




































silent on the question, both before and during the protests, preferring instead to 
keep their focus on issues of poverty, debt, and climate change. 

This frame is reflected in the general consensus that emerged from the three 
action conferences in Rostock and the meetings in Hannover, that a multiplicity of 
action forms would be embraced as long as they did not interfere with each other. 
The practical implications of this, however, were only discussed in the Block G8 
network, who reached an agreement that violent and/or more confrontational 
forms of protests should not take place at the central points of the blockade. The 
Block G8 consensus held even after the violence on June 2nd

, and no group from 
this network publicly condemned the rioting. 

On the other hand, the larger coalition that mobilized for the June 2nd de­
monstration did not discuss specific action forms or how they would react to pro­
testers' violence, should it happen, a fact made clear when representatives from 
Attac and the IL made openly contradictory statements in a press conference ab­
out the organizers' position on violence . Not surprisingly, these differences be­
came even more apparent after the demonstration escalated. Attac's unilaterally 
declaring a non-existent non-violent consensus can be seen as an attempt to tame 
the militants that backfired. In fact, the larger coalition's implicit strategy of 
bracketing the violence question in the hopes of uniting around a minimal »anti­
G8« consensus undercut the possibility of responding in a unified and effective 
way when violence did break out. 

Conclusions from Gorleben 
Whereas at the G8 there was no clear consensus about tactics outside of the block­
ades, the Wendland consensus against interpersonal violence was widely known 
and accepted. Some Autonomen, however, felt that using violence to defend 
against police attacks fell within the consensus, and, as the following statement 
suggests, at least some felt that under certain circumstances, offensively attacking 
police is strategically warranted and legitimate. In any case, they reserved the 
right to make that determination themselves, regardless of what the delegates may 
have decided beforehand: »There were also attacks on cops . But of course this is 
also a part of the resistance and has a role within it. It's not about saying >the cops 
say that's violence but it really wasn't!< Rather it's that we find that in certain 
situations it is also correct to behave that way« (Tolle Kiir 2001). 

Even though there were incidents of both defensive and offensive violence 
against police during the March 2001 transport, there was very little internal dis­
cussion about it or policing of that boundary. This is undoubtedly partly because 
neither side wanted to re-open old wounds from 1997. In fact, with both sides so 
sensitive to criticism from the other, there may well have been a general calcu­
lation that harping on the few infractions would do more internal damage than 
leaving it alone would cost them in public credibility or political effectiveness. 
The movement's own conclusions are perhaps best articulated in this reflection on 
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the March 2001 transport, published in the nonviolence movement's most widely 
read newspaper, graswurzelrevolution: »Without a broad mass movement, how­
ever which we were able to mobilize this time, despite all the red-green nay 
saying an effective resistance is unthinkable. Only through the coordinated 
efforts of all available forces, be they Autonomen sabotage actions, massive sit­
down blockades, people nonviolently chaining themselves to the tracks, or even the 
Robin Wood people cementing themselves under the tracks, is it possible to achieve 
the kind of impact that sends a signal beyond Wendland that this is about more than 
an anti-castor movement. The immediate abandonment of nuclear power can only 
be accomplished with the whole breadth of the movement« (Markus 2001). 

This sentiment was echoed in slightly different form by autonomous groups. 
All in all, the emphasis on tolerance captured in the old Wendland slogan that 
»whether peaceful or militant, what's important is resistance« (ob friedlich oder 
militant, wichtig ist der Widerstand) was perhaps the most prevalent value 
voiced by anti-nuclear groups across the spectrum, both before and after the 
March 2001 transport. 

Factors affecting tendency toward tolerance or taming 
Comparing the two cases, four factors significantly influenced whether the inter­
actions between nonviolent and militant factions in these movements were 
characterized by taming or tolerance. The degree to which the issue of violence 
was directly addressed in the planning phase, whether or not there was a concrete, 
tactical objective for each particular action, and whether or not there was an 
expectation of continued collaboration were the most important factors. The range 
of the participating groups' ideological, political, and tactical orientations was 
also important, but to a lesser degree. 

Face-to-Face Efforts to Reach Consensus on Tactics We initially felt that one 
critical factor would be whether all relevant actors were included in face-to-face 
planning sessions. Our analysis suggests, however, that the more important issue 
is whether or not the topic is explicitly addressed in these meetings and an effort is 
made to come to a clear consensus about what forms of action will be allowed 
during specific protest events. Clearly some of the groups most heavily involved 
in the rioting in Rostock were not involved in the planning meetings, either be­
cause they came from abroad or because they did not want to cooperate with the 
more moderate groups. But many of the black bloc activists had been involved in 
the planning. At the same time, the protests in Wendland followed a strategy of 
tolerance, even though not everyone took part in the planning meetings. The 
problem at the G8 was not that those who broke the consensus had not been at 
the table, but rather that there was no consensus to break, because no effort had 
been made to generate one for the June 2nd demonstration. In contrast, the Block 
G8 coalition had explicitly addressed the issue and forged a consensus for the 
blockades. 
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This suggests that if the goal is successful movement-wide collaboration, it is 
better to explicitly discuss tactical preferences, coordination, and compatibility 
(and to talk about how to respond if violence does occur) than to sidestep the 
question in the hopes of avoiding a split. Factional splits over tactics may be more 
likely to result from unsuccessful taming rituals than from directly addressing the 
issue beforehand. Both in the Block G8 coalition and in Wendland, the question 
was respectfully discussed, with the goal of finding a consensus that left room for 
various tactics to coexist without hindering each other, and in both cases the result 
was successful collaboration, even when violence did occur. 

Having a concrete objective In both instances of successful collaboration, the 
action had a concrete objective, whether it was to blockade the entrances to the 
G8 meeting or to delay the Gorleben transport for as long as possible. And in both 
instances where violence caused some level of internal friction, it took place 
during a mass demonstration where there was no clear, tangible objective, i. e. in 
the kick-off march in Rostock and the spontaneous demonstration in Dannenberg . 
This is most likely because it is harder to tolerate militant action forms when there 
is no immediate instrumental benefit to be gained. 

Experience of Working Together and Expectation of Future Collaboration 
Our analysis suggests that the most important factor in determining whether 
taming or tolerance takes place is whether the central actors have worked together 
before and/or expect to work together in the future. This helps to explain not only 
the difference between the G8 and Wendland actions, but also between the June 2 
demonstration and the blockades during the G8. 

The fact that the Block G8 coalition was able to reach an action consensus had 
much to do with the fact that many members of the coalition had worked together 
before, in Wendland and elsewhere, and could reasonably expect to work together 
again. Their intent was not only to prepare for the protests in Heiligendamm, but to 
lay the groundwork for a longer-term collaboration. This intention is strongly re­
flected in Block G8 's self-evaluation published after the protests, although the non­
violence groups emphasize this commitment more than the autonomous groups. 

The pattern is even more pronounced in Wendland. The primary reason for 
their commitment to tolerating a diverse range of action forms was that the same 
actors had had such a negative experience with the taming approach in 1997. The 
whole coalition of actors there has been working together to resist the various 
planned projects in Gorleben for more than 30 years, and over that time, they have 
learned how to work together more effectively coming to understand what 
offends and alienates the others and what it takes to keep them coming back. 
Because of the high frequency of Castor transports, they can also expect to be 
working together in an on-going way into the future, which motivates them to act 
in a way that will not endanger future collaboration. 

In contrast, the broader coalition of groups who organized the June 2nd de­
monstration had not worked together before and was less action-oriented than 
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either the Block G8 coalition or the groups in Wendland. And while most of them 
consider themselves part of the larger alter-globalization movement, the G8 
protests were largely seen as a one-time event, and it was not likely that the same 
constellation of actors would have occasion to organize future events together. 

Range of Actors One factor which we thought would be important is the 
range of political perspectives represented by the various groups in each event. 
The range of actors appeared to be broader for the G8 events than in Wendland. 
On closer inspection, however, the difference seemed both less clear and less 
significant than we expected. 

There was, in fact, an exceptionally wide range of actors involved in the G8 
protests. Preferences for certain forms of action differed accordingly, ranging 
from some NGOs who doubted that even peaceful demonstrations would have 
any meaningful effect, to the other extreme of some Autonomen and anarchist 
groups who saw violent confrontation with the police as the only meaningful form 
of action. It also seems to be true that the difficulty in reconciling these extremes 
led to a de facto strategy of spatial separation the so-called »choreography of re­
sistance« which aimed at keeping protesters with different action preferences 
physically apart. This strategy clearly failed when all actors necessarily had to 
come together in the same space for the June 2nd demonstration in Rostock. It is 
also true that the Block G8 coalition included a much narrower spectrum, which 
made it easier to integrate the different actors into a plan that physically separated 
civil disobedience from more confrontational forms of action, but still embraced 
both in a common strategy to disrupt the summit infrastructure. This consensus of 
tolerance held even after the violence at the opening demonstration, and members 
of Block G8 did not participate in the taming rituals of some of the NGOs. 

However, it is not clear whether the difference in the range of actors is the de­
termining factor in these events. For one thing, it is difficult to tell whether the 
range in Wendland was really any narrower than in the G8 coalition. The overall 
number of groups is certainly smaller, but their ideological range which in­
cludes a large contingent of farmers who on some issues are fairly conservative 
may be even broader. While our data do not allow us to make any definitive 
claims in this regard, the action-orientation of the actors may be more important 
than the range of political ideologies. For example, the NGOs involved in the 
Wendland campaign (e.g. Greenpeace and Robin Wood) were more action oriented 
than many of the NGOs in the anti-G8 coalition, and thus fit more easily into the 
Streckenkonzept. 

Based on the cases examined here, another factor which may be even more 
relevant than either the range of political ideologies or the action orientations of 
the various actors may be the degree to which key actors are internally united in 
their approach. The one organization in the G8 coalition that was especially upset 
and vocal about the violence on June 2nd was Attac, largely because they were 
internally split over the question themselves, and the two factions within the orga-
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nization one more movement oriented and the other more lobbying oriented 
had publicly taken contradictory positions. 

In sum, we found that the most important factor determining whether the 
movement tended toward tolerance or taming was the degree of on-going collabo­
ration. Both the experience of working together in the past and the expectation of 
future collaboration generate a strong urge to choose a strategy of tolerating dif­
ferent action forms. More generally, our two cases suggest that a strategy of 
tolerance and cooperation works, and that taming rituals do not. Not only do 
attempts to control or tame violent protesters seem to aggravate relationships 
within the movement, resulting in factionalization and weakened mobilization 
capacity; it also does not tend to effectively stop militant activists from using con­
frontational tactics. When we say cooperation »works« we do not mean that it 
stops violence, since activists who use these tactics generally do it intentionally 
and there is often a wing of the movement that sees it as both politically legitimate 
and strategically useful. Rather, we mean that movements are able to coordinate 
more successfully, foster solidarity, and avoid schisms when they can find ways to 
make multiple tactics complement each other. That said, it is interesting that of 
our two cases, the one that was the least violent was also the one that was the most 
overtly tolerant of confrontational action forms. Ironically, it may well be that 
tolerance is the most effective taming strategy. 
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