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I will simply begin this piece with a quote from an article 
published yesterday in The Stranger: 

“The truth is, despite her ‘Socialist Alternative’ label 
and her unapologetically lefty perspective, there is 

nothing particularly radical when it comes to the core 
of Sawant’s councilmanic agenda. Sawant was 

advocating for a $15-an-hour minimum wage a year 
ago, back before it was cool, before it was widely 
embraced by mainstream Democrats like US 

representative Adam Smith. As for the rest of her 
platform, at the risk of offending her, it is reasonable to 

say that on transit expansion, on building more 
affordable housing, on taxing the rich, on blocking coal 
trains, on expanding paid sick leave, on increasing 

civilian oversight of the police, and on many other 
issues, most of Sawant’s policy positions fit 

comfortably within the mainstream of Seattle’s 

progressive values.“ 

The Stranger is known for endorsing Democrats in local 
elections, but Kshama Sawant seems to be the exception. 
Since Sawant grabbed 35% of the vote in the August 
primary, The Stranger has published several articles on 
why Sawant’s campaign is good for working people in 
Seattle. However, the writers make it a point to note that 
Kshama Sawant’s campaign promises are nothing out of 
the ordinary. They insist, over and over again, that her 
demands are perfectly in lockstep with the mainstream of 
Seattle’s “progressive values”. 

What’s interesting about this is that Sawant wants workers 
to believe that her campaign represents a break from the 
Democratic Party. Her entire appeal has been based around 
the idea that the Democrats sell workers short, don’t 
demand enough, refuse to fight for better living standards 
for the working class, and that Sawant has the guts that the 
Democrats lack. This is why the focal point of the 
campaign has been to advocate a $15 minimum wage. 

Please note that I do not oppose a higher minimum wage. 
Nor do I oppose encouraging workers to break from the 
Democratic Party. However, I cannot support Kshama 
Sawant’s campaign, because it is built upon the same  
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Joint Statement 
by Art Franscisco, EJ Jones and Ben Seattle 

We are three activists from the Seattle-Everett area, 
with a spectrum of views on some of the most 
important questions of our time.  We do not 
necessarily agree even on such simple questions as  
whether or not we would like to see Kshama elected.  
But we are all agreed that the Kashama Sawant 
campaign is being advertized by The Stranger, with 
support from the local trade union bureaucrats, as if it 
were something different (and more) than it really is.  
And we are all agreed that activists who are serious 
about creating a better world deserve to know (and 
need to know) what her campaign represents--which 
is politics-as-usual (with a twist) as our current ruling 
class, the bourgeoisie, creates a defensive political 
barrier against the class struggle they know will 
intensify as austerity deepens.. 

Some people ask us what our alternative is if we are not 
terribly excited about the Kshama campaign.  Our  
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No Way to Victory – Continued from front page 

illusions as any progressive Democratic candidate. There 
are multiple issues I have with a self-described “socialist” 
running a campaign for city council. 

1. Gives workers false ideas 
about the electoral system. 

While the campaign may have wonderful intentions, and 
offers reforms that could improve the lives of workers, it 
sets a precedent for those struggling for a better world. It 
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. By engaging in an electoral 
campaign, Sawant is actually perpetuating the illusion that 
the political system is truly democratic and that workers 
have the same leverage as business owners. Sawant would 
have workers believe that if they elect her, she will fight 
for better living standards on their behalf. That is, after all, 
what all politicians would have workers believe. The 
reason this doesn’t ever seem to happen is because in a 
political structure designed to operate in the interests of 
business, any politician who offers the slightest opposition 
to those interests is either corrupted by the system or 
simply not re-elected. Sawant’s ability to have any 
practical effect on Seattle’s public policy would be very 
limited. Only the working class themselves can organize 
and struggle for radical change, and that struggle must be 
independent of any political party or campaign. 

2. Sawant’s demands fail to distinguish  
her from the Democratic Party. 

The key demand the Sawant campaign has centered around 
is the $15 minimum wage. It seems to be a reasonable 
proposal, but the reasons why Sawant wants to raise the 
minimum wage are a bit revealing. On the campaign 
website,www.votesawant.org, there are multiple links to 
articles supporting Sawant’s $15 an hour proposal. One of 
those links leads to a Bloomberg article, published June 19, 
titled “The Capitalist’s Case for a $15 Minimum 
Wage”.  This is very concerning, because Sawant is 
perpetuating yet another illusion; the illusion that struggle 
should take place only when workers and capitalists have 
unified interests. This is the same illusion that the 
Democratic Party represents. They support unions, as long 
as said unions stay within reasonable boundaries of what 
the bosses want. They support raising wages, as long as it 
might help the bottom line of some business.  If Kshama 
Sawant really wants to distinguish her campaign from the 
Democrats, then she shouldn’t be appealing to small-time 
capitalists who make the case for a higher wage, but 
instead she should be going to workers and asking them to 
voice their concerns. It’s also important to note that the 

Democratic Party has already shown their willingness to 
raise the minimum wage this year. Democrats in congress 
proposed the Fair Minimum Wage Act of 2013, which is 
not far from Kshama Sawant’s proposal for Seattle when 
calculated by percentage increase. 

3. The campaign’s secondary  
demands are unattainable. 

The Sawant campaign also has a list of other goals on the 
campaign website. Some of those include the following: 
* End corporate welfare. Tax freeloading corporations. 
Reduce the unfair tax burden on small businesses, 

homeowners & workers. 
* End homelessness in Seattle. Fully fund services for the 
disabled, veterans, seniors, & families in crisis. 
* Unionize Amazon, Starbucks & low-paid service 
workers. 

It’s a bit unclear what Sawant’s plan of action is to end 
corporate welfare and homelessness. Such broad language 
really calls into question the sincerity and honesty of the 
campaign. Does Sawant truly believe that a lone socialist in 
the Seattle city council will be able to end corporate 
welfare and homelessness? As an economic professor, she 
must understand herself that such problems stem from 
neoliberal capitalism and its inherent contradictions. 
Unionizing Amazon and Starbucks is a wonderful and 
novel idea, but as much as I hate to quote The Stranger 
article again, I feel it’s necessary: 

“Sure, if you really push her on the subject, she’ll make 

a cogent economic argument for, say, collectivizing 
Amazon, so I guess there’s that. But she’s not running 
on it, and she freely acknowledges that it’s not going to 

happen, so it’s not like ‘seizing control of the means of 
production’ makes Sawant’s list of legislative 

priorities.” 

Now that is telling! The Stranger seems to come right out 
and say it. Sawant’s campaign represents nothing new. 
She’s not particularly concerned with the cause of 
socialism, which would give workers real power in the 
workplace and political system; rather, she is concerned 
with mild reforms which even she admits are not likely to 
happen. 

So what is the Sawant campaign all about? It’s about class 
collaborationism, or cooperating with the class enemy in 
order to advance the agenda of the Socialist Alternative. 
This is not the way forward for working people in Seattle. 
Workers deserve much better than what the existing 
political forces have to offer. Kshama Sawant’s reforms 
will mean very little in a rigged system that can adapt very 
easily to such changes. The precedent should be set for 
workers by workers. That means independent from any 
political party, organization, or campaign. 

Continued on next page 
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Continued from previous page 

While this campaign may represent well-intended 
reformism, it does not represent socialism. We are now in 
the fifth year of the Great Recession. Workers are 
continuing to face layoffs due to austerity, their wages 
continue to stagnate, and they are becoming more unable 
to meet their basic needs. This is the time for a viable 
alternative to capitalism to be offered to them. This is not 
the time to encourage them to participate in a business-
oriented political system that only serves the ruling-class. 
It’s time for workers to unite and organize in Seattle and 
elsewhere to bring about a better life for themselves and 
their families. 

EJ Jones   

http://AnarchistDaily.wordpress.com 

Key to Victory – Continued from page 4 

Likewise, I do not believe that Sawant’s campaign 
represents a clear and present danger to the bourgeoisie, 
otherwise, we wouldn’t see monthly flattering articles with 
huge color photos in support of Sawant by the aspiring 
“Kingmaker” of Seattle such as that as president on the $15 
bill in the October 16th Stranger. Rather, the campaign 
looks like it is part of an effort to create a shield for the 
purpose of deflecting an eventual popular backlash against 
deepening austerity. 

The strategy of Socialist Alternative, and organizations like 
it, require a policy of accommodation in order to maintain 
political support. They sacrifice their political 
independence to make short term political gain, so if they 
were to ever rub the shoulders of their allies in the liberal 
bourgeois institutions the wrong way–they would commit 
“political suicide,” and so they are put into a position to tail 
the liberal section of the bourgeoisie. This is what in 
politics is called, “The carrot or the stick.” Under such 
conditions, there is little likely-hood that Sawant could do 
much once elected that contrasts with the established good 
‘ol boys in politics—she knows who butters her bread. 

What part of Sawant's campaign raises workers and 
activists consciousness beyond the level of economic 
negotiation? The key illusion Sawant presents to 
revolutionary activists is that a revolutionary workers 
movement can grow from a parliamentary campaign in a 
bourgeois democracy that may as well be organized by 
well meaning trade union leaders. Sawant's key bedrock 
demand of a $15/hour minimum wage increase (echoed by 
the SEIU), deserve a side by side comparison with similar 
proposals by the Democratic party. We need to recognize 
that by itself, trade unionism is weak if it fails to provide a 
clear perspective of our class divided society to workers 
and their need to overthrow their exploiters. How can we 
do this while collaborating with the exploiting class?  ►►  

Joint Statement – Continued from front page 

alternative is to talk to one another on a regular basis 
about the principles we believe are most important for the 
development of the revolutionary movement of the 
working class and oppressed, with the view that we may 
learn from one another. 

And we are also discussing what we believe will be the 
central project with potential to unite all the best and most 
militant elements of the radical left: a common 
revolutionary news service that will overcome the present 
isolation of activists from one another and from the 
working class. 

Such a news service will be open to contributions from all 
activists and will put all people, all organizations, all the 
most important struggles, and analysis of all the most 
important news on, so to speak, the same page and the 
same database. 

And such a news service will give activists the right to 
challenge the rampant reformism, sectarianism, 
manipulation and ignorance that saturate our movement 
and which we must overcome. 

We invite you to read our articles and contribute your 
thoughtful comments to our blogs.  We will make our best 
effort to reply to all intelligent questions and criticism. 

EJ Jones  http://AnarchistDaily.wordpress.com 

Art Francisco http://StruggleForUnifiedTheory.wordpress.com 

Ben Seattle  http://WarForQuadrantTwo.wordpress.com 

We meet one or more times per month at the Black Coffee, 
in Seattle, usually on Sundays.  You are welcome to come 
by and introduce yourself.  We would like to meet you. 

►► Only the construction of an intelligence 
superstructure to gather, share and process information can 
develop this understanding at the rate needed to build and 
support a movement. Like Occupy that was built over 
Livestream, Facebook and Twitter, the movement to 
overthrow the bourgeoisie may be built on their successor, 
but we must work for it. 

Art Francisco 

http://StruggleForUnifiedTheory.wordpress.com 

11-01.1055    
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The key to victory, effective strategy 
and strengthening our movement 

By Art Francisco – Oct 20, 2013 

Kshama Sawant's campaign represents the liberal section 
of the bourgeoisie's consideration for approval of a "Third 
Party" to continue the illusion that things are truly 
democratic, and that we can overcome bourgeois class rule 
within the bourgeois democracy through voting.  

To better explain why institutions like the Seattle Stranger, 
the trade unions, and various "progressive" organizations 
support Sawant, we must understand the conditions that 
push them in the direction of supporting some elements—
and likewise the conditions that push them to oppose some 
elements. 

I should note that when I refer to "militant," I do not equate 
that section with a fetishism of sabotage, vandalism and 
general mischief, rather, the section that has some 
consciousness of, and opposes the trend of Social 
Democracy. It is my hope that this consciousness of and 
opposition to Social Democracy will increase with time.  

The liberal bourgeoisie will come out in support of and in 
opposition to militant elements. In August 2011, just before 
the Occupy Seattle movement went into full swing, the 
Stranger's Christopher Frizzele wrote a flattering article 
reviewing the militant paper in the city: Tides of Flame. 
Among the things Frizzelle mentions he enjoys reading, is 
the ridicule of the Seattle Police Department and local 
politicians, as well as communiques involving property 
destruction: “Anger makes for good writing, and if 
violence is a time-tested form of entertainment, Tides of 
Flame is un-look-away-from-able." The flattery is two-
fold, to shore up credibility, and to promote harmlessness.  

During the Occupy Movement in 2011 The Stranger turned 
around and politically lashed out against the militant 
section; only after a Town Hall meeting of local Social 
Democratic big wigs went sour, and Social Democratic 
leadership was rejected by the very militants it attempted to 
flatter. This lashing out would escalate across the country 
in the months after, but eventually a new page was turned.  

In the April 2013 issue of The Stranger leading up to 
Mayday to mark the anniversary of the now notorious 2012 
May 1st in downtown Seattle; it defended through Brendan 
Kiley, the now well known “black bloc tactics," that 
contradicted an earlier position from when it attacked 
Occupy in 2011.  

The Stranger writes this way because these tactics of 
directionless mischief and vandalism were not as effective 
as say, uniting the militant section as an organization, 
breaking the isolation between militants and workers, or 
exposing Social Democracy in the city. Hence, the strategy 
of desperate tactics made for a good bed time story   ►► 

Independent Movement – continued from page 5 

force our class enemy to give permission for the 

creation of a new party of liberal illusions. 

(4) And this last point helps revolutionary minded activists 
understand how we can help to push this entire process 
forward. 

We understand that the development of a new party of 

liberal illusions will help awaken broad sections of the 

population to political life.  We oppose the illusions, but 

we recognize that having people awaken to political life 

is good. 

And we also support the struggles for partial demands 
(such as a $15/hr minimum wage) that Kshama is 
promoting as part of her campaign.  The question for us is--
how can we support these struggles for partial demands 
without promoting the illusion that we can elect a savior 
who will _fight for us_ with help  from liberal institutions 
(such as The Stranger and the non-profit industrial 
complex) and the trade union bureaucrats? 

What the bourgeoisie most fears, and what will push this 
process forward, is every real step toward the 
development of an organization which represents the 

material class interests of the working class (and, in 
particular, the material need of the working class to run all 
of society) and which has made up its mind to remain 
independent of the entire trend of social-democracy  

(ie: the formal name of the political trend associated with 
the creation of liberal illusions). 

Ben Seattle   

http://WarForQuadrantTwo.wordpress.com 

►► on Frizelle’s nightstand, and Kiley's coffee table.  

These bourgeois institutions, which act in the interest and 
favor of the liberal bourgeoisie go on the offensive against 
strategy and tactics that represent a clear and present 
danger to bourgeois class rule; and when strategy and 
tactics are not opposed to bourgeois interests, they are 
ignored, or even supported. Like a game of chess between 
two great opponents, if one player makes terrible strategic 
mistake: it is not in the interest of the beneficiary to deny 
that mistake, but rather to enable and nurture that mistake. 
The militant section was targeted for a time, because it was 
steering the Occupy movement into class struggle politics. 
It was working to build Occupy as an organization opposed 
to the bourgeoisie, and to integrate economic struggles, 
such as that of the Port truck drivers and Dairygold 
workers, with the political struggles such as those fighting 
the financial oligarchs. With a section of Occupy 
continuing to sharpen their teeth on the whet stone of the 
movement, learning what was important and unimportant: 
the hone had to be eliminated. 

Continued on page 3 – (See: Key to Victory) 
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Independent Movement – continued from back page 

combination of political manuever by the established 
liberal-labor institutions (ie: "progressive" newspapers like 
The Stranger and "progressive opinion leaders" and the 
trade union bureaucrats and non-profits) backed up by 
force from the police and the national "anti-terrorism" task 
force. 

The entire reason that the ruling bourgeoisie needs a new 
party of liberal illusions (ie: and is experimenting with the 
development of such a party at this time) is to have a 
political counterweight (ie: with the kind of credibility 
that the Democratic Party has been steadily losing) that can 
help prevent the re-emergence of a militant movement 
with the class independent politics that was the core of 
Occupy. 

The ruling bourgeoisie in the U.S. does not want a 
recurrence of this "cancer" as it deepens austerity and 
increases the misery of the masses and it is prepared to pay 
the cost (ie: to allow the development of a new party of 
liberal illusions) in order to prevent  this recurrence. 

(2) The support the Kshama Sawant campaign is receiving 
from a host of liberal institutions and trade union 
bureaucrats represents something of a "green light" from 
the local bourgeoisie.  Of particular note here is the 
support from The Stranger, which rabidly attacked the 

militant wing of the Occupy movement for refusing to 

take orders from the trade union bureaucrats and other 

"professionals".  Kshama's campaign represents The 
Stranger's brand of "safe and responsible" socialism-on-a-
leash.  It is safe and responsible because, even though it 
may mouth off against "corporate politics" on occasion--it 
is firmly on a leash--and this leash can be either extended 
or withdrawn per the needs, at any given time, of the local 
ruling class to either (a) play with the movement or (b) 
pour cold water on the movement. 

The Stranger emerged in Seattle as an "outsider" 
publication (ie: hence the name of the publication) but has 
shown itself to be the ultimate insider institution, as an 
integrated part of the Democratic Party machine and 
aspiring "kingmaker" in local politics. 

It is the support from liberal institutions such as The 

Stranger, as well as from the trade union bureaucrats, 

that define the nature of the Kshama campaign and the 

limits of what it can do.   

Kshama Sawant herself, and the naive activists who are the 
backbone of her campaign, tend to have good-natured, 
liberal politics which they like to call "socialism".  
Generally, the majority of them do not understand that, as 
long as they are guided by their current politics, their work 
and their efforts are, and always will be, on a leash. 

(3) A victory for the Kshama campaign this November (or  

 

 It is the support from liberal   
 institutions such as The Stranger, 
 as well as from the trade union   
 bureaucrats, that define the  
 nature of the Kshama campaign  
 and the limits of what it can do.   

even a close vote) would be significant in local politics 
because it would have a large effect on the thinking of 
many activists, and many people who are not activists.  
Even the appearance of a political campaign based on the 
needs of the working class and oppressed and the 
appearance of a campaign directly opposed to corporate 
politics--would tend to awaken a section of the population 
to political life. 

For this reason, the local bourgeoisie (which much prefers 
that as large as possible a section of the population is 
completely asleep politically) is generally relunctant to 
want to see a campaign like that of Kshama Sawant 
succeed.  However, as noted above, this is part of the risk 
the bourgeoisie must accept if it is to give permission for 
the emergence of a third party. 

And this is also why the bourgeoisie is likely to play this 
out as slowly as possible.  The bourgeoisie may 
experiment a bit here and there--but will only go full 
steam ahead with a third party of liberal illusions when 

it becomes clear that a critical mass of working class 

activists are making steady progress in the creation of a 

genuinely independent party that is, from the perspective 
of the bourgeoisie, completely out of control.  It is the 
need of the ruling bourgeoisie to make it appear that a 

genuinely independent party is not needed (or that such 
an party already exists--or can be created by "pushing 
another party to the left") that, more than anything, will  

Continued on page 4 – (See: Independent Movement) 
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Why I am not supporting Kshama Sawant: 
We have a choice: promote illusions  
or build the independent movement  

of the working class 

Ben Seattle – September 10, 2013 

The city council election campaign of Kshama Sawant has 
excited a number of activists in the left.  Kshama has 
gotten over 20 thousand votes in the primary.  She has 
gotten the enthusiastic support of Seattle's hip and 
independent "Stranger" weekly as well as a slew of trade 
unions.  She is a fighter for the common man (and the 
common woman, and the common LGBT, and the common 
person of color, etc.) against corporate politics-as-usual.  
And she may win this November against the candidate of 
big business, Richard Conlin, and use this victory to bring 
a $15/hr minimum wage, affordable housing, and cheaper 
and better mass transit to Seattle. 

At least, that is what it says in her campaign literature. 

However, as an activist, I am also aware that we live 
in a class divided society and that, as a result, political 
campaigns of this sort are often saturated with 
illusions. 

So we must strive to take a sober view of the Kshama 
Sawant campaign, and sort out what parts of it are real and 
what parts of it represent instead the kind of "politics as 
usual" to which this campaign is supposedly opposed. 

It is true that Kshama's campaign (much of her campaign 
material and press coverage refers to her by her first name-
-and I will do the same here) represents something new in 
both local and national politics.  Independent "socialist" 
candidates have made countless attempts, over the decades, 
to run for office, with much less success.  So we are 
witnessing something which in many ways is new and 
different from what we have seen before. 

But there are also elements of her campaign which 
represent a very old story, one that the working class has 
witnessed many times. 

Working class activists must strive to understand every 
aspect of the modern world, including campaigns such as 
this one.  This short essay represents an effort to answer a 
few questions about the Kshama Sawant campaign and, 
more than this, to make use of this campaign to shed a little 
light on the kind of society we live in and the tasks of 
revolutionary-minded activists who may sense, 
instinctively, that we need a movement that challenges 
the rule of capital in a way that the Kshama Sawant 

campaign will never be able to do. 

I will therefore pose (and attempt to answer) a number of 
questions in a few words. 

My Questions: 

(1) Why is the Kshama Sawant campaign successful?  Is 
she (and the Socialist Alternative organization which is 
behind this campaign) doing something different than other 
similar people and/or trends have done in the past?  Or 
does the success of her campaign represent something 
different about the current period? 

(2) What is the significance of the support that Kshama has 
gotten from The Stranger and the trade union 
bureaucrats? 

(3) How much of a change would a victory for Kshama 
represent?  And, if a victory for Kshama would improve 
things--then why am I refusing to support her campaign?  
Are there ways to support this campaign that do not 
involve promoting the kinds of illusions that are associated 
with it? 

(4) What kinds of practical alternatives are there for 
activists who would like to invest their life energy in 
projects likely to make a deeper and more fundamental 
contribution to the development of the revolutionary 
movement of the working class? 

My Answers: 

(1) The success of Kshama's campaign represents 
something different in the current period: the ruling class 
in this country (ie: the biggest capitalists, the bourgeoisie) 
may be experimenting with the practicality of making a 

major modification in their current two-party system.  
The last time a change of this magnitude took place was in 
the 1930's, when the Democratic Party was created, in its 
modern form, under Franklin Roosevelt (FDR) and the 
"New Deal" as (supposedly) the party of the working class 
and poor (ie: as the main party of liberal illusions). 

The basis for the coming change in the current period (and 
the decades ahead) was spelled out by former New York 
Times journalist (and mouthpiece of the liberal wing of the 
Occupy movement) Chris Hedges, who noted that, with 
the rightward drift of the Democratic Party following the 
collapse of the Soviet Union more than 20 years ago, a 
political vacume was opening up in the political system of 
the ruling class--and there was now room for a new party 
of liberal illusions to occupy the position that had been 
held by the Democratic Party which, over the years, was 
steadily becoming the new Republican Party. 

Chris Hedges, of course, became well-known for calling 
the militant wing of the Occupy movement a "cancer".  We 
must recognize, soberly, that from the perspective of the 
ruling bourgeoisie in this country, the assessment of 
Hedges was completely correct.  The militant core of the 
Occupy movement was liquidated and dispersed with a  
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