
of orcanizers, or activists, tho I sometines suspect thaot there is a vast fo=

ronce of perspective beiween plamers and organiznrs.

Uprkin~ Taners, nal

fluent rather than the mora, the
~qrha~s, in short hand,

Tom Angotti (Rome) likes the word "urbanist® in the tentative title (it's widely
used in Italy); "urbanologist" he finds too clinical. ”

Lew Lubka (N. Dakota St. Univ.): " 'Urban' or 'urbanist' might well be included.
Whether we work in neighborhood, regional or state planning, or in sewer, school
or transportation planning, ultimately we're into problems of people in urban sit=-
uvations. 'Network' describes the group for the present. We are 'planners', so that
(or 'planning’) might be in the title. 'Radical' I associate with Weathermen, or
with loners like Thoreau and Jill Johnson. I much prefer '‘reveolution' or 'revolu~
tionary' in the sense of organized, ongoing, politkally-hip transformation of soc-
ity/social system. But 'revolutionary' would, at this point anyway, turn off many
more than it would attract, and the peonle we now need in the network are a broad
group with diverse outlooks -~ those strongly aware of the limitations of the ex-
istinc situation, with an understaml ing that things are definitely getting worse,
and a genuine commitment to be part of a movement for a fiew society." Possible
names: Network of Radical Planners for a New Society; Network of Urbanists for a
New Society.

Renee Toback (U. Iowa):"Is the netwark intended to exclude planners in non-urban
areas? I'm not entirely convinced there is an 'urban' as opnesed to ‘rural oproblem',
or that a line can be drawn."

Roger Montgomery (UC, Berkeley) suggests Left Planners Union. He suggests we keep
"slanners" in the title, although he responds warmly to the words (in the Aug. L
letter) under "planned city".

Morris Zeitlin (NYC): "It matters little what we tentatively call ourselves. Network
of Radical Urbanists is as geod as any name."

Ruth Friedlander (San Jose) was involved in the (NYC) Urban Underground and suggests
that as a possible name. Robert Jacebson (NYC P1. Commn.) alse puts ferth the pess-
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ibility ef Urban Underground, although it has connotations of resurrecting a de~
funct group.

Jeff Baloutine (Austin) is not excited about "urbanist". It isolates rural activ-
ists even further.

John Friedmann (UCLA): "Network of Radical Urbanists is probably as good a name as
we're likely to find and still maintain the network.®

Albert Mayer (NYC) feels "urbanist® doesn't cover the ground. City/urban are no
longer adequate concepts, too narrow. When asked for suggestions about the Univ, of
Wyoming' s new School of Urban Planning, he felt a more appropriate name might be
School of Community, Regional and Resource Planning, or School of Community, Reg-
ional and Environmental Planning.

Paul Daniels (Natl. Urban League, NYC) suggests that the word "radical" be dropped
from the group's name. "This should be done first of all because there is nothing
really radical about what we prépose, and second, it tends to alienate segments of
the population from which we may derive valuable support." Suggests Planners for
Social Change.

Robert Eidus (N.C. Dept. of Transp.) likes the term "radical urbanist" but is not
excited about the term "network". .

Alan Rabinowitz (U. Wash.) puts forth TASK (I gather not as an acronym; it was the
name of a post-World War II planning periodical, which he thinks Martin Meyerson
edited). "I am terribly uncomfortable with the word ?planner®. We are virtually
never in a position to ¥plan', and we should not be represented, in the public's
mind, as generators of the mess.®

Carl Sussman (Camb., Policy Studies Inst.): "Network of Radical Urbanists sounds
good to me. Since I'm not a degreed planner and since I still wonder about what
planners really do, I particularly like the term 'urbanist'.”

ing
(The following two comments I'm present/anonymously, since these are people -who do
not necessarily see themselves as part of.the network outlined in the Aug. L letter;
see also the related comments below under the section "Some Criticisms....")

"My only concern is the label that you have attached to the network, which_certaihly
doesn't fit me, and_I would be amazed if it fits various friends of mine /listed in
the Aug. L mailing_ /. I never considered myself a radical and don't want others to
put me in that box. Thus, unless you happen to decide to change the name, I must with
apoclogies ask you not to include me in the network."

Firstly, I seriously object to being called a "radical
urbanist," a "radical planner," a "left liberal planner,"
or any other label that relates planning to any political
movement, organized or unorganized. I have spent all of my
adult life trying my best to achieve better housing, better
communities, and a better way of life for all Americans.
That is the only label that I can ideologically accept.

Secondly, I have no objections to sharing my thoughts and
ideas with any group of fellow planners, whether they agree
or disagree with all or any of my views.
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Therefore, I respectfully suggest that perhaps you might Want .
+o have two lists; one, of your so-called "Radical Urbanists;
and another of "Socially Motivated Planners" with whom we can
correspond. The latter list ought to be broadened to include
a great many more people who fall in the same category. I
could only agree to be included on the latter list. If this
is not agreeable to you, then I would have to bow out of any
participation with your network.

Peter Marcuse (Columbia U.) prefers "plammers" to “yrbanist®, *which has to me
a slightly academic and perhaps even pompous ring. I'd be content to use the word
'planner' -- and let anyone who wishes to associate him or herself with the label

be welcome.”

Jerry Horovitz (SF) feels the current name is good unless "urbanist® is too am-
orphous. Prefers "radical" to "socialist".

Stan Wenocur (U. Md.)

The cast of the material as outlined in the newsletter somehow seemed to
me a bit restictibe as to focus. Social problems are interrelated and while
it's hard not to get overwhelmed with complexity, it's too easy to avoid-itiymsg
by sticking to traditional city plannins concerns or even simple urban planningi
After all you can't talk about urban problems without taling about rural pro
lems. These go hand in hand. And you can't talk about housing wihtout talking
about education, etc. etc. Therefore I'p for keeping the network as open aj
possible- for taking the urbanist out of the nameof the group, and for moving
away from & stressing physical problems. AIP identification should not be
central within the membership. I realize this confuses the issue of how the -
group will cohere, I'd like to postpone that issue for now. It may prove to: be.
que- a.c_:a.de_n}:gc tha.n rgal. _ . i

' Pat Morrissy (Shelterforce, E. Orange): "In terms of defining your membership, I
think it's important to retain the term 'radical' in the title. This will begin a
self-s¢iection orocess. The content should at a minimum be anti-capitalist, which
will further the self-selection.”

Rachel Bratt (Princeton, Mass.j: "Im not wild about the namg, but haven't come up
with anything better. So if we're NRU's, okay -- it's better than being a GNU."

Politcal Identity/Identification:

Bruce Dale (Rome, on his way to NY): "I am very pleased to see the word 'socialist'

used repeatedly in open discussion. After five years of living amdworking in Italy,

where the Communists have 0% of the vete and the Socialists 12%, I have been appre-
hensive about my decision to return to the States."

Bob Beauregard (Rutgers): "I worry about... labeling oneself radical when one func-
tions as a professional or academic within planning, itself an activity with con~
servative biases; the emphasis en urbanism when people in both rural and urban areas
suffer (are not the really important categories race, sex and class?)"

Roger Montgomery:"I favor an explicit socialist perspective, yet I would not feel
put off if the network followed the sage advice of Linda and Herb Ziug. L mailiq§7."

Morris Zeitlin: "It matters little at this point what kind of 'radicals' or 'plan-
ners' members of the network may be, if only because it is impossible to define either
until we have communicated for a time and developed a majority consensus or both,
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Ultimately, when we move into action, as we must or fall apart, experience will

lead to differentiation of views, clemrer identification, cohesion and organiza-
tion. But we must begin with communication among as many anti-establishment rad-
ical urbanists as feel the need to band tegether."

Tom Angotti:

First, I would agree with those who feel that the network
should have an "explicit socialist perspective.® This can be
done without becoming "cultish" as Gans warns. It seems to me
that the wmetwork should function as a means fer critieism of
current government policies in the fields of planming, housing
and urban development. We should be reviving and nurturing the
spirit of left-wimg criticism of capitalist growth, a spirit
which hasg important precedents in the progressive, radical and
working class movements of the US. We may alse Be concerned with
presenting some alternatives, be they reforms withim a capitalist
framework or revolutionary changes in socialist countries. But
it seems to me that the orying meed is for the development of
some good left-wing, basically Marxist criticism forged by seund
theoretical labor.

We dom't have to call ourselves socialists, but we should be
socialists. The name of the network should bYe non-seetarian and
catchy--that's all. ‘

Criticism of urban development in the US should be moving
beyond the partial liberal efforts, and the ligite of the "planning
profession®™. Let us concerm ourselves with some more fumdamental
questions: private property, rscism, monopolies, etc.--rather
than fiddling around with de-gooeder hustles or engaging in
ritualistic pleas for more federal momey--you know, all the things
ATP does. There are emough people around who can identify with
socialism in any one of its many variations so that the least
we could be is a socialist group. Away with euphemisms andceold
war anxieties: +the elimate is right for removing the taboes.

The problem with the "radical™ focus is that it can cover just
about any positiom om the political spectrum (exmeept the center

of course), and we may just wind up with no identifiable principles
and ideas which cam unify us--more amorphous liberalism. Now, if-

- . w
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and we're mot liberals, are we not socialists of some sort amyway?
Peter Marcuse agrees with Herb Gans that "we shouldn't get hung up on the fssues
of defining 'radical'. The main thrust is clear enough from the newsletter and will
become even clearer as the network develops. Let those who like what it's doing .
stay and those who dontt, leave. Let's fight about real issues, net names.™

Rich Eisner (U. Kansas) feels we ought to avoid the issue of definition; at the
moment he's not sure he's a radical or a pisnner.

Michael Rancer/Paula Silberthau (Oakland):"We're not sure that giving in to the in-
evitable term 'radical' is the best solutien -- it's a pretty vague and imprecise
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word... A name and concept employing the term 'radical' frankly doesn't grab us.
Some other definition mudt be available somewhere; unfortunately, we're at a loss
to come up with anything better for the moment."

Lu Pearman:

Radical - This is a red flag word regardless of what connotation is
placed on it by the membership. It is also a input or process word rather
than outcome word. In my own experience I prefer not to dwell on the personal
or philosophical characteristics of the comitted professionals, or on the
procedures and goals. they implement. The major focus after all should be
outcane of these efforts for clients. Therefore rather than dwelling on a-
descriptive term such.as radical, I would prefer to see emphasis on an outcome
goal such as "social development." For in the final analysis there is no
purpose or justification for radicalism if it does not effect a social climate
that is conducive to the development of individual clients.

Jerry Horovitz: "An organization with a socialist perspective is essential... But
it is impértant not to alienate potential participants by making the network become
dominated by ideological debate or dogmatic rhetoric. I would recommend an open mem-
bership with action/issue-oriented broadly defined socialist perspective. No prin=-

ciples of unity at the start..."™

John Hancock (U. Wash.) feels the network should be built as much as possible on a
clear radical perspetive and identity. : o

Louise Taylor (Syracuse U.); o o

. I can't deal with the term radical in light of a) the

~composition of the group (those known to me on the list - including

myself); b) the setting within which we would be functioning.

- That is, I think it unlikely that any extreme political stance

can (will) be taken by such a group beyond that captured in print

or mulled over at conferences. It seems important, then, to decide

if the focus will be on an exchange of radical ideas or on

.radical action. -
Richard Gliance: "Keep the retwork very loose and informal at this time. After it
has been ahle to mature and deveiop, it will take on a personality of its own."

Mimi Rosenberg (Homefront, NYC): "I feel the network should raise issues and evoke
discussion around strategies which challenge the concept of private ownership and
‘private financing of property... I feel it is important to eliminate the fear and
misinformation stigma attached te the word 'socialism'. A socialist perspective need

not be 'cultish! or frestrictive!."

Tony Schuman (NYC):

¥¥ basic response is that
‘@xpticitly as socialast,.
disabuse the public abou
‘and to dispel the notion that it is planners,
who actually do the "planning" in this corntry,

the network shnu1d~define.itself
At this time it is imperative to

t the mythology of the red menace,
or urba ists,

" exnlicitly sncialist ~rganization or uetwork need¢ not be
‘farrowly sectarian or irresponsibly revelutinnist, This question

was the subiect of nine months ~f & scussinn at. Vemefront, before

we decided that ‘it was important to identify ourselves as socialists,
‘By*positing the replacement of capitalism by socialism as the ;
‘essential cnndition for the srlving of hrusing and vrban develop-.
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gs:élprnblaus, we 1n mno way cut snrselves aff from the very reéi
ems people Tace day tn da " ' th \
: : : tay. "ather, we acdress the .

\ ’ : ’ 2S¢ *Se prdalems
}ntfxf contevt nf nyn1lah1e tonls and nrapgrans and attemnt to
interject an analysis which helps feople ta understand the rﬂdtj‘
. < 5 1 (CF3 3 . , -
u?u;e§ nf their difficulties and their relation to other agpects
0ot daily 1ife (tmemnlayment, inflation, panr mass transit, eﬁtﬂs

E:h;suié:g W view that liberal o d left-liberal responses to
the crisis'" already have adequate nntlets and communica-

tions networks; indeed, they are often sanctified by the '

Ne:w York Times and the ma inr brradcastin® netwnrks, A pfnfessi i

planner.nf radical persuasion, in addition tn stru;giin a %“ Oza

the d?mlnegrlna asnects of borrpeenis Drofessjnnafi:m og h% ins

exnloit this contradiction by using whatever fnrnm~h;/shg mayO

have to demystif : :
: lenmys Yy the plannine process. Anvihi .
N\ collaborationist, o 5S. Anythine less is class

Ay primary interest is not in improving "urbanism" per se
but in helping to construct a socialist society where rational planning
is a basic cornerstone. That is the source of the meandering thoughts
about the current level of political consciousness in the U.S. It is a
question that very much occupies our debates at Homefront, in political
study groups, and in general political work. How can we raise issues
relating to housing and neighborhoods in such a way that demonstrates the
inadequacy of reform approaches without forsaking the present miserable
conditions in the name of the glorious future that none of us may be around
to see? But we are finding, as I mentioned in the letter, that people are
receptive to a radical analysis when it corresponds to their own experience.
For example, the focus on banks rather than landlords as the villains of the
piece. For another example, we oppose simplistic calls for "community
control" (or neighborhood plamning boards and the like) because the communities
never have the means to implement what they might propose, and their advisory
role is tolerated only to a point. The result is that the government is able
to turn around and accuse the communities of not bringing about resuits.

Having a specifically socialist orientation would not mean an avoidance of
traditional planning issues; nor would it mean working totally outside the
framework of Yreformist" politics. It simply means that reforms are evaluated
for what they are, and their merit determined by whether or not they are

in contradiction with the real solutions which require a total revamping

of our socio-economic system. R :

- Chester Hartman (SF): Wew, that's quite a set of respenses: Obviously, it‘s going te
be hard (impossible?) to settle on a name that we -all can live with., I agree mainly
with the comments that say we ought to go light on the question for the time being and
not push it too hard before we've had a chance to deveop a real identity, through fur-
ther commmication and through cemmon work. As we meve along, various tendencies will
begin to group together. That separating process will also, I hope, ihvolve-~people
dropping out who do not feel comfertable with a basically radical group. I see a real
dfstinction between those who feel, for strategic reasons, that words like "radical"
or "socialist™ should not be in our name, and those whe reject those werds because they
feel totally distant from and hostile to that kind of  identification. Those in the
latter camp really ought net to be part of the network, in my view. At any rate, we all.
ought to try to bounce some reactions off of the various comments I have excepted.

The warious cemments about "urban" beiimg too restrictive have real validity.




Geographical Scope:

Tom Angotti feéls we ought at least make contact with working groups in other coun-
tries that mere or less share our basic cemmitment. European radical urbanists, he
notes, are all explicitly socialist.

Lew Lubka feels we ought te get ourselves rolling now and plug inte a larger network
later. We should be aware of international conferences; soon we sheuld be in a pes-
ition to send delegates, present papers, etc.

Richard Glance feels that Canadian-US contacts are especially crucial, in part be-
cause of the geographic-environmental relationship of many berder urban areas (¥an-
couver-Seattle, Toronto-Buffalo, etc), and he also wants mere lnformation on the
Canadian "gtate of the art".

Michael Rancer-Paula Silberthau suggest that Mexican urbanists/planners be included,
as well as Puetto Ricans and Cubans.

At the moment because of expense and practical difficulties involvgd, I think it
makes sense’ to have a medest approach to non-N. American contacts. Tom Angotti's
prOposal seems sound, and I would like to request that any of you whe knew of groups
or key fndividuals in other countries (fncluding Mexice, Puerto Rice and Cuba) send
me their names. Michael Nerton, a community organizing consultant/technical assist-
ance prov!der from London, who dropped in to see me on a US trip over the summer, has
indicated he might be able to undertake ‘distributing network mailings in the UK, fin-
ancing it thoeugh reader contributions, He also might act as a clearing house for sub-
mitting materials from the UK. This soundslike a really good idea, and he and I will
explore it further. Also on the foreign front, I've learméd:of an English housing and
community action network that's recently been organized by people atthe Architectural
. Assn, It seems quite similar to what we're doing, and I'm in the orocess of exploring
how we might relate the two efforts. :° AA also held a Community Action and Social
Change Conference last May, which attractcd people from all ever Europe. I'm asking
Hans “arms, who ceerdinated the conference, to prepare a short report for our net-
work, 1nc1uding a list of the papers presented and how they can be ordered.

(That * in the margin.abowe is a technique I'm going to use from now'on to flag
any items that spetifjcally are in need of some feedback response from network mem~
bers. In a lengthy newsletter, this will permit you to pick out easily the items
where a quicky response would bé. useful and desirable. Obviously, not everyone is
going to feel they want to respond to everything raised in these newsletters, but
this will be one way that yeu can get back a pinpointed response. on items we should
be. sharing views about.)

Conferences and Meetings Ameng Ourselveg:

Bob Beauregard, Louise Taylor, Peter Marcuse and Valerie Menager (UCLA) all feel
regional network meetings are most important initially and that initiative for these
must come from persons thrqaghout the network. Peters stresses the need for. such
meetings to be well organized in advance in order to be successful. '

Ruth Friedlander feels national meetings are difficult for the less mobile of us.
"anly after viable- local networks have been established would lecal representatives
able to attend-have lecal erganizations to report to."

Richard Glance streeses the need for regional moetings to develep comradship and
face-to-face contact; we should, however, aim for a national conference annually.

Lew Lubke .urges that we think of national get-~togethers as soon as pessible.
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My view is that local and regional meetings should be the first priority. The

only way this will hanpen is if someone in each area takes it upen her or himself
to organize such a gathering. The next mailing will contain a 1ist of everyone's
name and address; after that, there's no excuse for not doing it. If such meetings
are held, reports should be submitted for circulation to the entire network. )

Forming an. Organization:

Carl Sussman writes:

Having been involved in a study of a group that was eseentially .

socialist urbanists (the PPAA) during the 1920's and '30's, T

believe the development of a journal end some semblence of organization

is important. The RBPAA remaired small and localized. Terhaps they

would have been no more successful had thev been large and hationai

givén how far out of the mainstream they were. But like them, I don't

think we have a chance anless we try to be visible,

/RPAA - Regional Planning Assn. of America/

John Friedmann feels a communications/mutual suppert device is better than a formal
organization, membership, dues, annual meetings, etc.

Al Wroblewski (Minneapolis) expresses some apt cautionary words about the dangers ef
an erganization: "My only fear of all those rallying of the treeps is that it net
become a little elite of hotshet planners who think they're pretty smart radicals
getting $15-20,000 a year. I believe a major push of the network must be populist in
nature, geared to demystifying expertise and knocking down the false god of creden-
tials."

It would seem that transforming the network into a formal organization is at best
way down the pike, and may never be -a geod idea. I'd like people te address them-
selves to the question periedically, monetheless.

Starting a Journal:

Rich Eisner: "Academic journals (JAIP, etc.) repeatedly leave me asking myself just
what the~hell 'they' are talking about. And the professional oriented material :bores
me to tears. Where is there a radical 'participantd ' view? The last thing radical
planners need, regardless of how we/they define ourselves/themselves is another

' journal' that will become the 'vehicle' for the publish or nerish syndreme. Save

us from our own rhetoric!™"

Beb Beauregard: "Staughten Lynd ence wrote that once organiigtions are formed they
are more conservative than their feounders. Establishing a journal might accelerate
this process. On the issue of ajournal I am undecided. Certainly there are few out-
lets for writing in this area, partieularly in planning. On the other hand, that
Jjournal could easily be coopted inwe the academic publish or perish function and
lose any orientatien it might have initially had to serve other ends.®

Tom Angotti agrees with Merris Zeitlin about the needs for a progressive planning
Journal and would like to help get one started when he returns to the US next year.

Jerry Horovitz feels a journal sheuld be action oriented rather than just an intel-
lectual exercise, but that this is a later task.

John Friedmann thinks it's not teo early to be thinking about a journal. In fact,
"Barclay Hudson and I have been toying with the idea fer some time; as a source of
ideas and experience, and as a journal that would awaken critical consciousness in




all of us." He even has a tentative rmme, Social Practice.

Alan Gartner, publisher of Social Policy magazine, has offered to make his journal
available to us in any way that would behelnful: e.g., producing a special secticn
derived from network generated material, or helping to give birth to a new journal
within Social Policy (in the way Ms. began as a special section of New York.)

Herb Gans:

_on the matier of activisies, I'd go along witih ilorris Yeitlin on ths idea
of a jocurmal, bedausex this gives tha orzanization scmething quite svecific o
do, and would indicate whether it is an organizaticn or a8 comnittes of corras-on—
dencc, Ibreover, as you proha’ly know, there is a poszibility that AR the JAIP
v?lll ~acome part of JIP's"communication package® - which means it will be tSken
away fron its current editors and many of its curraent ccatributors - in which
cdse thera is an important vacuun to be £ilZad, 2t onca. Perhaps such a journal
might coalesca with Socdal Poliey or Worlkin-~ Papars, both of which cowld uge soms
Timancial help to stay alive, . : -

Lew Lubka feels an organization and journal may evolve, but we should get something
going first and work from there.

Michael Rancer/Paula Silberthau like the idea of a journal or other publication, but
down the road."A medest, solid, well thought out beginning probably is the preferable

course for now."™

‘Richard Glance: "I hope within a year or two we will be able to create a radical
planning journal."

Peter Marcuse is ambivalent about formal articles. Circulating "working papers" fer
comment prior to publication elsewhere makes excellent sense. Decent magazines suit-
able for formal publication now exist: Social Policy, Working Pavers, Socialist Mev-
olution. "I'd rather see us strengthen them rather than compete, 1 think.*®

I see a radical urban/planning journal as real need, although most of the cautionary
words about excessive academicism, etc. are well taken., The best route may indeed

be seme tie-in with an existing journal. At any rate, I'd like to see any proposals
people have, now or in the near future, circulated to the entire network.

Including Organizers in the Network:

Everyone who resmonded to this question felt organizers definitely ought t o be part
of the network. Renee Toback perhaps summed it up best: "A radical planner to some
extent is an organizer. Probably organizers who consider themselves alse planners

are whether they are so educated and labeled or not." A real question, as Roger Mont-
gomery notes, may be how to reach them (although closer working ties with the Shelt-
erforce Collective and Homefront in NY may provide us with a great many contacts.

Let me just record a few more comments and suggestions that didn't fit into the above
categories:

Mimi Rosenberg suggests that we might compile a resource list of local network mem-
bers' skills, as a way of touching bases with and providing assistance to grass roots
struggles. That's a first-rate idea, one which sheuld be done locally, and I invite
peonle to take the initiative by either circulating a specific pronesal and mechan-
ism through the network as a whole, or by taking it upon yourselves to contact people
in your area (as soon as the list arriwves.)
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Stan Wenocur, anent the issue of picking a name (but with more general applica-
bility) asks how and by whom the winning idea for a name will be selected. I don't
know and would like to have any ideas people have as to how decisions micht get
made among this kind of a group. I suspect and hooe that there will be few things
that call for decision among the network as a whole (as opposed to local actions);
but we ought to have some agreement as to how those decisions should be made.

Susan Sternberc, a planning student at Wisconsin, writes that "some of the peorle
in the network are the kinds of authors I read in classes, and it's a little intim-
idating to me at this point to think of writing in the same newsletter as one of
them. What I have mostly are questions... As a student I would like to know where
radical urbanists are teaching and how they feel about the programs they are in."
The network currently is quite short on students and recent graduates, something I
hope we can soon remedy. I understand what she is saying but think we should all
strive not to allew differences in age, experience, renutation, etc. get in the

way of geod communication and collective action. It would be good if some of the
academic types could respond to her specific question, too.

SOME CRITICISMS AND ISSUES OF PERSCNAL SECURITY

Not all responses were so positive and constructive. Severalpersons objected to be-
ing labeled "radical" and were distressed to find themselves recipients of such a
mailing (one even went so far as to threaten a lawsuit if hisname was nct removed
from the list.) This raises several issues.

First, I think it was a mistake on my part to have circulated the list in the first
mailing. I did so because I wanted recipients to get an idea of the number and kind
of people who were receiving the Aug. L letter. But I did not realize that micht ag-
grieve some peorle, and I'd like to apolegize to anyone who felt damaged or insulted
in any way by being labeled "radical". Beyond that first round, however, I feel
strongly that circulation of a list of names, addresses, kinds of work we're invelv-
ed in, etc. is essential to the network idea; for part of that idea is to facilitate
peonle getting in touch with each other directly, bringing tegether city~ or region-
wide groupings for discussion and action, and personal contact. One respondent (a
suoperter of the network proposal) felt there were dangers that such a list could be
used by cevernment agencies, as an AIP blacklist, or for some other fell purposes.
That may be a risk ( although in my view a small one), but I think the benefits far
outweigh that risk, both in terms of practicality and the symbolic-volitical step of
a few hundred urban planning types openly defining themselves as radicals or epen-
ly associating themselves with such a group.

Because some peoole may not want their names to aopear on such a list, I am holding
up until the next mailing a full list of network members and addresses. There may be
people who want to receive network mailings and even define themsedves as radicals
or socialists, but who for a variety of reasons (most likely, not wishing to run a
personal or professional risk) don't want their names to appear on that list. For
example, one persen phoned to tell me that, on the advice of his lawyer, he felt he
had to send me a disclaimer letter, asking to be "oublicly removed from the mailing
list" because he had US government agencies among his clients, but at the same time,
in his phone call and in a hand-written note accompanying the disclaimer letter, he
expressed great interest in.the network and asked to be invited te any Bay Area meet-
ings. : , :

I am unsure how we ought to handle situations of that kind: is it an acceptable and
legitimate way to relate to the network? It's not an easy oroblem to answer, partic-
ularly for those with good memories and personal experiences of the McCarthy witch~




hunts, and I'd very much like to selicit people’s views on this matter. The second
of the two anonynous quotes is the Name section suggests a two-tier mailing list:
people might want to react to this idea as well. And there is also the question of
anonymous or pseudonymous reports -- there may be instances in which a network mem-
ber would like to discuss an ‘1ssue or personal situation but not reveal her/his
identity. Is that an accentable practice?

A related question which already has come up, and which probably will come up mere
frequently in the future, is whether and under what conditions to allow others to
use our mailing list. I already have had two such requests: from the Shelterferce
Collective, and from the Small Towns Inst. in Ellensburg, Wash., wnich wants to
mail informational material on STI, an organi zation that promotes small communities
as alternatives to recent US development pattemns.In part because of the possible
sensitivity of some of issues I raised above, I'd like some guidance on this sub-
Ject. One way to nroceed is to ask anyone who wants to cemmunicate with our members
to submit the materials, and we'll include them in our packets. But that means more
work at this end, and in some cases (e.g., the Shelterforce people, who want to send
their newsletter to our list regularly) doesn't really meet the request. Another
method is to ooll people each time (not very rapid, among other defects). A third
nossibility is to leave it to my judgement, in consultation with other Bay Area
peonle who are, or will be, helping to put out the network mailings. (My judgement
on those two requests would be to grant them.) I've decided not to act on either re-
quest until I get some feedback from you oeople, so if anyone feels strongly one way
or another, please let me khew.

LOST SOULS

. About two dozen envelopes from the original mailing were returned "addressee un-
known* (most from the PEO 1list). I'11 list them (with the city I had for them), and
if any of you know or have leads as their whereabouts, let me know. Also, while I
got from you information on how to contact several of the people I listed as "lost"
in the first mailing, I still would like to locate Frank DiGiovanni, Don Mazotti,
and Nelman Hill -- any leads?

Jay Bitkower, NYC ‘Elizabeth MacKintosh, NYC
T'Ing Pei, Brooklyn Wayne McCabe, Edison, NJ
Bernard Choden, St. Louis E1li Comay, Toronto
Felix Obinani, Bklyn Dean Armstrong, E. Lansing
Moreland Smith, Atlanta Jeffrey Swain, Réchester
Edwin Finder, Bklyn D.G. Millstein, Rye, NY
Reslyn Diamond, NYC Robert McCabe, Cincinnati
Donald Lenz, Madison Michael Joroff, Cambridge
William Toole, Warren RI James Cleaveland, NYC
Carl Byers, Bklyn Geraldine McNerry, NYC

$ 08

On the eash-flew front, 28 people sent in contributions (totalling $290). While
money is not a problem at the moment, a steady influx of contributions will help
keep the eperation afleat that much longer and oostpone the day when a letter has
to go out saying we're going under unless $1000 is raised in the next two weeks.
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PUBLICATIONS, REQUESTS AND PROJECT SUGGESTIONS

Marie Kennedy sent me a copy of an article she wrote on the Open Design Office
(Cambridge), an experiment in creating a women's architecture and planning office,
begun in 1973, based on the principles of non-heirarchy, flexibleworking schedules,
and elimination of the profit motive. It's very much werth reading, and I'1l1 be
glad to send covies to anyone who requests one. Marie can be reached at 373 Broad-
way, Cambridge 02139, for more direct centact. I'm hoping that she, or others whe
helped orcanize or participated in last summer's Women's School of Planning and
Architecture will write up that expertence for the network.

Alan Gartner, publisher of Secial Policy, is interested in exploring the possibility
of an article on the growth-contrel ordinance controversy, particularly as it was
highlighted in the recent US Circuit Ceurt epinion upholding Petaluma's ordinance.
If anyone feels they'd like to tackle this important subject, get in teuch with
Alan directly (18) Fifth Ave., Suite 500, NYC 10010).

For those of you who haven't seen it, the March, 1975 issue of Cuba Review is de-
voted to a good 19-page revort by Tony Schuman on how the Cuba:ns have been hand-
ling their housing problems. It's available for $1.25 from the Cuba Resource Cen-
ter, PO Box 206, Cathedral Station, NYC 10025. (As a general suggestion on publica-
tions of this sort, those of you cennected with universities and other institudions
might have the library order copies, as a way eof getting these materials inte wider
circulation and supporting them financially.)

Richard Glance wants to bring to everyone's attention a valuable organizatzonal
toel he used while werking at the Architect's Workshop in Pittshur?h It's the
Source Catalogue #2, Housing, put eut by Swallew Press in Chicage ($2.95, er order
directly from the Source Working Collective, PO Box 21066, Wash. 20009.) It con-
tains goed information abeut tenants rights erganizing, public heusing, epen hous-
ing, third werld, and changing national urban housing pollcy. Their catalogue #3,
Design, alse has just come out.

Ellen Lurie of the Community Service Society (105 E. 22 St. NYC 10010) has sent in
their "Citizen's Guide to Charter Reform", "The Politics of Budget Decisions", and
"Summary of Activities of Technical Assistance Unit". I imagine copies can be re-
quested threugh Ellen.

Housing and People is a (bilingual) quarter1¥ published by the housing program of
the Canadian Council on Social Develepment. The Spring, 1975 issue includes an art-
icle on neglect of the socie-cultural aspects of housing and an article on wemen's
time allocation and the heme envirenment, as well as some geod book reviews. Sub-
scriptions are $6/year; writeJan McClain, Mg. Ed., at the Counchl, Bex 3505, Station
C, Ottawa, K1Y LG1.

Jerry Selig of the Inst. on Pluralism and Group Identity has available a catalogue
of the Institute's publicatiens, He's reachable at 105 W. Adams St., Chicage 60603.

Joseph Baker, new-director of Laval Univ's. School of Architecture ‘{Quebec), has
sent in a good descriptien of his previeus work at the “ommunity Design Workshop
at McGill, which provided architectural services to community croups and training
in alternative professional reoles for architecturEstudents. The article appeared
in the October, 1973 Canadian Architect, and if you're interested in having a copy,
write him directly (Cité Universitaire, Quebec G1K 7PL) or let me know and I'11
make a copy for you.

Tom Angoéti has sent from Rome a sheort (6-page) paper entitled "L{hya's Social In-
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frastructure: Major Advances and Problems". I can make copies for anyone interest-
ed in seeing it. Tom is also preparing something for the network on Bologna's in-
teresting urban renewal pregran.

The Peonle's Guide to Urban Remewal and “ommunity Yevelopment Programs: A Commun-
ity Defense rlanual (by Les Shipnuck and Uennis Keating, with Mary Morgan) is avail-
able for $3 from the Berkeley lenants Organizing Comm., 2022 Blake St., Berkeley
Cal. 9470L. It's a first-rate hew-to-do-it resource beok on federal programs, dis-
cussing strategies and tactics as well, written in a down-to-earth style.

Another recent Keating-Shipnuck opus (along with John Denton and Joel Rubenzahl)
is "The Politics of Local Citizens Participation in Community Development Revenue
Sharing: A First Impression -- Berkeley, Cal." If you'd like a cepy, write Dennis
at L32 Hudsen St., Oakland 94618. They are particularly interested in making con-
tact with others in the network similarly involved with local revenue sharing pol-
itics whe might wat te write up other local case studies.

The prolific Keating, an attorney and planner whe's been heavily involved in the
Berkeley rent control battles, also has in draft form a short article: discussing ,
whether it makes sense for tenant groups to organize for rent control, whether it s
a radical reform or a dead end. It s scheduled for eventual publication in Shelter-
force, but if any of you would like advance copies, write Dennis.

We've received a communication from Astrid Merget, co-director of the new Government
Services Equalization Center (announcement enclosed). She writes: "We could bene-
fit from the identification of a network of oublic-interestrplanners whe would do-
nate their services either on a pro bene basis eor reduced fee basis on the partic-
ular legal cases and policy/research projects we undertake." Yale fabin has already
been heavily involved in this kind of werk, and Peter Marcuse, a member of the Cen-
ter's Advisory Council, is helping to shave the broad strategies of the oroject and
is also develoning a svin-off venturein the NYC regien. Any of you interested in
providing assistance to this really useful project sheuld contact Astrid Merget
directly, possibly in terms of initiating other regional/metropulitan spin-eff op-
erations (Peter Marcuse is at the Div. of Urban Planning, Columbia Univ., NYC 10027.
Yale Rabin at 8238 Williams Ave., Philadelphia 19150, in case you want to centact
them directly.) I'm alse asking Merget to funnel specific requests through us for
the future..

Cushing Dolteare has sent in the text of her Sept. 25, 1975 testimony befere the
Senate Housing Comm., and with her usual clarity and forthrightness lays out the
magnitude of the current housing problem and thekinds of solutions needed. I think
it's something we should all read and have repreduced it for circulation to the
entire network. She also brings to our attention Rep. Parren Mitthell's speech
introducing the Emergency Lew Income Housing Act ef 1975, drafted by and available
from the Ad Hoc Low income Housing Coalitimn, 13L6 Cenn. Ave. NW, Waghington 20036.

In the first mailing I made reference te a West Coast regional "Radicals in the
Technology" proposal. I'm enclosing a mere detailed description of their idea, in-
cluding a list of contacts.

Derek Shearer is among the organizers of the California Cenference on Alternative
State and Local Public Policy, to beheld at the Sacramente Cenvention Center Jan.
9-11. The conference will bring tegether activists ihvolved in state and local gev-
ernment, particularly elected and appointed effichls, whe feel the need to share
ideas and experience on innovative aporoaches te public policy. It is an outgrowth
ef the national conference on this subject held last summer in Madiséen. It leoks
like a geod working conference, with werkshops on.taxes, economic development, food,
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