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The legal syste~ o· l1e USA~ .· · m- jor . jnst um nt o ·h d eta o h 

0 the capitalist c ass. They designed it ·to rotect ... ho·r r·va e omer 
of the m~ans of reduction and to control and repress the ior er I 

C 

-

egitimizes starvation in the midst of • lenty and masr-- murder of o"T\,,,r 
people . . • • 

Now th~t the coop struggle has intensified, some people are tu nin • o 
the a italist legal system to gain control of the coops , to establ s ~ ei • 
=leg~~ ownership and repress or push out their political opponent 

w a e 

B calling on the cops, the courts and the big corporations to ca~r· ou~ 
the interests of one si·de in the warehouse struggle, these people sho ·1e iJ oae 

• 
power they respect. Now, we see the same government/legalist po ,er as in 
the wierdly complicated proposal that came out of the 3rd Force- PRB '' ri i ng 
c o m.m j t t e e '' . · • 

If this Legalist proposal is adopt.ed, it will definitely transform .., .... _e 
coops---backwards. Before the present struggle, the coops existed in a ~ 

of confused attempt to create socialist relationships of production for a 
small group. But the Legalist prpposal means abandoning the attempt to~ e 
a progressive force and going backwa~ds to capitalist relations of production . 

We are at a crossroads similar .to the one the old coops went thro g i 
the 1930 1 s, when financial and leg,al advantages were tl1rown to a fe 
c~pitalist-front elements to help them push out the revolutionary farmers 

, 

and worl-cers and become· a safe, respectable, non-threaten·ing business. 
Now that this element has surfaced in the coop struggle, the work of 

analysis that ll1as begun by the Coop Organization can be refined and mo ed 
forward. Although the emergence of a clear reactionary tendency was 
predictable (''if the coops do not advance to . a higher level of struggle, 
they will retreat and become reactionary'') the exact nature of this tendency 
could not be defined.in the abstract. It could only be define~ in living 

practice, as the forces showed their hand in th~ course of the struggle. 
As of now, four major trends are in evid~rtce: (1) the Legalists, 

(2) the Utopian Socialists, (3) the Anarchists, (4) the ~1ar.xist-Leninists. 
The progressivo forces in this situation arc the last 3. 

• • 

1. The Legalists. They are now the dominant force that the progressive 
elements have to contend v1ith. • ; • 

• 

They have gotten organized. But they have turned, not to organizing th 
oppressed, or even to organizing the ''counter-culture 1'' _, but to organi i 11 

bankers, corporate management, lawyers, courts, police and now even 
management consultant firms that deal with labor proble1ns to •be on • 

their side and help them get their way. . 
Firing people for political reasons is another sign of this tendency. 

(Using business ownership as a weapon,) , 
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• e a . !''3 il ally ng with wl1oover s0emed j J.to th y v1ou .. d got tho up_ . • - anr 
6111 if tl1ey the1nsolves wn11t to mov iiho coo s in this TJog-.9. i t r c ... io 
or if tl1ey arc tryi11g to use (nnd bo r1g used by) the Lee;a.11st ae:·., or1 • 

Other 3rd Fo1"'ce1 s -hav·o remni 1.od . n th r.ogr o s • vo camp. 
• -~ . , 

2 The Utopian Socialists. They esaentia ly want to keop·the coo J ~ 
way they were (so do some of the Anarchiots), but many of them are no 0 

• 

• 

the need f'or change. We want to make it c·lear tho.t in spite of the ne O 8 

critic~sm that has been made of the Utopian Socia11st tondency , th~s tren- a· 
been a progressive force in bringing the coops ' to where the_y are no~,. ..i.. e 
Utopian Socialists have ce5nsistent·1·y taken a position ~g~ip,~t tne c~pitali.s~ 

system. They have put their resou~ces into the coops to fur~her their ide • • 
of an alternative system. Th·ey saw· the coops as being 'i ri the center of _ 
things , ~he decisive element in building a new society. The disagreement 
that we , the Ma.,rxist Leninists, have had \vith this trend has ot b_een . - . .. .. -

socialism, but utopian thinking and pi"'actice. • • • _ 
As the struggle advances, many _ Utopian _Socialists 8:re moving closer to 

a r ·evolutionary socialis_t perspective. ·.- : • 
• • . . 

3. The Anarchists. ,They and the l'1a.rxist-Leninists have been the only two 
groups -with a formulated set of principles coming_. from · systematic study 0 f 

revo1u.tio11ary theory and practice • . · Tl1.ey, too., have opposed legal. repression 
of' political activists and the .. legalist proposal. 

Vfuile we don 1t agree .. with the Anarchist 9-nalysis, -tp.ey, too, . eonsider ,: 
themselves political-revolut:Lonaries. If they are ·se:r1:ou.s about this and 

~ 

a ctually struggle to build a r-evqlut.ionary . n1ovement, tlie test of practice 
\vill determine the c·orrectn,ess -and incorrecne~s of · Gur understandings. -

As \Ve have struggled to develop str.u_ctures that wou).d move the coops 
ahead in a revolutionary direction, the Anarchist group an~ the CO have 
cooe up with some fairly simi·lar proposals. . • •. 

• 

• • • • • • 

4. The Marxist-L~ninists. This group ·has bee.n represented by the CO 2 

but there are others who would also fit into . it. We do not think ·a ne,v 
and better socie.ty. for the m~sse~ f oppr~ssod . people is possible without . 
overthrowing the present · capitalist ruling class · and all .. i~.:S s_tructures . 

• 

and replacing them with a different system rtln· by .the w.orker.s. Many 
people talk about ''revolution''. But we n1ust think seriously about what 
it oeans. There's two basic classes: dwners (capitalists) ··and worlcers. 
Now the society is . run by a dictatorship of the owners·, operating as a 
class. By revolu.tion we mean that the ~orkers take the _po·,ver away fron.1 

• 

the owners. Millions of worker_s, part~-cularly in the cri tica.l brunches of 
production, must get organized, along with all other. oppressed people. 
If any group, Anarchist, · 3rd Force, NA!1, coops, or CO, can't rally 
revolutionary \vorkcrs, there Is sooething v1rong with \Vhat they o.re doing 

and they better change it. Practice is -the test. : 
Hard-core grass.-.roots organizing will move· us ahead. · We · can't do· it 

by supporting and joining up \vith a legal system set up to repress us . 

Pau - McCluskey Dean Zinnerman 
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