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ted by an entire polity with Che nonviolent means at hand; 
[illation; with strategy, principle, and tenacity. Common 
By everyone, for everyone. Common defense—without nuclear 
any other killing and violence. Common defense—the 

, an unconquerable free people. 

sen Che earliest advocacy of non­
violent defense as such, in July. 1 
•'passive resistance."* Like L e o n a r d s nencopter. B u r n e r s concept 
was ahead of ics time, buC it perfectly foreshadowed Gandhi's.5 Perhaps the 
second-earliest case for common defense was made by none other than Bertrand 
Sussell, in an August 1915 article, "War and Non-resistance": a proposal for 
concerted nonviolent resistance to an invasion (of England) (by Germany). 
Despite his prescience, Russell had unwisely used the obsolete, self-contradic­
tory word. Like Burritt, he never developed the idea further, despite his 

As for Mohandas K. Gandhi himself; these few remarks cannot do justice 
to his importance as the pioneer of strategic nonviolence. But it was not until 
1931 that even he began to notice the national defense Implications of nonviolent 

policy CO Switzerland in 1911, Abyssinia In 1935, Czechoslovakia in 1938, and 
Britain in 1940, as well as to his own Congress Party, which rejected it as 

aeans his highest prioricy. 

of nonviolent action across a broad range of situations. Including defense. The 

ings clearly 

s summed up in "die for your honour and freedom" Instead of 
kill if necessary and be killed in the ace." What does a 
rave soldier do? He kills only if necessary and risks his 

Oddly enough, Gregg fumbled his own insight by failing to construe lc in t 



men of nonviolent defense think 
Reslsters League (WW-) in the u 
;h 1939 entitled "If We Should B 
i pamphlet 
Clear-sighted in some ways, Hughati's pamphlei 

ends the pacifist dilemma in [he face of aggression and oppression. He also 
suggested that a nation's defense could be organized with nonviolent strategy, 
cut gave only a few pages of "conjectures" about it. In 1940, Shridharani put 

August 17 Liberty magazine, "Can India be Defended: New weapons against the 

5 seconds." This may have been one of the only such popular-media expositions 
of the nonviolent defense idea, by Gandhi ot anyone, in thac period. 

A. J. Muste was the preeminent American pacifist theoretician and activist 
till his death in 1967, except for a period in the early 1930s when he led a 

helped call attention to Shridharanl's book on the Gandhian substitute for war. 

the possibilities; in was largely a religious-pacifist commentary on the world 
situation at the close of 1939. Nonetheless, in later years, Muste steadfastly 

the instruments of nonviolent defense, he advanced the theme in his pamphlet Bow t 

i 1965, published in 1967).3 

Like that one, his own two pamphlets were religiously based, ye 
id the test of time quite well in terms of their political strate 
sesides. 



-lien King-tfall launched his broadside in 1957, Gene Sharp was an editor 
on che British pacifist weekly Peace News, and he joined King-Hall briefly as a 
research aid. Subsequently, Sharp carried forward his own long-range studies at 
Oslo and Oxford on strategy and precedent for nonviolent resistance to totali­
tarian regimes. In 1964 he convened a landmark research conference at Oxford 

papers were B. H. Liddell Hart (UK), Major D. J. Goodspeed (Canada), Adam Roberts 

(UK.), Theodor Ebert (FRG), and George Lakey (USA). 

Adam Roberts, who emerged as che next major defender after Sharp, edited 
some conference papers and others into a collection which was the first book 
completely addressed to che proposition of nonviolent defense. (Even King-Hall's 

was published in Britain in 1967 as The Strategy of Civilian Defence. The 1968 
American edition was re-entitled Civilian Resistance : "acional Defense: 

The third major defender who came to the fore at Oxford along with Sharp 
and Roberts was Theodor Ebert. Since the early 1960s he has written numerous 

English. Since 1969 he has been editing a German quarterly on both those subjec 
;^'.L\:aie Aktion • 

Whereas Sharp, Roberts, and Ebert have been the most persistent, various 

among them Anders fioserup and Andrew Mack, Johan Galtung, George Lakey, William 
Robert Miller, Arne Naess, Theodore Olson, and Mulford Q. Sibley. To cite a 
few of then: 

Johan Galtung is the prolific and much-traveled Norwegian sociologist and 
peace researcher, who has also lectured widely—as well as to Norway's defense 
establishment—on what he calls "non-military defense." His recently published 
presentation on this theme was somewhat ornate, but did press a notable distinct 
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In 1957 Sir Stephen King-Hall called for a Royal Comisclcn study on the 
llty of a civilian nonviolent defense poseura lor Britain (with its allies 

its conventional forces. 



options. Olson and the instigators of the experime 
are appalled at the lack of discipline shown by the 

2 Sharp Co hold the fort, and keep on building it.13 

s by virtue of relentl 
list of articles, pamphlet 
lis M.A. thesis on the subject in 1950. 
1 long-awaited treatise. The Politics 

:-..,:-.-Lolent action theory, and the 

lvolved. Its central focus is the "voluntary servitude" concept of political 
iwer, first put forth in 1550 by the young French philosopher Etienne de la Boet 
L530-1563). Sharp's theorem Is that political power rests on obedience, that 
>edience is not inevitable, and that the strategic task of sustained nonviolent 
;tion is to deprive would-be or actual dictatorships of the consent which makes 

an idea, the formation of a body of thought and theory. At this writing its 
development has been slower than anticipated, especially when the 1970s are 
compared to the 1960s. Yet the momentum continues to gather, however tmper-

between 1967 and 1973, Instantly had to be revived for a new set of emergencies. 
Likewise might be the fate of the nonviolent defense idea. Though it is "out of 
intellectual fashion," Adam Roberts noted in 1975, "non-violent action goes no 
happening. If it is kicked out of the front door, it comes In through the 



The 1963 invasion of Czechoslovakia had provided a sudden laboratory 
case of civilian defense, and a momentary growth spurt in theory. The spontane­
ous civil resistance that was mounted was a wonder to behold, but could only 
last a short time without long-range advance planning and training. The Prague 
Spring—and winter—did generate a spate of books and articles, including titles 
by Roberts, Ebert, and others, the Czechoslovak trauma also marked the beginning 
of official glimmers of interest in civilian resistance. In 1970, Roberts 

government, entitled Sweden's Security: A j-.v-J-: .-• •.•..il .vience. and the Possible 
Sola of Civil -W=-iL.-::;--. -:.••• C;-,^. . : ::•.••;-_:.:• J,;:-, work for the same body in ;.?:<,, 
The Technique of Civil Resistance. The Foreign Affairs Department of the Danish 

in Danish, German, and English. 13 Since April 1977 an interdepartmental Advisory 
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King-Hall's clarion has received negligible response, favorable 
a mainstream strategists, who at least ought to be grappling with 
Id, rather than the methodological dissents of a Rapoport or 
i 1973 debut of Gene Sharp's "Big Bertha," and its long-term 
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• 1956; orig. 1955; and serialized in Maclea 
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secluding danger from an armed US. Two Canadian 

Ultimatum (Toronto: Clarke Irvin, 1973; Pocket Books, 1974); and 
in (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1974; Pocket Books, 1976). 

Resistance (London; New EngLish Library, 1972; orig. Hodder and 



Stoughton, 1971). These books are a 
as some of Che nuclear holocaust fie 
Fail Safe; A Canticle for Liebowitz; 

scludes Che other, but the change of emphasis Is palpable; 
:e the Quakers' 1955 and 1967 works as mentioned. Ralph Bell's 
iwhile, was a largely unnoticed effort from the pacifist side 
rventionist, neo-military kind of "Active non-violent Resis-
fairs (by Britain, as it Here).. 

10u My 1971 senior thesis explored the proposition that unarmed military 
forces could perform a wide range of missions, including defense to the death, 
if organized to do so by a polity with sufficient martial fibre and moral nerve. 
My intention was to predicate a military complement to the emerging doctrine 

of how nonviolent defense might be co-organized by professional soldiers. I hold 
that if nonviolent common defense ever comes to pass, it should, and will. 

" i Gene Sharp 

iserup and Mack claimed in their 1974 book that the nonviolent defense literati, 
as lacked any strategic analysis at all, and was only a stockpile of pressure 

isults to be further discussed (in another part of the thesis—ad.]. 

15 
i I had initially t 

Such an inversion I reject. But that 
of thought whatsoever has exponents who are a 



SELECTEE A^OrAlI- 3ZTi;:i.:w.li 

(Reprinted 1969-04 uich Czechoslovakia 
Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1969-04. (366 pp.) Orlg. BK 
Scrateev of Civilian Defence. Includes Ebert, "S'onvi 

Slovakia 1963: 

Policy. Stockholm: Forsvarets forskningsanstalt. The Research Institute 
of Suedlsh National Defence, English ad., mimeo, 1972-07. (227 pp.) 
Swedish ed. , TotaU'orsvar och Clvilmatstand , 1972-03. Includes 
"Czechoslovakia: A Battle Won—a Wat Lose." 

. . . :-..!•:..•. ... •:•: - .-•-.„ • • .. .""" •". 
iteenth-century phraseology on indominatable passive resistance for 
I defiance of oppression from within or without. See also these 



in jriginj 
Idler," pp- 290-94; "Reciproc 

. 294-98; and "The Danger of Foreign Invasion," pp. 298-302.) 

J ed., 1939;' or;.;. ' j.Vr-'. ! - : U 0 ?p.) [Gandhi's initial exposi 
strategic nonviolence, for Che Indian context. See asp. chap. 
issive Resistance," pp. 77-86, where Gandhi is still using this 
:erchangeably with "soul force," but cf. chap. 13 of Sacyagraha 
ith Africa, "Satyagraha vs. Passive Resistance," pp. 103-08.] 
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. The Power of Non-violence. 3rd ed. Nyack, N.Y.: Fellowship, 1959. 

(192 pp.) Reprinted. Sew York: Schocken, 1966. (Though updated, this 
edition, like the second in 1944, was severely abridgad by the omission 
of eight chapters from the 1934 original. ] 

Hughan, Jessie 

New Yorl 

Wallingford, Pa.: Pendle Hill Pamphlet i)5. 

illace• War Res 
War Res 

I f We S h o u l d Be I n v a d e d : F a c i n g a F a n t a s t i c H v p o t h e s l s . 
i i L i C s l e a g u e , i ' J j ' J : !r . i £•• . , :Mci:"j.iiv x:<. : rv.M - i ,..i . 
i s t e r s L e a g u e , 1 9 4 1 - 0 7 ; r e p r i n t e d 1 9 4 2 - 0 2 . ( 2 7 p p . ) 

t P r o g r a m i n T ime o f W a r . T h r e a t e n e d W a r , o r F a s c i s m . 



Gregg, 

Gandhi 

"Is Th 

Lyttle 

arani, Krishnalal. War Without Violence: A study of Gandhi's Method 
ana Its .VtcoBD-ishnents. lit ed. Xeu Vock: Harcourt. 1939. (351 DO.) 
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1941-08. (36 pp.) 
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Desai, ed. Ahmedabad: Navajivan, 1962. (519 pp.). Orlg. 1942. 
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. Nonviolence in Peace & War, Vol. II, 1960 ed. Bharatan Kumarappa, 
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(32 pp.) 
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