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Policing Protest in France and Italy:
From Intimidation to Cooperation?

Donatella della Porta, Olivier Fillieule, and Herbert Reiter

One important aspect of state response to protest is the policing of
protest, which we define as the police management of protest events.
This response affects protest activists, both symbolically and practi-
cally. Because “police may be conceived as ‘street-level bureaucrats’
who ‘represent’ government to people’”” (Lipsky 1980, p. 1), police in-
tervention influences protesters’ perceptions of the state reaction to
them (della Porta 1995). Waves of protest, in turn, have important ef-
fects on the police; protest policing seems, in fact, to be a key issue for
police reorganization as well as for the professional self-definition of
the police (Morgan 1987; Winter 1997).

Recent research suggests that since the 1960s important shifts have
occurred in the mix of different strategies to control public order. In
particular, the cycle of protest that developed in Europe and the United
States in the second half of the 1960s has produced long-lasting effects
on the policing of protest, which is now characterized by growing tol-
erance for minor viclations of the law, large-scale collection of informa-
tion, and increasing interest in bargaining and negotiations between
police and protestors (della Porta and Reiter 1996, 1997a). In what fol-
lows, we will analyze some of these developments in two couniries,
France and Italy, whose police forces have similar historical and insti-
tutional characteristics.

The social science literature has always emphasized the presence of
different state strategies to deal with opponents. Research on state
building and democracy indicates that states with an equilibrium of
power among different social classes, new nation-states, and small
states facing a strong competition in the international markets devel-
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oped integrative styles of protest policing, whereas other kinds of
states tended to be exclusive (see, e.g., Marks 1996; Kriesi et al. 1995).
As far as traditional police styles are concerned, the “civilized” British
“bobby" —unarmed, integrated into the community, and essentially
autonomous from the political power—has been contrasted with the
militarized continental police, living in barracks and dependent on po-
litical authorities. By the nineteenth century, the London Metropolitan
Police was regarded by the liberal press on the continent as an example
of what a police force should be like (Katscher 1878). However, as Rob-
ert Reiner (1997) shows, “’the British police model was not a reflection
of some natural, built-in harmony or order in British society and cul-
ture”’; on the contrary, “a low-profile, legalistic, minimal force strategy
was encouraged because of, not despite, the bitter political protests
and acute social divisions of early nineteenth century Britain.

In Europe, the countermodel to this ““community policing’ was con-
stituted by the French tradition of a “King's police”—that is, a state
police under the strict control of the central government, with a very
wide range of tasks. The French example served as a model for the
police forces in other European countries with centralized administra-
tions, Ttaly among them. In Britain, during the debates about the insti-
tution of the London Metropolitan Police, French police practice was
used as a countermodel to warn against the antiliberal aspects of this
type of law enforcement (Bunyan 1977, p. 63). Myths aside, there seem
to be visible differences between the record of the English police in
protest policing the ““old” challengers—progressive and labor move-
ments—and the record of continental police forces. On the continent
the police seemed to defend not only a general system of power but
the interests of a particular government. The protest policing styles
that dominated on the continent were more “‘brutal,” more repressive,
more confrontational, and more rigid than those of England.!

Significant differences developed within the framework of the conti-
nental police systems, both over time and between countries. Latin po-
lice styles, based on the unconstrained use of force, can be
distinguished from the Central European style, characterized by re-
spect for the Rechtsstaal. Even between the two Latin countries, France
and Italy, which can be classified as the “most similar cases” on the
European continent, a closer look at the history of their police forces
shows important long-term differences. In the last decades of the nine-
teenth century, the indiscriminate use of the army to protect internal
security came under increasing attack in both countries, and a modern-
ized and professionalized police force evolved as the dominant agent
to ensure the public order. In Italy, however, professionalization was
far less pronounced than in France, and the intervention of the security
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forces against protesters remained highly selective, featuring, for in-
stance, frequent deployment of the army to control peasant mobiliza-
tions in the south.

Of even more significance was the period between the two world
wars. In France the police became increasingly familiar with demon-
strations and, within the framework of the law, developed formal and
informal rules about intervening in protests, combining strategies of
intimidation with a search for cooperation that would allow them, in
advance of a demonstration, to set clear limits of what they would
accept. In Italy the possibility of such a development was cut short by
the advent of fascism, with a far from negligible involvement of all the
police forces in fascist violence.? The Italian police did not degenerate
to the extent of their German counterparts, and they largely main-
tained their traditional police style.” Nevertheless, a very broad concep-
tion of “public order” and excessive powers of the police to intervene
against protesters survived well into the postwar period (Corso 1979,
p. 133 ff).

Do these historically deep-rooted differences survive in contempo-
rary policing? Or do recent developments in policing reflect a harmoni-
zation of the previous different models for policing? Did the social
movements of the 1960s and their spin-offs produce a general trend
towards a more “civilized” policing? In our analysis, we will try to
answer these questions by comparing our two examples of “King's
police” with research conducted in the Anglo-American world. In
doing so, we will focus on one specific range of strategies of dealing
with protest: persuasive strategies, defined as all attempts to manage
protest by prior contacts with activists and organizers.!

Research in the Anglo-American countries reperts the development
of complicated procedures of negotiation, which in the United States
found a significant expression in the development of a protest permit
system (McCarthy, McPhail, and Schweingruber 1997). Looking at the
London police, P. A. J. Waddington (1994, p. 69) observed, “The princi-
pal method of securing compliance was through negotiation with the
organizer of the protest.” Keeping in mind the traditional similarities
and differences in the development of national police, we will examine
whether similar developments occurred in our two Latin cases. In
doing so, we will distinguish among different subtypes of the “‘persua-
sive” strategies: {ittintidation, based on the menace of an active use of
police power in order to discourage protest; minimal bargaining—that
is, the discussion of the logistics of a demonstration with organizers
with very small room of maneuver; and cooperation, in which police
officers and protest organizers collaborate in the development of a
peaceful demonstration. In analyzing these substrategies, we will em-
phasize the types of resources available to the police, and police per-
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ceptions of the external reality that lead them to deployment of
different protest policing styles.

In the final section, cross-national similarities and differences be-
tween the two Latin models of policing, as well as between them and
the Anglo-American model, will be identified. As we will suggest, the
developments in police strategies for the control of public order in
these countries reveal a significant change in the way police view, and
consequently handle, protest and protesters; these changes indicate the
emergence of a new conception of the role of the police, the state, and
the citizens and, ultimately, of democracy on the part of the police. For
France and Italy, this means a move away from their traditional model
of a “‘state police,” concerned above all with the defense of constituted
political power, toward a police model oriented more to the protection
of the citizen and his or her rights, and therefore closer to the Anglo-
American {radition.’

Persuasive Strategies in France

Historically, the maintenance of public order in France relied on a
strategy of consistent intimidation to prevent all political gatherings
(principally by the left) and including even demonstrations by unions
and interest groups. At the same time, since before World War II, the
authorities sought to combine this strategy of intimidation with a
search for cooperation to set the limits of what the police would allow.
It is only in the 1970s, however, that the strategies used by the French
police changed from a coercive model to a cooperative one. We will
show in this section how police procedures have gradually moved
from a confrontational approach to one that is oriented more to negoti-
ation and crisis management. These changes in police strategies coin-
cided with the broadening of the spectrum of protest constituencies,
with more and more people, from a wider spectrum of occupations
and/or social classes, employing social protest as a mode of political
expression (Fillieule 1997a).

The French law on demonstrations, passed in 1935, permits a sirict
application of what was then the dominant strategy of intinmidation. It
required organizers to declare their intention to protest at least three
days before the proposed date of the event. This law in no way consti-
tutes a right to protest but rather provides the authorities a legal basis
to exert pressure before all protest events, either by imposing itinerar-
ies and dictating the modalities of the march when permission is given
or by formally banning an event and heightening the risks to demon-
strators.
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After World War II, the culture of resistance colored political demon-
strations up to 1953, sornetimes in combination with a Cold War cul-
ture. On the one hand, the authorities reckoned they were able to allow
demonstrations to take place; yet, on the other hand, when they con-
sidered that taking to the streets might constitute an attack on the re-
gime, they did not hesitate to resort to a high level of violence. In these
cases, one notes reliance on two strong persuasive tactics: (1) the pre-
liminary control of the ground and (2) preventive arrests. At the an-
nouncement of any demonstration, the presumed demonstrators were
systematically rounded up by the police as soon as they reached the
location of the demonstration. They were subsequently held for some
hours at police stations. At the location of the gathering, large numbers
of police officers were concentrated to prevent all access, following the
tradition started by prefect Louis Lépine at the beginning of the cen-
tury.

During these years at the height of the Cold War, the power of the
Communist Party and the trauma of the insurrectional strikes of 1947
meant that governments and the police always relied on the two tactics
mentioned to control Communist demonstrations. Matters were made
increasingly tense from the beginning of the 1950s with the develop-
ment of virulent anticommunism within the Ministry of the Interior,
which was staffed by former collaborators who had been rehabilitated
by the authorities in the service of anticommunism. For example, the
préfet Jean Baylot, then Maurice Papon, former Vichy officials, reorga-
nized the services of the Prefecture of Police in Paris by reintegrating
police officers who had been dismissed at the Liberation. The very vio-
lent Communist protest against General Ridgeway’s visit to Paris on
May 28, 1952, illusirates perfectly this application of strategies of intim-
idation by means of seeking violent confrontation, as much on the po-
lice side as that of the demonstrators. On the occasion of this protest,
the prefecture’s instructions to the police on the ground revealed a
logic of “getting even” in the name of a militant anticommunism.®

After July 1953, however, protests increasingly involved interest
groups such as peasants, tradesmen, and the worker’s unions. Protests
related more to the social strains of the economy than to large-scale
political struggles, and this situation is reflected in public order main-
tenance. It was at this time that a system of wifninmal negotintion was put
in place, with protesters declaring their intentions to the prefecture
and the police announcing their intentions, such as imposing itinerar-
ies, banning particular locations, and mandating a dispersal time. This
slow evolution from a strategy of intimidation into a strategy of mini-
mal negotiation was delayed by a large number of political demonstra-
tions initiated by the Communist Party and the emergence of protests
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over decolonization, notably over the war in Algeria. Protests linked
to decolonization were subject to extremely severe treatment (e.g., on
October 17, 1961, more than two hundred people were killed in Paris).

The movement of May 1968, by its scale and, above all, by the entry
on the protest scene of students, contributed to a modification of the
rules of the game. Faced with the political risks of repressing French
youth, the authorities and the police chose to reduce their recourse to
coercion as much as possible. Since then, protesis by interest groups
are always subject to minimal negotiation—indeed, the beginnings of
cooperation—especially when they involve union demonstrations of
categories of workers touched by economic crisis (steel workers, min-
ers, shipbuilders) or farmers. This point can be understood if one con-
siders that the large majority of police officers charged with
maintaining public order in the 1960s and 1970s came from the work-
ing class or the countryside. From 1968 to 1974, under the rule of Min-
ister of the Interior Raymond Marcellin, threats and intimidation
remained prominent police strategies, particularly for political protests
by left-wingers (Fillieule 1997a). Relying on a restrictive interpretation
of the provisions of the law of 1935, the prefects had at their disposal
the means to ban all street protest likely to disturb public order, con-
trolling locations of preliminary meetings and making preventive ar-
rests of protesters. For all that, throughout the 1950s and the 1960s, the
relations between police and peaceful demonstrators were marked by
a certain degree of cooperation. The police sought to impose in ad-
vance their advice on the demonstrators, who in turn sought contact
with the authorities io make sure that the event took place unhindered.
The practice of prior declaration was in this way a means, albeit mini-
mal, for the protagonists to get to know one another.

It was only later in the 1970s that those in charge of the police sys-
tematically sought to encourage cooperation with protest organizers, as
much prior to events as during the demonstration itself. Soon the legal
provisions allowing the banning of demonstrations were no longer ap-
plied, the authorities preferring procedures of informal negotiation.
Since the end of the 1970s, the practice of banning demonstrations has
become rare. Technical compliance with the maintenance of public
order laws was gradually disregarded. Today, it is very rare that pro-
test organizers even comply with the obligation to declare, and, in nu-
merous cases, they are not even aware of the legal requirement. In the
provinces, prior notification is even less common. For example, only
8.5 percent of events recorded in the archives at Marseilles had been
registered with the prefecture or the central police commissariat (Fil-
lieule and Jobard 1997). In Paris, where prior notification of demonstra-
tions is much more frequent than in the provinces, rather than stick to
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the strict provisions of the law, directors of public order try to establish
negotiations with the protesters. The goal of the negotiation is to make
the demonstrators think that the restrictions are offered in friendly ad-
vice, in the best interests of the protesters. As one official explained:

If there is some small problemn, perhaps with the route, 1 try to make them
aware of it before they arrive at the Prefecture. So they can think about
changing their route. If, for example, they want to go down the Champs-
Elysées, this is not possible. But rather than tell them it is not possible, 1
would explain to them that they have to park 1,500 coaches [buses], which
is an enormous number. A coach is twenty meters long. You need dozens
of streets in which to park them. They have not thought of that. So, I
suggest to them rue Saint-Augustin, since they can park their coaches in
the Boulevard Malesherbes, and so they agree and go away satisfied.

Organizers must always feel, after the meeting, that negotiation
helped them in organizing their march. That is why the chief of the
Parisian police headquarters presents his requirements in the form of
helpful advice. For instance, in dealing with inexperienced demonsira-
tors, senior officers frequently give the organizers some instruction in
ways to organize and instruct parade marshals. In fact, the police have
an important advantage: they usually hold a monopoly of expertise,
which they use to a greater or lesser degree to advise and assist orga-
nizers, who are unfamiliar with practices and procedures. In so doing,
they guide organizers along a path acceptable to the political authori-
ties.

Police always act so that the organizers feel they maintain responsi-
bility for the demonstration. They ask about their marshaling plans,
pointing out potential dangers in this kind of event {(and even exagger-
ating them a little). Their goal is to induce the organizers to be as coop-
erative as possible and to ensure that they recognize the importance of
the “liaison officer” who will be the link between them and the police
on the day of the event. Additionally, if the organizers fear some dan-
gerous or violent acts from their own participants or some external
group {e.g., hooligans invading student demonstrations), this view en-
courages a shared interest between the police and the organizers and
a shared perspective about identifying and containing potential trou-
blemakers.

Finally, the purpose of negotiation is to establish a climate of mutual
trust: to convince the organizers that the police will respect their un-
dertakings. To fulfill this aim, the chief of the police headquarters may
reveal some part of the means at his disposal, in a spirit of openness
but also to exclude the possibility of ambiguous situations or surprises
on the day of the event.
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Clearly, these informal principles are applied to varying degrees in
negotiations, depending on the nature of the groups involved; the ex-
tent of cooperation can vary greatly. On the one hand, for the huge
demonstration on January 16, 1995, in Paris in defense of state school-
ing, during which more than 800,000 people gathered, negotiations las-
ted for more than a month. Police representatives directly assisted
organizers in planning the details of the march, including such matters
as developing an effective marshaling plan. On the other hand, when
demonstrators show no readiness to cooperate, and even refuse to
meet with the police face-to-face, the chief of the police headquarters
may content himself with a simple telephone negotiation, with the itin-
erary and conditions of the march issued by fax.

Beyond the preparation of the protest, once the event is under way
the police seek to maintain permanent contact with the organizers.
Whereas previously the doctrine of public order rested principally on
the idea that the forces of law and order should undertake no contact
with the populace for fear of the risks of their fraternization with dem-
onstrators and collusion between officers and the bourgeoisie, today's
conception consists, on the contrary, in ensuring that police command-
ers remain in contact with those in charge of the protest throughout
the event. To this end, in every protest, a liaison officer is appointed
who is required to maintain a permanent contact with the organizers.”
During very large protests, this liaison is always a senior police officer.

This process of permanent negotiation in the field will very often
produce close cooperation between police forces and parade marshals,
since they share commeon interests. As one police officer said:

If there is a procession of more than eight hundred meters, we must be
able to isolate troublemakers from the crowd, and protect those that have
a right to be there. This works very well with the CGT [Confédération
Générale du Travail, the Communist-led union] and other professional
organizations. They have marshals in place who know that we will isolate
those who shouldn’t be there. They will put up barriers and if necessary
will stop the march, speed it up or cut it short. Sometimes, they will come
to us and tell us that they are going to lead the troublemakers up a certain
street. And we can be waiting at the other end of the street to greet them!
But for student demos, the marshals do not like to do it, because it is seen
as collusion with the police.

Beyond these interactions between pelice and demonstrators, the
importance of other actors, particularly the media, has increased con-
siderably in France since the middle 1970s. Mass media presence at
demonstrations has a double and somewhat contradictory effect on
contemporary social protest. On the one hand, the police are extremely
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attentive to how journalists analyze their role and responsibilities in
violent events, As the chief of the police headquarters in Faris stated,
“To know if we did a good job, T wait for the AFP [Agence France
Presse] wire news. The préfef only calls me after he had read it.”” For
this reason, one could assume that the presence of the media during
demonstrations has a calming effect on police behavior. For groups
without popular legitimacy, however (e.g., immigrants’ demonstra-
tions), such media “protection” does not seem to apply.

On the other hand, protesters seek media attention to publicize and
legitimize their cause, and they generally know that violent events
have a good chance to be reported. This seems to be corroborated by
our own findings on French demonstrations in the 1980s (Fillieule
1997a): the presence of the media often escalate political conflict, even
if well-established groups (mainly civil servants) and organizations
(such as political parties and unions) consider violence “bad news’ for
their image in public opinion.

To summarize, police handling of protest has largely evoived in
France since World War II. Broadly speaking, we find that persuasive
strategies have developed that rely more on mutual negotiation and
partnership than on the menace of repression. Yet, one should keep in
mind that, beyond that general trend, the way the authorities, whether
those in the political arena or the police in the field, perceive protest
groups dramatically affects the treatment they give those groups. Some
groups, in some situations, still face repressive police tactics, especially
those groups that are perceived as a threat within the police subculture
(e.g., foreigners, immigrants, young people, the extreme left).

Persuasive Strategies in Italy

Because of the considerable degree of submission to the political power
characteristic of the Italian police forces, the dominant “state police’”
conception was often translated into a “government-controlled police”
practice. After the fall of the fascist regime and the liberation of the
country, the maintenance of public order and partisan political control,
with the police lined up at the side of the government, prevailed over
the fight against crime (Canosa 1976; Corso 1979, p. 57). Several docu-
ments (e.g., Fedeli 1981, Medici 1979) show a police force isolated from
the population and close to political power. If we compare the strate-
gies used by the Italian police for controlling of public order in the
immediate postwar period with those practiced in the 1980s, the most
visible change is that coercive strategies were increasingly limited to
situations in which the security of the citizens was at risk. The most
significant development, however, regards the quality of persuasive
strategies, with a passage from mediation based on intimidation to a
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logic oriented to cooperation between the police and protesters based
on a common goal: the peaceful course of a demonstration.

In the Italian collective memory, coercive strategies were by far the
preferred methods of the Italian police forces for controlling public
order. Police in postunification Italy were characterized by “an ex-
treme harshness in the performance of public order services, with very
rapid recourse to the use of firearms” (Canosa 1976, p. 83). This tradi-
Hion was reaffirmed in the immediate postwar period. Only a brief in-
terlude following the fall of the fascist regime was marked by a certain
level of tolerance toward protest events, although not uniformly or
without contradictions. This tolerance, however, was more the result
of material difficulties of the police and their lack of legitimacy than of
democratization. Neither the political forces nor public opinion chal-
lenged the police’s self-image constructively, even though the latter
was visibly shaken by the fall of the fascist regime. Already during
the first government led by the Christian Democratic leader Alcide De
Gasperi (December 1945-July 1946), the police began to reinforce their
military and offensive capacity for public order, above all against spon-
taneous protests and demonstrations organized by associations lack-
ing political legitimacy.

From 1947 on, Minister of the Interior Mario Scelba gave the police
a clear political direction, identifying the parties of the working-class
movement and their mass organizations as the internal enemy to com-
bat. Popular protest and public demonstrations were framed in a
“cold” civil war logic. Decisions concerning the equipment and the
training of the police were taken with a “hot” civil war scenario in
mind and with the police being considered an integral part of the
armed forces. The police thus developed into a force including consid-
erable paramilitary elements, which intervened brutally, without any
apparent qualms about offending a substantial part of the population.
Their “cold” civil war approach was characterized by strong central
control by the Ministry of the Interior; by constant surveillance that
habitually used methods of espionage against an internal political
enemy; and by the deployment of heavily armed paramilitary units
used for intimidation and reactive, but also proactive, repression. The
early tests for Scelba’s police and their tactics were the elections of
April 1948 and the general strike after the assassination attempt
against Communist leader Palmiro Togliatti (Reiter 1996, 1997).

The fact that in collective imagination the Italian police of the Cold
War years were connected with forceful intervention in the streets,
however, does not mean that they did not also employ other strategies.
Even in these early days, there was a tension within the self-image
of the police between the explicitly paramilitary way in which they
presented themselves (evident, e.g., in Polizia Moderna, the official
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monthly of the state police) and their own conception of the protection
of public order, which was supposed to take place “with observation
and prevention, i.e. with surveillance, and with occasional recourse to
repression” (Roddi, 1953, p. 59). In particular, Scelba’s model empha-
sized ‘‘observation and prevention,” a fact often obscured by the dra-
matic news of clashes in the streets.

In the immediate postwar period, the ltalian police used persuasive
strategies initially as a technical-legal routine: before a coercive inter-
vention, police officers had to perform “persuasive work,” although it
normally did not go beyond mechanical fulfillment of the law. Accord-
ing to law, before charging demonstrators, the commanding officer
had to order the crowd to break up. This could take the form of intimi-
dation, with the alternative posed either to “clear the streets’ or bear
the consequences of “resisting’ the orders of the police.

More characteristic for the Italian police in the Cold War years was
another variation of a persuasive strategy, suggesting the police found
themselves in the service of a “limited’” democracy. Against the inter-
nal political enemy, the different police forces used methods of intimi-
dntion, based on the traditional “possibility to utilize practically at will
a whole spectrum of administrative measures which could be applied
on the basis of simple suspicion” (Canosa 1976, p. 83). These powers
of intervention were defined in the most extensive way in the Police
Law of 1926, still in force in the 1950s.? In clear violation of constitu-
tional rights, these “preventive” measures were used to stifle social
protest. One particularly problematic instrument was the diffidn (intim-
idation}, used by the police forces with the clear intent to intimidate
activists who had managed not to break any law or rule.”

One indicator of the progressive democratization of the police, from
the “police of the government” to the “police of the citizens,” is the
role citizens in contact with the police have with respect to persuasive
strategies. In the “preventive’” methods that we have classified as in-
timidatory, the “civil” interlocutors of the police were reduced to the
role of messengers, who had to transmit the direct or indirect threat to
the other activists. Not very different seems to have been the role re-
served for the organizers of “official” demonstrations of the left during
the Cold War years. In arranging their deployment, it was normal for
the police to make contact with the organizers of the events, who, for
their part, had to ask for the approval of the questura (the provincial
police headquarters} for their initiatives, During the Cold War vears,
these interactions officially did not go beyond a purely feclmical-legal
character, never challenging the logic of ideological confrontation.
Based on their utility from a professional and technical viewpoint, the
contacts between the police and their “civil”” interlocutors did present
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the potential to move toward normalizing their interactions. Already
in the 1940s and 1950s, in fact, the police “knew” that contacts on a
“‘professional’” level would facilitate their work to control public order,
especially if they could trust their interlocutors to keep their agree-
ments and respect the “rules of the game,” knowing that in exchange
they would be respected as envoys of an enemy army.

The Cold War polarization between left and right limited even this
information normalization. Up to the middle of 1947, the police in mo-
ments of difficulty had regularly called on the leaders of the parties
and organizations of the working class to calm situations over which
they had lost control; after the exit of the left-wing parties from govern-
ment in 1947, however, the Ministry of the Interior’s instructions dis-
couraged this practice (Reiter 1997). Moreover, the attitude of police
facing possible interlocutors was guided more by political opportun-
ism than pragmatism. One example of this opportunism was the atti-
tude of police during and after the assassination attempt on the
Communist leader Palmiro Togliatti on July 14, 1948, initially deter-
mined by pragmatic considerations and later by instructions arriving
from political powers. Numerous national and local leaders, especially
those of the Parti Communisto Italiano and the Confederazione Gener-
ale ITtaliana del Lavoro (“CGIL, a left wing trade union), played an
important deescalating role in working with the police in the control
of the spontaneous protests that erupted on this occasion. The case of
Piombino, where police repressed the general strike of 1948, demon-
strates how the same leaders, following clear indications from above,
saw themselves later accused of “armed insurrection against the pow-
ers of the state” (Grillo 1994, p. 69 ff).

The polarization of the 1940s and the 1950s continued to have effects
in the following decades. If a temporary increase in police tolerance
during the experiences of the center-left government of the early 1960s
helped to facilitate the emergence of a cycle of protest (Tarrow 1989),
the tradition of repression reemerged in reaction to new challenges,
produced a radicalization of at least part of the social movements ac-
tive in the 1970s (della Porta 1995, chap. 3). It was only in the 1980s,
after ideological polarization softened, that a “pragmatic’”” and then a
cooperative use of persuasive strategies could develop. All our inter-
viewees agreed in defining contemporary strategies of protest policing
as oriented toward consensus building, via dialogue, while coercive
strategies are considered as a last resort. Since the 1980s, the Italian
police have followed a cooperative model of protest control based on
negotiations with civil spokespersons usually accepted as brokers. The
importance of this brokerage function, often emphasized during our
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interviews, was explicitly acknowledged at the highest ranks of the
poice.

In Italy, as weil as in most democracies, the announcement of large
demonstrations is followed by negotiations about the route of the
march, its duration, and how it will disperse. As one interviewee ob-
served, “For better or worse there is a great deal of work spent on
planning . . . a lot of work done on the route, through informal con-
tacts, at the level of ‘we won't go that way, when you go that way.’ In
the end, what's allowed is a small protest that won’t degenerate further
than that, there is a lot of work of this kind" (interview, Milan, Novem-
ber 11, 1994),

The negotiation phase is presented as a way of facilitating the real-
ization of a common goal: the peaceful unfolding of the demonstration.
According to one chief officer of the Digos, the political police:

We are also able in some way to give suggestions and ask for clarifications
and give them help. Undoubtedly we say, look at those groups who might
create a bloody mess, excuse the term; either you isolate them or we’ll
have to think about doing it ourselves, . . . This works every time, because
when a sizable part of the demonstration are workers . . . then it is in
fact the workers in these big initiatives who want everything to go well,
otherwise the demonstration will fail. These days, well, the degeneration of
a demonstration into violenice is seen as a failure of the demonstration itself,
(interview, Florence, November 14, 1994, our italics)

On the basis of previous experiences, police officials try to evaluate
the capacities of the protest leadership to control the peaceful develop-
ment of their demonstrations. Italian police believe, as do their coun-
terparts in England, it is mutually advantageous if marchers police
themselves (Waddington 1994, p. 83), Trade union experiences with
marches, and therefore the unions’ ability in self-policing, favors nego-
tiations with trade union spokespersons, who are accepted by the po-
lice as parters for security. As one policeman said:

When it comes to the workers . . . all you need to think about is the
political dimension in a demonstration by workers, because all they are
doing is asking for their just rights. It's true, yes, in some demonstrations,
you do get troublemakers, but most times they warn the police that there
are these troublemakers present. Then, during the route, witl their own mar-

shals, they intervene to isolate them, (interview, Milan, November 21-22,
1994, our italics)

When the police recognize the legitimacy of protest, as in the case
here, the understanding of their mediation role extends to offering ser-
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vices to the demonstrators in exchange for less disruption of public
order. In particular, in suggesting contacting a politician or media peo-
ple, the police implement an exchange strategy, oriented to win the
confidence of the protesters, as observed in the British case: By doing
favors, they expect organizers to offer compliance in return” (Wad-
dington 1994, p. 86). Taking on this role of mediator now seems to be
a routine police practice, as one respondent explained:

In certain cases, when, for example, demonstrators say that they want to
speak with councilor so-and-so, in effect, we undertake this task through
our own channels; we contact the secretary of these political figures and
tel] them that they have asked for them to get involved. Ninety percent of
the time they come; sometimes they don’t. {interview, Florence, Decem-
ber 12, 1994)

Recognizing the social dimension of the problem, we see that the
interaction between the police and demonstrators is bound up with
interaction with (and between) other actors, including the press. The
presence of journalists at demonstrations is thought to soothe the
mood of the ““good” demonstrators, offering them a channel of com-
munication for their demands, providing certain visibility—given that
“in, the end all these people here are interested in is the photographer
arriving, or the television people arriving. They give their interview or
their photos, then they pack up and they go home” (interview, Milan,
November 11, 1994). For this reason, the police officer responsible for
the intervention at a protest event may use his or her own connections
to mobilize the press:

Sometimes the people who protest, the people who want to demonstrate,
look abave all, as we know, for a way to make public opinion aware of
their own particular problems. The fact that there is the press in certain
cases is very useful, because angry people when they are interviewed,
filmed, and attract the attention of the media begin to calm down because
their interests have already been attained. {interview, Florence, December
12, 1994}

The implementation of persuasive strategies, as with other protest
policing strategies, remains selective. In the case of the radical “auton-
omous’’ youth groups, for instance, the probability that the negotiators
are committed to positive outcomes is considered to be particularly
unlikely. The police perception here is that the opportunity for media-
tion is something that must be earned; whereas negotiation is consid-
ered likely to be beneficial with the workers, it not seen as promising
in other cases. “/It would be like giving some official status to this rab-
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ble,” said one policeman (interview, Florence, December 12, 1994). The
choice of a ““dialogue’” then is not a definite one but is instead imple-
mented in an ad hoc fashion and often subject to accusations of “op-
portunism.”

This is all the more the case since, in contrast with other European
cases, including France, the negotiation process in Italy is very infor-
mal. In fact, mediation is sometimes carried out by officials of the
Digos and sometimes by the representative of the police chief, who
will direct an intervention. This informality brings with it a confusion
of roles, one that can have negative effects. For example, the Digos
officials are the same ones who can press charges; and it is the officials
of the Questura who decide on the use of coercive means. The informal
Italian culture favors an opportunistic approach in which, particularly
in situations of uncertainty, both parties might be tempted not to ad-
here to the agreements they have made. Moreover, this informality
allows for a high degree of selectivity in the implementation of cooper-
ative bargaining, with the exclusion of those actors considered illegiti-
mate or untrustworthy by police officers. Police discrefion remains
substantial,

To summarize, persuasive strategies changed substantially after the
foundation of the Italian Republic. In the 1980s and 1990s, the italian
police no longer regard their civil interlocutors as mere “messengers’
or even “envoys of an enemy army’’ but tend to accept them as media-
tors, or even as partners in security. However, the “strategy of dia-
logue” is implemented in an informal and selective way, leaving room
for opportunistic departures. Even the search for “partnership” is ori-
ented mainly toward the common aim of a peaceful demonstration
and not, as a fully developed democratic conception of protest policing
would imply, a partnership for the protection of the right to demon-
strate and to “‘be heard.”

Conclusion

In this chapter, we described the development of persuasive strategies
for the control of protest in two countries that have been traditionally
considered typical of a Latin model of policing. We observed in both a
shift from persuasion, mainly based on intimidation, to “minimalistic
bargaining,” to cooperation. In the relationship between police and
protesters, a shift occurred from domination to exchange, with negoti-
ation prevailing over coercive implementation of the rules of the game.
Increasingly, the police present themselves to protesters’ spokesper-
sons as partners in the peaceful development of demonstrations, going
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so far as offering them their services, not only in the policing of the
demonstrators but also in contacting politicians and the press.

The implementation of bargaining techniques appeared, however, to
be very selective in both cases. According to police perceptions, negoti-
ation is a “prize” the demonstrators have to deserve. In fact, the dia-
logue is considered to be fruitful only with “good demonstrators’™ that
is, with demonstrators who, according to police perceptions, are
moved by genuine, rational and legitimate aims and, moreover, have
the organizational capacity to isolate troublemakers (della Porta
1997a).

In a cross-national comparative perspective, the tendencies we ob-
served in these continental democracies do not differ much from those
identified in the Anglo-American world. The traditional peculiarities
of the Latin police model are reflected in a particular form of persua-
sive strategies, with a longer-lasting presence of intimidation strate-
gies, a mainly informal structure for the development of cooperative
strategies, and greater selectivity in the implementation of persuasive
strategies in general. Despite these differences, the similarities between
the continental and the Anglo-American models of protest policing
seem to have increased. How can we explain this evolution from intim-
idation to cooperation? In the presentation of our cases, we suggested
some possible causes for changes in the police strategies; in what fol-
lows, we discuss these possibilities in a more systematic way.

A first set of explanations locates the causes for strategic transforma-
tion inside the police forces themselves. The availability of new techno-
logical resources is, for example, often cited in organizational studies,
leading to a sort of “technological determinism’ (King forthcoming).
Although the presence of new technology clearly emerged in our re-
search, we had the impression that the development of technological
resowrces followed strategic choices rather than determining them.
More televant appeared to be the institutional and normative re-
sources—that is, what is normally understood as police powers. The
large arsenal of disciplinary interventions administered by the police,
from police arrest to compulsory repatriation, from admonition to in-
ternment, that allowed for frequent recourse to intimidation in the im-
mediate postwar period in Italy was reduced by the Constitutional
Court in 1956 (Corso 1979, pp. 158-59).

Another set of explanations focuses on factors external to the police
and refer to the enlargement of the general understanding of demo-
cratic rights. First, as we mentioned in the introduction, changes in
protest policing are related to waves of protest, in part reflecting a tacti-
cal adaptation on the part of the police to protest behavior. In the 1960s
and 1970s, for example, attempts to stop unauthorized demonstrations
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and a law-and-order attitude on the part of the police in both countries
in the face of the “limited rule-breaking” tactics used by the new
movements maneuvered the police repeatedly into “no-win” situa-
tions. As a result, developments in police sirategies for the control of
public order seem to go beyond a purely tactical adaptation to new
challenges, reflecting increasing legitimacy of new forms of collective
action (della Porta 1997b).

Moreover, a transformation in the model of policing is related to the
shift in the political context in which policing and protest take place.
In particular, in both countries there was a growing integration of the
left-wing parties into the political system. In Italy, the center-left gov-
ernments of the 1960s and the growing legitimization of the Italian
Communist Party (PCI) in the 1970s, undermined the very rationale for
a “Cold War” strategy based on the repression of the workers and the
left (della Porta 1995, chap. 3; Reiter 1997). Notwithstanding some ini-
tial resistance, in the long run, a full democratic integration of the PCI
and the trade unions reduced political pressure for coercive police in-
tervention. Since the 1980s, in both countries, political depolarization
coincided with a moderation in protest repertoires and the related ac-
ceptance of noninstitutional forms of political participation in the pub-
lic opinion, as well as by the police. In France, as ideological
polarization declined, cooperative strategies developed.

Referring to the differences between the Italian and the French po-
lice, we can see that a weak democratic experience increases the
strength of intimidation techniques. In Italy, the long presence of an
authoritarian regime left a legacy of laws and regulations, which, in
conjunction with cultural attitudes, dissipated slowly. In France, in
contrast, a longer experience with democratic institutions produced
practices of cooperation. Moreover, in France a higher degree of profes-
sionalization is reflected in a more formalized structure for bargaining
than in Italy. In both countries, a strong dependence on political power
and traditional skepticism toward citizen involvement in policing tasks
may explain some hesitation in the development of cooperative strate-
gies, which still appear less formalized than in the Anglo-American
countries. As noted, this formality allows for a large degree of selectiv-
ity in the implementation of cooperative measures, which are applied
only to those who are considered ‘‘good” demonstrators—that is,
those with legitimate political aims and strong internal organizational
control.

In Italy and France as elsewhere, increased mass media coverage of
protest seems to have contributed, for some groups, to a development
toward “softer’” police methods (see e.g., on Great Britain, Geary 1985,
pp- 129, 130). Media presence encourages self-control among the po-
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lice. Our research seems to confirm the police acknowledgment of the
need to have a “‘good press’’; in fact, “the citizen, if he does not trust
the police, would not call them when in need” (interview, Milan, No-
vember 11, 1994). This “media check,” however, does not apply to mar-
ginal social and political groups that lack public support.

All the mentioned transformations in “internal” and “external” re-
sources and constraints for the police produce most of their effects only
when recognized by the police, becoming part of what can be defined
as police knowledge (della Porta and Reiter 1997b; della Porta 1996a).
The social construction of the external reality is all the more important
for a bureaucracy that, like the police, has a high level of discretionary
power. [t is, moreover, a peculiarity of the police that this discretionary
power increases at the lower levels of the hierarchy, providing police
officers with the power to define the world in which they operate (Jes-
sen 1995, p. 32 ff.).

In our research, we noticed that technological, institutional, and po-
litical changes are reflected in a self-definition of the police as “citi-
zens” and “defenders” of the citizenry, exemplified in the words of an
Italian police officer: “we work for the citizens. . . . We are people
among the people” (interview, Milan, October 17, 1994). The police
seem to ascribe growing importance to their role as mediators between
the citizens and public administrators. The relevance attributed to this
function is connected to the definition of problems that create distur-
bances to public order as being social problems, whose solution is the
duty of the political authorities. In fact, the police leadership seems to
be distancing itself from a resiricted conception of its role as an agent
of “reaction,” by which the police ought to limit themselves to inter-
vening when the law is violated, and moving toward a conception of
policing that is referred to in Britain as “proactive.” In the latter model,
police are seen as agents of public service, with a strong responsibility
in social control and perhaps also the responsibility to intervene into
the causes of criminality. Yet to shift from a reactive concepiion to a
proactive one increases the level of police discretion. And, if the police
have discretionary powers of intervention, the problem of their legiti-
mization and control will be posed in a new form.

Notes

1. For a closer discussion of different protest policing styles, see della Porta
and Reiter (1997a}
2. On the involvement of all police forces in the fascist violence in the early
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1920s, see Canosa {1976, p. 61), Snowden (1989, pp. 96, 198 ff,, 202 ff), and
Dunnage {1992).

3. The “benevolent” aspects of the Italian police during fascism, however,
should not be overestimated. Scientific literature on the fascist police is surpris-
ingly scarce, but see Carucci (1976).

4. The other two types of strategies for protest policing are coercive strate-
gies—that is, the use of arms and physical force to control or break up a dem-
onstration—and information strafegies, which consist of the targeted collection
of information with the aim of persecuting crimes, as well as in the “diffuse”
collection of information oriented to preventive control (della Porta and Reiter
1996).

5. Our chapter is based on ongoing empirical research on the control of
public demonstrations in Europe. For the Italian case, the historical part is
based on an analysis of the Florentine state archives; for contempeorary polic-
ing, our sources consist of thirty in-depth interviews with police officers in
Florence and Milan, integrated with participant observation during pelice in-
tervention in public order situations and a few interviews with activists, For
the French case in the contemporary period, we used semidirective interviews
with police chiefs in and around Paris, ethnographic observation of many in-
terventions in protest policing, from their planning to their realization, particu-
larly in Marseille in 1993-94; and a database of about five thousand events
based on police archives and referring to the 1980s (Fillieule 1997a,b). Unless
otherwise noted, interviews were conducted in Paris with officials promised
anonyrmity. For the earlier French history, we rely on documents from the ar-
chive of the Prefecture de Police in Paris and secondary analysis of research on
demonstrations and the policing of protest.

6. “‘For the maintenance of public order, the day of 28th May 1952 marks an
important moment. Set up by people totally engrossed in the internal Cold
War, police action, the measures taken or envisaged over the subsequent weeks
and months, translated into a subversion of republican norms. . . . We might
add that if the activists of the party, galvanized by the orders of the Party were
enthusiastic about the idea of taking their revenge on Baylot’s men, a large
portion of the latter seemed not to be scared by the fight to come. Pushed by
the police hierarchy, an ‘independent” union saw the light of day in December
1951 and strengthened the adhesion of officers revoked at the Libération, but
reintegrated by Baylot. Its directors held the responsibility for ‘communist vio-
lence’ "’ {Pigenet 1992, pp. 8-9).

7. This practice originated at the end of the 1970s, when the police prefec-
ture in Paris used to open large processions with police buses placed severat
hundred meters in front of the demonstration. It was during a demonstration
of the steel workers, March 23, 1979, that a police officer was in charge of the
link for the first time. Since the student demonstrations in December 1986 in
Paris, this methed has been systematically employed, sometimes very visibly.
During the annual National Front demonstration in honor of Joan of Are, for
example, on May 1, 1988, a car with a sign “liaison police/organizers’” opened
the procession.
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8. On the basis of rules contained in this fascist law, the police could, at their
discretion, prohibit bill posting and distribution of leaflets, collection of funds,
and the organization of assemblies and demonstrations, even by legal political
parties (in particular the PCI) (for examples, see della Porta and Reiter 1996).
Almost inevitably, these decisions of the police were upheld by the courts (see,
e.g., Canosa and Federico 1974, p. 186 ff.).

9. During a strike of farm workers and sharecroppers in the province of
Florence in November 1948, the carabinferi station of Rufina, after having
learned from “notizie confidenziali’’ the names of those most active in the propa-
ganda in favor of the strike, intimated these individuals on November 25, 1948,
to abstain from any kind of direct or indirect action related with the liberty to
work and to strike. If only the most insignificant complaint were heard against
them, they would be held responsible “for anything which might happen.”
According to a repart of the Compagnin esterna 1+ dei carabinieri dated Decem-
ber 1, 1948, the earabinieri of Regello intimated three individuals whom they
had “surprised . . . carrying out activity toward sharecroppers which, even
though not integrating the elements of the crime of criminal coercion, tended
however, in a way not perfectly in keeping with the regime of the established
freedom, to induce them to suspend work.” A report of the same company
dated May 5, 1949, contains the information that the subsidiary carabiiieri sta-
tions had always charged all those responsible for attacks against the “liberty
to work” and had in this way severely undermined strike participation (Archi-
vio di Stato Firenze, Questura 525, fase. ““Difesa della liberta sindacale”).



References

Aggarwal, Vinod K. 1986. Liberal Protectionism: The International Politics of the
Organized Textile Trade. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Aldrich, John H., and Forrest D. Nelson. 1984, Linear Probability, Logit, and
Probit Models. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage.

Almond, Gabriel, and Sidney Verba. 1963. The Civic Culture: Political Attitudes
and Democracy in Five Nations. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Alvarez, Sonia. 1989. “Politicizing Gender and Engendering Democracy.” Pp.
205-51 in Alfred Stepan, ed., Democratizing Brazil. New York: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

. 1993. ” ‘Deepening’ Democracy: Popular Movement Networks, Consti-

tutional Reform, and Radical Urban Regimes in Contemporary Brazil.” Pp.

191-222 in Robert Fisher and Joseph Kling, eds., Mobilizing the Conmmumity:

Local Politics it the Era of the Global City. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

. 1994a. “The (Trans)formation of Feminism(s) and Gender Politics in

Democratizing Brazil.” Pp. 13-64 in Jane Jaquette, ed., The Women's Move-

ment in Latin America. 2nd ed. Boulder, CO: Westview.

. 1994b, “La (Trans)formacién del {(los) Feminismo(s) y la Politica de
Género en la Democratzacion del Brasil.”” Pp. 227-89 in Magdelena Leon,
ed., Mujeres y Participacién Politica: Avances 7 Desafios en Amdérica Latina, Bo-
gota: Tercer Mundo,

Alves, Maria Helena Moreira. 1985. Siate and Oppesition iir Military Brazil. Aus-
tin: University of Texas Press.

Ambulatory Pediatrics Association. 1981. “Statement by the Board of Directors
on the WHO Code of Marketing of Breast-Milk Substitutes.” Pediatrics 68
(September).

An, Mildred. 1991. “Free Speech, Post Office Sidewalks, and the Public Forum
Doctrine.”” Harvard Civil Rights—Civil Liberties Review 26:633-48.

Anonymous. 1988, “Por que el 25 de noviembre? Un dia de la violencia hacia
las mujeres.” Mujer/Fempress (January).

Applegate, Rex. 1969. Riot Control: Materiel and Technigues. Harrisburg, PA:
Stackpole Books.

Arriagada, Genaro. 1988. Pinochet: The Politics of Power. Boston: Unwin Hyman.

239



240 References

Austine, Glen R., IIL. 1982, “Time, Place, and Manner Regulations of Expressive
Activities in the Public Forum.” Nebraska Law Review 61:167-86.

Badie, Bertrand. 1995. La finn des territoires: Essai sur le desordre infernational et
sur 'utilité sociale du respect. Paris: Fayard.

Baldez Carey, Lisa. 1997, ““In the Name of the Public and the Private: Conserva-
tive and Progressive Women's Movements in Chile: 1970-1996." Unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, University of California, San Diego.

Ballistier, Thomas. 1996. Strafiprotest: Formen oppositioneller Politik inn der Bundes-
republik Deutscliland. Miinster: Westfdlisches Dampfboot.

Barnes, Samuel H., et al. 1979. Political Action: Mass Participation in Five Western
Demwperacies. Beverly Hills: Sage.

Baumgaertner, William L., ed. 1989. Fact Book on Theological Education: 1987-88.
Vandalia, OH: Association of Theological Schools in the United States and
Canada.

Baumgartner, Frank R., and Bryan . Jones. 1991. “Agenda Dynamics and Pol-
icy Subsystems.” Joirnal of Politic 53: 1044-74.

Beckwith, Karen. 1996. “Lancashire Women against Pit Closures; Women’s
Standing in a Men’s Movement.” Signs 21(4): 1034-68.

Bermeo, Nancy. n.d. “Myths of Moderation: The Parameters of Civility dur-
ing Democratization.” Unpublished manuscript, Princeton Universily,
Princeton, NJ.

Bermhard, Michael H. 1993. The Origins of Democratization in Poland. New York:
Columbia Unijversity Press.

Berry, Jeffrey. 1993. “Citizen Groups and the Changing Nature of Interest
Group Tolitics in America.” Amimals of the American Acadenry of Political and
Social Science 528: 30-41.

Berryman, Philip. 1984. The Religious Roots of Rebellion. Maryknoll, NY: Orbis
Books.

Black, Lisa, and James Hill. 1996. “Dellinger Is Arrested, but World Not Watch-
ing: Protests Smaller, Tend to Fizzle OQut.”” Chicage Tribune, August 29, section
2,p. 5

Blumer, Herbert. 1939. “Collective Behavior.”” Pp. 221-80 in Robert E. Park, ed.,
An Oufline of the Principles of Sociology. New York: Barnes & Noble.

Bond, Doug, and Joe Bond. 1995. ‘‘Protocol for the Assessment of Nonviclent
Direct Action (PANDA): Codebook for the P2 Data Set.” Cambridge, MA:
Program on Nonviolent Sanctions and Cultural Survival, Center for Interna-
tional Affairs, Harvard University.

Boschi, Renato. 1987. “Social Movements and the New Political Order in Bra-
zil.” Pp. 179-212 in John D. Wirth, Edson de Oliveira Nunes, and Thomas E.
Bogenschild, eds., State and Society in Brazil. Boulder, CO: Westview.

Brecher, Jeremy. 1972. Strike! Boston: South End Press.

Bresser Pereira, Luiz Carlos, Jose Maria Maravall, and Adam Przeworski. 1993.
Economic Reforms in New Democracies: A Social-Democratic Approach. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bright, Charles, and Susan Harding, eds. 1984. Statemaking nud Social Move-
mieits: Essays in History and Theory. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

References 241

Broek, Andries van den, and Felix Heunks. 1994. “Political Culture: Patterns of
Political Orientations and Behaviour.” Pp. 67-96 in Peter Ester, Loek Hal-
man, and Ruud de Moor, eds., The Individualizing Seciety: Value Change in
Eunrope and North America. Tilburg, The Netherlands: Tilburg University
Press.

Brothers, John. 1985 “Communication Is the Key to Small Demonstration Con-
trol.”” Canpus Law Enforcement Journal (September/October): 13-16,

Brownstein, Ronald. 1983. “Success Story: Environmentalists amid the Ruins.”
Amticus Journal (fall): 32-35.

Bunch, Charlotte. 1990. “Women's Rights as Human Rights: Toward a Re-
vision of Human Rights.” Human Rights Chiarterly 12 (November): 486-98.

. 1993, “Organizing for Women’s Human Rights Globally.” Pp. 141-49

in Joanna Kerr, ed., Gurs by Right: Women’s Rights as Human Rights. London:

Zed Books.

. 1996. Personal interview, (February 21), New York, NY.

Bunyan, Tony. 1977. The History and Practice of the Political Police in Britain.
London: Quartet.

Burden, Ordway F 1992. “Law Enforcement and the Preservation of Civil
Rights: Peacekeeping and the ‘Thin Blue Line.” " Police Chief 59 (June): 16-26.

Burstein, Paul. 1997, “Tolitical Organizations: Interest Groups, Social Move-
ments, and Political Parties.” In Andrew McFarland and Anne Costain, eds.,
Social Movements and the American Political Process. Boulder, CO: Rowman &
Littlefield.

Butterwege, Christoph, Jochen Dressel, Volker Tegeler, and Ulla Voigt, eds.
1990. 30 Jaftre Osterarscl: Ein Beitrag zuer politischen Kulhur der Bundesrep-
ublik: Deutschland und ein Stiick Bremer Stadtgesclichite, Bremen: Steintor.

Calhoun, Craig. 1995a. Critical Social Theory. Oxford: Blackwell.

. 1995b. “New Social Movements of the Early Nineteenth Century.” Pp.
173-215 in Mark Traugott, ed., Repertoires and Cycles of Collective Action. Dur-
ham, NC: Duke University Press.

Canosa, Romano and Pietro Federico. 1974. La Magistratra i Italin dal 1945 a
oggi. Bologna: Il Mulino.

Canosa, Romano. 1976. La polizia in [talia dal 1945 & oggi. Bologna, 11 Mulino.

Carlsen, William. 1996. “Janitors Hait Traffic in Financial District.”” Sanr Fran-
cisco Chronicle, fuly 27, p. Al4.

Carr, Anne E. 1988. Transforming Grace: Christim: Tradition and Women's Experi-
ence. San Francisco: Harper & Row.

Carucci, Paola. 1976. “L’organizzazione dei servizi di polizia dopo 'approvazi-
one del Testo Unico delle leggi di PS. del 1926, Pp. 82-114 in Rassegna degli
Arclivi di State 26.

Casa Chile. 1984. A Nation in Protest. Berkeley, CA: Casa Chile.

Cruce. 1987, July. "FECH debate inscripcién o movilizacidn.”

CBOS Report. 1992, February. “Opinia publiczna o roznych formach protestow
spolecznych i skierowanych przeciw nim represjom.”

Cerny, Philip G. 1995, “Globalization and the Changing Logic of Collective]
Action.”” International Organization 49: 595-625.




242 References

Chandler, C. Lee. 1986. *“The Role of Law Enfercement in Student Confronta-
tions.,”” Law and Order, October, pp. 74-75.

Chatham, Charles, Ron Pagnucco, and Jackie Smith, eds. 1997. Selidarity beyond
Hie State: Transuational Social Movement Orgnnizations. Syracuse, NY: Syracuse
University Press.

Chuchrylk, Patricia. 1994. “From Dictatorship to Democracy: The Women's
Movement in Chile.” Pp. 65-108 in Jane Jaquette, ed., The Women's Movenient
in Latin America. 2nd ed. Boulder, CO: Westview.

Clemens, Elisabeth 5. 1993. “Organizational Repertoires and Institutional
Change: Women's Groups and the Transformation of American Politics,
1890-1920."" American Journal of Sociology 98(4): 755-98.

Cohen, Jean. 1985. “Strategy or Identity: New Theoretical Paradigms and Con-
temporary Social Movements.” Socinl Researcli 52: 663-716.

Cohen, Jean, and Andrew Arato. 1992. Cioil Society and Political Theory. Cam-
bridge, MA: MIT Press.

Conklin, Beth, and Laura R. Graham. 1995. “The Shifting Middle Ground: Am-
azonian Indians and Eco-Politics.” Amterican Anthropologist 97(4) (December):
695-710.

Conradt, David. 1980. “Changing German Political Culture.” Pp. 212-72 in
Gabriel Almond and Sidney Verba, eds., The Civic Culture Revisited, Boston:
Little, Brown.

. 1996. The Gernum Polity. 6th ed. While Plain, NY: Longman.

Constable, Pamela, and Arturo Valenzuela. 1991. A Nation of Enenties. New
Yorlk: Norton.

Conway, M. Margaret. 1991. Politics and Participation in the United States. 2nd
ed. Washington, D.C.: CQ Press.

Cooper, Alice Hlolmes. 1996. Paradoxes of Peace: Gernuan Peace Movements since
1945. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Corso, Guido. 1979. L'ordine pubblico. Bologna: Il Mulino.

Costain, Anne N. 1992. Inviting Women's Rebellion: A Political Process Interpreta-
tionr of the Wonen's Movement, Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University
Press.

Cotler, Julio. 1986. ‘“Military Interventions and ‘Transfer of Power to Civilians’
in Peru.” Pp. 148-72 in Guillermo O'Donnell, ed., Transitions from Authoritar-
ian Rule: Latin America, Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Crawford, Sue E. 5., and Elinor Ostrom. 1996. “’A Grammar of Institutions.”
American PoliFical Science Reviero 89(3): 582-600.

Crmwford v. Cushanan. 1976, 531 E. 2d 114 (2d Cir).

Crawley, Martha. 1995. ‘Salvador: Land of Love, Land of War.” Pp. 115-37 in
Ann Patrick Ware, ed., Naming Our Truths: Stories of Loretto Women. Inver-
ness, CA: Chardon.

Cress, Daniel M. 1996. “Nonprofit Incorporation ameng Movements of the
Poor: Pathways and Consequences for Homeless Social Movement Organiza-
tions.”” Unpublished manuscript, Department of Sociclogy, University of
Colorado, Boulder.

Curb, Rosemary, and Nancy Manahan. 1985. Lesbinn Nuns: Breaking Silence. Tal-
lahassee, FL: Naiad.

Referesces 243

CWGL (Center for Women's Global Leadership). 1992, May. 1991 Women's
Leadership Institute Report: Women, Violence and Human Rights.” New
Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University.

Dalton, Russell. 1996. Citizen Politics: Public Opinion and Political Parties in Ad-
ovanced Industrial Democracies. 2d ed. Chatham, NJ: Chatham House.

Daly, Mary. 1973. Beyond God the Father. Boston: Beacon.

. 1975, The Church and tHhe Second Sex: With a New Feminist Post-Christian

Introduction, New Yorl: Harper Colophon.

. 1984. Pure Lust. Boston: Beacon.

[ Anieri, Paul, Claire Ernst, and Elizabeth Kier. 1990. ‘‘New Social Movements
in Historical Perspective.”” Comparative Politics 22: 445-58,

de la Maza, Gonzalo, and Mario Garcés. 1985. La explosidn de las mayorias: Pro-
testw ncional, 1983-1984, Santago: ECO.

De Nardo, James. 1985. Power in Numbers: The Political Strategy of Protest nnd
Rebellion. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University 'ress.

della Porta, Donatella. 1990. [l terrorisno di sinistra. Mulino: Societa Editrice I
Mulino.

. 1995, Social Movements, Political Violence and the State: A Comparative

Analysis of Italy and Germany. New York: Cambridge University Press.

. 1996a, October. “Police Knowledge in Western Europe: A Research

Agenda.” Paper presented at the conference “Un nouveau champ de la sécur-

ité en Europe: A I'entrecroisement entre sécurité intérieure et extérieure,”

Paris,

. 1996b. “Social Movements and the State: Thoughts on the Policing of

Protest.” Pp. 62-92 in Poug McAdam, John D. McCarthy and Mayer N. Zald,

eds., Compnrative Perspectives on Social Movements: Political Opportunities, Mo-

bitizing Structures and Cultural Framings. New York: Cambridge University

Press.

. 1997a. “Police Knowledge and Public Order in Italy.” In Donatella

della Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Protest: The Control of Mass Dem-

onstrations in Contemporary Democracies. Minneapolis: University of Minne-
sota Press.

. 1997b. “The Political Discourse on Protest Folicing.”” In Marco Giugni,
Doug McAdam and Charles Tilly, eds., How Moventents Matter. Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press.

della Porta, Donatella, and Herbert Reiter. 1996. “Da ‘polizia del governo’ a
‘polizia dei cittadini’? Le strategie per il controllo dell’'ordine pubblico in
Italia.”” Stato e Mercato 48: 433—-65.

. eds. 1997a. Policing Protest: The Control of Mass Demonstrations in Con-

temporary Denocracies. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, forth-

coming.

. 1997b. “The Policing of Protest in Contemporary Democracies: An In-
troduction.” In Donatella della Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Pro-
test: The Control of Mass Demonstrations in Contemporary Democracies.
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

della Perta, Donatella, and Dieter Rucht. 1995. *‘Left-Libertarian Movements in




244 References

Context: A Comparison of ltaly and West Germany, 1965-1990."" Pp. 229-73
int J. Craig Jenkins and Bert Klandermans, eds., The Politics of Socin! Protest:
Compnrative Perspectives on States and Socinl Movements. Minneapolis/Lon-
don: University of Minnesota Press/University College of London Press.

DiMaggio, Paul J., and Walter W. Powell. 1983. “The Iron Cage Revisited: Insti-
tutional Isomorphism and Collective Rationality in Organizational Fields.”
American Sociological Review 48: 147-60.

Doimo, Ana Maria. 1995. A Vez e 1 Voz de Popular: Movimentos Sociais e Participa-
o politica no Brasil pds-70. Rio de Janeiro: ANPOCS/Relume Dumara.

Donnelly, Elizabeth Ann. Forthcoming “‘Transnational Issue Networks: The
Case of Third World Debt and Structural Adjustment.” In Kathryn Sikkink,
James Riker, and Sanjeev Khagram, eds., The Power of Transnational Nelbworks:
Norims and Ageney in World Politics.

Donnelly, Jack. 1989. Hinan Rights in Theory and Practice. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press.

Dunnager, Jonathan. 1992, “Ordinamenti amministravat e prassi politica. Le
force di polizia a Bologna di fronte al fascismo, 1920-1921." Italia Contentpor-
anen 186: 61-89.

Durkheim, Emile. 1995, Die Regeln der Soziolegischen Metiode. Frankfurt M.:
Suhrkamp.

Ebaugh, Helen and Rose Fuchs, eds. 1991. Religion and the Social Order! Vol. 1T
of Vatican I and LLS. Catholicism. Greenwich, CT: JAI Press.

Eckstein, Harry, and Ted Robert Gurr. 1975. Patferns of Authority: A Structural
Basis for Political Inquiry. New York: Wiley.

Edelman, Murray. 1985. The Symbolic Uses of Politics. Urbana: University of Illi-
nois Press.

Eisinger, Peter. 1973. “The Conditions of Protest Behavior in American Cities.”
American Political Science Review 81: 11-28.

Ekiert, Grzegorz. 1993. “Prospects and Dilernmas of the Transition to a Market
Economy in East Central Europe.” Research on Democracy and Society 1:
51-82.

. 1996. The State against Society: Political Crises and Their Aftermatl in Enst
Central Europe. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Evans, Peter R., Dieter Rueschemeyer, and Theda Skocpol, eds. 1985. Bringing
the State Back In. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Favre, Pierre, ed. 1990. La manifestation. Paris: Presses de la Fondation Natio-
nale des Science Politiques.

Fedeli, Franco. 1981. Da sbirro a tutore delln legge. Roma: Roberto Napoleone.

Fernandes, Rubem César. 1994. Privado porém Piiblico: O Terceiro Setor na
Amniérica Latina. Rio de Janeiro: CIVICUS/Relume Dumara.

Ferraro, Barbara, and Patricia Hussey with Jane O'Reilly. 1990. No Turiing Back:
Tiwo Nuns Battle with the Vatican over Women's Rights to Choose. New York:
Poseidon.

Fillieule, Olivier. 1995, June. “Methodological Issues in the Collection of Data
on Protest Events: Police Records and National Press in France.”” Paper pre-
sented at the Workshop ‘‘Protest Event Analysis: Methodology, Applica-
tions, Problems,” Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin.

References 245

- 1997a. “Du pouvoir d'injonction au pouveir d'influence? Les limites

de I'institutionnalisation.” Caliiers de la Sécurité Intérienre, no. 27.

- 1997, Strategies de In rite: Les manifestations en Frauce. Paris: Presses de
Science Po.

Fillieule, Olivier, and Fabien Jobard. 1997. “The Policing of Protest in France:
Towards a Model of Protest Policing.” In Donatella della Porta and Herbert
Reiter, eds., Policing Protest: The Control of Mass Demonstrations in Contentpo-
rary Democracies. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Fish, Steven. 1995. Democracy from Seratch: Opposition and Regime in the New
Russian Revolution. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Flores v. Secretary of Defense. 1973. 355 E Supp. 93 (N.D. Fla.)

Foote, Evenlyn P 1993, November. “Institutional Change and the U.S. Military;
The Changing Role of Women.” Discussion during Peace Studies Workshop,
Cornell University, Ithaca, NY.

Foundation Grants Index. In Dialogue Database File #27. New York: Foundation
Center.

Foweraker, Joe. 1995. Theorizing Social Movenients, London: Pluto.

Frankfurter, Felix, and Nathan Greene. 1930. The Labor Injunction. New York:
Macmillan.

Fraser, Arvonne. 1993. “The Feminization of Human Rights.” Foreign Service
Journal 70: 12,

- 1994, November. “International Organizing on Violence against
Women.” Paper presented at the University of Minnesota.

Freeman, Jo, 1973. “The Origins of the Women's Liberation Movemeni.” Ameri-
can Journal of Sociology 78; 792-811.

Freire, Paulo. 1970. Pedngogy of tHhe Oppressed. New York: Continuum.

Friedman, Elisabeth. 1994. “Women’s Human Rights: The Emergence of a
Movernent.” Pp. 18-35 in Julie Peters and Andrew Wolper, eds., Women and
Hrman Rights: An Agenda for Change. London: Routledge.

Frontiero v. Richardson. 1973. 411 US. 677.

Fuchs, Dieter. 1991. “The Normalization of the Unconventional: New Forms of
Political Action and New Social Movements.” Pp. 148-69 in Gerd Meyer and
Frantisek Ryszka, eds., Palitical Participation and Denocracy in Poland and West
Germaiy. Warsow: Wydaeca.

Gamson, William A. 1990. The Strategy of Social Protest. 2nd ed. Belmont, CA:
Wadsworth.

. 1995. *“Constructing Social Protest.”” Pp. 85-106 in Hank Johnston and
Bert Klandermans, eds., Socinl Mevements and Culture. Minneapolis: Univer-
sity of Minnesota Press,

Garretdn, Manuel Antonio. 1989. The Chilean Political Process. Boston: Unwin
Hyman.

Gay, Robert. 1994. Popnlar Organization and Democracy in Rio de Janeirs. Philadel-
phia: Temple University Press.

Geary, Roger. 1985. Policing Industrial Disputes: 1893 to 1985. Cambridge: Cam-

__bridge University Press.

{Gerhards, Jirrgen, and Dieter Rucht. 1992, Mesomobilization: Organizing and
. = . T . — s

S
- o



246 References

Framing in Two Protest Campaigns in West Germany.” American Journal of
Sociology 98(3): 555-95.

Gillespie, Richard. 1986. “Uruguay’s Transition from Collegial Military-Tech-
nocratic Rule.”” Pp. 173-95 in Guillermo O'Donnell, ed., Transitions fron Au-
thoritarim: Rule: Latin America. Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University
Press.

Ginsberg, Benjamin, and Martin Shefter. 1990. Politics by Oflier Memis. New
York: Norton.

Ginsburg, David. 1996, February. “Transition Theory and the Labour Move-
ment.”” Paper presented at the conference on Social Movements in Durban,
South Africa.

Gitlin, Todd. 1980. The Whole World Is Watching: Mass Media in the Making and
tUnmaking of the New Left. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Goldmai v. Weinberger. 1986. 475 U.S, 503

Goldstein, Karl. 1992. “The Green Movement in Brazil.” Pp. 119-93 in Mat-
thias Finger and Louis Kriesberg, eds., Research in Social Movements, Conflicts
and Change. Greenwich, CT: JAL

Goodman, Jill Laurie. 1979. “Women, War, and Equality: An Examination of
Sex Discrimination in the Military.” Women’s Rights Law Reporter 5. 4.

Goodwyn, Lawrence C. 1991, Breaking the Bayrier. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Gora, Joel M., David Goldberger, Gary M. Stern, and Morton H. Halperin, 1991,
The Right to Protest: The Basic ACLU Guide to Free Expression. Carbondale:
Southern Illinois University Press.

Gordon, Marilyn A, and Mary Jo Ludvigson. 1990. “The Combat Exclusion
for Women Aviators: A Constitutional Analysis.”” Uniled States Air Force jour-
nal of Legal Studies 1: 51-85.

Graff, Ann (¥Hara. 1993. ““Catholic Feminist Theologians on Catholic Women
in the Church.” New Theology Review 6 (May): 2.

Greenhouse, Linda, 1994. “High Court Backs Limits on Protest at Abortion
Clinic.” New York Times, July 1, pp. Al, Al6.

Greiffenhagen, Martin. 1984. *'Vom Obrigkeiisstaat zur Demokratie: Die poli-
tische Kultur in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland.” Pp. 52-76 in Peter Rei-
chel, ed., Politische Kultur in Westenropa: Bilrger und Stanten in der Europdiscien
Gemneinschaft. Frankfurt: Campus.

Greskovits, Bela. 1995. “Hungerstrikers, the Unions, the Government, and the
Parties: A Case-study of Hungarian Transformation: Conflict, the Social
Pacts and Democratic Development.” Occasional papers in European Stud-
ies 6, Center for European Studies, University of Essex.

Grillo, Andrea. 1994. Livorno: Una rivolta tra wnito e memoria: 14 Iuglio 1948 lo
sciopero generale per Uattenfato a Togliatti, Pisa: Biblioteca Franco Serantini.

Gruber, Charles. 1990. “The Lesson of Cedar Grove.” Police Chief, September,
pp- 12-15.

Gundelach, Peter. 1995. “Grass-Roots Activity.” Pp. 412-40 in Jan W. van Deth
and Elinor Scarbrough, eds., Impact of Values. New York: Oxford University
Press.

References 247

Gunther, Richard. 1992, “Spain: The Very Model of the Modern Elite Sett]a
ment.” Pp. 38-80 in Richard Gunther and john Higley, eds., Elites and Demo-
cratic Consolidation in Lalin America and Southern Furope. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Gurr, Ted Robert. 1989. “Political Terrorism: Historical Antecedents and Con-
temporary Trends.” Pp. 201-30 in Ted Robert Gury, ed., Violence in Anterica:
Vol. 2. Protest, Rebellion, Refornt. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Gutierrezz v. Laird. 1972. 346 F. Supp. 289 (D.D.C.).

Hall, Peter. 1986, Governing Hre Economy: The Politics of State Ditervention in Brit-
ain and Frmice. New York: Oxford University Press.

Hall, Peter, and Rosemary C. R. Taylor. 1994, September. “'Political Science and
the Four Institutionalisms.” Paper presented at the annual meeting of the
American Political Science Association, New York.

Heirich, Max. 1971. The Spiral of Conflict: Berkeley, 1964. New York: Columbia
University Press.

Hipsher, Patricia. 1994. “Political Processes and the Demobilization of the
Shantytown Dwellers’ Movement in Redemocratizing Chile.” Unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY.

. 1996, ““Democratization and the Decline of Urban Social Movements in
Chile and Spain.” Comparative Politics 28: 273-98.

Hochstetler, Kathryn. 1993. “Non-Institutional Actors in Institutional Politics:
Organizing about the Environment in Brazil and Venezuela.” Unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis.

Hacke, Peter. 1996. ‘‘Determining the Selection Bias in Local and National
Newspaper Reports on Protest Events.” Discussion Paper FS 11 96-103. Wis-
senschaftszentrum Berlin. '

Huntington, Samuel. 1968. Political Order in Changing Societies. New Haven, CT:
Yale University Press.

Imig, Doug and Sidney Tarrow. 1996. *The Europeanization of Movements?
Contentious Politics and the European Union, October 1983-March 1995.”
Institute for European Studies Working Paper No. 96.3. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University.

Inglehart, Ronald. 1990. Crdture Shift in Advanced Tndustrial Societies. Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press.

Ingram, Helen M., and Dean E. Mann. 1989. “Interest Groups and Environ-
mental Policy.” Pp. 135-57 in James P Lester, ed., Environmental Politics and
Policy: Theories and Evidence. Durham, NC: Duke University Press,

International Association of Chiefs of Police. 1992. “Civil Disturbances.” Police
Chief, October, pp. 138-45, 149.

Jiger, Thomas. 1993. Betriebsschliefung wnd Protest: Kollektive Handlungschancen
gegen die Stillegung des Hilttenwerkes Duisburg-Rheinhansen. Marburg:
Schiiren.

Jasiewicz, K. 1993. “From Protest and Repression to the Free Elections.” Pp.
117-40 in W. Adamski, ed., Societal Conflict and Systemic Change: The Case of
Poland 1980-1992. Warsaw: [FIS PAN.

Jellife, D, and Jellife, E. P 1978. Human Milk in the Modern World. Oxford: Ox-
ford University Press.




248 References

Jenkins, ]. Craig, and Craig Eckert. 1986. “Elite Patronage and the Channeling
of Social Protest.”” American Sociological Review 51 (December): 812-29.

Jenkins, J. Craig, and Bert Klandermans, eds. 1995. The Politics of Socinl Protest:
Comparative Perspectives on States and Secinl Movements. Minneapolis: Univer-
sity of Minnesota Press.

Jennings, M. Kent, et al. 1990. Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal
Study of Political Orientations in Three Western Democracies. New York: Walter
de Gruyter.

Jepperson, Ronald L. 1991, “Institutions, Instilutional Effects, and Institutional-
ism.” Pp. 143-63 in Walter W. Powell and Paul J. DiMaggio, eds., The New
Institutionalism in Organizational Analysis, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Jessen, Ralph. 1995. “Polizei und Gesellschaft: Zum Paradigmenwechsel in der
Polizeigeschichtsforschung.” Pp. 19-43 in Gerhard Paul and Klaus-Michael
Mallman, eds., Die Gesfapo: Mythos und Renlitdf. Darmstadt: Wissenschaft-
liche Buchgesellschaft.

Kaase, Max. 1982. ‘'Partizipatorische Revolution-Ende der Parteien?”
Pp. 173-89 in Joachim Raschke, ed., Biirger und Parteien. Opladen: Westdeut-
scher.

. 1990, “Mass Participation.” Pp. 23—64 in M. Kent Jennings et al., eds.,
Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal Study of Political Orientations in
Three Western Democracies, New York: Walter de Gruyter.

Kaase, Max, and Kenneth Newton. 1995. Beligfs i1z Government. New York: Ox-
ford University Press. I

- Karklins, Rasma, and Roger. Petersen. 1995) “Decision Calculus of Protesters
and Regimes: Eastern Europe, 1989." Journal of Politics 55: 588-614.

Katscher, L. 1878, “Die blauen Minner von London: Eine Skizze aus dem Pol-
izeiwesen.” Die Gartenlaube, pp. 285-87.

Katzenstein, Mary Fainsod. 1995. “Discursive Politics and Feminist Activism
in the Catholic Church.” Pp. 35-52 in Myra Marx Ferree and Patricia Yancey
Martin, eds., Feminist Organizations. Philadelphia: Temple University Press.

. 1998, Protest from Within: Feinism in the U.S. Military and the American
Catholic Church. Forthcoming,. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Keck, Margaret E. 1992. The Workers’ Party and Democratization in Brazil. New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

. 1995, “Social Equity and Environmental Politics in Brazil: Lessons from
the Rubber Tappers of Acre.” Comparative Politics 27: 409-24.

Keck, Margaret, and Kathryn Sikkink. 1998, Activists beyond Borders: Advocacy
Networks in International Politics. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

King, Mike. Forthcoming. “Policing Social Protest: Some Indicators of
Change.” In D. Waddington and C. Chritcher, eds., Policing Public Disorder.
Aldershot: Avebury.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1986. “Political Opportunity Structures and Political Protest:
Anti-Nuclear Movements in Four Countries.” British Journal of Political Sci-
ence 165: 57-85.

. 1992. “The Formation of Party Systems in East Ceniral Europe.” Poli-

tics and Society 20(1): 7-50.

References 249

Klandermans, Bert, Marlene Roefs, and Johan Olivier. 1997. “New Cleavages,
New Grievances, New Protests: Political Change in South Africa.”” Unpub-
lished manuscript. Free University, Amsterdam.

Kleidman, Robert, 1994, “Volunteer Activism and Professionalism in Social
Movement Organizations.” Social Problems 41: 257-76.

Kleinknecht, G. H., and Gerald Mizell. 1982. “’Abortion: A Police Response.”
EB.I Low Enforcement Bulletin, March, pp. 20-23.

Koopmans, Ruud. 1993, “The Dynamics of Protest Waves: West Germany,
1965-1989."" American Sociological Review 58 (October): 637-58.

. 1995a, April. “A Burning Question: Explaining the Rise of Racist and

Extreme Right Viclence in Western Europe.”” Paper presented to the work-

shop “Racist Parties in Europe,” ECFR Joint Sessions, Bordeaux.

. 1995b. Demnceracy from Below: New Social Movements and the Political Sys-

tem inr West Germany. Boulder, CO: Westview.

. 1996. “New Social Movements and Changes in Political Participation
in Western Europe.” West European Politics 19: 28-50,

Kornai, Janos. 1994, March. “The Second Government.” Unpublished lecture,
Princeton University, Princeton, NJ.

. 1996, “Paying the Bill for Goulash-Communism.” Discussion Paper
Series No. 1749. Cambridge, MA: Harvard Institute for Economic Research.

Kouba, Leonard ], and Judith Mausher. 1985. ““Female Circumcision in Africa:
An Overview.” African Studies Review 28 (March): 95-110.

Kraushaar, Wolfgang. 1996. Die Protestchronik 1949-1958: Eine illustrierte Gesch-‘) -
iclhite von Bewegung, Widerstand wund Ufopie. 4 vols. Hamburg: Rogner & Ber- | -
nard.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 1984. Die Zurchey Bewegung, Frankfurt: Campus.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Ruud Koopmans, Jan W. Duyvendak, and Marco G. Giugni.
1992. “New Social Movements and Political Opportunities in Western Eu-
rope.” Enropemi Journal of Political Research 22 (2): 219-44.

. 1995, The Politics of New Socinl Movements in Western Enrope: A Compara-
five Analysis. Minneapolis/London: University of Minnesota Press/Univer-
sity College of London Press.

Kubik, Jan. 1994. The Power of Symibols against the Symbols of Power. The Rise of
Solidarity and the Fall of State Socialism in Poland. University Park: Pennsylva-
nia State University Press.

Laba, Roman. 1991. The Roots of Selidarity: A Pelitical Sociology of Poland’s Work-
ing-Class Democratization. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Landim Assumpgdo, Leilah. 1993, A Invengio dias ONGs: Do servico invisivel a
profissio sent nome. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Universidade Federal do
Rio de Janeiro, Museu Nacional, Programa de Pos-Graduagdo em Aniropo-
logia Soctal.

Lane, Ruth, 1992, “Tolitical Culture: Residual Category or General Theory?”
Comparative Political Studies 25(3): 262-387.

Lange, Peter, and Lyle Scuggs. 1996 September. A Crisis of Unionism? Devel-
opments of Trade Union Power in the 1980s in Postwar Perspective.” Paper
presented at the Annual meeting of the American Political Science Associa-
Hon, San Francisco, CA.




250 References

LeGrande, J. L. 1967. “Nonviolent Civil Disobedience and Police Enforcement
Policy."” Journal of Crininal Law, Criminology aud Police Science 58: 393-404.
Lemke, Christiane. 1996, May. “From Peaceful Revolution to Contentious Ac-
tion: Protest in East Germany before and after Unification.” Paper presented
at the conference on “Democracy, Markets, and Civil Societies in Post-1989
East Central Europe,” Minda de Gunzburg Center for European 5Studies,

Harvard University, Cambridge, MA.

Lens, Sidney. 1969. Radicalisti i America. New York: Crowell.

Lepine, Louis. 1929. Mes souvenirs. Paris: Payot.

Levin, Stephanie A. 1990. “The Deference That is Due: Rethinking the Jurispru-
dence of Judicial Deference to the Military.” Villanova Law Review 35; 6.

Liao, Tim Futing. 1994. Inferpreting Probability Models. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage.

Linhares, Leila. 1991. “La lucha por la democracia calificada.” Pp. 23-31 in Isis
International, ed., Transiciones: Mujeres en los procesos democriticos. Santiago,
Chile: Isis International.

Linz, Juan J. 1992. “Change and Continuity in the Nature of Contemporary
Democracies.” Pp. 182-207 in Gary Marks and Larry Diamond, eds., Reexam-
ining Democracy: Essays in Honor of Seymour Martin Lipset, Newbury Park,
CA: Sage.

Lipsky, Michael. 1968. “Protest as a Political Resource.”” American Political Sci-
ence Review 62: 1144-58.

. 1980. Streef Level Bureaueracy. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Lofland, John. 1996. Social Movement Organizations: Guide to Rescarch on Iisur-
gent Renlities. Hawthorne, NY: Aldine de Gruyter.

Lohmann, Susanne. 1994. “Dynamics of Informational Cascades: The Monday
Demonstrations in Leipzig, East Germany, 1989-91." World Politics 47 (Octo-
ber): 42-101.

Lumsdaine, David. 1993. Moral Vision in International Politics: The Foreign Aid
Regime, 1949-1989. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

MacRae, Edward. 1992. “Homosexual Identities in Transitional Brazilian Poli-
tics.”” Pp. 185-206 in Sonia Alvarez and Arturo Escobar, eds., The Making of
Socinl Movemnenis. Boulder, CO: Westview.

Maguire, Diarmuid. 1995, “Opposition Movements and Opposition Parties:
Equal Partners or Dependent Relations in the Struggle for Power and Re-
form?" Pp. 199-229 in J. Craig Jenkins and Bert Klandermans, eds., The Poli-
tics of Social Protest: Comparative Perspectives on Stales and Social Movements.
Minneapolis/London: University of Minnesota Press/University College of
London.

Mainwaring, Scott. 1986. The Catholic Clutrch and Politics in Brazil, 1916-1985.
Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

. 1989. “Grassroots Popular Movements and the Struggle for Democ-
racy: Nova Iguagu.” Pp. 168-204 in Alfred Stepan, ed., Democratizing Brazil,
New York: Oxford University Press.

Malova, Darina. 1996, May. “‘Protest Events in Slovakia (1990-94)."" Paper pre-
sented at the conference on “Democracy, Markets, and Civil Societies in
Post-1989 East Central Europe,” Minda de Gunzburg Center for European
Studies, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA.

References 251

Mann, Patrice. 1990. L'activité tackigue des manifestants et des forces mobiles lors
des crises viticoles du midi (1950-1990). Paris: Institut des Hautes Etudes de Ia
Securiié Interne.

March, James, and johan F. Olsen. 1989. Rediscovering Iustitutions. The Organiza-
tional Basis of Politics. New York: Free Press.

Marks, Monique. 1996, February. “Onward Marching Comrades: The Career
of the Charterist Youth Movement in Diepkloof, Soweto.”” Paper presented
at the Conference of Social Movements, Durban, South Africa.

Marx, Gary, 1974. “Thoughts on a Neglected Category of Social Movement
Participant: The Agent Provocateur and the Informant.” American Journal of
Sociology 80: 402-42.

Mattes, Robert. 1994. “The Read to Democracy: From 2 February 1991 to 27
April 1994.” Pp. 1-23 in Andrew Reynolds, ed., Elections 94 South Africa: The
Canipnaigns, Results, mud Fufure Prospects. New York: 5t. Martin's.

McAdam, Doug. 1982. The Political Process and the Developient of Black Insur-
gency, 1930-1970. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

. 1988. Freedom Stnmmer. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

. 1995, “*‘Initiator” and ‘Spin-off” Movements: Diffusion Processes in
Protest Cycles.”” Pp. 217-39 in Mark Traugott, ed., Repertoires aid Cycles of
Collective Action. Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

McAdam, Doug, and Dieter Rucht. 1993, ““Cross-National Diffusion of Social
Movement Ideas and Tactics.” Annals of the American Academy of Political and
Socinl Sciences 528 (July): 56-74.

McAdam, Doug, Sidney Tarrow, and Charles Tilly. 1997. “Towards a Compar-
ative Synthesis of Social Movements and Revolutions.” Paper presented at
the Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, San Fran-
cisco, CA.

McCarthy, John D., and Mayer N. Zald. 1973. The Trend of Social Movements in
America: Professionalization and Resowrce Mobilization. Morristown, NJ: Gen-
eral Learning Press.

. 1977. “Resource Mobilization and Social Movements: A Partial The-

ory.”" American Journal of Sociology 82: 1212-41.

. 1987a. Social Movewments in an Organizational Society. New Brunswick,

NJ: Transaction.

. 1987b. “The Trend of Social Movements in America: Professionaliza-
tion and Resource Mobilization.”” Pp. 337-92 in Mayer N. Zald and John D.
McCarthy, eds., Social Movements in an Organizational Sociely. New Bruns-
wick, Nj: Transaction.

McCarthy, John D., David W. Britt, and Mark Wolfson. 1991, “The Channeling
of Social Movements in the Modern American State.” Social Moverients, Con-
flict and Change 13: 45-76.

McCarthy, John, Clark McPhail, and John Crist. Forthcoming. “The Emergence
and Diffusion of Public Order Management Systems: Protest Cycles and Po-
lice Response.” In Hanspeter Kriesi, Donatella Della Porta, and Dieter Rucht,
eds., Globalization and Social Movements. Minneapolis: University of Minne-
sota Press.




252 References

McCarthy, John D., Clark McPhail, and David Schweingruber. 1997, “Folicing
Protest in the United States: From the 1960s to the 1990s.” In Donatella della
Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Protests: The Control of Mass Demon-
strations in Contemporary Demnocracies. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press.

McCarthy, John D., Clark McPhail, and Jackie Smith. 1994, July. *The Institu-
tional Channeling of Protest: The Emergence and Development of U. 5. Pro-
test Management Systems.” Paper presented at the XXIII World Congress of
the International Sociological Association, Bielefeld, Germany.

. 1995, June. “Images of Protest: Dimensions of Selection Bias in Media

Coverage of Washington Demonstrations, 1982, 1991.”" Paper presented at

the workshop “‘Protest Event Analysis, Methodelogy, Applications, Prob-

lems,” Wissenschftszentrum Berlin.

. 1996. “Images of Protest: Estimating Selection Bias in Media Coverage
of Washington Demonstrations, 1982, 1991.” American Sociological Review 61
(3) (December): 478-99,

Mclver, John P, and Edward G. Carmines. 1981. Unidimensional Scaling. Beverly
Hills: Sage.

McKinfey, James C. 1994. “Gay Rights March Fight Leaves Mayor in Middle.”
New York Tines, June 24, p. B3.

McPhail, Clark. 1985. “The Social Organization of Demonstrations.” Paper pre-
sented at the Annual Meetings of the American Sociological Association.
Washington, D.C.

McPhail, Clark, David Schweingruber, and John D. McCarthy. 1997. *Protest
Policing in the United States: From the 1960s to the 1990s.” In Donatella
della Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Protests: The Conlrol of Mass
Demonstrations in Contemporary Democracies. Minneapolis: University of Min-
nesota Press.

Medici, Sandro. 1979. Vike di poliziofti. Torino: Einaudi.

Melucci, Alberto. 1985. “The Symbolic Challenge of Contemporary Move-
ments.” Social Research 52(4): 789-815.

. 1997. Challenging Codes: Collective Action in the Information Age. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Meyer, David S. 1990, A Winter of Discontent: The Nuclear Freeze and American
Politics. New York: Praeger.

. 1993a. “Institutionalizing Dissent: The United States Structure of Polit-

ical Opportunity and the End of the Nuclear Freeze Movement.” Sociological

Forum 8: 157-79.

. 1993b. “Protest Cycles and Political Process: American Peace Move-

ments in the Nuclear Age.” Political Research Quarterly 46(3): 451-79,

. 1994, April. “Political Opportunity and Nested Institutions.” Unpub-
lished manuscript; earlier versions of the paper were presented at the annual
meeting of the Midwest Political Science Association, Chicago.

Meyer, David 5., and Thomas R. Rochon. 1997, “Toward a Coalitional Theory
of Social and Political Movements.”” Pp. 237-51. In Thomas R. Rochon and
David S. Meyer, eds., Conlitions and Political Movements: The Lessons of the
Nuclear Freeze. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner. -

References 253

Meyer, David 5., and Suzanne Staggenborg. 1996. “Movements, Countermove-
ments, and the Structure of Political Opportunity.” American Journal of Sociol-
ogy 101: 1628-60.

Meyer, David 5., dfid Nancy Whittier. 1994 i 0c1a1 Movement Splllover " So-

N cial Problems 41: 277-98. -~ -

Michels, Robert. 1962. Political Parties: A Soc:olog:m! Srudj of the Oligarchical
Tendencies of Modern Democracy. New York: Collier.

Migdal, Joel 5., Atul Kohli, and Vivienne Shue, eds. 1994. State Power and Svcial
Farces: Domination and Transformation in the Third World. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press.

Minkoff, Debra C. 1994. “From Service Provision to Institutional Advocacy:
The Shifting Legitimacy of Organizational Forms.” Social Forces 72: 943-69.

. 1997. “The Sequencing of Social Movements.”” Ainerican Sociological Re-

view 62 (October): 779-99.

Momboisse, Raymond M. 1967. Community Relations and Riof Prevention.
Springfield, IL: C.C. Thomas.

«Maorg, Relly. 1996.)‘Organizing Integrity: American Science and the Creation

" of Public Triterest Organizations, 1955—]]975 " American Jowrnal of Sociology

101: 1592-1627. i e

Morden, Bettie J. 1990. The Women's Army Corps, 1945-1978. Washington, D.C.:
Center of Military History, U. 5. Government Printing Office.

Morgan, Jane. 1987. Conflict and Order: The Police and Labour Dispules in England
and Wales 1900-1939. Oxford: Clarendon.

Morris, Aldon, and Cedric Herring. 1987. “Theory and Research in Social
Movements: A Critical Review.” Awunnal Review of Political Science 2: 137-98,
Samuel Long, ed. Norwoad, NJ: Ablex.

Mufson, Steven. 1995, “LLN. Women's Meeting Settles Key Disputes.” Washing-
tonr Post, September 14, p. A15.

National Abortion Federation. 1997, Incidents of Violence and Disruption agninst
Abortion Providers in 1996. Washington, D.C.: National Abortion Federation.

Neal, Marie Augusta, SND de Namur. 1990. Froin Nuns to Sisters: An Expanding
Vocation. Mystic, CT: Twenty Third Publications.

Neidhardt, Friedhelmu, and Dieter Rucht. 1993. “Auf dem Weg in die "Beweg-
ungsgesellschaft’? Uber die Stabilisierbarkeit sozialer Bewegungen.” Soziale
Welt 44 (3): 305-26.

North, Douglas. 1990. Institutions, Institutionil Clange and Economic Perform-
ance. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Oberschall, Anthony. 1973. Social Conflict and Social Movements. Upper Saddle
River, NJ: Prentice Hall.

O'Brien, Phillip, and Jackie Roddick. 1983. Chile: The Pinochet Decade. London:
Latin American Bureau.

O’Donnell, Guillermo, and Philippe Schmitter, eds. 1986. Transitions fron Au-
thoritarian Kule: Tentative Conclusions. Baltimore, MD: Johins Hopkins Univer-
sity Press.

Offe, Claus. 1990. “Reflections on the Institutional Self-Transformation of
Movement Politics: A Tentative Stage Model.” Pp. 232-50 in R. Dalton and




254 References

M. Kuechler eds., Challenging the Political Order. New York: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

Opperwall, Stephen G. 1981. “Shopping for a Public Forum: Pruneyard Shop-
ping Center v, Robins, Publicly used Private Property, and the Constitutional-
ity of Protected Speech.” St Clara Low Review 21: 801-43.

Ost, David. 1990. Solidarity and the Politics of Antipolitics: Opposition and Reform
i Poland since 1968. Philadelphia: Temple University Press.

Ottaway, Marina, 1991, “Liberation Movements and Transition to Democracy:
The Case of the AN.C.”" Journal of Modern African Studies 29: 61-82.

Otto, Karl A, 1977, Vom Ostermarsch zur APO: Geschichte der Auflerpnrianientari-
schen Opposition in der Bundesrepublik 1960-1970. Frankfurt: Campus.

Ouwens v. Brown. 1978, 455 E. Supp. 291.

Oxhorn, Philip. 1991. “Popular Sector Response to an Authoritarian Regime:
Shantytown Organizations since the Military Coup.” Latin American Perspec-
tives 67: 66-88.

. 1995. Organizing Civil Society: The Popular Sectors and the Struggle for
Democracy in Chile. University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press.

Parker v, Levy. 1974, 417 U.S. 733.

Paterson, Nancy H. 1982-83. ““Since the Meadowlands Sports Complex Is Not
a Public Forum, the Prohibition of all Literature Distribution and Fund Solic-
itation by Outside Organizations Does Not Violate the First Amendment.”
Villayiova Law Review 28: 741-64.

Petras, James, and Fernando Ignacio Leiva. 1988. “"Chile: The Authoritarian
Transition to Electoral Politics.” Latin American Perspectives 15: 97-114,

Pigenet, Michel. 1992. ““Au coeur de l'activisme communiste des dnnes de
guerrefruide, ‘la manifestation Ridgeway’.”” Paris: L'Harmattan.

Piven, Frances Fox, and Richard Cloward. 1971. Regulating the Poor: The Finc-
tions of Public Welfare. New York: Vintage.

. 1979. Poor People’s Movements. New York: Vintage.

Pizzorno, Allessandro. 1978. “Political Exchange and Collective Identity in In-
dustrial Conflict.”” Pp. 277-98 in Colin Crouch and Allesandro Pizzorno,
eds., The Resurgence of Class Conflict in Westerit Europe since 1968, vol. 2. Lon-
don: Macmillan.

Fost, Robert C. 1987. “Between Governance and Management: The History and
Theory of the Public Forum.”” UCLA Law Review 34: 1718-1835.

Potter, George Ann. 1988. Dinlogue on Debt: Alternative Annlyses and Solutions.
Washington, D.C.: Center of Concern.

Powell, Walter W, and Paul J. DiMaggio. 1991. The New Instibutionalisim inr Qrga-
nizational Analysis. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Prevallet, Elaine. 1995. “Testing the Roots: The Story of Colegio Loreto in La
Paz.” Pp. 91-113 in Ann Patrick Ware, ed., Naming Our Truths: Stories of Lore-
tto Wonen. Inverness, CA: Chardon.

Pridham, Geoffrey, ed. 1990. Securing Democracy: Political Parties and Dentocratic
Consolidation in Southern Europe. London: Routledge.

Probst, Lothar. 1995, “Globalization and the Paradigm of Antipolitics in Social
Movements: Case Studies from Postwar and Postunification Germany.”

References 255

Working Paper Series, paper no. 6, Advanced Study Center, International
Institute, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.

Pross, Harry. 1992, Protestgesellschaft: Voun der Wirksminkeit des Widerspruchs. Mitn-
chen: Artemis & Winkler.

Przeworski, Adam. 1991. Democracy and the Market. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Pulzer, Peter. 1989. ‘Political Ideology.”” Pp. 78-98 in Gordon Smith, William
E. Paterson, and Peter H. Merkl, eds., Developinents in West German Politics.
London: Macmillan.

Putnam, Robert. 1995. “Bowling Alone: America’s Declining Social Capital.”
Journal of Democracy 6: 65-78.

Ramalho, Luiz Augusto. 1989. “'Novo Internacionalismo.”” Terpo e Presenga,
November, pp. 4-7.

Raymond, M. 1967, Riots, Revolts and Insurrections, Springfield, IL: Thomas.

Red Feminista Latinoamericana y Del Caribe Contra la Violencia Doméstica y
Sexual. 1994, Boletin no. 6 (November).

Reiner, Robert. 1997, “Policing, Protest, and Disorder in Britain.” In Donatella
della Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Protests: The Control of Mass
Demonstrations in Contemporary Democracies. Minneapolis: University of Min-
nesota Press.

Reiter, Herbert. 1996. “’Le forze di polizia e I'ordine pubblico in Italia dal 1944
al 1948." Polis 10: 337-6(}.

. 1997. “Police and Public Order in Italy, 1944-1948: The Case of Flore-
nce.” In Donateila della Porta and Herbert Reiter, eds., Policing Profests: The
Control of Mass Dentonstrations in Centemporary Democracies. Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press.

Reymneri, Emilio, Ida Regalia, and Marino Regini. 1978. “Labor Conflicts and
Industrial Relations in Italy.” Pp. 101-58 in Colin Crouch and Alessandro
Pizzorno, eds., The Resurgence of Class Conflict in Western Europe since 1968,
vol. 2 London: Macmillan.

Reynolds, Andrew, ed. 1994, Elections '94, South Africa: The Campaign, Results, &
Future Perspectives. Johannesburg: David Philip.

Rich, Bruce. 1994. Mortgnging the Enrtir: The World Bauk, Enviroranental Impover-
isliment, and the Crisis of Development. Boston: Beacon.

Risse-Kappen, Thomas. 1995. **Bringing Transnational Relations Back In: Intro-
duction.” Pp. 3-33. In Thomas Risse-Kappen, ed., Bringing Trmusnational Re-
Intions Back In: Non-State Actors, Domestic Structures and International
Instititions. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Robbins, Rick. n.d. Speech on the history and functions of the U.S. Park Service
Demonstration Permitting System {estimated 1986).

Robinson v. Rand. 1972. 340 E Supp. 37 (. Cola).

Rochford, E. Burke, Jr. 1985, Hare Krishna in America. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutg-
ers University Press.

Rochon, Thomas R. 1990. “The West European Peace Movement and the The-
ory of New Social Movements.” Pp. 105-21 in R. Dalton and M. Kuechler,
eds., Challenging the Political Order, New York: Oxford University Press.




256 References

. 1998, Cultire Moves: Ideas, Activism, and Changing Values. Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press.

Roddi, Cesare. 1953, La polizin de Sicirezza. Milano: Giuffré.

Rosenau, James. 1990. Turbulence in World Politics: A Theory of Change and Conti-
muity. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Rosenstone, Steven J., and John Mark Hansen. 1993. Mobilization, Participation,
and Democracy in America. New York: Macmillan.

Rostker v. Goldberg. 1981. 101 5. Ct. 2646.

Roth, Roland. 1985. “Neue soziale Bewegungen in der politischen Kultur de
Bundesrepublik: Eine vorldufige Skizze.” Pp, 20-82 in Karl-Werner Brand,
ed., Neue soziale Bewegungen in Westeuropa und in den USA. Frankfurt:
Campus.

. 1994. Demokratie von unien: Nene soziale Bewegnngen auf dem Wege zur
politischen Institution. Kéln: Bund.

Rucht, Dieter. 1988. “Themes, Logics, and Arenas of Social Movements: A
Structural Approach.” Pp. 305-29 in Bert Klandermans, Hanspeter Kries,
and Sidney Tarrow, eds., From Structure to Ackion: Comparing Movement Par-
ticipation Across Cultures, Internationnl Socinl Movement Research, vol. 1.
Greenwich, CT: JAL

. 1990, “Campaigns, Skirmishes, and Battles: Antinuclear Movements in

the US.A., France, and West Germany.”” Industrial Crisis Quarterly 4: 193-
222, .
(_JV. 199i> “The Study of Social Movements in West Germany: Between Ac-
T tivisti and Professionalism.” Pp. 355-84 in Dieter Rucht, ed., Research on
Socipl Movements: The State of the Art in Western Europe and the Llnited States.
Frankfurt/Boulder, CO: Campus/Westview.

. 1996a, March. “Forms of Protest in Germany 1950-92."" Paper pre-

sented at the workshop “Europe and the United States: Movement Societies

or the Institutionalization of Protest,” Cornell University, [thaca, NY.

. 1996b. “Massenproteste und politische Entscheidungen in der Bundes-

republik.” Pp. 139-66 in Wolfgang van den Daele and Friedhelm Neidhardt

eds., Kommmunikation und Entscheiding, WZB Jahrbuch. Berlin: Sigma.

. 1996c. “"Mobilizing for ‘Distant Issues”: German Solidarity Groups in

Non-Democratic Issue Areas.” Unpublished manuscript, Wissenschaftszen-

trum Berlin.

. 1997, “Recent Right-Wing Radicalism in Germany: Its Development
and Resonance in the Public and Social Sciences.” Pp. 255-74 in Frederick
Weil, ed., Extrentism, Profest, Social Movements, and Democracy. Vol. 3 of Re-
search on Democracy and Socieky. Greenwich, CT: JAL

Rucht, Dieter, and Friedhelm Neidharde. 1995, june. “Methodological Issues
in Collecting Protest Event Data: Units of Analysis, Selection Bias, Coding
Problems.”” Paper presented at the workshop “‘Protest Event Analysis: Meth-
odology, Applications, Problems,” Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin.

Rucht, Dieter, and Thomas Ohlemacher. 1992. “Protest Event Data: Collection,
Uses and Perspectives.” Pp. 76-106 in Ron Eyerman and Mario Diani, eds.,
Issues in Contesnporary Social Movement Research. Beverly Hills: Sage.

References 257

Rucht, Dieter, Peter Hocke, and Thomas Ohlemacher. 1992. “Dokumentation
und Analyse von Protestereignissen in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland
{Prodat); Codebuch.” Discussion Paper FS I1I 92-103, Wissenschaftszentrum
Berlin.

Rucht, Dieter, Peter Hocke, and Dieter Oremus. 1995. “Quantitative Inhaltsana-
lyse: Warum, wo, wann und wie wurde in der Bundesrepublik demons-
triert?” Pp. 261-91 in Ulrich von Alemann, ed., Politikwissenschaftliche
Methoden. Opladen: Westdeutscher.

Ruether, Rosemary Radford. 1974, Religion and Sexisu: Images of Womert in the
Jewish and Christian Traditions. New York: Simon & Schuster.

. 1975. New Wonan, New Earth: Sexist Ideologies and Human Liberation.

New York: Seabury.

. 1983. Sexism and God-Talk: Toward a Feminist Theology. Boston: Beacon.

. 1988. Women-Churcl: Theology and Practice. San Francisco: Harper &
Row.

Ruether, Rosemary Radford, with Eleanor McLaughlin, eds. 1979. Wornen of
Spirit: Female Leadership in the Jewish and Christian Traditions. New York:
Simon & Schuster.

Ryan, Charlotte. 1991, Prime Time Activism. Boston: South End Press.

Rybezynski, Witold. 1993, “The New Downtowns.” Atlantic Monthly, May, 98—
106.

Salazar, Gabriel, 1990. Violeicia politica popular en las “grandes alamedas.” Santi-
ago, Chile: SUR.

Sandora, J. A., and R. C. Petersen. 1980. “Crowd Control and the Small Police
Department.”” FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, December, pp. 2-5.

San Francisco Police Department. 1989. San Francisco Police Department Crowd
Control Mannal. San Francisco, CA: San Francisco Police Department.

Sani, Giacomo. 1996. “T verdetti del 21 aprile.” Il Muline 45: 451-58.

Sardino, Thomas. 1985. “The Demonstration Experience at Syracuse Univer-
sity.”” Campus Law Enforcenent Journal, September/October, pp. 33-34.

Schiotz, Arne. 1983. “A Campaign Is Born.”” ILUCN Bulletin 14 (October—
December): 120-22.

Schilesinger v. Ballard, 1975, 419 U.S, 498.

Schmitter, Philippe. n.d. “Some Propositions about Civil Society and the Con-
solidation of Democracy.”” Unpublished manuscript, Stanford University,
Stanford, CA.

Schneider, Cathy Lisa. 1992. “Radical Opposition Parties and Squatters” Move-
ments in Pinochet's Chile.” Pp. 260-75 in Sonia Alvarez and Arturo Escobar,
eds., The Making of Social Movenents, Boulder, CO: Westview.

. 1995. Shantytown Protest in Pinochet’s Cliile, Philadelphia: Temple Uni-
versity Press.

Schussler Fiorenza, Elisabeth. 1983. In Memory of Her: A Feminist Theological
Reconstruction of Christian Origins. New York: Crossroad.

. 1984, Bread Not Stone: Tie Challenge of Fenrinist Biblical Interpretation.
Boston: Beacon.

Scott, W. Richard, and John W. Meyer. 1994. Institutionnl Evsvironmeints and Orga-
nizations. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.




258 References

Seidman, Gay W. 1994. Manufucturing Militance: Workers” Movements in Brazil
and South Africa, 1970-1985. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Selznick, Philip. 1949, TVA and the Grassroots. Berkeley: University of California
Prass.

Sikkink, Kathryn. 1986, “Codes of Conduct for Transnational Corporations:
The Case of the WHO/UNICEF Code.” International Organization 40: 815-40.

. 1993, “Human Rights, Principled Issue-Networks, and Sovereignty in
Latin America.” International Organization 47: 411-41.

Simons, Marlise. 1993. “Mutilation of Girls’ Genitals: Ethnic Gulf in French
Court.” New York Times, November 23, p. A13.

Skidmore, Thomas. 1988. The Politics of Military Rude in Brazil, 1964-1985. New
York: Oxford University Press.

Slack, Alison T. 1988, “Female Circumcision: A Critical Appraisal.” Human
Rights Quarterly 10: 437-86.

Smith, Brian. 1982. The Church and Politics in Chile: Challenges to Modern Cathioli-
cisnt. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Smith, Jackie, Ron Pagnucco, and Charles Chatfield, eds. 1997. Sofidarity beyond
the State. The Dynamtics of Transnational Social Moventents. Syracuse, NY: Syra-
cuse University Press.

Smolla, Rodney A. 1992. Free Speech in an Open Seciety. New York: Knopf.

Snow, David A., and Robert D. Benford. 1988. ““Ideology, Frame Resonance,
and Participant Mobilization.” Pp. 197-217 in Bert Klandermans, Hanspeter
Kriesi, and Sidney Tarrow, eds., From Skructure to Action: Comparing Social
Movement Research across Cultures. Greenwich, CT: JAL

. 1992, “Master Frames and Cycles of Protest.” Pp. 133-55 in Aldon D.
Morris and Carol McClurg Mueller, eds., Frontiers i Social Movement Theory.
New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

Snow, David, E. Burke Rochford, Steven K. Worden, and Robert D. Benford.
1986. “Frame Alignment Pracesses, Micromobilization, and Movement Par-
ticipation.”” American Sociological Review 51: 464-81.

Snowden, Frank M. 1989, The Fuscist Revolution in Tuscany, 1919-1922. New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Sochart, Elise A, 1988. “Agenda Setting, The Role of Groups and the Legislative
Process: The Prohibition of Female Circumcision in Britain.” Parliamentary
Affairs 41(4) (October): 508-26.

Sommier, Isabelle. 1990. Analyse des services d'ordre CGT ef CFDT. Paris: Mem-
oire de DEA, Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Science Sociales.

Sontheimer, Kurt. 1983. Zeitenwende? Die Bundesrepublik zwischen alter wnd alter-
nativer Politik. Hamburg: Hoffmann & Campe.

. cSoules Satali 9970 “The Student [ivestment Movement in the United States

and the Shantytown: The Diffusion of a Protest Tactic.” Social Forces 75:
855-83.

Staggenborg, Suzanne. 1988. “The Consequences of Professionalization and
Formalization in the Pro-Choice Movement.”” American Sociolagical Review 53
585-605.

Stark, Rodney. 1972. Police Riots. Belmont, CA: Wadsworth.

References 259

Stepan, Alfred. 1988. Rethinking Military Politics: Brazil and the Southern Cone,
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Sternstein, Wolfgang, ed. n.d. “Gottesdienst mit der Drahtschere.” Pp. 23-28
in Wolfgang Sternstein, ed., Abriistung von unten: Die Pflugscharbewegung in
den USA und Europa. Stuttgart: Sternstein.

Stiehm, Judith. 1989. Arims and the Enlisted Wonian. Philadelphia: Temple Uni-
versity Press.

Stone, Deborah A. 1988. Policy Parndox and Political Reason. New York: Harper-
Collins.

Struck v, Secretary of Defense. 1971, 460 F2d 1372 (9th Cir.), cert. granted, 409
U.S. 497 (1971), vacated and remanded, 409 U.S. 1071 (1972).

Swidler, Ann. 1986. ““Culture in Action: Symbols and Strategies.” American
Sociological Review 51: 46481,

Swidler, Leonard, and Arlene Swidler. 1977, Women Priests: A Commentary on
the Vatican Declaration. New York: Paulist.

Szabo, Mate. 1994, July. “From Outlawed to Marginalized? Political Move-
menis in Hungary (1990-1994).” Paper presented at the XIII World Congress
of Sociology, Bielefeld, Germany.

. 1995, May. “Trends in Collective Protest in Hungary, 1989-1594.”
Paper presented at the conference “Democracy, Markets, and Civil Societies
in Post-1989 East Central Europe,” Minda de Gunzburg Center for European
Studies, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA.

Szikinger, Isvan. 1996. ““The Institutional Framework of Handling Protest and
Demonstrations in Hungary.” Pp. 43~58 in Peter Timoranszky, ed., U Rende-
szeti Tamihmanyok: Mobilization and Policing of Protest in Western Europe and
Hungary. Budapest: Police Research Institute,

Taft, Philip, and Philip Ross, 1969. “American Labor Violence: Its Causes,
Character and Outcome.” Pp. 270-376 in Hugh Davis Graham and Ted Rob-
ert Gurr, eds., Violence in Americn: Historical and Compnrative Perspectives.
New York: Signet.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1989. Democracy and Disorder: Protest and Politics in Italy, 1965—
1975. Oxford: Clarendon.

. 1992, “Mentalities, Political Cultures, and Collective Action Frames:

Constructing Meanings through Action.”” Pp. 174-202 in Aldon D. Morris

and Carol McClurg Mueller, eds., Frontfers in Social Movement Theory. New

Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

. 1993. “Modular Collective Action and the Rise of the Social Movement:

Why the French Revolution Was Not Enough.” Politics and Society 21 (1):

647-70.

. 1994, Power in Movement: Collective Action, Socinl Muovements and Politics.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

. 1995. “"Mass Mobilization in Regime Change: Pacts, Reform, and Popu-

lar Power in [taly (1918-1922} and Spain (1975-1978)."" Pp. 204-30 in Richard

Gunther, B Nikiforos Diamandouros, and Hans Jurgen Puhle, eds., The Poli-

tics of Democratic Consolidation: Southern Europe in Comparative Perspective,

Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press.




260 Referenices

. 1996a. “Fishnets, Internets and Catnets: Globalization and Transna-
tional Collective Action.” Working Paper 78 (March). Madrid; Institutio Juan
March de Estudios e Investigaciones.

. 1996b. *“States and Opportunities: The Political Structuring of Social

Movements.” Pp. 41-61 in Doug McAdam, John D. McCarthy, and Mayer

Zald, eds., Comparative Perspectives on Social Movements. Cambridge: Cam-

bridge University Press.

. 1997, **“The Very Excess of Democracy”: Social Movements and the
Formation of the American State.”” In Andrew McFarland and Anne Costain,
eds., Social Movenients and the American Political Process. Lanham, MD: Row-
man & Littlefield.

Taylor, Charles, and David A. Jodice. 1983. World Hamndbook of Political and Social
Indicaiors. 3d ed. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press,

Thelen, Kathieen, and Sven Steinmo. 1992. “Historical Institutionalism in
Comparative Politics.” Pp. 1-32 in 5. Steinmo, K. Thelen, and Franlk Longs-
treth, eds., Structuring Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Thomas, Dorothy Q. 1993. “Holding Governments Accountable by Public
Pressure.” Pp. 82-88 in Joanna Kerr, ed., Ours by Right: Women’s Rights as
Hianan Rights. London: Zed.

. 1995. Personal interview, October 20, New York, NY.

Tilly, Charles. 1978. Fronr Mobilization to Revolution. New Yorlk: McGraw-Hill.

. 1983. “Speaking Your Mind without Elections, Surveys, or Social Move-

ments.” Public Opinion Quarterly 147: 461-478.

. 1986. The Confentions French, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University

Press.

1995a. “Contentious Repertoires in Great Britain, 1758-1834."
Pp. 12-42 in Mark Traugott, ed., Reperloires and Cycles of Collective Action.
Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

. 1995b. Popular Contention in Great Britein 1758-1834. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Tilly, Charles, Louise Tilly, and Richard Tilly. 1975. The Rebellions Century,
1830-1930. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Touraine, Alain. 1985. “An Intreduction to the Study of Social Movements.”
Social Resenrch 52(4): 749-87.

Traugott, Mark, ed. 1995. Reperfoires and Cycles of Collective Action. Durham,
NC: Duke University Press.

Tribe, Laurence H. 1988, American Constitulional Law. 2d ed. Mineola, NY:
Foundation Press,

Tsebelis, George. 1990, Nested Games: Rational Choice in Comparative Politics.
Berkeley: University of California Press.

U.S. Government Printing Office. 1993. Code of Federal Regulations. Section 36:
“Parks, Forests, and Public Propesty,” pp. 1-135. Washington, D.C.: Office
of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Administration.

U.5. Government Printing Office. 1959. “Department of the Interior: National
Park Service.” Federal Register 24: 994869,

United Nations. 1986. “‘Report of the Working Group on Traditional Practices
Affecting the Health of Women and Children.” UN Doc. E/CN.4/1986/42.

References 261

United Stafes v. Stanley. 1987. 483 U.5, 669, 671.

Verba, Sidney, and Norman H. Nie. 1972. Participation and Democracy: Political
Democracy and Social Equality. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Vidulich, Dorothy. 1993. “Underground, Women’s Press Multiplies.” National
Catlolic Reporter 29(2), January 15.

Waddington, B A. . 1991. The Strong Arm of the Law: Armed and Public Order
Poticing. Oxford: Clarendon.

- 1994. Liberty and Order: Policing Public Order in a Capital City. London:
University of London Press.

Wagman, Robert J. 1991. The First Amendment Book. New York: World Almanac.

Waldie v. Schlesinger. 1974. 509 E2d 508 (D. C. Cir.)

Walker, Daniel. 1968. Rights in Conflici. Washington, D.C.: US. Government
Printing Office.

Walker, Jack L. 1969. “The Diffusion of Innovations among the American
States.”” American Polifical Scieice Review 63: 880-99.

Walker, Jack L., Jr. 1991, Mobitizing hiterest Groups in America: Patrons, Profes-
sions, and Social Movenents. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Walker, Samuel. 1990, Inr Defense of American Liberties: A History of the ACLUI
New York: Oxford University Press.

Wallace, Michael, and ]. Craig Jenkins. 1995, *'The New Class, Postindustrial-
ism, and Neacorperatism: Three Images of Social Protest in the Western De-
mocracies.” Pp. 96-137 in ]. Craig jenkins and Bert Klandermans, eds., The
Dolitics of Secial Protest: Compnrative Perspectives on Stales and Social Move-
ments, Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Wallace, Ruth A. 1992. They Call Her Pastor: A New Role for Catholic Women.
Albany: State University of New York.

Walsh, Edward. 1996. *'This Time Around, Police Take Polite Approach to Pro-
tests.”” Washington Post, August 30, pp. A30, A40.

Wapner, Paul. 1995> “Politics beyond the State: Environmental Activism and

" World Civie Politics.” World Politics 47: 311-40.

Ware, Ann Patrick. 1985. Midwives of tie Future: American Sisters Tell Their Story.
Kansas City, MO: Leavan.

. 1995a. “Loretto’s Hispanic Tradition: Lights and Shadows.” in Ann

Patrick Ware, ed., Naming Our Trutli: Stories of Loretto Womnen. Inverness, CA:

Chardon.

. 1995b, Naming Our Trutl: Stories of Lorefto Wonten. Inverness, CA: Char-
don. (Available from Loretto Motherhouse, Book Dept., Nerinx, KY 40049-
9999,)

Warren, Ellen, and James Warren. 1996. “No Lemmings Here.” Chicago Tribune,
August 30, section 2, p. 2.

Weaver, Mary Jo. 1986. New Catholic Wonsen: A Contemporary Challenge to Tradi-
tional Religious Authority. New York: Harper and Row. (Reprinted 1995.)

- 1993. Springs of Water in a Dry Land: Spiritual Swrvival for Cathelic Women
Today. Boston: Beacon.

Whittaker, Charles. 1964. “The Causes and Effect upon Public Order of
Planned Mass Violations of Our Laws.” Police Clief 34(4): 12-22.




262 References

. 1966. “The Effects of Planned, Mass Disobedience of Qur Laws.”” FBI
Law Enforcement Bulletin 35(9): 9-13, 25.

Wilson, Frank L. 1990. ““Neo-Corporatism and the Rise of New Social Move-
ments.” Pp. 67-83 in Russell J. Dalton and Manfred Kuechler, eds., Challeng-
ing the Political Order. New York: Oxford University Press.

. 1994, “Political Demonstrations in France: Protest Politics or Politics of
Ritual?"” French Politics and Society 12(2&3): 3—-40.

Wilson, James Q. 1973. Political Organizations, New York: Basic.

Winter, Martin. 1997. “Police Philosophy and Protest Policing in the Federal
Republic of Germany, 1960 to 1990.” In Donatella della Porta and Herbert
Reiter, eds., Policing Protests: The Control of Mass Demonstrations in Contenpo-
raryy Democracies. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Wolfsfeld, Gadi. 1988. The Politics of Provocation: Participation and Profest in Is-
ragl. Albany: State University of New York Press.

Women Environment and Development Organization (WEDO). 1996. *10,000
Brazilian Women Run for Office.” News & Views 3-4: 4.

World Bank. 1993. World Bank Development Report 1993: Investing in Health.
Washington, D.C.: World Bank.

Yin, Jordan. 1996. “The Role of Master Frames in the Sprawl-Busters Move-
ment.” Unpublished manuscript, Comnell University, Ithaca, NY.

Zimmerman, Jean. 1995. Tailspin: Woinen at War in the Wake of Tailhook. New
York: Doubleday.

Zuzowski, Robert. 1992. Political Dissent and Opposition i1t Poland. Westport, CT:
Praeger.






