
Support Kshama Sawant?
One key to understanding these articles is the first reason 
they give to oppose Sawant's campaign in the joint 
statement. The campaign "promotes the idea that the 
electoral system is where this struggle can take place. This 
is the illusion that must be destroyed. Workers should not 
be subjected to begging for representatives to help them in 
a system where “democracy” is actually a managed 
popularity contest controlled by big business." 

In other words, the authors oppose any participation in 
political elections on the grounds that it cannot overthrow 
capitalism. I think this makes a jump in logic that is 
incorrect; it ties together two ideas that are correct on their 
own, but don't necessarily lead to the conclusion the author 
makes.

Struggle for “Hearts and Minds”
What the writers ignore is that while action in the streets 
and on the job is a vital ingredient, by itself it's 
insufficient. There is a struggle for the "hearts and minds" 
of the working class that goes on every day. In other 
words, a propaganda war, which is carried out in the 
newspapers, on TV, the radio, churches, movies, etc. But 
this propaganda war is also carried out through the 
electoral process. There is a reason why every power 
around collaborates to confine the presidential "debates" to 
being between the Democratic and Republican candidates. 

Well, there was one exception: When the multibillionaire 
capitalist Ross Perot ran, he was included. Just imagine if 
there were a real alternative, a working class alternative, 
included in those debates. I think it would have a huge 
effect on the consciousness of  working class people. I 
think the same is true for the Sawant campaign, but to a 
much smaller degree of course.

Participating in capitalist elections cannot overthrow 
capitalism. But then, neither can organizing unions. So do 
we condemn that too?

Use of Big Business Media
The paper condemns Sawant for writing something that 
indirectly leads back to an article in Bloomberg. So what? 
Should socialists ignore or not make use of what the 
capitalists say? 

Abstractions

They make all sorts of grandiose but abstract attacks, such 
as that the Sawant campaign is "about class 
collaborationism, or cooperating with the class enemy." 
But how, in what way? 

Alternatives?
And what is their alternative? One is to say, "It’s time for 
workers to unite and organize in Seattle and elsewhere to 
bring about a better life for themselves and their families." 
That sounds good, but it is meaningless.

I looked through one of the other connected web sites, the 
one "StruggleForUnifiedTheory", or some such. Almost 
the entire thing is aimed at 
other would-be revolutionaries. 
There is no apparent interest in 
reaching out to workers and 
young people who want to 
fight. In fact, the joint statement 
says as much. They write, "Our 
alternative is to talk to one 
another on a regular basis 
(their emphasis)." That is their 
interest - to talk amongst themselves.

Not Perfect
I am not saying that the Sawant campaign is perfect. There 
are some things that I think might be done differently. For 
instance, I think she should support the $15 per hour 
minimum wage campaign but also say that it's not enough, 
that we should fight for $20 per hour minimum. (Maybe 
she does, I don't know.) I also have some questions about 
the degree to which she and Socialist Alternative oppose 
the role of the hierarchy within the unions. (I should stress: 
These are merely questions.)

But those are secondary. I think the Sawant campaign 
overall has been a step forward for the working class, that 
it is overall helping raise the consciousness as well as the 
confidence of workers and young people in Seattle and 
that if she wins it would be a real breakthrough.

Ideas are fundamentally 
important, but not as pure 
abstractions.


