A certain shepherd
oppressed the sheep
with crvel laws

& SHEEP WILL BE SHORN
AND WOOL CONFISCATED

< SHEEP WITH POOR WOOL
YIELDS WILL BE SLAUGHTERED
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The shegﬂebecame unmanageable,
so the shepherd was replaced.

The new shepherd gave his flock
a Charter of Freedom
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A SYMPOSIUM

T

1. TED KAVANAGH

Voting: “ The instrument and symbol of a freeman’s

power to make a fool of himself and a wreck of his
country.”

THE SAYING THAT “ only a fool would put a loaded gun into the hands
of an idiot” is an especially apt analogy of government. An idiot
(usually well-meaning) considers himself clever enough to run the affairs
of a large number of people by taking a seat in parliament. A large
number of people, acting like fools, vote for his party’s policy then
spend the next few years grumbling about the results. The error in
approach is that the voter thinks that he will get what he voted for. If
he could vote for those who in fact control the country, say the
Governors of the Bank of England, the directors of the industrial
corporations and those behind the ministries, the illusion of democracy
would be more understandable. |

The real centres of power lie far beyond the people’s influence at

elections. These remain constant whatever Party is “in power”. In
the terms of centralised “ democracy ” the only possible argument to
justify voting is that marginal benefits may be gained. The state only
incidentally attends to the well-being of its subjects. Its main concern
Is 1ts power relation to other states, of which the most perfect expression
1S 1n war.
-1 am on the side of people anywhere who are prepared neither to
live nor die for something that in the long run can only militate against
survival and the conditions that make life worth living. Our immediate
action must, by its nature, be to oppose that pathetic gesture, voting.
It must be direct and direction. We can learn to live as free men and
women only by organising against the condition we are in.

The Tenants Association, Consumers Association, and Direct
Action in industry all provide opportunities for people to experience
directing their own lives in positive ways towards positive ends.

Only by direct involvement in society can the individual hope to
transform himself and his world. Freedom cannot be given, it must be

taken; and the free society can only grow from experiments in the
problems (ethical and organisational) of community.
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Voting does not, and cannot, mean government by consent. By
voting, one acts on the assumptions that certain men are fit to govern,
and that a majority is necessarily right. Also should the state, acting
in the name of a (frequently fictitious) majority, declare war, the
individual loses the right to live, if he ever had it.

To me, voting is complicity with the State and a negative action,
therefore I do not vote.

2. GHARLES RADGLIFFE

WHEN THE AMERICAN MAGAZINE Liberation held a which-way-shall-we-
vote survey in October 1956, the alarming thing about the contributions
was the combination of insight into the nature of American society and
liberal totalitarianism and the startlingly naive and irresponsible courses
of action proposed. @ The effect General Elections have on some
anarchists is similarly alarming. The letters page of FREEDOM illustrates
this, as the Liberation survey did, though it is only fair to say that the
non-anarchist Liberation contributors were reasonably sophisticated in
their stupidity.

Some people, who for four years out of five remain impeccable
libertarians, seem to go mad as the General Election approaches. They
ask us to vote, as though we might have some effect on the co]lective
insanity by chosing some of the insane as leaders. We can acknowledge
that there are people who cannot help wanting to make decisions for
others but there is no reason why we should encourage them. Those
who ask us to vote Labour forget that the 1945 government used
troops to break strikes and started the independent manufacture of the
British atom bomb; that parliament is a cypher and the real power in
society lies elsewhere, increasingly uncontrollable and secret; that, even
if real power did lie in Parliament, they should, as anarchists, reject
Government and coercion in favour of direct action and mutual aid.
In short they forget that anarchism is not primarily a word or a label
but a way of behaving and. above all, of reacting. They forget this at
a time when anarchism can be shown as a coherent and deeply felt
objection to the way in which our society does things, and as an alterna-
tive to the chicanery of the * electoral fulfilment of social and democratic
responsibility . 1 don’t believe the General Election is an opportunity
to chose enemies. [ oppose contemporary society rather than the
people thrown to the top by it. I don’t recognise the distinctions
between the different brands and different packagings of the authori-
tarians.

I shall not vote because I believe the General Electlon to be
marginal in our social and political life: i1t does not represent an
opportunity to change the horse, or even the jockey, but simply to sack,
and replace, a few stable lads. At a time when we should be attempting
to persuade more people of the value of direct action and ad hoc
groupings for specific ends, it is sad that some anarchists should wish
to divert our energies by persuading us to follow the herd into public
displays of undiscriminating lunacy. (I apologise for my intellectual
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fascism, but people who behave with all the characteristics of sheep
are deserving of sympathy but Do more).

Liberation argued that *° most electoral contests are struggles
between groups that have substantial vested interests in ° office hold-

between machines which prowde jobs, money and prestige to
falrly large numbers of people.” This is true of Britain, also. The
issues which divide the parties are artificial: questions of management
rather than basic policy. The election is primarily ritualistic. The real
issues of the day—increasing centralisation and state control, the arms
race and the like—are not usually put before the people. They are not
put because they cannot be put and they cannot be put because even
a programme of “ democratic 7’ seizure of administrative power has no
room for policy lessening State power. Even when such issues are put,
they are put according to a traditional pattern, to be applauded not
because they are worth applause but because applause has always been
accorded them. Liberation analysed this ritual. Mentioning the flag
waving, drum beating, exploitation of war records and the visions of
the ship of State floundering on the rocks of creeping socialism it said

. all this serves the purpose of creating a feeling of identification,
a sense of excitement and participation. Politicians and opinion makers
exert strenuous efforts to fix attention on the ritual and create the
impression that it i1s the ritual act itself—in this case the casting of the
vote—which is efficacious. Voting as a result becomes an isolated,
magic act set apart from the rest of life, and ceases to have any
political or social meaning except as an instrument by which the status
quo is conserved . Election pageantry serves the same purpose as
Roman circuses—the beguilement of the populace. The voter is reduced
to voting for dazzling smiles, clean teeth, smooth voices and firm hand-
shakes—playing the role of a shaking puppet manipulated by the party
Image mongers.

The least anarchists can do in such circumstances is to make an
attempt at tangling the strings so that the puppeteers find them less
easy to manipulate into the correct postures. People who compromise
their ideas for a liar’s promise are fools and it is hard to see how such
anarchists can tell other people that they reject power and government
and authority, if, once every five years, they elect someone to exercise
power and authority over them. It all seems rather foo paradoxical.

I’'m not convinced that witholding my vote, as such, is very con-
structive. I'm not convinced that the General Election is very important
either. I don’t think we need a change at the top—either as a change
of enemy or for the health of society’s sake. I'm not going to contribute
to the change. I do my voting every time I get a new idea, or talk to
friends about things that really matter, or every time that I convince
someone that anarchism is a viable * here-and-now ” thing. I try to
cast “ my whole vote, not a strip of paper merely ”; I go on demonstra-

articles to convince people that there is something in anarchism. I listen
to music, read books and do the shake at Jazz clubs. It doesn’t sound

much it seems a lot better than a five yearly compromise with the
authorities.
















































