NOTES

[1]

Some periodicals limited to the strictly anarchist milieu, such as Anarchy: A
Journal of Desire Armed, are not at all pacifist. However, their influence, and
the influence of their readership, can be clearly seen as marginal in areas
where, otherwise, anarchists have a major impact. At mass mobilizations of the
anti-war and anti-globalization movements, in which anarchists are key
organizers, criticisms of pacifism are not even entertained; at best, some
participants can successfully argue that watered-down forms of direct action
really do qualify as nonviolent. Media widely available beyond anarchist circles,
in the way progressive media are somewhat available to the mainstream, are
almost exclusively pacifist, even when many of the volunteers that keep those
media alive are anti-authoritarians who support a diversity of tactics.
[2]

Because it may be presumptuous to refer to someone who is not engaged in
open conflict with the state as a revolutionary, I define a revolutionary activist
as someone who, at the least, is building toward the point when such a conflict
is practical. Some people have qualms with the term activist, or associate it
with reformist types of activism. To avoid being too particular about words and
terminology, I will ask readers simply to receive this term in the best possible
way.
[3]

This particular list comes from an article written by Spruce Houser (Spruce
Houser, “Domestic Anarchist Movement Increasingly Espouses Violence,”
Athens News, August 12, 2004,
http://athensnews.com/index.php?action=viewarticle&section=archive&story_i
d=17497), a peace activist and self-proclaimed anarchist. I have seen these
same putative victories declared by other pacifists time and again.
[4]

Hell NYC, 2/15: The Day the World Said No to War (Oakland, CA: AK Press,
2003). This book gives one a feel for the way peace activists celebrate these
protests.
[5]

For example, as soon as a pacifist panelist at the anarchist conference
mentioned in the introduction was forced to admit that the civil rights struggle
did not end victoriously, he changed directions without blinking an eye and
blamed the struggle’s failure on militant liberation movements, saying that as
the movement became violent, it started to lose ground. This argument ignores
the fact that resistance against slavery and racial oppression was militant well
before the late 1960s, and also disavows any specific analysis that might, say,
correspond an increasing militancy with a decreasing base. Such correlations
are factually nonexistent.
[6]

Chandrasekhar Azad, who was killed in a shootout with the British, is a focal
point of a recent movie, The Last Revolutionary, by Indian director
Priyadarshan.
[7]

Reeta Sharma, “What if Bhagat Singh Had Lived?” The Tribune of India,
March 21, 2001; http://www.tribuneindia.com/2001/20010321/edit.htm#6. It

is important to note that people across India beseeched Gandhi to ask for the
commutation of Bhagat Singh’s death sentence, given for the assassination of a
British official, but Gandhi strategically chose not to speak out against the state
execution, which many believe he easily could have stopped. Thus was a rival
revolutionary removed from the political landscape.
[8]

Bose resigned after a conflict with other Indian political leaders, stemming
from Gandhi’s opposition to Bose because the latter did not support
nonviolence. For more on Indian liberation struggles, read Sumit Sarkar,
Modern India: 1885–1947 (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1989).
[9]

Professor Gopal K, email to author, September 2004. Gopal also writes, “I
have friends in India who still haven’t forgiven Gandhi for this.”
[10]

Though the conservatism inherent in any political establishment prevented
many Euro/American states from seeing this for some time, neocolonial rule is
much more efficient at enriching the colonizer than direct colonial
administration, and more efficient at maintaining power, once direct colonialism
has successfully effected the necessary political and economic reorganization
within the colonies. Liberals within the imperialist states, unfairly characterized
as disloyal or unpatriotic, were, in fact, right on the money when they
advocated independence for the colonies. George Orwell, Ho Chi Minh, and
others have written about the fiscal inefficiency of colonialism. See Ho Chi
Minh, “The Failure of French Colonization,” in Ho Chi Minh on Revolution, ed.
Bernard Fall (New York: Signet Books, 1967).
[11]

India’s neocolonial status is widely documented as part of the expanding
body of anti- and alter-globalist literature. See Arundhati Roy, Power Politics
(Cambridge: South End Press, 2002) and Vandana Shiva, Stolen Harvest
(Cambridge: South End Press, 2000).
[12]

The group Direct Action in Canada and the Swiss guerrilla Marco Camenisch
are two examples.
[13]

See Robert Williams, Negroes with Guns (Chicago: Third World Press,
1962); Kathleen Cleaver and George Katsiaficas, Liberation, Imagination, and
the Black Panther Party (New York: Routledge, 2001); and Charles Hamilton
and Kwame Ture, Black Power: The Politics of Liberation in America (New York:
Random House, 1967).
[14]

“Historical Context of the Founding of the Party,”
http://www.blackpanther.org/legacvnew.htm. In 1994, Dr. Kenneth Clark, the
psychologist whose testimony was instrumental in winning the 1954 Brown v.
Board of Education Supreme Court decision, stated that segregation was worse
than it had been 40 years prior. Also see Suzzane Goldberg, “US wealth gap
grows for ethnic minorities,” The Guardian (UK) October 19, 2004, reprinted in
Asheville Global Report, no. 302 (2004)

http://www.agrnews.org/issues/302/nationalnews.html. The Pew Hispanic
Center, analyzing US Census data, recently found that the average white family
has a net worth 11 times greater than that of the average Latino family, and
14 times greater than that of the average black family, and that the disparity is
growing.
[15]

Mick Dumke, “Running on Race,” ColarLines, Fall 2004, 17–19. This article
was written before Barack Obama’s election so I have updated the figure.
[16]

“They [the civil rights movement and the black liberation/anti-colonial
movement] rapidly evolved toward armed struggle, with self-defense leading to
armed organizations. Anti-government violence had mass approval and
participation.” E. Tani and Kae Sera, *False Nationalism, False
Internationalism( (Chicago: A Seeds Beneath the Snow Publication, 1985), 94.
Also see Mumia Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom (Cambridge: South End Press,
2004), 32, 65.
[17]

Flores Alexander Forbes, “Point Number 7: We Want an Immediate End to
Police Brutality and the Murder of Black People; Why I Joined the Black Panther
Party,” in Police Brutality: An Anthology, ed. Jill Nelson (New York: W.W.
Norton and Company, 2000), 237.
[18]

Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom, 31.

[19]

“[I]f an oppressed people’s pent-up emotions are not nonviolently released,
they will be violently released. So let the Negro march....For if his frustrations
and despair are allowed to continue piling up, millions of Negroes will seek
solace and security in Black nationalist ideologies.” Martin Luther King Jr.,
quoted in Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 107. Martin Luther King Jr. played
up the threat of black revolutionary violence as the likely outcome if the state
did not meet his reformist demands, and his organizers often capitalized on
riots carried out by militant black activists to put the pacifist black leaders in a
more favorable light. See especially Ward Churchill, Pacifism as Pathology
(Winnipeg: Arbeiter Ring, 1998), 43.
[20]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 96–104. As King himself said, “The sound
of the explosion in Birmingham reached all the way to Washington.”
[21]

Ward Churchill, Pacifism as Pathology. Also, for an example, Tani and Sera,
False Nationalism, chapter 6.
[22]

A pacifist panelist at the North American Anarchist Conference, rejecting
the idea that the Vietnamese resistance, and not the peace movement,
defeated the US, temporarily confused his moral/tactical position with a racial
one by pointing out that it was US troops assassinating their officers that also
led to the end of the war.

[23]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 124–125. “Project 100,000” was begun in
1966 at the suggestion of White House adviser Daniel Patrick Moynihan, who,
incidentally, hypothesized that the unemployed men targeted for military
service were “maladapted” because of “disorganized and matrifocal family life,”
while Vietnam represented “a world away from women.” (Interestingly,
de,onization of strong black women was eventually insinuated into the Black
Power movement itself). Colonel William Cole, commander of an Army
recruiting district, said, “President Johnson wanted those guys off the street.”
[24]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 127.

[25]

Matthew Rinaldi, Olive-Drab Rebels: Subversion of the US Armed Forces in
the Vietnam War, rev. ed. (London: Antagonism Press, 2003), 17.
[26]

Ibid., 11–13.

[27]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 117–118.

[28]

It is educational to see how the elite themselves perceived the anti-war
movement. One rich account comes from Secretary of Defense Robert
McNamara in the documentary Fog of War: Eleven Lessons from the Life of
Robert S. McNamara, directed by Errol Morris, 2003. McNamara clearly
expressed being troubled by the protests often held outside his workplace, but
with the typical arrogance of a bureaucrat assumed the public didn’t know
enough to make policy suggestions. He believed that he too wanted peace, and
as a leading government expert he was thus working in the interests of the
anti-war protestors.
[29]

“Millions Give Dramatic Rebuff to US War Plans,” News, United for Peace
and Justice, http://www.unitedforpeace.org/article.php?id=1070 (accessed
October 5, 2006). Originally published by Agence France-Presse, February 16,
2003.
[30]

Excluding Al Sharpton, who was treated (as always) as a pariah.

[31]

Sinikka Tarvainen, “Spain’s Aznar Risks All for a War in Iraq,” Deutsche
Presse-Agentur, March 11, 2003.
[32]

Not only were commentators nearly unanimous in attributing the shift of
power directly to the bombings, the Spanish government itself acknowledged
the impact of the bombings by trying to cover up Al-Qaida involvement, instead
blaming ETA Basque separatists. Members of the government knew that if the
bombings were connected in the public mind to Spanish participation in the
Iraq occupation, they would lose in the polls, as they did.

[33]

Ward Churchill, in using the example of the Holocaust to demonstrate the
pathology of pacifism in the face of oppression, cites Raul Hilberg, The
Destruction of the European Jews, (Chicago: Quadrangle, 1961) and Isaiah
Trunk, Judenrat: The Jewish Councils in Eastern Europe Under Nazi Occupation
(New York: Macmillan, 1972). Churchill’s own contributions to the topic, which
informed my own, can be found in Churchill, Pacifism as Pathology, 31–37. He
also recommends Bruno Bettleheirri’s Foreword to Miklos Nyiszli, Auschwitz
(New York: Fawcett Books, 1960).
[34]

The example of the Danes during the Holocaust was used by pacifist
anarchist Colman McCarthy at his workshop “Pacifism and Anarchism” at the
National Conference on Organized Resistance, American University
(Washington, DC), February 4, 2006.
[35]

Yehuda Bauer, They Chose Life: Jewish Resistance in the Holocaust (New
York: The American Jewish Committee, 1973) 32, 33.
[36]

Ibid., 21.

[37]

Ibid., 36.

[38]

For example, on a listserv of former “prisoners of conscience” with School
of the Americas Watch (SOAW), a group that has conducted one of the longestrunning campaigns of nonviolent civil disobedience against US foreign policy,
one veteran pacifist suggested that if the military was placing more restrictions
on protesting outside an Army base that had been targeted by demonstrations,
we were doing something wrong, and should take a step back. The same
person, representative of a large trend within US pacifism, also objected to
calling a protest a “march” instead of a walk (although he claimed to uphold
the legacy of King and Gandhi).
[39]

Bauer, They Chose Life, 45.

[40]

Ibid., 39–40.

[41]

Ibid., 39 (regarding Kovno), 41 (regarding France).

[42]

Ibid., 47–48.

[43]

Ibid., 50.

[44]

Ibid., 52–53.

[45]

Ibid., 53–54.

[46]

One example of the mere threat of popular violence creating change comes
from the American Indian Movement (AIM), in Gordon, Nebraska in 1972. An
Oglala man, Raymond Yellow Thunder, had been killed by white people whom
police refused to arrest (this was a relatively common occurrence). His
relatives, fed up with the apathy of the government, called in AIM. Thirteen
hundred angry Indians occupied the town of Gordon for three days,
threatening: “We’ve come here to Gordon today to secure justice for American
Indians and to put Gordon on the map ...and if justice is not immediately
forthcoming, we’ll be back to take Gordon off the map.” [Ward Churchill and
Jim Vander Wall, Agents of Repression: The FBI’s Secret Wars Against the
Black Panther Party and the American Indian Movement (Cambridge: South
End Press, 1990), 122.] Promptly, the two murderers were arrested, a cop was
suspended, and local authorities made some effort to end discrimination
against Indians.
[47]

See, for example, Malcolm, X, “Twenty Million Black People in a Political,
Economic, and Mental Prison,” in Malcolm X: The Last Speeches, ed. Bruce
Perry (New York: Pathfinder, 1989), 23–54.
[48]

In one conversation I had with a pacifist Mandela was held up as an
exemplary person of color and abandoned just as quickly when I mentioned
Mandela’s embrace of armed struggle. [Detailed in his autobiography: Nelson
Mandela, Long Walk to Freedom: The Autobiography of Nelson Mandela
(Boston: Little, Brown, 1995)].
[49]

Jack Gilroy, e-mail, January 23, 2006. This particular e-mail was the
culmination of a rather sordid conversation on the listserv of a white pacifist
group, during which participants discussed a suggested civil rights-style march
through the heart of the black South. One person suggested calling it a “walk”
instead of a “march,” because “march” constitutes “violent language.” Gilroy
asserted, “Of course we are claiming the mantle of Dr. King!” This latter was in
response to a criticism made by a black activist, who said that by holding such
a march (it was supposed to start in Birmingham or another city of equal
symbolism), they were co-opting King’s legacy and would probably offend and
alienate black people (given that the organization was predominantly white,
downplayed race in its analysis, and focused on oppression occurring abroad
while missing, for instance, the fact that the civil rights movement is still
continuing at home). The white peace veteran responded in an extremely
condescending and insulting way to the criticism, even calling the black activist
“boy” and claiming that the pacifist movement was so white because people of
color “have not listened, have not taught when they have learned, have not
preached from their pulpit ...have not been able to connect to our movement to
bring justice to all people of Latin America-which includes millions of people of
color.” He finished off the same e-mail by insisting that the fight against
injustice “has no color bar.”
[50]

Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., interview by Alex Haley, Playboy, January
1965. http://www.playboy.com/arts-entertainment/features/mlk/index.html.

[51]

Malcolm X, quoted in Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom, 41. For more of
Malcolm X’s then-crucial analysis, see George Breitman, ed., Malcolm X Speaks
(New York: Grove Press, 1965).
[52]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 106.

[53]

Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom, 262.

[54]

Allegations of government involvement in Malcolm X’s assassination are
convincingly presented by George Breitman, Herman Porter, and Baxter Smith
in The Assassination of Malcolm X (New York: Pathfinder Press, 1976).
[55]

Ward Churchill and Jim Vander Wall, The COINTELPRO Papers: Documents
from the FBI’s Secret Wars Against Dissent in the United States (Cambridge:
South End Press, 1990).
[56]

I know that personally, despite being interested in history and taking
advanced placement US history classes throughout my years in some of the
better public schools in the nation, I graduated high school knowing little about
Malcolm X, other than that he was an “extremist” black Muslim. However, as
early as elementary school, I knew quite a bit about Martin Luther King Jr. To
be fair, Malcolm X is as important, if not more important, a figure to the civil
rights and black liberation movements as King. In subsequent years, my
political education in progressive white circles failed to correct either the whiteout of Malcolm X or the misleading hagiography of King. It was only upon
reading in black activists’ writings of the importance of Malcolm X that I did the
necessary research.
[57]

Darren Parker, e-mail, July 10, 2004.

[58]

Consider the popularity, for instance, of the following quote: “What these
white people do not realize is that Negroes who riot have given up on America.
When nothing is done to alleviate their plight, this merely confirms the
Negroes’ conviction that America is a hopelessly decadent society.” Martin
Luther King Jr., “A Testament of Hope” in James Melvin Washington, ed., A
Testament of Hope: The Essential Writings of Martin Luther King, Jr. (San
Francisco; Harper & Row, 1986), 324.
[59]

This sentiment, though it has been expressed by many different people,
comes to me most directly from Roger White, Post Colonial Anarchism
(Oakland: Jailbreak Press, 2004). White primarily addresses white anarchists’
frequent tendency to shun national liberation movements for not conforming to
a particular anarchist ideology. The dynamic is similar to the one created by
pacifism, which I describe, and both are more functions of whiteness than any
particular ideology. Pacifism has been one stumbling block that has allowed
white radicals to control or sabotage liberation movements, but it is by no

means the only one. White’s book is worth a read, precisely because militant
white anarchists encounter many of the same problems as white pacifists.
[60]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 134–137.

[61]

Ibid., 137–161.

[62]

Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom, 7.

[63]

Personal e-mail to author, December 2003.

[64]

David Cortright, “The Power of Nonviolence,” The Nation, February 18,
2002, http://www.thenation.com/doc/20020218/cortright. This article
attributes a one-word quote to Cesar Chavez, but it is left to white pacifists to
explain the meaning and implementation of nonviolent strategies.
[65]

Bob Irwin and Gordon Faison, “Why Nonviolence? Introduction to Theory
and Strategy,” Vernal Project, 1978,
http://www.vernalproject.org/OPapers/WhyNV/WhyNonviolence2.html.
[66]

Staughton Lvnd and Alice Lynd, Nonviolence in America: A Documentary
History (Maryknoll, New York: Orbis Books, 1995).
[67]

Quotes from white organizers at the time, in Ward Churchill, Pacifism as
Pathology. 60–62.
[68]

Art Gish, “Violence/Nonviolence” (panel discussion, North American
Anarchist Conference, Athens, OH, August 13, 2004).
[69]

Tani and Sera, False Nationalism, 101 — 102.

[70]
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87.
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Keith McHenry, e-mail, international Food Not Bombs listserv, April 20,
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Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth (New York: Grove Press, 1963),
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Ibid., 94.
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Darren Parker, e-mail, July 10, 2004.

[77]

Churchill and Vander Wall, Agents of Repression, 188.

[78]

Some of the most dedicated nonviolent activists in the US have faced
torture and murder in the course of Latin American solidarity work. But this is
not quite the same thing as what activists of color face within the US, given
that these white activists have faced violence in a situation they sought out
rather than one imposed on them, their families, and their communities. It is,
after all, much easier to have a martyr complex for oneself than for one’s
family (which is not to say that all of these activists were motivated by such a
complex, though I have certainly met a few who cash in that risk to claim that
they have experienced oppression rivaling that felt by people of color).
[79]

Churchill, Pacifism as Pathology, 60–61.
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David Gilbert, No Surrender: Writings from an Anti-Imperialist Political
Prisoner (Montreal: Abraham Guillen Press, 2004), 22–23.
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Alice Woldt, quoted in Chris McGann, “Peace Movement Could Find Itself
Fighting Over Tactics,” Seattle Post-Intelligencer, February 21, 2003,
http://seatrlepi.nwsource.com/local/109590_peacemovement21.shtml.
[82]

E-mail to author, October 2004. This same activist paternalistically rewrote
the history of black liberation to declare that the Black Panthers did not
advocate violence. In the same e-mail, he quoted from Sun Tzu’s Art of War to
bolster his case and improve his tactical sophistication. Whether Sun Tzu would
have agreed with his theories’ being used in an argument for the efficacy of
pacifism is questionable.
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E-mail to author, October 2004.

[84]

David Dellinger, “The Black Rebellions,” in Revolutionary Nonviolence:
Essays by David Dellinger (New York: Anchor, 1971), 207. In the same essay,
Dellinger admits that “there are occasions when those who act nonviolently
themselves must become reluctant allies or critical supporters of those who
resort to violence.”
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Gilbert, No Surrender, 23.

[86]

Abu-Jamal, We Want Freedom, 76.

[87]

Belinda Robnett points out that by becoming more militant and adopting a
Black Power ideology, previously nonviolent groups such as SNCC “led liberal
financial supporters [presumably mostly white] to stop contributing.” This loss
of mainstream funding led in part to the collapse of the organization (Robnett,
How Long? 184–186). Robnett, however, equates the abandonment of
nonviolence with machismo. Reflecting her academic status (as a sociology
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driving a car is a violent activity, enough so that we cannot take seriously a
moral pacifist who drives a car. Eating tofu, in the current economy, is
integrally connected to the use of disposable immigrant labor, genetic
modifications of soy and the resulting destruction of ecosystems and food
cultures, and the ability of the United States to undermine subsistence-farming
cultures around the world, fueling globalization with the threat and reality of
starvation. Paying rent supports property owners who will throw a family out
into the streets if they cannot make payments in time, who invest in ecocidal
development and urban sprawl, and who assist in the gentrifying of cities, with
attendant violence levied against homeless people, people of color, and lowincome families. Being nice to a cop contributes to the masochist culture of
worship that allows agents of law and order to beat and murder people with
impunity. It is a striking historical peculiarity that allows police to enjoy broad
popular support, and even think of themselves as heroes, when it used to be
that they were well known as scum and lackeys of the ruling class.
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Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, 54.
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“We are at war....” Art Burton (keynote address, People United, Afton, VA,
June 19,2004). Burton was a member of the Richmond NAACP. The Zapatistas
describe the current world order as the Fourth World War, and this sentiment
has been echoed across the globe.
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Helen Woodson and my former codefendant and cellmate Jerry Zawada
come to mind as committed, pacifist revolutionaries.
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Though this particular quote is my own wording, the argument it
represents comes frequently from the mouths of nonviolent activists. Todd Allin
Morman begins his article “Revolutionary Violence and the Future Anarchist
Order” by pointing out that none of the violent revolutions in the United States,
Russia, China, or Cuba “has led to a just society, a free society or even to a
‘workers’ paradise” (30).
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I am judging the Leninists’ motivations by the aims and actions of their
leaders — as members of an authoritarian organization, the rank-and-file
demonstrably prioritized following the leaders over their own intentions, good
or bad. The aims and actions of the Leninist leadership, from the very
beginning, included improving and expanding the Tsarist secret police,
reconstituted as the Cheka; forcibly converting millions of independent
peasants into wage laborers; blocking direct barter between producers;
instituting stark wage hierarchies between officers and soldiers Tsarist officers;
taking in the military, which was composed largely of ex-Tsarist officers, taking
over, centralizing, and ultimately destroying the independent workers’
“soviets,” or councils; seeking and accepting development loans from British
and American capitalists; bargaining and collaborating with imperialist powers
at the end of World War I; repressing the activism and publications of
anarchists and social revolutionaries; and more. See Alexander Berkman, The
Bolshevik Myth (London: Freedom Press, 1989), Alexandre Skirda, Nestor
Makhno, Anarchy’s Cossack: The Struggle for Free Soviets in the Ukraine
1917–1921 (Oakland: AK Press, 2004), and Voline, The Unknown Revolution
(Montreal: Black Rose, 2004).
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A good history of this movement can be found in Alexandre Skirda, Nestor
Makhno, Anarchy’s Cossack.
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In their article written for police strategists, “Anarchist Direct Actions,”
Randy Borum and Chuck Tilbv point out that in some cases decentralization has
left anarchists isolated and more vulnerable to repression, though on the whole
it is clear that decentralization makes radical groups harder to infiltrate and
repress; communication, coordination, and solidarity are the critical
components for the survival of decentralized networks. Borum and Tilbv,
“Anarchist Direct Actions,” 203–223.
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Without autonomy, there can be no freedom. For a basic introduction to
these and other anarchist principles, see Errico Malatesta, Anarchy (London:
Freedom Press, 1920); or Peter Kropotkin, Mutual Aid: A Factor in Evolution
(New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1921). A good article containing thoughts on an
anarchist revolutionary process similar to the one I have phrased is Wolfi
Landstreicher’s “Autonomous Self-Organization and Anarchist Intervention.”
Also, Roger White’s Post Colonial Anarchism provides a number of important
arguments for the right of each community and nation to autonomously
identify itself and choose its method of struggle.
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For example, the Black Liberation Army, one of the more successful urban
guerrilla groups in the US, failed in large part for want of an above ground
support structure, according to Jalil Muntaqim, We Are Our Own Liberators
(Montreal: Abraham Guillen Press, 2002), 37–38. On the other hand, the
anarchist insurgent army led by Makhno in Ukraine could sustain effective
guerrilla warfare against the immensely larger and better armed Red Army for
so long precisely because it enjoyed a great deal of support from the
peasantry, who hid and tended wounded insurgents, provided food and
supplies, and collected information on enemy positions. Skirda, Makhno,
Anarchy’s Cossack, 248, 254–255.
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John Sayles, “Foreword,” in Lon Savage’s Thunder in the Mountains: The
West Virginia Mine War, 1920–21 (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press,
1990).

