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Abstract

This thesis is an ethnographic study of UK environmental social movement mobilisations of the
1990s, detailing the movement’s characteristics such as its structure as a fluid series of
biodegradable networks. The thesis evidences what action was taken during this period, using
primarily qualitative methodologies: semi-structured interviews and Participant Observation
(PO). Evidence showing how mobilisation occurred, how activist networks are ‘born’ and
sustained, is given, examining issues such as the diffusion of repertoires over time, and the
importance of social networks. The “why” of mobilisation was documented, detailing activists’
rationales for action given in interviews and a variety of other media such as email groups and in
PO settings.

The thesis approached the data from a ‘grounded theory’ perspective, meaning that
appropriate theoretical directions developed during the research process. There were however
initial aims: to investigate whether the EDA movement had a ‘collective identity’ (Melucci
1996), and hypotheses: that activists had complex rationales for taking action, and that there was
a symbiosis between the taking of action, the development of movement praxis and collective
identity, and the process of further mobilisation. These aims and hypotheses were realised by the
research work. Despite many complexities outlined in the research, generally the EDA
movement has a collective identity. This is based on a shared commitment to direct action,
grassroots democracy, and a radical discourse, which challenges the codes and perceived abuses
of power inherent in the dominant paradigm. Social justice, human rights, and environmental
sustainability are equally important to EDA activists and seen as interrelated. Through charting
the process of action in the 1990’s, the thesis locates the ‘anti globalisation’ mobilisations at the
turn of the millennium as evidence of EDA movement capacity building aver a decade.

The thesis aims to have contributed to Social Movement theory through this ethnographic

approach.
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Introduction

Praxis And Practice: The ‘What, How And Why’ Of The UK Environmental Direct
Action (EDA) Movement In The 1990’s.

It’s very rarely that you actually talk about it, its kind of taken for granted...

(activist in interview 1999)

Section 1: General Overview

In summary, this PhD is a case study of the UK EDA movement, and its primary function is to
map out the territory, charting the process of movement practice and (cognitive) praxis over a
decade. Some key questions include: What is the EDA movement? What targets have been
mobilised over, and what repertoires of action have been used? How is the movement
structured? What rationales do activists give for the action they take? Under what circumstances,
how, and why, is mobilisation triggered and sustained? What does this ethnographic detail
signify - what are the implications of this data? Throughout, this PhD has taken a “grounded
theory”' approach to the material; namely, the significance of what was being discovered was
theoretically framed as a result of analysing the data. Thus, as discussed in the conclusion, the
research process has altered the focus of the research itself. As is outlined below, determining the
existence and nature of the movement’s ‘collective identity’ (Melucci 1996) has remained
consistent as a thesis aim, whilst much else has developed ‘organically’.

Much academic theory, in particular Social Movement (SM) theory, has been developed
as a set of workable ‘tools’ which enable SM researchers to deconstruct case-specific phenomena
of mobilisation against a set of generally agreed theoretical principles®. By using the EDA
movement as a case study, academic theories on (for example) the nature of movements (what is
a social movement) the causes of mobilisation and what sustains it are weighed up against
ethnographic examples, thus evaluating what theory seems to fit, what doesn’t and why. Thus
through use of SM theory, this PhD is seeking not only to document, analyse and explain the

! See ch2 for further methodological rationale

% see ch3 for literature review and relevant summaries of academic discussion
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EDA movement, but also to contribute to the SM literature. In terms of activists’ worldviews,
their arguments, values and ideas are similarly evaluated against the literature on green politics
and eco-philosophy.

“I have trouble enough defining who “I”” am, never mind who “we” are...”>

I realised quite soon that I had set myself a difficult task for a number of reasons. Most
importantly, the movement is in a process of continuous flux and change. It is diffuse and
diverse, comprised of a series of networks and campaign groups, very large, and very hard to
define. (This is in itself an important finding). The predominantly qualitative methods used also
contribute to the issue of representative ness (although I would make the point that my status as
an activist over 10 years and the range of participant observation (PO) I have undertaken enables
me to make more of a case for the generalisability of my qualitative methods - see Ch2). Thus,
this PhD presents a series of snapshots of the EDA movement, rather than a complete picture. It
is important to stress that the emphasis in this thesis is on documenting the process of movement
growth, change and collective identity, than trying to pin it down to a definitive, “nailed to the
wall” definition.

Despite the emphasis on plurality, diversity and fluidity in movement structure, culture
and action (a cross-cutting theme in this thesis - it is this diverse process of movement collective
identity and inter-movement dissent which defines the EDA movement as a social movement -
Melucci 1989, 1996), there are many ethnographic findings which are corroborated through a
number of triangulated methodologies. Consistent findings about activists’ worldviews, for
example, surface in online chat, in interviews, in activist workshops at national gatherings, in the
ethnographic evidence of what action has been taken. To this extent it is possible to cautiously
extrapolate and talk, from these snapshots, about ‘the movement as a whole’. The size, nature
and speed at which the picture changes on the ground* are thus important methodological
constraints. Another key constraint was the ‘life, universe and everything’ nature of the primary
question I was asking activists, namely - what direct action have you taken and why? The
complexity of what it was that activists had to say itself presented methodological problems:

? Activist in private conversation, 18.7.99
*Within four years from the end of the Newbury roads protest, large national protest sites are no longer the norm;

GM and globalisation are now the prime targets of action nationally.
13



what we 're opposing is so enormous, that to begin to summarise it in a few words is virtually

impossible. I mean, we are talking about the whole way that the world operates...”

Thus this is something else I have to be pragmatic about, the detailed positions that activists hold
are too complex to analyse in their entirety. Basically, there was too much data - I have had to cut
out a lot of extremely interesting ethnography in order to construct a coherent and structured

thesis.

1.1. Short Methodological Note

Methodological approaches are discussed in Ch 2; they were primarily qualitative, based on
interviews with activists, and PO in a range of settings, in part drawing on my experiences as an
activist over a decade, but primarily based on explicit and reflexive PO since 1996 onwards.
Some quantitative data analysis was also practised. The period under study is roughly late
1991/1992 - early 2001.

As is mentioned in various places in the thesis, between 1999 and 2001 I was also
employed part time on an ESRC research project®, which was an ethnographic study of activist
networks in three locations in the UK. I have used a small part of the data collated and analysed
by myself for the project here, with the consent of my research colleagues Dr. Brian Doherty and
Dr. Derek Wall. Cognitively, this thesis has benefited hugely from my involvement in this
project; I have however generally avoided using the analysed data for this thesis as this was a

team effort.
Section 2: Key Aims And Central Hypotheses

2.1 Important Note
Given that the process of conducting PhD research seems, anecdotally, to follow a certain pattern,
it is likely that the following research paradox is a standard one. The aims of this PhD shifted

focus during the course of the research; section 2 of the conclusion charts this process in detail.

5Interview with activist 2000.

6 Doherty, Plows and Wall: ‘Radical Participation: Protesters Identities And Networks In Manchester, North
Wales and Oxford’; part of the ESRC programme ‘Democracy and participation® http://www.esrc.ac.uk/

14



Thus, key findings only surfaced later in the research process, during final analyses about what
the ethnography gathered and literature searches actually signified; what the implications of the
evidence were. Because of this, it seemed logical that the detail of my PhD findings and
conclusions should be presented in the conclusion (section 3), because they came at the end of
the research process. Like all other PhD students I have known, I am now writing my
introduction last, in the light of my findings, which enable me to work backwards and firm up
more conclusively what the aims of this thesis are i.e. the hypotheses outlined here are in reality
often key research findings or outputs in themselves. For example, whilst now I could frame a
hypothesis that the EDA movement has built capacity (drawing on theoretical propositions
developed by Welsh 2000), and this is weighed up a;gainst ethnographic examples throughout the
thesis, and evidenced as a key research finding, it was not a key aim when I started the research.
My initial aims were fairly basic and not particularly well developed thearetically, howeves they
enabled me to come to some extremely interesting conclusions; this is ‘grounded theory’ proving
its worth as a research methodology. The broad and ethnography based nature of my initial
research aims enabled me to develop more focussed hypotheses which I then used to deconstruct
my data. Thus it is in the conclusion that the finer points of this PhD’s achievements - the
hypotheses, the theoretical critiques, developed and ‘proved’ by examination of the data - are to
be found.

2.2 Initial Aims And Hypotheses
These have remained consistent throughout. Broadly, this PhD aimed:
e To document the ‘what and how’ of the UK EDA movement
Leading on from this, three basic questions were framed as follows:
o Why do EDA activists take action and what are the implications of their rationales?
e Does the EDA movement have a ‘collective identity’?
e Under what circumstances, how, and why, is mobilisation in the EDA movement
triggered and sustained?’
There were two initial hypotheses:

e Activists generally as individuals have a complex and coherent worldview, which

motivates them to take direct action, they are “organic intellectuals™.

15



e Action triggers discourse, individual and collective growth and change, and hence more

action.
2.3 Initial Findings

See conclusion for a fuller discussion on the findings of this thesis. Generally, this PhD did
fulfill the basic aims set out in the above section, answered the research questions, and provided
evidence which backed up the hypotheses. Further, other PhD aims and hypotheses emerged as a
result of these findings (see 2.4 below). The complexities of these findings are discussed and
developed through the course of the thesis and summarized in more detail in the conclusion. To

summarise them here extremely generally:

e The ethnography provided a detailed and coherent outline of the UK EDA movement
over a decade.

¢ Explanations for movement activity, through evaluating how collective action is initiated
and sustained, and through evaluating activists’ rationales for action, are provided.

e Whilst “collective identity” remains a complex and contested field, it was showntobe a
useful tool for understanding the “why” of the EDA movement. Broadly, the EDA
movement shares a ‘collective identity’ based on a ‘social ecalogy’ paradigm, a
commitment to social justice and environmental sustainability. “Rights” and power
relationships are related core themes of activist discourse, along with a commitment to
direct action as the only or primary strategy for change.

e The ethnography provided evidence for the initial hypotheses.

e Much SM literature is focused on asking similar questions, and the theoretical
explanations given tend, generally speaking, to corroborate the PhD’s ethnographically
led conclusions, they provided a useful framework through which to address and answer
the research questions.

2.4 “Organically Developed” subsidiary PhD aims and hypotheses
It can be seen how the following aims and hypotheses developed out of the above, see section 2

of the conclusion for an analysis of this process.
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Aims:

e To document and assess the importance of social networks in triggering and sustaining

mobilisation

e To assess the influence of resources and Political Opportunities on mobilisation

Hypotheses:

e That the EDA movement has built capacity (Welsh 2000) over time, diffusing both
ideological and tactical repertoires throughout its networks.
e That movement structure (biodegradability) means that capacity is also lost.

2.5 Subsidiary Findings

o The existence, nature and the importance of the factors outlined above was evidenced in

the data
e Evidence to support the hypotheses were similarly demonstrated through the

ethnography
e Relevant SM literature again corroborated the PhD findings and symbiotically shaped

how these questions were framed in the first place.

Section 3: Defining Terms

The following subsections briefly highlight some key definitions and issues which surface
throughout the PhD, and are important to clarify at the outset. This is not a definitive list, and

again the detail is developed in relevant chapters.

3.1 What Is A Social Movement?
This is a key theme in this PhD, woven throughout the ethnography, and the theory is discussed

in detail in Ch 3.
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A useful definition is Mario Diani's:

"A social movement is a network of informal interactions between a plurality of individuals,

groups and /or organisations, engaged in a political or cultural conflict, on the basis of a shared

collective identity."

(Diani 1992: 13)

Movement collective identity is perhaps best described or defined as the process of cognitive
praxis of many EDA interconnected networks. This is a key theme in this PhD and is discussed
in Ch 3 but also throughout the PhD in the context of ethnographic examples. Other
commentators add that such movements are ‘challenging codes’ (Melucci 96), offering collective
resistance to dominant forms of power (Tarrow 1998). The concept of “New Social Movements™
(NSMs) is a contested one, but as discussed in Ch 3 the following is a standard benchmark
explanation of ‘new’ social movements since the 60’s. Melucci (96) argues that in the
information age, in a society where power is diffuse and located in complex sites, the new
(social, economic) power of cultural symbols is reflected in movement’s actions. Castells (97)
makes similar points. Thus what is perhaps truly “new” about ‘NSMs’ if is that activity is
directed against challenging dominant cultural and economic codes’.

Finally, mobilisation is linked to social movement definitions, without mobilisation in

some form, movements wouldn’t be moving.

3.2 What is the EDA Movement?

As is evidenced throughout, the radical EDA movement is part of a wider environmental
movement, and it is not always easy to separate these layers out. In fact, this PhD highlights that
blurred boundaries are one of the key ‘attributes’ of the EDA movement (especially at the micro
level of one to one encounters, and the ‘meso’ level of local activist networks — see Ch 5).

To further complicate the picture, the ‘wider’ environmental movement itself has ‘blurred
boundaries’ in its interface with the general public, as commentators have noted (see for example

Dobson 2000). A useful benchmark is Doherty (2002)’s definition of the wider green movement
in the UK:

71 would agree; with the proviso that activists prefer to target tangibles as the first priority, with the ‘challenging
codes’ implicit in the fact that they take this action. However it can be seen that the “anti-capitalist” actions often
focus on ‘challenging codes’ as the primary function of action. Mayday 2000 demos in London were actually

criticized by activists and the media as unfocussed because of this.
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“environmentalists who believe that radical political and social changes are necessary to deal
with the ecological crisis” (Doherty 2002:ppl)

This distinguishes (for example) “ captains of industry” who bappen to be bird watching
enthusiasts and so support their local wildlife sanctuary (whilst complicit through their jobs in
degrading other habitats), from Green Party members who would tend to have a more sustained
radical critique on habitat protection and changing human consumption patterns.

Another layer ‘in’ are those who not only have the worldview described above but are

prepared to take direct action and have a more explicitly radical ideology (see Ch 4). This is the
‘inner core’ of the EDA movement, a mainstay of its collective identity (see Wall 1999), and
forms the main subject of the ethnography in this PhD. The EDA movement under study
throughout is succinctly described by Seel et al below:
“in the 1990s there was a dramatic rise in the amount of direct action...what distinguishes [this]
new wave of direct action is an ethos characterised by an intention to affect social and
ecological conditions directly, even while it also (sometimes) seeks indirect influence through
the mass media, changed practises of politicians and political and economic institutions”

(Seel, Paterson and Doherty 2000: 1)

As discussed in Ch 1 and Ch 3 in particular, the EDA movement also forms a continuum with a
succession of social movements and counter-cultural activity since the 60°s. Thus both in terms of
a generational legacy, and in current cross-movement activity, it is important to construct the
EDA movement as an integrated and integral part (a ‘wave’ -Tarrow 1998-) of a wider ‘sea’ of
radical mobilisations. Thus, whilst peace, human rights and social justice are in any case core
frames through which activists construct their ‘environmental’ action, these are also issues which
themselves have (either historically, or currently) triggered the formation of social movements in
their own right. Thus as far as the EDA movement is defined, boundaries are blurred between
different social movements as well as between ‘layers’ of radical and less radical environmental

activists.

3.3 Defining “Protest”

This is one of many areas where meaning is contested. Defining protest is linked to defining what
constitutes ‘political’ action - see Ch 3 for a more detailed look at this issue. A useful definition is
given by Doherty who defines protest as including
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“all collective action that is directed at an audience outside the group, involves confrontation,
and is intended to express or advance the groups’ politics™ (2002:11)

Applying Doherty’s definitions to ‘lifestyle’ issues is initially challenging. However, TAZs-
Temporary Autonomous Zones- (Bey 91), communes, coops, communal lifestyle projects and
grassroots community initiatives such as squatted social centres, reclaiming green spaces can be
classed as protests® when they involve law-breaking, or at the very least are deliberately,
consciously transgressing dominant cultural codes, and thus represent a conscious political
challenge to the dominant paradigm. Such ‘cultural’ activity also plays a vital role in sustaining
activist communities and hence mobilisation over time (Doherty, Plows and Wall 2001) and is
thus an intrinsic and symbiotic aspect of more obviously “political protest’ activity. Whilst most
attention is given in this PhD to these more easily - defined forms of pofitical protest (road protest
camps, the ‘trashing’ of GM crops, anti-capitalist street parties), the broader background of
politicised movement culture and lifestyle is also key and is referred to throughout.

Defining ‘direct action’ was something I asked my interviewees to do. A general
conclusion is that for activists, whilst all direct action is protest, not all protest is direct action, and

where the boundary lines are drawn is a subjective issue:

-Every person who takes direct action probably has their own definition - but a definition for me,
it’s like, doing things where I'm taking a bit of control back into my life that s been taken oway
Jrom me by the State, by corporations or whatever. Actually going out and doing something, it's
not asking somebody else to do something on my behalf, not writing to MPs and saying, ‘you
should ask someone to stop genetic engineering’. It’s about going out and doing something
yourself [laughs]...that’ s not to invalidate the other ways of doing things.

(activist in interview 1999)

3.4 Personal Biography And Partisanship
As is discussed in detail in Ch 2 and at various points throughout the PhD, as an activist and a

8 Pepper (1993) has emphasized how some “New-Age” communes are more isolationist and apolitical whilst Sarg-
isson (2000) takes a different stance, pointing out that the most seemingly apolitical of communes are still, through
their lifestyles, challenging exisling codes. For the direct action community, such lifestyle choice is part of a sym-
biotic strategy to achieve radical change through direct action. See also Plows (1997).
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feminist I have approached (indeed, I could not have approached it any other way) my material
with an explicitly partisan perspective, drawing on academic rationales developed by feminist and
critical theorist perspectives. This was, not to put to fine a point on it, the reason I had entered
into academia in the first place - to use research as a strategy to achieve environmental, economic
and social sustainability, by enabling the relatively unheard voices of those within the movement to
have an academically analysed (as opposed to, for example, a media sound bite) medium through
which their views and actions could be more rigorously evaluated, which would hopefully
contribute to a paradigm shift towards a more ethically and structurally sustainable and just
society.” My political goals mirrored those of protestors' generally - I suppose in a sense, in 1996
I viewed academia as a protest strategy in the same way other friends were sizing up 100-foot oak
trees. This of course is all directly contrary to the standard textbook position taken by
Hammersley and Atkinson which warns against 'putting politics into sociology’."® The pros and
cons of my approach are discussed in terms of methodological viability in Ch 2, revisiting work
undertaken during my MA thesis."!. A point also needs emphasising regarding the style of this
PhD. Ethnographic, methodological and theoretical accuracy has been striven for as a priority, this
PhD aims for academic excellence. These goals are, I would argue, compatible with an ‘engaged’

writing style, see Ch 2.
Section 4: PhD chapter summaries

Ch 1 movement overview

This chapter outlines the basic history of the last 10 years of EDA movement activity, discourse,
culture and action. It is here that quantitative data analysing what action has been taken is
presented. Changes in movement discourse, praxis and practice- movement strategy, identity and
culture - are also analysed together with an evaluation of consistency. Evidence and analysis on
how the movement is structured, how it organizes, is also presented here (e.g. local
groups/networks, decentralised structures). The concept of diffusion and movement capacity

building (Welsh & Chesters 2000) is presented with reference to previous generations of activists

® It is likely that my research will be of most use inter-movement as a discussion tool in terms of activists’
articulated desire to improve on their ‘effectiveness’.

'® Hammersley, M. + Atkinson, P. (1993); Atkinson P. +Hammersley M. (1994)

"'Plows 1998
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and preceding waves of movement activity ( e.g. peace, anti —nuclear, feminist).

Ch 2 Methodology

Outlines in detail the various methodological approaches used in this thesis, both qualitative and
quantitative, Rationales for methods used (pragmatic and also epistemological, e.g. feminist
theory), pros and cons of each method, general methodological issues, problems and themes
raised by the writing of this PhD are all presented here. My status as an “insider researcher” is also
examined here together with relevant issues such as the methodological pros/cons of political

partisanship and research.

Ch 3 Literature Review

This chapter serves to crystallise and clarify the theoretical underpinning of the PhD. All major
theoretical directions explored in the PhD will be summarised and presented here. In keeping with
the main direction of this thesis, all theory (social movement, feminist, eco-philosophy) is related
to the “what, how and why” of social movements generally, and also specific literature related to
the UK EDA movement. Thus the contributions of more “local” academic theorists who discuss
the UK EDA (and related) movements (Walsh, Doherty, Roseneil, Wall ) are analysed, as well as
academics who discuss movements and their ideas more generally without necessarily mentioning
the UK EDA movement (Tarrow, Melucci). Theoretical approaches used in this thesis are
eclectic, with aspects of theories across the board of social movement theory being utilised and
discussed. This is also the case for the academic literature on green politics and eco-philosophy. I
have used theory as a “toolbox™ out of which I have taken what seems to be appropriate to
construct the theoretical underpinning of this thesis, taking some tools and discarding others, and

providing rationales.

Ch 4 Interview Data: Analysis Of Activists’ Life Histories And Accounts Of Action
Based on the life history interviews undertaken, this chapter primarily showcases the “what” and
“why” of action, the viewpoints of activists themselves in terms of their stories and their personal
motivations for taking direct action. This chapter explains what it means to be a direct activist, as
through activists’ stories and accounts of action a graphic picture of involvement in movement
culture and mobilisation is given - the hidden history of the EDA movement. The extent and
diversity of action taken, both by individuals and the movement generally, is evident. The “life
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cycle” of individual activists is outlined, from initial contact with action networks, immersion
within them, assimilation of movement ideas and discourses, accounts of burnout and alienation,
the sustaining of action in the long terms or drop —off through factors such as biographical
availability, are documented and whilst samples are small, there is a sense in which some
conclusions about mobilisation and recruitment into action networks can be tentatively drawn.

‘ Secondly, this chapter examines the interview data and establishes interviewees’ rationales
for action. The extent to which there are commonly —held rationales for action, recurring themes
and points of view in interviews flagged by activists as being central to their rationales for taking
action, are documented and then analysed. Proof that activists generally have systemic, “multi-
issue” and highly complex rationales for taking action is given. Key PhD themes and hypotheses,
for example representativeness, movement diversity and the nature of collective identity, where
the boundaries of the movement are, are explored in detail in this context. The idea of grassroots

activists as “organic experts” and “organic intellectuals” is also evidenced.

Ch 5 Case Study - Participant Observation of Gwynedd and Mon Earth First!

By focusing on the history, nature, action targets, alliances of a local direct action group, some of
the methodological problems to do with the overall breadth of the PhD’s general subject matter
can be dealt with, i.e. this in-depth study can examine issues discussed in a wider context (such
as the nature of movement structure) in more detail. Basically, studying the local character of one
of the many small groups and networks which help (along with more ‘npational’
campaigns/networks) to make up the wider EDA movement, supplements the generalised picture
of the movement as a whole presented in this PhD with a more in-depth look at one of these
groups. Thus, whilst being a small, localised sample, this case study can also corroborate claims
made at a more general level about the way the movement is organised.

This chapter focuses primarily on the “how” of mobilisation, looking primarily at external
and more macro factors which shape the opportunities for action, mobilisation levels, the nature
and targets of action, local alliance patterns. These factors include local Political Opportunities,
geography/population, the history of local radical action, the predisposition of other political
actors in this locality. It can be seen how local macro factors shape the opportunities for
and nature of mobilisation in areas, pointing again to the diversity of experience which

comprises the national EDA movement, and how things are simultaneously different and
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the same. How mobilisation is sustained over time - social networks, activist culture, the extent to
which there is crossover with previous activist generations, alliance patterns - is also a key theme

in this chapter. Ethnographic evidence for diffusion and capacity building is given.

Ch 6 “Let Our Resistance Be As Trans-National As Capital!”

This chapter further highlights that the recent anti-capitalist protests (such as “J18” in 1999) have
not exploded from nowhere, but rather (at least, in the case of the UK), have evolved as part of
the process of movement collective identity and capacity — building over the last 10 years (in itself
a legacy of previous ‘cycles of contention’). Legacies of precious activist generations are also
discussed. When I started this PhD, one of my aims was to highlight that activists generally had a
‘holistic’, ‘multi-issue’ and systemic rationale as to why they took action on a specific issue
(roads, GM). Over the course of writing this PhD, the EDA movement has become much more
explicit in making this point and in shaping discourses and action strategies accordingly. The
evidence for all of this (see also Ch 4) is given through documenting and analysing activist
discourse in a number of formats (online, in activist workshops, in interviews, movement
literature) and action — both at a local/grassroots level and nationally. The pros and cons of
coalitions are also discussed - again, issues to do with the boundaries of movement, and
movement collective identity, are looked at. The macro factors which have triggered and helped
to sustain the anti-global capitalist mobilisations (POS factors, the Internet) are also presented and
analysed. This chapter focuses predominantly on action which took place within the UK but also

discusses UK involvement in international mobilisations.

Ch 7 Activist Discourse

This chapter provides more ethnographic data, providing examples of the varied settings of
activist discourse and in the process continuing to explore PhD themes on how and under what
circumstances aqtivist identity (ies), movement culture, tactics and strategies are constructed,
what they consist of, what the difficulties with these concepts are. Different settings of discourse
(activist publications, workshops, during action, online, in social settings) all shape activist
identity, praxis and practice, as do the ways in which activist interaction is undertaken. The ‘what
and how’ of activist discourse is thus illustrated and then analysed in terms of what it tells us
about the EDA movement generally, as well as again throwing light on social movement theories
of the nature of movements and mobilisation. This chapter also provides ethnographic examples
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of activist discourse in a specific setting - online anti-capitalist e-groups - and content analysis of
this discourse is used to triangulate with other ethnography and analysis in this PhD in terms of
the generalisability of common themes, shared worldviews, recurring discussions, the nature of
collective identity, dissent and disagreement. Violence and non-violence is used and analysed asa
key example of this activist discussion. Again it is the process of movement cognitive praxis
through discourse (Steinberg 1998) rather than simply analysis of confent which is being examined
here, although content in terms of held-in common worldviews, shared tactics, what seem to be
the main nodes of fissure in current activist discussions and views of themselves, is also evaluated

and compared with the data sets presented in Ch 4.

Conclusion

This charts the story of this research process, and develops key findings in more detail, concluding

with a current positioning of the movement.

Appendices

Consisting of ethnographic data extracts which further supplement /clarify the information given
in the main body of the PhD.

Section S: Thoughts On EDA ¢Collective Identity’.

AsT highlighted at the start of this chapter, it is enough of a task simply to demonstrate the range
and complexity of activist meanings for action, let alone whether or not I had a representative
sample of different voices and networks, or whether such an approach could provide any
meaningful conclusions about ‘movement collective identity’. However the evidence of the
interviews would corroborate that activists have, to a large extent, a shared worldview - shared
grievances, systemic critiques, ethical positions. Whilst a small-scale snowball sample, this data
has served as reiterative evidence when triangulated with my PhD ethnography of activist
engagement and participant observation over the best part of a decade. With all the provisos of
the differences between activist positions rehearsed countless times throughout this PhD, I feel
that the evidence does highlight that activist hold complex worldviews and action rationales,
concepts, grievances, critiques which they generally hold in common. Whilst, as discussed
throughout, some interviewees are able to frame their grievances more articulately than others,
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have more facts at their disposal, the basic frame of reference remains the same. There is evidence
of a held-in-common activist stance - activists see physical, structural, social and economic
interconnections between issues. They share similar ethical codes, and often, emotive responses
to the grievances they frame. Only one interviewee did not see his involvement with anti-traffic
protests as linked much to anything else - the exception rather than the rule. Similarly, in my
activist career and during PO I have occasionally met protestors who did just simply like trees. I
am not arguing that everybody has such sophisticated analysis - far from it, but I do feel it is more
the norm than not, and the evidence would seem to back this up (also, as highlighted, people
develop their analysis during their activist trajectories).

As the quote used at the start of this chapter demonstrated, activists tend to take all of this
(rightly or wrongly) for granted - it’s an “instinctive” thing, a “gut reaction”. This is perhaps best
demonstrated by an example. Post “‘9-11°, as Bush’s “war on terror” got under way, I wrote this
‘diary’. It was how I was feeling, and I knew that anyone I had ever mobilised with would feel the

same. I soon began to find corroboration of this in the usual settings of activist discourse'?.

“Activists are anti the war on Afghanistan and will have been so almost ‘instinctively’. They will
see it as a war in which the victims will be the weak and innocent, civilians. They will point to
previous US/UK economic and military involvement with Afghanistan which ensured the
subsequent rise to power of the Taliban. They will see American discourse on the need to fight
terrorism as the most obscene hypocrisy and will cite examples of how the West has bombed and
killed many innocents in the name of justice and freedom, with the rising death toll from direct
bombing and the extreme conditions suffered by refugees in Afghanistan rising daily being just
the latest example. The preventable deaths of thousands of children in Iraq as a direct
consequence of UN sanctions will be another standard example. They will point out that - irony
of ironies - on September 11® 2001 there was an arms trade fair in London docklands, and that
weapons of mass destruction are still sold to despotic regimes around the world, were no doubt
still being sold that day despite the shocking news from New York (never mind the presence of
large numbers of demonstrators outside). They will be making connections with oil resource
issues and linking these to US/UK foreign policy (another set of shared discourses, around oil,
climate change, vested commercial interest driving foreign and domestic policy, the human

rights abuses and environmental damage caused by oil drilling, then complicity of oil companies

12 See for example www.the-spun.org
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with despotic regimes in whose lands the oil fields are, the complete farce of Kyoto, is waiting
in the wings here).

They will give examples of the population displacement, poverty and environmental
destruction caused by IMF loans for ‘development’ projects in the Third World, and will tend to
define these sorts of policies and the WIO'’s free trade mandate as a form of terrorism in that
they inflict pain, suffering and death. They will give tangible examples - the Narmada dam, the
deaths in custody —Kurds in Turkish jails, Ogoni tribespeople in Nigerian ones - of those who
stand up to these Western-imposed developments. In other words, they will point to the
Neoliberal global capitalist agenda as causing the background conditions for September 11*
and, further, directly contributing to mass destruction, environmental wreckage, and horror

around the world ",

All of the above is a very different paradigm than that given out by government departments or
editorials in the Daily Mail or by British Aerospace press releases. The complexities to do with
inter-movement diversity should not prevent a more simplistic but still relevant appreciation of the
“us and them” distance between the EDA movement paradigm and the dominant paradigm,
evidenced here in the way the EDA movement constructed meanings around 9-11 and the “war on
terror”. A commitment to personally trying to effect change through direct action, rather than a
trust in political processes, is what will tend to separate out the activists from ‘the (wo)man in the
street’, who, it should be pointed out, are equally capable of similar deconstructions. To return to
the point, that activists are better at agreeing about what they are against than what they are for. It
is, I feel, a tremendously important and overlooked issue, that whilst within liberal academia, this
is the major criticism activists are subjected to, outside the ivory tower, movements are fighting
for the political space to deconstruct the dominant paradigm, and being constructed as “terrorists”
and “enemies of democracy” when they try. Further, as this thesis will demonstrate, activists’

strategies for change are much more developed than even they give themselves credit for, often.

13 written Oct 2001
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Chapter One: Movement Overview

The direct action - the ecological direct action movement - it has a range of names, none of
which quite seem 1o fit it, but there is undeniably a movement of predominantly young white
people in the UK taking direct action with an ecological focus...”

(activist in interview 1999)

Chapter Outline

This chapter maps out the basic ethnographic field of study, outlining and analysing the nature of
the EDA movement and a decade of its history. The format of this chapter is as follows:

1) Legacy Of Previous ‘Cycles Of Contention’ (Tarrow 98)

This section outlines the “pre-history” of the EDA movement, introducing the notions of
diffusion and capacity - building, for example, the process of developing movement
repertoires, and the way they have been adapted over time. Thus this section evaluates the
impact of previous cycles of contention up to the “official’ period under study in this PhD,

namely the start of a new mobilisation wave - the roads protest movement - in 1992,

2) Describing The Phenomenon

This section outlines what the movement is, what it does and how it organises. Briefly, it is a
set of shifting, decentralised, autonomous and biodegradable networks. Pros and cons of this
structure are evaluated. Secondly it gives an overview of movement history: tactical and

strategic repertoires including levels, forms and targets of action across the last decade.

3) Selected Stories From The Movement - Protest Camps

To flesh out the more generalised overview given above, this section draws on the wealth of
ethnographic data collated during this research and, mostly through the eyes of the activists,
tells stories about the movement. Due to constraints of space, I have chosen protest camp life,
probably the definitive memory of direct action in the 90’s, as the focus of this section. See
also Ch 4, Ch 7 for more activist perspectives. It should be stressed that this section by

no means attempts to cover everything about protest camps, but rather aims to give an
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impression of what it was like,

Section 1: Legacy of previous ‘cycles of contention’ (Tarrow 1998)

1.1 Note
The academic/theoretical perspectives referred to throughout are discussed in detail in the
literature review Ch 3. Further, a more micro (and thus more detailed, if context-specific)
examination of the issues raised in this section is given in the case study of Gwynedd and Mon EF!
inCh S,

It is also essential to recognise that, given the size limit of this PhD, it is not possible to
accord the EDA movement’s “pre-history” much space (a recurring theme throughout this
thesis!). The basic aim in this section is to untangle some of the key ‘strands’ of influence which in
some ways created the conditions, provided the resources (people, experience, allies) and helped

to shape the direction of the new ‘cycle of contention’- the roads protest/EDA movement - of the
90’s.

1.2 “Waves In A Sea?”

An important issue raised through the conducting of this research'* (see also Ch 3 and the
conclusion for an intellectual development of this argument) is that there is a case at least for
stating that past movements should be seen as part of a continuum with present mobilisation
cycles, i.e. that thereis a ‘sea’ of social movement activity out of which mobilisation waves arise.
This argument is also developed by Welsh (2000). This implies a much more interconnected
appraisal of the legacy of previous ‘cycles of contention’ and their influence on the nascent EDA
movement at the start of the 90’s. Ethnographic evidence and theoretical rationales for this

approach are given at various relevant points throughout this thesis.

1.3 Basic Overview
It is a characteristic of “New” SMs from the 60’s onwards that they blur across boundaries and
into each other as they cross—pollinate and build capacity (Welsh 2000). As will be discussed,

this cross-fertilisation and the ‘multi-issue’ nature of many key grievances of previous SMs

11 should reference the intellectual input of my ESRC research colleagues Dr. Brian Doherty and Dr. Derek Wall
here, as this idea has very much developed symbiotically as part of both my research projects.
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means that I am unhappy with defining these movements - epistemologically as opposed to
practically - as, for example, ‘single-issue’ or ‘identity’15 (Giddens 1994), see also Ch 3 for a
fuller rationale. With this proviso, it is possible to outline three basic mobilisation waves in the
period spanning the late 60s to the start of the 90°s which pre-figured the roads protest /wider
EDA movement, and to an extent influenced its direction. They are: the peace movement, the
anti-nuclear movement and the feminist movement. Whilst these are probably the three core nodes
of SM activity, there are related SM movements whose legacy in terms of the EDA movement are
also key - these include the gay rights movement, the animal rights movement, and, throughout
this entire period, successive trade union and workers’ movements/struggles such as the Miners’
Strike'®. Within Wales, the language issue produced Welsh - specific action networks such as
Cymdeithas y Iaith (see Ch 5). A wealth of academic literature on previous mobilisation waves,
their core grievances and action strategies exists - for overviews see (for example) Doherty et al
(2002), Giddens (1994), Rowbotham (1999). For more specific analyses of individual mobilisation
cycles see for example Roseneil (1995), Welsh & Chesters(2000), Wall (1999).

1.4 Diffusion And ‘Capacity Building’
This PhD"” explores the extent to which the wider ‘sea’ of SM mobilisation enables a diffusion of
repertoires, tactics, ideology, across movement boundaries and through time, linked to hypotheses
which seek to locate the EDA movement against Welsh’s (2000) notion of ‘capacity building’.
Whittier (1995) also discusses diffusion, highlighting how between radical feminist generations,
debate and argument over tactics and ideology, was a process which forged movement praxis and
triggered the new generation to react against and/or to incorporate the experience of older
activists. This PhD also charts how the 90’s generation of EDA activists, both as individuals and
as ‘the movement as a whole’, developed and diffused strategies and praxis over time, providing
further evidence of the reality of diffusion.

The theory is further discussed in Ch 3'®. It is important to set the notion of ‘capacity

building’ against the fact that a lot of the time the wheel gets reinvented in splendid isolation

1% See also Bagguley (1999) for a similar critique
16 Constraints of space mean that an analysis of the influence of such mobilisations is not developed beyond an
acknowledgement of their importance. See however Ch § for a micro- historical analysis.
17 See Doherty, Plows and Wall all publications.
18 As a significant idea about the *what, how and why® of mobilisation, this theory is revisited throughout this PhD
in different ethnographic settings, which provide examples of how diffusion 1s occurring.
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from what went before. This re-learning may in fact be a crucial feature of SM activity. For
example, debates about interpersonal/group dynamics and power relations, and developing
structures to deal with them, were quite well ‘sorted’ by the earlier 80’s peace movement
generation, but it wasn’t until the mid/late 90’s that these issues were once again seen as an
integral aspect of “keeping our own house in order” and properly dealt with. George McKay
(1996, 1998) demonstrates clearly that the current counter-cultural generation is often clueless
about its radical heritage. I would argue that both perspectives are simultaneously true (see also
Doherty 2002 ). Context —dependency is an important proviso when evaluating diffusion, and as
implied earlier the end result of such crossover is often a deliberate rejection of the values and
approaches of earlier generations (as with the ‘spikey-fluffy’ /violence/non-violence debates of
the mid 90’s)- this is also an important aspect of the diffusion process.

Given this complexity, it is evident that ‘proving’ the extent of capacity building is far
beyond the remit of what this section is aiming to do. Suffice it to say that four decades of SM
activity have produced a vast kaleidoscope of knowledge and experience, of which some has been
directly ‘transfused’, some picked up ‘second hand’, some transmitted via their adoption/‘brand
recognition’ by the general public and recycled into the next activist generation via this route (e.g.
vegetarianism), and much lost as older generations of activists drop quietly out of the direct action
scene, taking their knowledge and experiences and contacts with them. To attempt to give evena
broad picture of the wealth of SM repertoires built up over time is too vast to attempt here.
However given that the rest of the PhD documents the ‘what and how’ of the EDA movement,
the process of movement praxis and practice, parallels can be made with the complexity of what

goes on in current networks with what happened in the past.

1.5 Diffusion Of Repertoires: Core Frames And Key Tactics

Especially in terms of the three ‘core node’ SMs of peace, anti-nuclear and feminism in the period
between the 60’s and the start of the 90’s, it is possible to document a significant amount of
crossover between SMs in this period in terms of how grievances are framed. A good example of
this is the peak of cross-movement activity which in the early/mid 80°s led to organic coalitions of
networks focused on the “bigger picture”™. The ‘Stop the City’ protests, precursors of the ‘anti-

globalisation’ protests nearly two decades later, were initiated

' See chd, ch6 for further discussion in the context of current development of EDA movement cognitive praxis.
31



“to protest against the financial institutions and their role in the international arms trade,
repression, and poverty, ecological destruction, and in human and animal exploitation”(from
Peace News, 3.2.84)

Indeed, the fact that this ‘holistic’ stance was re-learned by the EDA movement in the 90’s (the
subject, in essence, of this dissertation) perhaps says something about the limits of the wider
movement’s capability to build capacity beyond a ‘political generation’ (see also Ch 3, Ch 5).
Then as now, key ‘master frames’ (Snow and Benford 1992) included a basic deconstruction of
power relations in a myriad of sites, issues of social justice, human rights, and environmental and
animal exploitation (Doherty et al 2002). Then as now, often vitriolic disagreement between or
within movements was a key aspect of collective identity - “extreme” radical feminist positions,
like “extreme” animal rights action strategies, being classic nodes of fissure in the period. Possibly
in part a result of the ecological frame implicit in many anti —nuclear and peace discourses (Welsh
2000), the environment became the locus of activist attention during the 80°s, with Friends of the
Earth and Greenpeace rapidly increasing membership and influence.

In many ways, it could be argued that all of these discourses (e.g. feminism, peace) and
action repertoires are encapsulated by the phenomenon that was Greenham Common (see
Roseneil 1995, Wall 1999), and certainly in terms of the tactics and collective identity developed
by the EDA movement in 1991/2, Greenham is one of the most tangible links in the context of the

diffusion of repertoires from previous mobilisation cycles.

whilst we - those of us living on the Down and coming down for days of action - were, mostly, all
new to direct action, to the whole scene, blithely unaware of our political heritage as we geared
up for the next round, there were other networks of activists and experience and local opposition
who in more subtle ways had created the conditions for this moment. These included previous
mobilisations like Stop The City demo’s in the 80s and Greenham Common - activists from
earlier actions like these, with tactical and strategic experience, helped trigger, and sustain,
action on Twyford Down. Greenham women told me what to do with the pallets they brought

down as the weather got colder and our benders more scrotty...*

See also Doherty et al (2002), Wall (1999), Doherty, Plows and Wall (2001 all pubs). The relative

*Plows, Alex (2002) Schnews yearbook 2002



closeness between the peak in mobilisations at Greenham and the start of Twyford is, I would
argue, a key reason why discourses on non-violent action, feminism and gender politics, and
action strategies of protest camps were dominant “cultural markers” of the Twyford campaign, as
crossover occurred between old and new ‘micro-cohorts’ of activists. Other movement strands
cross-fertilised in, most notably the animal rights and hunt ‘sab’ networks (see Wall 1999; Plows
et al 2001).

1.5.1 Generational Crossover And Resourcing

Again, whilst it is context dependant how much of the tactical repertoires of previous
generations are/were known about by new ‘micro-cohorts’, it is certain that the variety of forms
of protest, including: sit-downs, site occupations, criminal damage and protest camps, and the
networking, interpersonal and administration skills required to organise successful mobilisations
which activists also develop over time, have diffused down to some degree, again even if this was
sometimes only to provide an articulated contrast with what the new generation was doing (by the
mid-90’s, very Ghandian-style 80’s NVDA action was viewed as “naff” and even “counter-
revolutionary” by some of the post — Newbury ‘micro-cohort™’). The knowledge and expertise
built up by previous generations as they develop into what I call “organic experts” (see Ch 3, Ch
4) often becomes ‘shored up’, as it were, into more tangible and longer-lasting resources: small
offices, established newsletters, ongoing campaigns (e.g. CAAT- Campaign Against the Arms
Trade, Transport 2000, Alarm UK, see Wall 1999), all provided points of contact, and a wealth of
resources and information, for the new generation of EDA activists. Greennet, an online activist
networking service, was enabling activists to mobilise and communicate online at the start of the
90’s, well pre-dating the massive upsurge in the use of IT by the general public in the late 90’s,
although it was not until this later period that IT became a widely used activist tool.Z Similarly,
as 90’s EDA activists gained knowledge and experience, they in turn set up offices, newsletters,
grant funded campaigns and projects which resource current generations of activists, examples
being the ‘underground’ media service Undercurrents, the various campaign offices in Oxford
(e.g. Rising Tide, Illisu Dam, This Land Is Ours) and the newsletters ScAnews and Squall.( See
other subsections of this chapter and Ch 4 for EDA history, and Ch § for a case study of

generational crossover and development of resources).

% “non- violence is counter-revolutionary " activist in workshop, EF! summer gathering, 1999 (post “J18”).

%2 See ch7 for more on activists® use of the Internet.
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1.6 Counter - Cultural Networks

Key texts by George Mckay (1996, 1998) have documented the radical history of UK
counterculture spanning four decades. My research has also provided ethnographic evidence of
the fruitful crossover between more ‘hedonistic’ and ‘lifestyle’ aspects of past counter-cultural
activity, and its more overtly ‘political’ expressions in the form of direct action. See also Doherty
et al ibid all pubs, Wall 1999, Welsh & Chesters2000- also Ch 3). Regarding previous activist
generations, counter-cultural crossover is discussed in the more micro context of a case study of
activism in North Wales over time in Ch 5. In terms of the lead-up to the mobilisations at
Twyford Down, it is highly significant that the early 90°’s were a time of great activity “in the
landscape”, as rave culture and the more established free festival circuit of the “New Age
Traveller” and wider counter-cultural scene exploded in the British countryside over a couple of
summers. (Similarly, in the 1980’s, the ‘peace convoy’ and the Stonehenge festivals - and later,
confrontations with police”- coincided with a peak of SM activity in the form of peace and anti-
nuclear activity.

The free festival of Castle Morton in the May of 1992, attended by tens of thousands of
people, encapsulated the ‘spirit of the times’, and it is noteworthy that roads protest took offlater
that same year. In terms of the influence of rave and traveller lifestyle and culture, these were
again crucial aspects of determining and shaping the “cultural markers” of the early years of roads
protest activity. This is a theme which will be revisited later in this chapter. These networks also
provided people who transited into activism via related, often hedonistic, counter-cultural activity
(this was also an important aspect of my route into activism at the time). This radical history has
been well documented by a series of contemporary academics and writers who have charted the
direction of British counterculture - as well as McKay 1996, see also Lowe and Shaw 1993; Earle
et al 1994; Hetherington 1998; Martin 1998, 2000; Wall 1999. The importance of other social
networks (here the rave, free festival and traveller scenes) as key recruitment tools (Diani 1992) is

evident.

2 For accounts of this period, in particular the infamous “Battle of the Beanfield” where dozens of travellers were
beaten up by police and their homes- their vehicles- smashed, see McKay 1996, Wall 1999, Earle et al 1994.
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1.7 The International Dimension

As discussed by, for example, Wall (1999), Welsh & Chesters (2000) and Doherty (2002), UK
protest networks have long been influenced by contact with international counterparts (for case
study ethnography see Doherty et al all publications). Welsh, for example, documents the fact that
massive anti-nuclear mobilisations in Europe, Germany in particular, preceded UK protestsin the
1970’s. In terms of direct international influences in the immediate run-up to Twyford Down, as
Wall (1999) has definitively outlined, a new generation of young activists was consciously
attempting to create new networks of radical direct activists based on the US Earth First! (EF!)
movement. An EF! road show toured parts of Britain in 1991, initiated by UK activists inspired by
the US example, with Murray Bookchin speaking. UK EF! networks quickly acquired their own
character and ideology, in many ways different to US EF! — for example, UK EF! networks have
always been consciously social-ecology , rather than deep ecology orientated (see Wall 1999, and
Ch 4). This is evident by the fact that it was the social ecology focused Bookchin, rather than US
EF! figurehead Dave Foreman, with his “own brand” version of deep ecology, who talked at the
UK EF! road show in 1991. Similarly, Welsh (2000) notes how repertoires of anti-nuclear action
in the 1970’s, whilst inspired by experiences in Europe, were also unlike them in that they were
explicitly non-violent whilst still challenging in terms of their tactics of physical disruption
(stopping the construction of nuclear power stations). The symbiosis of the growth of the
Twyford campaign and the rapidly expanding EF! networks has been well documented ( Plows
1997: Wall 1999: Doherty et al 2000: Seel and Plows 2000: Doherty et al 2002).

1.8 ‘Latent’ /‘Dormant’ Networks

As discussed in Ch 3, a key debate in SM theory surrounds the concept of “latent” /“dormant”
networks. Firstly, Whittier (1995) Welsh (2000), Diani 1992, 1995 and Melucci 1996), for
example, all point out that a movement is much more than its peaks of visible mobilisation, and
that much activity is ‘hidden’, local/grassroots, small-scale, and blurs out of confrontational
protest into wider fields of often proactive activity such as setting up housing co-ops or
establishing community gardens®, themes which are also developed in later sections of this

chapter and in Ch 5. This is an extremely crucial theme/finding in terms of this PhD’s aims of

* My and my colleagues’ ESRC research focused on precisely this hidden, day-to-day life of activist communities
and documented the more untold story of the grassroots life of the EDA movement (see Doherty et al all pubs).
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outlining the ‘what, how and why’ of the EDA movement.

However, whilst it is true to say that there may in fact be more sustained and frequent (if
smaller scale and hidden) SM activity happening during and/or in between the very visible ‘bursts’
of national mobilisations (e.g. Greenham, Newbury, “J18”), as Tarrow 1998, Diani 1992, 1995
and Melucci (1996) point out, ‘cycles of contention’ at all levels - local, national, international -
follow a pattern of peaks and troughs of activity. For a variety of reasons (activist burnout,
biographical availability and State responses, for example- see Ch 3, Ch 4)-
movements/mobilisation cycles transit into periods of “latency”, where activity biodegrades away
and activist communities to a certain extent dissolve out of ‘protest function’. During these
periods, whilst many activists leave, networks and communities tend to stay in a variety of degrees
of contact, often through the maintenance/development of related social or work contact in their
localities as outlined above (see Doherty et al all pubs.). Melucci (1996) argues that these periods
of latency are crucial to the development of movement collective identity and meaning
construction - the calm before the storm of the next peak, as it were. This pattern can be clearly
seen in the run-up to the catalyst of Twyford, the earlier (peace) protest cycle had ‘peaked’ in the
late 80’s after Greenham, with activist networks at all levels undergoing a period of dormancy
(see also Doherty et al ibid). In interviews, Welsh language, peace and feminist activists in North
Wales all recount a biodegrading away of activity in the late 1980’s. Interestingly this pattern is
mirrored around the country in other (connected but autonomous) activist communities.
However, these older networks had not completely biodegraded away but rather (to varying
degrees) picked up again following the seemingly sudden, rapid influx of new people and new
directions at the start of the 90’s. These again are crucial issues regarding the ‘what, how and

why’ of SMs and the EDA SM in particular, and surface throughout this thesis.
Section 2: EDA structure, tactics and strategies, and history in the last decade.

2.1 Defining “The Movement”

The following subsections outline themes which are picked up and developed in different ways,
examined through different lenses as it were, throughout this thesis - see for example Ch 3 for a
detailed examination of the relevant literature, and throughout this thesis for ethnographic
“snapshot” examples of the ‘what, how and why’ of the EDA movement. These themes are thus

introduced here rather than discussed in-depth.
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2.1.1 Numbers Of Activists

This is an exceptionally hard thing to define, given the nature of the movement (see below
throughout), and especially the fact that at the boundaries of the movement things get extremely
blurred, it is hard to define many of the people who came to the “J18” protests for a one-off event
as being part of “the movement”, although they were on that particular day. Generally when
referring to numbers, I am referring to the ‘hardcore’ of activists who are mobilising on a fairly
regular basis (allowing for periods of latency), although it is evident that this is a subjective
definition and again it is impossible to draw any firm conclusions given how activist communities
organise. However through PE coding of activist newsletters, and my participant
observation/activist experience, it is possible to have a sense of numbers in the many local activist
communities around the country, and to map numbers of activists who turn up to nationally
networked actions or gatherings. The EF! summer gathering, for example, tends to average
approximately 500 activists. There are also peaks and troughs, based on the movement of
‘micro-cohorts’ and different mobilisation waves - people are continuously dropping in and
dropping out, (see also section 2.5.5 below for more discussion on activist numbers and shifting
patterns).

A general pattern would be that numbers started off very small in 1991/2- a few dozen
committed activists®- and rapidly grew into hundreds and possibly a couple of thousand. Numbers
have possibly dropped off since the late 90’s. Beyond this it is impossible to be at all definitive
about numbers, apart from reiterating that these couple of thousand represent the ‘hard core’ of
an EDA activist base which is continuously fluctuating as it pulls people in and out through
biodegradable coalitions. This sort of pattern is easy to see in Ch 5, where a case study of EF!
activity in North Wales over a time period highlights how different campaign actions and issues
pull in different subsets of participants from a wider field, although the ‘hardcore’ of EF! activists

remains relatively consistent.

2.2 Biodegradable And Fluid Networks

I mean those things come and go, a lot of them are transitory, we've got GEN [Genetic
Engineering Network] now, 4 or 5 years ago we had Road Alert, it’s all very shifting...
(activist in interview 1999)

 Not including pre-existing or latent networks
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As has already been established, it is difficult to pin down a definition of what “the movement” is
or consists of, as it is characterised by transient/biodegradable, diffuse and shifting networks, with
blurred boundaries into other movements, NGOs and the general public. This has been well
documented by academics who comment on the UK EDA movement: see for example Plows
1997, Routledge 1997; Wall 1999; Seel, Paterson and Doherty et al 2000; Purkis 2000; Doherty
et al all pubs; Doherty 2002, Scheller 2000. As is highlighted in Ch 3 in particular, the reality of
the movement on the ground fits exactly with the descriptions of movements as fluid processes
discussed by many contemporary theorists. Activists (as “organic intellectuals”- see Ch 3) and
academics both identify flux, change and an extreme diversity as being at the core of movement
practice and praxis.

“It [the movement] doesn 't really exist as such...its a list of networks...a series of actions...”
“-I don’t have a great deal to do with things like the GEN, with RTS...”

AP:

-But do you see them as being part of your wider network?

“-I think they are. It’s all a bit like a Venn diagram. They are different networks that answer very
individual needs... activists will just pick up on whatever one of those networks has the most
relevance to them at a particular point in time - and that might be geographical, like saying
‘well TL10 is coming to do a land occupation in our area, so I'll get involved, ‘cos it’s down the
road, or it might be throwing yourself wholeheartedly into the GE network, because that’s the
most useful thing...”

quotes taken from activist interviews in 1999 and 2000.

AsThave argued elsewhere (see Seel and Plows 2000), the way EF! networks in the UK organise
and conceive of themselves provides a useful pointer to the way the wider movement of which

they are an intrinsic part operates. EF! describes itself as being

“not a cohesive group or campaign, but a convenient banner for people who share similar
philosophies to work under. The general principles behind the name are non-hierarchical
organisation and the use of direct action to confront, stop and eventually reverse the forces that

are responsible for the destruction of the earth and its inhabitants™. %

% EF| Action Update Issue 58 May 1999 email contact <actionupdate@gn. apc.org>
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EF! is an idea as much as a reality, a potential network, a vessel to be filled and shaped by
whatever use it is put to. This holds true as an analogy for the EDA movement of which EF!
forms one (if a core) network. Thus rather than some homogenous, solid, static movement, the
EDA movement comprises a vast number of distinct campaigns, networks and protest camps.
Each has their own distinct identity/ethos®” and specific goals. Cores of individuals will focus
primarily on one particular campaign or locality - for example the Genetic Engineering Network,
Arthur’s Wood protest camp at Manchester Airport in 1998, local EF! groups, closed affinity
groups. Resources and tangible spaces are created, which may be temporary - the Temporary
Autonomous Zone (TAZ) of a protest camp with a limited lifespan, or they may be more
‘permanent’- the setting up of grant-funded campaign offices, for example. Simultaneously - and
crucially - network and campaign identities are also fluid and shifting:
"...environment movement networks and webs of interrelationships in flux"*®

Thus an Earth First! (EF!)er becomes an anti-GM activist, a roads protestor, airport protestor,
arms sales protestor simply through their presence on each particular campaign. Activists do
more than affiliate with different campaigns, they become those campaigns. People move around a
lot, physically and conceptually, and many consciously avoid labels, in particular the media
creation of the “eco-warrior”. We will see that this seemingly paradoxical state, where an activists'
identity can be both fixed (to an extent) and fluid, is very characteristic of the movement. These
campaigns, and the people who make them up, are linked through networking, actions...and also,
as I will be arguing throughout the PhD, shared political/ethical worldviews.

Networks, ‘tribal’ identities and campaigns are always coming and going, with life-spans
determined by a number of context - dependant, micro and macro factors, and activists tend to
meld into multiple sub-sets, often becoming identified with particular campaign networks and
identities for relatively short periods of time. The last few years have seen new networks emerge -
‘Women Speak Out!” women-only activist gatherings and actions, Genetix Snowball, gay/lesbian
activists (who recently started their activist newspaper ‘the Pink Pauper’), the much —
misunderstood ‘black bloc’, the Rising Tide climate change network, the “Wombles’. Other
activist networks and identities have biodegraded, Road Alert!, Dongas, Flowerpots, even RTS

? This is perhaps particularly true of different protest camps, where common ground through identity with place is
very important, so that there are often strongly held ‘tribal” identities. This will be discussed in more detail shortly.
% Routledge, Paul (1997 pp359-376) 'The imagineering of resistance: Pollok Free State and the practise of

postmodern politics' in Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers.
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and EF! networks to an extent.

2.2.1 “Biodegradability” as pragmatic necessity
Firstly, I would argue that the shifting nature of networks and activist identities is mostly
determined by the pragmatic necessity of reacting to circumstances. Activists change and adapt
their tactics and strategies in order to respond to events on the ground, thus the tendency for
groups and campaigns to come and go is based on perceived and/or actual tactical necessity, new
challenges, new grievances. For example, the roads building programme was more or less dropped
in 1996 by a dying Tory government, whilst simultaneously activists were beginning to find out
about the imminent planting of GM crops in farm scale trials. Road protest campaign ‘nodes’ such
as the Road Alert! office started to decline in activity, whilst new campaign groups such as GEN
began to coordinate and network information about GE crops and campaign activity, stimulating
GE- focused direct action. Activist ‘burnout’ post -Newbury was also an important factor in the
‘biodegrading’ of Road Alert! and the wider roads protest networks (see Ch 4 and section 3
below).

This pragmatism is a common theme again stretching back over activist generations.
Subsets of activist identity, activist networks, exist as long as there is a need for them to do so,

the resources to sustain them.

2.2.2 Pros And Cons Of “Biodegradability”
Briefly, the pros are that with no fixed and permanent structures (see also 2.1.2 below), activists
are able to shift and adapt extremely quickly to changing circumstances. In the example given
above, the general switch in emphasis from roads to genetics happened ‘organically’,
independently and extremely rapidly, it did not take months of committee meetings for activists to
be free to pursue new strategies. As Ch 5 highlights, this is as true at the local/micro level as it is
for the “bigger picture”. This is the ‘movement in the movement’, so to speak (see Ch 3).

The major con of this ‘biodegrading’ of activity is that much of the movement capacity
built up during a specific campaign is often lost as activists move on (see also Seel and Plows
2000 for a discussion on this subject). For example, extremely positive relationships between

activists and locals who have supported camps quite literally on their doorsteps (at Newbury, or
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at Brewery Fields protest camp in North Wales” for example) which could, if built on, have had
positive community and public participation potential, thus starting to proactively address the root
causes of some of the development issues at stake, have simply not borne fruit - good ideas come
to nothing as activists move on to the ‘next big thing’. Of course, activist burnout is a crucial
factor here too, but there is a point to be made that whilst direct activists like to talk a lot about
proactive community outreach, the opportunities to pursue it are very rarely taken up - at least
until activists start to succumb to ‘biographical availability’ (McAdam 1982). Also, useful
contacts - locals with knowledge and expertise, relationships with sympathetic local journalists
are also lost, often meaning that new ‘micro-cohorts’ of activists in localities have to reinvent the
wheel when they kick-start new campaigns. The examples are endless and point again to the

constraints which biodegradability places on movement ‘capacity building’.

2.3 The Movement As A “Disorganisation”

Constraints of space mean that this is another brief overview, with the ethnographic detail woven
throughout the thesis, and the theory discussed in Ch 3. In many respects the above section on
biodegradable and fluid networks has also implicitly introduced these themes. For further
discussion on this subject, see Plows (1997), Seel and Plows (2000), Wall (1999), Doherty et al
(all pubs).

The EDA movement has been described as a “disorganisation”. Rather than a formal, centralised
NGO with a membership list and a hierarchical chain of command, generally speaking the EDA
movement is autonomous, decentralised, non-hierarchical and uses networking as its primary
structural tool - this too happens “organically” as interested groups of activists meet up, share
strategic and tactical ideas, and get out there and do it, whether it be an existing local group
deciding to take action about a planned development, or people with a specific interest coming
together to form new national campaign networks such as the GEN or the relatively new climate
change network Rising Tide. The above subsections have already given an idea of the immense
variety of campaign networks, nodes and groups which comprise the EDA. No-one is overseeing
or co-ordinating this - it simply happens, with activists using a variety of mediums to ensure they
stay networked and in touch with each other (see Ch 7). Of course, taking direct action together

is a key means of communication and staying in touch, these actions in turn sowing the seeds for

¥ See Plows, Alex 1998
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the next round of campaigning (see Ch 4)

2.3.1 Activist Rationales
(See also Ch 4, Ch 7 and Plows 1997, Seel and Plows 2000, Purkis 2000 and Wall 1999).
Activist rationales for autonomy, non-hierarchical and decentralised approaches to movement
organisation tend to come from an ethically-motivated pragmatism. The argument goes something
like, ‘hierarchy - lack of democracy and grassroots participation - are all power relationships
which are intrinsic parts of the wider problem we face. Therefore our means must be
related to our ends’. As with the fluidity/biodegradability aspects of movement structure, activists
also point to pragmatic advantages, which tend to boil down to “empowerment”- or a term which
was more current in the culture of the early/mid 90’s EDA movement:

-something that was called DIY culture a few years ago, which was people just doing it for
themselves, y 'know-

(activist in interview 1999).

See also McKay 1996, 1997. People are encouraged to take responsibility for organising
themselves, with the aim of seeding more action, more diversity, and avoiding the tactical
problems of what might happen if movement “leaders” are picked off by the State (see Plows
1997). Early 90’s slogans - “If not you, who? If not now, when?” highlight activists’ emphasis on
individual empowerment (see Purkis 1995, 2000)

2.3.2 Rhetoric And Reality

Certainly movement rhetoric, in particular anarchist approaches, is geared to the ‘ideal type’ as it
were of autonomy, non-hierarchical structures and movement democracy. It is certainly true that
around the country autonomous groups do what they want, when they want, independently of
other groups and networks, even of larger ‘umbrella’ networks of which they are subsets.
Further, during mass protest events such as J18, autonomy in terms of the tactics used on the
ground is evident (see Ch 6 for a fuller discussion). The same is true during the lifespan of protest
camps and other actions, though in longer term TAZ situations such as protest camps, squats,
activist gatherings, consensus/group decision making processes and group responsibility zend

to be discourses and approaches which override individual autonomy (see Ch 4, Ch 7 and
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the discussion on protest camps later in this section). As discussed in Ch 7, activists do work hard
at ensuring that, where possible, consensus decision making processes are in place to ensure that
all have a voice, although there are often occasions when this a) is not practical (as on “J18) and
b) simply fails.

On point b), this is where activist rhetoric on ‘non-hierarchical structures’ parts company
with the reality on the ground. As discussed in Ch 4 and Ch 7 in particular, whilst there are
undoubtedly “prime movers”, activists who are particularly good at organising, mobilising and
inspiring others - no question a movement asset - such people can become, as activists themselves
recognise, “over-empowered”, and dominate groups and entire networks. Further, as the quoted
below points out, whilst there is a positive and essentially pragmatic’ reason why groups of
activists come together out of wider networks to organise things, there are also power issues here
(see Ch 7). Cliques often develop, with other people being frozen out of the picture, becoming
alienated - this can lead to individuals setting up new netwaorks, creating more movement activity,
or people can drop out (or never get the chance to ‘drop in’), taking their resources, expertise and
potential with them. Again this has implications for movement ‘capacity building’. Obviously
these situations produce much discourse - even arguments may have a positive function as issues
can be resolved and dealt with - but the power balance in these situations is messy, to say the
least. However, currently Jo Freemans’ seminal article “The tyranny of structurelessness” (1973)
is apocryphal within the movement, as discussed in Ch 7 (and see later sections of this chapter)
after a particularly bad patch in terms of power relations internally, the movement as a whole has

worked hard at countering the effects of ‘non-hierarchical hierarchy’.

2.3.3 Pros And Cons

It can be seen that the discourses and practices surrounding autonomy on the one hand and
grassroots democracy on the other sit uneasily with each other - this is never truer than when
negotiating the taking of action, where (for example) breaking windows on mass actions is an
autonomous tactic taken without consensus. Activists are caught in a vicious circle of ethical
dilemmas here, as the ‘right’ of activists to ‘do their own thing’, and the ‘right’ of the group as
a whole to have some say in how actions which affect everybody will be decided upon, clash.

% ¢.g. security, the practicalities of decision- taking in groups over a certain size
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There is more or less an understanding that in circumstances like “J18”, it is impossible to achieve
consensus, meaning that “autonomy” is the order of the day. Where, in post-action post-mortems,
the most bitter arguments have often taken place over the question of mutual understanding and
respect for each others’ point of view (see Ch 7). Ch 5 and chi also address the issues arising
from principles of autonomy and group action, especially coalitions. Other pros and cons (e.g.

cliques) have been mentioned throughout the above subsections so will not be repeated here.

2.4 (Collective) Identity And Diversity

At the height of that whole spiky- fluffy yogurt weaver fever*' lets all label each other disaster I
was a fluffy yogurt weaver ... I was a fun mama as well at one point, which meant that I liked to
lie about in bed and only came out when there was an action which was loads of fun for a
while...

(activist in interview 2000)

...1 think that there are very stereotyped images of the movement, the last few years it's been the
dreadlocked eco-warrior in the trees kind of thing, and I think that that’s now starting to move to
the masked-up anarchist image that’s coming as a result of June 18, and the GE test sites, with
people being...covertly...masked up to do that, and I think that media image ...masks the diversity
of people who are involved, you only have to look around the gathering that’s here and there’s
such an enormous diversity of people, from people who are in full-time employment, who have a
Jjob, who see direct action as something that they do when they can, to people who live in housing
co-ops and are full-time doing environmental direct action... people who are very involved with
squatting in urban areas, to people who want to live on the land in rural areas, and build their
own homes, so though it's got the sort of predominantly white, educated classes sort of image, it
is actually quite diverse...there are people who would say explicitly that they are anarchists, and
others who don 't necessarily see themselves as belonging to a particular ideology ...

(activist in interview 1999)

2.4.1 Note

The basic issues raised here again cut to the heart of the PhD and are developed and revisited in

*! During Newbury, & new ‘micro-cohort’ of activists were starting to query the explicitly non-violent, (“fluffy”),
and “eco-pagan” (“yogurt-weaver”) aspects of ‘standard activist identity”.
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all chapters of this thesis - see in particular Ch 3, Ch 4 and Ch 7. Thus to avoid repetition many
of the ethnographic and theoretical examples/implications of these themes are not raised at this

point.

2.4.2 Diversity

Autonomy and diversity are part of the movement’s collective identity and a well-articulated
movement principle. As Melucci (1996) notes, collective identity is a process under continuous
negotiation, and as such is “always plural, ambivalent, often contradictory”

(Melucct 1996: 78)

Activists themselves see diversity within their movement as productive not simply because of a
belief in autonomy but because of the way such diversity produces dialogue and change:
“I think what makes it a "movement" are the commonalities between people/groups/sections, but

at the same time the only reason it is moving is because the diversity also creates many different
ideas and goals.”

(activist in interview 1999).

As the ‘fluffy-spikey’ activist quote at the top of this section highlights, seemingly fashion-
oriented cultural identities tend to have much more serious undertones (see also below). Thus the
cognitive aspects of identity meld with the more “fashion” orientated dimensions, the cleaving to
‘subsets’ of identity is often indicative of deeply held values and political points of view. Chs 4+ 7
in particular evaluate the implications of movement diversity from activist perspectives. Whilst
there is evidently great diversity within the EDA movement, there are also important limits and

tensions here - see subsection 2.4.6 below on movement homogeneity.

2.4.3 Identification With Place: Tribes...

Whilst this may be more relevant to the ‘roads micro-cohort’ than the later GM/anti-capitalist
one, as later subsections which discuss life on protest camps will highlight (and see also Ch 4),
activists often have a strong identification with place which leads them to create a strong
‘localised’ collective identity as a group of activists in that particular area. This is often an
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identification with an area of land under threat from development where activists set up a protest
camp, it can also be an urban area (activists at the M11 protest camp in London had similar
emotional connections to their threatened environment), and any ‘TAZ**, a squatted building
used for a café and info centre, for example. An obvious example of this ‘localised’ collective
identity is the ‘Donga Tribe’® (see Plows 1995, 1997 and Wall 1999) who were an integral
catalyst of the roads protest mobilisation wave at Twyford Down in 1992. The ‘dongas’ were the
local name given to the Iron —Age trackways, a Scheduled Ancient Monument, where the first
trickle of direct activists had their camp®* This group had a very strong self identification with the
land and this combined with a shared set of political/ethical discourses around indigenous peoples,
threatened land and an opposition to ‘development’, meant that the name and idea of the ‘Donga
Tribe’ was rapidly adopted. As “early risers” (Tarrow 1998) in the protest cycle, the Donga Tribe
seeded the notion of ‘tribal’ identification with place - activists as indigenous protectors of their
homeland, developing communal and eco-aware lifestyles - as an intrinsic aspect of what it meant
to be a roads protestor. As discussed earlier, this was also part of a general counter-cultural
zeitgeist- “Spiral Tribe”, the underground/traveller rave crew and a vital element of the “free festy’
circuit, were also tapping into a similar ‘vibe’.

Similarly, as is evidenced throughout, activists develop ‘localised’ collective identities
around a certain issue, developing a ‘community of ideas’ even though they may be geographically
separate and only come together occasionally, for example as GE activists who undertake covert
action, as GE activists who take part in accountable ‘snowball’ actions. Email lists where activists

‘meet’ to discuss events and ideas also form ‘localised’ collective identities of a sort (see Ch 7).

2.4.4 Identity ‘Badges’ As Fashion Statements?

Post-modern commentators on contemporary counterculture (Hetherington 1998) have something
of a point when they highlight a more superficial element to the biodegradability of activist
identities (see also McKay 1996, 1997). To an extent, activists are playing with fashions - from
‘crusty’ traveller ‘tribal’ types on protest camps with their dreadlocks and hand carved wooden
spoons, the predominant activist ‘look’ up until the mid/late 90’s, to the “black —hooded top”

2 Temporary Autonomous Zone: Bev 1991.

% 1 was one of the “Donga Tribe” and lived and campaigned at Twyford Down between August 1992 and May
1993- see Plows 1995, 1997, 1998, 2002.

3 The M3 motorway was scheduled to run entire length of the Down — it has now been built.
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look of the urban anarchist style ‘micro-cohort” of the anti-global capitalism mobilisation ‘wave’
which followed. However, I would argue that postmodern approaches are in general an unfair
take on activist identity which more or less completely ignore the political dimensions and
pragmatic functions of shifting ‘fashions’ (see also Szerszynski, B 1999; Wall 1999 for similar
arguments to my own here). I have presented arguments elsewhere (Plows 2001) which discuss
the importance of group bonding and peer acceptance — belonging - as essential aspects of forging
collective identity. In this context ‘badges’ of identity fulfill a necessary function of maintaining
network ties. Much of this creation of "we" also has to do with recruitment and sustaining
mobilisation. For activists on the ground “high risk recruitment”**is paramount. People need to be
highly motivated and connected, to feel part of a group identity, in order to sustain them through
(often) difficult and dangerous actions, winters spent in dripping treehouses, years on the dole,
criminal records. Thus having a shared cultural code - dress and lifestyle - can engender and
reaffirm a sense of belonging, emotional commitment to the group - here is “us” and what “we”
stand for.

At the EF! Summer gathering in 2001, one of the evenings’ focal entertainments was a
‘fashion show’ put on by activists. A number of activists paraded down the  catwalk’ garishly
made up in different activist ‘looks’. To the acerbic and hysterically funny commentary of the
evenings’ compare, activists modelled looks such as the “pissed Crusty traveller” and “Black Bloc
urban rioter”. There is, as I have pointed out, some truth in Hetherington’s deconstruction of
activist “fashion statements”. The point is, very often no-one is more reflexively aware, more self-
critical, of this, than the activists themselves, and their ability to self-consciously play with their
own fashion orientated peer groupings speaks volumes about the limits of postmodern attempts

to cast activists as un-reflexive flotsam and jetsam in the sea of counterculture .

2.4.5 Cliques Revisited

There is an obviously paradoxical position where the often very strongly articulated “We’s” the
EDA movement creates via myriads of ‘localised’ identity sets (‘tribes’), hit the fluid, shifting
nature of movement collective identity, and activists’ general antipathy to defining ‘who they are’
(Melucci finds this highly problematic).>® This simply is the nature of the beast, I feel. The more

pressing problem for activists is the fact that these ‘localised’ identities can become extremely

% Jasper, M 1998: McAdam, Doug 1986
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cliquey and alienate not just the general public but quite often other activists (Wall 1999; Plows
2001), to the point where others can be put off taking any further action. At certain points the
‘localised’/“tribal’ identity — the group bond - comes to outweigh a wider sense of a movement
collective identity. For example, during the Newbury campaign, activists who came to the site
from other areas for short spaces of time (rather than living fulltime on site) were referred to as
“weekenders”. This was extremely hurtful for people who were involved in other campaigns, or
who had children, or who were working, but had still made the effort to take action at Newbury,
and one can only hazard a guess as to how many simply didn’t bother to come the next time. Not
all ‘tribal cliques’ have effects which are this negative (this certainly wasn’t the full story for
Newbury either), but still a sense of feeling ‘left out’ and unable to join in, seems to be a common
story for those looking at localised identities from the outside.

Having myself been in one of these situations as one of the “Dongas”, and having observed
this phenomenon in the movement over the years, I would conclude that such ‘clique-iness’
occurs when mobilisation in that specific context is peaking or extremely intense. Core activists -
those who are constantly mobilising together as opposed to others who drop in and out - are put
under great pressure at such times (see accounts of life on camps, for example, later in this
chapter and in Ch 4, Ch 7). They forge extremely deep bonds based on shared experiences, and
this provides a sense of security and stability in often extremely unstable situations. Cliques canbe
self-preservation, and I would argue a case for “the strength of strong ties” (see Ch 3). Of course, .
then there’s simply ‘human nature’- everyone feels alienated at some time and not part of the
group. Conversely, people also deliberately exclude others from their circle. Again, issues to do
with interpersonal and power dynamics may have to be re-discovered by new and as yet relatively
un-reflexive ‘micro-cohorts’ of activists. These such lessons tend not to diffuse well, in my
experience’” However this is one of the reasons why activists are often very wary of labelling

themselves - because they are aware of the polarisation this can cause.

2.4.6 A Homogenous Movement?
Demographically, the movement (like NSMs generally - Parkin 1968) tends to be characterised
by academics and activists alike (see for example Bagguley 1992, 1995, Giddens 1994, and Do or

% see Melucci (1996) ibid. pp83
% at a recent feedback workshop for our ESRC project, I and my colleagues made the tentative suggestion that
‘tangible’ repertoires such as building treehouses and similar tactics diffused ‘better’ than ‘intangible’ ones, and that
this had implications for theories of movement capacity- building,
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Die! 1996) as middle class, young, predominantly white and able-bodied. This is fair comment,

although it does need some unpacking. There are older- and often, old people who take direct

action and get arrested*® regularly, for example. Also what seems to be the common factor in this
‘middle class’ movement is that activists tend to have received tertiary level education (even if
they then dropped out) which meant that they saw themselves as more middle-class although
many actually came from working-class backgrounds®. However, as activists constantly discuss at
strategic gathering after strategic gathering,”’ the movement ‘could do better’.

Firstly, a kind of “cultural hegemony’ tended to be imposed on EDA movement collective
identity up until the late 90°s, with very little critical self engagement with how the movement
itself reproduced a societal intolerance of, or possibly more kindly, a blind spot regarding, issues
to do with difference amongst activists. Caught up in the implicit “we all feel the same, don’t we?”
cosy-ness of collective identity, there was a general lack of awareness of how differences w sexual
orientation, for example, were being overlooked when forging a sense of ‘who we are’. As a
result of activists thinking more about difference in the late 90°s (see Ch 7), things have improved
- not only is there more articulated awareness of the issues, but there is evidence of more diverse
activity centered around activists mobilising together at least partly out of their shared difference -
the Disabled Action Network - the women-only peace actions “Women in Black”, the gay/lesbian
activist newspaper ‘The Pink Pauper’.

Secondly, there are inclusion issues around differences such as race, gender, disability,
class, sexuality — even being a parent. If the white, middle class (possible male?) assumed
‘straight’, young, fit and childless activist is “the norm”, then those who deviate from that norm
are going to find it harder to get involved, as action tends to be organised to suit the majority (see
also Plows 1997).Whilst some may find it easier to join in than others in different contexts, it is
obvious that dominance or homogeneity reproduces itself - and this is very hard to avoid when
one is also trying to undertake actions that will ‘be effective’ and by their very nature often
exclude those who do not fit ‘the norm’ because they are confrontational, and extremely
demanding of activists’ time and resources. This is again one of these topics which must be cut
short here for reasons of space, though they are returned to in a number of places in this thesis
(Ch 4, Ch 7). Briefly, it is a vicious circle that activists are very aware of but seemingly not very

3 a friend of mine recently said that he was in fact waiting until old age before he again had the “biographical
availability” to take action he was currently unable to because of his children.

% This observation is based on data analysis of interviews done as part of the ESRC project which specifically
examined activists’ class and background, as well as general participant observation.
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able to deal with.

2.5 Ten Years Of EDA Movement History: An Overview

2.5.1 Note

This section compresses an amount of activity into a very short space, which has been quite
frustrating if necessary for reasons of coherence. It is logistically impossible to do justice to the
Twyford protests or any of the others which followed, (although extremely colourful stories are
given in activist accounts - see section 3 below, Ch 4), so this section gives an extremely basic
overview, plus the results of some quantitative Protest Event (PE) data sampling. This will give a
sense of a general history, meaning that the more detailed ‘snapshots’ of the movement given
throughout the thesis can be put more into context. It is worth bearing in mind methodological
provisos (see intro, Ch 2) about the impossibility of definitively mapping this shifting and
extremely complex movement. The lead up to the ‘seeding’ of the new mobilisation wave - roads

protest - has of course been given in previous sections. Thus:

2.5.2 Telling the Story

2.5.2.1 Twyford Down

It is worth spending perhaps a little longer on the first part of this story, for which I have to
confess a personal motivation (my own involvement) as much as an academic one, i.e., as ‘early
risers’, activists at Twyford Down set the scene - the ‘master frame’ (Snow and Benford 1992),
and a set of repertoires to be built on and adapted - for the wave of action which followed in the
90’s.

Direct Action roads protests evolved at Twyford Down in early 1992 perhaps a ‘movement
whose time had come’. A long established legal campaign against the M3 had come to nothing
leaving extremely motivated local campaigners seething (Bryant 1996), meanwhile events on the
world stage were galvanising NGO environmental groups*'- see also Derek Wall (1999). As

discussed in earlier sections, counter-cultural activity was peaking in the form of large movements

0 For example, the EF! Winter moot 2001/2 saw over 100 activists split into groups discussing these themes.
4 The frustrations of Rio could be seen as a POS action trigger. Speaking as an activist, they weren’t an articulated
action rationale for most of us who were actually mobilising, but formed part of a background- for some was a direct
link, as Rootes emphasises: “In 1988, Margaret Thatchers’ speeches had legitimated environmentalists’ concerns and
had raised expectations...in 1992-1993... the environment had... slipped from the top of the public agenda. ... " Rootes,
C.(2000) ‘Environmental Protest in Britain 1988-1997” p 49 in Doherty, Paterson and See] Direct Action in British
Environmentalism® London: Routledge
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of “New Age Travellers” and ravers on the ‘free festival circuit’, meaning that there were large
numbers of predominantly young people available and already out in the UK countryside, more or
less waiting to be mobilised (with hindsight). Again, nascent EF! networks were quickly seeding
around the country. Then there was the ‘Issue Opportunity’ (see Ch 3) itself - in my view, the
crucial catalyst which triggered everything else, building work started on the Down. The
“Twyford story’ has been relatively well documented by academics and by activists themselves*:
See Wall 1999, Plows 1995, 1997, 1998, McKay 1996, 1998, activist publications ‘Do or Die!’,
early newsletters by direct activists such as Road Alert!, see also the Schnews annual 2002.
Contemporary newspaper reports such as those filed by John Vidal ( The Guardian, December
1992) also provide pieces of the ‘Twyford story’*®

The infamous “Yellow Wednesday” eviction of the first roads protest camp at Twyford in
1992 sparked a massive upsurge in protest. The small number of activists and their supporters did
not die away but were instead galvanised by their experiences. It was widely reported in the
national press and in the ‘green media’. Local activist networks which had established a pattern of
coming down to Twyford (from, for example, Brighton, Manchester, Oxford, London} were
triggered into much more focused activity. These regional EFY groups rapidly began 1o develop
capacity in their area, building up activist bases and contacts initially through their involvement
with Twyford. It was at this point that nationally dormant/latent activist communities became
recharged** ‘Established’ NGO groups such as FOE who had famously had a ‘hands off
approach to EF! and new direct action networks (Wall 1999) had a change of heart. By Spring
1993, roads protest and Twyford Down was a significant national phenomenon. State and

corporate responses in terms of policing, security, legal approaches, use of private detective

“ Website searches throw out sets of histories, stories, “rants”, action/campaign pages, personal accounts, photos.
‘organic intellectual” activists making sense of their campaigns or culture with & bit of self- learned theory,
interested commentators. Many of these are totally dedicated to Twyford Down; many more are a mix of lots of
protests or focus on other personally important campaigns. There is an extremely wide variety of approaches to the
story of 90’s direct action “out there”; in the last few years especially, use of the web has grown exponentially and I
do not claim in any sense to have done much beyond the barest of literature searches on relevant websites. An
interesting finding in itself is this seeming significance of roads and related protest for so many people, whether or
not they were personally involved.
* In interviews, and informally during ‘natural’ participant observation settings (in peoples’ homes, squats, round
protest camp fires, at activist parties, in the cells) people tell the stories of their protests like these extracts above
show. This is how a lot of experience gets diffused down to new generations- through activist discourse (see ch7).
An extremely effective, and powerful, method some activists have used to tell the story of how they feel is writing
songs and poetry. The lyrics of some of these are given in appendix 1
“See Doherty, Plows and Wall all pubs; chS for a North Wales case study.
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agencies* began to develop in scale. The State, as well as the movement, was building capacity.
Tactical innovation, always high during this phase of a mobilisation cycle (Tarrow 1998, Welsh
2000), included activists locking their necks to the undercarriages of machinery to stop it moving,

or climbing up moving diggers whilst dodging legions of security guards.*

2.5.2.2 The Roads Protest Movement

Within a year a national movement comprising hundreds of people had been mobilised and other
protest camps sprang up across the country, with repertoires - ideas, rationales, tactics - diffusing
rapidly. Crucially, the UK government’s “Roads to Prosperity” programme was being
implemented, with 23 billion pounds scheduled to be spent on new road building over the next 30
years"’, thus providing a growing movement with a series of high profile, contentious schemes
over which to mobilise (Wall 1999). The full range of SM literature —identified mobilisation
“tools” (see Ch 3) can be seen coming into play. POS factors providing action triggers, whilst
strong allies (established “straight” anti-road campaign groups such as Transport 2000) provided
resources in the form of advice and networking skills, for example. An office dedicated to
networking action on roads - Road Alert! - was set up. Newly ‘blooded’ activists made contact,
via these resources, with established local protests at the grassroots. Pre-existing latent activist
networks and campaigns were rejuvenated by the influx of new energy. The results would be
dramatic. Some of the major flashpoints of action - many of these hard - fought campaigns which
went on for several months (or in some cases years) - include the Cradlewell Bypass in Jesmond
Dene, Newcastle in 1993 (the first camp to take to the trees - a tactic honed at Batheaston in 1994
and rapidly diffused throughout protest sites), the M11 link road in East London, 1993/4, the A46
Batheaston - Swainswick, Bath - 1994 (Solsbury Hill), the M65 at Blackburn, 1995, the Skye toll
bridge protests, 1995, the southern bypass, Lancashire, 1995, the M77 Ayre Road route, Pollock
Estate, Glasgow, 1996, the A34 Newbury Bypass in Berkshire, 1996/7, the A30 Honiton - Exeter,
Devon (better known as Fairmile and the birthplace of a media phenomenon called ‘Swampy

148

fever’*), 1997. Many smaller /less well known roads (and similar) protest camps continued to

*“ Brays’ detective Agency based in Southampton had been used as far back as late Summer 1992 to spy on the
Dongas and by 1993 were openly compiling intelligence.
“¢ Forms of action are discussed in more detail later in this chapter- see also chd, Doherty 2000; Wall 1999, Doherty,
Plows and Wall all pubs. An evaluation of tactics — repertoires of contention- and their evolution over time could have
been an extremely interesting PhD in itself
" In 1993, road building was scheduled to destroy 800 Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM), 160 Sites of
icientiﬁc Interest (SSSI), and 12 Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) by 2025.

See Paterson 2000.
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spore well throughout the 90’s: the A1l Besthorpe - Wymondham in Norfolk, the A17 in
Leadenham, Lincolnshire, the A406 North Circular Widening, London, Brewery Fields protest
camp in North Wales.

Whilst roads were the primary focus of protest in the early/mid 90’s, activists rapidly
broadened their bases (in fact, the first EF! protests had been organised around rainforest
destruction and mahogany imports: see Wall 1999) as a result of building capacity, understanding
the interrelationship of issues, and using tactics developed for one situation (occupying the offices
of road-builders Tarmac, for example) for other targets. Mass EF! actions at Whateley quarry,
Somerset in 1993 and 1996, the tree protests at the opencast mine site, Sellar in South Wales in
1995, and the Manchester Airport camp in 1997, are good examples. Reclaim The Streets (RTS)
events, counter-cultural TAZ road reclamations which had grown out of the M11 protests,
became popular in the mid 90’s. In terms of developing rationales for action, the intellectual
development of the movement is discussed in Ch 4, Ch 6+ Ch 7. By the mid- 90’s, EDA activity
was extremely multi-faceted, tackling a range of social justice, peace, and human rights
issues/targets as well as ‘development’ and environmental destruction (see also Ch 4). Proactive,
as well as reactive, campaigns also figure prominently, from small-scale permaculture co-op
projects to large scale collective actions such as ¢ This Land Is Ours’ and ‘Diggers’ "land-squats".
A noticeable strategic development by the mid/late 90’s was a move to more locally based,
‘community’ actions by protesters keen to build on grassroots ties, slightly shifting the focus away
from national campaigns (see Ch 5, Doherty, Plows and Wall all pubs).

2.5.2.3 Genetics And ‘Anti -Capitalism’ -The Next Wave

As discussed in earlier sections, the movement’s boundaries are diffuse and blur not just sideways,
outwards through different networks (see Klandermans 1992, Diani 1992) but also over time. The
‘wave’ of direct action targeted specifically on genetically modified crops follows on
chronologically from the roads movement, but these are not ‘separate’ movements, rather
different networks adapting and emerging out of old ones, reacting to new grievances. Thereis a
continuity of people and ideas who blur across ‘micro-cohorts’ of EDA activist generations
(though many members of specific ‘micro-cohorts’ do drop out - see earlier, and Ch 4). What we
have here is evidence of a growing, changing movement whose strategies tend to be reactive
rather than proactive, but nevertheless has consolidated itself over a decade. As discussed at the
start of this chapter in relation to earlier ‘waves’ of action, there may be peaks and troughs of
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action, and changes of focus and direction, but these movement waves are all part of the same sea.
As the roads building programme was dropped by the Tory government in 1997%
experienced activists with well developed capacity had already identified a new and (in their eyes),
potentially more ecologically damaging threat: genetic modification (Purdue 2000; Doherty 2002).
As with roads, experienced networks of activists liased with local grassroots contacts and more
established allies (Greenpeace, FOE) and GE protests started to take off, with ‘umbrella’
networks such as GEN and Primal Seeds providing activist resources. Much GE protest activity
has been covert (Doherty et al 2001) although unlike much covert ‘ecotage’ it is often reported in
activist publications and websites’. There have been a number of accountable “crop- squats” and
mass trespasses on GE sites with crops being pulled: Whatlington, near Oxford in 1998 for
example. Building on a well-established peace movement repertoire of accountable action
(Ploughshares), the Genetix Snowball campaign won a series of high profile court cases against
the GE company Monsanto. It was during the late 90’s, and possibly primarily through the lens of
GE focussed protest’!, that EDA activists started to develop detailed understandings of how
macro-structural, economic events on the global stage - the rise of the WTO - were impacting on
arange of issues they were involved with (see Ch 6 for a more detailed history of the rise of anti-
globalisation’ protests). UK “anti global capitalist’ protests, and UK activists’ involvement with
similar international protests, has been significant (see Plows et al 2001; Welsh and Chesters
2001)*?, with “J18” (London, 1999), ‘the battle of Seattle’ (“n30”, November 1999 with solidarity
protests in the UK), Mayday 2000 (protests in London, and also UK-wide - Glasgow for
example), protests in Prague 2000 and Genoa 2001 being among the most well known.

2.3.3 Levels Of Protest Highlighted Through Protest Event (PE) Sampling.

2.3.3.1 Methodological Note

Methods are also discussed in Ch 2. Below are tables — data sets - produced as a result of

* The roads building budget dropped to 7 billion just before the 1997 General Election. The Tories were bowing to
environmental pressure due to their political position at the time. The roads building programme was reinstated by
the New Labour government.

%0 See for example http://www.primalseeds.org/

5! Though of course the implications of new WTO powers and free trade mandates was starting to make itself felt
across a wide spectrum of issues- see ch6
*2ESRC research hi ghlighted how networks of UK activists, well- used to mobilising large numbers for UK actions,
were diffusing their experience through working with international activists.
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teamwork for the ESRC project referred to throughout. Because this is joint work I have not
used or analysed this data (or any of the multiple subsets) beyond the bare bones for a basic
overview, with the permission of my colleagues. The sources for this data were the EF! Action
Update, a roughly monthly activist newsletter, and the fortnightly Schnews. Information was
coded using SPSS software. These tables were produced for conferences in 2001, and the results
are based on a preliminary analysis of an uncompleted protest event survey (PE coding from local
newsletters has been added to the database, for example). Data from the original samples gives a
basic overview.

Variables affecting the PE sampling reliability are as follows:

o Protest camps generate few separate events which can be coded via PE data sampling, but
since they usually last for several months and sometimes more than a year, they are a
particularly intensive form of action. Many hundreds of individual actions will have
happened during Newbury, for example, which never got reported in any publication and
so went un-coded. Protest camps were particularly large and numerous between 1995 and
98. This has obvious implications in terms of making sense of the results (see Doherty et
al 2001). For example, in fig 2 below it appears as if 1998 was a low ebb in activity in
North Wales, whereas in fact activity was probably at a peak in this period due to activists
mobilising at the Brewery Fields protest camp.

e Through interviews and participant observation, it is evident that covert action (‘pixieing’)
in which construction sites and machinery (for exampfe) 1s damaged Is 2 widespread
movement repertoire (Doherty et al 2001) but for obvious reasons, is rarely reported, even

within the activist press®.

%3 It's my feeling that there will be localised affinity groups in Britain whose primary focus, will be the undertaking
of covert actions, either ones which eventually get publicly accounted for such as Ploughshares actions, but I would
guess predominantly focused on small(ish) acts of covert sabbing- GM crops, road and quarry machinery, Mc-
Donalds 'trashings', animal experiment lab trashings. There is a sense in which this covert action is more felt than
seen- leading to my terming of it as “dark matter” See Doherty et al (2001, 2002 forthcoming). There aren't
hundreds of people full-time on protest camps any more, but there are latent networks -'big days out' such as “J18”
attract thousands of people- and whilst there is a lot of action being taken overtly in localities all over Britain, my
gut feeling is that there is a lot more covert action being taken than we think. However it’s possible that more
covert action was happening when protest camps were in their heyday. In some ways, it's possibly safer to do covert
action on a large site during a national campaign {at Newbury, say)- assuming the security of the group isn't
breached, it would be pretty hard for the police to pin this action down to specific people. In this case, it's fairly safe
to be both engaged in overt campaigning- and be doing covert action. In local areas, this is more problematic.
Often these days small camps, demos. are attended by just those people in a local area. So if 'pixie-ing' happens, it's
more likely the police will be able to put two and two together and pay the local activists a visit. But if the activists
aren't overtly mobilising, then the trail is cold- so covert action becomes an option.
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o Activists do not always report every action in any case. It is also possible that the rise in
activists’ use of the net (see Plows 2001) and the increase in email newsletters means that
fewer actions were reported via the newsletters, leading to lower numbers of reportable

actions.

2.5.3.2 The Data

Earth First! Actions 1992-2000
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2.5.3.3 Making Sense Of The Results™
Given the methodological provisos given above, it is hard to say definitively that protest events
/EDA mobilisation generally climbed as rapidly in 1998/9 as figure 1 suggests. Rather, it is likely
that there are more separate protest events which were code-able, as activists moved from basing
their tactics around protest camps to a more dispersed series of ‘hits’. It may even be the case
(see 2.5.5 below) that actual numbers of activists declined after the Newbury protests - though of
course this could still mean that more actions were taken by a smaller pool of activists. The graphs
do however give a general sense of levels of action. The apparent decline in activity in 2000 is
sufficiently marked to suggest that fewer actions were occurring, something borne out in activist
interviews and due to the fact that 1999 does seem to have been a particularly frenetic year. In
Figure 2, events in each locality and events outside the locality in which the local group was
involved are combined. Levels of action in each of the three areas differ considerably: it can be
quite clearly seen that Manchester, with a large activist population, has a much greater rate of
protest events than North Wales, a rural area with a smaller activist base, as one would expect.
Given the relatively small number of activists, and that the above data will underestimate
true levels of activity, it can nevertheless be seen that this fairly small pool of people is responsible
for a great deal of activity - see also Ch 4.

2.5.4 Pinch Sample Of EDA Activity
A sense of the level and range of activity going on in the late 90’s can be got from citing the

actions listed in the EF! action update for June 1999.%

Nine GM test sites were reported as destroyed in one night. A GM “crop sopat” in Norfolk took
place with Indian farmers from the Intercontinental Caravan®® present. Biotech company Astra
Zeneca’s AGM was disrupted. Last minute details of the June 18th ‘Carnival Against Capitalism’

protest in the City of London were given. Cycle “critical masses’ took place in Norwich and other

f“ NB. Data used with permission of ESRC team.

> EF! Action Update Issue 59 -email <actionupdate@gn.apc.org> or by post c/o CRC, 16 Sholebroke Ave,
Chapeltown, Leeds, LS7 3HB.

% 500 Indian farmers and activists touring the G8 countries protesting about the IMF, the introduction of GM crops
to the Indian subcontinent.
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towns nationwide. URGENT, a coordinating network for the many anti-green field housing
campaigns, advertised an action. Faslane Peace camp had two “very successful” actions against
the Trident submarines. A mass direct action at the Valley D’ Aspe road scheme in the Pyrenees
was reported. Leeds protestors targeted Tesco’s on several occasions over GM food. Activistsin
Sheffield held a series of “hit and run” mini- actions on one day targeting a BP garage, a ‘cat
torturer’, a Shell garage, Reed Employment Agency, Midland Bank and McDonalds. A squatted
church in Leeds - “A-Spire autonomous zone’ was evicted. A mini “opencast mine” was opened
by opencast protestors inside the Millennium Dome. A new road camp was set up in Essex. There
was news from other protest camps - the Birmingham Northern Relief Road, Arthur’s Wood at
Manchester Airport, the Avon Ring Road. Tarmac’s AGM in Birmingham was disrupted.
And so on...other actions were written about, and coming ones advertised, and this is by no
means a comprehensive publication. Again, many small, unreported, local actions will have
happened, and other networks such as CAAT (Campaign Against the Arms Trade), and GEN
have similarly packed newsletters. Added to this picture of essentially reactive actions are the
more hidden proactive actions such as ‘Diggers’ land reclamations, permaculture courses, people
growing organic vegetables, being vegan, setting up food/land coops, performing educational
environmental theatre.

This Action Update was published a week or two before J18, and it is evident that the
anti-capitalist mobilisations did not just suddenly erupt, but grew out of these pre-existing
networks (Ch 6). Further, this plurality of multi-faceted, multi-targeted, cross-pollinating

networks, remains the focus and nature of the movement.

2.5.5 Shifting Patterns

The EDA movement is constantly adapting and changing in a myriad of ways, but there are also
some general trends. This subsection simply gives some examples rather than a definitive list
(especially as much supplementary detail is dispersed throughout this chapter and the thesis
generally). Firstly, in terms of numbers of activists, it is evident that there was a significant rise in
activist numbers between 1992 - 1996, with quite some drop-off as the roads protest ‘micro-

cohort’ generally started to biodegrade post Newbury. Whilst new mobilisations have ensured a
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steady base of new recruits to fill the gap, I would think that overall the numbers of people active
“full time” has waned slightly, although it is extremely hard to tell*’.

Secondly, as discussed above, whilst activists are constantly mobilising on a range of
issues, there are also general trends of focus around key organising frames. There was a marked
drop-off of massive roads protest camp mobilisations®® after 1996, replaced with a focus on
genetics, anti-capitalism and local grassroots action.

Thirdly, there are cultural shifts, very tied up with this general ‘micro-cohort” movement.
Due in all likelihood to the relative closeness between the Greenham and Twyford campaigns, the
‘cultural codes’ of the early years of the EDA movement were extremely gender - aware, and -
thanks also to the Dongas’ “early risers” influence - quite explicitly tied to ethical and often
spiritual positions (‘eco-paganism/practical paganism’, Plows 1995, 1997 - see also Ch 4), non-
violence and alternative lifestyles in the rural environment, especially travelling/living outdoors in
groups (see also McKay 1996, 1997). Many of these values started to be questioned, ignored or
rejected by the new, more urban based (post the protest camp era) ‘micro-cohort’ which followed,
whilst many experienced activists were by this time extremely fed —up (to say the least) with State
methods of subduing them, constant arrests, fines, criminal records and often atrocious violence
meted out to them by police, security guards, bailiffs.”®. This resulted in many old and new
activists challenging the non-violent principles of the EDA movement, with the NVDA definition
being dropped from EF! action updates (see Ch 7). Returning to an earlier theme, it is significant
that activist ‘fashion statements’ can symbolise (often highly reflexively) extremely important
political and ethical stances - the rainbow jumper of the NVDA activist, the black hooded top of
the eco-anarchists. Tempting though it is, it is wrong to make a sweeping generalisation like this
but there is definitely something of the sort going on here.

Perhaps the biggest downside of what was in essence a change in discourse/attitude rather

than a change in strategy/tactics regarding the v/nv debate, was that patriarchal and macho

57 Some activists pick up on this in interview: and I went to Fairmile as well... It was really interesting. It
was definitely dwindling. There were a lot less people at those things, I guess because the nature of protesting had
changed quite a lot... (activist in interview 2001)
%8 Whilst the (post Newbury) A30 Fairmile eviction was big in the media, it was a much smaller event than
Newbury. The Fairmile camp had been established for two years and in my view, given how draining the Newbury
campaign had been, it is unlikely numbers would have been as high as they were had the camp not already been
there for activists to go to after Newbury.
* My experience as an activist is that levels of violence meted out to activists as a matter of course are shockingly
high, whilst conversely it is & remarkably under- reported fact of mobilisation in the press and in academia. It could
form the basis of a thesis/a research project and needs to. I am aware that it is not dealt with particularly thoroughly
in this PhD, though see also chd, ch7
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attitudes were extremely prevalent in the late 90’s, something which further alienated many —
especially women, with this creating a vicious circle. The Manchester Airport campaignin 1997 is
flagged by many (women) activists in interview as signalling a low point in gender relations (see
Ch 4, Ch 7). With the deliberate attempts at improving inter-movement communication soon
afterwards, things did improve, also, no doubt in response to the macho trend, there was a
resurgence of women only gatherings (“ Women Speak out!”) and actions at around the same
period.

The above quick snapshots give at least a sense of the constant movement of process, praxis, and
practice within activist networks. Of course at micro level (in one area, in one campaign) such

patterns are also at work - see Ch S.

Section 3: Selected Stories From The Movement -Protest Camps

3.1 What Were They Like?

-I remember at the m63, this treehouse it was the last tree, we were camped round the base of it
and there was a bit of a standoff going on, and we built this sweatlodge ... and we sat inside this
sweatlodge and we ended up singing ‘ no more roads’ at the top of our voices, right next to the
security portacabin, and you know when there are lots of people singing in total disharmony and
you get those incredible echoes and sound vibrations- you can imagine, ‘ NO MORE ROADS!’
in disharmonies and echoes and weird beats and we 're all stripped naked - and the security
guards sitting outside thinking ‘what the fuck’ and there were pipes going round ... that does

kind of sum up camp life, those wacky, off the wall, amazing momenis...

-The camp grew and became a EEC stew steak nightmare® and it was just meat and nastiness
and then I moved down into this tree house which got set up that was a vegan thing... At this
point I knew, you know everybody vaguely and then a lot of new people came, a lot of nice
people and some really irritating people you know the score and it was lovely, it was really nice,

really good people....

% Tins of EEC stewing steak, apparently given free by social services to people on the dole, would regularly be
donated to protest camps along with a hugely eclectic range of “tat” and food.
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-And so that merry little band of us, at opposite ends of the route got to know each other
quite well and those were the people we'd do actions with. And then finally we had to move
and I didn't like the new site that we'd moved to. I couldn't get on well with the people it was
too agro, we couldn't control who was coming and going, not that you want to control it, but

its just a case of 'this is the only home I've got now, and I don't feel comfortable here'.

-And they were definitely distinct identities and the Fly Wood camp seemed to be where all the
boozers and the drug addicts went and there were a lot of problems (?) and Wild Darling seemed
to be, I don't know if sort of deep ecologists is the best way of describing them, but certainly a
more sort of peaceful kind of group

Roseneil (1995) talks about the camp “ethos” at Greenham Common, a generally unspoken,
informal “way of doing things”. Greenham’s ‘ethos’ was

“relatively loose and informal... [it] continued to evolve through the discussions of politics that
9961

were embedded in daily life at the camp

Apart from the obvious difference in terms of Greenham’s status as a women-only camp, and
changes in ‘micro-cohorts’ cultural stances as discussed earlier, much of the day to day ‘ethos’ of
the road/airport/housing protest camps since Twyford have strong links with Greenham’s ethos.
To generalise, major aspects of the ethos on protest camps included:

communal living, the sharing of responsibility and tasks, whether domestic - gathering firewood,
getting water, cooking, putting up benders - or defensive - building tunnels, treehouses, tunnels.
Non-hierarchical, peer pressure, a reliance on openness, respect, sharing and communication to
work through issues as a group, the balance between group responsibility and individual
autonomy. Group responsibility for the well being of the group, the maintenance of communal

space and belongings, especially tools and ropes, the importance of personal space.

It is quickly evident to newcomers that here are new forms of organising, living®. These

communal activities, as Roseneil also notes in relation to Greenham, are an important part of

8 Roseneil, Sasha (1995) Disarming Patriarchy: Feminist Political Action at Greenham pp 61 O. U. Press
52 This cultural difference can be very disorientating and alienating when encountering it for the first time- see chd4.
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forming collective identities. This is lifestyle as action :
“Many of us became involved through sitting round a site campfire, hearing new ideas in a

relaxed atmosphere...”®

As the quotes above illustrate, especially at times of evictions, the gap between the ideal ethos and
the reality is often obvious. Cliques and hierarchies do form, communication breaks down.
Depending on a number of factors such as external environmental circumstances, the personalities
on the camp and their individual agendas/the amount of experience they have, camps can vary

drastically from place to place® (see Ch 4, Ch 7).

3.2 Repertoires

-Twyford was amazing, for lots of different reasons...we are taking action, we are protecting wild
valuable areas now, we have power, we are fun, we are beautiful, stuff with nature and there's a
whole cultural thing with the goal that's made it more interesting, it wasn't a boring political
party, it wasn't boring marches, and the occasional days where we used to stop work, that was
incredibly powerful, I mean really brilliant and when we completely outwitted their security,
‘cause they didn't know what they were doing whereas we did and managed to stop work and
smashed up the diggers and stuff, it was just great

-we were jumping on diggers and it was fun. And even now a lot of the things that we do now are
fun and there is that whole thing about why I do direct action, it's fun and you feel that you had
to be participating in this.

-In the run up to the work starting at Newbury, I worked hard, going to meet the local people,
and just doing stuff with them all the time...and when the work kicked off I moved into various
camps. I have to say that my interest wasn 't really site defence stuff, I'm not very good at that...I
used to go to the evictions, but I didn 't spend the building up defences very often... I'm into the
proactive stuff, like going to London, sabbing companies’ AGMs, doing office occupations,

€ taken from an article about the “Blatant Incitement Project” in the EF! Action Update Issue 59.
6 This was evident at Newbury, where there were different camps with perceptibly different 'feels’, some within
yards of each other, spread along the route of the road. One camp was totally vegan. One (though this is hearsay)

called ‘Rizla Ridge’ was described as consisting of “empty cider bottles, rubbish and they never have a fire going”.
62



things we did for a long time, a very small group of us, every morning trying to blockade the

convoys of vehicles which were coming into work on the site...

..Iwas at Newbury the whole time that Newbury happened. 1was at Newbury until they started
building the road. It’s all a horrible nightmarish blur... We would go on these missions and do
nine actions in one day like running round all different Mott McDonald sites and Tarmac

offices...

-I mean the kind of stuff that I did at Salisbury Hill were more like pixieing. So at that time [
was going along in the middle of the night and you know putting knives in tyres of the land
rovers that the security guards were in, or otherwise when they started putting out signs for

where the road was going to go we 'd pull them up...

AP

-That's right because that was the longest tunnel protest and it went on much longer than

any one before.

G-NW
I think the longest one was 21 days and then -

AP

There was a pregnant woman down there, no that was somewhere else -

G-Nw

1 think that might have been Crystal Palace which had been - oh, I can't even be bothered going
into the mentality of that to be honest because I think it is outrageous, it's something that does
my head in about the movement just now. Just seems to be this mentality of everything's got to
be bigger and better and more dangerous than the last time, for fuck's sake, someone's going to

get killed, you know what I mean.

[I'went to] ...Solsbury Hill and just remembered being absolutely impressed with the kind of

63



commitment of people there to stop that development... it was quite late in the Solsbury Hill
situation, there was a big pile of rubble in the path of the road and a guy buried a metal cabinet
of some kind under it and was going to live in the cabinet to stop bulldozers going over the top of
the pile of rubble...

-it was a time when there was loads of fucking hope and everybody thought it was working

and nobody had gone through this siege mentality of sitting in camps and fortifying, it was really
go get 'em kind of energy going on there, stop the fuckers before they got there. And sowe'd be
up all night building walkways and then the tree-cutting squad would be arriving the next day
and we'd be trying to be there before them and sit all days in trees just to stop 'em cutting 'em

down so that got a bit unsustainable really

3.3 Evictions

After I left the police station I got back in to where Wild Velvet camp had been, couldn't
recognise it because it had been...not just the trees that had been occupied but some of the big
trees and some of the medium trees and some of the little trees had been chopped and it just
didn't look like it had looked before. It was very disorientating and there didn't seem to be any
rationality in how they'd been cut down. So I walked to where there was a camp that was still
occupied which was River Rats but when I got there, in a last dash chased by security I fell over
in the river so I was soaked when I got there ond didn't have oy chomge of closhimg ond § hidk’s
know what happened to River Rats camp because there was nobody visible of course they were
all asleep because it was still about four o'clock in the morning. I wandered out of the River Rats
camp and had a chat with a couple of Bailiffs. There seemed to be a sort of strange etiquette that
they wouldn't arrest you if you were in a camp they hadn't started attacking yet

Yea, well, yea, not being very defendable you know, the lock-ons we built there and people
brutalised out of them, yea, very, very unpleasant to be there, I wasn't actually in a lock-on
myself, I was in a tree which was even worse to some level, I got to watch it without being able to

prevent it. And yea, that was a really, really unpleasant eviction

-So that was a really nice pleasant little eviction, it was really weird...Everyone was really
Jriendly and really nice, and the whole thing was a really nice experience. I was refusing to get
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into Cherry pickers so they had to pick me up in there and carry me off site, and they just didn't
arrest me. Its like you've forgotten to arrest me! It felt a bit funny actually, just completely
different to anything I've seen at Newbury which was just so much more harrowing and difficult.

3.4 State Responses And Their Effects On Activists

And then I got involved in Manchester airport after Newbury ...I had gone to Holloway prison for
two weeks, because I refused to pay all my Newbury fines because I didn't really feel that 1
should and certainly didn't want to give any money to the government considering what they do
with it.

Again, a completely neglected aspect of academic reporting on mobilisation is how the law gets
used on protestors, most have criminal records, many have had prison sentences. At the very least,
spending an entire dole check on travelling to the other end of the country for a court appearance

is a regular feature of activists’ lives. See Plows (1997).

-1 saw policemen for the first time beating kids up... And like I've seen since on many evictions,
the cops were standing around watching people with chainsaws, threatening people with
chainsaws, using chainsaws within inches of people’s hands and this kind of thing. Everything
was out of order and I went up to this line of police and said you've gotta stop this, this is a big
crisis, it's all gone out of control and somebody's gonna get hurt if you know anything about
chainsaws you know how dangerous they are. 1was told to fuck off.

-the campaign down there was getting quite violent in terms of the poiice and the security were
extremely aggressive down there and it was very difficult at a certain stage to get on the site
without getting kicked about or arrested or whatever and you started to wonder what was the

point, it was almost like committing suicide just trying to go down there and do anything.

-Yea, it's physically exhausting, fucks you up really badly, and psychologically in the end I mean

many of us [have suffered?] serious trauma, and there's no victim support for those people
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3.5 The Rise And Fall Of The Protest Camp

-Sure, almost nobody is living on site anymore, I meanwho's living on site, Nine Ladies®, they're

a drip in the ocean you know.

-Yea, I think it's been the same for everybody, things have moved on a bit, a lot of these people
that are networking, doing other stuff, are people we would have been living on sites with five or
six years ago, they're mostly the same people or same sorts of people but we're not just doing
that [camps] any more....the Earth First gathering just gone®®, Iwas doing a climbing workshop
and it was like nostalgia, people didn't need to know how to do this anymore, that kind of thing
had gone really on all the levels, it's like gaining experience of it but it wasn't really necessary

skills to develop as a protestor.

-1 think early on there's a sort of lot of hope that camps would actually stop the destruction and ]
think having been beaten a certain amount of times it's then clear that they can't really I mean
because if you 're upsetting the police however hard you try, they'll just increase their hardware

so okay, it's not impossible but ...

-No, it took a lot out of you, it burns your resources and you're sat there, you've just gotta
y Y Y » Just g

maintain the site, ‘cause if you don't, it starts to become a complete vortex of skank® you know.

3.6 Final Comments

By 1998, the protest camp had gone from being the primary repertoire of the movement, to being
almost abandoned as a tactic. The changing shape of direct action repertoires over time, and
issues surrounding this, is a theme returned to in many points in this thesis, as the story of the
EDA movement’s progression from Twyford to the streets of Genoa is re-told in a range of
different settings. To conclude this chapter, it will be useful to summarise my findings regarding
the drop-off in the repertoire of the camp:

1) ‘prime movers’ (e.g. Road Alert!) who invested all their time/resources into making certain

:Anti- quarry protest camp in Derbyshire established in 1998 and still going in September 2002
in 2000

& Ie, mess.
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protests ‘big’” moved into other campaigns or scaled down their involvement with national

organisation.

2) Camps drain resources. These TAZs are of course resources for activists in all sorts of ways (a
visible entry point into the movement, networking, knowledge production, encouraging movement
innovation). However, maintaining these spaces is also really hard work and can drain these
resources (burnout, security and police violence, bad weather, “nutters”. Static camp-sitting whilst
a productive end in itself also means that other action isn’t happening as being on site and

maintaining the space is a fulltime occupation.®®

3) Movement capacity building meaning new targets and tactics became more appropriate.

4) Different Political Opportunities and Issue opportunities (see Ch 3) providing activists with
different targets.

5) Extremely importantly, the state builds capacity as well as activists. They used more force, that
force was sanctioned, and they also developed better repertoires in terms of how to remove
protestors as a result of doing it so many times. Given that the first wave of mobilisation had
peaked, it seems likely that activist innovation also dropped off as the literature would suggest
(see Ch 3).

% PO from the EF! summer gathering 2000- at a workshop to discuss strategic responses o the New Labour re-
establishment of the road building programme.

This was attended by many people who had been ‘prime movers’ in the major roads protests of the early/mid 90’s,
all of whom retained an interest in roads/transport whilst having moved into other direct action campaigns and
networks. A passionately- held general view was that if there was to be a resurgence of direct action against roads
then strategically camps were no longer the most viable option given this primary factor: that they were no longer
an efficient use of resources. The stasis of camp sitting has been flagged for years by many as problematic. Not
having massive camps but having concentrated “flying pickets’ of activists stopping work on national days of action
were the types of strategic responses discussed. (Again, these tactics have been part of action repertoires since the
early days-office occupations, leaving site and taking the action to other parts of the road route where work was
going on rather than sitting and waiting was used at every protest from Twyford onwards). The camp however was
the main focus, and it is this primacy which is now seen to be questionable, with experienced activists saying they
didn’t have the time/energy to commit in that way anymore. However it is possible that there could be a new wave
of national protest camps initiated by younger people with fewer commitments to other protests, not jaded by years
of burnout, - there were people at this workshop who represented this trend. As with everything else the direction
will be shaped by those with the initiative and energy to do it, coinciding with other useful factors such as large
scale community support. It could all happen again and it probably will, though roads may not be the trigger.
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6)The media lost interest too, which may have contributed to a drop-off in numbers if this helped

with recruitment in the first place.”

Section 4 Concluding Note

This chapter has laid out the basic map of the ethnographic phenomenon under study in this thesis,
providing a background of essential information regarding the nature and history of the EDA
movement in the 1990’s. Many of the issues mentioned in passing in this chapter are core
theoretical and ethnographic themes and will be returned to and explored in a variety of contexts
throughout the PhD.

% Interviewees do report having seen protest activity at e.g. Twyford and Newbury on the TV and cite this as key in

triggering their routes into activism, though I would be wary of attributing too much to this.
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Chapter 2: Methodology
Section 1: Descriptions/Analysis Of Methods Used

No research method by ifself is problem free or definitive. They all have their limitations as the
following sections highlight. Thus I could not claim that this research - or any, as far as I am
concerned - is “the whole truth” but rather allows us some insights into the subjects ‘lifeworld’™.
The fact that I am wary of extrapolating too much from the data - saying that “this is a definitive
picture of the direct action movement” is partially an issue to do with qualitative techniques.
Further, as discussed in the intro and chi, my concerns with mapping this movement have as
much to do with the nature of the movement itself as with my methodology. (See also Section 2
below).

With regard to the pros/cons of any methodological technique - what I called in my MA™
the “swings and roundabouts” issue - whilst cons are unavoidable they can be mitigated to quite a
degree by #riangulating methods. As is discussed below, the different qualitative methods
complement each other, either filling in gaps left by other methods and/or by enabling more
confident extrapolation through producing reiterative data. This PhD has also benefited from the
addition of the quantitative data produced as part of the ESRC project - see 5) below and Ch 1.
The main focus of this PhD however has been on qualitative research methods. It will be of use
here to discuss these methods in general before turning attention to the specifics given in the

subsections below.

1.1 Qualitative Methods - An Overview

Qualitative research is in-depth and relatively small-scale research, it does not aim to offer the
scale or the representative ness of quantitative methods, rather it is the particular as opposed to
the general, depth rather than width, which is being sought. However whilst qualitative research
makes no claims regarding the representativeness of its methods, general themes may emerge -
the distinctions between these two methodological traditions are not completely black and
white.” In fact I would argue that the data produced by my qualitative methods, and the amount

" Habermas 1984

I Plows (98) ‘In with the in crowd...” unpublished MA dissertation, University of Wales, Bangor.

2 See Schofield (1993) 'Increasing the Generalizability of Qualitative Research' in Social Research: Philosophy.
Politics and Practise ed. Hammersley , O.U.Press
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of (for example) PO undertaken, is actually quite broad - although as stressed throughout by no
means representative enough to make any claims as to complete mappability (an impossibility in
any case). Ultimately, the effectiveness/generalisability of the data depends to a degree on the
thoroughness of the research.

Qualitative research aims to get at the detailed views and behaviour of the research subjects:
"The essence of this approach is to view events through the perspective of the people being
studied..."™

These methods can also represent a challenge or at least an alternative to quantitative rationale
and in particular to early positivist claims of a "guaranteed neutrality"”* (Weber) for "scientific"
quantitative methodologies. Briefly, the claim for 'value-free' methodology in the positivist
tradition has been dismissed by Marxists and critical theorists as being ‘value-laden™, further, the
feminist critique of this supposed objectivity is that it is "not simply a value, but a male value".”
However it is important to stress that the reliance on qualitative techniques is often more a matter
of pragmatism rather than ideology - in other words that different circumstances require different
techniques - research methods "are not so much valid in and of themselves, but rather will be more
or less useful for particular research purposes"”.

Both these arguments - epistemological and pragmatic - are important to me and provide
the rationale for predominantly using qualitative techniques. Epistemological/ideological issues are
discussed in Section 2. Here the practicalities of qualitative methods in relation to my research
need emphasising. In order to ‘get at' peoples' views in detail, zrust 1s the key issue and 1s arguably
best achieved through qualitative methods. This is, I would argue, particularly true of the direct
action movement, wary (with good reason) of the motives of researchers. If access is hard enough

using qualitative techniques, expecting activists to fill in detailed questionnaires would be a

complete non-starter. See Section 2 below for a more in-depth discussion of these issues.

3 Bouma+ Atkinson 1995:pp.207
"Williams + May 1996;pp.4
PSee e.g. in Layder (1994)
"*Williams +May 1996: pp.5

77Hammersle:y 1993: pp.17
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1.1.1 Grounded Theory
Grounded theory - "Theory that is generated in the course of the close inspection of the research

"™ _ has also been important in conducting this PhD. Whilst I set out with certain aims and

data
objectives, I have also been open to where the literature review, PO and interviews have led me”.
This has altered the shape and direction of this thesis. Perhaps most importantly, the theoretical
framework (New Social Movement theory in part'icular) of this PhD has been forged through the
research process. I did not start with a particular theoretical framework but rather acquired one as

I went along (see Ch 3).

1.2 Life History Interviews

1.2.1 Sample Selection

I conducted approximately fifteen life history interviews with direct activists (see Ch 4). These
averaged at three hours per interview. My activist status meant that I did not have to look hard for
interview subjects but was able to approach people known to me - this has pros and cons as
discussed below.*® Thus in several cases I specifically sought out people I knew to have been
active for a long time in the movement, as I was interested in the extent to which views, analyses,
actions changed/deepened/developed over time (see intro and Ch 4). I also ‘snowballed’ other
interviewees unknown to me from these initial samples. Partially as a deliberate attempt to avoid
built in sampling flaws (e.g., activists I was friendly with would be more likely to have a
generally similar worldview to mine) I also put out a request for interviewees on a national email

list - allsorts@gn.apc.org.®' This resulted in two interviews being conducted online {with fohow-

up phone calls) and in two face to face interviews. I also conducted similar interviews with
another twenty or so activists, primarily in my locality (Gwynedd and Mon - North West Wales)
as part of the ESRC project I am also engaged with, data from these interviews has also been
made use of. Generally in Ch 4 I have focussed in detail on six or seven key interviews which
summed up the general position of the others. Clips from the other interviews have been made
use of when, for example, their position was markedly different to that expressed by the majority

of interviewees. The data in these interviews is thus deep rather than broad, even for this

"™ Hammersley (1993) p.21

™ for example, the realisation that the concept of movement collective identity, shared worldviews was much more
complex than I had first realised.
% For a fuller analysis of the pros and cons on this and related issues see my MA (ibid).
%11 am aware that recruiting interviewees from an email list is likely also to attract a certain type of activist.
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medium. Again triangulation of methods - in particular the breadth/scope of my PO -
complements the smaller sample of interviews here. Given that I was asking people such detailed

questions, I wished in Ch 4 to have a ‘quality rather than quantity’ approach to my data.

1.2.2 Content And Scope Of Interviews
The interviews were semi —structured and primarily “life history” — orientated, with the aim being
to get the interviewees to tell their own stories of involvement and action - the ‘what and how’. I
was interested in issues of recruitment, developing worldviews, immersion in activist/social
networks. I also wished to demonstrate how much action the ‘average’ activist has taken - the
scope and the range of their involvement. Such accounts also help to flesh out the ethnographic
picture of movement activity over a roughly ten year period - 1991/2 to 2001. Equally central to
the ‘what and how’ accounts of individual action, I was concerned with the ‘why’, spending quite
a large part of the interview teasing out answers to the question - ‘why have you taken the action
that you have?” I also asked my interviewees to define certain key concepts such as ‘direct action’,
‘the environment’. Interviewees also tended to raise recurring points about (for example) gender,
movement cliques and burnout. These gave more ethnographic detail about the nature of the
movement (from the activists’ own perspective, at least), e.g. past and current points of
discussion, consensus and fissure, the extent to which movement rhetoric is carried out in

practice.

1.2.3 Pros And Cons

Firstly I would argue that the interviews are highly important contributions to the relatively
scarce data archives in this subject area. It was a primary research aim simply to start to map what
is/has been going on in the movement and what activists have to say about it. Interviews produce
high quality data, enabling the interviewees to expand on their opinions in detail, contextualise and
qualify their statements, in an informal setting. In terms of cons, the main point to re-emphasise
here is that, like any methodological technique, interviews by themselves cannot be ‘trusted’ (see
below) — but they can be trusted more when triangulated with other methodologies. It is important
to emphasise that in fact the views, perspectives, accounts of actions given by my interviewees
often reinforce the generalised impressions gained through PO and Protest Event (PE) data
analysis. Cons of interviews are given briefly below. Such issues surface elsewhere (intro, Ch 4)
and so for reasons of space I will not go into great detail, whilst
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acknowledging their importance.

a) limits of sample selection — how representative is the sample? Not only are my own

predispositions likely to have been built into my sample selection to an extent, thereis also
the issue of attempting to cover the range of views within the prolific networks which
comprise the movement. As discussed in the intro, Ch 1 and Ch 4, this is frankly
unavoidable given the nature firstly of qualitative methodology and secondly of the
movement. Consciously factoring this into data analysis (i.e., recognising limits), my
efforts to attract interviewees outside of social/activist networks primarily known to me,
and triangulating methods can all significantly help to counter these problems. As
discussed above, the size of the sample is small.

b) Telling stories - People (re)construct their own narratives. This is completely unavoidable
- when discussing events from a few years ago such events are viewed through the lens of
hindsight and more recently acquired knowledge. Memories fade. It is also likely that
interviewees consciously or unconsciously edit out aspects of their experiences and
approaches which they find embarrassing, no longer fit with their current opinions, or
think aren’t appropriate to the interview. For example, if someone leaves a protest camp
because of a relationship break up (an important enough reason given the crucial role
played by social networks in sustaining activism) they may play this down or remember it
differently years later. Again, there is not much that can be done except to highlight this. It
is also worth highlighting that my “insider” status probably helps a great deal here.

c¢) interviews are context-dependent — linked to the above. This was a key finding in my

MA®, that context can influence the interview a great deal. Interviewing an activist just
after they have been through three months of protest camp life will result in a different
interview to interviewing the same person a year later. This is simply what it meansto be a
complex human being and there is no way round this.

d) PhD_aims - Why activists engage with the range of issues they do was not easily
summarised, as this PhD reiterates throughout, and it was hard for people to try and
articulate such a ‘life, the universe and everything’ perspective. These problems have also
been discussed in the intro and Ch 4, and cannot be underestimated. Given that I wished

to demonstrate that activists took action on a range of interrelated and complex issues

82 plows (98) ibid.
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e) because they had a ‘joined-up’ worldview, it is hardly surprising that asking such questions
presented a challenge to the interviewees at the time, or a challenge to me (frankly) in terms

of how to best write the responses up.

1.3 Participant Observation (PO)
I have been a direct activist since 1992.% From 1995 onwards I have been consciously
simultaneously engaged in the process of participant observation, namely I have been attempting
to analyse and practice activism at the same time, what Sasha Roseneil calls “auto-
ethnography”®*. The limits and strengths of PO vis a vis my own involvement are generally dealt
with in Section 2 below. Here the empbhasis is primarily on the ‘nuts and bolts’ of what this PO
entailed and more general pros/cons of PO as a research method.

Even if I take my PO to have started “officially” in 1995 (by which point my time as a
“full time” activist living on protest camps® was over) when I first started to write about/research
the protest movement, the range and scope of action I have covered is immense. The PO
undertaken in this PhD includes®: long visits and periods of action at Newbury (1996) and
Fairmile (1995 /6) roads protest camps, high involvement with the setting up, maintenance and
networking of the local Greenfield housing protest camp outside Bangor, Brewery Fields (1998:
87) taking part in a large number of national direct actions such as the anti-capitalist actions
“J18” and Mayday 2000 in London, rallies and road blockades protesting against sanctions in
Iraq (also London) in 2001 and arms fair blockades such as Copex in 1998, locally, as part of the
local Gwynedd and Mon EF! group (see Ch 5) I have been involved with dozens of
demonstrations and actions too many and various to count but including “Critical Mass” anti-car
road blockades, demonstrations at McDonalds’, Public Inquiry rooftop demonstrations, peace
vigils and actions (over, for example, the recent war in Afghanistan), and the mass trespass at the
only Welsh GM crop site in August 2001. I have kept a diary of local activity for the last two
years, see Ch 5 for more detail. I have also attended many “local” protests in other areas such as

the anti-General Election day of action held in Manchester in June 2001. It goes without saying

%3 see intro of this PhD. Also the intro of my MA (98) ibid.

% Roseneil 1993.

8 other camps I lived on/took action at before 1995 include Twyford Down (for the whole of that campaign), a
smaller camp in Newcastle, the M11 (London) and Salisbury Hill, Bath. I also undertook numerous other direct
actions during this period.

% This list represents a significant proportion of my PO but really skims the surface. To this extent it is further

evidence of the amount of action which activists get involved with.
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that I have encountered first hand most of the experiences activists relate (see Ch 1, Ch 4, Ch 7),
including arrest. I seem to have avoided an actual criminal record (though I have several bind-
overs and cautions following me around), however I recently worked out that adding together all
the hours I have been held in police cells means that I have spent over a week in police custody. I
have also experienced several very nasty assaults and witnessed many more.

I have also attended the week —long EF! Summer Gathering for several years and other
national activist gatherings such as the occasional “Gathering Visions Gathering Strength”, one-
off workshops, national strategy meetings as well as more locally - focussed meetings and
workshops such as the fairly regular Gwynedd and Mon EF! meetings and those organised by the
Welsh coalition Cynefyn y Werin (see Ch 5). I have also undertaken extensive PO of several
activist email lists (see subsection 4) below) and websites, as well as reading the two main activist
newsletters the EF! Action Update and Schnews. (These have also been analysed quantitatively -
see subsection 5) below). Over the years I have read and kept copies of hundreds of flyers, leaflets
and articles on a huge variety of issues written by activists.

I also socialise with activists nationally through social events or by going to visit old
friends, many of whom I have kept in touch with and are also continuing to take action. Locally,
many of my closest friends are activists. I am also engaged in networking with many different
activist groups/individuals/campaigns nationally, where activists are exchanging information and
contacts and planning strategies for short term actions such as the recent anti-war demonstration
at RAF Valley (Anglesey) and long-term game plans such as effecting sustainable agriculture
through a mixture of direct action and proactive methods. 1 have 2iso been involved n e
development of the national action network on climate change, Rising Tide. The nature and extent
of such networking varies from issue to issue and is also dependant on goals. This type of general
networking increasingly brings me into contact with more “weak ties” (Granovetter 1973)
networks such as Christian Aid and also with people/groups completely outside even the broader
Green movement such as farmers (see Ch 5).

As discussed elsewhere in this PhD (see section 2 below), I would have to say that I am
one of the “stalwarts” of my local EF! group, and together with two or three other key individuals
I have not only been an active participant in many actions and campaigns but have actually
initiated mobilisation in the first place and/or been key in its initiation and subsequent
maintenance. In other words, many of the local actions I map here wouldn’t have happened at all,

or as they did, without my involvement. A recent example of this includes the establishing of a
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Welsh ‘Repeal the Terrorism Act’ coalition in 2000, which I did more or less single-handedly, and
which brought together a wide range of groups and NGOs within Wales with political support,
two large rallies in Bangor and Cardiff were also organised. I would argue that my involvement
has been predominantly an asset methodologically as I am reflexively aware about the ‘what, how
and why’ of mobilisation and able to map it - see section 2 below for more discussion on this
issue.

Generally, the breadth and depth of the PO I have undertaken, the myriad of settings and
types of action, the variety of people I have met in a variety of circumstances (up treehouses, on
top of bulldozers, with linked arms on blockades, in workshops, in squat kitchens) and the
hundreds of conversations (not to say heated arguments) I have had, makes a case, I would argue,
for my qualitative data to have much more general representativeness than the literature
referenced here would generally allow for. Again, I would be very wary of advancing any claims
for high levels of accuracy in mapping this ever changing and vast movement. That having been
said, I think the evidence given above does show that I have an extensive knowledge of my
subject area - the various settings for/nature and types of action experiences, the different
networks and activist identities, the plurality of movement voices and approaches (see Ch 1, Ch
4, Ch 7). Thus bearing in mind all the proviso.s already made, I would say that when discussing
movement praxis and practice that I am basing my analysis on extremely good grounds. This PO
also backs up /triangulates the interview data, often corroborating interview accounts and
perspectives, filling in gaps by giving extra detail, and highlighting the difference between idealised
accounts of movement activity and actual practise®’. My PO suffuses this PhD - it is behind every

word I write.

1.3.1 Data Cut-Off Point
Whilst references are made to actions taken after mid 2001, this was my ‘cut-off point” in terms of

formally mapping movement activity, in order to have closure over the data collection issue.

1.3.2 Online Participant Observation Of Activist Email Lists
The data produced by these lists is analysed in Ch7 in particular. For a more in-depth look at this

¥ 1t should be pointed out that most of my interviewees were also aware of the gap between rhetoric and reality-
gender issues being a key example flagged by several women interviewees. Often the rhetoric referred to here
comes from other PO; in movement literature, for example. It should also be pointed out that within the movement
there is always a “bullshit- debunker” or eight for every unreflexive position one encounters.
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issue see also Plows (2001)%,

1.3.2.1 What Was Done
I have conducted PO on several email lists from late 1999 up to mid 2001. Firstly to set out what

lists were used:

a) November 1999 - December 1999; PO on the international email list n30@listbot.com set up
to discuss the anti-globalisation action in Seattle and other solidarity actions

b) December 1999 - June 2000 PO on the UK list Mayday@yahoogroups.com which was set up

to discuss issues surrounding the anti-capitalist Mayday action.
c)December 1999 - mid 2001; PO on the Welsh list bangor-werdd@yahoogroups.com. This list
was initiated by Gwynedd and Mon EF! to network actions and issues for people in North Wales.

d) July 2000-mid 2001: PO on the Welsh list dan-cymru@yahoogroups.com which was set up

(by G+M EF! again) to fulfil a similar function to Bangor-werdd except covering the whole of
Wales.
e)November 2000 PO on therealfuelcrisis@yahoogroups.com - a list set up by Greens and

activists to discuss action and issues surrounding the second fuel protest mobilisation.

f) July 1999 - mid 2001: action and other information from the “online newsletter”

allsorts(@gn.apc.org received.

1.3.2.2 How Email Lists Work™

See also chi. Email discussion lists are of several types but all follow a basic pattern of existing as
an activist resource, enabling factual information and other resources (leaflet texts, sticker
programmes) to be networked. Forthcoming action can be networked, requests for specific
information and contacts are standard, and perhaps most significantly, issues surrounding action
are discussed and argued over by online activists. Online discourse is of especial interest in this
PhD - see Ch 7. See also Ch 5 for a discussion on the use of email as a resource for activists.
Lists can be set up for specific events and have a relatively short “shelf life” (such as
‘therealfuelcrisis’ list), can be set up for specific issues (animal rights, for example), or be more
‘general’ — such as the Bangor-werdd list, which covers all action and related issues in the North

Wales area, but is also specific in the sense that it serves a particular geographical region. The

% Plows (2001c) To what extent and in what ways does the Internet trigger and sustain activism?- Paper given at
ESRC one- day workshop Sept 2001.
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nature and type of each list is important as it is a further factor regulating the type of activist
discourse online (for example, there aren’t many animal rights activists on the recently set-up
“pruning hooks” list, which aims to find crossover between farmers and activists vis a vis
sustainable development), the extent to which this shapes what activists are talking about and why
needs highlighting as an important methodological variable.

1.3.2.3 Email PO As Qualitative Method

I would argue a strong case for the use of (here specifically) activist email lists - and also
websites™ - as being a valid, and extremely useful, qualitative data source. The way in which I am
able to get data via email lists is a cross between PO and interview. In many ways, being on these
lists, listening and joining in with conversations/debates, and finding out how activists are
networking, using the net as a resource to take action, is simple PO of the type I might be doing
sitting at the EF! gathering or on any direct action. Secondly, the vast amount of first hand
accounts, personal narratives, complex articulations of political and ethical motivations which
surface on these lists on a daily basis are a highly important supplement to the data I am collating
through in-depth interviews. Again, methodological triangulation (discussed above) is very
important. My overall findings are that these postings reconfirm the results of the interviews I
have done, enabling me to be more proactive in drawing general conclusions from the more micro
samples of my interviewees. For example, the dozens (not to say hundreds) of postings on the
subject of violence/nonviolence and direct action confirm the findings of my interviews and PO -
that the majority of activists adhere at least to the discourse of nonviolence®".

The whole culture of email, its use, the ways in which discourse is framed and being
shaped online, the patterns and tendencies of online interaction, is a subject of immense interest to
sociologists and anyone interested in how people interact and communicate. Online discourseisa
significant phenomenon, and online ethnography has very rapidly become accepted as a viable and
significant qualitative methodology.

% see Plows (2001c) ibid.
* 1 have ‘browsed’ a number of activist websites- their addresses are given in the bibliography. I haven’t subjected
them to the same amounts of analysis that I have the email lists discussed here so they are not discussed in detail.
They do however form part of the PO “background” data like the newsletters and flyers produced by the movement.
*! A loaded term which needs defining... but not here. See ch7, Seel and Plows (2000); Plows 2000
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1.3.2.4 Sample Selection

In terms of its methodological viability, especially regarding sample selection, I would argue that

that email is as viable a form of collating data as any other, with its own variants of pros and cons,

meaning that as always the methodology needs contextualising.

Pros. This is a self-selecting sample - these are unasked-for, naturally occuring points of
view. In my opinion a sample of this type has the edge in some ways (but not in others)
over a selection of activists picked by interview by myself, where it is likely that my own
personal agenda and position have determined whom I chose to interview. The thousands
of posts again mean that this qualitative method bridges the general and the particular.
Further, monitoring email lists is a quick, cheap, efficient and effective form of data

gathering.

Cons. The applicability of the sample is a methodological issue and important con. In
terms of the class/gender demographics of the net -white middle class males predominate
on the net as a whole, anecdotally - whether this is true for email lists is hard to determine
given that many list members stay silent, use codenames. There are other problems
regarding the issue of who, actually, is doing the talking. On lists of this type (unless Lists
are ‘closed’, i.e. by invitation only, as many are) are a whole range of people who simply
aren't activists but are (covert and/or overt) journalists, timewasters, researchers, and,
very likely, agent provocateurs and others who may or may not work for governments or
multinational corporations. Thus, when someone emails a pro-violence post, and gets very
aggressive towards people on the list who disagree with their opinion, it is always a
consideration that the emailer is a government 'spook’ trying to ascertain the level and
types of pro-violence feeling. So, then, it is possible that some of the data I am collating
isn't being produced by "real" activists at all. Similarly, it is impossible to tell where
activists are geographically unless they state this directly or it is evident from the content
of the email, making it very hard to state definitively whether the discourse produced
is that of the UK movement or from elsewhere. Whilst in general saying that UK-based

lists would be most likely to simply contain posts from UK activists, this cannot be
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guaranteed. The Bangor-werdd list, for example, has a couple of American subscribers
(though this was obvious from their first email). These are very specific problems
generated by the net, there are few easy answers. Again, highlighting the potential
problem will have to suffice. Plus, this method is being triangulated with others - by itself,
this method has enough potential flaws to make it methodologically problematic. Backed

up with other methods, it

¢ isviable. Further, as highlighted above, activist email discourse - at least on these ‘public’
lists - is self censoring, given the context. This obviously has implications in terms of

content analysis and these, whilst self evident, should be noted throughout.

More generally, the question about applicability revolves around the availability of the net as a
resource to activists. In other words, is what we have here discourse production only for those
online? A resource for those who have it but few do? To draw conclusions, then, that what is
being said on the net is typical of what is being said in the wider movement is methodologically
suspect without hard evidence of ideas, information disseminating outwards into the movement as
awhole. And it is one of my research findings that generally online discourse does tend to mirror
current movement views, debates, key themes. It is also important to emphasise that information
and ideas are disseminated outwards into other activist discourse settings, or are reflecting them.
It is also the case that most activists will be able to get access in one way or another to the

internet. It is worth remembering that email is simply part of, one type of, activist discourse.

Information overload is possibly the biggest con for the researcher (and of course for the
activists themselves). On average the 'general information' lists trigger four or five messages a day.
The action specific lists such as the J18, n30 or May 2000 lists can generate 30-40 messages at
their height. It is a fulltime job dealing with the information, sorting it and saving it. It is easy to

save too much data which might never get used.
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1.4 Quantitative Data Analysis - Protest Event Data Analysis Using SPSS”

1.4.1 What Was Done
As shown in Ch 1, some quantitative data has also been produced and used for this PhD. As
discussed, this data was produced by myself, Dr. Brian Doherty and Dr. Derek Wall for our
ESRC project analysing activist networks. As part of a Protest Event (PE) survey of EDA activity
we examined protests reported in the bi-monthly activist newsletter the Earth First! Action Update
between 1992 and 2000, and the weekly newsletter Schnews between 1995 and 2000, for six
locations: Manchester, Oxford and North Wales, Stoke-on-Trent, Birmingham and Dyfed in West
Wales. The occurrence of Protest Events, their forms - blockades, office and site occupations -
the targets of action (specific companies, government departments) and the claims made by
activists (i.e., why they said they did it), were all coded quantitatively using the standard SPSS
programme. In this PhD I have not relied much on this data or used its applications beyond a
certain point for the following reasons:
a) I would argue that the qualitative data already produced would have been sufficient by
itself in any case.
b) The data was not produced solely by myself but was a team effort and thus there is a limit
to the extent to which I could justify using it in this PhD.
c¢) The numerous applications of the PE data and the SPSS programme have produced a
large amount of data and avenues of inquiry which, whilst relevant to the project and
interesting here in that it greatly ‘fleshes out’ the picture of 90’s activism, is simply too

large to be properly used here.

Thus instead I have simply used the ‘bare bones’ of this material as reiterative detail (see Ch 1,

Ch 5).

1.4.1.1 Pros

The scale of the data providing an overview of the ‘what, how and why’ of UK direct action in
the 90’s as reported in the key activist publications -serves to back up claims made by myself
about the movement deduced from the qualitative sources outlined above. Analysing events in

this way enables a very wide, and detailed, picture of the movement to be produced from hard

%2 See intro and chl for more detail
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evidence. Given the complexities of mapping this movement, this PE survey provides back-up,
balancing out the potential flaws of qualitative data which can be summarised as being too small-
scale, and based simply on subjective and anecdotal evidence. The PE data further backs up claims
made in this PhD about scales of activity, highlighting a) that the qualitative data does stand up to
testing and b) that triangulating methods produces reiterative detail.

1.4.1.2 Cons

It is often said that quantitative methods are more “objective”, more fail-safe, than qualitative ones
(Williams and May, 1996). I would disagree. There are simply different pros and cons. Here,
whilst it is obvious that the data produced by the PE coding is viable and extremely useful, there
are a number of methodological problems as discussed in Ch 1. To begin with, the reliability of
the

sources can be questioned. Firstly however, I would argue that the EF! AU and Schnews are more
reliable in some ways than the national newspapers as a data source as they tend to report all
events which take place which are reported to them. However in other ways they are less reliable
in that they base their reports on activists’ own accounts. In reality what we have here is
qualitative data put through a quantitative process. Also, many Protest Events simply never get
reported as the activists do not submit write-ups. Further, covert action hardly ever gets reported
(see section B below). Thus, whilst PE coding produces a very useful generalised picture, it is not
definitive and not totally reliable.

Something which also doesn’t get discussed in ‘standard’ methodology texthaaks is the
fact that the quantitative, “objective” process of coding is actually highly subjective. When coding,
I had to use my judgment in terms of deciding which category of action an event was coded
under, what its major targets and aims were. Thus whilst the end result is that the codes and
categories are “objectively” turned into tables by the SPSS programme, a lot of the researchers’
own views (and hence assumptions) have been built in. Personally I don’t feel this to be
problematic as long as this is acknowledged. But there is a tendency in research to ignore this
dimension completely. I offer it here as an observation about the state of the academic literature

on this subject.
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Section 2: General Methodological Issues, Problems And Rationales Raised By Research

As discussed in the intro, this PhD is be focussed on the “what, how and why” of the EDA
movement. To sum up the main problems briefly, it is a lot to be taking on and making claims
about. What mitigates these methodological problems is that I am aware of these limits. Thus I am
continuously situating my claims about “the movement” in the light of these limitations - that I
have taken some snapshots of a complex, semi-hidden (even to those inside it) and shifting
movement. However my involvement over a decade of movement activity and the reiterative
nature of my various ethnographic approaches does cover quite a diverse selection of activist
milieu, and does show that activists are developing collective identity - a process of constructing
movement cognitive praxis, with all that this entails (see PhD throughout). I have demonstrated
the difference where appropriate - see Ch 4, and Ch 7 in particular for differences of opinion
evidenced in activist discourse™. To say that people also disagree with each other is something of
a truism-people are complex, and are contradictory, often themselves providing conflicting
opinions on the same subject over time, depending on context. It is very difficult as a researcher to
be ‘true’ to this without losing the baby with the bathwater, so to speak. Admittedly this PhD has
not focussed on lines of difference as much as it could have - to do so beyond a certain point
would have meant a loss of coherence in terms of the PhD structure. This is certainly a fruitful
area of further research. Similarly the many interesting avenues opened up by this research such as
the issues surrounding anti-globalisation coalitions or feminist issues inter-rovement could ony
be flagged to a certain point.

However, that I have under-represented networks and voices within the movement 1s in
part unavoidable. This PhD has from the start highlighted the limitations tied into undertaking
such a perspective. The speed at which events evolve on the ground, the diversity of activist
experience and involvement, the myriad of submerged networks and campaigns, means that to pin
down such a phenomenon would be a limiting and reductive goal. Definitions of “the movement”
have also been consistently shown throughout to resist such attempts at closure, given the fluidity

of its nature. The best I can do is to highlight this diversity, energy and capacity for change. This

% Of course, there is also fallout- alienation, for example. I know of many people who have disassociated them-
selves from movement activity due to arguments over positions. Some of these people have simply continued to
take action in other (interrelated) movement networks- others have stopped taking action. Dissent can have a
negative effect, but I would argue that this is often due to ways the dialogue takes place. EF! gatherings in particular
have over the years got much more clued-up about the facilitation of discussion in workshops, meaning that they
tend not to be the disaster areas they once were in terms of respecting others’ opinions. (see Ch7).
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in itself is an important research finding. Generally I have tried to strike a balance between the

need to quantify and make sense of the data I have, without extrapolating too far.

2.1. Covert Action®: A Methodological Minefield

In terms of mapping “the movement”, further methodological issues emerge when considering the
implications of covert action (see Ch 1). Methodologically speaking, there is a black hole here.
Firstly, as the specifics of such covert action are generally not even discussed beyond the core
group of individuals who undertake it, there are no ways of mapping levels - numbers
participating, range and amount of targets, damage costing. Thus unless actually present (which
has legal and ethical implications - see below), knowledge about covert action is generally based
on rumour and anecdote (it is possible to see how different this is to US EF! who, like the ALF in
the UK in the 1980’s, publicise criminal damage and provide rationales both through their own
press and the mainstream media®). Occasional “evidence” presents itself - a broken down
bulldozer, metres of “trashed” security fencing, acres of trampled GM crop. Covert GM crop
“trashing” is in fact one area of covert action where UK activists are more upfront, websites such

as http://www.primalseeds.org hold regularly updated pages on where GM sites can be found,

which have been completely or partially destroyed. Occasionally other types of covert action are
reported in activist publications, and when people are caught and have trials or go to prison this
also surfaces in activist newsletters (see Plows et al 2001).

Not being able to map accurately means that measures of movement activity are rendered
even more imprecise. However because, as discussed above, such a goal isn’t achievable in any
case, this perhaps doesn’t matter a great deal. What we can say for certain is that covert action
does happen, forms part of the repertoire of “tools” available to activists, and is thus part of
movement collective identity and culture, the stories activists tell about themselves. The fact that
activists so readily identify with “pixie-ing” and see it as a legitimate strategy - somewhat different
from the ‘generalised’ point of view of 80’s peace activists, tells us something about where
activists are coming from. Covert action as a theoretical principle is often discussed in different

activist milieu, it was certainly discussed as such by my interviewees. The ‘why’, certainly, of such

9‘fPlows et al 2001

% It is very likely that notorious animal rights court cases such as that against Ronnie Lee, which succeeded in
having publicity spokespersons convicted for conspiracy charges accruing long prison sentences, warned off UK
EF! from similar strategies.

84



covert direct action can be gleaned even if the what and how - the detail - is blurred.

Perhaps a more important methodological implication is when visible levels of action
(Protest Events - PE) are used as the basis for theories about the nature and causalities of
mobilisation. To give an example, one could make certain assumptions about a range of factors
consistently found to lead to /be conducive to mobilisation: for example, 'strong' issue to mobilise
around that has the potential to attract a range of allies (say a road scheme through a nature
reserve) or a well networked, highly motivated, socially connected group of activists. All the
factors may be there for overt mobilisation, but it may not occur. The activists may well have
made a tactical decision to mobilise covertly (perhaps they feel too stretched to take on the setting
up of a camp, have other issues to mobilise over, or just feel that 'pixie-ing' is more efficient). If
this is the case, it is possible that they will be mobilising covertly and using this as their only action
repertoire in this instance.*Actions and activists disappear out of sight, and this significantly
changes the idea of the activist landscape if one is aiming to map what action is being taken, or to
try and work through mobilisation causalities. The only course of action, methodologically
speaking, is simply to flag all this up and say, well, an almost unquantifiable part of the picture,
which stops us making sense of what's going on out there, is covert action. Covert action is thus
the “dark matter” or
“anti-matter” of the movement (Doherty et al ibid) - we know it's out there, we know it has an
effect on what happens overtly, but we can't really say how or why or what is happening very

well.

2.2 Practising “Insider”, Partisan, Reflexive Research

2.2.1 Overview

This subject formed the entirety of my MA thesis’’. To justify academically my own position was
of paramount importance to me, for obvious reasons in the context of my subject matter and my
relationship to it. Whilst my approach to my material is unavoidable in any case, I also (as an eco-

feminist, and a reflexive activist) have ideological commitments to these research practices.

% (Of course, its often been the case that the two sit side by side- Twyford Down and Newbury are just two
examples where pixieing was known to be going on simultaneously with the overt tree camps, digger-diving).

97 For more detailed discussion of the issues raised in this section see :Plows, A. 1998. Here. whilst I am aware of the
issue of over- using MA data for my PhD, this whole area is of such importance that I feel it is necessary to reiterate the
main points in some detail.
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“Intellectual autobiography™®, reflexivity and partisanship, as feminist research strategies, serve to
reinforce an epistemological position. Thus my research is intended to be accountable, non-
hierarchical, “user-friendly” and of use to the research subjects”. Such an approach
simultaneously challenges the unequal balance of power between researcher/researched, and the
concept of “objective” research. Feminists reject as a false construct any claims to 'objective’,
'value-neutral' research, agreeing with Becker that it is impossible

“To do research which is uncontaminated by personal and political sympathies... therefore...the
question is not whether we should take sides, since we inevitably will, but rather whose side are
we on”. 1"

To summarise my MA findings and as will be discussed below, whilst feminist writers such as
Mies (1992) and Roseneil (1993) have argued that their methodological approach is not only valid
but better than other approaches, I would tend to say that as with any research process there are
pros and cons but that reflexivity does surface as a constant plus in the research process.
Generally I have found my “insider’, partisan status as an activist/academic to be a great help, and

reflexivity ensures that the (potential and actual) cons of my approach are factored into this PhD
and highlighted throughout, as should be evidenced in the text.

2.2.2 Partisanship
Partisanship is defined by Mies in the following way:

“The postulate of value - free research...has to 8e replaced dy conscious parality, waich (&

achieved through partial identification with the research objects”.'""

It was relieving and liberating when I first read feminist methodology, which revelled in its
political partisanship, and realised that far from having to play down my engagedness and assume
"objectivity", my research position had large bonuses. The idea that in fact subjective, personal
assumptions and motivations are a reality in any research process seemed to me to be self- evident
- and here was the “proof”.

"Almost invariably...sociological research takes place with some sort of political context, yet how

% Stanley 1991.

% For example, I have given workshops at activist gatherings on Social Movement theories about mobilisation,
networks and resources.

1% Becker 1974: 107

191Mies 1992; 38
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many of the normative textbooks take account of this?"102

2.2.2.1 Methodological Pros Of Partisanship

Put very simply, feminist literature states that partisanship generates trust on the part of the
research subject, and that trust facilitates access to the subjects’ “lifeworld”. Trust and access, as
discussed in the section on qualitative techniques, are the basic building blocks which ensure that
participant observation and in-depth interviews are successful. The trust engendered through
partisanship, the reassurance the research subject feels that they are both ‘on the same side’
enables good rapport, good interviews and good data - again in particular in this hyper-political
environment. Roseneil again -

“I am convinced that the degree of intimacy between myself and the women I interviewed...was
only possible because they knew I was a Greenham woman and a feminist first...and a sociologist
second”.'®

This is my experience as a partisan researcher. The rapport which develops during my interviews
has led to extremely in-depth data being produced. I also felt that I was getting what my subjects
really felt and thought, rather than them feeling that they needed to be giving a certain ‘line’ or not
being sure what use the researcher would put the material to, what their ‘spin’ was. In terms of
PO, I am seen by others primarily as an activist enabling others to act “as normal”.

Academics such as Roseneil (1993) argue that a non-partisan researcher is likely to be denied
access to participant observation settings. Whilst this is debatable or at least context-dependant, it
is certain that these are issue which I am able to negotiate with ease. People are suspicious of
‘outsiders’~ journalists, researchers - and in high stress, demanding environments with little free
time, they have little incentive in any case to agree to an interview. Even if such barriers are
passed, it takes up valuable research time. Thus, rather than my political engagedness detracting
from the objectivity, the validity, of my research, I would agree that explicitly identifying with the
goals/views of the research subjects is an effective way of getting access, in-depth data and

“truthful” accounts.

192Be]1+Newby (1977) Doing Sociological Research 10

1 Roseneil 1993; 191
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2.2.2.2 Methodological Cons
The main methodological pitfall for the partisan researcher is that she/he is unable or unwilling to
form criticisms of the movement. Being too close to the subject matter, or deliberate bias in its

favour, is a very real danger:

“Our problem is to make sure that...our unavoidable sympathies do not render our results
invalid...we might distort our findings...we might introduce loaded questions™
Becker 1974: 118

Similarly,

"If you know you hold strong views...you need to be particularly careful about the way questions
are put."

Bell 1995:95

Awareness of these dangers is crucial - again, reflexivity surfaces as a methodological advantage.
Ultimately I do not know whether (or rather, to what extent) my partisanship has affected the way
I look at the movement - whether I have been too “easy” on people, not critical enough, had
‘blind spots’, asked the wrong or leading questions. What I can do is to be accountable about this
and enable the reader to make up her/his own mind. Yes, I was - am - emotionally, subjectively
involved. I am also very aware of this. In my own defence, criticisms of the movement (the gap
between rhetoric and reality in matters of interpersonal relations, for example) do surface
throughout this PhD. This is an area I have thought hard about, and I have tried to conduct this
research with these issues in mind, I have tried to ensure that my research methods and criteria are
as rigorous as possible'®. My throughout has been to be very cautious about the claims I could
make based on my research findings. There are ethical considerations to bear in mind - see

below.

2.2.3 “Insider” Research

As an activist I am not only partisan but also, like Sasha Roseneil (1993), an “insider researcher”

1041 would say in fact that 1 was able to use my partisan, ‘insider’ status to push for more detail during interviews
than a non- partisan interviewer may have felt comfortable doing. This has ethical implications- see below.
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as evidenced in the earlier section on PO methods. This has been at times an almost schizophrenic
process, as (for example) in the middle of discussing and organising actions in my local EF! group
I have been stepping back, mentally filing away comments, weighing up the reality on the ground
against the claims of social movement theory. If nothing else this research process has made me a
better activist, more analytical, more able to see the bigger picture. In terms of methodological
pros and cons, these are mostly identical to the points raised in the discussion of partisanship

above, so this is a shorter summary.

2.2.3.1 Pros Of “Insider” Research

“I claim a high level of validity for my findings because of, not in spite of, my own involvement”.
Roseneil 1993:192

The issues here are primarily ‘membership’ shared knowledge/experiences, trust and subsequently
access. Being familiar with the research setting enables the “insider researcher” to “get down to
business” quickly, making confident evaluations about what aspects/situations are. For the
outsider researcher

“the problem is that of getting beyond the superficial, of becoming empirically literate...you
have to be knowledgeable to collect good information”.'*

Thus the “insider” researcher enjoys the methodological advantages of knowing and
understanding the setting of research. This "insider knowledge" is probably the major
methodological plus. On many occasions during interviews I have been able to use my
experience, shared with the interviewee, to tease out a particular point, helping them to develop
their argument and add extra detail. I feel that this has made my interviews inestimably more rich
in detail than would otherwise have been the case. Roseneil found likewise that

“as soon as it was established that we had a shared experience of actions and daily life at the
camp, and a shared vocabulary for discussing them, women seemed to open up and were
prepared to expose their thoughts and feelings quite boldly '*
Generating trust is probably the main other plus -and, as with partisanship above, access as a
result of trust. This has implications both for interviews (whether they are granted at all, the

rapport within them) and for PO settings.

1%Miles + Huberman 1984: 48

1%Roseneil 1993: 198
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2.2.3.2 Cons Of “Insider” Research

Bouma and Atkinson's (1995) critique of "insider" research needs quoting -

“Where there is a choice, the researcher should choose a site where the people are strangers.
The reason for this is that knowing the people to be investigated can change their behaviour -
they respond to a researcher in a way that they would not do otherwise. Moreover, it is better to
investigate a setting where the researcher has no particular expertise. For example, a doctor
investigating a hospital will bring preconceptions as to how patients are treated and so will tend

to evaluate the medical performance rather than seek to understand and describe what is
n 107

happening”.

Firstly, there are dangers associated with being too involved with one's own material. Perhaps the
most important is the danger of being “too close to see the wood from the trees”. As someone
who has been with the roads protest movement from the start, I will never experience the
newness, the oddness, which must strike the outsider viewing (for example) a protest camp, a
“standard” action such as an office occupation for the first time. Situations and set-ups I take for
granted, or am not even aware of, will strike the outsider as deeply significant - the perspective of
a (partisan or non-partisan) outsider researcher looking at a counter-cultural scene for the first
time is bound to observe significant detail which appears “normal” to those inside. In other words,
whilst the outsider researcher may well be initially lost through lack of background knowledge,
he/she may 'gain on the swings' as it were by spotting vitally important detail I do not even notice.
If I am unaware of such situations, and consequently unable to criticise them, then this is a
significant methodological drawback to be set against the advantages just outlined. As with
partisanship, whilst I have sought throughout this research to remember this and to try and
address it as much as possible, it is likely that there have been methodological cons.
Accountability/reflexivity highlighting this likelihood and being more careful about claims made
about my research, also mitigate potential methodological flaws.

Bouma and Atkinson's comments above are representative of an academic tradition which appears
to believe that there is some Utopian ideal of research out there, where the researcher does

not bring their personal baggage with them into the process - and that this Utopia is not only

"Bouma +Atkinson 1995: pp.210
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achievable, but that those who fail to meet this standard have produced "flawed" research.
Conversely I would argue that to assume that one can conduct research without one's own views
impacting on this process is naive in the extreme. Given the evidence produced in this dissertation,
I'have to query whether this engagedness is more of a theoretical, rather than an actual, problem,
and whether the theoretical worries are based more on academic convention than actual

methodological problems.

2.2.4 Reflexivity /Accountable Knowledge/"Intellectual Autobiography"
"To read what we call normative methodology, be it ever so positivistic or ever so
phenomenological, it frequently would seem as if much, if not all, sociological research was

"context- free" - i.e. carried out by non-people in non-places...sociologists too are people."'”®

2.2.4.1 Pros

Reflexivity has been referred to throughout this section. It is perhaps the most important
methodological aspect of the three sections delineated here, without reflexivity acting as a check,
as a balance, partisanship and "insider" research would certainly become methodological
minefields. The reflexive awareness and acknowledgement of the impact the researcher's history
(or perhaps here that should be her story) has on the research procedure can lessen its potential
damage. Reflexivity is the writing of self into, the locating of self within, the research process:
“Feminist methodologies suggest that we exploit our subjectivity and personal experiences, and

locate ourselves and our research practises on the same critical plane as the object of study”.'”

Reflexivity involves far more than a passing nod to the effects of self as a researcher on the
research material. Instead, a far more in-depth personal biography forms an intrinsic part of the
research, The pre-existing views, values and experiences of the researcher are laid bare, the part
they play in forming the way the research shapes up is acknowledged. Stanley (1991) uses the
term “intellectual autobiography” rather than personal biography - and in fact the former term

better depicts the analytical process being carried out here.''

'% Bell and Newby 1977: 10
1PRoseneil 1993: 181- see also Harding 1987: 9

10 « Intellectual autobiography, then, is the careful analytic explication of the reasoning procedures used in
interpreting and theorising whatever research data the researcher is concerned with” Stanley 1991: 211
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It is hopefully evident that this process of reflexivity and "intellectual autobiography" has been
written into the research as a whole. Stanley (1991) states that research techniques of intellectual
autobiography and reflexivity produce “accountable knowledge”(1991:209)'" i.e. those vital
aspects of the research procedure which are left out by the reductionist/scientific approach -

producing “alienated knowledge” - are put back in. Thus reflexivity applies not only to the

researcher but the research process, the research methods. This is essentially a process of

demystification, enabling the reader to have a holistic appreciation of how the finished research
was arrived at. Thus I have documented my PhD research methods in detail, highlighting potential
and actual flaws, and conceding that they will have had an impact on the finished research.

2.2.4.2 Cons

Methodological flaws as such were not evidenced in the literature or in practice. Of the three
sections discussed, it is this one which best stands up to feminist claims of methodological
superiority. I would agree with the writers quoted above that accountable research is
methodologically preferable to non-accountable research. Thus, for example, I do not present my
interviews with protestors in a vacuum. I draw on my insider knowledge, I analyse the effects of
my surroundings or the state of mind of the interviewee to arrive at an academic interpretation
which contextualises the data. It is made accountable - I am holding my hand up, saying, ‘there are
limitations to this technique, this interview - there are variables which must be taken inio account’
A criticism of writing autobiography into the research process could be that it is simply self
indulgent - not to put too fine a point on it, that it is nothing more than irrelevant personal detail
poorly substituted for "real" research. This could all be true - it depends on the researcher and the
uses to which they put their material. In the case of this PhD, I have avoided telling too many
stories about myself, in fact I have used far less of my own autobiography than I expected to.
Given the relevance of my experience to the research, I could have argued a case for much more

autobiographical writing.

" Stanley 1991: 209
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2.3 Ethical Issues Raised By Research

2.3.1 Ethics And The Law

This is a large area. Briefly, legal and ethical issues are intertwined. I have an ethical code of
responsibility to my research subjects. I am also legally obliged, under a number of laws, to pass
on information about crimes committed. This has become more serious during this research with
the passing of the Terrorism Act (2000)''> which states that criminal damage (such as the
destruction of a GM crop or the “symbolic” cutting of an MOD wire fence) undertaken with
political intent is a terrorist act, and that anyone withholding information about such acts can also
be tried under this new terrorist legislation. This revokes previous journalistic confidentiality
clauses, as far as I am aware there were none for academics in the first place. Thus interviews
where the subject may raise specific matters for which they (or others) can be prosecuted, and PO
situations where criminal damage is likely to occur, are often problematic. No doubt like many
other researchers, I have simply avoided being put in this situation as the most straightforward

way around this.

2.3.2 Confidentiality And Anonymity

There are a number of similar legal and ethical issues which have needed careful navigation during
this research. Activists tend to break the law - they organise occupations of offices, of company
AGMs, of worksites, of town and city centres. They blockade, climb buildings, ignore policemen.
They squat land threatened with development and evade “capture” as long as possible. These are
relatively “minor” offences but can often result in criminal records, fines and custodial sentences.
Organising such events theoretically carries longer sentences - conspiracy and incitement are

serious charges'"®

. Further, in order to carry on taking action, many activists jump bail or ignore
their bail conditions, evade fines. If eventually re-arrested sentences are harsher, this was the case
during the protracted evictions at Newbury, for example. Thus there are many reasons why it is
not in activists’ best interests firstly to have their names published and secondly to be giving
detailed information about what they get up to. Anonymising all interviewees and all other data
sources is thus a central ethical principle and duty of care to my research subjects. Personally I still

have ethical misgivings (however irresolvable) about the security implications of my research for

112 http//www.homeoffice. gov.uk/terrorism/act2000.htm

n3 http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/atoz/crim_law.htm
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activists, the information given in this PhD about activist milieu, case studies and modus operandi
could be of use to those government (and commercial) agencies committed to undermining these
activist networks. This is not an issue about partisanship'** so much as an issue about an ethical

duty of care to my research subjects, whatever the ‘rights and wrongs’ of the legal issues.

2.3.3 Trust: ‘Using’ My Friends And Fellow Activists

A prime concern throughout this research whether I have been abusing the trust others have
placed in me. Despite earlier comments on the aim of having a ‘level playing field’ during
research, Roseneil (1993) does however question the extent to which the hierarchical exploitative
position of privileged researcher/’used” subject ever goes away - perhaps, she argues, it is even
exacerbated through these techniques of partisanship. The more comfortable the subject feels, the
more she is able to identify with the researcher, the more she gives - the more the researcher is
able to “use her”."* I would agree with this - and the same goes for PO settings where my status
as a long-time activist overrides peoples’ knowledge that I am also undertaking research. I have
felt it necessary to remind people that I am also a researcher - when new activists joined our local
group, for example. This is another extremely important issue, although again it is impossible to

quantify effects.

2.3.4 Email

To reconfirm, this is a new area and the ethical issues are vast. Given that the net's potential has
still to be actualised then it is likely that new ethical issues will continue to surface. In terms of my
research specifically, several issues emerge: firstly, “using" people's postings. In a sense, thereis a
case to be made for this not being a problem at all. If 1, as an activist, send an email out to a list of
unknown size and content, I assume automatically that people are going to use what I say - that's
the point. I let go of my 'intellectual property rights'. I also assume that my posting will be read by
government agents, for example, so am careful not to say anything incriminating: I self-censor.
Therefore anything that I do say I am happy for anyone to "use". I have asked other activists
about this and this is what people generally feel.

However, just because people don't mind doesn't mean the researcher shouldn't ask. And

"™ Whilst I am partisan- on the side of the activists, believing that the police and government are often draconian,
legislation excessive, sentences outrageous, state violence unfairly sanctioned- this is not the issue here in reality,
and to debate such a complex issue would involve several thousand words this PhD does not have the space for.
115 s

Roseneil (1993) p204
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this has complications - should the researcher then highlight that they are carrying out research?
Given that, if they do, it is likely not so much that people will clam up on the list per se (for the
reasons set out above), more that they may well respond differently to emails from that researcher
once he/she has 'come clean'.(Or there may be no difference at all - it is a context - dependant
issue). In my case I did tell people I was doing research, but — significantly - only when I had
already established my credentials as an activist. I was also keen to highlight the aims of my
research, and that I am overtly partisan. At the moment, the jury is out on whether my 'insider '
status as an activist researcher is an added pro in this area. Certainly I have had no direct negative
feedback. In fact, I put out a request for interviewees on an email list in 1999 with very positive

results (see above).The data is anonymised throughout as are all my sources.
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Chapter Three - Literature Review

“For collective action to be effective [should]...one not worry about ‘who we are’ but choose...a
common ground, on which many people can work together... Theoretically, the question is then
whether and how it is possible to affirm both unity and difference simultaneously”

( Melucci 1996: pp187)

Section 1: Introduction.

All major theoretical directions explored in the PhD will be summarised and presented here. In
other chapters, the theoretical framework is woven into the ethnographic data, and in many cases
more detailed /complex aspects of particular theoretical approaches are discussed iz situ with case
study examples. For example, the NSM literature on networks is re-visited in detail in Ch S and
Ch 6, where ethnography on cross-movement networking at a local level (the North Wales case
study) and at international level (via “anti globalisation” protests) is discussed. Similarly Melucci’s
(1996) notion of movement ‘collective identity’ is tested to its limits in many areas of this thesis,
not least in Ch 4, Ch 7. Not every aspect of theory outlined below is re-visited as thoroughly, so
in other cases this chapter provides an opportunity to ‘showcase’ relevant academic literature

which underpins the intellectual direction of this PhD more thoroughly.

1.1 Theory About The “What, How And Why”
In keeping with the main direction of this thesis, all theory is related 10 the “wha, how and why”
of social movements generally, and specifically how this literature relates to the UK EDA
movement. Thus the contributions of more “local” academic theorists who discuss the UK EDA
(and related) movements are discussed, as well as theorists who discuss movements and their
ideas more generally without necessarily mentioning the UK EDA movement (Tarrow, Melucci,
and others).

Tied up with this basic concept of the “what, how and why” of the EDA movement, some
major themes running throughout this thesis are: what is an SM? What makes an SM? How is
identity constructed? What is the internal worldview of this movement and what are its

connections to related academic fields ( eco-ethics, Green politics )? How, why and in what
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conditions is mobilisation initiated and sustained? How does the literature shape up against my
(and other academics’) experience of the UK EDA movement? In terms of the SM literature
specifically, following an academic approach favoured by two other “local” academics, Sasha
Roseneil and Derek Wall (who, significantly I feel, were also both activists before they were
academics), in my examination of the UK EDA movement I combine what have been summarised
as the “American” and European” approaches to the question of mobilisation and the nature of
movements - namely, many aspects of both macro and micro factors are relevant, and have a
symbiotic relationship. Wall (1999) uses Roseneil’s (1995) concept of the “meso level” to

articulate this eclectic position.

1.2 The ‘Toolkit’> Approach

Thus my approach to relevant theoretical positions has been an eclectic one, coming initially from
a ‘grounded theory’ perspective of having ethnographic knowledge, and then seeing which aspects
of theories seemed relevant, rather than starting from a specific theoretical perspective and
weighing data against this. I feel that this has enabled me to be freer in terms of being able to
decide which theories seemed relevant in terms of explaining and/or describing the social

116 To use an analogy, I have chosen from a ‘toolkit’ of academic

phenomenon I was studying
literature, using what fits, what seems to work, when examined in the context of EDA movement
praxis and practice. In the course of this I have also made some decisions about what doesn 't
seem to fit, and these intellectual arguments are also outlined in the course of the chapter.
Perhaps the main criticism of this “toolkit” approach is that by covering such a wide field, there
could be a lack of detail or in-depth analysis on any one area. This, to an extent, is true, but I
would argue that making a case for more “holistic” or symbiotic approaches to the study of social
movements is a worthwhile challenge in itself'!”. I would argue that the ethnography I present in

this PhD also helps with sharpening up aspects of SM literature.

1.3 Mobilisation Is Not Formulaic
A proviso I have with much social movement literature is that it sometimes gives the impression

that it is providing some sort of formula for mobilisation and the existence of movements. I am

1€ As discussed in ch2, there is much relevant literature on this methodological approach- predominantly, feminist
approaches to research. See ch2, and section 7 below here for a summary.
"7 Nick Crossley’s 2002 book Making Sense of Social Movements similarly presents a series of SM theories as a
useful set of tools for understanding mobilisation; see also Doherty 2002.
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not, I should stress, trying to present a theoretical formula for the existence of the UK movement,
namely
“social networks + POS + resources + collective identity = mobilisation!”

I don’t think mobilisation and the emergence of movement is something that can be “scientifically’
predicted. What I am arguing is that when there is mobilisation or a new movement cycle, the
above are all factors which are present, and the theoretical perspectives presented here have
provided a useful ‘codebook’ to enable researchers to decode what is going on, how and why.
There is also hardly any recognition of how hard activists work to achieve these processes, how
difficult they are - SM theorists use terms like collective identity with very little (if any) discussion
about the effects of these processes on the activists, how fragile they are, how much work goes
into them, how alienated activists can feel. Such ethnographic reality is melded with the theory
throughout this thesis.

Section 2: What Constitutes a Social Movement?
2.1 What Constitutes A ‘Movement’?

2.1.1 Theoretical Overview
Defining what a movement is, what constitutes it, what its qualities are, has been a major
undertaking for social movement theorists, the blurred edges of where a movement ends - who is
‘in’ or ‘out’- mean that definitions are fraught with problems. In my opinion the best thearigts 118
emphasise that these difficulties and ambivalences are at the core of what makes a sacial
movement (Melucci 1996). This holds as true for the EDA movement as for movements in general
(Wall 1999, Doherty et al , Seel and Plows 2000). This is why Diani’s definition (below) of what a
movement is - a series of interlinking networks which adapt and change - is a more useful way of
appreciating movements than seeing them as a static block. Recent work by post-modern authors
(Scheller 2000, Routledge 1997) has emphasised the fluidity in the ‘network’ concept of social
movements (see below).

Several important ‘check list” criteria of SMs have been developed (also see intro).

Similarly, Tarrow (1998) outlines the main “processes” of social movements:

118 Te. those which appear to me to most accurately describe and explain the situation ‘on the ground’.
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“mounting collective challenges, second, drawing on social networks, common purposes, and
cultural frameworks, and, third, building solidarity through connective structures and
collective identities to sustain collective action”

(Tarrow 1998 :4).

See also della Porta and Diani (1999: 14-16); Doherty, Paterson and Seel (2000:10), Welsh
(2000) for similar definitions. Doherty (2002:1) also states that SMs posit a challenge to dominant

forms of power, and that action is taken outside of existing political institutions'*”.

All of these definitions have been extremely useful in enabling me to ‘decode’ the EDA
movement, whilst I would re-iterate the proviso I have that the ‘blood, toil and tears’ aspect of
what it actually means to create a collective identity tends to be overlooked. These are not
components in chemical formulae, after all, but people. By using SM theoretical tools to
understand the EDA movement, I also feel that the ethnography is enabling me to ground the
theory in reality and add in the ‘human factor’.

2.2 ‘New’ Social Movements: Challenging Codes

2.2.1 Theoretical Overview

“New” social movements are generally viewed as evolving in the 60°s and 70's - T oursine

(1981,1985,2000) - Melucci (1989; 1986).There is a tendency to describe ‘new’ social

movements as being focussed on culture and identity (women’s’, gay). Giddens (1985, cited in

Bagguley 1999) plots out different types of movements on an axis, which Bagguley (1999)

critiques as a limited analysis, given the fluidity of social movements. As Seel et al note
“...Since all movements develop their own identity, common values and culture, it seems

unjustified to see older social movements as materialist and NSMs as concerned solely with

identity...”

(Seel et al 2000: 11)

Perhaps the key point made by both Melucci and Touraine in the context of the NSM debate is

1% though not exclusively outside of political institutions — see ch5 for discussion of this in the context of
ethnographic case study examples- see also Doherty, Plows and Wall (2001a) .
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that sites of power have become more plural in modern societies (Melucci 1996:307) so that
social movement resistance is also directed at other targets (e.g. MNCs) and less towards the

nation-state'?

, the target for ‘old’ social movements. This then is the “why” (Melucci 1996) of
NSM political action - challenging codes. Melucci argues that in the information age, the (social,
economic) power of cultural symbols is reflected in movement’s actions. Castells'*' (1997) makes
similar points. If there is anything “new” about ‘NSMs’ it is that activity is directed against
challenging plural forms of power - dominant cultural and economic codes - so that power in its
multiplicity of sites is made visible (Melucci 1989:70, see also Touraine 2000: 90). Movements
can challenge codes through symbolic action, or through economic and physical disruption - or
through broader movement culture (and often, through a simultaneous mix of all three - see
McKay (1996, 1997, Wall 1999, Roseneil 1995). Knowledge and power are symbiotically
interrelated; Eyerman and Jamieson (1991).

Similarly Giddens credits SMs with the role of “constraining the juggernaut of modernity”
(Giddens 1990:158 , quoted in Doherty 2002: 15)'%. Ulrich Beck (1992, 1995) Bauman (2000)
Giddens (1994 ) and Welsh (2000: 151)—are amongst theorists who emphasise that by contesting
“accepted” structures and cultures of knowledge, power and expertise, movements are precursors
of reflexive modernity - as Melucci, Touraine and Castells emphasise, movements are both
signifiers, and agents, of social change. All these theorists are in agreement that “new” social
movements are developing reflexive praxis in terms of their ability to deconstruct the forms and
expressions of power inherent in the dominant paradigm and develop appropriate strategies
(Doherty 2000, Paterson 2000).

In terms of the ‘identity movement’ debate, I've always found this categorisation problematic:
there tends to be a bit of an edge to a ‘cultural’ classification, as if identity movements are
somehow less ‘political’. Whereas in fact I would argue that “the personal is political”. The
“identity movement” categorisation is counterproductive, a) because they are in fact intensely

political, and b) because movements from the 60’s onwards are so cross-networked, one

12 This very structuralist deconstruction of modernity is so evidently a highly reflexive political act, that I really
cannot understand why so- called “identity” movements like the women’s” movement have been seen as somehow
less politicised.

12 Castells, M (1 997) The information age: Economy, Society, and Culture. Volume 2- The power of identity
Oxford: Blackwell.

12 -though as far as I remember, it was Bauman (2000?) who first used this rather appropriate phrase of the
‘juggernaut of modernity’ being viewed almost as a ‘law of nature’ within the dominant paradigm( a construct
which activists seek to demolish).
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movement blurs into another, so rigid categories just don’t work and broad organising frames of
reference seem more realistic. See later subsections on movement culture and identity - also green
ideology - for linked discussions - also Ch 1.

In general the debate on the ‘newness’ of SMs leaves me rather cold - it’s not irrelevant,
but it’s not that central to the main intellectual direction of this thesis. It is of course important to
understand the debates for the background context (Tucker 1991, Brand 1990). Melucci suggests
that
“the debate over the concept of NSM has tended to obscure the extent to which the activity of
NSMs poses a direct challenge to contemporary cultural codes and socio-economic logics”.

Melucci (1996:8) - referred to in Seel et al (2000:15 )

I wholeheartedly agree - and I would argue that this provides a good rationale for the
ethnographic emphasis and intellectual direction of this thesis. By documenting and analysing the
UK EDA movement, the ethnography in this PhD examines evidence for the theory that “new”
social movements challenge codes, that their action exposes and challenges current
forms/structures of power. I would argue that these concepts accurately describe the way the

EDA movement operates - its “why”.

2.3 The ‘Movement’ In Movements

2.3.1 Theoretical Overview

“a movement remains alive as long as there is struggle over its collective identity...”

(Whittier 1995: 18)

As later subsections discuss, the interactive and processural nature of collective identity (Melucci
1996, Steinberg 1998) and movement strategy is flagged by many leading theorists as being what
defines a SM. Movements are not static, but are fluid, shifting, ‘biodegradable’ (Wall 1999) and
hence highly adaptable, responding to specific circumstances (Dalton and Kuechler 1990: 288).
This ability to adapt and change is seen by many theorists (Wall 1999, Welsh 2000, Routledge
1997, Melucci 1989, 1996) as being a movement strength. Postmodern academics Paul Routledge
(1997) and Mimi Scheller (2000) also use the metaphor of fluid to describe the way movements
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operate and adapt. Movements have, says Scheller, « a barely graspable fluid structure...”.'?

The fluid metaphor played with by Scheller (2000) is a useful one, and it is interesting how many
processes and aspects of movement nature, aims and structure have a watery base. Theorists talk
about movement “waves” (Tarrow 1998). Roseneil (1995) discusses the ‘ripples’ generated by
Greenham (see also Plows 1997, 2001). Welsh (2000) discuses the ‘submerged’ nature of much
movement activity (see also Doherty et al 2001, 2002).

Ability to change is perhaps the most essential factor of a ‘living’ social movement. As the word
‘struggle’ in the above quote from Whittier implies, this is often difficult, as changes of direction
and emphasis in any context are often hotly contested. Further, the movement can be pulled in
different competing directions at the same time. As discussed in Ch 1, Ch 4 these “fluid”
descriptions and analogies are frequently used by “organic intellectuals™- the activists themselves -

when they explain their movement. Thus:

“the movement is a shoal of fish...it responds to zeitgeist resonances...”

(activist in ESRC workshop, September 2001)

Theory and ethnography highlighted throughout this thesis shows how this fluidity enables
activists, local networks and campaigns within the wider movement to flow across boundaries,
take up different identities, become involved in cross-network mobilisation (see Ch 1, Ch 5).
Generally I like the fluid metaphors described above. When thinking about whether movements
achieve change (see also the concept of ‘capacity building’ below), there is also what I would call
the “drip, drip, drip” effect. The ‘organic’ quality of movement process and structure - i.e., that
movements operate like processes of nature (flowing, adapting and changing like water,

‘biodegrading’ like plant matter) - could just be a happy coincidence given the aims and concerns

of the EDA movement. After all, capitalism could be said to work similarly (Schlosberg 1999).
2.4 “Latent”/“Submerged” Autonomous Networks

2.4.1 Theoretical Overview

As Whittier points out in her case studies of radical feminist generations in America,

1233 cheller, Mimi (2000)
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“the survival of radical feminism has been largely invisible to scholars precisely because the
movement has never had a centralised or national organisation but is based in grassroots,

loosely organised groups...”'”

Other commentators (Roseneil 1995, Welsh 2000, Doherty et al 2000, Doherty 2002) on previous
movement waves in the UK have made similar points - peace, feminist and “eco” movement
activity and structure has tended to be predominantly decentralised, underground, autonomous -
focussed on grassroots, local networks which form both the basic “building blocks” of national
activity and more visible campaigns, and the continuity between activist generations, between
movement ‘waves’ (see also Epstein 1991, Piven and Cloward 1992, Doherty et al 2001). From
the literature it would appear that such descriptions are generally applicable more or less globally:
see for example Diani 1995, della Porta and Diani 1999; Mies and Shiva 1993; Routledge
1997'%).

Commentators on the UK EDA movement in the-last decade have also noted that the
structure of “the movement” means activity is often less visible because it is happening at a local
level, within counter-cultural networks which avoid, or are ignored or misrepresented by the
mainstream media (Wall 1999, Doherty 2000, Seel and Plows 1997, Plows 2000, 2001, Purkis
1995, 2000, Welsh 2000, Doherty et al 2001,