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IHTRODUCTIO

This paper is not only an update from the standpoint of bringing
the events of the coop struzgle more up to date. It is also an up-
date of our analysis of those events. As the contradictions in the
coop.system have developed and intensif;ed, we can see more deeply
the meaning of phenomena that were previously understood on a more
superficial level. I'or instance, what was the significance of the
economic success of :orth Country Coop, and how did it affect the
hippie's world outlook? And why was the P3B established?

svents do not Jjust happen. One must look for the causes in the

material conditions of life.

P A S S L e ———

"There are maily contradictions in the process of development of
a complex thing~, and one of them is necessarily the principal contra-
diction whose existence and development determine or influence the
existence and development of the other contradictions."

"ot only does the whole process of the movement of opposites
in the development of a thing, both in their interconnections and in
each of the aspects, have particular features to which we must give
atteﬁtion, but each sta%e in the process has its particular features
w0 which we must ;ive attention, too. If people do not pay atteht-
ion to the sta;es in the process of development of a thing, they

cannot deal with its contradictions properly." -llao
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The coop stores emerged from the latter days of the anti-war
movement and the heginning of the anti-imperialist movement. What
is the difference between these two movements?

1. T™he nrolitical nlatform of the anti-war movement was "male
peace without war" or "make love not war". The anti-war movement
was essentially a peace movement. Although the initial thrust of
the anti-war movement was an anti-imperialist movement which was
led hy SNCC, the Student Mon-Violent Coordinating Committee.

We don't have to second guess why the anti-war movement lost
its anti-imperialist drive. It coul® only have gotten lost through
co-optation. MNevertheless, the peace movement platform reflected
its dominant class content which was the white middle and upper

class. The political character of this platform was bourdeois

idealism, mqralisb and escapisn which purnosefully preveliter, the
anti-war rovement from taking a political position oh U.S. irperial-
ism not only in Viet Mam hut around the world.

| Rourgeois influence was indemr? a factor in restricting verhal
and material support to the Victnamese people's struggle against

1.S. imperialism. However, there is also a material hasis for the

limited support. 1In lookina at the class relations in the mode of

L
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production, we see the white working class and the petty hourgeoisie
as well as the hourgeoisie who henefit directly from U.S. imnerial-
ism. Considering the dominant class content in the anti-war
movement, how could the anti-war movement members take a class
position against the capitalist class which is responsihle for the
movement members' privileged nosition in the class relations in
production?

2. 1In contrast to the anti-war movement, the anti-imnperialist
movement is based on an ideological foundation which encompasses

ideologies of the working class strugqgle.
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The birth and material existence of the anti-imperialist

movement is based upon the interconnectedness of all forms of class

oporession and class econonic exploitation throughout the world.

Due to the development of the social system of capitalism, class
oppression and class economic exmloitation have only one political
character j‘imperialist. The imperialists the world over have as
their aim the repression of working class struggles because the
working class struggles the world over have as their aim the over-
throw of their class oporesscrs an? class exploiters. The dominant
class content of this movement is wor¥ing class people.

Thus, the difference hetween the two movements lies in the class
content and class orientation.

IT

Peforce the closing of the anti-war era, the objective conditions
presented anti-war activists with two choices: one, essentially they
could adopt a political stance of reformism and non-confrontation
with the imperialists; and two, thcy could work to transform the
anti-war movement into an anti-imperialist movement.

ithout exception, the anti-war activists in the Twin Cities
were faced.with the same objective choice. The Twin Cities anti-war
activists did'nt choose to work for the transformation of the anti-
war movemcnt into the anti-imperialist moverent. Thcre are two
causes why the anti-imperialist movement Aidn't develop in the Twin
Cities: one--the subjective cause, the dominant class content of the
anti-war movement was college students, college dropouts, professors,
and college graduates, most of whom came from the class of the rnetty
bourgeoisie. MNcedless to say, this class sector had very little in
common socially, educationally and politically with the workina

s v v v e

Ao bhe dncwement attempted to spread itself to the masses, it

ran oo

™1 on dnto dite elase contradictions. Those involved were
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either unwilliné or unables to $eize the problem of class contradiction
and deal with it; diséussions of the fai1ures were always a demoral-
ized, beating-around-the-bush sort of affair, turning on each others
petty problems as a means of avoiding the real issues. Throuochout
the entire period, the movement failed repeatedly on several scores--

et - 1L p ool understand class analysis and their own class position;

o e -

failure to ally with and ta¥e direction from the working class
struggles; failure to approach politics in an organized, systematic
manner. The movement's inabhility to produce results led to its
demise as an organized. forca. Its memhership split off into two
hasic directions:
l. TIsolated, ultra-left underground - Weatherman. Theory was that
the ultraleft underground would serve as the vanguard to show every-
one else the way. 1In reality, being that far left and underaground
created a convenient buffer space between the political "cadre"
and the working masses, so that the class contradictions there
could be more ecasily ignored. This is an analysis of the political
situation at the time of the SNE split into ¥eatherman and PL.
20, Fippie counterculture and women's. liberation movement. Roth
~-blamed.the movement on ipdividuals personal shortcomings - rmale
chauvinisﬁ, laziness, lack of initiative, lack of spirit - and |
saw revolution as a process of inwérd personal and spiritual devel-
opment. To bhe sure, many of thesc wcre real problems, but they
were not the primary cause of the movement's failure. M™uch of the
criticism and discussion at this pcint manifested itself in person-
ality trips, backhiting, etc. 2nalysis and theory continued to re-
volve around inﬂiviéuals and leaders. The solutions arrived at
by this group continued to be Aetached from the working ¢lass.

This is what led up to the hippie coops.
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Reason numher two for why the ant1 1moer1allst movement dldn t

develop in the Twin Cities, the objectlve cause..the materlal

T

condltlon of the wh1+e worklnq class wasn t ‘at the p01nt of economlc

det@rloratlon which woula havn lod 1t to acf1ve1v seeV class sunnort

Ve

and class sollﬁar1+v across raclal anﬂ_sexual llnes.

Faceﬂ with what anpeared to he two insurmountable factofé,‘the
sub*ective an® the obhjective, the on;y ohijective chece for £he anti-
war activists to make was to afdont a volitical stance of reformism.

Their political stance tool hasically four forms of struadgle:
(2) a percent of the anti-war activists went back to join the system
hy wav of aetting hiahsalary payving jobs: (R) a nercent joined
community organizations and strictly organized around coﬁmunity
issues. e.a. tenant's rights, welfare rights, food ccops; () anééher
percent joined the hippie cult, which also got into food coops;

(D) the sepearatist women's movement pulled another nercent of anti-
wAar activists.

Due to our suhiject of study, we are only concerred with the
formation of the coons.

M. the heaginnina of the food ccons in the T™win Cities one can
see more evidence of the int@rcbnnectoﬂness of struaagles and also
the Aifferent - =nnroarhos to nolitical nrograms taken by ﬂiFferont-

lasses.-

The first coog stores in the Twin Cities were started by hiack
volitical activists who had heen influenced by the ©NCC coon move-
ment in the South. ™hese coons also haﬂ’an influonén on the form-
ation of the original %Yest Rank ‘hiprie coors. N
p However, the aprproaches of these two arouns to the program of
a coop store was Aistinctly Aifferent and reflected the FlfFﬁrenco

in class content of the two aroups.
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The hlack coons were mass-oriented proqrams that served the most
porular ¥kinds of fnods that their communities ate, while the hiprie
coops hecame more Aand more exclusivelv cult food. Ope of the earlv
coons run hy hoth hlack an® white wor¥ina class neonle anproached
Marth Country Coor for cooreration with credit on sources of food,
which is a key element in develonina a food coon and is much rore
readilv availahle to the netty rourasocisie than to the workino class.
Morth Country Coop turned them down hecause they carried "shit food".

“Morth Country Coon was the first store from which the "Coon
Movement” that we are studyinag develoned. Tt was the meraer of aroups
that had run two earlier stores: People's Pantry, which was a private
rosession of the hirpie cult, and True Grits, which was like a rea-
ular grocery store, set ur hy anti-war activists whose orientation
was "community oraganizinag”. Morth Country Coor wAas oriainally
conceived by the True Grits activists as a "community arocecry store"
which would@ stock all kinds of food and apneal to all kinds of
peonle, but it was soon taven over hy the Peorle's Pantryv hinnies.
Historical evidence has shown that these himmies were anti-workinag-
class And that ander their control Yorth Countrv Coop was run fore-
most to serve the hiprie community Aand secondlv bpprqoois college
students.

The hippies nlayed A major role in the develoonmert of Vorth
Country rnoon. Mevertheless, the hippies were self-oriented and iﬂoai—
istic Aanarchis*ts. They stood opposer to two of the most fundamental
weapons that the working class cherished the most: organization
and discipline.

Being self-oriented, the hippies acted oprnortunistically in un;3~
cuttina the oriaginal plan to stock Morth Country to further. their

selfish ends.




The question of what line of foods will the coons carry has
always been a class question hut it has always been disgquised as a
health question. The class nature of the food question in some casés
has heeh‘verv clear and at other times the class nature has bheen
submerged in issﬁes wﬁicﬁ were and are secondary.

Ironically, the food question has always been resolved by class
strugqgle. fhe élass strﬁqdlé over the line of food was very apparent
while in the process of setting up Morth Country Coop. ™he food "
qﬁeétidn ié'a class qﬁesfioﬂwaﬁdﬁﬁot:a health question. This was
v TAent 2h the‘first Soos sl on s b remained until today
with A mﬁCh wider scope of the class strugale.

;he first two line Stfﬁqdlé'toék nlace over what class forces
ware aoina to control Vértﬁ Counﬁty,‘ The choice was hetween the
self-oriented idealist hipnies or other forces who remresented the
com%ﬁni‘i? intorest by pushing for A wide line of fooods whith work-
ing néobieﬁQére>accustomed to éatino.-

The first coor struggle over the food auestion resulted in def-
eating the oriqginal line of éféﬁ?inq processed foods. From this
victory.ghé”pufe food.liﬁe aas established throughout the coops for
TAber of vears without ckéilehqe.

This victory for the hippies can he attributed to two factors:
one, they were more étfonély"orqanized”than the forces that repre-

L]

sented "cormmunity," and two, althoucdh'the hippies were idealistic,
their arguments over the pure food line were very powerful:  apd per-
suasive hecause they dealt with tha fooA gquestion as a health aques-

tion.

"Hence, in order not fo finA (oneself) in the position of idle
dreamers (one) must not hase (cne's) activities on abhstract 'prin-
ciples of human reason', hut on the concrete conditions of the mater-
ial life of society, as the determinina force of social development;
not on the good wishes of 'areat men', hut on the real needs of de-

g




velopment of the material life of society.”

In spite of the fact that Morth Country didn't carry processed
foods, it still met a material need of many working class people by
selling cheap fooAd.

In this connectioh, the hippies had not planned or anticipated
the great number of people that Morth Country attracted.

On account of Morth Country having met an economic need of work-
inag class neorle, which was completply.unintentional, the anarchistic
political beliefs of the hippies changed radically. Although the .
hippies maintained their style an? mannerisrs, their approach to po-
litical work changed to that of utcopian socialists.

22 4t

"It is not the consciousness of men that determines their being,
hut, on the contrary, their social being that determines their con-
sciousness.”

This qualitative change of the hippies rolitical bheliefs demands
our careful study.. In understanding the Adialectical materialist law
of development which s£;£e;>tﬁét "oxtq;nal,causes are ;he condition
ofwchéhéenénd intérnal causes are the hﬂEii of‘chanqe", we cAn say
w1th Dr90151on that the economic success of TMorth Pouﬂ+rv Poop (the
external condltlon.bad a nrofound 1mnact on the hlnDlPs polltlcal
ﬂlSSlon in furtherina the destructlnn of mononolv canltallsm.

| The 1nternal basis of this chanqo was that (1) the hippies did
not possess a scientific revolutionary theory to guide their practice;
(2) furthermore, they ha? an unresclved internal class contradiction.
Therefore the phenqmepal,gqqnoyip success of Morth Country caqsed
the hippies to formulate a:falsé”éonception of themselves.. They
thought and acted as if they were the standard-bearers of a new

society. This misformulated concention of themselves is derived from
2
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the world outlook of idealism which is ccnnected in practice to

metaphysics. Their world ocutlook led them to see themselves not as

part of a process in changing society, but as an external force oper;-

ating on the process of changing society. In this connection, their
ideas and plans weren‘t reflective cof any social laws of capitalist
development. Conseguently, their plans were based on their subjec-
tivism and therefore their plans and theories did not fit objective
reality.

The North Country experience gave the hippies a new political
perspective of themselves. To denote this new political change, we
will now label the hippies Utopian Socialists.;ﬂUtopian socialism is
an inaccurate term to give them kecause it doesn't fully describe
their essence. The inaccuracy of the term as it applies to them
is the fact that fhéy don't adhere to any formulated social theories

to justify their social practice.. Bowever, their practice and ideal-

istic aims resemble utapian socialism. %&

7 )
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"The nature of a thing is determined mainly by the principal
aspect of a contradiction, the aspect which has gained the dominant
position."
-Mao
The capitalist law of expansion and re-investment wasn't the

motivating factor in the utopian socialist call for coop expansion.

This law became operative when the warehouse was established. Eow-
ever, another economic law was'operative in the early stages of
North Country Coop. This was the law of supply and demand. The
‘economic law of supply and demand was in direct contradiction to the
law of expansion and reinvestment. Fxpansion and reinvestment was
represented by the utopian socialists‘becaﬁse of their social -
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mission to the world. On the other hand, supply and demand was rep-
resented by the hippies who did not become utopian socialists but
who were self-oriented and self-serving (hereafter called the petit
bourgeois escapists) who used the food question to regulate supply
and demand. That is, by not carrying the food people eat one reg-
ulates demand.

Under the leadership of the utopian socialists, the coop move-
ment developed and expanded. After having established the People's
Wwarehouse, the capitalist law of economic survival became operative,
the law of expansion and reinvestment, and has henceforth pl ayed a
decisive influential factor in the political work of the utopian
socialists.

However, centralization demands unification. If viewed as a
whole, centralization without unification is fragmentation and dis-
organization which leads to economic decay.

Being motivated by the economic law of survival, the utopian
socialists in their efforts to unify the coop system organized the
All Coop Meeting. The ACM was originally set up in the hopes of
attracting money for expansion plans by consolidating all the
economic power of the whole coop system. The utopian socialists'
organizing efforts failed because of the contradictory political
tendencies which had competing material interests in the coop
movement, namely the Isolationists, Petty Bourgeois Escapists,
Petty Capitalists, and Utopian Socialists.

"If in any process there are a number of contradictions, one
of them must be the principal contradiction playing the leading
and decisive role, while the rest occupy a secondary and subordi-
nate position.”

The primary reason why the coop unification effort failed is

10




because there wasn't ideblogical unity, the essential ingredient

to organizational unity.

Still being motivated by the economic law of survival, the -
utopian socialists in their second effort to unify the coop system
organized the PRB (Policy Review Board).

All historical evidences point to the fact that the utopian
socialists knew that there was no hope of building ideological
unity with their opposition. In addition, the coop movement had
brought into its thrust an increased number of working class people
who vehemently detested the hippieness nature of the stores.

It is by no means an accident that the utopian socialists
organized the PRB around out of town coops. The out of town coops
were the only unified political base of the utopian socialists,
because their existence depended on the warehouse both in getting
organized and for their source of food.

For anyone to think that the utoprian socialists were on a
power trip, you will, in fact, miss the dynamism of the coop move-
ment. What the utopian socialists wanted the most was unification
which would bave produced political clarity for the coop movement.
It was abundantly clear to them that the majority of inner city
cnops didn't want unification, nor did they want political clarity
for the coqp:struggle. Apparently all they wanted was to "eat
brown rice and do their thing."”

The utopian socialists knew that political clarity could only
come from an organized and unified body. One of the intents of the
PRB was to help create political direction and clarity for the
coop movement. If there is any major questicn concerning this
statement of fact ﬁhen the CO will welcome the épportunity to dis-

cuss or debate anything stated to the contrary.
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There is a fundamen£a1 gross misconception running around in
DANC and in the ACA of why the PRB was created. (That is, as the
supreme ruling body of the coop system.) We want to speak very
precisely and to the point on the two aspects of the PRB. But
first we want to pause, to acknowledge the fact that the utopian
socialists were very confused on forms of organization, but they
were not confused about their intent. They were serious about
their mission to cha nge the world, and were continually frustra-
ted by the disunity and escapism that characterized the majority of
the Minneapolis coops. However, they did not know how to go about
Aeveloping ideolecgical unity.

The first aspect of the PRB. The PRR was a democratic cen-
tralist form of organization. The warehouse collective functioned
.as centralized leadership for the coop system. In relation to the
centralized leadership. the PRB was mistaken to be the organiza-
éional base. For the utopian socialists to mistake the PRB as the
organizational base was an indicaticn of their lack of theoretical
clarity on democratic centralism.

But their lack of understanding is secondary. Their primary
source of organizational confusion is that there was an absence of
ideological unity in their midst. It must be noted that ideologi-
cal unity transcends political unity, because political unity only
comes about out .of necessity. Proletarian ideological unity
depends:.upon Mérkist-neﬁinist principles as the essential ingre-
dients in maintaining one-ness of committment to a socialist

workers revolution. On the other hand, political unity is not

N—

absolute. Political unity is always conditional depending on
time, place and conditions. Political unity is based on alliances

which are usually established out of expediency and necessity.
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The kind of democratic centralism the utopian socialists were

practicing was self-serving and self-oriented. Although democracy

o ey,

was put into practice in the PRB, it was not heing practiced in the

individual coop. stores. This fact speaks to the absence of or-

ganizational unity. There is a fectual reason why democracy wasn't
practices at the base level of the coops. This was because there
wasn't ideological unity between. the leadership of the stores,
petty bourgeois reactionaries, and the base ~-- the customers.

Hence this was the shortccocming of the utopian socialist brand of
democratic centralism.

The second aspect of the PRB. The PRB was set up to serve as

a legal front in order to deal with the legal problems of the
People's Warehouse, Inc. in its relationaship to the whole coop
system.

The PRB had a double function: 1. On account of the eccnomic
growth of the coop system the PRR served as a legal shield. This
legal shield was only as strong and can only be as strong as the
degree of political unity. 2. Not being able to build ideologi-
cal unity, the utopian socialists succeeded in building political
untiy with its opposition. The material basis of this unity stems
from the fact that all political tendencies had an invested interest
in the coops, for whatever reason; and it is precisely this fact
that compelled them to rallyvunder the lejal shield - the PRR.

(~——— Why did the PRB succeed.in rallying the coop system whereas
the All Coop Meeting failed? This was because the All Coop Meeting
could only operate on ideological unity, which was impossible;
while the PRB could offer a material basis for political unity,

which was economic benefits and legal protection.

It was out of legal necessity that the PRB served as a unifying

force.
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— Whenever there is an ahsence of ideological unity, political
unity only comes about out of political necessity and when the
material basis of this unity islremoved, the internal struggle of

L it it \[
opposites continues toward its }=s®l course.

& v

To review: The food question has always been a class question,

not a health question. The food question was proven to be a class
question in the inception of the first hippie coop store when the
hippies organized and defeated the original plan of Morth Country
Coop which was intended to be established on the order of a regular
grocery store.

The impact of North Country's economic success was so phenome-
nal that it caused a radical change in the world outlook of the
hippies. The external factor helped change the hippies self-orien-
tation to social revolutionaries of a new movement, the coop
movement.

As a result of not having embraced a revolutionary social
theory and not being grounded in the working class, the hippies
were led to adopt a false conception of themselves. They saw
themselves as the vanguard of a new society. The material ééééé
of their false conception of themselves resembles that of the
utopian socialists.

Having taken the forefront in advancing the coop movement, the
utpoian socialists were entrusted, by the political and economic
realities, with the task to expand, centralize and unify the
coop movement.

Having met failure in their attempt to ideologically unify
the coop movement in the All Coop Meeting, the utopian socialists
out of economic necessity organized the PRB for two reasons:

(1) to give shape, form and legal protection to the rapidly
1la




expanding coop program and (2) as a form of organization to conso-
lidate and strengthen political untiy in the coop movement.

The existence of the PRB's dual purpose attests to the fact
that the utopian socialists failed ideologically to unify the
coop movement. Their failure doesn't negate the necessity or the
inevitability of a legal form to protect the coop system. Never-
theless, the failure to unify the coop system ideologically made
ideological struggle in coop expansion and development inevitable.
Moreover, the material conditions which give rise to social move-
ments will inevitably reflect the class ideology of those material
conditions. The People's Warehouse is a case in point.

VI

We will now examine aspects of the By-laws of Incorporation of
the People's Waréhouse which have relevance to our discussion on
the PRB. First the Preamble.
"The People's Warehouse at the time of incorporation and at the
time of the adoption of these bylaws is a living, functioning
entity, which has come to be what it js through an organic process
of growth, and has changed and adapted itself to the needs of its
community as reason and circumstance have dictated. Thus there
exists a common law -- a knowledge and a feeling in the hearts
and minds of the people who are or have been associated with the
People's Warehouse. This incorporation charter and these by-laws
are only extensions and clarifications of this common law, they
are in no way a replacement for it. Law exists only in the minds
and hearts of the people -- any set of rules or laws written down
and agreed upon can at best be only a rough approximation of real
law; and is used only as a visual aid in the discussion of the
ever changing situation."”

We think that is self-explanatory.
"A. (1) Db) The organization (coop stcre) must actively solicit
the partic ipation of all its members within the decision-making
process."”

As was pointed out, democracy was never practiced on the base
level of the coop system, but rather instead it was being observed
in the PRB.

There is only one historical reason why democracy wasn't
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practiced on the base level - ideological disunity between the
leadersﬁip of the stores and the.base, the customers. In a few
cases organizers from the coép'movemeht went into neighborhood com-
munities and actively organized around setting up coop stores.
After financial support and physical labor waé gained in setting
up the stores, the administrative positions were help on to by
whatever political tendency, petty bourgeois capitalists, anarchist,
escapists, etc. was dominant in the process of setting up the
store. Needless to say that these p¢clitical tendencies had their
own built-in self interests, thereby constituting opposition to
the practice of democratic centralism.

In order to perpetuate their control of the coop stores, they
erected the smokescreen of community control.

But "community control" was never defined as to what community
Qasﬁallowed to control - black, Indian, middle class whites, etc -

until the Beanery workers defined their base of legitimacy - the

hard core working class. Having not defined what community they
were for, the petty bourgeois leadership of the coop stores made

it very clear what community they were not for: "... the community
which they have alienated, a community which is not cmmposed of
thier class, and a community which they have utter class contempt
for -- this community is the working class."

It is of historical importance to note that before the PRB
was organized, the concept of community control served as a pro-
tective cover for individual stores against the external legal

forces of the state as well as for soliciting external support.

"(c) Any salaries shall be determined in a public democratic
manner based on the principle, each according to one's needs."

This is a joke. No matter what class clique controlled the
stores, it made personal use of profits generated by'the store.

16




After all, since democracy wasn't practiced and since they were in
control of the store, why did they have to go through a fake demo-
cratic motion to get what they already had?

"B) Representatives to the Board.

(1) Each member shall select, in a fair and democratic manner,

two representatives to be on the Policy Review Board.

b) In the interest of eradicating lireaucratic centralism,
each member is strongly urged to show good faith by selec*-~
ing at least one representative who is not a salaried
worker of the member organization to sit on the Policy
Review Board.*"

We stated that the warehouse collective and the PRB practiced
democratic centralism insofar as it was self-serving self-perpetu-
ating. We used the term democratic centralism to demonstrate that
the concept was partially being practiced before the Coop Organiza-
tion theoretically introduced it.

Wwithout the fear of being misunderstood, we can now say that
democratic centralism was used incorrectly. However, bureaucratic
centralism is descriptive of the PRB's practice. Bureaucratic
centralism was practiced in the class cliques whc administered the
stores and was carried up .to the PRR. Contrary to bureaucratic
centralism, democratic centralism must have an ideological basis
of unity before it can properly bec practiced.

In this regard there are only two forms of democracy, they are
bourgeois and proletariat. Either you will practice democracy frcm
the standpoint of working class idologies which are:anti-male domi-
nation of women, anti-racism, anti-sccial oppresion and anti-eco-
nomic exploitation; or from the monopoly capitalist point of view
which is pro male chauvinism, pro racism, pro social oppression
and pro economic exploitation. The coops might have paid lip ser-
vice to the correct ideology but in practice they were anti-workinz

class. Without being unified arcund the working class ideologies,
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how could the cocps practicé demeocratic centralism? The question
all cocp stores must ask is, in whose class interest does bhureau-
cratic centralism serve and in whose class interest dnes democratic
centralism serve? Without a doubt,; one denotes social progress

*
and the other constitutes a road block to social progress.

VII

"Nevertheless, the failure to unify the coop movement ideolog-
ically precluded in the process of conp expansion and development
that ideological struggle was inevitable.’

The by-laws, the PRB, bureaucratic centralism, alliances of
political unity among the various political tendencies were by no
means a substitute for ideological unity in the coop system.

There were numerous manifestations that the cocp system was
beginning to stagnate because of the abhsence of ideolngical unity
and theroetical guidance.

Some members of the CO made a concrete analysis of what was the
missing ingredient in the coop movement and then procceded system-
atically to build ideological unity with working class elements and
petit bourgeois clements Who pledged their allegiance to the work-

ing class struggle.

The CO has consistently built ideological unity through system-
atic studyigzq%iass practice. The CO has consistently armed pro-
gressives with the scientific tool cf analyzing, the dialectical
method. The strength ¢of the CO lies in its members thinking dia-
lectically, practicing criticism, discussion and self, criticism,
and most importantly, going out and organizaing the working masses.

VIII
The CO knew cn the first day before it started organizing that

there were counter-revolutionaries strongly entrenched in the coop
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system who strongly oppcsed selling cheap and nutritional foods of
all kinds which would directly benefit the poor and working class
people.

Thus far, in the process of the coop struggle, these counter-
revolutionaries develcoped into right wingers and class enemies of
the working class.

As an organization we will be the first to acknowledge our
organizational mistakes and errors, but ideologically we have yet
to hear a principled criticism from our opposition.

IX

"To know your history and to act accordingly is to be revolu-
tionary "

The CO has based its existence on the working class struggle
in its fight to overthrow moncpoly capitalism and to establish dem-
ocracy under the socialist state of workers control and ownership
of the means of production.

The CO has taken the position that the food question presently
being discussed in the cornps is a larger questionvhich transcends
the coops, Twin Cities, Minnesota and the United States. The food
question ié a class question. To illustrate this statement of fact
we ask the fellowing questicon: If you are an unemployed worker
and your worker's insurance has run out and you don't have a job,
how can you eat? If you have a family, or are part of a family or
4 to 6 members and if you have not gotten an increase in wages to
help fight inflation and the high cost of living, does you dollar
purchase the same amount of groceries that it did 4 months, 6
months or a year ago? Or if you are member & the Cargill family,
do you have the chcice whether to eat organic beef three times a
day or white rice with black eye beans three times a day?
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The CO still has before it the historical tasks of unifying
the coop system and making it work to serve the working class
and farmers struggles.

In carrying out its historical tasks, the CO wrote a history
paper on the history of the Twin Cities coops, and based upon coop
history wrote a proposal for restructuring the coop system. The
co also made an economic analysis of the coop in its paper called,
"Economic Facts of Life vs. Coop Fantasies.” In this paper the CO
called "for the replacement of the present leadership (utopian
socialists) with a leadership (CO) that is trained and fitted for
the task of bringing the coop system to a new level of economic
development with emphasis on employing more productive forces.”

The féllowing is a'portion from that naper:

"By not having understccd the misconception of non-profit,
coop leadership has literally attempted te create a non-profit
economic structure, the coops. As we said "non-profit is a legal
term, it serves as » mask tc divert profits into corporate fronts."
All business ventures must turn a profit if they are going to sur-
vive financially by re-investing and continual expansion.

"Is profit a social evil? We can only answer this guestion
from a class perspective; however, the question that gets to the
heart of the matter is, how is profit used? The capitalists use
profit to enrich their power and contreol over society in a very
class cliquish and counter-preoductive way that is social oppression
and economic exploitatidn. Therefere, by not having made a class
analysis, or defining profit, many codn penple have concluded that
profit is a social evil. Profit is that pertion of one's work

which hasn’'t been paid for or to-say unpaid labor. The following

is an example of how the principle of profit works: a worker goes
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to work for eight hours, out of the eight hours, 2% hours are
spent making her/his pay for the day, 3% hours go into supporting
the business cost of the employer. The last two hours are unpaid
labor. The money produced from these two hours goes directly into
the employer's pocket, this is profit. It is determined that the
use of profit is always a class use, either it will be used to
support the oppressive order of society or it will be used for the
collective benefit of society.

"We are going a step further to show that coop leadership
attempted to literally make non-profit a workable concept. It has
been ebserved many times that whenever there nccurred a sizeable
build-up of money in the bank accounts the reaction has been to
reduce the mark-up or in some other way discourage making money.
There are cases where mark-ups have arbitrarily been established
that didn't reflect any eccnomic calculation.

"Idealism and business den't miix. There are many indications
from coop leaders to discourage surplus. Needless to say, the
coop system is built on the foundation of nen-profit. As a result,
the coops are going to collapse economically. Because for any
business to survive in . this capitalistic system, it must have as
'much ready-reserve capital as it possibly can. Moreover, the
capitalist system innately goes through the cycle from an economic
boom to inflation, recession and depressicn. Each time this cycle
is repeated wealth becomes more concentrated in the hands of the
monopoly capitalists. As a result large numbers of the petty
bourgenisie are forced to join the working class and small busi-
nesses are forced to go under financially because bank loans are
next to impossible to obtain for investment and expansion. There-

fore, by cecop leadership discouraging surplus they automatically
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discourage expansion and investment. "When investment:.declines,

so do income and employment and hence also surplus itself."” Con-
sequently, the coop system is now on an economic downturn - the
beginning of an economic collapse.

"Idealism and business don't mix. Overhead cost per unit

fall as output rises. 1In the early days of the ccop history this
was the éase, but as the system grew and developed the reverse has
beccme reality. The output is falling in relation to overhead
costs, because'expenses are rising and warehouse cutput is not
rising fast enough to keep up. There is no new investment and
expansion ccnsequently the averherd costs per unit is rising. Now
it is becoming next to impossible to make the break-even point.

"Considering the possibilify that if prices remain the same
and if variable costs per unit are constant over the relevant
range - nrnFlts per un1t will rise, however, this will not save
the economic collapse of the coops because the problem lies with
the utopian socialist leadership. The coop system can be saved
and even improve, but it will require big change in policy.

"We are calling for the replacement of the present leadership
with a leadership that is trained and fitted for the task cof bring-
ing the'coop system to a new level of economic development with
emphasis on employing more productive forces."

To demonstrate how serinus we were about fulfilling our his-
torical tasks, the CO took over the People's Warehouse.

It is ironic to note that the PRB was set ur to defend the
coop system legally from the state agencies which are against
social changes and now the PRB has become reactionary. More-
over the executive board of the PRB was organized as a political
tool to suppress legitimate chan@es which are in the best interest
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of advancing the coop movement.

The executive bcard, acting under the support of the PRB,
manifested its class nature when it called upon the state, cocurts,
crrporations, i.e., Minnegasco, MSP, AT&T, to move against the CO
during the warehouse occupatien. It s decision to call upon the
state to:réﬁress the CO indicates that they fully supported
Rockefelier's decision to send state police forces into Attica.
Knowing the true nature of a pig, many CO members could hav e
gotten badly injured and killed. B®ist~ry will continue to con-
demn the cxecutive board and the PRB members for their decision.

Now, many months after tﬁe warehouse takenver, the executive
board is still planning legal action indireétiy against the
People;s Warehouse and directly against the CO. The CO has proven
by its practice that it is working in the interest of the working
class struggle. In this repsect, the warehouse ccllective was
once made up of CO workers, but now they have been replaced by
the majority of working class people. If the reactionaries make Vo
a legal move which will be detriﬁéntal to working class interest,
then we will have no other choice but to'respona-in kind with a
move which will be of equal detriment to the reactionaries.

During the warehouse takeover, the principal contradiction
changed from CO vs. utopian socialists to petty bourqgeois reac-
tionaries vs. the CO.

The intensification of the contradiction between ine CO and
the petty bourge.cis reactionaries led to the coop split. This
split manifested itself in the creation of DANC. The PW was
recently invited to take part in a public forum to discuss-the
differences between us and DANC. The following is taken from the

PW's position paper which was read at the orum:
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‘"Now we will proceed to answer the three questions this forum
has put before us:

1. Why are there two warehouses?

2. What are fﬁe differencés?

3. Why don't both sides list their grievances instead of
character assassination?

"1, BRased on the unity and struggle of oprosites, which is
a fundamental law of develépment, the two warehouses were a natural
but temporary outgrowth of a two-line struggle in the coops. This
two-line struggle is between the working class and the petty bour-
geoisie over the question of leadership and control of the coops.

"2. The differences are political differences. The most
distinct difference is the contradiction between saying and doing.

Ve all say we are opposed to monopoly capitalism, but the CO and
the People's Warehouse have demonstrated their long-range commit-
ment to the revolutionary struggle against monopoly capitalism.

" The coops will lose their revolutionary vitality and die
if they cut themselves off from the source of revolutionary vitali-
ty, the working class. The CO has not enly talked Marxism and
Leninism, it has worked actively to transform the dominant class
content of the coops from petty bourgeois to working class.

"The People's Warehouse and the other transformed coops have
responded with deeds to the requests of working class people for .
the kind of food they eat and many othef changes in the practices
and atmosphere of the coops.

"The CO has organized itself out of the Rople's Warehouse and
brought in new working class leadership and provided jobs for
working class people.

"One of the real issues right now is the re-unification of the

coops under correct and legitimate working class leadership.
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Economic laws dictate that two warehouses can't survive in the
coops and that we would be much stronger as a unified movement.
The majority of people in the coops have accepted the essence of
the new program for the coops, including popular food and allegiance
to the working class in oppositicn to monopoly capitalism. The
coops will emerge from the present struggle stronger than ever
before, and unified on a higher level, because they will be based
on the source of révolutionary life, the working class.

"3. Why don't both sides list their grievances instead of
character assassination?

"Having said that the difference between us, DANC'and PW, is
of an ideological nature, to respond to the stated gquestion with-
out preface will be to disregard our political position.

"Members and supporters of DANC have clearly shown froam their
practices what class they will side with in order to protect their
petty bourgeois class interest. BRased on their selfish interest,
the opposition to the People's Warehouse have called on the bour-
geois legal system to repress the legitimate working class forces
in the People's Warehouse. We all know that the bourgeois legal
system was set up as a tool to suppress and repress all revolution-
ary forms of struggle. And yet DANC members are continuing to
hold the threat of legal action over the People's Warehouse like a
club.

"By DANC ha&ing used and using the bourgeois repressive tool,
the legal system, to suppress defined working class interest, we
clearly see DANC as a class enemy of the working class.

"The PW as well as all transformed coops have embraced demo-
cratic centralism as the only correct method by which the working
class can resolve its internal contradictions without relying on

the repressive tool of the legal system to settle its internal
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differences.

"In contrast, DANC relies on the class enemy of the working
class, the bourgeois legal system. In addition, their opportunis-
tic leadership seeks to operate as individuals, without submitting

to organizational discipline and criticism. This is a fundamental

ideological contradiction.”

In the CO's restructuring proposal, we proposed to bring
about democratic centralism as fcllows:

"Democratic centralism can only be practiced in revolutionary
organizations and communist parties. Democratic Centralism: Cen-
tralism is the collectivization of leadership; this is to say,
'quality takes precedence over number, thereby guaranteeing sound-
ness and solidity to its organizaticnal structure'. Democracy
is the freedom of the body of an organization and its mass base to
criticize policies and proqrams frbh a socialist point of view,
'starting from the desire for unity, distinguishing between right
and wrong through criticism or struggle, and arriving at a new

unity on a new basis' ~ new policies and programs."

WORKERS ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
(centralized leadership)

Farm i Production . . i | Purchasinﬁ
Committei// ! Coommittee -1 Committee
Coop Expansion 1str1butlon Food
| Committcsz Committee‘ Committee
farmers warehouse coop stores

= 5
\§§§§§~‘- i ?k cugtomers

2 \\ / g

(democracy being practiced)
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In the days ahead, the CO will be working towards unifying
the coop system ideologically, in order to institute democratic
centralism. ZAfter democratic centralism is instituted, the CO
would still have served its historical tasks and it would then
disband or run a very high risk of being rejected by new forces

which will represent forward motion - the future.
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