
Can’t stand Hillary or Trump?
Here’s what you must do.
I can’t recall an election in which the two leading candidates
were more reviled in both breadth and depth. The rejoinder I
keep hearing is that 2016 is the Lesser of Two Evils Election.
 

The data bears this out. A poll conducted in May by the
Washington  Post  found  that  57  percent  of  people  had  an
unfavorable view of Donald Trump; 45 percent of those polled
had a highly unfavorable view of him. Hillary Clinton, believe
it or not, had even higher unfavorables.

Both candidates, of course, somehow were officially nominated
by their respective parties last month.

Thus, many Americans find themselves in an ethical quandary.
Finding both candidate X and candidate Y utterly repellent,
they are left with the following choice: 1) Vote for the
candidate  they  find  less  repellent.  2)  Vote  for  neither
candidate (by either not voting or voting for a third party
candidate who has essentially no chance of winning).

What should one do?

Alasdair MacIntyre, an Emeritus Professor of Philosophy at the
University of Notre Dame, is on the record on what voters
should  do  in  such  a  situation.  He  is  unequivocal:  Voters
should reject both candidates.

Here is what he wrote:

When offered a choice between two politically intolerable
alternatives, it is important to choose neither. And when
that choice is presented in rival arguments and debates that
exclude  from  public  consideration  any  other  set  of
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possibilities,  it  becomes  a  duty  to  withdraw  from  those
arguments and debates, so as to resist the imposition of this
false choice by those who have arrogated to themselves the
power of framing the alternatives.

Such  a  suggestion—coming  from  a  moral  philosopher  no
less—might seem jarring to the civic-minded citizen. MacIntyre
concedes this, noting that it has been ingrained in our fiber
to view not voting as irresponsible.

So how does he justify not voting in an important election? In
MacIntyre’s view, voting for “the lesser of two evils” is a
tacit vote for the system that put the two candidates in
place,  a  system  that  “presents  us  only  with  unacceptable
alternatives.” By not casting a ballot, voters are, in effect,
casting a vote against the system.

“The way to vote against the system is not to vote,” he
writes. 

Do you find MacIntyre’s argument persuasive? Will it persuade
you to not vote or vote for one of the also-rans?

—
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