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Is it acceptable for Israel to wipe Palestine and Palestinians off the map? On 5 November
2024, Americans have an opportunity to signal whether genocide is anathema for the
majority of its citizens.

So, how can Americans signal their abhorrence for genocide?

Americans have been locked in a pattern of voting for the political duopoly: either wing of
the business party. It is widely held that on most major matters there is little to separate the
Democrats and Republicans. And this has led to many Americans voting based on whichever
party is perceived to be the lesser evil.

Despite this lesser-evilest inspired voting, the election outcome has resulted in the
presidency and congressional majority rotating between the Democrats and Republicans
with little change in the US trajectory. As far as the US economy is concerned, the country
has continued to increase its debt burden. As far as US foreign policy is concerned, the US
has continued to wage wars abroad. As far as support for democracy is concerned, the US
has continued to initiate coups against governments it does not approve of. As far as Israel
is concerned, it continues to enjoy steadfast support from the duopoly.

One commonly heard refrain posits that continually resorting to the same action with
expectation of a different result meets the definition of insanity. The expectation of lesser-
evilist voting producing a significantly different outcome on the political scene given that
such action has never brought about a change before speaks disparagingly to the strategy
of lesser-evilist voting.

Being considered insane, however, is less disparaging than being considered immoral. That
would be shameful.

Given the nugatory outcomes of lesser-evilist voting, another proposition comes to mind:

Fool me once, shame on you;
fool me twice, shame on me.
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There are two candidates seen as frontrunners for the presidency of the United States.
However, the Democratic Party candidate, Kamala Harris, and the Republican Party
candidate, Donald Trump, both stand solidly behind the Zionist entity aka the state of
Israel, and neither of these candidates will exert pressure on Israel to cease and desist in its
commission of war crimes. In fact, the US funds Israel, arms Israel, and has situated its
military and armaments in the region in support of Israel. This is despite Israeli officials
openly calling for the eradication of Palestinians, causing a case to be brought against Israel
charging it with genocide in the International Court of Justice.

The upshot of this is that a vote for either Harris or Trump must be considered as
a vote for genocide. The only out for a voter to escape criticism for supporting genocide
is, pathetic as it may be, ignorance.

What can Americans do to avoid supporting genocide?

One can always abstain from voting. That, however, would not be fighting against genocide.
Moreover, abstaining would still allow the supporters of genocide to vote for a genocidaire
as president.

All images are licensed under Creative Commons

Strangely enough, many Americans seem oblivious to the existence of other presidential
candidates that one can vote for. One can even cast a vote for a candidate opposed to
Israeli crimes against Palestinians. To wit, there is candidate Cornel West who calls 7
October a “counter-terrorism response”; Libertarian Party candidate Chase Oliver has
pledged to end the genocide; candidate Jill Stein has a platform Pledge to Stop Genocide.

Unfortunately, in a winner-take-all voting system, one must consider how the strong
individual desire to attain political office plays against a tactical and selfless decision to
coalesce around one anti-genocide candidate to increase the chances of shutting down a
genocide in progress.


https://www.globalresearch.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/trump-harris-us-elections.jpeg
https://www.globalresearch.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/west-oliver-stein.png
https://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/4590602-cornel-west-calls-oct-7-hamas-attack-israel-counter-terrorist-response/
https://www.aljazeera.com/program/newsfeed/2024/5/27/end-the-genocide-says-us-libertarian-presidential-candidate-chase-oliver
https://www.jillstein2024.com/pledgetostopgenocide

Voting in the US elections on 5 November 2024 is an opportunity to indicate one’s
abhorrence to genocide. Elementary morality demands a vote for an opponent of genocide.
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