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e Institutionalization of Nonvialence

o tern “nonviolence" has been a controvoraial ons. Over the years
many have objected o 1t on the grounds that 1t is negative rather than positive
in substance and therefore does not hold out & vision of what one is Tor rather
than vhat one 15 against, The objection 18 valid, bt it overlooks one bensfit
obtained by the use of this tems. \Vhen e speak of nonviolence we highlight
4o faot that a peaceful world camot bo attainod without strugsle and resistance.
Honviolenco is anti-wiolance and mst bo, sizce violonce, unfortumately, s
woven into the fabiic of our lives. To obtnin peace ve mist reaist violences
To rostot violence 1a to resist deeply rootod inclinations, habito, customs,
laws, and institutions.

Reatstance, of course, is not all that there 1s to nonviolence, but it is
& very important sspect and any glossing over of that fact only leads to

Bridence of such was provided by sose of

the novo common Tenctions to the largely nonviolent, but often dlsruptive
activities of the antivar movenent in the sixtiss and carly seventies. Peace
and placidity have o vay of gotting eausted and it then is nssusod that activity
that dtsturbs or disrupts is antithetical to peace, Just as it is often mistakenly
asaumed that aggressive activity is necessarily deotrustive or violents

One definition of "placid" is “complacent.® Complacency, hovever, i
precisely what is not in order as long 43 e Live in a socisty and in a world
perncated by huuan destrictivensss, Host noaviolent resistance oan bo seen

45 an effart to overcous one or anothor fomm of coplacency and to do so vithout
destroying human 1ife, Since the 5tatus quo is often felt to be oven nore sacred
then husen 14fo, ronviclent aotion say be experienced as more thresteniny than
the threst of murder. ihen Genihi challenged race lavs in South Africa and
caste laws and custons in India, he sent shock waves through those nations.

Yot had o been a soldier in the avmy, even a Gensral, Whose mission was to
defend the existing order, %o wowld not have had the sene impact on his
opponents. Tor he and his opponente would have had several tatags in comson =
the belief in the noed to defend the existing odex in their reapeotive countrios




(along perhaps ¥ith & ¥illingoess to disrupt the given ordor elsevhsre), the belief that
violence is an acceptable means of defenoe aad that for the most part mesns cen
bo fustifiod by ends, the bolef that vielenoe is necessarily a part of politice
Gandht sent shock vaves through the sosieties be inhabited toth beceuse o
challenged the status quo and because his manner and methods in posing this
challazge vers unorthodox.

Nouviolent action is best knovn 08 & protest tactio and waen I speak of
Honviolent Teoistance, probably what cosss to mind are the movements of Gasdii,
Hortin Luther King, Jr., Cosar Chaves, and others. These individuals have helped
%o devezop militant monviolence dnto a politically credible strategy of action.
Bren those ¥ao axe not principled pacifists adsit that this fors of activity @
can in certatn sorts of circusstances be effective and provides an altermative

%0 uaing the vote (which say be unavailable to an oppressed group or, if available,
Sot an effective wey of protecting its rigkte) or 4o using the g (vhich sles sey
e unavailable or ineffoctive). The work of Gene Sharp, perticularly his
enoyolopedic The Politios of Nenviolent Astion, descrides in grest detatl the

¥ide range of tactica thet a nonviolent movement may caploy end makes it oyident
that such tactics have ofton been successful.

It 1o dndubltadle, Howover, that neither nonviolent scticn ss & form of
stratogy for pursuing limited goals nor principled paoifisn have elintnated var
nor came €108 to creating an envizonsent in Which the use of viclence is

4n general dfsapproved. Vien nonviolence is used es & form of strategy the
omphasis 15 often on nonviolence as & means Tather than aa an end. nd sy @
b anything fron securing the right to vote to obtaining better woricing conditions
%o onding u parvicular var. Even in tais Javt case the cojective s omy %o
bring a halt to & particular instence of violence, not to attack largs-scale
orguntsed viclence iteelf. Generally it ¥ould not be appropriate to reproach

the various nonvioleat campeigns and sovesents for this Muitation. No group

is obliged to "savs the vorld® oz, more precisely, fo make the elimination of
Political violenos ita concem. Horeover, the various movemente and caspaisms

4o make soss contribution o the olution of this larger probles, sven whem this
4s not their prinary ain, siaply be eschewing violence in situations where the

use of violence might be expected. That 4s, by not bohaving in tho expected ¥ay
they help to break the habit of violencs in situations such as those they face.




Probably Gandhi case closest to intending throuh his exasgle to do
sosething about the total violence probles.’) Certeinly he ald not think of
nonviolonce as mersly a short~tora strateay or tactic and, even though his
Aameddate ain vas the Liberation of India from Sritish dominstion, he alvaya
nad n mnd Jarger gonls. Nevertnsless, vaen the Sntians Tioally won Ahesr
strusglo and dndependonco vas at hand, @ state or rather tvo atates - India and
Pakistan- case to be and in the crucial respects they wero states Jike any other,
tnat 10, atates avaed and ready to use aras in the uFeuit of thelr intorests.
Sose have attributed this outcome fo the fact thet Gandhi ves sssaseinated just
at that tize and s0 vas not ther £o lead tho paople of India along & more
inovative path, In truth, the matter vas probebly dscided long before he died
by the nationalistic character of tha movenent he Jed and by his failure fo
convert hia colleaguss in the Indisn National Congress to his own wconventional

a well ag for nost of the Tndien people,

aspizations, For sost Congro
nonvialence, or ghiasa ss they oslied it, cemsized & Beans rether thas an end
o bo puraed for 3te om sake.

Purthormore, Gandhd himself vas fot alvays cloar abost the natuwe of his
vision for India. He had written before Vorld Var I in his fasous sssay
s Sweral that tbe Fothor of Farliesents (the british farlisment) s o
prostitute, & sibo which made it clear that modern uationsl tnstitutions 44d not
srovide & sodel ho beldoved that India should aagire o copy. Tet vhen questioned
by @ Teporter shortly after the Firet Yorld Vax he spoke of & Tparlismentaxy
govommment of Tniis in the modem senso of the tors far 18 tine beina' ss the
gosl to be pmm.z) Parliamentary government, in other words, was &n acceptable
gosl a5 @ transition step. It doos not sppeas, however, Hiat Ganchd had  olear
nation of b Indta vsa to pass bayond this fresaitional atey to institutiesal
arsangesents 4n wrich a relince on armed foros yould be elininated, '0ne step
enoueh for me,! vaa & phrase he 1iked o quots.’)

Thus Gandhd fetled to fnatitutionslize nonviolence in his courtsy.
The phrase "the instétutionalisation of nonviolenso say, though, seem somevaat
ogaque. st doos 3t bean? Nomviolent astion, I have slveady dndicated, refers
o bohavior that 1s not merely unviolent, Wit to bebavior that i uviolsnt in
attuations where the uee of wiolance might be expected. It vould sound peoulisr
4 T vero to say, " bathed monvialently® or *T grected my Srien nenvisleatiy,"




but 1t doss not sound peculdar to say "fho Indian liboration strugele ves largely

stod hor attacksrs nonviolently.” In recent years

tructural
“ieruotural

nonviolont, " or "She r
theordata of nonvioloncs have mads us familier with tho concept of
violonoe, * wiich they contrast vith the "dtrect vioence" of the gun.
violenoe" i the violonce porpetrated by institutional arrangements whicl Teault

in harn to husan beings, 0.8, sconosic arrangesents Which result in some going
hungey even though the food with wiich they might be fed is availeblo., This concept
45 mors conplex and more controversisl than that of direct vislenos, but if accopted
makes 1t possible to speak of "ouviolent sconcaio systens" or Mmonviolent
oduoations] practices. That is, it makes sense to spesk this vay if ons believes
st provlont edpoationel o seonbais prastices SmmAIGey hara pereima.

that the adago "he vho does Hot vork shall mot sat" should mot hold, yet in
only too many cases it doss.

%o institutionalise nonviolence, then, s to bring 1t about that comenly
accepted practices and institutions vhioh cause harm fo persons are Teplaced by
Practices and institutions which are not haraful or which at lesst ainimise hars.
The practicss to be replaced;nvolve the use of obviously haraful wesponry or
they may involve blocking people from access to the fulfillsent of their needs. @
To block access, direot hars need not necessarily be threatensd. One may
acoonplish the same result simply by creating an aceeptance of the status quo.

Tn other words, structursl violence need ot be & diract esult of or contingent
upon the uss or threat of direct vielence. Habit may be sufficient to meintain it.

s ay contention that the existence of both divect and structural
violence s contingent largoly upon our notions of what is aceepisble. In saying
this, I intend to shift attention avay fron bological end psyohological factors
which purportedly predispose us fo be violent, & reuank by ths peyohosnalyst
Hobert Stoller vith regaxd to the develojment of & sense of gender, L.é., of vhat
4t 55 to be a male or female and of whick category ous fits into, is pertinent.



P

Ho sayat "Wo cammot say that the entral servous eystea 1s neutral or neuters
Rathor, vo oan say tat the offecta of thase biologtosl eyatess, organized
prenatally in a biologically masouline or feminine direction, ave almost

alvays.. 400 gontle 1n humans o ithsten the Eore poverful forsss of SwAN-
Bent o bunan development...**) o nany, perhae to most, the gense of beins

Sale or fonale as vell as ano's concept of vhat it 1o fo be mele or female, vould
agpear to bo bedzock biologically deternined reslities, Yot recent ressarsh
indicates $hat this is not the case,”) The same point, I believe, may be made

Yith rogerd to aggressive behavior, which ssny also view s blologically datersined,
Poshaps o1 husans engage 1n gong form of aggTessive bebavicr, Certainly i by
agerosaive wo mean selr-assertive, all do, Tot if ve narrov our understanding

of aggroasive to mesn destruotive aad further marrov our foous €0 certain gross.
Sorss of destructive bobavior such as Kililng, the matter leccass mch leaa
Glaas-cut e patteras of destruotive bahavior and the degree of destruotive
behavior vary groatly from individual to individusl, from group to group, and

from perkod %o period, 80 no universal husen biologisal trelt sppears to nake

the ore Exoss fors of destructive behavior inevitable behavior on the part of
In-s) Nor do blological differences between individuals and between groups
accoust i more 4aa & perisheral vay for the dlfferances ohesrved.

Even 1t the zolo of biology is minixized, one might argus that thers are
various ciroumstantial elesents that play en {sportent role in triggering voleaos;
e, sconcmio Glaparities. Vo must recognise, Hovevor, that econosic disparities
themselves exist 1n part bocause of our vievs concorning whst is acoeptable.

Nature ds only partly responetbie.’) More sientticantly, I vould srgue tnst sven
42 such factors prodiapose, they do ot determine. Nost violence, sspectally
collective visleace, iavolves choice, Vo shosse to be viclent and theso choloes
are faoilitated by our belief 1n the scoeptability of violemce, Of course,

thove nay be oome hasitations concerning circumstential elesouter vo say need

to tavake the right of self-dofense to feel at ease vith euch a cloios, Bt for
the most part the application and interpretation of these guidelines is not

acceptables Yot in applying the guidelines, Lt offen appears that tey are used
merely as retiomlizations after the fast, 1.6., after the decision to use viclence
has boen made on other grounds.




Mnsre organised varfars is concomned, 1f 1a particularly evident that we
are faced vith a form of destructive activity that is highly sanctioned. Indsed

1t £ thase vho Tefuse o take part in this activity vho are ostracized aud punished.
Even 4n the cuse of & var as controversial and ultimately as unpopuler 5a the

Vietnan War thers is grest difficulty in obtalning smesty for those who refused

to take part or vho after sose oxposurs to the var opted out of Turther paxticipation.
In church wo may be taught that killing ia alvays or aluost alvays wrong, but in
taught that lilling 45 rons only in certain ceatexts. In otner
contoxts, 90 we are told, it 1s Tight end furthermors, it is required of ua,

No loarn that in the domsstic arens overy person has the rignt to life, literty,

and the purauit of happinoss, but that once intornational borders are crossed, .
tne existencs of these rights is & matter to bo interproted quite differently,

school v

Vo a1l kmow the nase of the social organism that sromotes those belisfa,
It 15 the nation-state, sometines called the state (or the State). e State,

43 vo kmov, Telies in pert on violense S maintein 1tssl¢ i pover and fo enforce
4ta decrees aad logislative ensctmonts. Because &t believes it dare not dispenss
Vith violonce, the State helps o maintain a clisate {n vhich some violeace is
doened accaptable. Accordingly the inteation of the State (if I may spesk
enthroposarphically) 1a not that €ta citisens Tejuct all violence, bt tiat they
Loarn to distingush between logitiste violonse sad illegitisate viclence. This
Lesaon 19 a cructal oue 4n the pelitical soctalization process sponsored by the
State. As juat sontioned, those who do not go along ¥ith this process ay b
esrtoualy puniahed.

Ono might therefore canclude, ss the anszchists have, taat the elisination
of the State and its replacemest by other forms of sostal organization is the
ss0any. by vhich a nonviolent ¥orld is to be created. D. 4. Santillan, the Spenisk
anarohist, oxpreased eloguently iis opinion of the modern State which he believed

Syranny it beowuss 11 is szonseively sxpensive and




because 4t ossential fuictions axo obotacies to
sosial developuont... As a logical complenent
otelitarian siaie sppoars e amm. of n.m..n- 3
¢ raco-iam, which o
el R
nationalism is var. ind var 1c the cause of ne
tions of

In this view the excosses of the totalitarian State are not an accidental perversion
of an easentially viable political fora, but the matural outcome of the
Legitization of contralised arsed power. Once the creation of police, an army,

and & buresucracy aro pormitted, the worst can be expected eventusily fo follow.
Tuis development, of course, is facilitated when technological "progress® puts

b the dioposal of the police, the army, wnd the buresucracy caormousiy powerful
instrusents of control and enoraously powerful instrusents of destruction.

Santillan's denunciation may appear exceasive. Yot developments in the

United States in the past decade might be cited in jartial support of his theaes:
& Liberal democracy, once almost isolationist in ite policies, found dtsel in
& position of pre-emtnont power in the world and begen to behave accoraingly—
ombarked on a cruel and imperialistic mission abrosd, and at home cane close to
troyed. Having boen deflected frou this

the 1115 created by pest excesses may lead in thie direction or to & melding
of corporste and State sower. %)

Tn the anarehist view the exiatence of Statee and of tho State systes
inevitably loads to var, Mierofore overy condition of pasce in such cirousstances
is alvays only temporary. This point of view ia echosd interestinsly enoush by a
Harxist writer, Karel Kara, & Ozech sociologist and peace researcher. He defines
peace “in the parrover or Lroper sense of the term," i.e., as experienced in a




Vorld soststy of nation-atates, as "a specific form of relationships anong
statos, when collistons betwesn them are not Teaolved by armed strugele, bit
*ty means of Giploascy." Ho adda "Corract policy =t know the meas by vaich
4t can achiowe its ends. This applies n tine of peace as in tine of var.
Correct policy mst, therefore, o3 %, Aron has moted vith such lasight, even

in the tummoil of battle hink of peace, and in tiass of pesoe never forget wars
Var and poace - st thoir toals, military meass end diplosscy - are mbuelly
complenentary aad mitually substitutive molalitiss, neithor of taich - in the
contittons of & class socioty - eatisely cedes to s others*) In other vordsy
4 Long a5 the State aysten Temaine fatact (vhich acconting to Narzist theory
Y11 b the case as loug a8 class soolety has mot beon largely eliminated), pesce
an only be a tamporery 1l betvoen ware.

Plausible though 1t may seem that there will bo o natitutionalization of
nonviolence as lons aa Statos in thelr prosent form oxlat, 1t 10 necessary to
onphusize that the drastic modification or elisiaation of the State is not in
La61f o outfictent condition for the sttalnsent of enduring posce. ¥ar clearly
prodates the existence of natio-states, Isporial conquest exd the ozistence
of armad farces are not modern phencaena.

Var o8 aa tnstitution, on the other hand, has not slava existed. ¥ar s
an tastitution requires o dogree of orgenization and of cocoptual capscity that
¥o 40 not 124 1n pristtive soctatiss, L.6., in socloties wiilout a written
Lazguage, tbo use of saney, and & develoed tochatave. %) In the most primitive
aociotion, tho hunting-gathering socisties, o £ind, sa From has poated out, g
not only the absence of the Lnstitution of var, but relatively lov levels of
viclonoe of aay kind, Thia fact appesra to bo rolated o the sisple litestyle
of thess aocieties, the abaence of hisreroky and dosination, end the absenso of
private property or of a semse of econonic soarciy. Sailing states: Rather
than anzioty, £t vould asem, the huntera have a confidonoe bora of afflusnce,
of  condition in which a1l the people’s vaste (such as they are) are gensraily
ossily satistiod, This confidence doos not desert thes during hamiship,wit)

Part of the reason it doos not desert thes 1 bocause wiat food 18 ound s
snared. ven £ ono faxily scquired many mute asd fruits snd snother fatled,
4o Tules of saring vould apply so thet no ane vould go hungry."2)




4 rather abrupt change ocours vith tho advent of whst vo call
etvilisation around the fourth millentun, 3.0 By this time uritien language
had boon developed, the whoe dnvented, end cities created. 4s @ Tosult there
arose greater centralisation of the production process, sreater spesialization of
Vork, and concosttantly the existence of different olasson. According to Froam,
oo Veansequence of the new sode of production is assused o have been conpusst
a5 an essential reguisite to the acounulation of commnal capitel nseded for the
asconplishment of the urban revolution. But there vas a still more basie reason
fox the invention of war as an institution: the contradiction botwoen an economic
syaton that neoded unification n order to bo optimally offective, and political
and dynastic separetion that conflictea with this sconcmtc need."™>)

Ve, therefore, appears o be associated more with certain technical
advances in husan capabilities and with the nesds of a particular stage of eononi
$han with a partioular form of political orgamiceticn. Pub differently, ome might
elininate the nation-state and still have soe form of centrally organized
hisrarcnically structured political eatity as long as econoatc conditions appoared
%o Tequire such a fora of organization. In such a case the institution of war
might vell persist.

From's explanation of the origin of war seems fo bo an sconomic explanation.
Ve showla zote, however, thet the historicel date indicets thet wer as an
iustitution has not come aliout primarily as a Tesult of the experisace of econoaic
searolty, but to a greater degree as a result of the advent of the possibility

of abundance.™)  Abundance for sese, but not for all. If abundance for all wre
clearly atteinable or f atundance for none vere clearly the only possibility,
then 1% seens that the existence of organised Varfare would be (or has been)

loss likely. Since the dawn of civilization, however, it is the possibility of
sbundance or sous that has been the predominant hunan reality.

This poosibility of abundance for soue axose with the develogment of
%ools for increasing the cantrol exorcised by individusle and by groupe over thelr
environsent and over other porsons. Thess fools vers of two kinds: concestual
%00ls and material tools. It is throush conosptual tools that sone are avle to
bring others to recognise their "rights" as rulers, property owaers, seigniors,
ete. With the development of a written languago, these conceptual tools ave




k.

Baguified and zocords cea be kopt of these relationarips and of the trussestons
tnat taks place ithin them, Material tools may bo of the sort that enable persous
%o 1apose grester control over nature and it produsts or they may feke the

Zorm of wesponry by means of which en individual or & group can cosrce othery

nd ooncomttantly feke control of the meass of abundance.

Thus economto factors appesr to be hoavily involved ¥ith tho coourrence
of war. But it 1o 2ot sheer coonoalo need or economic QUIVIVA) that are most
often tavolved. Wo may, of course, tall that way, even when it is uarrented,
a3 vhen Secretary of State Kissingor spoks of ¥hat tne United States might do
4f "economtc strangulation” vere threstened by Atab increases in oil prices.

In 7eality tho effeot of the raise in oil prices in ferms of iupact on the

he posssnlity of var, If the United States showld do a0, it yould be becauss
of an i ldngaons to motify dta 1iteatyle oF 0 cut down on vaste of - Vst
16 ovon nore 1ikely - 1¢ vould be duo to geopolttical asbitions only n pert
14aked to sccnoato sousidorations.

Vhat changos at the tine of the appestance of "etvilization® and of
oxgantsed varfaro 18 uot tho dagres of ecouonto lack, but tho degree of the
capaotty to control. ¥ith thls dnoressing cepacity ve not & corresponting
Sanoreass in the desire to control. (In faot esch reinfoross the other s 1t
48 bard to say vaich coses firet.) Vien conguest succoeds, Vhat s controllss,
of courss, exe not fust now soonomla assets, Wt the vy of 1fe of the corusreds
A chvilisation, 1¢ appesrs, may bo Just es ancious to isposs its Language ite
culturs, aad dta Teligion ea to take control of the Tesouross to be fousd dn
tho comusred territory.

docortisgly, factors even mire busto haa sconcaic need soca to b
& vork 1n making vas aa an dnstitution widely ssosptables 4%) ono such fastor, 1
Vould matntatn, 1o the destro of husan beiaga to trasscand cr to cospensate for
fhetz sppecontly mortel status. By dontifying with & oauss, by attempting o inpose
a lasting dapriat upon the vorld, by seeaing o ock desth, & sease of cverdoning
doath may bo wabteved. dckilles a the Frototyps of the dadividual vho boldaves b



can earn o form of imortality by doisg heroic dests even though he thereby
‘brings his biologloal existence to a premature end. Men in fact have doubtless
bolieved that this vas & part of their “superiority" over wosen, that they
transoended thedr biological identities through adventures, incluiing the
adventures of war, which involved great risk, Wheress woen ere hound up in
their biological identitios. Women "meroly" sustsined bioloyical life,while
men attained the Yeals of meaning. It is doubtless true also that vomen,

%o the extent that taey have idantified with tho goals of men, have supported
them in their queat for the transcendental.

Vnore the quest for higher reslities is concerned, howsver, the danger
of idolatry alvayo lurks mearby. Nen pursus an Absolute so 66 to cocape their
finitudo. They may thon become confused into thinking that making the ultimate
sacrifico ia the same as meking o sacrifice for thet which is ultinste. To some
oxtont, thorefor, 1t is correct to say that husan beings pursue death, but this
18 not due to a doath instinct, but to their (i.c., our) metaphysical desires.
Race, tribe, nation, religion, or ideology easily become our itols, our false
absolutes. ihese idols, 1t appears, arouse intense emotional enthusiasm mich
sore easily than something as abstract as the motion of hunan rights uhieh ertain
%o all. Though it may appear ironic that so mich husan carnage should result from
& dostre to overcoms mortality, to the sarttcipants it evidently has not seamed
illogieal.

The acceptance of ver is facilitated by the existence of desp noeds,
though not yurely pysical nceds, which Uiis institution satisti
transoendence of death, though, requires that something remsin aftor deatis,

whother 1¢ be the soul, one's earthly fame, or a mew geopolitical reality.
Destruction is accoptable vhen sousthing is expected to emence from or fo survive

the ashes. The advent of nuclear var has put these possibilities in question and
cloarly has affested the foreign policies and military behavior of the "superpowers."

o

In spite of the sobering offect of mucloar weapons, however, war at tho
"eonventional lovel has contimued. The London Institute for Gtra tudies
Lista eighty military conflicts betveen 1945 and 1967 and a Hingarian analyst

alc
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using somsuhat difforent critoria counts ninety-seven betveen 1945 and 1969.
As wo know, the world haa not bacoe nora eaceful eiace then. The record

¥ith regard to aras control ia not more oncouraging. Arms control negotiations
have yot to reault in any redustion of aras. As Horbort York hao pointed out,
"So far, aftor alasst thirty years of atteapta to achieve some kind of serioua
2isarmasont, not ono single muclear weapon haa ever ‘boen destroyed or even moved
as a result of an agreement to do 0.1 g Latest san ‘agreenonta have
provoked considerable controversy besause they VIimith steategic amms at levels
beyond what is already possessed. Worsover, they permit a qualitative arms race,
“hile sotting quantitative restrictions at very high levels - 2400 atratogic
dolivery vehicles for sach aide (vith no quantitative restrictions on the musber
of MIRV's such strategic vehicle can carry).

Bven though there may b no intentian o use the muclesr veapons that
 groving musber of nations are amsssing, the
politically important in the struggle for fover. The belief is that the mere
poasession of such weapona provides important leverage and that superiority
with regard to such veapons provides & major political advuntege, whether thatr
possessors intend to use them or not.'®) Tare are deloterious consequences
of this state of affairs, though, sven if tho wospons are nover used. The
oxponditure of energy and treasure Lavolved in the scquisition of these weapons
1o considerable. Furthermore, the non-use of these wespons is mot guaranteed,
20 matter vhat their possessors may wish. In this regard tho increasing
proliforation of these weapons 1s especially oninous.

veapons are perceived as

Those potate are well kuown. They are indicative of the fact that
olitics as usual continues in spite of the nev veaponry end the dangers it
brings. The peraiotence of politics as usuasl makes me sceptical about the
feastbility of the most frequently propossd sodel for the "institutionalization
of nonviolence." This is the negotiated disarmament model or the disaraasent-
cun-vorld-governsent sodol. In this model it is azpected that as & result of
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segotiations anong governasntal olites, sajor armu reductions or even an elisination
of srmo can be brought about. In some sconarios, such s the one proposed by

Clark and Sobn, tho reduction in levels of arms posseused by nations w31l be
scoonpanied by the building up of & world police force. Zhough the police forse
wider the Clark-Sohn ylan would be smallor then the existing U.S. armed forces,

1€ vould dn extreme circusstances be pernitted fo use muclear voapons. Tis is
sutricient to inideate that the ters bolice force’may be mislesding, s are mot
talking about a "eop on the beat” simply provided vith new insignia.

Though & true olisination of aras at the national level vouls constitute
4 drastic chango n vorld affairs and vould markedly altor the vey in which
nations could comduct thenselves i both dosestic and forelgn affatrs, this apiears
not to be fully recoguised by those vho ere given the task of magotiating
disarmasont, Another hypothosts, Of course, s that it is Tocognised, but that
there 19 no serious desire to bring about Teal disarmesent and that taerefors tho
task 40 apsroached 4n 4 mannor Tether difforont from vhat vould bo necessery
if general and complote disamanent vere reslly sought, Thus the task i Tact
15 approached as o tochaical one. There is Mttle discussion of the social,
psychologieal, and scononic changes that would have to accospeny ox preceds &
sejor roduction of arms levels. for 1o atteining ouch changos generally sontioned
a2 the major obstacle o be ovarcous in the next Tound of arse negotiations.
Instead, technical obstacies are nentioned, and technical yrobless, ouch as
how to dotormine when there is "perity" between two sides. The idea that a
concept such a3 "parity" and it Tols in the thinking of stratogists is iteelf
a najor part of tho provlen and itoelt a major obstacle to disarmssent is only
oocasionaily noted (usually not by the official megotiators, but by persons o
the "sidelines") and even then the deep iaplications of tits kind of problen are
sonorally sicirted.

o put tho matter s blurtly es possible: the disarmed State vould no
longex bo the State oo we know it. And in o disarsed vorld, should we ever be
50 fortunate a3 to attain ons, power relations would be altogetier diffarent.
It seens, therefore, that ve must be excessively nalve if we beliova that tho
Whose prosent sdentity and over are altogether ntertvined with asd dependent
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upon. the existense of the State would be tho very peraons who vould mot to chazgs
drastically or oltninate this politiosl entity and st the ssae tize
profousdly political relations ia the vorld, Even if  fov officials n governaent
ahld be dnolined in this drection, 1t is hand o dasgine sopoerted sction by
losdorahip figures in many governasate all vorking fogother to bring sbout tiis
liad of remlt. One aay sllow for individual dealiss without expocting the
atroulous.

I find 4t essential to eaphasise thess poiats even though they loave me
open to chaxges of anarchism (1 the pejorative sense of this tora), sati-isericaniss,
a4 other "horestes.® To b sure, Tecent post-Vatorsate polla show videspresd
"auapicion and scepticism® tovaris govermaental instttutions,’!) o w &
tho foderal lovel, yot there o111 ressins a tendoncy on the part of sost Asartosns
to believe that A7 vo Just ad botter lasders, our probless sight de resolreds
Nost peapla ind themselvas 80 preccoupied with their om personal survival aad
Well-being and that of thelx faxilies that they sre 1ittls inolized to believe that
they thenselves mist provide past of the solution for tho laxge-scale politioal,
sconomt, aad social probloss that face the vorld es & wiole, WAL is the job of

Vork roturaed into the hande of the peosle. The situation da similer vith regard

%o the military. It too get a rathor low rating in Tecent polls. It is clear
that the Tnited States, had 1t wished to do #0, in the Tecent past might have
virtully blow Vistus off the msp. It is equally clear that, that option ¢
having been rejected (by those in positions of final suthority), imericam

extially poldtical issues involved

Tole of the Pentagon and the military; aad very fov are villing to consider
the possibility of dispensing with armed force altogether, Nor is there mch
mecogaition that aome of the most shining opisodes in Aserican history have
Anvolved the effort to substitute nonviolencs for violence, going back even to
pro-fovolutionary +1208.%>) Tuatesd, s ia graphioslly d1lustrated by tho amaenty



Losuo, patriotisn continuos to be oquated by most people with a willingnesy to
support the military and to serve in it without protest, no matter how nisuided
4¢3 nisoton or how ineffestual its mode of action. Disillusionsent unfortunately
d00s not nocessarily shake loose conventional thinking.

Of course, there are significant Tessons for thia state of affairs,
Hajor social change cannot be brought about vithout inourring great risk,
expending groat effort, and exercising great imagination. If all mations do
not atsarn at oncs, for sxasple, then some natians or groups will have 0 do so
bofore tho others—and assune the corresponding Tisks. In fact, as the imstitution
of var demonstrates, many persons are willing to run grest risks vhea convinced
that that is vaat they ought to do or when otherwise strongly motivated. Ihe
principle lack is porhays a lack of imagination, for most are exceedingly
uninaginative in dotersining the content of thoi "ought." Some yhilosophera end
paychologiats find this inovitable, since they boliove that our sense of "ought®
sorely Toplioates social domands. Such thoories appear to oversiuplify the
Phononenon of husan oral Tessoning and the innovations and advances that ve
sote in this regard. Nevertholess, it is true that moral insgination seess to
be manifocted moe often by individuals than by groups. Gemerally we are mot
surprised to see groups persisting in old vays, even though the vays are no longer
appropriate or may even be seriously destructive.

he results so far of ay Teflections may therefore seem discowraging.
To cone seriously to grips vith the vielence problem vill require a transformation
a transforoation that e cannot

of the seemingly well-entranched nation-state
sxpect to be accoaplished by vork of the political elites associated with existing
States. At the same tino we find o widespread apathy end sense of poverlessmess
anong average citisons, who, while angry st or frustrated by the bohavior of the
State, o not expect to be able to change the State and even contimue to use it
85 & vehiclo for achieving a sense of identity ana of porsonal siguificance.
urthersors, while average citizens, especislly since the advent of atomtc
weaponry, may experience considorable feax vith rogard to uhat the State may do
With the weaponry that has beon put at its disposal, they fear equally or more
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what might happen should veapons be renousced in & world whore othor nations
4111 rotain thom.

1 do not, owever, find the situstion altogether hopeless. fhe reasons
for hope e in part dn the neystive charasteristics of our prosent situstion.
hese tnvolves

(1) Tho vecognition of the ineffeotivensss of amed force in nany

situations. Te United states, for exazple, finds that its possession of
nucloar veepons does not ensble 1t to iaposo Lto will, since their use
cannot bo thrastened vithout incurring uacceptablo risks. Horeover, the
posssonion of these weapons by the superpowers is leading to an axtremely G
dangorous and “counterproductive situation, since mazy smaller mations
aro now acquiring or hoping to acquire theso veepons too-a process that
camnot be halted as loog as the right to possens arms of Ho matter what kind
4o conoidered en atiritute of national sovereignty. Finally, the United Statea
45 exporiencing that nainteining o large arsenal and Tighting costly foreign
adventures has severely unbalenced it econony; and vhile theto has besa
om0 loose talk about invading Arab oil fields, it is generally recognized
that the use of military force will not solve these economic problems.
Tho image of the "pitiful helpless giant® therefors a in some vays sppropriate;
and as the glant shovs greater and greater signa of paralysis, it is alvaya
possible that thore vAll be an avekening of the peoplo who inhabit the glent
and an offort to regain groater contrel over their existences.

A% o othor end of the scale, tho ssall and very amall netions are
burdenod with a different set of problens. They camnot protect {nemselves
=ilitarily against their oversise neighbora. The Sikkinese have little
rocourse against India; the Czechs had litéle against the Russias; the
Dutch, ‘the Finna, the Swedes, ete., sre sinilerly vulnerable showld their
conatderably sore poverful nesghbors becoe belligerent. In othor vords,
thotr armies eve slresdy of little use to these countries. Consequently,
they are more open than most to the possibilities of nonvislent derense.

(2) 4 growing avarensss of our ccononts interdependoncy, of the
Linitations in natural rosources and of the fragility of our environment.
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Thic avarences may, of course, lead to a last mad soramble for the soens

of existence and to a cataclysaie conflict. less dramatically, it may lead
to interventions by the larger nations agednst the smaller ones vith varying
dogroes of success. Hore again, though, there may be a growing recogaition
of the futility of attempting to setile these matters by means of arms,

of the fact that to wresk destruction in any part of the vorld is to destroy
& part of the resousces upen vhich ve dopend o may be dependent ourselves.

(3) The already mentioned sense of aliemation from and distrust of
conventional authorities and institutions. This is a necessary though mot
sufficient condition of serious change. Every revolutionary political chango
has been proceded by & development of this kind, Vhen the authority of
traditional fnstitutions is put in question we are suabled to see everytiing
afvesn, to ask: Why? Wnat Tor? To vhat end? (and) What do we roally desire?
These charasteriotics of the contemporary situstion make it possibls to
beliove that ve may see ignificent chanre in the years shead. To the extent that
our interest is in promoting a delogitinization of violense and a corseaponiing
institutionalization of noaviolence, the following sorts of developments vill be

even the promulgation of logal docusents defining now rights, Lo ecsentially
neaningless activity ss long as economic and political power Temain distributed
in a grossly useven way. At ono lovel the objeetion is correct. It is mot
nough for politicsl e1ites Yo sign a phece of parchsent (valeh say be done VAth
the greatest hypoorisy) for the docusent to have an iapact on the 1ifs of a people

or people:

The American Bill of Rights is a meaningful docusent because of its
Toots in our history and because of the institutions which give 1t support (theso
Anclude our educational institutions). But most international huen rights
documents o not have the benefit of this kind of support. I vould argus, though,
that wo canot dispense with  concern for basioc rights just because of the failure
of & certain Sort of human rights activity in the past. Ultiately it is a
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consonsus concurning righte that will make posoible and neceasary the Tenumstation
of tho uso of destruotivo forco. The linkage 48 clear: If I recognise =y nelghbor's
right, I vil1 not iaposs on hin by violent means. If ay neighbor rocognises my
ignt, I chall not need o dafend ayself by violont means.

A poopla‘s movement to schieve & coiseasus on hussn Tights, 1f successful,
could be cxpeoted oventually to lead to very different benavior and very different
Snatstutionsl arrangements than sow exist. Uo 200 & glimering of thla poseibility

the sosction of large nusbers, especislly those assoclated uith the churches,
o the vorld hunger sobles. Ab least ia cortain circles ia the “developedt
countries, inclultng the United States, reducing persanal consuaption, siding the &
dovelopaent of agriculture abroad, and sharin vith the husgry both at hose and
atrosd 1o 50 longer seen se & matter of charity. Ascording o a ecent nevspaper
eport, ‘a group of thousands of evagelical Ghurchasn Who set laot susser tn
Lausanne, Svitserland, spoke of "our uuty to develop a simpls 1ifestyle.ri?)

ihen those of us Vo belong o tho moxe "pFivilegsd” sectore of humsind
axo trought to Tecogmise that an adoquato ecogrition of the Tights of othera
say ontadl fovogoing soms of thess "yrsvilegse,? W sy wil be dnclined o sesdst.
In iy o view, & good sany of those “privileges” invoive the privilege of being
vasteful—and w11 be dispensed with o our o benefit—but I realise that many
do not soxceve the matter in this vy and that the achievement of a consensus
Vhero ceoncmic rights are concorasd ¥ill be sspecially iffioult. Verious factors,
though, neluétng our dncroasing intordepenonce nay load to o opulisi-bassd (.
attompt So achiove such & consensus. A movesent of this kind, if 5t arises,

VALL be of great dmportance for the dnstitusionalisation of nonviolence.

(2) saporinentu with nonviolent doionss. Sich experiments have already
oceurred on en sa hoo basis. Noaviolent resistance, cepeoially in the Somdinavien
countrics, vas mote auscassfil during orld ex TT than Ls genorally recomited.
110 4% could not provent Lnvasion, Lt id prevent tho nastfication of cortatn
of the countries that vero invaded and it 6id save Lives. The Scandina
countrien continue o aintain a high Jevol of interest in nonviolent dofense,
thoush nono has yot taken the step of "tranaraing® o this fors of defense.%)

One can tusgin that othor saal countriss outeid of morthern Buxope may develop
e dntorest 1n this forn of detonse.




(3) The development of unarmed world forces. Though UN.
yeacekoeping forces are Lightly armed, a case can be mado that arms have mot
contributed significantly to whatover offctivensss these forces have manifested -
and they hawe boen offective in cortain situations. UN actions such as the ono
in the Congo which have involved & major reliance on arms have boen highly
controvoraial in their impact. It appears thorofore that there is good reason
%o experizent vith conpletely unermed peacekeeping end eacemaking forces.

In the carly 60's, the international nonviolont movement attempted to
create a nonviolent Vorld Peace Brigade to intervens in conflict situations.

As so often happens vith nongovermmental offorts, it eventually foundored due to
onganizational problens end a lack of financial support. Yot the World Peace
Brigade undertook one siguificant, tnough littls known, action in Southern Africa.
In 1962 1t offered its sssistance to tho indspendence movement in Zambia (at that
tine part of the British-controlled Central African Pederation). In response to
& suggestion from Konneth Kaunds, en international march uas orgenised that vas

%o cross the bordor froa Tansenyike into Northern Rhodesia (now Jambia) to cotneide
With a gonoral strike there, The threat of the march and strike combined with
other developments led the British to negotiate a copromise with Kaunda; and

Just two years lator Zasbia had becone an indepondont republic. In Gens Keyes'
words, "Ihe World Peace Brigade had bent its knoes but didn't have a chance

%o jump; its 'non-ovent' had hastensd & solution to prevent Tace war, but because
*nothing had happenod’® the Vorld Yeace Brigade did not get proper credit.

Unarmed peacekeeping forces cannot solve all the world's probless, but the
Greation of such foroes and their dsployment in an ever broadening rangs of
contexts could help to bresk the reliance on the use of armed force and the
beldef in its nocessity.

(4) The development of alternative techuologies. “he Snglish ecomomist
8.5, Schusacher tas coined the phrase and written a book entitled Ssall I
Beautiful. As Schusscher makes clear, he doss not believe that the smsll-scale
15 alvays to be sroferred to the large-scale. lNevertheless, it is obvious that
large-scale industry and technology has brought with it a host of problems.
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4n the form of matériel to proces:
and a consequent scrasbling by

Those 1nvolve (1) the need for vast resource
and of tools to carry out the production proce
big business organtzations and by different countries fo gain comtrol for
thonselvos of soarce natural Tesources; (2) resowrce wastago, in part because the
very scale of the production process tends mot to foster frugality; (3) shocks
o the environment beceuse of the heavy prossure put on it; (4) wniformity in
production, since there is loss chance for creativity when one has a fov largs
centers of production than when one has many sall centers of production;

(5) alienation of the worker, who becomes literally a small cog in a very big
machine over which he feels he has no iafluence; and (6) "overdevelopment® of
somo aroas at the expense of othors and an unhealthy dichotomy betwoen the

urban and the rural.

With large-soale production, output may be maxisized over a cerfein period
of tine; but eventually a price 4s paid 4n teras of resource deplotion, environsentsl
dansge, worker dissstisfection, end violent conflot anong coapeting urita. The

1)

Alternative techuology is essential to the developaent of a neaviolent econouics.

(5) The development of democracy in the workplace and of worker self-

This point is closely related to the preceding ome. At present the
vorkplace for many 4a & place that incroases their sense of alienation and
atontzation rathor than their sense of self-actuslisation and of ccomplishent -
whsther ve have in mind a sense of personal accomplishaent or a sense of taking
part 4n carrying out meaningful cosmonly shared tasks, While it asy bo impossible
%o elininate entirely hisrarchy and suthority (especislly vhere authority is based
on groater knovlodge and experience), it is cortainly possible to reduce the
prevalence of irrational hisrarchical structures in the workplace. The result
i1 not only be to reduce the structural vislence implicit in a aitustion where
pover aifferentials have no raison d'etre. Indirectly one may expect other results
#3 well. It 1s only with the democratisation of the workplace that such basic




questions as: vhy work? what should be produced? what kinds of relations should
hold between those vho Froduce? can come to the fore.’2) It 1s probably oaly

4n the procoss of ansvoring theoe questions that 4t ¥ill bo possible to ovarcoms
consuserisn and the drivo for noreasing matorial possessions, along ¥ith thoir
s0ociatod ovile: vastego of resources, attempts to gain coatrol of rescurces for
the spocial purposes of one group, mation, otc., end the violenos that often
8008 along vith auch attempte. Wiile worker control may femporarily eracorbate
competition of & destrustive kind betueen Gifferent produstion units, the
husanization of work nevertheloss makes posaible higher levels of integration
and cooperative offort betveen units, since the source of vorker satisfastion is
Shifted in part from product (in the senss of monstery revard) fo process.

of course, vorker democracy must be integrated inte
broader forms of communal demosracy; 1.0., vorker demcoracy camot be expeoted

to attein 1ta highest potentislities vithin the framework of the State,”)

Various forms, that miat replace States and tho relations characteristic of Stat
especially ingofar as these involve a reldance on violent cosrcion of the threat
of 14; and 1¢ 15 intercomunal relations that mast Teplace isternational relations
(at loast to the extent that the nation s equated vith the State). It is mot
Possible in the space limitations of this essay to convey all that I mean by the
concept of commmity. I prefer to stress one seemingly negative characteristic

of a community. In a comunity no one is an outcast. In an extreme ca:
individual may be expolled fron a commmity; in such a cess, the individual vould
Rot be sequestered in some special place within the commmity (e.g., in & prison
oF mentel asylus), but sent out to find another Community vhere ke or she could
begin anew. This ic the oxtreme caso. Othervise the coaminity sscks to see that
the ties among its membera and their sense of mutual responoibility are not broken.
(Those same resarks would hold oven whero the community ves ot a geographically
defined entity. Thore are syubolic as well as physical means of turaing persons
into outcasts without freeing then for mew possibilities; these means too would

b avoided in a gonuine community.)

45 v know 1t 1o characteristic of the socicties in vhich wo presently live
that the aged, the mentally disturbed, the deviant, etc., are relegated to special
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Jocations and opecial dnstitutions vhere most of fen they cease to interact vith
€ho "noresl® mombors of the cosmunity and instead iateract only with each other and
theix custodians,

Thts 1s the "out of sight, out of mind" approach to sostal
problosa.

Vhat 1a out of aind, though, 1s not necessarily out of reality and our.

probloas cansot be made to vanish so sasily. Horeover, to the extent that we rely

on the State to keop certain sorts of peosle locked avay, vo strengthen it and ite
cosroive apparatus. Pinally, a mechanistic approach of this kind tonds o strencthen
the apirit of violence. To use force pajeure to sake probloms or problea persons
vantah 1s not identical with killing, but it s very sinilar to vhat we do vhen

e k1] and tho readine:

% do the one wnd the other appear to be dnterrelated.
In communitics s T onvisage them there would be something reseabling law,
since o process for muking agroements, for implenenting thes, and even on occasic
for enforeing them, appears indispensable to group sxistence. But the enforcesent
procedures would be Tather different fros those with uhich we are most fasiliar
a0d vould not include & reliance on killing or the threat of it, 1,

on capital punishaent, or & reliance on exclusionary polieis
on prisons as we know them.

(7) The butding of fodorations. Tho creation of

Liaks 1 dosirable in 1tself ingofar oo 1t helps uo to overcome the intellectual
and spiritual Matations of purely nationalistic perspective
becauge of our actual interdspendenos
(vhere to somo

Tt 4o nocossary
which exists not only 4n the economio reala
oxtent 1t can bo overcons by the creation of autonosous styles

autononous econoate comuattiss), but in the eultural, spiritual,
realns where it camnot be overcome, or at least cannot be overcoms
without doing serious dasage to our humanity.

Nith the developaent of modern
techuology, transpordatdon, aud comunication, all hussn 1ife on this planet is
50w in fact in intersction. Tt is therefore necessary to creste the strictures
through viich this interaction can occur in a constructive and peaceful vay. This
Will require, I believe, & notwork of trensnational fodorations of different kinds
of conmunities: professional groupings, religious groupings, cultural groupings,
econemic groupings, otc. The development of such grouptngs ~ or federations —
Will not serve the cause of peace, howevor, if they ses themselves merely as
spocial dnterest groupings. Thore must therefore be federations of federations

and attempts at harsonization at all levels. The result, owever, aced mot and



ahould not be world gevernzent se popularly comstrusd. A tramsfor to the global
lovel of the institutions of the matioz-state is, as I have alresdy indicated,
notthor deetreble nor very likely.?d) Tt is not to say, though, that there
should not be political inatitutions at tho global level or that these nstitutions
should bo without significant decision-making end decision-iaplementing povers.
¥hat s roquired is the development through a process of cultural transforaation
of new modes and means of iaplementing decisions in vhich there 1s not  Teliance
on the force of arms. Such developments have already cosurred in muserous dosains
of social existence; T think it ia not impossible that they oocur in all domains,
in particular in the Gomadn of transnational existence.

(6) ae progrousive slimination of racien end sexies. Hacies aad sexism are
w0 particularly blatant sanifostations of the husa fondonoy o inhbtt some
persons fron self-astualization for the sake of prosoting the convenionce and
1¢-satistaction® of ono growp s opposed to snother. Both uvolve sbructural
violonce aad both ay result in direct violence. W are all festitar vith tre
Shononenon of race vars. While v say viow the "var botveen the sexes” as
aonviolent, ve cazot overloak the violemce that occurs within the faatly and in
intizate Tolationships - the high incidonce of muders of pussion, ceses of crild
abuse, oto. Yo can va overlook the froquent oocurrence of rape, et losst in
cortain countrios and cultures. Sexiss appears to support the vorldvide viclense
ayston in anobher vay. The division of roles betwaon the sexes has s9rved to
accentuate the dominating, violent, warrior-like charecteristics of the male.
Thus the overcoing of serien cowld end should nclude the overcosing of the
aubordination of what st1l tend o bo rogarded as "forinin® veluos: a concern
with the presorvation and nurturancs of husss 1ife, & monviolent approsci to
aocial confliot, & ¥illingusss to cooperate for tho saks of the larger wnit,
« spixit of gentlensss. It is clear that humanity camot survive witiout the
intepration of theas benaviors snd attitudes ato the fabric of social exiatence
a6 @ wholo. Such & dovelomment forms only ane part of a feminist progran (she
other sido of this progran avolves saking it possible for wosen fo sxeroise
£roely a11 of their capabilitios (of a creative kind), not Just those that a
sale-dostnated culture has donoted aa “feminine®) and would evea be Tejected
by soms foministe. But it is a doveloment tiat is cruoial, I beldeve, if there
15 to be an "institutionalization of moaviolence."’’
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Same of the developments deseribed above exist only in the most eabryonio
for. Othors have s much more visible and strongly perceived existence. My
intention in listing thea has not been %0 prophesy sbout the future, but to
encourage what is most hopeful and most Sntegrally linked fo what is desirable.
In this way soctal theory may attempt to give modest assistance to social
practice.
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In spesking of the "total violence problen” I an referring both to direct
and to structural violence; see page 4 of this paper.
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advent of civilisation, ds Quincy right states: "Mers aro...conses in vaich
vz is an orgenic phenosenca, others in vhich it ia & hussn shencmendn, others
in which 1¢ 1a & phenomenon of eivilization, and others in which 1t 2 an
achiovomont of very recont tises. Ve must bo careful fo define precisely
vhat vo mean by var, before we can hope to locate its origin.’ (4 StAY oL




Waz, Univorsity of Chicago Press, 1965, B 36.) And furthers "Was 1a
o senso of o logal situstion squelly perELEEing Erowe o expend vealth
and.gaver by violanoe began with eivtidsation. Tot ustil fhe arts of
vriting, sgriculture, and aninel husbendsy had developed s 1t possibla

%o ospamias & permsasat mmen group oz #hete Lesger thaa the prisary
man-to-aan contact group, vith a Gistiaction of Tuler and ruled,  elear
conosptian/of groperty, asd  body of Levs E4stinst from the mores, S0
roguate these elatiouships, to presorve dnternal order, and o formulate
socisl interests, Only under these conditions could war become institutional=
4204 82 & Ttional means to poldtioal asd sconomic eads,® (Zbde, 3. 39.) &
Quoted 1a Prom, gb. giter e US.

E. R, Service, Ihe Hunters, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1966,
quoted in Froms, op. Site, P 140,

Froms, 9B cite, Pe 163+

i $10ustration of the same phenossnon 18 Found in the movie Kisa Jaze
Goodsll and the ¥ild Chismangoes, vhich shows peaceful chispansess bo-
cloning o have sertous Tighte aucag hasseives aad vith bebouns when

Iusacs briz 1axgs quantitios of bennss oa the sosse asd sech axiaal Ham

the posstbility of aoquiring mere than vhat VALL f111 hia mosextery seedas
See also Jane van Lewick-Goodall, Iz the Shadow of Man, Houghton Mifflin,
Boston, 1971, (i
16 ahould b emphanted. tant . an)iseiing hat' ek wusibem Lnnttiution
20 viely acouptible ant asoopted, net Ay men take up ares 1a pertioalas
cassas. Guoe;tie tnasitubion of vax s a00p ed, Haere:mayyof Gouens bu

‘11 seetat:ressons)piy men zeulrt 5 aFms o biugle = Fus dbeanes fur

e iosat sgmaaiisument, Toe!itberetion From piestetom eToll 1ol oo
‘these Teasons provide excellent "justifications” (though we must keep in mind
that an sction nay bo Justified without being the best possible i fhe cin-
cumatinces). In wy viev the scceptabtiity of var doss not axise from ite
Mnovitabi1ity, vhethor that inevAtabilaty be viewed aa the result of husas
Dbty o o8 it o e Souail stss b Vonle 7 anlsy a0
‘that economic need does not have enything %o do with the origins of a particu-
Lez vars Vint vo ses £n the prosent, for szample, s an Sncressed tendessy £




Tosort o arme on the part of cortain groups that have been deprived (often
by moans of arms) of needod bastc material resources by other groups intent
on ganing control ovor moro than they neoded, It 1s corvect to ses this as
& dnd of "reactive" violonos, I think, But the existence of this kind of
violence doss not explain the origins of var or the general scceptability

of war. Tor is 1% bruo that the genuine neods Of the oppressed meke the
‘adoption of arsed atrugsle by them inevitable, Here again wo sre dealing.
With a choico. Whether it is tho best possible choice 1o alvays mnh.
Tt should bo noted, for ezample, that while arms may aid the oppre:
fatning iveration fron a perticular oppressor, such a victory is a limited
one. The pover of all opprossors and potentisl oppressors vould be unden-
ained to o much greater degree should goporel and complete dissTaement fake
Placo, Tho sboence of a nass movement in favor of tho latter ia, I believs,
not duo to the Tact that tho goal soems "utoplan’ or to the Tact that sous
believo thoir short-torn onds will be bottor gerved by contimuing to rely

on arms, but to the fact that B0st people Tind it as a general proposition
mare deatrable to mainteln the gosaibility of arsed stmiggle than to slimineta
it. Tumenkind has not yot maie up "its* mind that the goods that may be
achieved by maintaining this possibility are of mich less weight than the
ool that may be achioved by renowncing it - and creating the social
institutions necessary to support such a remunciation.

15, Herbert York, "Deterrence by fleans of Mass Destruction,” Sane Woxld, Yay,
1974, pu 6L

Seo Nevahall Da Shulsan,'SALT: Through the Looking Glasa," in Ama Control
Zoday, Pob., 1975, Shulsan apesks of the "ayth of the rational political
utility of seratosie muclear oapons abvoe o datorzont lovel." iothor
those weapons have zational political ubdlity oven at that lovel. ~ havevor
that Bight bo doter=ined - 1a questionable.

17. The Joaton Glake, Harch 13, 1975, ppa 1 end 6.

he War Resigtors League calendar for 1976 will be entitled Feace aad Justice:
Creative Nonviglence in She Aseriean Past. It vill contain viguetto doo-
criptions of persons, epidodos, and groups that have contributed to the
‘Mistory of nonviclence and nepviclent action in Uide country. An expanded
weraion may be published aa a book edited by Larry Gara end myselfs




19. The Boston Globe, March 29, 1975, P 13«

20, The term "transermament" is used to indicate that those who rely on monviolent
moans are ot without & forw of arms, though thoy ate without weapons in the
conventional sense.

4 nonviolent econoics mist ve & veriaty of steady-steta economica, Stedy

state economics is just what we have not had throughout the history of

organized warfare. Alternative technology i one crucial component of a

nomviolent steady-state economicas See 5. . Sonmacher, “Aliermatives i

Sochnolosy, ” Altematives, imsterdan, vols 1, nos 1, Haxch, 1975,

22, See Paul Carden, Nodern Capitalien snd Hevolution, A Sclidarity Sook, Broaleyl
Kent, Bngland, 1965, ps 90.

25, The Miakase botvsen noaviolonce and demsorscy in sconamie Life say aot seem
apparent. Desocsacy say bring more conclict than befors. The postulate here
1o that deaoorscy, when 5t permeates the crucial speots of day-to-day Lring,
¥A12 esult oventually in Satisfactions st reduce fho inclination to
Sesrt to violsnce and redice the pover of the sosdal struciures’that
faciditate organizen violent conduct

24, Soe pages 12-24 supre.

25. T nave dovoted sore space to sexism here siaply beosuse its Comections with

the violence problen sve less Tecoguised wxd perhaps doss essily perceived

Shan the somections betveen racism an viclence The world scomomio order

15 ot prosent & vhite-controllod, ¥iite-dominated onter aud every Gay large

numbers dse wmecesserily s  reslte



