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Chapterr eight 

CONCLUSIONS,, IMPLICATIONS, AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS 

Whatt exactly disseminated from the Indian independence movement to the American 

civill  rights movement? How did the Gandhian repertoire and its transnational diffusion 

too the United States evolve? Why did it take nearly thirty-five years before American 

activistss fully implemented the Gandhian repertoire in their own context? These three 

questionss have guided my theoretical efforts and historical analysis up to now. In chapter 

onee I propose a theoretical framework for studying the transnational diffusion of 

contentiouss repertoires between similar as well as different national environments and 

betweenn similar as well as different social movements. As table 1 indicates, it consists of 

fourr interconnected building blocks: 1) the diffusion item may be comprehensive, 

multii  faceted, and flexible; 2) the mainstream field of reception sets the transnational 

diffusionn process in motion, but usually also produces two stereotypical interpretations of 

thee diffusion item: hyper-difference and over-likeness; 3) receiving critical communities 

aree often the only actors with the potential or motivation to overcome these stereotypes 

throughh dislocation and relocation; and 4) the specific dynamics of two diffusion 

mechanisms—brokeragee and collective appropriation—generally enables and constrains 

criticall  communities' capacity for dislocation, relocation, and full implementation of the 

diffusionn item. This final chapter reviews the main findings of my case study, discusses 

myy theoretical framework's wider implications for contemporary research on 

globalizationn and social movements, and concludes by suggesting several avenues for 

futuree scholarship. 

I.. Summary of empirical findings 

Chapterr two provides historical evidence related to my theoretical framework's first 

buildingg block and seeks to answer my first research question. It demonstrates how 

Gandhii  and fellow Indians initially sowed the seeds for the Gandhian repertoire of 

nonviolentt contention in South Africa, and howr Gandhian action forms, organizational 
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styles,, and discursive language subsequently developed in India. The Gandhian 

repertoiree was never anchored in one era. country, or culture: it guided activists in South 

Africaa as well as India, and later traveled to other parts of the world. Every time activists 

appliedd the Gandhian repertoire in a new setting, however, they had to reinvent it to suit 

neww circumstances even when Gandhi was directly involved. Gandhi thus took about 

fourr years to reacquaint himself with his home country before leading the Rowiatt Bill 

campaignn and the Noncooperation movement on the basis of his repertoire. When both 

thesee struggles ended prematurely due to insufficient discipline and organization, he took 

responsibilityy for the failures of his invention and spent the rest of the 1920s stressing the 

needd for constructive programs in Indian villages to prepare for the next round of "war 

withoutt violence." It was after these years in abeyance that the Gandhian repertoire of 

nonviolentt contention reached its developmental peak, striking an effective balance 

betweenn constructive work and dramatic direct action during the Salt March and its 

aftermath.. The dynamic and adaptable makeup of the Gandhian repertoire was its 

strengthh as well as its weakness, however. In 1941 and 1942, for example, extremist 

participantss in the Quit India movement were able to appropriate Gandhi's words and 

reputationn to promote clearly "un-Gandhian" means of violent protest (Hutchins 1973; 

Foxx 1989). And when India finally achieved independence in 1947, Congress leaders 

couldd safely let the Indian population idolize Gandhi as the spiritual father of the nation 

withoutt needing to take his repertoire of nonviolent contention seriously. Overall, 

therefore,, chapter two illustrates that the Gandhian repertoire of nonviolent contention 

wass fundamentally multifaceted and flexible, in good times and bad times, from its 

originss in South Africa to its rise and fall in India. 

Chapterr three builds on the "mobility" of the Gandhian repertoire and reveals how 

thee latter's transnational diffusion to the United States started during the 1920s. While 

variouss groups of American receivers sparked the transnational diffusion process through 

theirr interest in satyagraha and admiration for Gandhi, they did not recognize its 

implicationss for their own ideas and practices. Although the mainstream field of 

receptionn paid considerable attention to the Gandhian repertoire, it also introduced the 

over-likenesss and hyper-difference stereotypes. Moreover, the critical communities that 

emergedd and uathered relevant information about the diffusion item at this time were 

220 0 



unablee or unwilling to overcome the obstacles clouding their perceptions of Gandhian 

actionn forms, organizational styles, and discursive language. Finally, the level of 

brokeragee and collective appropriation during this decade was low, precluding serious 

attemptss at implementing the Gandhian repertoire of nonviolent contention in the United 

States.. In short, chapter three demonstrates that from the beginning transnational 

diffusionn was not a smooth, linear, and rapid process, but a process full of perceptual 

hurdless and problematic transitions. 

Chapterr four discusses how a few American receivers contributed to the first 

problematicc transition by dislocating the Gandhian repertoire of nonviolent contention 

fromm its native soil during the 1930s. Although the mainstream field of reception 

reconfiguredd the over-likeness and hyper-difference stereotypes to fit  contemporary 

circumstances,, critical communities began to recognize the direct implications of 

satyagrahaa for their own collective identities and political strategies—particularly after 

thee dramatic Salt March in India. Richard Gregg and Krishnalal Shridharani convinced 

religiouss pacifists of the Gandhian repertoire's discursive and practical relevance through 

bookss and lectures, while Howard Thurman and Benjamin Mays used their insights into 

thee Gandhian repertoire to create and popularize a new form of African-American 

liberationn theology. All of these dislocation efforts contributed positively to—and in turn 

benefitedd from—transnational and domestic brokerage as well as collective appropriation 

inn free spaces. In sum, chapter four shows that critical communities could overcome the 

perceptuall  hurdles preventing adoption by constructing strong ties with Gandhi and 

Gandhianss (both in India and the United States), and by learning at an intellectual level 

thatt the Gandhian repertoire of nonviolent contention was applicable outside of India. 

Chapterr five focuses on the next and perhaps most important transition in the 

transnationall  diffusion process: the transition from mental recognition to physical and 

collectivee experimentation. Unlike before, actual applications of the Gandhian repertoire 

betweenn 1940 and 1947 led to direct confrontations with—and, consequently, direct 

involvementt of local and national governments. But the role of the American political 

contextt during these years was far more ambivalent than most contemporary social 

movementt scholars would suggest. First of all, it is at least debatable whether the 

Americann political opportunity structure as a whole had been growing increasingly 
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favorablee since the 1920s, as Doug McAdam (1982) and various other civil rights 

historianss contend. Although in some areas the opportunities for African-American 

resistancee were expanding during and right after World War II, in other areas they were 

actuallyy contracting. In short, the development of the political context was neither linear 

norr merely progressive, but continued to exhibit enabling as well as constraining aspects 

(Sahlinss 1981; Sewell 1992, 1996a, 1996b). Secondly, the political openings that did 

arisee primarily benefited moderate and reformist civil rights groups such as the NAACP 

orr the NUL, not counter-hegemonic and confrontational groups like CORE or the 

MOWM.. Thus, political openings could actually impede the Gandhian repertoire's 

relocationn onto American soil by stimulating legalist and gradual methods rather than 

militantt forms of nonviolent direct action. And finally, whether the enabling or 

constrainingg characteristics of the American political opportunity structure prevailed, 

dependedd at least in part on the perceptions and efforts of cntical community members. 

Thee influence of the political context on the transnational diffusion process was therefore 

neverr "objective11 or "external." Instead, it was always the result of interactions between 

subjectivee interpretations within critical communities, on the one hand, and changes in 

thee local, national, and transnational environment, on the other (Jasper 1997; Goodwin 

andd Jasper 1999; McAdam, Tarrow, Till y 2001). 

Moree specifically, chapter five reveals that, in the midst of ambivalent political 

conditions,, several critical communities not only looked beyond the mainstream field of 

reception'ss dichotomies, but also initiated preliminary and small-scale—yet highly 

significant—satyagrahaa campaigns. Especially CORE and the MOWM, which both 

emergedd during this period, deliberately reinvented Gandhian collective identities and 

strategiess to fight concrete manifestations of racial segregation in the United States. By 

activatingg and taking advantage of brokerage among various generations of Gandhians, 

moreover,, these critical communities were able to build a strong Gandhian infrastructure. 

Thiss allowed them to appropriate the Gandhian repertoire as a whole in free spaces and 

collectivee action campaigns, which in turn buttressed the existing infrastructure. In short, 

thiss chapter depicts seven crucial years in the transnational diffusion process—years 

whenn the cntical communities jointly tried to lay the foundation for their own Gandhian 
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sociall  movement and when the two transnational diffusion mechanisms positively 

reinforcedd each other. 

Afterr reading the previous three chapters, classical diffusion theorists could point 

outt that, despite contingent fluctuations within each historical period, transnational 

diffusionn of the Gandhian repertoire actually followed a predictable sequence across 

historicall  periods: from initial awareness during the 1920s to dislocation during the 1930s 

too relocation between 1940 and 1947 (or, in terms of Rogers's stage model: from 

knowledge,, persuasion, and decision to preliminary implementation). Chapter six, 

however,, strongly repudiates the linearity of the stage model by showing that the 

Gandhiann repertoire's passage to America experienced a serious setback between 1948 

andd 1954. the early years of the Cold War. After Gandhi's death, the mainstream field of 

receptionn rarely referred to the satyagraha leader and if it did, it presented him as a 

moderatee rather than a rebel. The critical communities, meanwhile, retreated to the few 

freee snaces that survived during the McCarthv era and drastically scaled down their 

ambitionss for massive nonviolent direct action against racial segregation. Although the 

Americann political opportunity structure provided some symbolic openings for moderate 

organizationss like the NAACP and the NUL, it almost completely smothered groups 

seekingg to apply Gandhian protest methods. The MOWM had already disbanded in 

1946,, but CORE, the FOR, and most other religious-pacifist organizations lost many 

memberss and branches during these years in abeyance. And while the old network of 

African-Americann theologians remained active and the new critical community at the 

Highlanderr Folk School played a crucial role, neither was designed to mobilize or lead 

satyagrahaa campaigns. At the same time, the range and intensity of brokerage 

(particularlyy among critical communities) and collective appropriation (particularly in 

directt action campaigns) declined, which only exacerbated critical communities' 

problems.. Chapter six thus confirms that even when the stage for full implementation 

seemedd set, transnational diffusion between the two social movements remained 

uncertainn and difficult. 

Chapterr seven once again defies the linear stage model of classical diffusion 

theory:: it depicts how, between 1955 and 1965, American receivers of the Gandhian 

repertoiree unexpectedly made the leap from retreat to full implementation during the civil 
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rightss movement. While the transnational diffusion process was always uncertain and 

difficult ,, therefore, it was not impossible. The mainstream field of reception, which now 

concentratedd almost exclusively on domestic events, continued to reproduce the over-

likenesss and hyper-difference obstacles. The main critical communities during these 

years,, however, no longer let these perceptual obstacles or the ambiguities of the 

Americann political opportunity structure confine their collective identities and strategies. 

Onn the contrary, the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC). the Student 

Nonviolentt Coordinating Committee (SNCC). and a revived Congress of Racial Equality 

(CORE)) not only moved beyond the mass media's stereotypes, but also (temporarily) 

moldedd the American political context in their favor. Like during the early 1940s, 

brokeragee and collective appropriation positively reinforced each other as critical 

communitiess worked together to mobilize activists and participate in protest campaigns; 

unlikee before, though, these transnational diffusion mechanisms enabled full 

implementationn in the form of a Gandhian social movement. Although this heyday ended 

afterr about ten years, chapter seven corroborates that transnational diffusion between 

dijferentdijferent social movements (in my case, from a non-Western to a Western social 

movement)) is feasible in theory as well as practice (Chabot 2002a; Chabot and 

Duyvendakk 2002; Scalmer 2002). 

Att the very least, the six empirical chapters should have demonstrated that my 

theoreticall  framework allows for original and persuasive historical analysis of the 

Gandhiann repertoire's transnational diffusion from the Indian independence movement to 

thee American civil rights movement. Obviously, though, one case study can neither 

provee nor disprove a theoretical framework. It wil l take many more case studies, by 

myselff  and hopefully also by others, before my interrelated set of concepts can attain 

moree general significance. " For now. I just want to suggest a few of my theoretical 

framework'ss implications for two related fields of sociology: contentious politics and 

ulobalization. . 

""  One initial attempt at applying my theoretical framework to another case of transnational diffusion 
betweenn social movements is Chabot and Duyvendak (2002). which compares the Gandhian repertoire \ 
journeyy from the Indian independence movement to the American civil rights movement with the 
disseminationn of the "coming out" routine amonu »ay and lesbian movements throimhout the world 
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II.. Contentious politics and transnational diffusion 

Ass already discussed at some length in chapter one, contentious politics scholars are 

increasinglyy focusing on the transnational dimension of social movements (Delia Porta, 

Kricsi.. and Rucht 1999; Guidry. Kennedy, and Zald 2000; Smith and Johnston 2002). 

Howw can my theoretical framework contribute to these efforts? To begin with, by 

drawingg more attention to four specific areas. First of all, researchers need to take 

twentieth-centuryy (or even more recent) repertoires of contention—such as the Gandhian 

repertoire—seriouslyy and analyze their journeys across national borders. Although 

concentratingg on singular tactics or symbols is certainly easier from an empirical point of 

view,, students of contentious politics wil l miss significant dynamics if they continue 

ignoringg the transnational diffusion of comprehensive repertoires. 

Inn the second place, fellow social movement theorists should put greater emphasis 

onn the ambivalent role of the mass media and opinion leaders in the transnational 

diffusionn process. To avoid assuming that extensive public attention contributes 

positivelyy to the reception of a foreign diffusion item, they should also account for the 

negativee influence of mainstream stereotypes such as hyper-difference and over-likeness 

(Halll  1973; Gitlin 1980; Herman and Chomsky 1988; Gamson 1992; Fox 1997; Smith, 

McCarthy,, McPhail, and Augustyn 2001). Thirdly, they need to highlight the importance 

off  dislocation, relocation, and reinvention for the eventual adoption of a foreign diffusion 

itemm more than they do now. Adaptation to the receiving environment remains an 

essentiall  task throughout the transnational diffusion process and primarily depends on 

collectivee actors and critical communities rather than extraordinary individuals or 

charismaticc leaders (Chabot 2002; Scalmer 2000, 2002). And finally, researchers in the 

Heldd need to reevaluate the notion that diffusion is a distinct mechanism that only occurs 

alongg established lines of interaction, while brokerage crosses divisions between 

previouslyy unconnected networks (McAdam, Tarrow, and Till y 2001; 333). As my case 

studyy illustrates, both brokerage and collective appropriation can also be fundamental 

Accordingg to Charles Till y (1986: 391): "The repertoire that crystallized in the nineteenth century," and 
thee social movement form of protest associated with it, still "prevails today" (Till y 1986: 391; see also. 
Till yy 1995a: Tarrow 1996). 
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panss of the dissemination process. 4 Above all. contentious politics scholars must 

recognizee that transnational diffusion between different social movements primarily 

involvess creative and practical learning, not contagion or "adaptive emulation" (Tarrow 

1998:: 187; Strang and Macy 2001). 

III.. Globalization theories and transnational diffusion 

Myy theoretical framework also has implications for social theories on globalization. 

Mostt major theorists within this blossoming field recognize -implicitly , it not 

explicitlyy the relevance of transnational diffusion for explaining and understanding 

globall  economic, political, social, and cultural processes. Transnational diffusion enables 

thee "time-space compression11 highlighted by David Harvey, the impact of distant events 

onn local experiences stressed by Anthony Giddens, the intensification of consciousness in 

aa shrinking world depicted by Roland Robertson, the worldwide spread of capitalism 

identifiedd by Leslie Sklair, and the global network society analyzed by Manuel Castells 

(Harveyy 1989; Giddens 1990; Robertson 1992; Sklair 1991, 1999; Castells 1996). It also 

sustainss the world polity studied by John Meyer and his colleagues, the "globoscapes" 

observedd by Arjun Appadurai, and the "global ecumene11 coined by Ulf Hannerz 

(Ramirezz and Meyer 1980; Meyer 1987; Strang and Meyer 1993; Meyer, Boh, Thomas, 

andd Ramirez 1997; Appadurai 1991, 1996; Hannerz 1992, 1996). Although they differ in 

manyy other respects, these prominent scholars generally agree with Martin Albrow (1997: 

88;; emphasis added) that globalization constitutes the "'diffusion of practices, values and 

technologyy that have an influence on people's lives worldwide/"' 

Surprisingly,, though, few globalization scholars have seriously explored the 

complexx inner workings of transnational diffusion. Most assume the omnipresence of 

globall  flows and focus on their implications for the world system (Wallerstein 1974). 

Lesliee Sklair. for instance, asserts that global capitalist networks are catalysts for current 

transformationss without examining precisely how these cross-border linkages emerged. 

Meyerr and world polity theorists, on their part, assume the ubiquity of media channels 

"**  For a more extensive discussion of this point, see chapter I. 
Forr overviews of the field, see Waters (1995). Mittelman (1996). Held. McGrew, Goldblatt. and Perraton 

(( 1999). Brenner (1999). Burawoy. Blum. George. Gille. and Gowan (2000). and Guillen (2001 ). 
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andd Western culture before examining the dissemination of modern state structures and 

educationall  methods as a result of institutional isomorphism. And even Appadurai 

(1991:: 196-197)—who openly questions the master narratives of modernity—first 

presupposess the pervasiveness of global media and transnational connections, and only 

thenn analyzes their specific local repercussions. Like Sklair, Meyer, and other influential 

sociall  scientists, Appadurai treats the macro structural conditions of globalization as 

givenn and does not specify the non-linear dynamics of transnational diffusion itself. 6 

Inn effect, leading theorists continue to rely on some of the same biases as classical 

diffusionn theorists. Either implicitly or explicitly, they tend to take for granted that 

"progressive""  social, political, economic, and cultural innovations—innovations that 

contributee positively to peace, democracy, prosperity, and quality of life—spread from 

modernn Western countries toward traditional non-Western countries. At the same time, 

theyy often suggest that only destructive, irrational, and fundamentalist influences flow 

centripetallwcentripetallw from the periphery to the core of the world system (see e.g., Paul Kennedy 

1993;; Giddens 1995; Barber 1995). And finally, they generally accept that transnational 

diffusionn processes either proceed rapidly and cumulatively, or not at all (see e.g., Harvey 

1989:: 293). Although few contemporary scholars overtly support modernization theory, 

therefore,, most of them continue to build their analytical constructs and arguments on the 

centrifugalcentrifugal and "West-centered" assumptions criticized by James Blaut (1977, 1987, 

1993)." " 

Myy approach, in contrast, focuses directly on the twists and turns of transnational 

diffusion,, incorporates centripetal as well as centrifugal directions of flow, avoids the 

II  la e I agree with Richard Fox (1997: 66), who argues that the approaches of Appadurai and Hannerz: 
"attributee the bumpy paths, the detours and twists, in global diffusion to structural inconsistencies and 
contradictionss brought about by crosscurrent cultural flows....But the nature of cultural flow itself remains 
unproblematic.. because the assumption is that a steady and powerful diffusion stream...floods the globe 
withh new cultural patterns....Still to come, however, are theoretical forays...into the complex twists 
producedd by a modern world that is saturated with transnational knowledge and connection." 

Longg before the most recent terrorist attacks on the World Trade Center, for example, Paul Kennedy 
(( 1 993: 46) wondered whether progressive "Western values" would survive in a world overwhelmingly 
populatedd by unenlightened non-Western people. The "time-space compression" idea proposed by David 
Harveyy (1989: 293), moreover, confirms classical diffusion theory's assumption that adoption occurs 
rapidlyy when the receiving population, channels, and social system favor the innovation in question and is 
nearlyy impossible when these variables do not promote diffusion. According to Harvey (idem: 306), the 
latestt "round in that process of annihilation of space through time that has always lain at the center of 
capitalism'ss dynamic" has led to the resurgence of traditionalism and nationalism, which block the 
worldwidee dissemination of progressive ideas and practices. See also. Chabot and Duyvendak (2002). 
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biasess uncovered by James Blaut. and can therefore serve as a better guide tor future 

researchh on globalization (see also. Scalmer 2000, 2002). In the first place, it highlights 

thee historical genealogy of and diversity among diffusion items. What specific kinds o\' 

innovationss spread in today's supposedly borderless world'? Are they easy to observe and 

definee or are they multifaceted and flexible? Do they originate within or outside the 

West?? The answers to these questions are not necessarily self-evident or consistent, as 

worldd polity theorists and likeminded scholars claim; they are often problematic and 

contradictory.. Although some innovations—like mobile phones or poison pills are 

relativelyy easy to identify and categorize (Rogers 1995; Strang and Soule 1998). others 

likee the Gandhian repertoire—are dynamic and change continuously. And while certain 

inventionss indeed originated in Europe or the United States, it would be a mistake to 

assumee that all "progressive" ideas and practices first emerged in the West (see e.g.. Said 

1979,, 1993; Amin 1988; Abu-Lughod 1989; Frank 1998; Goldstone 2000; Pomeran/ 

2000). . 

Secondly,, my approach underlines that traditional opinion leaders and the mass 

mediaa (that is, the mainstream fields of reception) both instigate and impede transnational 

diffusion.. On the one hand, the representatives of local, national, global media may 

initiall yy spread information about new ideas or practices; on the other hand, they may 

subsequentlyy create and reproduce stereotypes that preclude, or at least delay, practical 

implementationn of particular new ideas or practices. What specific kinds of stereotypes 

doo the mass media and their spokespeople produce about globalization'? How do the 

masss media enforce or alter existing power structures? How do they promote the 

transnationall  diffusion of some innovations, and prevent the transnational diffusion of 

others99 Rather than blindly following Marshall McLuhan's dictum "the medium is the 

message.""  and accepting that electronic communication channels have turned the world 

intoo a "global village," as Leslie Sklair and various others have done, my theoretical 

frameworkk points to the diverse and complex processes involved in reception (McLuhan 

1964;; Sklair 1991; see also, Guillen 2001: 13-14). While the mass media generally does 

nott introduce innovations that could threaten the status quo, for example, sometimes 

receiverss are able to inflect mainstream interpretations with their own. oppositional 
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meaningss (Gramsci 1971: Hall 1973; Gitlin 1980; Bakhtin 1985, 1986; Steinberg 1998; 

Smith.. McCarthy. McPhail. and Augustyn 2001). 

Thirdly,, the perspective outlined in chapter one encourages scholars to specify the 

(collective)) identities and strategies of the main actors participating in the transnational 

diffusionn process (Snow and Benford 1999; Polletta and Jasper 2001). Are the 

transmitterss Western or non-Western, passive or active? Are the receivers Western or 

non-Western,, passive or active? Are the transmitters and receivers primarily isolated 

individualss or organized groups? Do they belong to their social system's upper or lower 

classes?? Do they seek to maintain or contest the status quo? How do they interpret and 

reactt to the innovation? Contrary to those who assume that similarity between 

transmitterss and receivers is a fundamental precondition for transnational diffusion, this 

perspectivee emphasizes that transnational diffusion from non-Western transmitters to 

Westernn receivers, or from so-called "followers'1 at the bottom of a population to 

k tr»nininnn IpaHprc" at thp t n n is d i f f i c u l t hu t nn t i m n n s s i h l p M v a n n r n a r h thus w a r n s 

againstt taking the homophily principle for granted (Hannerz 1996: 102-111; Lazarsfeld 

andd Merton 1954; Strang and Meyer 1993; McPherson, Smith-Lovin, and Cook 2001) 

andd calls for groundbreaking studies of cross-border interaction between similar as well 

asas between significantly different groups. 

Andd finally, my theoretical framework urges social scientists to focus on dynamic 

relationall  mechanisms rather than universal laws or isolated actors.78 What are the 

specificc social processes involved in contemporary transnational diffusion? How do 

particularr types of brokerage and (collective) appropriation contribute to globalization? 

Howw do such mechanisms enable and constrain groups of transmitters and receivers? 

Insteadd of hypothesizing that the dissemination of innovations follows predictable steps 

orr stages, these questions point to the non-linear and contingent nature of transnational 

diffusionn as well as globalization. These concrete lines of inquiry, moreover, should help 

closee the wide gap between sweeping theoretical claims and limited empirical evidence 

thatt continues to characterize the field (Guillen 2001). 

forr important work on relational mechanisms and relational approaches, see especially, Somers 1994, 
1998:: Gergen 1994; Emirbayer and Goodwin 1994; Emirbayer 1997; Jasper 1997; Scalmer 2000, 2002; 
Shcilerr 2001; McAdam. Tarrow. and Till y 2001; Diani and McAdam 2002) 

229 9 



IV.. Possible areas for further research 

Bothh my theoretical framework and my historical case study are vvorks-in-progress rather 

thann finished products. Instead of ending with an attempt at capturing the essence of the 

Gandhiann repertoire's transnational diffusion from the Indian independence movement to 

thee American civil rights movement, therefore, let me conclude by hinting at promising 

areass for extending the main arguments of this dissertation. Without going into any 

analyticall  depth. I want to highlight two possible directions for future research: the first 

concernss the repertoire concept itself (what), the second the process of transnational 

diffusionn between social movements in the contemporary world (how: why). 

Whilee the repertoire notion developed by Till y has served historical sociologists 

well,, it is arguably less appropriate for students of collective challenges during the 

twentiethh and twenty-first century. It sheds much light on how contentious politics in 

Europee and the United States transformed between the eighteenth and nineteenth century, 

butt is remarkably silent about the (possibility of) fundamental "changes in the ways that 

peoplee act together in pursuit of shared interests'1 in the present era and outside of the 

Westt (Till y 1995b: 15; Till y 1986: 391). Furthermore, Tilly' s concept is better suited for 

analyzingg observable and strategic interactions among challengers, authorities, and 

bystanderss than for identifying the deeper (and less visible) meaning of popular struggles 

inn general and nonviolent action in particular (Calhoun 1995: 176). In my opinion, 

therefore,, a study focusing on the political as well as cultural implications of "repertoires 

off  nonviolent contention" throughout the world and since World War I could contribute 

neww insights to contentious politics theory. Such a project could, for example, compare 

thee emergence and development of nonviolent repertoires in diverse cases like the Indian 

independencee movement, the Ruhrkampf of 1923 in Germany, the American civil rights 

movement,, the British peace movement, the Free Tibet campaign, the Peace from Below 

effortss in Cameroon, and the ongoing struggle against neo-liberal globalization. 

Andd finally, I also hope to expand the range and value of my theoretical 

frameworkk by focusing on a contemporary case of transnational diffusion that involves 

'' Of course, there are many other wavs to test and extend my theoretical framework, and I invite fellow 
contentiouss politics scholars to apply the latter to the case studies they are familiar with. Here I just wish to 
touchh on two research projects that I intend to develop over the next few years. 
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thee fields of contentious politics and globalization: the worldwide struggle against neo-

liberall  globalization alluded to above. Based on this dissertation's conceptual tool kit, I 

wil ll  try to answer questions like: What exactly diffuses among today's global activists? 

Howw does the transnational diffusion process evolve within the current world system? 

Doo new ideas and practices flow from non-Western critical communities to Western 

criticall  communities as well as vice versa? If so, how? Why does transnational diffusion 

advancee in some periods and places, but not in others? As in the other project, my 

primaryy aim is to demonstrate that an innovative repertoire of nonviolent contention need 

nott originate in Europe or the United States and then spread toward Asia, South America, 

orr Africa. Social movements outside of the West may also inspire social movements in 

thee West to adopt and experiment with their inventive ways of fighting injustice without 

violence.. More than fifty  years after Gandhi's death, with the "War on Terror11 sparking 

ann increasing number of armed conflicts across the globe, this lesson is surely as relevant 

ass ever. 

231 1 


