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Chapter 2

NONVIOLENT COMMON DEFENSE:
THE BIOGRAPHY OF AN IDEA

We have recently dwelt at some length upon the irresistible
power of passive resistance, when opposed to oppression,
either from home or from abroad, by any population or people,
great or small. We contemplated its capacity as a force,
which any comunity or country might employ successfully in
Zeoeliing snd lmentis iShob il et s n i insi i e
power it might have at its Commar

--Elihu Burrite, 1852

Hovever small a nation or even a group may be it is able, even
as the individual, provided it has one mind as also cthe will and
the grit, to defend its honour and self-respect against a whole
world in arms.... That is non-violent defence which neither
knows nor accepts defeat at any stage.

~-Mohandas K. Gandhi, 1946

...civilian defence is still more of an idea than a proposal
Studies of civil resistance are still at a relacively backward
stage. It is, after all, less than ten years since serious work
in this field began

—-Adam Roberts, 1970

idea we are considering has taken numerous names since the 1850s,

mostly since the 1950s:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
B
7)
8
9.
10)
1)
12)
13)
14)

Passive resistance

Unarmed defense
Nonviolent defense
Nonmilitary defense
Civilian defense

Civilian resistanc
Nonviolent civilian defense

Societal defense i
Post-military defense...etc.
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An expression T would 1iKe to try out is “common detense,"’ reinvigorahad
to mean an effort mounted by an entire polity with the nonviolent means at han
with defiance and organization; with strategy, principle, and tenacity.

SR tRie ot wstyine B bveiTa, £ut iitrae Coun detenseiyitiot uctees
weagons, firepower, ot any other killing and violence. Common defense—-the
workaday resistances by an unconquerable free people.

Elihu Burrice? wrote what may have been the earliest advocacy of non—
violent defense as such, in July 1852: a series of short related essays on
"passive resistance.”é Like Leonardo's helicopter, Burritt's concept
was ahead of its time, but it perfectly foreshadowed Gandhi's.> Perhaps the
second-earliest case for common defense was made by none other than Bertrand
Russell, in an August 1915 arcicle, "War and Non-resistance”: a proposal
concerted nonviolent resistance to an invasion (of England) (by Germany).
Despite his prescience, Russell had unwisely used the obsolete, self-contradic-
tory vord. Like Burritt, he never developed the idea further, despite his
non-pacifist anti-war activisn.

3

s for Mohandas K. Gandhi himself: these few remarks cannot do justice
o 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
resistance.® He did, for example, earnescly recommend a nonviolent defense
policy to Switzerland in 1931, Abyssinia in 1935, Czechoslovakia in 1938, and
Bricain in 1940, as well as to his own Congress Party, which rejected it as
early as 1939, and again in 1940. Yet nonviolent defense was only one of many

topics, rom cows to celibacy, competing for Gandhi's pronouncements, and by to
means his highest priority

Still, Gandhi's anthologies remain a basic source for deriving principles
of nonviolent action across a broad range of situations, including defense. The

best collection in his in Peace & War, which rings clearly
vith his Teitaatif "monviolence of the strong” and its fundamental distinction
Hi a

from passive s concept of he wrote in
1946,

summed up in "die for your honour and freedon” instead of

111 if necessary and be killed in the act.” What does a
He kills only if necessary and risks his

Nonviolence demands greater courage and

life in che act.
sacrifice

e 1934 che first amsrican edition of Richard Gresg's classic

= ot ¢ dolence appested. It vas 3 gensral creatast that
Telceter for and developed
& Hoint-foraiot linkaga barkess militeriisteaser and dinyiolent stritasy
0ddly enough, Gregg fumbled his own insight by failing to comstrue it in terms
of world politics and World War II; the "pacifist program” he set forth in
this period was an insipid variety of warmed-over domestic Gandhiisa.




Keyes—-3

Another early specimen of nonviolent defemse thinking was that of Jessie
Wallace Hughan of the War Resisters League (WRL) in the US. She published a
Series of articles in March 1939 entitled "If We Should Be Invaded: Facing a
Fantastic Hypothesis":7 a pamphlec edition, Pacifism and Invasion, was reprinted
severa times by the WRL. Clear-sighted in some ways, Hughan's pamphlet is a
period piece; among other things she declares that foreign invasion would be an
opportune time to restore Prohibition.

1939 also marked the publication of a significant volume by K
Shridharani, War Without Violence: A Study of Gandhi's Method and Its Accomplish-
ments. He suggested Chat a synthesis of Gandhian militance with Western pacifism
ends the pacifist dilemma in the face of aggression and oppression. He also
suggested that a nation's defense could be organized with nonviolent scrategy,
buc gave only a few pages of "conjectures” about it. In 1940, Shridharani put
the question to Gandhi, and Gandhi's reply was published as an article in the
August 17 Libercy magazine, "Can India be Defended? New weapons against the
invader! A famous leader presents an amazing plan. Reading time, 6 minutes
5 seconds." This may have been one of the only such popular-media expositions
of the nonviolent defense idea, by Gandhi or anyone, in that period

. Muste was the preeminent American pacifist theoretician and activist
©ill his death in 1967, except for a period in the early 1930s when he led a
Trotskyist splinter party. By 1936 he had resumed his pacifist leadership, and
helped call attention to Shridharani's book on the Gandhian substitute for war.
Even so, Muste's own 1940 book Nonviolence in an Aggressive World only glimpsed
the possibilities; it was largely a religious-pacifist commentary on the world
situation at the close of 1939. Nonetheless, in later years, Muste steadfastly
nurcured the triune precept of unilateral blus

to aggression, plus world economic justice. While he too did mot totally elaborate

A udies:
Speak Truth to Power (in 1955), and In Place of War: A Quaker Inguiry into Nonviolent
National Defense (drafted in 1965, published in 1967).5

Auctiscior the fssx) (aanionteniesalussjoact Tiimanin Rukiaf 38 e
i jac uded oa o MMeruata el Mors1¥ky caansoEoNy e caT UatanaRt Ao ey snins
pamphlet version was published in 1956, Nonviolent Resistance: A Nation's Way
to Peace. (Despite its title, Hinshaw for whatever reason feverted to the phrase
"passive resistance” in the latter.) Hinshaw was also a co-author of Speak Truth
to Power. Like that one, his own two pamphlets were religiously based, yet all
three stand the test of time quite well in terms of their political strategic
analyses besides.

Two other religiously-based pamphlets were yet to appear, in 1958 a
1959 respectively: Bradford Lyctle's National Defense Thru Nonviolent s
2and Ralph Bell's Alfernative to War. Both included realistic attempts to do some
VoEatcoat fhlngins oo tea e oars hnelclent iiataidaimacicapelr nl JB0s by
then the defender initiative was passing from the domain of religious pacifism
into strategic pragmatism.
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When King-Hall launched his broadside in 1957, Gene Sharp was an editor
on the Bricish pacifist weekly Peace News, and he joined King-Hall briefly as a
research aid. Subsequently, Sharp carried forward his own long-range studies at
0slo and Oxford on strategy and precedent for nonviolent resistance to fotali-
tarian regimes. In 1964 he convened a landmark reseazch conference at Oxford
on what was coming to be called "civilian defense." Among those presentin
papers were B. H. Liddell Hart (UK), Major D. J. Gandspeed (Casadey; Adsm Robacts
(UK), Theodor Ebert (FRG), and George Lakey (USA

an Roberts, who emerged as the next major defender after Sharp, edited
soniconfeRiEs saners 41l othats LECE e e g B e

addressed to the icion of defense. (Even Ring-Hall's
hochaited busri prizac 17 eavisSHUTE: oo obteas detexrenc! ) ML
was published in Britain in 1967 as The Strategy of Civilian Defence. The 1968
Anerican edition was re-entitled Civilian s & National Defense:
Son-Violent Action against 10

he chtrd waioe defandar b caae ca i fote (Tbcieditbos u iR
sad, Roberee s\ Thasior Ebar ce the early 1960s he has written numerous
e ehoaluitie s w¥ eciotent Tatonse] mostly in German, and some in

English. Since 1969 he has been editing a German quarterly on both those subjects,
Gevaltfreie Aktion.

Whereas Sharp, Roberts, and Ebert have been the most persistent, various
other writers have also contributed to the current body of defender thinking,
anong them Anders Boserup and Andrew Mack, Johan Galtung, George Lakey, William
Robert Miller, Arne Naess, Theodore Olson, and Mulford Q. Sibley. To cif

few of them:

Johan Galeung {s the prolific and auch-traveled Norwegian sociologist and
peace resezrcher, Who has also lectured widely--as well as to Norway's defense
"non-military defense.” His recently published

m
more peculiar to European thinking on civilian resistance than the Anglo-Ame
version (e.g., Sharp, Roberts, myself): namely, the difference between "exploication
" against pre-existing "structural violence," and "occupation defense

azainst classic invasion. It is only the latter which this dissercation addresses.

George Lakey since the early 1960s has combined an activist as well
acadenic approach €0 nonviolent action. His 1962 M.A. thesis clarified the "socio-
logical mechanisms” thereof by suggesting three types of successful outcome
coercion, conversion, or persuasion.ll He was a co-author of In Place of War,
and while his 1973 book Strategy for a Living Revolution deals with nonviolent
defense only in passing, it provides a five-point model for nonviolent struggle
which was useful in this study to describe the Danish resistance organizations.

o Augsst 1963, Theodove Olog helped coutuct a plonsering nonviolaac
defense "var game" training exercise sec in a Quaker summer camp on Grindstone
Taland Ofcarts, and co_tuthired & Lengthy snalysis o6 1t encicled Thirty-One
Hours.!2 The scenario he had written involved civil war in Canada and U:

*In 1957 sir Stephen King-Hall called for a Royal Commission study on the
potentiality of a civilian nonviolent defense posture for Britain (with its allie
1f possible), and the abandonment of all its nuclear weapons as useless, along with
most of its conventional forces.
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incervention; Canadian authorities were said to have been alarmed at the realisn
of its assumptions. Olson and the instigators of the experiment, as well as its
critics, were appalled ac the lack of discipline shown by che islanders against
the "invaders" during the two-day exercise. So underdeveloped has been £ gteca
of the art that in the ensuing thirteen years the experiment has never bee:
Tepeated. Olson has done only one ocher paper on monviolent defense, a short
and little-known piece, but influential in this study.

£ the frustrations of the nonviolent defense field is that some very
s the preceding thres have made significant contribucions

another, leaving Gene Sharp to hold the fort, and keep on building it.13

Gene Sharp has been the dean of the defenders by virtue of A
scholar!hxp, he has written a long list of articles, pamphlets, papers, and bool

on nonviolent action theory since his M.A. thesis on the subject in 1950.
mentioned, in 1973 his massive and long-awaited treatise, The Politics
violent Action, was finally published. This book

involved. Its cencral focus is the "voluntary servitude" concept of political
pover, first put forth in 1550 by the young French philosopher Etienne de la Boetie
(1530-1563).

Sharp's theorem is that political power rests on obedience, thac
obedience is not inevitable, and that the strategic task of sustained nomviolent
action is to deprive would-be or actual dictatorships of the consent which makes
them possible, 14

Sharp is also the most assiduous lexicographer in the field

often lack elegance, but inform this study unless othervise noted. One of his
i it Gaietons thrt raes 00 R e g P LRy
making "nonviolent action" the most heavy-duty generic term of them all. The
latter includes acts of commission, omission, or both. It includes acts o
protest, noncooperation, or interveation.

His definitions

"Vislence," to paraphrase Sharp, includes the threat or act of harming
ical injury, or death. 'Damage" or

e to property, not people. "Violence' or "killing" is
done to peaple, not property.

o far I have been tracing nonviolent common defense as the biography of
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 imper-
cepcibly at times. doctrines of UN peacekeeping, nearly pronounced dead
between 1967 and 1973, instantly had to be revived for a new set of emergencies
idea. Though it is “out of
intellectual fashion," Adam Roberts noted in 1975, "non-violent action goes no

happentag. I it is kicked ouc of the front door, ic comes in through the
back door."
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The 1968 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, buc could only
lasc & short time withour 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 glimers of interest in civilian resistance. In 1970, Roberts
prepared a study commissioned by the Defense Research Institute of the Swedish
sovernzeac, entitled Sueden's Secyrity: A Study of Total Defence, and the Possible
Role of Civil and then a £ work for the same body in 1976,
The Technique of Civil Resistance. The. Foreign Affairs Department of the Danish
overnment requested a study by Anders Boserup and Andrew Mack. Their emsuing
theoretic work, War without Weapons: Nonviolence in National Defense was published
in Danish, Gernan, and English.l> Since April 1977 an interdepartmental Advisory
Comnittee of the Dutch government has been developing a research program on social
defense, with Sharp, Roberts, Ebert, and Galtung as consultancs.

Other research conferences on nonviolent defense have been held in
Europe; among the recent ones weré those at Uppsala in 1972, Brussels in 1976,
and Oslo in 1978. After Brussels, an International Working Group on Social
Defence was established, with a secretariat in Berlin under Lutz Mex, though its
nevsletter as yet is highly improvisational. Gustaaf Geeraerts edited the
Brussels papers into the most recent book on the subject, Possibilities of

Civilian Defence in Western Europe. This overpriced volume contains examples of a

malaise afflicting certain defenders who have gone into the shoals of left-wing

and argues instead for its nonviolent overthrow.l6 Other articles are of more
incerest, such as a condensation of Roberts' work on Sweden.

Summing up, it can be said that the concept of nonviolent common defense
has been extremely slow to develop in the twelve decades since Elihu Burritt

Eirsc singled out the proposition. It has been unduly slow to develop in the

past two decades since King-Hall broke the thought barrier separating military
scrategy and moral nonviolence. It has continued being all too slow to develop
even in the past decade despite the coherence and identity the field had gained in
the 1960s.

Meanuhile, King-Hall's clarion has received negligible response, favorable
therwise, from who at least ought to be grappling with
Uhe 'L eaa, i chisl Pthes AL Fla AEESUdLSR N ATk stace iy Rapoport or
a Green. With che 1973 debut of Gene Sharp's "Big Bertha,” and its long-term
reverberations, ve may hope that the basis now exists for developing and debating
a studfed alternative to the nuclear malignancy of orthodox strategy.
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NOTES

11n 1964, Sharp, Roberts, and Ebert had hoped that "civilian defense’
would become the standard usage, but it was promptly confused with bomb shelters
and the like. 'Nonresistance'--as used by Bertrand Russell in 1915--should be
It was a semantic blunder of nineceenth-century
pacifists that was corrected by 1930. Buc it still clouds the minds of mis-
informed critics, though it is an archaism whose only current usage is for a
certain style of Memnonite pacifism.

Zsamuel Huntington's use of this term in a book title was simply a
literary allusion (to the US comstitution); the subject of the book is in
the suotitle.

Burritc vas a multi-lingual,
publicist for humanitarian causes, as well a
colleagues, did not make an exception for the Civil War.

ith an
s a staunch pacifist who, unlike some

Note that we are the idea of defense, not the
auch broader fields of momviolent action and pacifiss.

dhi in turn may have noted the success of the Fimns, who from 1898 to

Jaunched in September 1906 for Indian mimority rights in South Africa.
He too used the term "passive resistance," but by 1907 had come to feel that in
" elsewhere was often used out of weakness, and as a sealking

horse for violence. He coined the word '
in 1908, but recained "passive resistance' for {he time being in 1505 when he

wrote his first pamphlec on nonviolence, Hind Svaraj.

51 have compiled a chronological annotated listing of forty-eight of
Gandhi's nge!encﬁs to nonviolent defense.

€ earlier citle is indicative of the cenor of some--not all--nonviolent
esent: ‘Not that we [UK/America] would el rzanv

 prudent pessimist (and American), I disa
SHar Foans of miva Mimiteadly, sesioying the USA would be quite a lostitae.
task, but then so was D-Day, and Barbarossa. I am aware of only two fictional
works on a Soviet conquest and of America: Not This August by C. M.
Kornbluth (New York: Bantam, 1956; arig. 1855; and serialized in \m;xun s
Magazine, Canada, 1955-05, -06); and Vandenberg by Oliver Lange (New

Bantam, 1972; orig. 1971). And of course, there were many other naciens facing
a variety of dangers, not excluding danger from an armed US. Two Can:
best-sellers by Brig. Gen. Richard Rohmer have Canada stymying a Einans
invasion: Ultimatum (Toronto: Clarke Irwin, 1973; Pocket Books, 1974); and
Exxoneration (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1974; Pocket Books, 1976)
Britain under the Russian boot is the backdrop of a thriller by Clive Eglefon,
A Plece of Resistance (London: New English Library, 1972; ordg. Hodder an
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Stoughton, 1971). These books are all entertaining, but none is as plausible
as some of the nuclear holocaust fiction: On che Beach; Red Alert; Alas, Babylon;
Fail Safe; A Canticle for Liebowitz; etc.

%Neither precludes the other, but the change of emphasis is palpable;
conpare for instance che Quakers' 1955 and 1967 works as meationed. Ralph Bell's
1959 panphlet, meanwhile, was a largely unnoticed effort from the pacifist side

,“neo-military kind of "Active non-violent Resis-
in vorld affairs (by Britain, as it were).
104y 1971 senior thesis explored the proposition that unarmed military
forces could perforn 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.
Ny incention was to predicate a military complement to the emerging doctrine
of "civilian resistance,” which by its very name tends to overlook any notion
of how nonvioleat defense might be co-organized by professional soldiers. I hold
that if nonviolent common defense ever comes to pass, it should, and will
have a much larger military component than some of its theorists presently envisage.

LGene Sharp revised the set to
violent coercion.

12,008 out of print. Olson has
version, unpublished as yet.

read conversion, accommodation, or non-

recently prepared a revised and extended

too, though intermittently
R ongoing project of wor:
adjunce to nonviolent defense studies.

=xplor1ng the field since 1962, have also
esign, as a kind of geopolitical

ar in mind that this book is more broadly conceived than just non-

violent defense in subject of volume by Sharp-

but is about nonviolent action in general. It had been my judgment that Roberts,
and Ebert, have a somewhat better sense of the stracegy of nonviolent defense,
while Sharp's forte is tactics, plus concepts and dynamics.
Boserup and Mack clained in their 1974 book that
has lacked any strategic analysis at all, and
tactics. They

On the other hand,
the nonviolent defense literature
was only a stockpile of pressure
set about remedying this presumed theoretic deficiency, with
results to be further discussed [in another part of the thesis--ed.

5In some respects I had Lty R G e
works on nonviolent defense. r de force of abducting Clausewitzian
iristesie Shacy ot foribieae sacine Srovedtiiaa e e o e
my own study was completed, as will be seen.

uch an inversion I reject.
of thought whatsoever has

is worthwhile to speculat:
unpublished paper, as has
elevate such musings into

But that is to be expected; any school
exponents who are an e:
e about nonviolent revolution, and I
George Lakey in his recent book. But we do
the antithesis of nonviolent common defense.
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