An Anarchist's Thoughts on the American Way

Once upon a time there was this guy named Plato, who had certain ideas on government, and, more to the point, what forms of government would be most effective.  This guy, Plato, was an ancient Greek, and the ancient Greeks are recognized as being the originators of the form of government currently employed in the U.S.:  democracy.  Even the word "democracy" is derived from ancient Greek, and, translated literally, means "government by the people."  But Plato, ancient Greek though he was, was not a proponent of government by the people.  He didn't think that the average person was, or even wished to be, sufficiently informed to make high-level governmental decisions.  He preferred the idea of "Philosopher-Kings," highly educated men possessed of both the inclination and the ability to inform themselves sufficiently to be able to make decisions for everyone, rather than forcing everyone to duplicate the work of  thoroughly researching situations both past and present in order to decide for himself, and then to cast a vote, an enormously time-consuming process which would leave little time for such things as production, agriculture and all other matters of day-to-day living.  He wanted to have those suited for the role of government govern, and let the rest do work in the fields in which their aptitudes lay.

As has been said, democracy, this form of government which Plato felt was so impractical, is what Americans have in their county today.  They have taken some measures to avoid the problems Plato forsaw regarding decision-making by those insufficiently informed to make decisions.  Their solution, so far as I can tell, is to put the issues into the mass-media where the common man has easy access to them, to oversimplify them so the common man is not burdened with a lot of tedious facts, to take emotional rather than logical stands of them—for how can one take a logical stand on an issue when most of the pertinent information is absent?—and then to allow everyone to vote according to which side struck the strongest emotional chord.

There is, of course, one major problem with this system, which is that their decisions are not being made by those who are best informed and most fit to rule, as Plato advised.  In U.S politics, it's not the philosopher who wins, but rather the advertising genius.  Americans, if given the choice between being governed by a philosopher and being ruled by some guy with a lot of aptitude for making commercials, would apparently rather have the guy who can make commercials.

That, however, is the problem.  Obviously, there are a lot of Americans out there who like being ruled by advertising types, who like being given oversimplified little mock-ups of issues, so that they can put their own two cents in and make an emotionally based and largely irrelevant decision so as to be able to keep up their illusions of free-will and self-determination without having to go to all the trouble and work of making real decisions.  And while some people may thing they're all deluding themselves, these people are out-voted, per the emotionally-based political instructions the comman Americans eat up like candy, and after this majority has had its say, the dissenters are given the generous choice of "loving or leaving it" by the most patriotic of the good American citizens.

"Love it or leave it."  That slogan brings another problem to mind.  Leave for where?  What corner of the Earth will the democratic patriots fail to at least attempt to convert to what they feel is the only true form of government—their own?  The United States of America have shown recently in Panama that they remain true to their mania for imposing their form of government on any and all other countries, particularly those to whom they have made inconvenient promises which are finally being called in—does "the canal" ring any bells?  And they'll even meddle without the cited motive of bringing democracy to undemocratic nations, when it means restoring an oil-soaked puppet-state that was taken over by hostile-to-American powers.  The Persian Gulf surely can't have been forgotten already.  So the question remains of where disillusioned Americans can go to be left in peace by the "ruling" majority.

Yes, I'll confess, it's true.  I am guilty of thinking the Americans are a bunch of fanatical, meddling, impractical hypocrits.  I confess my bias freely.  But in my defense I will say that I, at least, don't do more than voice my opinions.  I certainly don't run around asking others (the fanatically patriotic, for instance) to conform to my laws, to subscribe to my version of morality, to practice my form of politics.  For one, I don't have any laws, nor any moral code, and my government of choice isn't.  It is difficult to impose the absence of something on someone.  But beyond that, I don't think it's logical to demand that anyone else choose my beliefs over their own.  If opinions differ, each side will label the other as "wrong," but if neither side wants the other's opinions imposed on it, why should it feel right about imposing its views, either?  So I will therefor go on as I have been, letting America go its way in peace and hoping it will do the same for me, however unlikely that may most of the time seem.

