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ocial movements rest often upon the power of non-violence. From the early nineteenth

centurys non-violent acts, such as rallies, public meetings, demonstrations and marches,

have served as among t’he most commanding of collective performances (Tilly, 1995,
2008). Since the r,ise of Britain's Chartists, advocates of ‘moral force’ have vied with champions
of ‘physical force for leadership (.Jf mass .movement§ (for a review of the Chartist literature,
see Hilton, 2006: 676—82?, and in a series of studies across the twentieth century, social
scientists repeatedly identify the power and capacity of non-violent political techniques (e.g.
Case, 1923; Gregg, 1960; Bondurant, 1958; Sharp, 1973; Ackerman and Duvall, 2000).

What role has the media played in the diffusion of these methods? A prevailing indifference
to media studiesamong social movement specialists across disciplines (as noted in Downing,
2008) means that this question is seldom posed by scholars as noted in the Introduction of
this book. Those studies that do ponder it overwhelmingly emphasize the contribution of
new, digital media. New media promote diffusion in three ways. First, television undermines
the previous importance of physical structures, broadcasting peaceful and theatrical actions
from those immediately present to mass audiences in many other places (Meyrowitz, 1985:
vii, 224-25). Second, alternative media, organized through the Internet, allow campaigners
to share more sympathetic and accurate accounts of their protests than those provided by
commercially owned news services (Meikle, 2002; Scalmer, 2002). Third, email helps in the
rapid diffusion of information and in the coordination of actions across dispersed locations
(Mayo, 2008: 314; Smith, 2008: 323-24).

Together, the new media are often thought to initiate a transformation in the nature of
social movements. Castells (1997: 107) argues that the Internet provides the ‘organizational
infrastructure’ of new, networked campaigns. Kahn and Kellner (2004: 88) describe the
Internet as the ‘basis’ of an ‘unparalleled worldwide anti-war/pro-peace and social justice
movement’ and Tarrow (2005: 103) suggests that the diffusion of contention ‘has both
increased and accelerated’ in an era of global communications. Furthermore, others have
argued that ‘cyber-diffusion’, operating through the Internet, ensures the ‘diffusion of ideas
and tactics [...] much more quickly’ than in the past (Ayres, 1999: 133-35).

Unquestionably, the diffusion of protest tactics across national borders is among the
most significant aspects of contemporary activism (Cammaerts, 2007). A large and growing
literature ponders the effects of such diffusion and attempts to understand its dynamics
(Chabot and Duyvendak, 2002; Tarrow, 2005; Roggeband, 2007). However, if contemporary
forms of global diffusion frequently rest upon the capacities of the new communications
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mean that digital media are essential to the Procesg? g
note the longevity of global activism, which dates by, . ¢

) Sever,
decades, even centuries, before the presenF (Tarr Wi . Ha?ag??’ 2002)’. but fey\' Scholar:
i historical analysis of earlier moments o ra?nsnatlonal Circuly
have ventured systematic sk times recognized (And on
lutionary importance of print is sometimes recogr erson, 1gg
Though the revo 1 y hips between ‘movements’ and ‘media’ that prevajleq in earf,
i islkanVH Ofstrl: ?131: trll?)l\’::lt;rpof the present is sometimes affirmed rather thap eStabliz}rl:;
i}tlr:igegs :(;s i‘; ;xeistor’y and the possible continuities of past and present conventionauy are,
ov‘i:Irlt(i): l:li:bter attempts to redress this negle_ct. It offers a sustam;d hlli.tl;)r;cal trean.nem ofy
major episode in the history of global non-vu.),lence -that oc:l:urr(elr hwe - Delore the rise of the
digital media. Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi organized, le an theorized 'the most effectyy,
and influential of all non-violent movements. In Sout.h Afrl.ca and then in India, Gandp,
developed a distinctive version of non-violent and lo_vmg.acnor? th‘at he called “Satyagrghy
(Gandhi, 1927: 239-40). Across three great mobilizatlons.m Inc‘h’a .( non-cooperation iy
early 1920s; ‘salt satyagraha’ in the early 1930s; and ‘Qu%t India’ in the early 1940s), Masg
satyagraha campaigns under Gandhi’s leadership galvanized the populace and astongheg
their colonial overlords. By 1947, these actions had helped to secure independence from
Britain.

Gandhi’s campaigns attracted interest and provoked imitation around the globe. Africay
Americans considered Gandhi’s relevance to their own struggle for racial equality over
several decades (Kapur, 1992). Pacifists debated the possibilities of ‘nonviolent resistance
in the case of invasion (e.g. Huxley, 1969 [1937]). And in the years after Gandhi’s death
a ‘New Left’ emerged in North America and Europe that owed much to the non-violent
experiments of Indias Mahatma (Scalmer, 2011). More recently, figures as diverse as
Lech Walesa, Aung San Suu Kyi, Nelson Mandela and the Dalai Lama have been dubbed
‘Children of Gandhi’ Indeed, Gandhian non-violence has been successfully deployed in2
large number of collective movements across many places and times (on Gandhi’s influence,
see Hardiman, 2003; Sharma, 2007)

How was the global diffusion of Gandhism accomplished in a world that lacked the
Internet or cheap international travel? And what lessons does this episode hold for those
interested in media-movement relations over more recent years? In this chapter, I draV
upon a longer historical study of Gandhian non-violence in India, the United Kingdor
and the Unite-d States (Scalmer, 2011) in an effort to answer these questions. This larg
study, Gandhi in the West, involy ing of major newspaper sources (commercia

i ed close read
peace, socialist and African-American), many hundreds of biographical studies ’d.\ﬂd
or institutions (the India Office; peace and radi

monographs, the archival records of maj
organizations) and the voluminous writings of Gandhi himself,

: Drawing selectively upon such research, in this chapter I outline two basic argumer®
Fll‘Stl, digital media technologies are not essential to the transnational circulatio® 0
mediated protest; Gandhian forms of protest were successfully dispersed through the v

technologies, does this then
students have been careful to
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dint technology: the telegraph, relalive]y slow forms of international transport, and

ady) organizatlonal labour. Second, a.lthough new technologies can sometimes assist

stethe more rapid spread of protest actions, this speed can sometimes be at the cost of
in

l Jerstanding and longef'-Ferm.eﬂi‘cacy, Without repeated and continuous exchange over a
tively long period, activists risk inadequate understandj

. ing of protest tactics, and withou
rela standing, successful application is unlikely, too, t

full under

¢old medi@ and global diffusion: the passage of Gandhism

Though Gandhi’s activism extended bac%c to the nineteenth ce

obal figure in the years beth-:en the. Fll'-Sl and Second Worl
ypon signiﬁcant. developments in r.nedla l'ustory. The invention
pad made possible the transmission, with unaccustomed speed, of news reports across
continents (Schudson, 1978: 4). G]Obi‘ll newsagencies were established in the years afterward
(American Associated Press and United Press International served the United States, and
Reuters the United Kingdom), so that even those journals without their own foreign
correspondents could provide accounts of leading events and personalities (Boyd-Barrett,
1978: 192,206-07). At the same time, heightened competition among newspaper proprietors
brought prices down and sent readership up (Engel, 1996: 111, 122), By the interwar years,
an elaborate machinery of mass reportage and reading enmeshed the globe. Mohandas
Gandhi was among the many personalities caught up in its relentless circulations,

The Indian lawyer was among the first to understand the significance of the new
media world and to manipulate its agents. Gandhi justifiably has been described as a media
expert (Gordon, 2002: 337), blessed with great political and psychological shrewdness
(Nandy, 1983:49). He has also been labelled the ‘first genius who understood the possibilities
available ina society of mass communications’ (Eco, 1978:78). A retired Cambridge professor
speculated that Gandhi ‘is picturesque and knows it’ (Hodson, 1941), and one of the British
Kings representatives damned him for being ‘too keen on keeping in the limelight, and
for *keeping up the publicity stunt’ (Viceroy, 1931). Gandhi's unfamiliar self-presentation
in a dhoti (or shawl) of coarse khaddar entranced Western audiences and provoked great
controversy (Bean, 1989). His oracular utterances, fasts and unorthodox rebellion incited
even deeper interest. For Western students of Indian politics, the Mahatma is described
variously as a dramatist, a publicity agent, a playwright, a producer, a stage manager and a
star (e.g. Fisher, 1932: 47; Wheeler, 1944: 200).

Gandhi’s political creativity made him a regular subject of reportage from the early 1920s.
It was at this time that large metropolitan audiences first became aware of a major political
Movement, ‘headed by a leader and conducted by methods which astounded and bewitched
Occidental reporters’ (Case, 1923: 347). Attention waned somewhat over the mid-1920s, but
had rebounded by 1929. It reached unimagined heights in the first years of the new decade,
3 Gandhi’s ‘salt satyagraha’ campaign mobilized participants across much of India.

ntury, he first emerged as a
d Wars. Gandhi’ rise rested
of the telegraph in the 1840s
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. ican correspondents joined an alre,

Now a new gc.zl?eratlon of Algen;?: o ri on, Webb Miller ang V:il‘ll-SUbStan“il
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community in America also took up the pen, and Gandhis (e}mlcsisar tes (inclugj, aro'ial}
Naidu, Madeleine Slade, and CF Andrews.) visited the West ( 0}: ohn, .2002: 347), T

Gandhi’s open civil disobedience dominated the’news (}Sles achari, 196?; 5 .
he was named Time magazines ‘Man of the Year, al.ld 18 Jew York Timeg Ublish0
more than 500 articles that referenced the Mahatma m.that 12-m(?nthl period alone ;i
fascinated and sometimes breathless news reports published at this time, 5y, ; agel
‘nonviolenceinaction’ was compressed and shared with the Western world. The COrres 0nden0f
of Webb Miller and Negley Farson, initially C?I'lsored, p.roved especially iﬂﬂumﬁc:]
(Scalmer, 2011: 47). Newspaper coverage of Gandhi in the ma!or broadsheets increasedb
one-half again over 1931. African-American newspapers also evinced considerabe interestiz
the Mahatma at this time, as the early curiosity of the Crisis and the Negro World yyq, SuCCeeqyg
by a more general enthusiasm for matters Gandhian (Kapur, 1992: 25, 45),

Metropolitan interest dulled slightly thereafter, as the Indian cam
there was a later (though less elevated) peak of interest in the non-viole
led as the Home Rule movement gained strength in the middle years
then further attention upon Indian independence in 1947. Gandhi’s
served as a focus for reminiscence and argument, unleashing anoth
according to the reckoning of noted American pacifist, Muste (1948).

While the journalists scribbled, the photographers sna
argued that ‘his prestige owes much to the press photog
true that his unmistakeable figure graced the pages of the
than did other Indian subjects, whether individual o coll
Mahatma crossed from the newspaper to the art gallery

to market sandals and underwear to American consumers, and to sell novelty salt-shakers
to the French (Scalmer, 2011: 28-9). Much more than a conventional leader of a political
campaign, the Mahatma was eventually imagined into something of an icon. Whether
the collective campaign for ‘Home Rule’ was relatively mobilized or quiescent, Gandhi -
its symbol - mai nts of the Indian cause, and for
political resource. Always, the

Paign subsideq But
nt campaigp Gangp
of World War 11, anq
assassination i 194
er ‘flood of Publicity

pped. One critic of the Mahatm,
rapher’ (Hodson, 1941), and it
leading journals more frequently
ective. The craze to represent the
and his unlikely cachet was used

protest, this proved a substantia]

attention of the press could be expected.

ians, suc

h as iting desk
Romain Rolland published the fir jous Haynes Holmes, to the wri

St major biography in 1924: Mahatma Gandhi: The Mo

120

- .f;’l




Mediated nonviolence as a global force

Became One with the Universal Being. Much extolled, it was soon complemented by
10

o own version of his life: The Story of My Experiments with Truth (for a full review of
are, €€ Scalmer, 2011: Ch. 1).

merican readers were soon able to choose from
ical accounts. In late 1931, British civil servant Lord
Cl;;oil's and sketches’ on Gandhis ‘life and work’ (Mest

e { 3
ofnTribU“’r to the New Statesman and Nation warned readers, “The last five years have seen
c0

Oy 8 many new book.s abon:t I?dlan .quesftions as tht.? p.receding half century’ (Garratt,
N 32: 380). Perhaps more lmp?éané l?..senes. otmore specialized publications began to weigh
Ihe import and Pr?venance - : anciMes P_°lltlcal programme. Clarence Marsh Case’s (1923)
triginal contribution, b{on-Vro f";t Coercu_m, opefled the field. The American Professor was
000n (wamped bymore mﬂ;entl; ;;)mpentors: Rlcharq G}-egg’s (1934) Power of Nonviolence,
j\ldous Huxley’s (19?’7) 'E" et el and Ba-rt de ngts Congquest of Violence, which was

ns]ated into English in 1?37. Krishnalal Shridharanis ( 1939) War without Violence was
g:e summit of this pre-war literature, and more was to follow in the later years of tumult and
restored peace: . | . o

Gandhi was not su.nply the OF)ject of media interest. The canny leader also used the media
irectly t0 support his own claflms and to s}.la.re t.he virtues of the non-violent way. Gandhi
composed press releases especially for enquiring ]ogrnalists, and even for the news agencies
hemselves (Pyralel and Nayar, ?991: 15). He se.nt informative cables to expatriate Indians
in the metropole. When marching and PTOteSfflng he employed early forms of the sound
bite (Hardiman, 2003: 253). The Mahatma edited independent publications that attained
an influential circulation in the West (Gandhi’s Collected Works eventually amounted to
around a hundred thick volumes). He eagerly embraced any opportunity to use the radio, or
directly to answer his critics in hostile newspapers (Scalmer, 2011: 63).

Alongside Gandhi, a cosmopolitan group of supporters emerged to publicize the Indian
cause and to explain the intricacies of the Mahatma’s approach. All became important to
the full transmission of ‘satyagraha. From the West, Non-conformist Ministers Charles
Freer Andrews, Horace Alexander, John Hoyland and Reginald Reynolds proved especially
significant. Each had spent considerable time in India, and had come to know Gandhi well.
Working independently and together, they used print technology to publicize the virtues of the
non-violent way. Andrews edited the first significant collection of Gandhi’s prose for a Western
audience, Mahatma Gandhi’s Ideas (1929). Alexander penned The Indian Ferment (1929) and
India Since Cripps (1944). Hoyland’s output included The Case for India (1929) and The Cross
Moves East: A Study of the Significance of Gandhis ‘Satyagraha’ (1931). Reynolds acted as
Gandhi’s emissary to the Viceroy, helped to form an important organization - the Friends of
India - in 1932, and composed a large number of works devoted to the Indian cause: India,
Gandhi, and World Peace (1933), Gandhi’s Fast (1932) and The White Sahibs in India (1937).

Several British women were prominent as Gandhi’s translators and publicists. In 1931
social worker Muriel Lester visited Gandhi in India and hosted him on his visit to London
a few years later. She acted as an ardent propagandist over several decades, and her works

a variety of sympathetic
Meston noted ‘a steady flow
on, 1931). A year later, one
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du (1931), Entertaining Gandhi (1?32) and Gandhis jg, :
pecame the secretary Of, g S(;:'S‘;“lzzlt:on €stabljg :
the Indian Conciliation Gro}lp- BCbOred tireless)
en and lobbyist (H}?'r iy 19.56)'. M;deleine Sla;s
. od notoriety as nis companion in the early 145"
lived in Gandh;s zs:l;agi{;(i);naﬁz?ﬁfﬂb“;ﬂe d States on lecture tours designed toycé?sgs,
i:liirlaptre;szﬁ\;i:n of Gandhi’s person and cause (Slade, 1960). Slowly, but effectivel, eaca}:

: e o0 of satyagraha.
worked to make possible the diffusion of satyag shared a religious background (

included My Host the Hin
(1949). Agatha Harrison

. A from the Unlted States, - son
Richard Bartlett (.Br_egg )f 4 an elite education (training at Harvard as a lawyer) W:l:
n India for nearly four years

a Congregational minister) and an €€ = T hl g

Il his British equivalents. Likewise, : 1 the
:::;Lydahalfl of the 1920s, dwelt at Gandhi’s Sabarmati ashram (f;r. some seve:n Month)
nd returned to the subcontinent later for periods of travel, teaching and writing, A, -
a as an author he penned perhaps

tma’s teachings;
educator, Gregg passed on the Maha :
most famous translation of the method of satyagraha, The Power of NO"?’iOIEr:ce (1934),

A succession of African American intellectuals also travelled to India to meet with gy,

Mahatma and to learn more about the way of non-\fiolence. Ho?vz'trd University’s dean of
religion, Benjamin E. Mays, made the trip in the mid-1930s. Wllhan_m Stuart Nelson, vic,
president of Howard, followed a decade or $0 later. Both be'came- tireless propagandiss
upon their return to the Americas. This practice was tf) continue 1f1t0 the second half of
the twentieth century. Civil rights leaders Bayard Rustin Iand Martin Luther King Jr als
made the journey across the seas in order to deepen their unc.lerstanding of non-violent
techniques; they returned confirmed proselytisers of the Gandhian way (Kapur, 1992).

Traffic between India and the West flowed in both directions. Indian nationalist Syed
Hossain trained at Oxford before composing his noted work Gandhi: The Saint as Statesman
(1937). THK Rezmie organized an Indian Independence League from the United States; he
used the platform of his new institution to contest inaccurate news despatches, and to exphin
the non-violent philosophy that underpinned Gandhi’s campaigns. Other Indians drew
upon their experiences in the struggle for Swaraj to interpret and promote the satyagraha
way. Gandhi’s personal physician, Dr Sushila Nayar, addressed civil rights campaigners
in the United States. R. R. Diwakar penned a complete monograph, Satyagraha (1946).
Haridas Muzumdar composed several works, including Gandhi versus the Empire (1932)
and Mahatma Gandhi: Peaceful Revolutionary (1952). Krishnalal Shridharani, a veteran of
the salt satyagraha and a graduate of Columbia University, was the most influential. One
leading American pacifist described his War without Violence (1939) as ‘the most important
explication’ of Gandhian principles yet published (cited in Anderson, 1998: 69-70).

The major Western institutions dedicated to peace - The Fellowship of Reconciliationan
the Peace Pledge Union - also acted to publicize and promote the transmission of ‘satyagraha’-
From tbe early 1940s, the Fellowship of Reconciliation’s ‘racial-industrial’ department in
the United States organized conferences dedicated to the application of Gandhi's ideas
the problems of racial oppression and conflict (Scalmer, 2011: 128). Soon afterwards?

122

™
L

——




Mediated nonviolence as a global force

fellowship broke away as ‘the Congress of Racial Equality, and began to
fmg“‘“" v with non.violenl.dlreCt action (Meier and Rudwick, 1969). A similar dynamic
e xperil}‘le ot in the United Kingdom. There, the Peace ‘f’lt‘adge Union, for several decades,
8 evide “he home of vigorous debate ar.ound Gandhi’s ideas. After many false starts, in
o a 19505 those activists most convinced of the merits of satyagraha formed a new

(he earl) ™~ yperation Gandhi’ This grouping later became the ‘Non-Violent Resistance

ization, . -viol :
organ’? bich jaunched a series of non-violent campaigns.

l ere the beginnings of a major cycle of protest. From the mid-1950s, movements
e . hts and against nuclear arms perfected satyagraha as a form of mass politics
' lv\r::gsl. [n Britain, the c?mpaigﬂ to ‘Pan t.he bomb’ encompassed invasions of rocket
e 1958, and sit-down’ demonstrations in central London from 1961. At Easter that
sites fr0m000 people joined the 52 mile march from the Aldermaston nuclear reactor to
e ital; in September 1961, 1300 were arrested for taking part in a knowingly
al Jemonstration in central Lon.don. In the United States, the movement for African
o n civil rights mobilized earlier, and ranged even further. A boycott of segregated
Amerl,ca Montgomery, Alabama began in December 1955, when 50,000 residents united
e “}l,e Jeadership of a young pastor, a Dr Martin Luther King Jr. From February 1960, a
“f]d.cr,t ovement spread from Greensboro, North Carolina. Within a month, mass protest
(m;fl :nn ed the borders of seven states; nearly 4000 demonstrators were eventually arrested
!13 ]zrepthan a hundred cities. A ‘freedom ride’ to desegregate bus terminals across the
181:)::}1 left Washington DC in May 1961. Marchers converged upon Washington two years
Jater, where a quarter of a million listene('l to Marti.n LE.Ithel' King’s dreams. Community-
wide protest campaigns convulsed Albany in 1961, Birmingham in 1963 and Selma in 1965.
In these heroic and thrilling acts, Gandhian non-violence became a powerful and enduring
presence in the Western world.
with the adaptation of the Gandhian method, came reinvention and independent
discovery. Both Britons and Americans improvised new tactics and non-violent acts.
British radicals argued that the practice of going ‘limp’ upon arrest was an indigenous
improvisation, and was dubbed by the local press the ‘Swaffham’ technique (derived from
the place of demonstration where it was first used) (Arnold-Foster, 1960). When a larger
group of protesters conducted a sit-down demonstration in central London - literally sitting
down on the city street - this too became understood as a British invention: ‘In the “sit-
down” we have devised a useful tactic, which has already ... been used ... in several other
countries’ (Committee of 100, 1961). By 1963, young British radical Nicholas Walter was
convinced that his countrymen had adapted an entirely new means of protesting. Writing in
Nonviolent Resistance, Walter suggested that his non-violent peers differed from Gandhi in
their attitudes to ‘training) ‘discipline’ and ‘opponents’ Indeed, he argued, their non-violent
protests ‘were not strictly Gandhian’ at all (Walter, 1963: 30).
Across the Atlantic, the departures seemed more dramatic still. Surveying recent history
fom the vantage of the mid-1960s, Bradford Lyttle of the American organization, the
Committee of Nonviolent Action, could catalogue a large number of apparently local inventions:

of the
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protest voyages of boats, trespassing of missile bage, dirk

_ these were all tactics developed by Americans for the Ing o

political scene. I can recall no exact parallel in the Gandhian movement’ (Lyttle, | 9%)) merifan
Fellow American radical, Dave Dellinger, pushed the contrzfst still furthe,

campaigning of African Americans, Dellinger discerned numerous _dlvagations fioey .Ga e

original model: a rejection of ‘asceticism, a refusal. to cooPerate ’w1th legal Procedyze, Ndhy,

willingness to involve children. The ‘indigenous, improvisatory character of th, c My

meant that integrationists are making their rules as they go along; Dellinger thought, ‘COnsFaign

clusion? American protest was successful Precisely, anly
€Ca

Wa

“The sit-ins, freedom rides,
submarines, long marches

revising or expanding them His con ;
it had departed from the strict demands of the Mahatma’s approach. The way forwarg
‘Forget about Gandhi!’ and to beat an increasingly independent path (Dellinger, 1963),

Debates and experiments of this kind extended over many years, and a ful] history of
ferment of 1960s would, of course, require a far richer exploration than can pe oy the
here. Nonetheless, for those concerned with ‘mediation and social mo"emems,u“d
foregoing historical sketch provides the basis for some unfamiliar and importapnt ins; l:he
Mohandas Gandhi’s distinctive approach to political change attracted considerap)e Wo tls.
attention over several decades. The movement for Indian Home Rule gained support j, trhd
United States and Great Britain, from at least the 1920s. Moreover, the method of ‘satyagrahe,
was also reported, explained and advocated in a great variety of ways. Eventually, Britigh an?i
: American activists experimented with Gandhian non-violence, applied it, adapted it 4, q
! remade it. This complicated transnational episode forms a kind of ‘pre-history’ to the large
and celebrated protests of the 1960s. Though it is seldom recognized (as noted in King, 1999.
175; Farrell, 1997: 5-6), it is clearly of great significance. j

None of these achievements required the presence of new, digital media. In the decage
before the Internet, Gandhi’s campaigns successfully attracted the attention of newspaper
correspondents, photographers, authors, publishers and Western political institutions. Qver
time, he recruited a network of supporters. In India and in the West, this community of
Gandhians actively sought to promote satyagraha as a political tool. Together, they brought
satyagraha to the West.

The diffusion of non-violence was neither rapid nor easy. But the very difficulty of the
effort and the slowness of its rhythms helped to ensure creative and successful diffusion
Clearly, transnational diffusion is not a product of the digital world. Close study of the
campaigns of the past provokes new doubts about the apparent novelties and the advances
of the present.

S to

New media, speed and diffusion

If the diffusion of protest did not require new information technologies, then how would the
process of diffusion be changed by the introduction of newer and faster media? Would
‘non-violence’ be disseminated with still greater rapidity and force? Would it take on?
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‘ 1estions d :
,:dynalmc?ﬂ‘.eset‘ll‘e unfoldi:z ﬂotfrc]qulre an elaborgte ‘thoughte .
t{"fem.ere answered in th ol td'g ;) the 1960s Protests, The arrixp;mmen-t because
pey " ,ehsured that non-violent display was broadcast to mass o and impact of
igio! | intensity never before experienced, What ha audience, with g speed

el > also transmitted with greater effect? eds Were the techniques

power ovement in America’s South. There, the initiatiop of
rible violence; images of martyrdom were broadcas
. Garrow, 1986: 239-40). The brutality of white polic

rween good and evil (Kertzer, 1988: 92). In consequence,
be Linto the movement, and the notice of elites was riy
o ercause (Gitln, 1987: 144).

Vartin Luther King Jr's ‘Letter fro.m a Birmingham Jail’ analysed the working of non-
iolence in perhaps the most sophisticated and influential terms, As King explained, non-
siolent direct action possessed t‘he capacity to ‘create’ a ‘crisis’ and to ‘dramatize’ an,issue
thereby ensuring that it could 'no longer be ignored’ (King, 1964: 78-9). Through thé
reation of tension, and the attraction of outside interest, change became newly possible:

t to the world (Arsenault, 2006:
e dramatized an obvious battle
4 New generation of supporters
eted upon the disorder and its

Like a boil that can never be cured so long as it is covered up, but must be opened with all
its ugliness to the natural medicines of air and light, before injustice can be cured it must
be exposed, with all the tension its exposure creates, to the light of human conscience and

the air of national opinion.
(King, 1964: 85).

Theinitial success of King’s strategy had implications not just for the cause of racial equality,
but also for the fact and the utility of non-violent protest. Television news captured the
power and effectiveness of non-violent display. It thereby served as a means of recruitment
fo political campaigns. Over a few heady years, non-violent protests increased in size and
in number. Soon, ‘mass direct action’ replaced smaller demonstrations (Bell, 1968: 17),
and nationwide events became regular features of the activist calendar. The process was
evident not only in the battle for racial justice, but also in movements for student rights,
Peace, women's rights and the environment. Indeed, successful mobilizations led by ‘early
Tisers’ opened the way for a cluster of later challengers (Tarrow, 1998). ‘New social movements’
fMerged ag potentially transformative actors (Touraine, 1974). .
fapided'spee-d of mobilization reflected the immediacy of televisual display. dButt‘dIiji:lhg
Gandh-l’ﬁum-on of non-violent protest necessarily imply efﬁcacy or genuine ““h‘?lrs R » if
I8 original approach of peaceful protest was rooted in a complex philosophy
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the person or ‘legitimate i
olute refusal to harm iNterecp
conflict. It encompassed 08 - tment to truth rather than to persong v?s of

' . 694); a commi ' .
(Gandhi, 19:(:)elief in the capacity of loving S&Cilﬁ.ce. t.o help an antag:, O.ry
(Gandhi, 1910: 224). Gandhi’s initial Westery disc'nlst

t those younger activists drayy, tO‘P &

- 011: Ch. 5), bu
hared these views (Scalmer 2 vl
}c]::];a?grlis of the 1960s had little knowledge of Gandhis principles or of the long debate:

') Coptle P ”
: «actic’ or a ‘utilitarian’ practice
around them. For them, non-violence was a tact P » N0t 3 creq &

: 305 1988: 194).
1 ent (Sutherland, 1965: 30; Ryan, N
Con};:;?? ge?ovfrth therefore, brought costs as well as benefits. In Britain, the antj.,

campaign was strengt ecruitment of young socialist

hened increasingly by the r .
anarchists (Cadogan, 1972: 169). Many did not understand non-violence; othey
the arguments (

an oppressor
(Gandhi, 1917: 46); and. ’
to ‘see the error of their ways

S anq

; $ wer,
unwilling even to listen to McGee, 1964: 7). April Carter, secretary of lh:

Direct Action Committee (one of the most significant BFitish organizations at thjg time)
noted, even in the early 19605, that the tenor of non-violent prote‘st was Changing_ She
identified a ‘move towards mass civil disobedience by a number of 1n.d1v1duals who do
believe in n.v. [non-violence] in Satyagraha terms. As S}Jch, .she admitted that ‘inevitap,
risks were involved (Carter, 1960). The speed and buddm.g s.lze of the movement bmught
with it an accompanying dilution of understanding and prlnctlpled' attachment.

Writing a few years later in the United States, American socxo.loglst Inge Powell Bell (19¢3.
26, 42-3) discovered a similarly ‘shallow” view of non-violence in the civil rights movemen;
characterized by an emphasis on ‘practical techniques’ and an absence of ‘soul searching
around the ‘inner attitudes’ of the activist. Eddie Gottlieb, considering the peace movemen
in the United States, also hit upon an equivalent view. Writing in 1968, Gottlieb looked back
on what now seemed a too-rapid growth, as participation and expectations inflated unduly
over a few exciting years. ‘We were t00 successful for our own good; he felt

[the Movement swarmed with newcomers who successively wanted to take off from
each new height. They were enticed by the victories of the non-violent Movement but

they looked for total success by the short cuts that violence seemed to offer.
(Gottlieb, 1968)

This interpretation is confirmed by later historical analysis (e.g. Gitlin, 1980: 30, 128-29).
Untutored or unbelieving, many participants in large protests rejected the non-violent faith
Also, as the size of the campaign grew, so the nature of the problem and the difficulty of
asserting control expanded to equivalent dimensions. On both sides of the Atlantic, large
demonstrations increasingly were disrupted by the activity of determined opponents °
the satyagraha way. The sheer size of the developing movement made complete non-violenc®
almost impossible (Goodman, 1967: 36).

A cluster of forces helped to confirm the shift away from non-violence. Peaceful appedl
to wrongdoers were met most often with violence rather than conversion (Scalme® 0
206-08); early advocates of satyagraha were exhausted or dejected by years of repressi””
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. v); and the increasi i
- 1968: v),, : sing rej -~
far. py protest’ that made the order a ontrol of Gangl, Ority nurtured an 4p

Andhism .

etc:ltion of forma] au
v n C
disCIPI e fashioﬂ' od (Ste.phens, 1998). The tur to v Appear restrictive ang

LeC, y
f,olarize Protesters and police

as
Jella Porta, 1995: 76-7, 137, 214). now the only way (on polarization,
se¢

fhe meaning and the significance of these transformations were the <1
cbateat the time, and are issues that continue to be contested : € subject of heated

he consequences 0“3 ; }:ur}?' away from Gandhi. But Whether the rejection of ‘sa 2 4
clcbrated or mournea, the history of these fevered times undoubtedly offers some?igrahs is
nteresting

Jessons for those concerned with the relationship between Mmovements and medj
The experience of the 19.605 suggests caution. Although the ey technolo " laf' od

jid promote the more rapid spread of protest actions, this speed was also i};:dzgwl_(:ﬁ
3 poOTer understanding and a longer-term failure. The protests of the American ‘:;d
pritish New Lefts were broadcast across the world. Impressed by their apparent victorie
many activists swiftly took up the tools of non-violent protest. Hurried, excited and ofte:;
il-informed, these later practitioners of non-violence frequently adopted these methods
without fully comprehending their history or ethics. Non-violence was overwhelmingly

grasped as a tactical means of generating positive media images. Its underlying philosophy
was typically disregarded or repudiated.

Conclusion

This chapter has brought a deliberately historical perspective to the study of mediation and
social movements. Most sociologists are fixated on the present, but when recent events are
placed within a longer history of global activism, then ample precedents may appear for apparent
novelties. The history of non-violence clearly demonstrates that digital technologies are not
essential to the transnational diffusion of mediated protest. It shows also that although newer
and faster media can sometimes assist in the more rapid spread of protest actions, this speed
may be at the cost of understanding and longer-term efficacy. The relationship between media
and movements is complex and sometimes contradictory. It does not involve a simple or linear
advance, The struggles of the past continue to offer lessons for the problems of the present.
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