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mezhm..w WHIPPLE (1808-1900) WAS a Bostonian pacifist and member of
the Bowdoin Street Young Men's Peace Society, a local affiliate of the American
Peace Society. As with other nonresistants who lived in a world where slavery
and revolution were well known, Whipple questioned the relationship between
pacifism and the struggle for independence. In Evils of the Revolutionary War,
Whipple challenges the assumption that the war itself was necessary given the
nonviolent struggle for independence which had already begun. Clearly,
Whipple felt that violent revolution was not the only means 1o rid the colonies
from British domination. He saw it as enslaving the new republic to cruelty and
revenge rather than setting it free. Lest we consider this naive, we should note
that several modem British and United States historians have raised the same
question. In as recent a publication as the 1985 publication Resistance,
Politics And The American Struggle For Independence, 1765-1775, for
example, the editors argue that the nonviolent approach 1o the American
Revolution would have been sufficient in attaining independence. Whipple
describes here several nonviolent strategies for freedom which are amazingly
similar to those suggested by Gandhi decades later.

ém.ﬂ.. ALL WAR WRONG?

Yes, says the Peace man.

Then the war which gained American Independence, our glorious
Revolutionary war, was wrong!

It was.

Then, sir, tell me this if you can. Where would our great, prosperous, and
happy country have been at this moment, but for that war?
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I will tell you. It would have been more prosperous, more moral, and
happier than it now is.

You cannot surely believe such an absurdity. Wonderfully prosperous and
happy we should be, no doubt, remaining to this hour under the tyranny of
Great Britain!

There is your mistake, my friend. You take it for granted, without
examination, that we could never have freed ourselves from British
domination, except by war. Now, I say, that we should have autained
independence as effectually, as speedily, as honorably, and under very much
more favorable circumstances, if we had not resorted to arms.

Very well: now show me how it could have been done.

Our fathers might have accomplished this object, great as it was, merely by
taking the course which the society of Friends took to maintain their rights, and
by which, though a small and despised body of men, they compelled the
English and American governments to recognize and protect those rights. This
course consisted of three things. 1st, a steady and quiet refusal to comply with
unjust requisitions; 2d, public declarations of their grievances, and demands for
redress; and 3d, patient endurance of whatever violence was used to compel
their submission.

We have every reason to expect that steady perseverance in a course like this
will ultimately succeed, wherever the cause is just. Because ‘moral might is
always on the side of right,’ and because governments are composed of men,
and not of brutes.

Let us suppose, for a moment, that our fathers had acted in the manner [ have
mentioned, and see what the various stages of the process would have been. In
every part of the contest, they strictly adhere to the principles above stated.
They carefully refrain from violence, constantly remonstraie against the
oppressive acts, and persevere in passive resistance. When the taxed tea is
brought to their shores, they universally abstain from the use of it. It lies
undemanded in the ware-houses, and thus the plan of taxation, as far as that
article gocs, is as completely defeated as it could have been by violence and
robbery. When the stamped paper is taxed, they carry on their business without
i. This involves great difficulty, inconvienence, and embarrassment of
business. No matter! They are patriots, and willing to suffer for their country;
and the evils thus endured are infinitely less than the calamities of war. If direct
taxes are laid upon them, they quictly, but universally, refuse payment. Their
property is seized and sold to raise the tax. They patiently submit to this evil,
for their country’s sake, and rejoice that it is so slight in comparison with war.
Imprisonment, insult, and abuse of every kind, are added to enforce the
oppressive acts of parliament. Still no violence is used, either for defence or
retaliation: but petitions, remonstrances, delegations are multiplied as the
occasions for them recur. When all these measures are found to fail of success,
they unite in solemn assembly to make to the world a declaration of their
wrongs, and pronounce their formal separation from, and independence of the

British nation. This movement excites new and more violent demonstrations
of hostility on the part of the British functionaries, The signers of the
Declaration of Independence, and the officers of the new govermnment, are
seized and sent to England to take their trial for high weason. No opposition
is made, no defence attempted by the patriot leaders. They are ready to lay
down their lives in support of the liberty of their country, and they rejoice to
meet the danger of this form, in which they can explain and defend their
principles, rather than submit their cause to the decision of brute force on the
battle-field, where their own fall would involve the destruction of thousands of
their countrymen. They are tried by the constituted authorities of England, and
calmly avow and defend their revolutionary measures. They are found guilty,
sentenced to death, and {for we will suppose the worst) actually executed as
traitors. But their defence, their bold and clear explanation of the principles of
liberty, their new views of the relative rights and duties of a government and
its subjects, are in the mean time eagerly read and pondered by ali the British
nation. And while this good seed is taking root in the hearts of the people, the
source of power, let us turn to the United States, and see what the
revolutionists, thus suddenly deprived of their leaders, are doing.

As soon as that noble band of pioneers is taken from them, they choose
others to administer the affairs of the new nation. These, too, are seized as
rebels.  They immediately elect more. What shall the colonial officers do
against such pertinacious, yet unresisting opponents? The whole population
avow their determination to be free. The whole population offer themselves for
punishment. The prisons are filled to overflowing with rebels; yet they have
accomplished nothing, for every man they meet is arebel. What is 1o be done?
Shall they send for an army? That is needless, for their present force is
unresisted. But suppose an army comes. They can do nothing but take
prisoners and destroy property, and perhaps execuie a few persons; for 1 take
it for granted that they would not attempt to put to death the great mass of the
population. All that they do to enforce obedience renders them more odious
to the people, and nothing is effected towards destroying the principles of
liberty. Intelligence arrives of the death of their leaders in England. This adds
fuel to the fire. Their determination, before strong, is now irrevocable. On the
other hand, the news of their measures, (heir pertinacity, and non-resistance, is
constantly going to the people of England, a people already moved to sympathy |
by the constancy and heroism of the patriot leaders, and already half persnaded
by the arguments of those leaders that their cause is just. Can it be imagined,
is it consistent with the atiributes of human nature (o suppose, that such a
persevering and undaunted defence of principles so just would fail of working
conviction in the hearts of a people like the English? Even were it possible for
parliament to persevere in the attempt to subjugate such opponents by force,
the whole English people, the whole civilized world, indeed, would cry out
shame upon them, and force them (o abandon the design, and finally to
recognize the independence of the Americans.




It follows as a necessary inference from the principles before alluded to,
namely, that moral might is always on the side of justice, and that govemors
and legisiators are never destitute of the feelings and sympathies of men, that
firm perseverance in such a course as I have described must have resulted in
the acknowledgment of American Independence; and probably that result
would have occurred in much less time than was occupied by the revolutionary
war. This will be made perfectly clear by looking for a moment, at the reason
why Great Britain at last gave up the contest. Did we conquer that mighty
nation? Not at all! Still less did they conquer ust Why then, did not the war
continue? Simply and solely because Great Britain was tired of fighting!
Absolutely wearied out by contention and its necessary consequences! Would
not a similar pertinacity in time produce the same effect without the use of
physical force? I say, we should certainly in this way have attained our
Independence,

We will now suppose this object effected. Let us see what evils the pacific
course has produced, in comparison with the evils actually resulling from the
revolutionary war,

1st. LOSS OF LIFE. We will make a liberal estimate, and allow that one
thousand persons have been execuled as traitors, after deliberate trial and
 sentence; and that ten thousand (men, women, and children) have been slain,
unresisting, by the exasperated British soldiers. Upon this enormously
exaggerated supposition we have eleven thousand lives [ost. Butitis computed
that a hundred thousand Americans perished during the eight years of the
revolutionary war. We have, then a direct saving of eighty-nine thousand lives
of American citizens by pacific measures. This alone should decide the
question in favor of peace. But we have other considerations.

2d. EXPENSE, DIRECT AND INDIRECT. Commerce, trade, and
manufacturing have been to a great extent suspended, and a large amount of
property has been wantonly destroyed by the devastations of the enemy. But
all this would have happened o a still greater extent in war; and the non-
resisting policy has saved us the enormous expense of supporting an army and
navy, and of building and equipping fortifications. The direct expense of the
revolutionary war to our country is estimated, by Pitkin, at $135,000,000. The
same author has stated the direct expense of our military operations since that
war, to be more than $300,000,000. Ali this at least $435,000,000, we should
have saved by the pacific policy.

3d. THE INTERESTS OF MORALITY AND RELIGION. If a whole
people have such a sense of their duty to God as to refuse to protect themselves
by means which he has forbidden, they will not be likely to neglect either 1o
recognize his hand or implore his protection, throughout the struggle. The
Sabbath has been strictly observed, and the supplications ©of the nation have
arisen more ardently than ever to Him who holds the hearts of kings in his hand.
The mass of the people having their minds intently fixed on the great struggle
between liberty and oppression, and anxiously watching the contest of faith,

love, patience and hope, against carnal weapons, have been strongly withheld
both from trifling amusements and vicious indulgences. At the close of the
struggle, therefore, the interests of religion and morality are more flourishing
than at its commencement. . . .

The loss of $400,000,000 and even the destruction of 100,000 lives, appear
but trifling evils, in comparison with the enormous depravation of moral habits
and religious principles which the revolutionary war has produced in this
nation.

The considerations above mentioned entirely satisfy me not only that we
should have gaired our independence, but that we should have been more
prosperous, better and happier than we now are, had there been no
revolutionary war,

So much for positive results of the non-resistance plan. It may now be well
to look at the subject in another aspect, and see what results would not have
taken place, had our ancestors been magnanimous enough, honorable enough,
CHRISTIAN enough, to refuse to fight with Great Britain,

Having gained their independence in the mode above mentioned, most
assuredly THEY WOULD NOT HAVE CONTINUED TO HOLD THEIR d
FELLOW CREATURES IN SLAVERY.

Upon this point we cannot be mistaken. Men who had been led by Christian
principles to regard the rights and abstain from the destruction of their enemies,
could not have deliberately pursued a system of oppression and fraud against
their former fellow-sufferers. Men who had so strongly demonstrated their
belief in the doctrine that the whole human race are alike entitled to life, liberty
and the pursuit of happiness could not have systematically manufactured and
used whips, chains, handcuffs and branding-irons. They would not have kept
back the hire of the laborer; they would not have taken away the key of
knowledge; they would neither have denied the theory nor shrunk from the
practice of immediate emancipation. They would certainly have been, in truth
as well as in pretence, a free people.

Again. They would not have proceeded to defraud, corrupt, and exterminate §
the original inhabitants of this country. They would neither have deprived the
Indians of their fands, nor supplied them with liquid fire, nor broken their faith
plighted in solemn treaties, nor expended the revenues of the country in making
war upon them. How much treasure, how much blood, how many precious
lives, how many immortal souls, might they have saved!

Lastly. They would not have admitted the system of viclence and retaliation
as a constituent part of their own government. Having forgiven their foreign
foes, they would have pursued the like Christian course towards every i
domestic enemy. Having conquered by suffering in the great contest between
nations, they would have trusted to the same means for overcoming all minor
evils, So far from depending on the gallows, the prison, the stocks, the
whipping-post, for peace and quietness, they would utterly have rcjected all
such barbarous instruments, and substituted for them love, joy, peace, 1vg-




