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DSA, as a democratic socialist organization, is resolutely “social-democratic.” It accepts openly
that “Politics is the art of the possible,” as leavened by DSA founder Michael Harrington’s
concept of socialism as “the left wing of the feasible.” It thus resolutely works in the electoral
process, and supports, advances as possible, reforms that enhancethe lives of ordinary working
people, women, people of color, minorities, LBGQT+ peopl€, in ways that are democratic,
inclusive, and benefit them materially and psychologic%f.J DSA is hearty in this support—it
does not half-heartedly support “reform” measures to onstrate that “reformism” cannot solve
the contradictions of capitalism, and that only “revelation” can solve.them! In this it is firmly of
the opposite stance of the “far left,” particularly, who turn to Belshevik-legacy socialism
for their ideal of a socialist society. The Bols -legacy left had ov undred years to prove
itself both “necessary” and “fully feasible,” d on both counts.
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Socialism, to ly liberating, must mean more than simply the state ownership of the means
of production, fo he legacy of Bolshevik-inspiration socialism shows, that begs the question:
who controls the state that “rules” in the name of the working class? The stock Bolshevik-legacy
answer was the ‘vanguard Communist Party” that represented the working class, but represented
them in name only, settin fup, instead, as a New Class that transmogrified the “dictatorship
of the proletariat™ into a “dictatorship over the proletariat.” Socialism is more than collective
ownership vs. strictly private ownership; at its core, a truly liberating socialism is also
democratic, transparent, and accountable—for when it isn’t, it’s mere “bureaucratic
collectivism” or “state capitalism” that mirrors the same lack of transparency and accountability
that prevails under capitalism. Thus, socialists are resolute democrats, extending democracy
from the strictly political realm as achieved under liberalism into the social and economic realms
as well.




For DSA, liberalism is not so much pernicious as it is incomplete, a “near left” that we of DSA
can successfully work with and form coalitions with, as many liberals, instead of being studied
“centrists,” or wedded to mere “diversity” and “equitableness” under neoliberal economics, are
honest grassroots progressives who do, in fact, agree with much of what DSA calls for, says, and
advocates. We of DSA proudly march with such “mere” liberals!

Further, while DSA’s socialism goes beyond the capitalist welfare state, at this point in time,
with the massive onslaught by the right against the capitalist welfare state having successfully
prevailed since at least the Reagan-Thatcher years, a return to the “limited” achievements of the
New Deal or under the Labour government of Britain in the i diate post-World War II years
would be a magnificent political achievement that would givgnll)-‘( to the working classes what
neoliberalism, under the guise of “freedom,” has stolen from them!
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Last, while DSA is anactivistforganization, it looks beyond activism as such, and recognizes the
need for thoughtful expw of socialist theory, principles, strategy and tactics through open
and serious debate and discussion within not only DSA, but throughout the public intellectual
sphere as well. DSA calls for the return of the esteemed “public intellectual” of the left, as
evinced through such people as C. Wright Mills, Irving Howe (another DSA founder), and
Michael Harington—all of them learned, erudite persons who were concerned with not talking
only to their fellow adherents and academics (for both Mills and Howe were university
professors), but reaching beyond the ivory towers and intellectual walls to reach the broader
public as well. In other words, intellectual accessibility and thoughtfulness are also hallmarks of
socialist practice, as is a healthy skepticism that sees nothing as just “written in stone” but,




rather, understands that “all that is solid melts in air,” as the Communist Manifesto put it

memorably.




