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Hints of this attitude of resistance could be seen when people—some with extremist 
ties—showed up armed to town hall meetings and other events.  But some groups 
have gone much further, implicitly or explicitly suggesting armed resistance to the 
government of some sort.   Open calls to violent action are rare; what is more 
common is rhetoric that speaks of resisting the government, “restoring” the 
government, or using weapons to defend one’s rights from the “tyrannical” Obama 
administration. 
 
Significantly, many of these groups have appropriated an idealized version of 
Revolutionary War history for their own purposes, stressing the armed resistance of 
the American colonists to British “tyranny” and suggesting, in varying degrees of 
openness, that Americans today should act as their revolutionary forebears did and 
throw off the perceived shackles of the allegedly tyrannical government. 
 
 

The Oath Keepers 
 
One manifestation of the ideology of resistance to the government was the creation of 
the Oath Keepers group in March 2009.  Formed by Stewart Rhodes, a Nevada lawyer 
and sculptor and former staffer for Representative Ron Paul, the Oath Keepers is a 
group that deliberately targets police officers and military personnel for recruitment 
into the anti-government movement.  Its basic pitch is to remind such people that 
they swore an oath to defend the Constitution “from all enemies, foreign and 
domestic,” and to suggest that now is the time to live up to that oath by resisting an 
allegedly tyrannical government.  “Such a time is near at hand again,” declares the 
Web page of the Oath Keepers.  “The fate of unborn millions will now depend, under 
God, on the courage and conduct of the military and police.”  The Oath Keepers 
refuse to cooperate with the “tyrannical government” by making a declaration that 
there are certain “orders” from superiors that they will refuse to obey.   
 
The “orders” the Oath Keepers refuse reveal their extreme conspiratorial mindset, 
because the “orders” are not instructions ever likely to be actually handed down by 
Obama or his officials; instead, they are reflective of the anti-government conspiracy 
theories embraced by the extreme right.  The first “order,” for example, that they 
refuse to follow is any order “to disarm the American people.”  They also pledge to 
disobey any order to impose martial law or to support foreign troops on American 
soil.  The other “orders” they refuse to follow are of a similar sort.   
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The Oath Keepers are essentially a new version of 
a similar 1990s group, Police Against the New 
World Order, started by retired police officer Jack 
McLamb (who endorsed the Oath Keepers in 
March 2009 on Alex Jones’ radio show).  Indeed, 
in a message posted to the Oath Keepers’ Web 
site and “recommended” by Stewart Rhodes, one 
member using the pseudonym Elias Alias claimed 
that the United States was currently ruled by an 
“imposter government” and warned against the 
encroachment of a “New World Order.” 
 

For many members and supporters of the Oath Keepers, some sort of confrontation 
with that “New World Order” is inevitable.  One Oath Keepers adherent, “Radar,” 
posted to an Oath Keepers blog in April 2009 that now was the time for action:  
“First through the courts (if possible), then the ballot box (if this administration 
doesn’t preclude this option by fraudulent means) and finally from the streets! (as the 
LAST resort).”  In June 2009, another supporter, “Oxi,” posted to an on-line forum 
that the Oath Keepers should consider forming a “military structure,” because, 
although not presently “at war,” the group “must prepare for one.”  After Oath 
Keepers first formed, so many posts about resistance and guerrilla war were posted to 
the official Oath Keepers blog that Rhodes had to step in and rein them in, saying 
that “we want active duty to visit this site and if you transform it into a hard-core 
‘how to wage 4th [generation] guerrilla war’ or ‘how to fragg’ site, many of them will be 
wary of participating.”  However, Rhodes did not oppose such discussions; he merely 
asked that they be carried on somewhere else, so that they would not tar the Oath 
Keepers’ blog. 
 
 

The Three Percenters 
 
The Three Percenters are a loosely organized movement that apparently formed in 
late 2008, centered around an obscure and not particularly accurate Revolutionary 
War “statistic” that suggested that only 3% of the American population during the 
Revolutionary War participated as combatants in the war (the actual figure was nearly 
twice that).  Three Percenters claim that they are a modern counterpart to that 
mythical 3% of American Revolutionary-era patriots.   
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In the words of one Three Percenter: 
 

“The Three Percent today are gun owners who will not disarm, will not 
compromise and will no longer back up at the passage of the next gun 
control act….We will not obey any further circumscription of our 
traditional liberties and will defend ourselves if attacked…We are 
committed to the restoration of the Founders’ Republic, and are willing 
to fight, die, and, if forced by any would-be oppressor, to kill in the 
defense of ourselves and the Constitution that we all took an oath to 
uphold against enemies foreign and 
domestic.” 

 
The movement started on the Internet but 
eventually moved into the real world, with members 
designing a flag and military-style patches (some of 
which appear to have been applied to their uniforms 
by active duty soldiers).  One of the active 
proponents of the Three Percenters is the Alabama-
based Mike Vanderboegh, who in the past has been 
involved with the militia movement and the anti-
immigration border vigilante movement.   
 
To date, the movement is still small, but appears to 
be growing. 
 
 

The Resurgence of the Militia Movement 
 
Of the different groups and movements mentioned in this section, the militia 
movement, which formed in 1993-1994, is the oldest and largest.  Militia groups are 
armed paramilitary groups of varying sizes that organize and train in preparation for 
possible future armed resistance to an encroaching “New World Order” conspiracy 
that seeks to render the American people disarmed, defenseless slaves. 
 
One of the effects of the tide of anti-government sentiment that has swept the United 
States since the election of Barack Obama has been a sudden and surprising 
resurgence of the militia movement.  The movement peaked around 1996 and then 
fell into a long decline before beginning a modest recovery in the mid-2000s.  In 
2007, there were only around 50 militia groups in the United States, many in the 
Midwest, the movement’s strongest base of support.   
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However, beginning in 2008, militia groups once more began to proliferate, and their 
expansion accelerated in 2009 following the inauguration of Obama.  As of late 2009, 
there are over 200 militia groups across the United States, and it seems likely that the 
number will continue to increase. 
 
While anti-government anger has certainly 
spurred the rapid growth of these groups, 
modern technology has also played a role in the 
ability of militia groups to form and recruit, 
especially the use by militia groups of social 
networking sites such as MySpace to spread 
their message and recruit new members (and 
inspire new groups to form).  One result of 
these developments, though, is that the 2009 
version of the militia movement is more loosely 
organized than its predecessor, and many of the 
individual groups are considerably smaller.  Many militia groups have no more than 
around ten regular members.  Some groups are essentially “Web only” and conduct 
little real world activity. 
 
In addition to the groups, there are increased numbers of people who identify with 
the militia movement, and may even attend various trainings or events, but do not 
officially belong to any particular group.  These unaffiliated members now make up an 
important part of the movement. 
 
The militia movement is a major source of anti-Obama and anti-government hostility, 
and a major audience for the extreme conspiracy theories revolving around FEMA, 
martial law, and gun confiscation.  Because the militia movement has had a fairly 
strong association with criminal activity, especially related to illegal weapons and 
explosives, or conspiracies to use them, the resurgence of this movement is a matter 
of some concern to law enforcement. 
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Conclusion   
 
One of the conservatives unpleasantly surprised by the tide of anti-government anger 
that has swept across the United States since Obama’s election is David Frum, a 
former speechwriter for President George W. Bush.  In September 2009, Frum 
described the hostility as “wild accusations and…paranoid delusions coming from the 
fever swamps.”  Frum acknowledged his conservative opposition to the Obama 
administration, but admitted, “Still, you have to be aware that there’s a line where 
legitimate concerns begin to collapse into paranoid fantasy.” 
 
Unfortunately, for many Americans that line has not only been blurred, but virtually 
erased.  Rage has simply replaced reality in many cases.  For example, conspiracy 
theories about mass gun confiscation abound at a time when, judging by either a 
recent decision of the Supreme Court or recent laws passed by Congress, individual 
gun ownership rights are more secure than ever.   Despite these facts, after Obama 
was elected, people flocked to gun stores to buy weapons and ammunition.   
 
Unchecked, such anger is likely to have negative consequences.  At minimum, it 
tarnishes and impedes civil discourse. At most, the attacks on the legitimacy of the 
government itself could be destructive. The fact that these attacks are coming from 
such a broad spectrum makes it more likely that some of the individuals who are in 
the mainstream camp will become so inflamed with anti-government anger, they may 
move further towards the fringes.  This could result not only in the swelling of the 
ranks of anti-government extremist groups and movements, but could give rise to 
individuals who are willing to act out on their anger.   
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