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THE ABC OF POLITICS V
THE POLITICS OF POWER
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The title may serve to remind us of
something important, that politics

is primarily about power and who has
it; it is only secondarily about the
purposes for which power is used, a
truth exemplified with some force by
the activities of anti-war people in a
variety of organisations which tend to
be referred to in the lump as ‘the peace
movement’.

Despite the fact that it attracts large
numbers of people to its meetings, protests,
demonstrations and conferences, despite
the number of organisations its members
sustain and the variety of publications 
they support, despite too the undoubted
earnestness of their desire to ensure peace
may one day prevail, it has to be said they
are inadvertently, unconsciously and 
unintentionally doing a great deal to 
promote war.

Why?
Because they are failing to grasp the

realities of the politics of power; they are
opposing the political policies of those in
power rather than the undemocratic nature
of the dispensation of power in any mass
society which makes war inevitable, and
which makes nonsense of any morality
of peace. 

In doing so they are diverting the 

attention of many good people away from
the power problems that are creating 
war. They are swallowing wholesale the
prevailing cant that a country is democratic
because people have the vote; the cant 
that peoples’ votes actually determine
government policies. It is a misconception
based on the supposition that if a policy is
unpopular people can use the power of the
media to garner enough voter support to
effect change.

It overlooks that in mass conditions 
people can control neither the government
nor the media. To assume otherwise is to
overlook, for example, the extent to which
mass party machines are dependent
on huge ‘loans’ or gifts from private 
individuals in order to campaign 
electorally, to the extent that an election has
tended to become a millionaire’s red carpet
to the House of Lords.

A mass electorate is comprised of
masses of disempowered individuals who
are disempowered simply by being 
members of a mass. The reasons for this are
spelt out in a newly published book:
‘Village Democracy’, here is must suffice to
say that in Britain the power of voters to
determine policies is tightly related to the
size of the electorate; the smaller the elec-
torate the larger the power of the individual




