
TOWARD A NONVIOLENT DEMOCRACY: BERNIE SANDERS’ RACIAL 

JUSTICE PLATFORM 

While there are countless reasons why Bernie Sanders’ adoption of a Racial Justice 

platform that tackles violence against African Americans is both extraordinary and 

unprecedented, certainly one reason must be that the platform in effect charges our government 

with the responsibility to practice nonviolence toward African Americans in particular and 

people of color generally. In fact, Sanders’ platform – the adoption of which was instigated by 

#BlackLivesMatter activists – presupposes that folks of color deserve nonviolence, both from the 

government and from private citizens. We deserve it, the platform suggests, because we are a 

valuable part of the body politic – “we must pursue policies that transform this country into a 

nation that affirms the value of its people of color” – and because it is right and just. 

The platform is not, as one might imagine, merely a recitation of platitudes about racism 

and justice (though it certainly includes many); instead, it offers specific policy changes that 

Sanders and #BlackLivesMatter activists hope will help to make African Americans’ and others’ 

lived experiences of violence a thing of the past: police retraining, expanding the franchise, 

ending the War on Drugs, banning “prisons for profit,” investing in youth employment programs. 

These are just a few of the proposals that the platform outlines. 

Of course, the word “nonviolence” does not actually appear in Sanders’ Racial Justice 

platform, even though the platform refers to and quotes Martin Luther King, Jr. in the section 

dedicated to economic violence. 

Nevertheless, with its focus on “the four central types of violence waged against black 

and brown Americans – physical, political, legal and economic,” it is hard not to see that what 

Sanders and #BlackLivesMatter activists have done is something quite in keeping with what 

King did in “Beyond Vietnam,” his crucial 1967 speech against the Vietnam War: denounce the 

government’s violence and require from it something radically different. For King, that radically 

different something was for the government to conduct domestic and foreign policy in ways that 

reinforce “brotherhood,” and thus for it to choose “nonviolent coexistence” over “violent co-

annihilation.” For Sanders and #BlackLivesMatter activists, that something is for the government 

to refrain from waging violence against black and brown people. 

Because Sanders and #BlackLivesMatter activists produced a platform that expresses in 

great measure the spirit of King’s challenge, they accomplished something rather remarkable: 

they inadvertently produced a framework by which we can construct a platform that commits us 

to making nonviolence the crux of our nation’s domestic and foreign policies. Physical, political, 

legal and economic violence – these categories certainly capture what we justify nationally and 

internationally as in our national interest, and thus they provide us an opportunity to offer the 

kind of nonviolent alternatives we sorely need. Our undeclared war against ISIS, the unspeakable 

suffering of the Syrian people, the horrific attack in Paris, the everyday violence we suffer at the 

hands of one another – what else do we need to add in order to see, finally, that we really must 

choose between nonviolent coexistence and violent co-annihilation? What other kind of mass 

shooting, suicide bombing, war – what other kind of atrocity do you require? 

So, forgive me for having the audacity to offer a nonviolent political platform – a work-

in-progress that builds upon (and borrows from) what Sanders and #BlackLivesMatter activists 



started. I offer this because it is clear to me that unless and until ordinary citizens step up to put 

forward alternatives to our culture of violence, we will continue to be mired in bloodshed, hate, 

and conflict both here and abroad until we destroy ourselves. It is my hope that you will 

comment, critique, talk about and add to what I have written here. It is my hope that you will 

even imagine a platform more daring, one that shifts this superpower inexorably toward militant 

nonviolence and to which you will, through bold action, hold every single candidate accountable 

from now until November 2016. 

And beyond. 

ON VIOLENCE 

 We must pursue policies that transform this nation from being the “greatest purveyor of 

violence” – as Martin Luther King, Jr. once called the United States – to being the greatest 

purveyor of nonviolence, interrelatedness and peace. That effort requires us to address the four 

central types of violence that undergird many of our national policies and priorities and that are 

too often waged against the most vulnerable, both here and abroad: physical, political, legal, and 

economic. 

 I. PHYSICAL 

 II. POLITICAL 

 III. LEGAL 

 IV. ECONOMIC 

  

I. PHYSICAL VIOLENCE 

PERPETRATED BY THE STATE 

 We must applaud state actors when they encourage civilians to exercise nonviolence in 

their engagement with one another and when they express grievances against the state. We 

desperately need everyone to help set the tone for creating and setting in motion a culture of 

peace. 

 And yet, too often state actors encourage nonviolence while they simultaneously espouse 

and execute policies and practices that are either violent in and of themselves or that cultivate 

violence both internationally and nationally. This contradiction we must resolve by adopting 

policies that align our international and national interests with the principles and practices of 

nonviolence. In fact, we are urged to ask of the state what the state asks of us, and to change 

radically the state’s instrumental role in nurturing violence within and beyond our borders. 

A. Internationally 

 Proxy wars, our war on “terror,” drone strikes, continued military build-up around the 

globe, shadow wars conducted by U.S. Special forces, unabashed support for brutal, 

undemocratic regimes, arms production and dealing – ours is a war culture, our economy a war 



economy, and our democracy a war democracy. Indeed, our country has been at war “almost 

continuously since the end of World War II,” and “if one defines the term ‘war’ as the 

application of organized violence, the U.S. has engaged in close to 80 wars since 1945.” 

 Behind that number lays the carnage of our wars: the lives of humans and other sentient 

beings destroyed; the bodies maimed; the minds traumatized; the communities torn asunder; the 

contamination and destruction of natural resources. That number – 80 wars –truly betrays a 

crisis, a “deeper malady,” as Martin Luther King, Jr. once put it, “in the American spirit.” 

 To heal that spirit, we need a nonviolent foreign policy – one that does not shy away from 

making nonviolence central to diplomacy; supporting materially nonviolent movements in 

nations where civilians are seeking freedom from political repression; addressing the gender 

dynamics of violence, and, making violence a last resort to resolving conflicts. We believe that a 

diplomatic approach geared toward supporting nonviolent activists on the ground would have 

made a difference in the success of the Arab Spring, for example, and that it can make a 

difference in resolving the Israeli-Palestinian as well as other seemingly irresolvable conflicts.  

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must significantly decrease our military spending, which accounts for approximately 

50 percent of the world’s military spending. Ultimately, these huge expenditures 

constitute both a physical war and an economic war against the most vulnerable – poor 

children, women and men. 

 We must go beyond the Iran Nuclear Agreement and abolish nuclear weapons altogether. 

 We must cease to fund as well as sell weapons to repressive, anti-democratic regimes. 

 We must support “international gun control” and, over the next 30 years, phase out 

altogether arms production and sales. 

 We must redefine our allies as those nations that are committed, and that are taking the 

necessary steps to adhere, to the UN Declaration of Human Rights.  

 We need to reorient our foreign policy so that it elevates diplomacy over drone strikes, 

interrelatedness over exceptionalism. To this end, we must democratize and invest fully 

in the United Nations as well as participate in multilateral actions that promote 

nonviolence, reconciliation, and peace. 

 We must permanently “remove war as an instrument of foreign policy.” To this end, we 

must phase out over the next 30 years the Department of Defense and replace it with a 

Department of Peace. The purpose of this new department will be to develop effective 

strategies for waging nonviolence and support systems for civilians who seek our 

assistance in transforming nonviolently their societies into nations of peace and justice. 

 If we must resort to violence, our policy should be that we will do so only if no other 

peaceful alternative exists; our purpose is reconciliation, not retribution; we have – from 

the outset – a framework for reintegrating the other nation (or non-state actors) into the 

community of nations; and, the violence we inflict has the specific effect that we seek. 

 We must lend whatever effective financial, technical, political, and diplomatic support 

and protection that we can to civilians who seek freedom from repression through 

nonviolent means, and whose goals align with the principles of nonviolence and peace. 



 When civilians initially begin to challenge nonviolently repressive regimes, we must 

from the outset make known that we stand ready and willing to support their nonviolent 

efforts and goals if they so request. 

 We need to address the crises in the Middle East by pivoting and redirecting resources 

toward nonviolent activism on the ground, while simultaneously taking ownership of our 

historic and present role in these crises so as to begin a process of diplomacy and 

reconciliation; to develop a framework for reparations; and to realign our commitments in 

that region to the principles of nonviolent coexistence. 

 We must seek membership to the International Criminal Court, submit to its jurisdiction, 

and by so doing allow those who have committed war crimes and crimes against 

humanity to be brought to justice. 

 We must renounce and strictly prohibit torture once and for all. 

 We must phase out over the next 30 years both the National Security Agency and the 

Central Intelligence Agency. In the spirit of disarmament, transparency, accountability, 

and reparations, we must release to the public all intelligence records.  

B. Nationally 

 LAW ENFORCEMENT 

 To conform to the imperatives of our endless war on “terror,” we have militarized many 

of our nation’s police forces – from police departments in small rural towns to those in major 

urban centers. At the same time, we have increasingly come to rely on law enforcement to make 

up for our failure to adequately address the needs of those harmed by our nation’s onward march 

to extreme economic inequality. That is, we have been steadily transforming law enforcement 

into “an oppressive apparatus” by which to manage both economic and “social inequality in an 

era of obsolescence.” 

 As a consequence, many police have become, and are often experienced by many as, 

antagonists whose purpose is not to protect and serve, but instead to repress and control – for the 

benefit of the powerful and for those who are more economically secure. Indeed, for those “who 

live in areas where the informal economy is dominant,” police brutality and police killings of 

unarmed children, women and men are all too common. And because African Americans and 

Hispanics are more likely than whites to live in such areas – the result of historic and current 

patterns and practices of racial subordination and segregation – they are more likely to be victims 

of such policing, which is itself driven, in too many instances, by racial and class animus. 

 But policing is not the only way the state perpetrates physical violence. It does so as well 

through its punishment apparatus. Overcrowded prisons, solitary confinement and, of course, 

capital punishment are just a few examples. And as is the case with violent policing, it is the poor 

and primarily African American and Hispanic poor who suffer most from these practices. 

 We must therefore completely reimagine and restructure law enforcement into something 

entirely different – namely, nonviolence and peace enforcement. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 



 We must demilitarize our police forces. We can no longer accept law enforcement 

policies and practices that normalize as democratic the trappings of a police state. 

 We must also disarm the police – with the exception of specially trained officers whose 

purpose would be to contend with civilians who gain access to or use weapons in the 

commission of crimes. 

 We must require local, state, and national law enforcement to maintain and provide to the 

public records on police shootings that result in injury and death – whether they occur in 

or out of custody. 

 We must invest in retraining the police to serve not as domestic arms of the war on terror, 

but instead as community peace officers skilled at nonviolent communication, 

engagement, and de-escalation. 

 We must establish and federally fund independent civilian review boards for all police 

departments, the memberships of which must include a cross-section of the communities 

which the departments serve. 

 We must require and federally fund body cameras for law enforcement officers as well as 

train officers in the use of force that is effective and yet non-harming, as well as 

compassionate – particularly when it comes to encounters with those suffering from 

mental illness. 

 We must establish in the Department of Justice a Racial Profiling Unit, the purpose of 

which will be to monitor and collect data on police encounters with communities of 

color, to take corrective action where necessary, and to investigate and prosecute 

aggressively law enforcement violations of communities’ civil rights. 

 We must pass a constitutional amendment that abolishes the death penalty. 

 We must abolish solitary confinement, a violent tool of incarceration that is both cruel 

and unusual.  

 SELECTIVE SERVICE 

 When we require “all male U.S. citizens…who are 18 through 25” to register with 

Selective Service, we not only rationalize war, violence, conflict, and the senseless slaughter of 

young men; we also reinforce male violence as well as women’s subordination. 

 But that is not all. As civil rights pioneer and nonviolent activist Bayard Rustin noted 

about conscription during World War II, Selective Service “denies brotherhood,” for its “design 

and purpose” is to set children, women and men apart. When we set one another apart, we can 

kill, maim and slaughter with a clear conscience, and even do so in the name of peace. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must repeal the Selective Service Act in its entirety. 

PERPETRATED BY CIVILIANS 

 Gun violence – perpetrated by domestic terrorists, those engaged in criminal activity, 

“lone wolf” mass shooters, and average, gun-owning citizens – is wreaking havoc on individuals, 

families, communities, as well as on our country’s stature with other nations. On average, more 

than 108,000 people in the United States are – over the course of 365 days – injured or killed by 



guns. That means that on average, 297 people are shot every day. Thirty-percent of those shot die 

from their gunshot wounds – that’s at least 32,514 people per year. 

 Clearly, our guns have purchased neither safety nor peace. 

 The time is long overdue for our nation to adopt robust gun policies that honestly come to 

grips with this level of civilian physical violence – which means, first and foremost, framing gun 

ownership itself as violence and addressing it accordingly. 

 It also means confronting an inconvenient truth about gun violence that rarely gets the 

media and policy-driven attention it deserves – namely, that gun violence is disproportionately 

perpetrated by teenage boys and men. It means confronting the fact that the vast majority of 

domestic terrorists, lone wolf mass shooters, and perpetrators of violent crimes involving guns 

are males. And it means facing the fact that male-perpetrated gun violence often goes hand-in-

hand with domestic violence and violence against women. 

 To remake the United States into the greatest purveyor of nonviolence, we clearly need 

policies that directly upend the ownership of guns, that confront the gender dynamics of gun and 

other types of violence, and that will, in the process, help to transform how our culture defines 

masculinity. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must repeal District of Columbia v. Heller, the United States Supreme court decision 

that interprets the Second Amendment as guaranteeing “an individual right to possess a 

firearm in the home for self-defense.” 

 We must ban all private ownership of guns and adopt strict penalties for the possession of 

firearms and ammunition. 

 We must develop, train and fund civilian, on-the-ground community peacekeeping units 

that will maintain an atmosphere of nonviolence as well as act as liaisons between 

communities and police departments. 

 We must federally fund the creation of primary and secondary public school curriculum 

and trainings that teach nonviolent communication and physical play and that explicitly 

do so from the imperative to transform the gender dynamics of physical violence. 

 We need to require that peace and nonviolence studies classes are included as part of the 

core curriculum of public primary and secondary schools. History is too often presented 

to students as war and conflict, and too little as conflict resolution, nonviolence, and 

peace.  

 We must federally fund community organizing, education, and other initiatives that seek 

to transform – in homes, schools, and communities – the gender dynamics of physical 

violence as well as help civilians to create cultures of nonviolence. 

 We must invest in community-based nonviolence and conflict resolution centers that will 

help citizens resolve disputes peacefully. 

 We must provide resources for nonviolent parenting training, as well as provide tax 

incentives for parents to undertake such training. 

 



II. POLITICAL VIOLENCE 

 Too many of the policies we develop and adopt are driven by a desire not to create 

community, but instead to exclude, marginalize, stigmatize and disempower. Such policies are 

the seeds that ripen into alienation and hatred. They may even lead some to believe that violence 

is the only means by which they can be heard and participate in the political process. Policies 

that marginalize and exclude, therefore, have no place in a nonviolent democracy. 

DISENFRANCHISEMENT 

 Ever since the U.S. Supreme Court gutted the Voting Rights Act of 1965 in its stunning 

Shelby v. Holder decision, many politicians and state officials (particularly those in the south) 

have rushed to restrict citizens’ access to the ballot. Burdensome voter identification 

requirements, shortened early voting hours, closure of offices that issue driver’s licenses – these 

are just a few of the measures officials have adopted to exclude from the franchise the poor 

generally, and African American and Hispanic communities specifically. To those who question 

whether or not such exclusion is intended by these new voter restrictions, we simply answer with 

the words of former North Carolina GOP Precinct Chair Don Yelton: if the restrictions hurt “the 

[poor] whites so be it. If it hurts a bunch of lazy blacks that want the government to give them 

everything, so be it.” 

 What is not often recognized, however, is that state officials’ rush to exclude citizens 

from the polls also betrays their hostility toward women’s exercise of political power. In 2012, 

women constituted the majority of voters. They also determined the outcome of the presidential 

election. And as was true for previous elections, African American and Hispanic women voted in 

larger numbers than their male counterparts. Viewed in light of these facts, the new voter 

restrictions will harm women’s participation in the political process, and will disproportionately 

harm the participation of African American and Hispanic women. 

 Disenfranchisement must be understood as political violence because it renders 

vulnerable to economic, social, and political exploitation, repression and violence those who are 

denied the voting power. This was the lesson of Jim Crow racial segregation in the south, and 

this is the lesson today of repressive regimes the world over. 

 Disenfranchisement, too, ensures that power remains “in the hands of our nation’s most 

reactionary politicians,” as Martin Luther King, Jr. observed during his Selma campaign for 

voting rights. In their hands, legislation that would provide for citizens’ most critical needs – 

employment, affordable health care, education, environmental protection, freedom from gun 

violence, and fair immigration policies, for example – would either die in committee or pass in a 

form so watered down that it would barely touch the problem it was meant to address. Ordinary 

citizens would simply have to fend for themselves and would continue to suffer unemployment, 

poor health, and a number of other harms. 

 Without the vote, many more people would also be subjected, in Ferguson, Missouri-like 

fashion, to unaccountable public officials too willing to criminalize citizens in order to shore up 

city and county coffers – not to mention officials’ own salaries and thus their own private wealth. 



 And without the franchise, citizens stigmatized because denied access to the ballot would 

increasingly face hostility from those who benefit from a system that does not interfere with their 

right to vote. 

 Thus, “so be it,” as spoken by Don Yelton, must be answered with “never again,” as well 

as with a politics that eschews the violence of political exclusion and that instead cares for, 

values and invites into the political process each and every one of us. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must restore the pre-clearance provision of the Voting Rights Act. The rush to adopt 

restrictive voting mechanisms makes clear that the U.S. Supreme Court’s “mission-

accomplished” decision in District of Columbia v. Heller was premature, if not a cynical 

denial of continued injustices. 

 We must adopt mechanisms that automatically register citizens on their eighteenth 

birthday. If we can require young men to comply with Selective Service on that important 

day, then we can ensure that all young people are registered to vote as soon as they turn 

eighteen. 

 We must create a federal nonpartisan commission (with full prosecutorial power), the 

responsibility of which will be to set standards for districting throughout the nation so as 

to prevent gerrymandering and other acts that effectively exclude communities from the 

political process. 

 We must restore the right to vote to all citizens who have had that right taken away by a 

felony conviction. Punishing people beyond time served is a vindictive policy that 

reinforces our culture of violence. 

 We need to make Election Day a federal holiday. No citizen should have to choose 

between voting, working, and taking care of her children. 

 We must make early voting an option for all voters so that they have the time flexibility 

they need in order to exercise the franchise. 

 We must provide enough polling places and poll workers for every community so that 

voters are not forced to stand in long lines for hours at a time. 

 We should provide mobile polling booths – akin to mobile libraries – for citizens (the 

elderly and infirm, for example) who might have difficulties reaching fixed polling places 

and who may have missed or overlooked early voting by mail. 

 We must adopt strict penalties for and prosecute anyone who on Election Day interferes 

with, brandishes weapons or otherwise attempts to intimidate citizens at or near a polling 

place. 

DOMESTIC SURVEILLANCE 

 Since the tragedy of 9/11, Arab communities and those who adhere to the Muslim faith 

have faced stigma, scapegoating, discrimination, and religious as well as racial profiling. 

Islamaphobic stereotypes abound, espoused by everyday people, radio talk show hosts, 

politicians, and presidential candidates alike. Hate crimes and violence against Arab 

communities and Muslims are on the rise, as is the emergence of anti-Islamic hate groups. 

 By no small measure, these developments have been fed by state and federal 

governments’ targeting and blanket surveillance of Muslim and Arab communities, carried out 



with little regard for these and indeed all citizens’ constitutional rights. Revelations of 

government surveillance of #BlackLivesMatter activists absolutely underscores this point. We 

must not allow any resuscitation of COINTELPRO, and we must reject justifications for any 

such program as somehow necessary for “winning” our war on “terror.” 

 This kind of repression is part of a long history of political violence in our nation that has 

harmed and put too many citizens in harm’s way, as well as whittled away the civil liberties that 

we all have a right to enjoy. As one court recently stated about the surveillance to which the 

NYPD subjects Muslim Americans, “We have been down similar roads before – Jewish-

Americans during the Red Scare, African-Americans during the Civil Rights Movement and 

Japanese-Americans during World War II. We are left to wonder why we cannot see with 

foresight what we see so clearly with hindsight – that ‘loyalty is a matter of the heart and mind, 

not race, creed, or colour.’” 

 Even more, such surveillance sets us apart from one another and thus denies our common 

desire for peace as well as freedom from fear, violence, and suffering. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must prohibit the blanket surveillance of Arab and Muslim communities. 

 We must prohibit the blanket surveillance of all U.S. citizens. This prohibition must 

include the NSA’s bulk collection of Americans’ email data, phone records, and internet 

history. 

 We must repeal both the Patriot Act and the USA Freedom Act in their entirety. 

 We must abandon the Countering Violent Extremism methodology adopted by the 

Obama administration and Congress to help identify individuals presumed to be 

vulnerable to extremism. This methodology neither prevents terrorism nor does it avoid 

stigmatizing Arab and Muslim communities. It also fails to contend with the alienation 

created by our investments in physical, political, legal and economic violence. 

 We must aggressively investigate and prosecute hate crimes directed at Arab, Muslim, 

and other vulnerable communities. 

 We must develop legislation that balances First Amendment free speech rights with 

Fourteenth Amendment equal protection rights – legislation that recognizes and rectifies 

how the burden of free speech (specifically, the freedom to speak, write, and advocate for 

hate) falls heavier on some communities than on others. 

III. LEGAL VIOLENCE 

 In his “Letter from a Birmingham Jail,” Martin Luther King, Jr. wrote that “there are two 

types of laws: just and unjust. I would be the first to advocate obeying just laws. One has not 

only a legal but a moral responsibility to obey just laws. Conversely, one has a moral 

responsibility to disobey unjust laws. I would agree with St. Augustine that "an unjust law is no 

law at all." 

 When injustice is made legal or is protected by law, then the law itself is unjust and in so 

being, does great violence to individuals and communities. We not only have an obligation to 

“disobey” nonviolently such laws; we have the further responsibility to change and align them 

with the aims of a just and nonviolent society. 



GUANTANAMO BAY PRISON 

 After 9/11, nearly 800 Muslim men and boys were held without charge at Guantanamo 

Bay Prison. Specifically, these men and boys were denied their constitutional right to go to court 

and to question the grounds for their detention. Though some of the prisoners have been released 

over the years, over 100 remain behind bars – the majority of whom have never been criminally 

charged. Driven to despair, many of these men have engaged in an ongoing hunger strike, to 

which the government has responded with the physical violence of forced-feeding. Others who 

have been cleared for release nevertheless remain imprisoned because trapped in bureaucratic 

limbo. 

 Guantanamo is a travesty of our democracy and a grave expression of legal as well as 

physical violence. So, too, is our government’s continued use of military commissions – which 

completely lack the basic attributes of due process – to adjudicate detainees’ cases. 

 Enough is enough. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must either try the detainees in our civil criminal justice system or release 

them now. 

 We must end the forced-feeding of hunger striking prisoners. 

 We must close Guantanamo Bay Prison for good. 

 We need to put into effect a program of reconciliation with those whom we have 

imprisoned coupled with reparations for the harm we caused. 

CRIMINAL LAW AND THE WAR ON DRUGS 

 Our nation’s “War on Drugs” has been and is nothing less than a physical, political, legal 

and economic war on the poor. Combined with a politics of “Law and Order,” this war has 

enabled politicians and other state officials to craft a system of criminal justice that has filled our 

prisons with, and condemned to excessive mandatory sentences, people who have committed 

nonviolent drug offenses. It has destroyed the lives of millions and disrupted families and 

communities. And because of racially biased mandatory minimums – as well as racially biased 

policing and prosecution – the casualties of this war have been disproportionately African 

American and Hispanic. 

 A further consequence of this “war” is that entire communities have been criminalized. 

African American and Hispanic citizens are subject to racial profiling by law enforcement and 

civilians alike. They are more likely than whites to suffer abusive stop-and-frisk police searches, 

pre-textual traffic stops, and other abusive police practices. And by construing their policies in 

terms of “war,” politicians and state actors have effectively framed those engaged in drug 

capitalism, and African American and Hispanic communities specifically, as enemies embedded 

in our nation. A consequence of this is that some civilians feel emboldened, if not entitled, to 

target through vigilante actions their African American and Hispanic neighbors. 

 Not even children are immune from such law enforcement-citizen surveillance. Subject to 

hyper-vigilance in schools, African American children, for example, are regularly singled out for 



“bad behavior” and harshly punished by school faculty and administrators – treatment that 

creates a “pipeline” from school to the criminal justice system for African American children. 

 All told, we have more people imprisoned and more children who are channeled into the 

criminal justice system than any other country on earth. 

A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must end the War on Drugs and instead fund a nonviolent alternative: federal funds 

for drug courts and effective drug treatment centers. 

 We need to decriminalize altogether the use, possession and sale of most narcotics. 

 We must end mandatory minimums, which has resulted in sentencing disparities between 

whites and people of color. 

 We must remove police from schools, end public education policies that effectively 

criminalize children, and adequately fund public schools to create smaller classrooms and 

provide support systems for vulnerable students and their families. 

 We must provide funding for job-building and educational assistance to those who have 

served time. 

 We must adopt laws that prohibit employers and schools from requesting information 

about criminal histories in job and school applications. 

 We must adopt laws that prohibit discrimination against ex-felons. 

   

IV. ECONOMIC VIOLENCE 

 French economist Thomas Pikkety recently noted that if current economic trends 

continue, by 2030 the United States might very well “set a new record” for economic inequality. 

Fifteen years from now, “the top decile,” according to Pikkety, “would…claim about 60 percent 

of national income, while the bottom half would get barely 15 percent.” Those on the very 

bottom would get next to nothing at all. 

 This state of affairs is unconscionable and, given the pain and suffering it creates – 

hunger, homelessness, poor health, greater social marginalization, segregation, and physical 

violence – the concentration of wealth constitutes a real war against ordinary people. 

 Moreover, in this economic climate we can expect that our current divisions and conflicts 

will only deepen and intensify. As the top decile continues to accumulate the nation’s wealth; 

and as more people compete for fewer resources, find themselves working from paycheck to 

paycheck with no hope of economic security, discover that their options about where to live and 

work and send their children to school have become increasingly narrowed, and see that those 

who are responsible for crashing and pillaging our economy do so with impunity, more will turn 

to hate, violence and tribalism for security. Unrest will be the rule of the day. 

 What is needed now more than ever are policies that both narrow the economic chasm 

between the haves and the have-nots, and reframe economic prosperity as the complete 

eradication of poverty. 

 



A Nonviolent Alternative 

 We must end oligarchic control over our political institutions and the “flow of corporate 

money into our electoral process” by passing a constitutional amendment that overturns 

Citizens United and rejects the “personhood status” that the U.S. Supreme Court has 

conferred on corporations. A weapon of war against the poor, Citizens United is and must 

be also viewed as also an expression legal violence. 

 We need to reject the Trans-Pacific Partnership, reverse our current trade agreements 

(NAFTA, PNTR, and CAFTA) and negotiate international trade agreements on the basis 

of strengthening human rights and labor organizing, eradicating poverty, and promoting 

nonviolence and peace. Any trade pact we negotiate with Central and South America 

should include terms that address and help to rectify the human and economic costs of the 

proxy wars we conducted in that region – costs that we have yet to acknowledge and that 

underlie our immigration challenges. 

 The time is long overdue to abolish “right to work” laws and remove impediments to 

collective bargaining and organizing. We must therefore adopt the Employee Free Choice 

Act. 

 We should revive the Glass-Steagall Act and thus prevent banks from engaging in 

investment banking and derivatives transactions, as well as from offering insurance. Such 

legislation should include setting limits on executive pay and bonuses – key determinants 

in the creation of income inequality. 

 We must increase the federal minimum wage from $7.25 to $15 an hour by 2018. 

 We must pass the Paycheck Fairness Act and thus rectify male-female income disparity. 

When we improve the status of women economically and politically, we create the 

conditions for a peaceful and nonviolent society. 

 We need to put people to work by investing the funds necessary to rebuild our bridges, 

airports, roads, railways, ports, and other parts of our infrastructure. 

 We must invest in universal child care for working families and pass legislation that 

provides for 12 weeks of paid family leave. 

 We need to go beyond Obamacare and sever health insurance from employment 

altogether by adopting single-payer health care. No one should have to choose between 

getting health care and purchasing food for her children. 

 We must invest federal funds in youth employment programs, particularly for youth who 

live in areas of concentrated poverty. 

 We must pass legislation that would make tuition free at public colleges and universities. 

 We must expand Social Security and shore up its coffers with an excise tax on cross-

border currency transactions (Tobin Tax). 

 We must confront the persistence of segregation by directing federal education funds 

disproportionately to school located in areas of concentrated poverty.  
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