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Introduction

It is January 2017. A coalition of Gulf forces led by Saudi Arabia 
continues its bombardment of Yemen, visiting daily horrors amidst 
thin claims of fighting terrorism. The intervention has been marked 
by continual attacks against civilians, and an accompanying 
blockade has precipitated what one UN staffer has referred to as 
a ‘humanitarian catastrophe’ (O’Brien 2015, 2016). In the twen-
ty-one months since the US- and UK-backed forces began their air-
strikes, thousands of Yemenis have been killed and millions have 
been forced to flee their homes. One of the biggest attacks came 
last October, when an airstrike on a funeral in Sana’a killed more 
than 140 people, injuring over 550. For many years the Gulf states 
have bought British, and in this conflict have made extensive use 
of jets and missiles made in the UK. Sensing an opportunity, and 
despite evidence of coalition war crimes, the British government has 
licensed over £5 billion in fresh arms sales to coalition members 
since the conflict escalated in March 2015 (Amnesty International 
2017).1 Back in the UK, activists are campaigning for a halt in arms 
sales to Saudi Arabia. Amongst other initiatives, Campaign Against 
Arms Trade (CAAT) are taking the government to court, hoping 
to get these arms sales ruled unlawful. Unfortunately, progress on 
the case is glacial. It is in this context that Sam Walton, a Quaker 
from London, and the Reverend Daniel ‘Woody’ Woodhouse, a 
Methodist minister from Leeds, attempt a more direct approach.

On a cold Monday morning, under cover of darkness, the two 
men cut through a perimeter fence and sneak undetected into 
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Wharton Aerodrome. This is the gigantic airfield and testing facility 
owned by BAE Systems, and it is where Eurofighter Typhoon jets 
are assembled and tested prior to delivery to the Royal Saudi Air 
Force. Sam and Woody are armed with crowbars, a bolt cutter and 
a sledgehammer. Woody is wearing vestments and carrying a bible. 
They also have a detailed map of the facility and list of every plane 
currently on the site. Those destined for Saudi Arabia are clearly 
marked – these are their targets. They hurry across the runway to 
the hangar where the planes are stored, chancing upon an unlocked 
door that lets them inside. One more door, locked, separates them 
from the Eurofighters, which are tantalisingly visible through the 
security glass. They set to work using their crowbars to force open 
the door, knowing that they are just seconds away from their goal.

However, this is as far as they get. With the door almost open, 
Sam and Woody are discovered by an unsuspecting security guard 
carrying out a routine patrol. Making no attempt to overpower him 
or escape, the two men calmly explain that they have travelled here 
in order to cause as much damage as possible to the Typhoons. They 
show the guard their list of planes, a document they are really not 
supposed to have. This is all above the guard’s pay-grade, and the 
police are called; Sam and Woody allow themselves to be arrested. 
In twelve hours’ time they will be released from Blackpool Police 
Station with the story of their action already national news. Both 
refuse to accept a police caution and insist on being taken to trial. 
In nine months they will be found not guilty of criminal damage, 
having successfully argued that their actions were proportional to 
the wrongs they wished to prevent.

Their actions beg questions. What did they hope to achieve by 
smashing planes? How did they organise such an action, and keep 
it a secret? What are the networks and social relations that made 
this possible? Why did the two confess so readily to their crime, and 
insist on going to court? In what ways did their religions shape their 
action? And – having been apprehended before they could reach 
the planes – did Sam and Woody fail? This book tries to make sense 
of this action, and many others like it. The book is an ethnography 
of anti-militarist politics. It moves from public demonstrations and 
open meetings to clandestine actions and courtrooms, in order to 
provide an in-depth account of the tactics, strategies and philos-
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ophies at the heart of anti-militarist campaigning in the UK. The 
stories contained within allow us to think through questions of 
vital importance for anyone interested in the politics of milita-
rism and resistance. To the above we can add: does anti-militarism 
have to be nonviolent? What kinds of alternatives to militarism do 
anti-militarists envisage? To what extent are anti-militarists able to 
contend with militarism’s entanglement in patriarchal and racial-
ised systems of power? In what ways do anti-militarists resist the 
politics of militarism? In what ways do they reproduce it?

Through these questions, the book works to enliven our under-
standing of both militarism and resistance. This undertaking is 
animated by a recognition that power and resistance can be pro-
ductively read in tension with one another. Systems of power are 
revealed by examining attempts to uproot them, insofar as practices 
of resistance expose fault-lines, tensions, and ever-deeper lines of 
penetration (Bleiker 2000: 26; Foucault 1982). And practices of 
resistance can be critically engaged with insofar as they are always 
to some extent produced and implicated within the very fields of 
power they seek to contest. My contention is that we understand 
more about both militarism and resistance when we examine them 
together.

Militarism and Anti-Militarism

Militarism, which can be broadly defined as ‘the social and inter-
national relations of the preparation for, and conduct of, organised 
political violence’, is an ambitious concept (Stavrianakis and Selby 
2012: 3). While it is sometimes used to refer to a particular kind of 
political environment, one that is saturated by military power, it is 
more usefully understood as a way of making sense of the social 
and political processes through which political violence is made 
possible. Militarism provokes an account of how particular wars, 
coercive state practices and other forms of violence are embedded 
within, legitimised through, and function to reshape a wide range 
of social relations. It challenges us to think about the complex 
networks of political institutions, value systems, social practices, 
rationalities and forms of subjectivity which tend towards the nor-
malisation and reproduction of political violence. It shows us how 
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violence and the instruments of violence are glorified, legitimised, 
or rendered unremarkable and banal on an everyday level, and 
traces the historical and contemporary processes through which 
violence is woven into society. Militarism thus links macro-level 
topics of war, conflict and state violence to more intimate relations 
of power, authority and domination.

There is no single type of militarism. The social relations 
which underpin political violence are context specific, their form 
determined by particular configurations of culture and political 
economy, by legacies and enduring experiences of colonialism 
and imperialism, by particular hierarchies of race, class, ethnic-
ity, gender, sexuality and (dis)ability, and by various formations 
of nationalism and national identity. Militarism also shifts and 
adapts in response to new forms of technology, new objects of 
violence, and new practices of resistance. It is not a static entity, 
but a complex of social, political and economic processes which 
have no firm unity other than our capacity to conceptualise them 
as tending towards particular forms of (violent) practices. As such, 
it is an ambiguous referent; the task of identifying a particular prac-
tice, idea, or subject as militarised is not straightforward. Despite 
these complexities, the concept of militarism is a powerful one 
for thinking critically about the politics of violence. At its best, it 
situates particular violent acts within a social context, recognises 
the co-constitution of war and society, and draws in an account 
of racism, patriarchy, capitalism and imperialism (without being 
reducible to any of these). It therefore invites nuanced accounts of 
the processes through which violence is made possible while offer-
ing opportunities to link political struggles and critical traditions 
together.

This broad understanding of militarism is useful but deliberately 
vague, abstracted from the contexts through which more specific 
accounts (and critiques) are possible. My approach in this book is 
to build from this account by engaging with anti-militarist practices 
through a series of conceptual frames, in order to engage with or 
speak to different dimensions of militarism. I explore militarism 
and anti-militarism through the politics of gender and sexuality, 
security, (non)violence, disobedience, liberal militarism and race, 
demonstrating how each framing allows us to recognise and think 
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critically about the relationship between militarism and resistance. 
The task is not to produce a broad conceptualisation or statement 
about the nature of militarism, but to engage with particular fea-
tures, elements, contradictions, and to look at some of the ways 
these might be contested. The context through which this analysis 
will take place is that of contemporary Britain, and much of what 
I say about militarism is focused through that lens. However, the 
arguments and insights that emerge are not necessarily restricted 
to that national context; they clearly resonate with other sites of 
Western and liberal militarism.

Anti-militarism refers to politics organised in opposition to mil-
itarism. There is a long, rich and diverse history of politics directed 
in this manner and, as with militarism, the particular nature of 
anti-militarism depends on context. In this book I use the concept 
to identify a particular movement active in the UK, though cau-
tiously and with three important reservations. The first is an issue 
of definition; while some who appear in the book use the label 
of anti-militarism readily, others use it less, and others not at all. 
Other signifiers – notably ‘peace movement’, ‘anti-war movement’ 
and ‘anti-arms trade movement’ – circulate widely. The second 
issue concerns cohesion. There is no clear way to determine the 
boundaries of this movement and its terms of inclusion and exclu-
sion, and while the study takes place in a context where there are 
multiple connections binding together various individuals, groups 
and organisations, there are also plenty of sites and subjects who 
fall away (either from my analysis or by processes of exclusion at 
work within the movement). The third issue is the dangerous sense 
of completion or innocence that can accompany the identification 
of a movement as a space of pure opposition, obscuring how anti- 
militarist politics are themselves implicated in the reproduction of 
militarism. All three of these reservations are explored in the book, 
as integral to understanding the politics of the movement. With 
them in mind, I nonetheless refer to and engage with something 
approximating a movement, an intentional community operating 
in opposition to certain features of British militarism. It is the wager 
of this book that this is an interesting and productive space from 
which to approach the politics of militarism and resistance.

My particular focus lies on those elements of anti-militarism 
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which engage in direct action – that is, in forms of political inter-
vention which bypass more formal processes of political representa-
tion and instead seek to act ‘directly’ on situations, through tactics 
including occupations, blockades and property damage. Direct 
action tactics are widespread within the movement, though the 
particular form they take and rationalities at play vary significantly. 
Throughout the book I argue that the performances, negotiations, 
and debates which surround direct action practices are a fruitful site 
through which to read the politics of both militarism and resist-
ance. The concept of prefiguration is central here. Prefiguration is 
the idea that the means used in political struggle should embody 
the ends that are sought – indeed, that the means will tend to 
become the ends. It is a way of contending with the tendency of 
radical political movements to end up replicating what they are 
fighting, and of insisting that the creative work of generating new 
forms of politics should be integral to the practice of resistance. It 
therefore functions both as an analytic (and so a critique of those 
who believe that militaristic means can produce nonviolent ends), 
and as a way of articulating a politics which takes this analytic 
seriously.

The book reads anti-militarist action as prefigurative. I argue that 
activists seek to avoid replicating militarised social relations, that 
they work to cultivate alternative forms of contestation, subjectivity 
and relationality, and that a prefigurative lens provides the tools to 
think critically about the limits of these processes. This approach 
is rooted in the understanding that anti-militarists do not oper-
ate externally to militarism; they are subjects of it, participants in 
it, they reinscribe it. Such entanglements clearly set the stage for 
critiques of anti-militarist practice, but they also provide oppor-
tunities; it is precisely through our implications within systems 
of power that rewritings are possible. The conceptual framings of 
militarism through which the book moves are used to explore the 
limits and disruptive potentials of anti-militarism. Each chapter 
identifies particular tensions and lines of contestation, between 
militarism and anti-militarism and/or internally to anti-militarism, 
and uses these to think through the ways that anti-militarist politics 
resist, subvert, and even reproduce militarism. The book explores a 
series of debates and tensions amongst anti-militarists, including 
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those surrounding contrasting approaches to illegality, the role of 
pacifism and nonviolence, and those concerning the gendered and 
racialised politics of the movement, situating these as attempts to 
determine the particular nature of militarism, the imperatives of 
resistance, and the relationship between the two.

The central arguments of this book turn on the ambiguous nature 
of direct action. On the one hand, I read direct action as an incredi-
bly valuable form of resistance. It disrupts normal rules of political 
participation, expands the capacity for so-called ordinary people 
to make meaningful interventions, and breaks down distinctions 
between the local and the global. In side-stepping depoliticising 
injunctions to appeal to the proper authorities, it demands that we 
carry out the endless task of resisting militarism in a far more tan-
gible fashion. And, in calling attention to the prefigurative dimen-
sions of political action, it is generative of subjects and movements 
that subvert militarism in many different ways. On the other hand, 
direct action is also deeply problematic. It is too swiftly a space for 
heroes, more accessible for those who enjoy certain forms of social 
privilege, easily fetishised over other less immediate forms of action, 
and in other ways frequently shaped and conducted by those very 
social relations which constitute militarism. It is at the tensions 
between these readings that direct action becomes a powerful lens 
through which to read the intersecting and co-constitutive politics 
of militarism and resistance.

Researching British Anti-Militarism

I have conducted the research for the project while being an active 
member of the movement in question, in a manner that has allowed 
me to gain a more intimate and empathetic understanding of the 
politics of British anti-militarism than other research methods 
would allow. The ethnographic approach that I use moves beyond 
those which treat ethnography as an empiricist data- collection 
method, an engaging writing style, or a ‘close to the ground’ epis-
temology that claims some privileged encounter with truth (Vrasti 
2008). My intention is not to capture the truth or totality of those 
anti-militarist practices with which I engage, nor to formulate an 
assessment of movement capabilities or trajectories. Instead, I 
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mobilise a series of avowedly and explicitly political interpreta-
tions which situate anti-militarist practices within debates about 
the nature of militarism and the possibilities for resistance. There 
is an explicit attempt to blur the lines of theoretical and empirical 
content, to allow each to structure and condition the other. What 
results is a series of interrogations which are never purely empirical 
or purely theoretical, and which remain sensitive both to the ways 
in which social practices are always already deeply theoretical inter-
ventions, and to the embedded and contextualised nature of theory 
(Zalewski 1996).

Ethnographies tell stories. It is often the custom to leave inter-
ventions, theoretical digressions and clarifications for footnotes, 
endnotes, or separate publications, and so to leave the text as a 
relatively clean narrative. I take a different approach; the stories I 
tell are frequently interrupted and juxtaposed with interpretations, 
problematisations and theoretical connections. While perhaps 
at times inelegant, this is precisely an attempt to play between 
the lines of theory and practice, narrative and deconstruction, to 
recognise and make visible their mutual constitution. More in 
keeping with ethnographic convention, my focus lies not on the 
macro-level politics of the movement, but on gestures, moments 
and experiments, the micropolitics of subverting and reproducing 
militarism. There is also no grand theory or single principle of 
interpretation; theory is deployed tactically to enliven particular 
analyses. Nevertheless, there are clear principles which guide my 
accounts, both with respect to the consistent focus on the relation-
ship between militarism and resistance, and to the general com-
mitment to a critical, post-foundational theoretical ethos which 
draws variously on poststructural, feminist, queer, postcolonial and 
anarchist political thought.

The interpretations are also guided by clear normative commit-
ments. I am writing as an anti-militarist, with a desire to understand 
the relationships between militarism and resistance such that mil-
itarism can be better resisted. While the book speaks to academic 
literatures on both militarism and resistance, it also looks to engage 
anti-militarist politics more directly. In so doing, my aim is not 
to suggest strategic directions for action. Instead, I follow Jeffrey 
Juris, who suggests that ‘by providing critically engaged and the-
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oretically informed analyses generated through collective practice 
. . . ethnography can provide tools for activist (self-)reflection and 
decision making while remaining pertinent for broader academic 
audiences’ (2008: 22). On similar grounds, attempting to move 
beyond the conventions of ‘vanguardist revolutionary intellectual 
practice’, David Graeber argues that

[e]thnography is about teasing out the hidden symbolic, moral, or prag-

matic logics that underlie certain types of social action; how people’s 

habits and actions make sense in ways that they are not themselves com-

pletely aware of. One obvious role for a radical intellectual is precisely 

that: looking first at those who are creating viable alternatives on the 

ground, and then trying to figure out what the larger implications of what 

they are (already) doing might be. (Graeber 2007: 305–6)

Graeber and Juris have both written in ways which attempt to do 
just this (Graeber 2009; Juris 2008), and this book takes influence 
and inspiration from their approach. My intention has been to try in 
different ways to make sense of what anti-militarists are doing, and 
to read anti-militarist practices within the field of power relations in 
which they are situated and which they are always working to (un)
make. This involves both working with and casting critical reflec-
tion on the dominant conceptual frameworks employed within 
the movement (Coleman 2015). Some of these interpretations and 
critiques may have resonance, might help to rethink and reframe 
what the movement is doing. Others may not. My expectation is 
that different anti-militarists will have very different reactions; my 
hope is to stimulate discussions on these terms within and around 
the movement.

My own positionality is very present in the book. I take an active 
role in the movement I am discussing. I paint banners, facilitate 
meetings, wait for arrestees in police stations and support them 
in court. I take part in secret and illegal actions, am trusted with 
privileged information, and at one point during the research period 
was arrested and prosecuted for my role in anti-militarist direct 
action. Some of my ‘research subjects’ are also my closest friends.2 
This level of intimacy between researcher and subject shifts what 
kinds of claims can be made. All pretensions to objectivity are gone, 
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but in their place lie particular resources. Roxanne Doty argues that 
the self is always present in research, always applying value systems 
and frameworks of interpretation which reveal (and yet conceal) 
the intimacy of our investments. Far better to make this presence 
visible and itself part of the research process than to pretend other-
wise (2010: 1048). Doing so, and doing so reflexively, can help to 
break down the idea of the detached, sovereign author. It can also 
allow us to draw on faculties excluded from other forms of analysis 
(Brigg and Bleiker 2010: 794). My emotional investments in and 
responses to anti-militarist action clearly shape the analysis, and 
at times they may limit it, but they also provide opportunities to 
explore the affective qualities of anti-militarist action in a manner 
which allows for certain kinds of insight about the politics of both 
militarism and resistance.3

This kind of autoethnographic approach clearly carries dangers 
of indulgence, of an auto-essentialism that takes our experiences 
as an encounter with truth (Inayatullah 2011: 8). I take my lead 
from Morgan Brigg and Roland Bleiker, and their suggestion that 
‘methodological uses of the self should be judged by their ability 
to open up new perspectives on political dilemmas’ (2010: 781). 
My intention is not to position myself as a site of pure knowledge, 
but to work with the understanding that our own entanglements in 
relations of power (as it relates to both militarism and resistance) is 
always already the condition of knowledge and a space from which 
to interrogate the world (Inayatullah 2011; Lorde 2007). This posi-
tionality and approach does not absolve me from the violence of 
(mis)representation that is the condition of all attempts to tell the 
stories of others, but it does perhaps allow for a more straightfor-
ward form of reflexivity (Dauphinee 2010). Throughout the book 
I outline debates or tensions within anti-militarism, frequently in 
a manner which makes clear my own sympathies; I have sought to 
do so in a manner which give enough of a sense of what is going on 
to invite other ways of reading the movement.

The book draws on research conducted from 2009 to 2017. 
During that time I participated in well over a hundred anti-militarist 
events including demonstrations, blockades, workshops, meetings, 
trials, peace camps and pickets. Much of the discussion throughout 
the book draws on first-hand accounts; these are supplemented 
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with other examples from UK-based anti-militarism, alongside a 
series of interviews conducted with activists over the course of the 
study.

There are a large number of collectives and organisations in the 
UK which are, in some fashion, anti-militarist. I engage, even if 
briefly, with around thirty of these. My focus turns most often 
towards anti-militarist action directed against the arms trade and 
to groups who use some form of direct action, albeit with plenty 
of digressions. While the book touches on the activities of many 
anti-militarist groups, there is a smaller number which receive spe-
cific attention and more detailed analysis. These include:

• Campaign Against the Arms Trade (CAAT): A London-based 
organisation, established in 1974 by a coalition of anti-militarist 
groups, which campaigns for the abolition of the international 
arms trade. Alongside more traditional campaigning activities 
such as parliamentary lobbying and awareness-raising, CAAT 
has a long history of facilitating direct action. I have been closely 
involved with CAAT since 2010, including as a member of its 
Steering Committee.

• Stop the Arms Fair (STAF): A coalition which includes direct 
action groups, individuals, and some non-governmental organ-
isations (NGOs), STAF was established in 2011 to coordinate 
resistance to Defence and Security Equipment International 
(DSEI), the large arms fair which takes place biennially in 
London. I have been involved with STAF since its formation, and 
have helped to organise action against four DSEI events.

• Smash EDO: A Brighton group, active between 2004 and 2014, 
which carried out a diverse, direct action-focused campaign 
against the EDO MBM factory in their hometown. Their tactics 
included weekly noise demonstrations, blockades, rooftop occu-
pations and mass demonstrations. While never directly involved 
in the campaign, I attended a number of demonstrations and 
events.

• Plowshares (or Ploughshares): A (broadly) Christian pacifist 
movement which is well known for actions in which small 
groups of activists physically dismantle weapons or military 
equipment, often with hammers and fake or real blood.
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• The Space Hijackers: A London-based Situationist-inspired group 
of ‘anarchitects’, active between 1999 and 2014, who carried 
out a series of hilarious stunts in public spaces. Although they 
focused predominantly on the privatisation of public space, they 
also carried out high-profile anti-militarist actions.

Structure of the Book

The book is structured as a series of frames through which we can 
read the politics of both militarism and anti-militarism. My aim 
is not to assemble a grand conception of militarism, or a general 
claim about the nature of anti-militarism, but rather to stage a 
series of encounters between militarism and resistance, so as to 
better understand their antagonistic but mutually constitutive rela-
tionship. The first two chapters establish the groundwork for the 
rest of the book. Chapter 1 outlines the understanding of direct 
action that guides the analysis. After looking briefly at how direct 
action tactics became popularised within British anti-militarism, 
I introduce four concepts through which we can interrogate the 
politics of direct action. These concepts – (anti-)representation, 
prefiguration, (anti-)strategy and empowerment – and the debates 
that surround them help to situate direct action not only as a 
particular practice or tactic, but as generative of particular kinds of 
subjects, movements and approaches to social transformation. In 
Chapter 2 I engage in broad terms with how militarism has been 
conceptualised, both by anti-militarist movements and by social 
theorists. The chapter looks first at how anti-militarists recognise 
militarism as an institutional formation, a (localised) network 
encompassing militaries, branches of government, the arms indus-
try, public institutions and more. In the second part I draw on 
academic accounts to show how militarism can be understood as 
a complex of value systems, rationalities, social practices and sub-
jectivities which tend towards the production and legitimisation 
of political violence.

The next seven chapters explore militarism and anti-militarism 
through a series of contexts. Chapter 3 looks at how feminist and 
queer anti-militarists have understood the relationships between 
militarism, gender and sexuality. Those relationships have been 
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theorised in some detail by academics working at these intersec-
tions, and have occasionally taken centre-stage in British anti-mili-
tarist politics, most notably at the time of the Greenham Common 
Women’s Peace Camp in the early 1980s. However, they are not 
often highlighted in contemporary British anti-militarism. The chap-
ter considers the politics of this limited attention, before turning to a 
series of cases where anti-militarists have focused on the militarised 
politics of gender and sexuality. Here, we can see activists challeng-
ing central dynamics of militarism while also calling attention to the 
reproduction of militarised gender orders within anti-militarism.

Chapters 4 and 5 focus on how anti-militarists engage with the 
politics of security. In Chapter 4 I argue that anti-militarist direct 
action can be understood as a form of anti-hegemonic security 
agency, where statist/militarist approaches to the politics of secu-
rity are displaced by activists putting alternative forms of security 
into practice. Chapter 5 suggests that, beyond viewing activists as 
alternative agents of security, we might read them as resisting secu-
rity, both by evading state security practices and by subverting the 
political and conceptual terrain of security/insecurity.

In Chapter 6 I examine peace camps, die-ins, and the use of 
humour by activists to demonstrate how, in their modes of resist-
ance, anti-militarists challenge militarised forms of contestation 
by prefiguring alternatives. The chapter also reflects on how anti- 
militarism is shaped not just by opposition to militarism, but by 
desire for it.

Chapter 7 looks more closely at the internal movement dynam-
ics of British anti-militarism. I focus on the contested organising 
principle known as ‘diversity of tactics’, and on the role of nonvi-
olence within the movement, suggesting that here we see attempts 
to develop movement practices which do not reproduce militarism. 
I make the potentially controversial argument that anti-militarism 
should not necessarily insist on nonviolence. In the last part of the 
chapter I discuss the role of whiteness in British anti-militarism. I 
show how solidarity politics, direct action tactics and the particular 
conceptions of militarism operating within the movement depend 
on some form of white privilege, and reproduce racialised forms of 
exclusion.

In Chapter 8 I look at how anti-militarists attempt to become 
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‘disobedient’ in the conduct of direct action, with a particular focus 
on how they constitute themselves as (il)legal subjects. I consider 
the ways in which anti-militarist disobedience is always intertwined 
with some form of obedience, and outline how different negotia-
tions of the disobedience/obedience relationship have important 
political implications.

Chapter 9 turns to look at how anti-arms trade activists develop 
critiques of the international arms trade. I argue that the over-
whelming focus on the sale of arms to ‘repressive regimes’ risks 
reproducing liberal militarism and racialised discourses of the 
international, showing how apparently radical anti-militarism 
can become folded within and circumscribed by militarist dis-
course. The chapter ends by outlining the need for a more explicit 
focus on liberal and racialised forms of militarism within the 
movement.

In the Conclusion I return to the politics of prefiguration and 
political coalition. There are certain dangers involved in practices 
of resistance which set themselves in opposition to coherent and 
stable enemies, and which seek to build hegemonic coalitions. 
Such practices often struggle to contend with the ways resistance 
is shaped and produced by those very power relations it seeks 
to oppose. I outline some of these challenges, before suggesting 
how an understanding of anti-militarism as a prefigurative ethic 
of resistance which seeks to reveal, limit, or disrupt violence, and 
which recognises that its task is never complete, may offer some 
pathways through.

Notes

1. Data on UK arms export licences is provided in an easily accessible format on 
CAAT’s website, available at https://www.caat.org.uk/resources/export-licences.

2. On the ethics of conducting ethnography when research subjects are also 
friends, see Ellis (2007).

3. In situating my own emotional and affective responses as central, I am also 
working with Juris’s understanding of ‘militant ethnography’, wherein the lived 
experience of participating in protest action becomes an important component 
of understanding movements. Juris argues that ‘anyone who has participated 
in mass direct actions or demonstrations can attest [that] such events produce 
powerful emotions, involving alternating sensations of anticipation, tension, 
anxiety, fear, terror, solidarity, celebration, and joy. These affective dynamics 
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are not incidental; they are central to sustained processes of movement building 
and activist networking. In this sense, I use my body as a research tool, par-
ticularly during moments of intense passion and excitement, to generate what 
Deidre Sklar (1994) calls “kinesthetic empathy”’ (Juris 2008: 20–1).




