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Rhetoric in the West German Peace Movement of the Early 1980s 

The bombs won't wait-the power-militarism, which Haig-Reagan-Weinberger-Apel­
Schmidt consistently defend, which will cost more than one billion dollars in the next 

three years for defense, wound women, children, men, every day! In the speeches of politi­
ci ans, of generals, we emerge as mothers, as victims, whether in the West or the East. We 

must strive for non-violent opposition, for resistal1Ce against this. [We must] mobilize 

against the Third World War, induding in the fight for human rights, for social and li­
beration movements, and also in everyday life, here and now. 1 

This 1981 call to action, while eminently unambiguous, at the same time reflects some of the 

tensions, gendered and otherwise, buried in discussions surrounding war, peace, militarism, 
and activism in the late 1970s and early 1980s, tensions among activists of varied political 

leanings, but also within the rhetoric of individuals and groups. Here, "women, 'children, 
men" are all threatened, yet named disrinctly. This group is parallel to "mothers" and "vic­

tims," identities thar in turn seem borh imposed upon individuals and embraced by the lar­
ter, and contrasted with poliricians and generals. "Mothers" are victims of "power-milita­

rism," at the level ofboth high politics and "everyday life," but possess the strength to fight 

back against this threat-without violence and "power." Reagan and Schmidt are identified 

in a single, elided identity, yet are far from one another in this list. The peace movement of 
early 1980s West Germany was, like irs counterparts elsewhere in Europe, the largest protest 
movement in the history of that country, impressive not only in terms of sheer numbers, but 

also in having drawn in populations never before politically active, and bringing together 

groups heretofore disindined toward or even inimical ro one another.2 Precisely this fact be­
came a self-fulfilling prophecy: that is, many feit comfortable joining in peace protest because 

such varied segments of society seemed to support the movement, across gender as weH as 
other perceived divides, from dass and level of education to urban/rural and confessional 

splits, and across age differences and the broadest political spectrum. This was an extraordi­
nary achievement, induding particularly in bringing together men and women, into a move­

ment hisrorically dominated by men, and yet which had heretofore always been marginalized 

as concerning a "feminized" set ofissues. At the same time, the associated "feminized" rheto-

Petra K. KeHy: Schwerter zu Pflugscharen--ohne System grenzen!, in: Manfred Coppik/Petra Kelly 
(eds.): Wohin denn Wir? Texte aus der Bewegung, Berlin 1982, p. 15. 

2 Compare Alice Cooper: Paradoxes ofPeace. German Peace Movements since 1945, Ann Arbor 1996, 
p. 151; on this phenoll1enon more broadly, Lawrence Witrner: Toward Nuclear Abolition: AHistory 
of the World N uclear Disarll1ament Movement 1971 to the Present, Stanford 2003; Thomas R. Ro­
chon: Mobilizing for Peace. The Antinuclear Movell1ents in Western Europe, Princeton 1988. 
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rie within many parts of the movement revealed a paradoxieal (jf understandable) relation be­

tween self-empowerment and vietimization that both threatened to diminish the effieaey of 

aetivists and supported a politieally problematie self-identity. 

To understand both this extraordinary aehievement and the attendant more diffieult as­

peets, this paper will look first at the rhetorieallinks between peaee and gender in diseussions 

beginning in the mid-1970s, particularly at self-identified feminist and other aetivist 

women' s views of militarism, peaee aetivism, and the prospeet of war. These diseussions were 

vital in siruating feminists as willing partieipants in and even leaders of the peaee movement 

that was soon to emerge. Moreover, ifPetra Kelly and others claimed mat the importanee of 

women' s equal rights paled in eomparison with the pursuit of weapons reduetions, manyae­

tivists asserted that the peaee movement united feminists in a way that even the protest 

against §218 eouldn't aehieve. Further still, vast new populations eonstituted themselves as 

"feminists"-if often in eontradieation with one another-and the term took on a far more 

generally positive affect from that point forward.3 In the eontext finally of this pereeived pos­

itive "feminization" of soeiety, the Green party first aehieved national stature, promoting 

inter alia both disarmament and feminism, as linked issues. Yet, ifLawrence Wittner consid­

ers the international movement to have been essential in preventing the use of nuclear weap­

ons, and ifin turn this movement helped inspire the largest worldwide single-day demonstra­

tion, on February 15, 2003, against the U.S. invasion ofIraq, vital at the very least in eement­

ing the German government's anti-war position4, we might note at the same time that the 

West German and other European protestors in the 1980s were not able to dissuade politi­

eians from deployment of intermediate-range missiles. Though it may be suggested that 

peaee aetivists eould hardly have done more, we might examine the rhetorie of the aetivists to 

eonsider what strategies seem to have been more and less efficaeious. Alongside reeognition 

of this remarkably salutary outeome of a population struck by a fear of total destruetion, we 

must also consider some of the diffieult diseursive taetics that marked the movement's rheto­

rie-remarkably eonsistent aeross many populations-and its sometimes potentially self-de­

feating aspeets. While some of these diseourses may be observed in other national eontexts, 

others appear speeifle to the West German ease. 

3 See Ingrid Müller in: Frankfurter Rundschau (September 1979), reproduced in: Elisabeth Burmeister 
(ed.): Frauen machen Frieden. Lesebuch für Großmütter, Mütter und Töchter, Gehlhausen 1981, p. 
20. On the divided nature of the German women's movement, paralleling such division elsewhere, see 
Kristina Schu\z: Der lange Atem der Provokation. Die Frauenbewegung in der Bundesrepublik und in 
Frankreich 1968-1976, Frankfurt/M.: Campus 2002, 350 pp., 34.90 €. 

4 Bundeskanzler Gerhard Schröder, who it is believed won re-election in 2002 on an anti-war platform, 
was active in the peacc movement of the early i 980s, as recent articles in thc German press have noted. 
Compare too Cooper, p. 157. . 
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Military Service as a Source ofWomen' s Empowerment? 

Coming out of the experience of 1960s "APO" (extraparliamentary organization) activism­

which constituted itselfin some respects against the pacifist "Easter marchers" and other con­

temporary peace activists, although the concept originated with the Easter marchers them­

selves-some early feminists adopted a rather negative view of contemporary pacifist organiza­

tions. In this context, Alice Schwarzer' s 1978 column in Emma advocating requisite military 

service for women as weil as men, taking seriously suggestions of the contemporary minister 

of defense Hans Ape!, represented an understandable response against assumptions concern­

ing peace as a "women's issue." Simultaneously, however, in the course of the 1970s, the eco­

and anti-nuclear power (AKW) movements began to remove a perceived gender stigma as 

weIl as other impediments to focusing on the growing threat to peace. A "feminised" image of 

the activist, encompassing men as weIl as women, drew increasing feminist women' s support 

for and indeed leadership of the emergent peace movement of the late 1970s, connected as 

weIl to a broad vision of the links between "everyday violen ce" (domestic abuse, rape, and 

gendered power relations more generally) and war, beginning already in the early and mid-

1970s. Thus, the firestorm of disapproval that greeted Schwarzer's column from many femi­

nist quarters-far more heated than to one expressing similar sentiments just a few years ear­

lier-reflected evolving thinking concerning women's relation to war, peace, violence, the 

German state, and geopolitics. 

If "APOler" on the whole eschewed explicit peace activism in the 1960s and early '70s, 

the new peace movement drew on a long if uneven postwar trajectory, as later peace activists 

were at pains to point out; this pattern continues even now, as Karlheinz Lipp's useful recent 

work demonstrates.5 Even as the Struggle for Democracy and Disarmament (Kampf für 

Demokratie und Abrüstung, KfDA) experienced isolation from the well-publicized German 

politics associated with the Social Democratic Students Organization (SDS), 1969 marked 

the beginning of peace research (Friedensforschung) in the BRD and, more generally, the 

"mainstreaming" of the peace question. Closely related to Ostpolitik (policy toward East 

Germany and the Eastern bloc) and new enthusiasm for blunting the edges of the Cold War, 

as weIl as to new attention to Nazism and World War II, as reflected in Willy Brandt's fa­

mous "fall to the knees," peace research in its myriad manifestations brought the "peace ques­

tion" to an unprecedented centraliry in the Federal Republic by the early 1970s-if still 

within a somewhat narrow demographic.6 Not long after Helmut Schmidt's assumption of 

the chancellorship in 1974, however, West German alongside West European foreign policy 

took an explicit turn away from this broader intellecrual endeavor, along with a step back 

from the path of arms reduction as the best single strategy to preserve European safery, from 

the "White Book" on medium-range missiles and the 1977 "Neutron Bomb Affair," to 

5 Karlheinz Lipp: Friedensinitiativen in der Geschichte. Aufsätze-Unterrichtsmateria\ien-Service, 
Herbolzheim: Centaurus 2002, 220 pp., 18.90 €. 

6 See particularly Dieter Senghaas: Abschreckung und Frieden. Studien zur Kritik organisierter Frie­
denslosigkeit, Frankfurt 1969. The activitics of the Deutsche Gesellschaft für F riedens- und Konflikt­
forschung (DGFK) and other "peace institutes" were broad and prolific. 
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5chmidr's London speech of rhe same year calling on U.5. President Carter to agree ro mis­

siles on Wesr German soil. Peace researchers responded wirh redoubled effort, producing an 

endless proliferation of pacifisr publications and engendering public discussion, drawing ro­

gerher issues of means to peace maintenance, deterrence strategies, images of the "enemy" 
(Feindbilder), everyday violence, and conditions in the Third World. For his part, 5chmidt 

demonstrated little regard ar this point for the rising public concern, or for that of his own 

party colleagues, pushing ahead wirhin NATO for a rearmament (Nachrüstung) alongside 

disarmament. In the minds of many, this was linked with Defense Minister Ape!' s announce­

ment of a prospective policy requiring women's military service, thereby fulfilling a more or 
less dormant dause in the 1968 "emergency laws." While the latter foray did not go far in the 

end, and while 5chmidt came to distance hirnself to some degree, publidy at least, from his 
earlier enthusiasm for "rearmament" (Nachrüstung), in December 1979 efforts concerning 

new build-up came to fruition, with NATO announcement of a "double-track" policy, co m­

bining arms reduction with "deterrence" in the form of medium-range missiles to counter 

new 50viet 55-20s, on West European and specifically West German territory. 
Ir was this announcement that most immediately precipitated rhe remarkable spare of 

protest throughout much of western Europe; in West Germany groups as diverse and cross­

cutting as the Evangelical church, the anti-AKW and eco-movements, the German Commu­
nist Party (Deutsche Kommunistische Partei, DKP), and the broader feminist movement 

collectively took the lead in organizing sustained mass protest in the next few years.7 For 

many new peace activists, this seemed of a piece with rhe bellicose rhetoric of the new Ameri­

can president, Ronald Reagan, beginning already in early 1981. 50me six thousand local ini­
tiatives sprouted, representing intense and, in principle, stricrly antihierarchicial political or-

7 This unity was tmly remarkable. Compare Fritz Teppich: Was war und was wurde, in: ibid (ed.): Flug­
blätter und Dokumente der Westberliner Friedensbewegung, 1980-1985, Berlin 1985, pp. 7-11, 
here 8; Autonome gegen den Krieg. Thesenpapier, pp. 9-10, from Archiv APO und soziale Bewegun­
gen, Fachbereich Politische Wissenschaft der Freien Universität Berlin (ehern. Zi6) (hereafter APO 
Archiv), File Friedensbewegung 1982; Ingrid Krüger (ed.): Mut zur Angst. Schriftsteller für den Frie­
den, Darmstadt 1982; DKP-Erfolge mit der "Friedensn -Kampagne, steigende Gewalt-Bereitschaft auf 
der Rechten, in: Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (8 August 1981), p. 5. Various issues within the 
movement also became extremely comentious, and constitutem groups constamly batded both among 
and within themsclves. Compare RudolfBahro: Wahnsinn mit Methode. Über die Logik der Block­
konfrontation, die Friedensbewegung, die Sowjetunion und die DKP, Berlin 1982; Krefclder Appell. 
Aufruf der Russell-Peace-Foundation. Prädikat: ungenügend, in: Frauen auf die Barrikaden (June/July 
1981), pp. 49-54; texte zur autonomenbewegung, p. 25, from APO Archiv, File Sozialistischer Hoch­
schulbund Berlin; Über die "Bündnis"- und die "Gewaltfrage", in: Atomexpress 5/6 (1983), on vio­
lence and "radicalization"; and Jürgen Mamhn/Manfred Wilke (eds.): Die verführte Friedensbewe­
gung. Der Einfluss des Ostens auf die Nachrüstungsdebatte, München: Olzog 2002,255 pp., 14.90 
€. Compare too such "roundtable discussions" as Friedensbewegung und die Chancen der Abrüstung, 
in: Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik 6 (1982), pp. 669-694; and Wo steht die Friedens­
bewegung? Erfahrungen, Probleme und nächste Aufgaben im Kampf gegen die atomare Bedrohung, 
in: ibid: 7 (1982), pp. 784-810. There are enormous differences and disagreemems among those who 
idemified as feminists; compare Ursula Brühn-Heimann's sc.uhing Die magische Phase, in: Emma 
(January 1981), 50f. Bur the effecrive unity at least of the issue on thc "peace question" over several ye­
ars was notable. 
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ganization, sponsoring thousands of actions tiny and enormous; these actions reflected the 

collective lessons of the citizens' initiative movement and other New Social Movements that 

had developed in the course of the 1970s, but boasted a sense of mass support beyond what 

these movements had ever before enjoyed. Following on two years of"monster demonstra­

tions," bringing in over half a million at a time including in October 1981 and October 

1982, the "people's rally" of October 1983, held simultaneously in four cities, brought to­

gether one million West German participants; related events in the subsequent week brought 

in two to four million more. This was the zenith of the movement's strength, however: with 

the Bundestag's approval of missile deployment despite the Social Democratic Partys (SPD) 

official party line, the movement lost its energy, and became again associated with more mar­

ginal protest. This resounding political defeat seemed to realize many activists' worst fears 

concerning power relations, precisely those with which the activists had tried to grapple. 

To understand both these successes and failures, we may look inter alia to the origins of 

the West German feminist movement. Discussions among early activists reveal tensions con­

cerning essential gender characteristics. Among the movement' s initial spurs were concerns 

about rhe lack of child care, a typical "women's issue," bur one rhat emerged at least in part 

from the experience that lack of good child care alternatives kept women from political and 

other public activity, the latter achalienge to existing gender roles. The organization of 

women as such reflected a difference of experience at least based on gender, but feminists dif­

fered in their view of how mutable this difference was, and whether, in an ideal world, the 

need for separate women's organization might be transcended, indeed precisely in part by 

such organizations' work. 8 Resistance to the idea that women were intrinsically more inter­

ested than men in "peace work" undoubtedly contributed throughout the 1970s to most 

feminists' disinterest in the West German Women's Peace Movement (WFFB).9 Women 

coming out of the New Left demonstrated stillless interest than their male counterparts in 

the pacifist "Easter marcher" movement-here perhaps as much effect as cause of that move­

ment's overwhelmingly male composition, though the APO was initially hardly less so. 

"Peace" was perceived then as a narrow issue, despite the Fight for Disarmament's (KfA) ad­

dition of"Democracy" to its goals and name in 1%8. In the late l%Os and early 1970s, New 

Lerr acrivists debated violence and politics at every level, but certainly there was no strong 

commitment dividing along lines of gender against violence as a means of politics. 

8 How organizing as wornen rnight help ultirnately transcend the need to organize as wornen or father 
further instanciate its necessity is an issue oflongstanding debate; cornpare Joan Scott: Only Paradoxes 
to Off er. French Ferninists and the Rights of Man, Carnbridge, Mass. 1996. 

9 Gisela Notz has idemified this as a generational shift; I ernphasize here sorne of the sources of this shift. 
Cornpare Notz: K1ara Maria Fassbinder (1890-1974) and Wornen's PeaceActivities in the 1950s and 
1960s, in: Journal ofWornen's History 13,3 (Fall 2001), pp. 98-123; cornpare also Irene Stöhr: Pha­
lanx der Frauen? Wiederaufrüstung und Weiblichkeit in Wesrdeutschland 1950-1957, in: Christine 
Eitler/Ruth Seifert (eds.): Soziale Konstruktion. Militär und Geschlechterverhältnisse, Münster 1999, 
pp. 87-204.This concern c1early cominued; cornpare e.g. Nein, nein, nein!, in: Frauen auf die Barrika­
den, 1 (1982), pp. 41-43, as weil as other pieces in this issue. 
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For many women accivists, this discussion included both refuting any notion that women 

were less subject than men to violent police action during public political expression, and es­

chewing the idea that women were qua women opposed to carrying out violence themselves. 

The numbers of female violent activists, and the proportionally still greater uproar over female 

terrorists in the media and in public discussion, speaks to questions among activists and more 

broadly concerning the relation of women and political and other violence throughollt the 

1970s.!0 For these former reasons among others, female New LeEr activists showed themselves 

on the whole litde drawn to explicidy pacifist movements-despite their c1ear investment in 

protest against the Viet Nam war, as weIl as against police brutaliry at horne. Here they were 

joined by their male counterparts, who also seemed little interested in emphasizing their sup­

port for "peace" per se, in part for precisely the same gendered reasons, i.e., rhat support for 

peace as such was perceived as part of some kind ofimmature, ineffecrual, and feminized politi­

cal vision.!! At the same time, German representation of the Vietnamese victim of American 

aggression was (as elsewhere, including in the U.5.) almost universally portrayed as a civilian 

peasant woman with child, emphasizing through the gendered imagery vulnerabiliry, 
"victimizability," and powerlessness d1at required West Germans to protest on her behalf.!2 

Ir was inter alia concern for the self-perperuaring effects of such a portrayal of women, as 

hapless, helpless victims only, that seemed to spur Alice 5chwarzer's June 1978 column in 

Emma, suggesting that, if men were required to serve in the Bundeswehr, far from serving 

some distinct women' s service, women musr absolurely do the same.!3 The desire ro commu-

10 Compare Marion Schreiber: Die Frauen in der RAF, in: Spiegel (11 May 1981); "Mord beginnt beim 
bösen Wort". Sympathisanten und sogenannte Sympathisanten IH. Die Hochschulen, in: Der Spiegel 
43 (Ocrober 1977), pp. 203-236; and articles in leading organs from Stern ro Die Welt to Bild. See 
also support for such figures as Ulrike Meinhof and Astrid Proll in the pages of Emma, Courage, and 
other women's papers that did not on the whole support violent activism; \\'fiters and editors indeed re­
sented mainstream journalists' ascription of support for such violence by "women" and "feminists." 
Compare Alice Schwarzer: Terroristinnen, in: Emma (October 1977), p. 5; Solidarität mit Astrid 
ProlI, in: Hamburger Frauenzeitung (February 1979), pp. 24-72; and Frauen und Terrorismus, in: 
Frauen auf die Barrikaden, (June/July 1981), pp. 43-44. Women demonstrating demanding Proll's 
release from solirary confinement held signs bearing "wer hat Angst vor Astrid ProlI, " as had Schwarzer 
challenging men with the idea that they feared these strong women. 

11 Compare aurhor's interview with anonymous interviewee #9, July 2002, who treats student and APO 
activists as quite distinct from "Easter marchcrs"; also author's interview with Eva Quistorp, May 
2003, in which Quistorp argued that, as an "Easter marcher" and pcace activist, she felt shur out of 
APO circles and acriviries in the 1960s, alrhough the idea of an extraparliamentary movement came 
originally from the Easter marchers. 

12 Compare the unidentified phorograph of an anguished-Iooking North Vietnamese mother with child 
that graced SDS and New Left newspapers in the latc 1960s, along with rcproductions ofNick Ut's 
image ofKim Phuc, running nakcd alongsidc orher childrcn and women from a burning villagc; sec li­
kewise the hand-drawn American "Vietnam Summer 1967" poster, depicring a terrified Vietnamese 
woman running wirh her baby. Imporrant exceprions include the iconic photograph by Eddie Adams 
of an American G.I. with a gun held ro the head of a Vietcong soldier. 

13 Alice Schwarzer: Frauen ins Militär, in: Emma (June 1978), p. 5; see also the foUow-up column in 
Emma (Ocrober 1979), 5. The Bundeswehr's caU for female military service provoked widespread me­
dia and public debate on the subject, not covered here. Schwarzer hersclf wrote on the issue already in 
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nicate that women were not distinctly and essentially pacifist, moreover, was tied together 

with the longstanding concern that citizenship was perceived as tied to military service, and 

that those groups that did not participate in such service would never be fully counted as citi­

zens. 14 To be sure, Schwarzer hastened to add, "if she were a man, she would refuse to serve," 

she would be a conscientious objector, and hoped other women would join her. Bur, she 

noted, "I have also learned that weapons are power, and how very closely theviolence of 

weapons and masculine craziness (Männlichkeitswahn) are fused together." "The men' s mili­

tary," she concIuded, was the "most extreme expression of the division oflabor between men 

and women," and that "it must be the jimdarnental demand for women to have entry into alt 
arenas of power ... "15 In other words, she felt, this was an opportunity for feminists that 

tmmped pacifists' concerns, and, while women could certainly lead a peace movement as 

successfully as they could participate in military combat; this was for the moment at odds 

with the interests of feminism. Schwarzer elaborated these views still further in a column of 

the following year, even as discussion of potential new NATO weapons deployments contin­

ued apace. 

The response to this column within and outside feminist communities was both immedi­

ate and extended, intense and conflicted, coming most vociferously and most voluminously 

from opponents of Schwarzer' s view. Thousands took part in political actions against De­

feuse Minister Apel's proposal and explicitly against Schwarzer's column, calling out "We 

won't fit under any helmet" and "Contergan, Seveso, AKW-we women say no way." Nega­

tive responses continued apace weil into the early 1980s, and demonstrate the degree to 

wh ich Ape!' s original comment, which he so happily watched AIice Schwarzer pick up, back­

fired beyond his worst nightmare. Much of the generally Social Democratic-allied media 

took Schwarzer to task, segments ofit purporting explicitly or implicitly to write from "femi­

nist" interests. (Christian Democrat- or CDU/CSU-associated media outlets had an even 

greater feeding frenzy with Schwarzer's assertions.) Writing in Stern magazine, editor Ingrid 

Kolb claimed hostilely that Schwarzer had through her piece completely marginalized herself 

from tme feminists by so badly representing their interests. 16 In the pages ofDer Spiegel, edi­

tor-in-chief Rudolf Augstein took Schwarzer to task in offensive terms in a dozen different 

1974, though she was substantially ignored at that point. Women's Service was a piece of the 1968 
West German cmcrgcncy laws, and, like the othcr aspects of those laws, was seen to lend irself all wo 
weIl to aNational Socialist world view. West Berlin of coursc had no military service requirement, for 
eithcr women or men. 

14 Scc Karen Hagemann: "Mannlicher Muth und Tclltsche Ehre". Nation, Militär und Geschlecht zur 
Zeit der Antinapoleonischen Kriege Preussens, Paderborn 2002; compare Eifler/Seifert (eds.); Stefan 
Dudink, et al. (cds.): Masculinities in Politics and War. Gcndering Modern History, Manchester 
2004; Thomas Kühne: Zwischen Männerbund und Volksgemeinschaft: Hiders Soldaten und der My­
thos der Kameradschaft, in: Archiv für Sozialgeschichte 38 (1998), pp. 165-189. 

15 Schwarzcr (1978), p. 5. 
16 Ingrid Kolb: zur diskussion, in: Stern (16 November 1978), p. 272. German courts also had de­

termined only wecks earlier that Sdlwarzer's views did not represent those of"all women", in her suit 
precisdy against Stern magazine, for sexually objectifying representations of women. 
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eolumns-reflecting the ongoing conflicrs over the issue within the SPD.17 Then-dissident 

Social Democrat Egon Bahr ran an election campaign ad (reproduced in Emma) arguing that 

peace was more important than equal rights-though not indieating whether it also was 

more important than all other politieal issues. 18 Feminist responses were primarily of three 

types: first, those who disputed that women's position as soldiers would render them as 

"equal" eontributors to the nation, that it would ascribe women greater soeietal power, or 

that it would "feminize" the military itself in salutary fashion. Pointedly visible in letters to 

Emma from readers as weH as in other feminist newspapers, these detractors argued pragmat­

ically, often on the basis of experienee with brathers, boyfriends, etc., against the idea that 

women's entry into the military was a solution to their lack of power. 19 Observers com­

mented on the destruetive effeets of German military service, even outside ofwartime, noting 

that at the bottom ranks soldiers were hardly aecorded power, rather that they experienced 

abjeet objectification by their superiors, that the Bundeswehr was a hotbed of "racisrn," 

"antisemitism," and "fascism," and that the experience rendered all too many male soldiers 

"kaputt."20 Secondly and relatedly, feminists argued against the notion that women in the 

military would help in mitigating everyday violence, including in its exercise primarily 

against women, both as routinized physieal violenee and as the strucrural violence of patriar­

ehy; these respondents argued rather mat the attendant increased militarization of soeiety 

would only exacerbate "everyday violence." 

17 See e.g. Dcr Spiegel 46 (1978). Whether or nm warrantcd, pcrsonal attacks on Alice Schwancr were 
regular fare in many segments of the German press. Compare also Winfried Maaß: Der Männer­
schreck, oder: Wer hat Angst vor Alice Schwaner?, in: Stern 37 CI 975) (the tide named after Schwar­
zer's own "Diskussionsreisc"); Wolfgang Röhl: Ausgeflippt!, in: ibidem (September 1975); Klaus Rai­
ner Röhl: Warum Alice SchwarLCr spinnt, in: das da; and the humorous cover of the Frankfurter Frau­
enblatt (November 1979). 

18 Reproduced in Burmeister, p. 28. 
19 Compare Pro und Contra. Frauen ins Militär?, in: Emma (August 1978), pp. 28-31; and Militär, in: 

Emma (November 1979),63; see also readers' letters in Courage Oanuary 1979, p. 58, March 1979, 
p. 58; November 1979, pp. 66-67; December 1979, p. 59); Frauen zum Militär?, in: ibid (February 
1979),48; Frauen in der Bundeswehr, in: ibid (September 1979); Militär (Il): "Zivile Dienst" and re­
lated pieces (Ocrober 1979), pp. 21-29, as weil as discussions in dozens of other smaller women's 
newspapers and newsletters, including Frauen ins Militär, in: Frankfurter Frauenblatt 2 (Ocrober 
1978); Bewußt "arbeitslos" sein?, in: ibid; Offener Brief an die "Emma," in: diskofo 30 Oanuary 
1979); Frauen zum Bund Nein Danke!, in: Hamburger Frauen-Zeirung (March 1979), p. 22-which 
suggests that women in the military was no strong step, but made women rather utterly submissive. 
Frauen auf die Barrikade particularly rook Schwaner to task, on this as weH as other issues. See ongoing 
address of the question e.g. in Frauenzentrum Frankfurt-Bockenheim/Gruppe "Frauen zum Bund­
Nein Danke": Frauen in die Bundeswehr. Diskussion im Bockenheimzentrum, in: Frankfurter Frau­
enblatt (February 1980), p. 22; the exchange of letters ro the Hamburger Frauen-Zeitung, 5 (Fall 
1983); Nein, nein, nein!, p. 41; Press release, Frauen für den Frieden, 19 February 1982, concerning 
the upcoming peace march and the question ofwomen's military service, in: APO archive, File Frie­
densbewegung 1982; and mher documents through the early ) 9805, as weil as contributions ro Eva 
Quistorp (ed.): Frauen für den Frieden. Analysen, Dokumente und Aktionen aus der Frauenfriedens­
be,vegung, Frankfurt/M. 1982, parricularly Sectiol1 III, Gleiches Recht zum Unrecht? Kriegsdienst­
verweigerung statt Kriegsdienst, pp. 81-95. 

20 Pro und Contra, p. 28. 
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Finally, a broad range of self-described feminists and others argued against the notion 

that equal rights were more important than peace, or that feminism and peace were both 

served through women's entry into the Bundeswehr: rather they believed that both interests 

were thereby directly or indirecdy compromised. The collective publishing "rival" feminist 

magazine Courage, who initially ignored Schwarzer's column, at least in the pages of that 

magazine, declared that women had no interest in subjecting themselves to the worst abuses 

of the "men's state" (Männerstaat), nor to acting on the agenda of that state in carrying out its 

violent vision against others. "Long live the consistent liberality ofkilling and getting killed!", 

the "Courage-women" drily noted.21 Writers for and to Courage claimed that war, the threat 

of war, and even the preparation for war was unequivocably bad for women, as adumbrated 

in a special issue of the magazine on women and World War H, as weil as in successive pieces 

on women and nuclear power, military and "peaceful." Contributors to Courage-along with 

dozens of women's groups and the congress of"Women's Movements Against Nuclear Power 

and the Military"-began by the late 1970s to establish women' s particular interest in pursuing 

"peace," including in the broadest sense: celebrating their unwillingness as a group to support 

politics by violence and overwhelming power plays represented by war and by "this stupid 

men's society" generally.22 Some feminists embraced the more essential ist view that women's 

innate "maternalism" informed this stance.23 To be sure, "mothers of small children" as weIl as 

self-identified "housewives" had already played an important-and politically successful-role 

in anci-nuclear power protests in Markolsheim, Gorleben, and Wyhl, and self-described femi­

nists increasingly adopted these populations as their own. Leading feminists such as Helke 

Sander had from the beginning espoused the view of women' s special role as mothers; this view 

now contributed to the perceptions of many concerning women and the military. Throughout 

the 1970s, moreover, feminist outlets broadly emphasized women's particular experience of vi­

olence both in war situations and in the course of"everyday violence," from forced sex in mar­

riage to violence perceived manifested every moment in language, an essentialism thereby 

forced onto them.24 The range of feminist magazines and newsletters ran series on this ques­

tion, while the Socialist Women's Federation held conferences and workshops throughout 

these years on the issue of the domination of women through sex. Dorothee Brockmann de-

21 Die Courage-Frauen, rcproduced in: Burmeistcr (cd.), p. 23. 
22 This expression from Renate Umlandt, letter in: Pro und Contra, p. 29. 
23 See Burmeister (ed.), pp. 88f. and pp. 127f.; and Edith Laudowicz: Frauen und Friedensbcwegung. 

Überlegung zur aktuellen Diskussion, in: Blätter für internationale und deutsche Politik 27 (1982), 
74-89, here pp. 87L Anti-nuclear protests in the mid-1970s, particularly in Markolshcim und Wyhl, 
emphasized the role of mothers. 

24 As a tiny sampie, compare special issue on rape, Courage (June 1979); Vergewaltigung, in: Emma 
(Septem ber 1977), pp. 26f.; Vergewaltigung: Krieg gegcn Frauen, in: Emma (October 1977), pp. 30-
42; Die rota Zora, in: Emma (March 1978), p. 49; "Lebenslänglich?", in: Frauenoffensive Journal 5 
(1976), pp. 19-27; Campaign "Stopp Vergewaltigung" out of the Frankfurter Frauenzentrum and 
work of the Frankfurt Gewalt-Gegen-Frauen-Gruppe (Private Archive Sibylla Flügge); and Frauen für 
Frieden, "Wie aus der Pistole geschossen: Krieg in der Alltagssprache," reprinted in Burmeister, p. 124. 
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manded a "conscientious objection" to this "everyday war. "25 By the late 1970s, feminists be­

gan to relate this phenomenon directly to "men's" violen ce in pursuing war. It was in this 

changing environment, alongside burgeoning non-violent coalitions ac ross a range of per­

ceived related issues, that small numbers of former peace activists found success in advancing 

their concerns as an explicitly feminist cause. 

Emma did not any more than other feminist organs shy away from identifying women as 

a group as being on the receiving end ofviolence perpetrated by men. Indeed some ofits pub­

lications on the topic prefigured the rhetorical strategies of some of the peace activists. From 

Schwarzer' s perspective, acknowledgement of this everyday violence was not in conflict with 

her column, but rather completely consistent with her point: that women's role as soldiers, as 

potential or actual perpetrators of violence, would render them as a whole less subject to such 

violence because appearing less vulnerable and powerless. Yet, one might argue, the rhetoric 

concerning women's victimization in the pages of Emma as elsewhere may have simulta­

neously reinforced this "victim" status, in a fashion both potentially politically inefficacious 

and otherwise problematic. Emma ran a three-part series on rape, for example, drawing on 

Susan Brownmiller's text from Againstour Will, looking at the act as both an accepted part of 

war and part of women's everyday experience. The text was embellished with photographic 

images not our of the original source. These images were not random: they included in one 

segment a photograph of a Vietnamese woman abused by American soldiers; one ofJewish 

women attacked by Nazi storm troopers; and one ofGerman women raped by the Red Army 

at the end ofWorld War Ir. However intended, it is worth noting that the drawing of equiva­

lences between these three populations worked potentially to play on many Germans' views 

of themselves as the victims ofNational Socialism, a view so powerful in the early postwar pe­

riod, in a fashion that got reproduced with surprising regularity in the late 1960s, as protes­

tors compared themselves to Jews subjected to beatings, persecurion, concentration camps, 

and pogroms. From our present perspective, these parallels can be discomfiting. There is no 

question that German women' s experience of mass rape after World War II formed a heinous 

and significant example of violen ce against women. Bur, at the time-and at least into the 

1960s and 1970s-the experience also formed the basis for those not directly attacked as weil 

to adopt a rhetoric of"total victimization." It was in this period that many feminists claimed 

that, just as one should trust no one over thirty because s/he was potentially a Nazi, so women 

should trust no man because all men were potential rapists.26 Paradoxicaily the experience of 

German women in the initial postwar also became a means by which Germans, men and 

women alike, identified themselves with the German woman, precisely through this 

25 Dorothee Brockmann: Wider die Friedfertigkeit-Gedanken über einen kriegerischen Alltag, in: 
Courage (March 1981), pp. 20-21. On ties betwcen war and cverydayviolencc against women, com­
pare Christine Eifler: Nachkrieg und weibliche Verletzbarkeit. Zur Rolle von Kriegen für die Kon­
struktion von Geschlecht, in: Eifler ISeifert (eds.): Soziale Konstruktionen, pp. 101-137. 

26 Sibylla Flügge: Vom Weiberrat zum Frauenprojekr. Ein persönlicher Bericht über den Beginn der neu­
en Frauenbewegung in Frankfurt am Main, in: Kirsten Beuth/Kirsten Plötz (eds.): Was soll ich euch 
denn noch erklären? Ein Austausch über Frauengeschichte(n) in zwei deutschen Staaten, Gelnhausen 
1998, pp. 133-155. 
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"feminization" as the embodiment of this national victimization. This, it seems, was at odds 

with the intended sense ofSchwarzer's column concerning military service. Thus, Schwarzer 

and her feminist detractors alike became caught in a conundrum abour women's perceived 

weakness and potential strength, and what each quality seemed, sometimes paradoxically, to 
offer. 

However precisely related to this rhetoric of victimization, once more in the period of the 

late 1970s and 1980s, great numbers of men as weil as women identified with a kind of 

"feminized" language in identifying themselves as Germans-though feminists were natu­

rally somewhat skeptical about men's real transformation. And this too played an essential 

role in preparing West Gennan women and men alike for the new virtues of joining a peace 

movement. 27 This was a fascinating twist on the now decades-old trading ofbarbs between 

Americans and Germans, by which Germans characterized Americans as blundering "bully 

boys," while Americans looked at Germans, along with other Europeans, as "soft" and 

"feminized." The exception was Americans' view of Germans in the National Socialist pe­

riod. In the immediate postwar period, Germans in me American and other Western zones 

took on the aspect of adependent wife, or of a dutiful daughter to an authoritarian famer (an 

ironic role for the U.S. under the circumstances), as rhetoric in that period suggested. By the 

1960s, many West Germans came to chafe publicly under such roIes, resenting heavy­

handed American pressures. By the late 1970s, West German left activists adopted simulta­

neouslya more "feminized" affect, as discussed, including as evidenced through the incipient 

Green movement and its constituent issues.28 In turn, even before Reagan's presidency, 

when Schmidt was rather pushing Carter on NATO" rearmament," peace protestors, includ­

ing the new group Women for Peace (Frauen für den Frieden), often cast their concerns 

through me identity of the abused German wife, or mistreated daughter, both victimized by 

and facing up against a rough-and-ready American president riding roughshod over West 

German interests and will; this too would form a powerful image in the pe ace movement of 

me early 1980s. Thus many emergent and longstanding peace activists alike came to adopt a 

gendered language of foreign policy and national identity, which played a key role in galva­

nizing Gennan public opinion on the issue; interestingly, this language often mirrored mat 

of supporters of the "double-track" policy. 

27 Compare Lorenz Knorr: Geschichte der Friedensbewegung in der Bundesrepublik, Köln 1983, especi­
ally pp. 182-196. This rhetoric is reflected in all its facets in Die neue Friedensbewegung-Aufmarsch 
gegen die Rüstung, in: Der Spiegel 25 (15 June 1981); see likewise John Vinocur: The German Malai­
se, in: The New York Times Magazine (15 November 1981). Both point up the languageofthis "soft­
ness" as a "sickness" (adopted ironically by activists themselves, as in rhe contagious "Dutch disease"); 
and of rhis softness as including a "sofmess on communism," anorher means by which critics attemp­
ted to discredit peace activists. At various points, it seemed imponant to pur forward a very rraditional 
"masculine" male face as weil, as counterbalance: I would argue Bundeswehrgeneral Gen Bastian's pre­
sence ar rallies offered legitimacy for this as weil as other reasons, alongside perceived "softer" men, in­
cluding particularly male Christian religious leaders. 

28 Compare Andrei S. Markovits/Philip S. Gorski: The German Left: Red, Green and Beyond, New 
York1993,pp.176-181. 
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Wornen, Gender, and the "New Pacifisrn" 

This was then some of the background that would inform groups of self-identified feminists' 

interest in joining and even taking the lead in the new, burgeoning peace movement, the 

"new pacifism," following the December 1979 NATO double-track determination, explic­

itly as women, and even in the new or newly prominent all-women peace groups. One should 

be clear that many of those in the latter came to feminism through their ongoing work in the 

peace movement, rather than vice versa. Indeed a key element of the calculus of feminists and 

the peace movement was the enormous broadening of those who constituted themselves as 

feminists, supporting the assertion about the usefulness of the peace movement for feminism. 

These latter groups, such as Women for Peace as weil as Women against War and Militarism 

(Frauen gegen Krieg und Militärismus) were naturally all the more hostile to Schwarzer's 

suggestions, and argued, now to some greater reception, that, far from arguing to join West 

German armed forces, women had a special role in forging a new call for peace.29 In 1979, 

Christine Rattinger, executive committee member of the Federal Union of the German 

Peace Society-United Opponents of Military Service (Bundesverband der Deutsche 

Friedensgesellschaft -Vereinigte Kriegsdienstgegnerinnen), pointed to the contradiction she 

perceived in Schwarzer's call for women "to fight for freedom," claiming that the "milita­

rism" enveloped in Schwarzer's own word choice could only bring forth further violence.3o 

This play on the paradox of"fighting for peace" and the conflict of confronting "power" with 

"strength" reflected a major trope of the new movement-and further evidence of the difficult 

tensions the new movement raised concerning power relations, victimization, and violence. 

To be sure, other constituent populations of the emergent peace movement, including 

ecological, anti-AKW, communist, and Christian groups, constituted their mission as em­

bracing morality, sensitivity, nurturing, emotional awareness, and support oflife in all forms, 

characteristics customarily constituted as "feminine." This affect too helped make it accept­

able for feminists more broadly to support this new movement-even, paradoxically, to act 

as strong, forcefulleaders. That is, though about eschewing power, peace no longer looked 

like "just" a "women's issue." This was so despite the more essentialist connections made at 

least rhetorically between the women's and peace movements by some groups such as the 

Democratic Women's Initiative (Demokratische Fraueninitiative), which emphasized the 

need for "peaceful women" to take the lead against "aggressive men." Thus, two tensions 

were already clear in the movement from its early stages: first, how closely linked these "femi­

nine" qualities were linked (only) to physical women; and, secondly, how one could embrace 

these characteristics and simultaneously adopt a strong stance against a set of dominating and 

forceful powers. Dorothee Brockmann asked in the pages of Courage how viewing war as pa-

29 Compare Bernadette Ridard/Susanne von Imhoff: "Frauen gegen Krieg und Militarismus", "Frauen 
für den Frieden", in: Koordinemngsausschuß der Friedensorganisationen (ed.): Aufstehn! Für den 
Frieden. Friedensdemonstration anläßlich der NATO-Gipfelkonferenz in Bonn am 10.6.1982, Born­
heim-Merten 1982, pp. 117-122. 

30 Christi ne Rattinger, letter, in: Pro und Contra, p. 29. But compare Petra Kelly: Um Hoffnung kämp­
fen, Bornheim-Merren 1983. 
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triarchal and a product of the "men's state" could be distinguished from such gender stereo­

types}! Jutta Ditfurth noted however that women had been the voice of "militancy" in the 

anti-AKW movement, and could serve the same function in the peace movement, thereby re­

futing gender stereotypes. Others asserted that non-violent protest did not make one passive 

and soft, but reflected rather a very rebellious form of communication.32 All these exhorta­

tions seemed imperative to adopting and asserting the value of"positive" "feminine" qualities 

across gender lines, while rejecting the need for this to reflect a position of victimization-or 

at least of particularized victimization-and lack of power. This was a potentially workable so­

lution-but one might argue that it did not always work. 

These rhetorical strategies, often in tension with one another, were at the same time es­

sential in launehing and maintaining the movement as it rose rapidly to mass proportions in 

the early months of 1980, among a remarkably broad swath of self-identified femi~ists-and 
other women-as weil as among huge numbers of men. While earlier scholars have taken up 

the question of rhetoric in this movement, as for example in the fine collection edited by 

Jürgen Maruhn and Manfred Wilke, the gendered nature of this language and its conflicted 

nature in this period, for example in relation to power and powerlessness has not been dis­

cussed beyond that by contemporaries themselves.33 Activists across vastly different back­

grounds used these remarkably consistent and tightly interwoven rhetorical themes both 

consciously and unconsciously, to express honest feelings, including of enormous and under­

standable fear, to motivate others to protest, and to influence policy-makers at horne and 

abroad. Some of the themes that emerge vary notably with the discursive practices of Ameri­

can peace activists, with whom their German counterparts c1aimed to identify c1osely, 

though there are of course so me overlaps, including precisely in the way that some of the 

most significant pieces of the American movement grew out of segments of the feminist 

movement.34 There are themes that West German peace activists share more c10sely with 

American officials and politicians than with fellow activists: the parties simply approached 

these ideas differently, as in the idea of the United States as a "maverick" and a "strong man," 

which U.S. officials viewed overall positively, while peace activists saw as negative. There are 

great similarities of rhetoric moreover with the movements of other European countries, in­

c1uding England and the Nether!ands. But there are also themes that come specifically out of 

31 Brockmann, p. 20. 
32 Compare Ingrid Strobl: Liebe Friedensfrauen, in: Emma (August 1981), p. 6. 
33 Maruhn/Wilke (eds.), particularly JosefKelin: Zur Semantik der Nachrüstungsdebatte, pp. 49-65; as 

weil asJochen Staadt: Die SED und die "Generale für den Frieden", pp. 123-140. To be sure, this gen­
dered aspect has been treated concerning peace activism more generally; compare essays in Benjamin 
Ziemallll (ed.): Perspektiven der Historischen Friedensforschung, Essen 2002; also Journal ofWo­
men's History 13, 3 (Fall 2001), special issue on gender and pacifist movemems. 

34 Compare e.g. Swarthmore Peace Collection, Swarthmore Pennsylvania, including U.S. Women's 
1980 Pentagon Action, 1980; and 1983 Seneca Peace Encampment, "Mailings, Flyers, Press Releases, 
Etc."; and "Women's Encampement for the Future ofPeace andJusrice (Seneca)-Gencral Informa­
tion"; and Wendy Chmielewski: Resisting Nuclear Madness. The Utopian Vision of thc Womcn's En­
campment for a Future of Peace and Jusrice, unpublished ms. 
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West German thinking.35 These themes are remarkably consistent across this extremely var­

ied movement, as weIl as in West German popular cultural manifestations broadly. Ir goes 

without saying that these themes were as often a source of disagreement on issues within the 

movement and its numerous constituent groups as of unity, but mey provided a common lan­

guage of the protest. Some reflected the positive transformation in West German political cul­

ture and ideas of democratic participation that had taken place over the preceding decade and a 

half.36 Others seem to reflect still a past not yet "overcome": unresolved issues concerning 

power, domination, victimization, and German identity emerging from the Naziperiod. 

These themes in the rhetoric include the following. First, there is the gendered nature of 

the nuclear threat, conceived above all as "male craziness" (Männlichkeitswahn), against 

which perceived feminine qualities must triumph. As with all these discourses, gender oper­

ates here both at the level of"men" versus "women" and as masculine and feminine qualities, 

which anyone can-and/or is forced to-adopt as their own, regardless of physical body. In 

this context, the "enemy," most often perceived as "the U.S.," or as the troika Reagan-Haig­

Weinberger, was aggressive, and crazy with power, which "he" exercised in part as a conse­

quence of perceived threat and "shameful" vulnerability, in response to which he must dem­

onstrate his truly superior power by crushing those who challenge hirn. This power lust, ac­

tivists asserted, rendered the U.S. inimical even to its presumed allies-and even purposefully 

so. Thus as editor of the Kor-Inform newsletter Fritz Teppich described it, "So a North 

American nuclear war in Europe, by uso That means mat all our deaths are part ofWashing­

ton's equation."37 For its part, the West German government responded with "submission," 

as some activists characterized it, confirming a destructive dependency-and indeed pre­

cisely the vulnerability that the U.S. sougilt to refute.38 Therefore the feminized "we" must, 

in response, both embrace vulnerability and demonstrate a different kind of power--or 

"strength," as opposed to power.39 Indeed, the relation between the "we" and the aggressive 

35 Stern magazine among orhers argued that the simulraneous unique and unifYing rheme of the West 
German movement was irs nationalism: compare issue Der neue Patriotismus. Deursehstunde (Oet­
ober 1981), whieh identified nationalism as the souree of the peaee movement's "anti-Amerieanism." 
Certainly there were strongly nationalist elements to the movement, bur such a generalized eharaeteri­
zarion seems unhelpful. Compare variously Dan Diner: Die "nationale" Frage in der Friedensbewe­
gung. Ursprünge und Tendenzen, in: Rudolf Steinweg (cd.): Die neue Friedensbewegung. Analysen 
aus der Frauenforschung, Frankfurt a.M. 1982, pp. 86-112; and "Gegen Ost und West", "die natio­
nale Frage und die Konsequenz daraus ... ," in: Texte zur anti-nato-woehe Oune 1982), APO Archive, 
File Friedensbewegung 1982. 

36 Cf. Belinda Davis: From Starbuek to Starbueks, or, Terror. What's in a Name?, in: Radical History Re­
view 85 (Deeember 2002), pp. 37-57. 

37 Kor-Inform, 3 (24 J anuary 1981). Teppich adds, "The dangerrhat our fellow humans [here, American 
citizens, eompared to Germans in ehe 1930s, bd]-as already onee under Hitler-might be deluded by 
the anti-peaee right in the eoming eleetion must be averted." Thomas Roehon correlates anti-America­
nism with willingness to join the peaee movement in: Roehon, p. 39. He also however finds a eorrela­
tion of this group with a more eritical than average stanee toward the Soviet Union, pp. 40. 

38 Doromee SöUe: TheArms Raee Kills, Philadelphia 1983, pp.75; also Eva Quistorp: Frauen gehen mei­
lenweit-für atomwaffenfreie Lande: Frauenfriedensmarseh '81, in: taz (10 July 1981). 

39 See e.g. Ellen Diederich: Frauen gegen Militarismus und Krieg, in: Frankfurter Frauen Blatt Oune 
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enemy character bore more than ever the aspect of a bad marriage, in wh ich West Germans 

played the role ofbattered wife to an overbearing husband, who buIlies her as part ofhis "pro­

tection" ofher. This discourse, in which masculinity and feminity were fairly fixed but not to 

actual sexed bodies, was mapped onto the co-existing discussion especially among feminists 

concerning "everyday violence": from rape and domestic abuse to the structural violence of 

patriarchy itself, in which men and women were figured in far more essential ist fashion, the 

latter indeed prisoners of their physical vulnerabilities. 

Other related elements also make frequent appearance in the texts and parole of the pe­

riod. Taking off from the "abusive husband," rockets are readily represented as phallic, 

poised as if to penetrate not Eastern Europe or Russia but rather a vulnerable West Ger­

many. (It is fascinating how little the Soviet Union figures as a player at all in this "family 

drama.") The rockets get figured as evidence of "boys'" "superhero" fantasies, 

characterisable by not orily "super powers" but also by a love of technology, which gets cast 

as inherently bad in this discourse. For many activists, this could be counteracted through 

their feminine doser connection to, understanding of, and source of power from "nature," 

broadly conceived. For rnany devout Christians, this was achievable by emulating Christ­

figured here in the character of a soft but powerful woman. In either case, as some envi­

sioned it, protestors were to draw on "mystical" powers as a way to fight off the deathly 

threat, weapons that kill "even without war. "40 Simultaneously, women were "responsible" 

for exercising their greater "rationality"-a quality they possessed precisely because of their 

proximity to and recognition of "emotion"-and merefore they specifically must be 

brought out of the isolation of their hornes and into the place of public, collective expres­

sion. In this context too, protestors cast their lot with, and assumed an identity with, the 

"Third World," beaten down by a rampaging United States (or, rarely, by the brawling" su­

perpowers" together), and sometimes also thereby with the victims of the Nazi past. By 

elaborating on these thernes, I intend in no way to disparage the remarkable contemporary 

movement, nor to criticize use of these images and metaphors, which reflected genuine ex­

perience; certainly I am not defending the actions of American officials in this era. I find it 

valuable to identify these images, however, borh in the context of understanding how such 

elements functioned in politics broadly and specifically in "grassroots" movements, as weIl 

as ofinvestigating a West German sense of selfin this era, including as related to the longer 

history of German identity, and certainly to consider their broader political implications, 

induding as both conceptually and strategically problematic. 

1981), pp. 2-3; "Unsere Kraft wächst, und wir werden diese Welt veränderdern," in: taz (22 April 
1981), pp. 3; Reagan-Demo in Berlin am 11.6. Ausdruck der Stärke, trotz vieler Fehler, aus denen wir 
lernen, in: Autonome Gruppen 1 Quly 1982), pp. 4; Anstiftung der Frauen zum Frieden, statement 
against war, in: Courage special issue Alltag im 2. Weltkrieg (1980); Petra Kelly: Schwester, her mit 
dem Leben, in: Die Neue (7 March 1981); andAnne-Marie Holenstein: Vom sanften Umgang mit 
der Macht, in: Burmeister (ed.), pp. 7-8. Compare however Richard Fester et al. (eds.): Weib und 
Macht. Fünf Millionen Jahre Urgeschichte der Frau, Frankfurt a.M. 1979, cited by several women in 
the movement as a source of validation of their view. 

40 SöHe: The Arms Race Kills, p.7. 
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Rhetorics ofWar 

Among the many categories of activists, peace protest in the early 1980s was cast overwhelm­

ingly in terms of a batde of one group against far more powerful, indeed mortal, enemy, 

whose sheer love of power, alongside a simultaneous fear of vulnerability, compelled that en­

emy to aggressively pursue ends potentially so violent as to ensure "mutually assured destruc­
tion."41 The enemy was for many of these activists the United States-or the United States 

government-West Germany's dosest diplomatie ally and putative "protector" since estab­

lishment of the West German state. This was so even before Ronald Reagan took office in 
January 1981; moreover, the rhetoric of many activists seemed to cast Reagan's foreign and 

military policy retroactively, as ifhe had already been president before this point. Tobe sure, 

Ronald Reagan's plans to cease arms talks, alongside the already-planned Pershing missile de­

ployment, and, by 1984, his vision of"Star Wars" were mortally disturbing prospects for the 
nation that likely lay on the front lines of any Cold War nuclear interaction. Reagan's asser­
tion of the possibility of"limited nuclear war," his "joke" that "bombing of the Soviet Union 

would begin in five minutes," Haig's misfired avowal that "some things were more important 
than peace" all understandably sent chills up West Germans' spines. But it is fascinating to 

observe how singlemindedly attention was devoted to the United States, although it was 

Helmut Schmidt who pressed NATO over Jimmy Carter's objections for the "double track" 
approach to relations with the Soviet Union.42 Only later did Schmidt retreat from this 

stance, at least rhetorically, in response to public opinion and party pressure. But his succes­

sor, Helmut Kohl, fuHy supported Reagan's plans and worked to follow through on them in 
the foreign and domestic context. Yet, despite the CDU/CSU's unapologetic stance on a nu­

clear arms race, neither Kohl nor his party (and only even rarely Franz-JosefStrauß) were al­
most ever identified in the role of enemy, object of fear, or even as addressee of the protest. 

NATO was treated consistently purely as a tool ofU.S. domination. Occasionally protestors 

appealed to West German officials, particularly while Schmidt was still in power, to act as in­
termediaries between the West German populace and the United States-or, in effect, to act 

as West Germans' deputy to Ronald Reagan, rather than as submissive servant to ehe latter.43 

Though the laying of 55-20 missile sites within target range ofWestern Europe set off the 

41 The term eomes from the American movement, but was much discussed among West Germans-who 
saw however that the "mutual" regarded not neeessarily Americans, but thcmselves, as a consequence 
of their country' s dubious diplomatie and military relationship with that country. Compare on the fcar 
of vulnerabiliry Johannes Theuter: Blutig, Blutig, in: Zitry 18 (1979), pp. 32. 

42 The epigraph of this paper demonstrates a coupling of "Reagan-Haig-Weinberger" with "Schmidt­
Apel," but this was surprisingly rare. This is not to suggest that Carter W;L~ a man only of peaceful me­
ans: deploying neutron warheads for deterrence was his idea. Compare an inreresting and provocative 
discussion of Carter's own mingling of nudear warheads and Christian moraliry in Bertram Gross: 
Friendly Fascism: The New Faee ofPower in America, Boston 1998. 

43 This was the message of the demonstrations in Bonn, particularly in Oetober 1981. But many indica­
ted their lade of expectations; compare SöUe: The Arms Race KiUs, p. 73, p. 106; and Die Neue Frie­
densbewegung, which cites Günter Volkmar asserting that Bonn must "foUow Cowboy Reagan's line 
in lockstep." 
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new arms build-up, and despite the invasion of Afghanistan, efforts to quash the Polish oppo­

sition organization Solidarnosc, and the break-up of Intermediate-Range and Short-Range 

N uclear Forces (INF) talks, even Leonid Brezhnev was almost never identified as the enemy 

in this narrative. This was so despite the extremely broad political spectrum represented by 

activists-and in spite of most activists' insistence that, contrary to accusations, they were not 

communists. The DKP played a significant but not a unique role in the movement's leader­

ship. The power ofidentio/ing an outside enemy ro unio/ those within the nation and within 

Europe, a strategy with a long pedigree, cannot be ignored as key ro the success of peace activ­

ists' darion cal!. 

So this enemy was "the United States," or Reagan-Haig-Weinberger (though, it was 

sometimes disclaimed, not "the American people," nor of course particularly those whose 

own peace movement West Germans at times prodaimed ro emulate). Only in this context 

could a call to demonstrate with the words "We Want ro be Friends of the American People" 

have such a startling impact, in contrast both ro the perceived relation to the Uni ted States 

government and even to their actual existing relations wirh rhe U.S. population.44 Helmut 

Schmidt responded to early peace movement rheroric by chiding, "Stop behaving as if the 

Americans were your enemies."45 I have alluded ro the long and well-documented trajectory 

of German (and European) ambivalence roward the United States.46 Contemporary West 

German descriptions of the U.S. both bore similarities to earlier rhetoric and reflected so me 

new twists. The Uni ted States suffered a "craze for power," and boasted a "monopoly of 

power" (which of course dismissed the entire premise of the Cold War), the two elements 

mutually informing and destructive. Frankfurter Rundschau journalist Anton Andreas Guha 

declared that U.S. was "grotesque" as a superpower, while Dorothee SöHe described "power" 

44 See poster "Wir sind die Freunde des US-Volkes," making a deat distinction with the American go­
vernment, calling for a demonstration on 15 January 1981, reprinted in: Fritz Teppich (cd.): Flugblät­
ter, p. 79; compare to aposter issued notably by the Freie Demokratische Partei (FDP) Charlotten­
burg, stating "We are afraid of a war! ... We want to sta)' partners with the Americans (Amerikaner), 
but: peace is the most important thing, Mr. Haig!," induded in ibid, p. 76. 

45 Cited in Vinocur. Of course, this veryartide is emblematicof what West German peace activists found 
inimical in the V.S. "mentality." See too Günther Gillesen on Europeall "hysteria," a particulatly "fe­
minizing" attack, for Europeans' "unwarranred" response to Reagan's weapons plans: Günrher Gille­
sen: Panzerangriffe werden riskanter, in: Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (17 August 1981), p. 8. 

46 Compare in this rich literature more and less ambivalent accounts, from AlfLüdtke lInge Matßoleki 
Adelheid von Saldern (eds.), Amerikanisierung. Traum und Alptraum im Deutschland des 20. Jahr­
hundertS, Stuttgart 1996; Volker Berghahn: America and the Intellectual Cold WatS, Princeton 2002; 
Uta PoigeriHeide Fehrenbach (eds.): Transactions, Transgressions, Transformations. American Cul­
ture in Western Europe andJapan, New York 2000; Kaspar Maase/Gerd HalienbergerlMcl van Elte­
ren: Amerikanisierung der Alltagskultur? Zur Rezeption US-amerikansicher Populärkultur in der 
Bundesrepublik und in den Niederlanden, Hamburg 1990; and Mary Nolan: Visions of Modernity. 
Americall Business and the modernizatioll of Germany, New York 1994 and her ongoing work in pro­
gress; to Dan Diner: America in me Eyes of the Germans. An Essay on Anti-Anlericanism, Princeton 
1996; and Andrei Markovits: Amerika, dich haßt sich's besser, Hamburg 2004. Markovits citcs SOUf­

ces of dearcut animus among Germans and Europeans more broadly from the momenr of America's 
founding. American anri-Europeanist writing continues apace, as does that ofits critics. 
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as an "ersatz religion" for the Americans, for her, in contrast with true religion; this was a sign 

of their real "weakness."47 One coalition poster promoting the 1981 peace demonstration in 

Bonn argued against the "major power craziness and the merciless toughness demonstrated 

against all of those who get in the way ofWashington's interests. The new U.S. government 

under President Reagan ... wants to lead the U.S. toward dominion (Herrschaft) over the en­

rire world."48 This "power craze" played out, not againsr the Soviet Union or Eastern Eu­

rope, but rather against West Germans, who thereby cast themselves as the direct potential 

victims of the U.S. To be sure, should Washington have launched medium-range missiles, 

West Germans would very likely have been the objects of areturn Soviet strike. The notable 

point is that the Soviet Union fell out as an element altogether in this rhetoric-including as 
a possible "first striker."49 

This hermetic two-sided relationship, West Germany versus the United States, was rein­

forced constandy by rhetoric of the weak and the strong-and by the "feminine" and the 

"masculine." But how ought West Germans to act for their part? A speech bya cohorr of 

women from Kassel at the June 1981 peace demonstration in Bonn, intimating parallels be­

tween the U.S./West German relationship and that between men and women, c1aimed, 

"War is always the subjugation of the weaker by the stronger. War is the attempt to re-estab­

lish unequal relations. War is pursued to re-establish power and impotence, to rearrange the 

powerful and powerless."50 Activist and group dynamics scholar Ute Volmerg opined, "With 

security policy it's about strength, weakness, superiority, inferiority, powerlessness, and de­

pendency with regard to catastrophes and the danger of extermination. These symbols evoke 

in us images and emotions rhat don't emerge from secutity policy, but rather have quite a dif­

ferent background."51 Petra Kelly nored that the only appropriate response was a "solidarity 

with all disenfranchised and oppressed of the world," who must together demonstrate their 

"power."52 Yet: what was this power? As per the pre-movement debate, ifit were the same as 

47 Cited in Petra Kelly: Weltgeneralstreik gegen den dritten endgültigen Welrkrieg. Rede in Geilkir­
chcn-Awacs Starion, rcprinred in: Frauen für den Frieden, 66-72, here p. 66; Dororhee SöHe: Man 
kann die Sonne nicht verhaften, speech at the JUlle 1982 demonsrration in Bonn, reprinted in: Quis­
torp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 59-63, here p. 60; sec ibid, The Strength of the Weak. Toward a Christian Fe­
minist Identity, Philadelphia 1984. Bm compare also Freimm Duve: Weder antiamerkanisch noch 
prosowjerisch, in: Freimut Duve/Heinrich Böll/Klaus Sraeck (eds.): Zuviel Pazifismus?, Reinbek bei 
Hamburg 1981, pp. 85-93. 

48 Reprinted in Teppich (cd): Flugblätter, p. 77. The poster was put out by the Judos, Jusos, and Evange­
licaI Students, among others. 

49 Of course weapons and wcapons programs were rcgulaty dcvdoped first by thc United Stares, rhen follo­
wed by the Soviet Union. Comparc Friedensalmanach WestBerlin, West Berlin 1982, pp. 33. 

50 Reprinted as Frieden im Patriarchat ist Krieg für Frauen, in: Quistorp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 98f., here p. 98. 
51 Ure V olmerg: Angst und Venrauung-Alltagserfahrung und militärische Friedenssicherung, in: Hen­

ning Schierholz (cd.): Frieden-Abrüsrung-Sicherheit, Reinbek 1981, pp. 108-143, here 109; see also 
Christian Büttner/Ure Volmerg: Apocalypse now? Friedenspolitische Argumente in der Bewährungs­
probe. Eine sozialpsychologische Analyse, in: Steinweg (ed.), pp. 418-440. 

52 Petra Kelly: "Weltgeneralstreik," pp. 71; compare KeHy: The Power ofNon-Violence, in her paradoxi­
cally entitled volume Fighting for Freedom, London 1984, pp. 25-32; also Thomas Leif: Die srrategi­
sehe (Ohn-) Machr der Friedensbewegung. Kommunikarions- und Entscheidungssrrukruren in den 
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what the Americans practiced, even were it possible, would that not only represent a principle 
of"might makes right"? 

Activists sought to spur their fellow citizens to action, claiming they must not allow them­

selves to be victimized; at the same time, they attempted to delineate carefully between "bad 

power" and "good power," or "power" versus "strength," or, finally, power through violence 

in contrast with power not derived through violence. Peace demonstrator and student of Af­

rican history Michaela von Freyhold observed the re!ationships set up by Reagan's policy: of 

strength versus weakness, power as against powerlessness, imperviousness versus vulnerabil­

ity. But, she proclaimed, moving seamlessly from "the feminine" to "female," women in par­

ticular nmst no longer act with "impotence and naivete."53 Activists of such varied back­

grounds as Peggy Parnass, Gertrud Gumlich, Dorothee Sölle, and Hanne Birckenbach too all 

exhorted women specifically to "be courageous," "fee! their own strength," and "take power": 

then they would be too powerful to be "victimized by men," as Birckenbach explicidy put 

it. 54 Student of nuclear physics Rosemarie Rübsamen likewise collapsed the paralle! relation­

ships, so that "women" direcdy fought "the United States": women, she claimed, could never 

leave politics to the "leaders," as the latter represented only "the power of the ruling men's 

cliques. "55 The appeal of this identification with the victimized but strong woman was enor­

mous, as West Germans enamored of dle figure of the "ruins wo man" had al ready long re­

vealed.56 This aspect appears far less visible in the peace movements of the U.S. and other Eu­

ropean countries. 57 This must be viewed as having played a very powerful and positive role in 

acht"l:iger Jahren, Opladen 1990. As another paradox, compare Ursula Hoffman: Internationaler Frie­
densmarsch 81 , in: Frankfurter Frauen Blatt (September 1981), pp. 2-3, in which the aurhor expresses 
ehe hope thatwomen will not have to continue to "march," a military act, for peace past theyear 2000. 

53 Michaela von Fn:,")'hold: "Frauen gegen Krieg, aber wie?", in: Quistorp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 47-53, here 
pp. 50. Compare too Aufruf, Friedensmarsch Kopenhagen, Anstiftung der Frauen zum Frieden, APO 
Archive, File Friedensbewegung 1982, in which "strang men" threaten these activists and "our women 
friends" (Freudinnen) both with war and with women's military service. 

54 Hanne Birckenbach: Nach den Raketen: dienende Frauen-dienende Männer, in: taz (1 July 1982). 
Compare Frieden für Frieden-gibt's den?, in: Frauen auf die Barrikaden 2 (1983), pp. 1-10. 

55 Rosemarie Rübsamen: "Patriarchat-der (un)heimliche Irthalt von Naturwissenschaft und Technik," 
in: Quistorp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 72-74, here p. 72. 

56 Compare Elizabeth Heinemann: The Hour of the Woman. Memory of Germany's "Crisis Years" and 
West German National Idcntiry, in: Amcrican Historical Review 101 (April 1996), pp. 354-395; 
compare also Atina Grassmann: A Question of Silence. The Rape of German Womcn by Occupation 
Soldiers, in: Roben G. Mocller (ed.): West Germany under Construction. Politics, Sociery, and Cul­
ture in the Adenauer Era, Ann Arbor 1997, pp. 33-53. 

57 Compare here to the now extensive literature on the movement both transnationally and in other na­
tional cases, including as a sampling, in addition to those mentioned in footnote 2, Jill Liddington: 
The Long Road to Greenham. Feminism and Anti-militarism in Brirain since 1820, London 1989; 
Paul Byrne: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament, London 1988; Richard TayloriNigd Young: 
Campaigns for Peace: British Peace Movements, Manchester 1987; Ben Klandermans: Tekeenen voor 
vrede. Het volkspetitionnement tegen de kruisraketten, Assen 1988; Claudio Martini: Capaci die so­
gnare. Riflessioni sul nuovo pacifismo, Milano 2003; Jacques Fontane\, et al.: A la recherche du «mou­
vemcnt de paix" en France. Non-violence, objection, antimilitarisme, pacifisme antinucleaire, Greno­
ble 1983; Jean Defrasne: Le pacifismc en France, Paris 2002; also Sabine von Oppeln: Die Linke im 
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bringing men and women alike into the movement, transcending a helpless paralysis. At the 

same time the role of"victim" continued, it seems, to playa rhetorically counterproductive 

role as weIl, rendering activists and "West Germans" more broadly as inherently weaker and 

dependent. Such identities corresponded of course to authentie sentiments among many 

West Germans; how the rhetoric could have played out otherwise is unclear. 

In the rhetorical relationship between "male violence and war," West Germany consis­

tently took the form of a victimized but enduring woman took on the aspect of an abused 

wife, who must either take a stance against a buIlying husband, or risk fatal injury.58 An im­

portant element of this metaphor was the constant threat-and indeed continuous lower­

level violence-wielded by the aggressor in this relationship, such that the threat was as vio­

lent as the reality. "People in the Third World War will then die not first with the war but 

rather al ready with armament."59 This "intimate enemy" was dangerous in his "craziness," 

indeed in his "mental illness."6o The United States was willing to sacrifice "us" in displays of 

macho bravado-a category that included West Germany and Europe-and women, chil­

dren, and the handicapped.61 Egon Bahr claimed that, "The people," in turn, "are afraid of 

their protectors."62 Yet, pled activists, West Germans must not give in to this "bullying." If 

West German "men and women" "served" the United States-and "serviced" its rockets (!), 

as peace researcher Hanne Birckenbach put it, they must now snap out of this subservient 

role. Michaela von Freyhold decried most of all West German "willingness" to be a "victim" 

ofU .5. policy, which would have its violent way with Europe, over wh ich it claimed contro!; 

she relates this direcdy to women' s experience.63 Economist Gerhard Kade spoke at the J une 

1982 demonstration urging activists to reject the U.S.'s aggressive and "threatening behav­

ior."64 Others likened West Germans' response to girls' learned impotence, which must be 

Kernenergiekonflikt. Deutschland und Frankreich im Vergleich, New York 1989; Robert Kleidman: 
Organizing for Peace. Neutrality, the Test Ban, and the Freeze, Syracuse 1993; Ruth Brandon: The 
Burning Question: The Anti-N uclear Movement Since 1945, London 1987. Compare too GeoffEley: 
Forging Democracy. The Histoty of the Left in Europe, 1850-2000, Oxford 2002; and see Lawrence 
Wittner: Gender Roles and Nuclear Disarmament Activism, 1954-1965, in: Gender and History 12 
(April 2000), pp. 197-222. The broader literature, wrinen overwhelmingly by contemporary activists, 
looks at a long trajectory of peace activism culminating in the 1980s movement; this was importam in 
overcoming a pcrception of marginality and irrelevance to the 1960s activism. 

58 See Volmerg, especially p. 121. Compare Bernd Greiner: "Die ganze Welt ist Sache der NATO." Der 
globale Herrschaftsanspruch der USA unter der Reagan-Administration, in: Blätter für deutsche und 
internationale Politik 1 (1982), pp. 21-40; Michael T. Klare: Jeden:eit, überall, mit allen Waffen. Der 
globale Kollisionskurs der USA unter Ronald Reagan, in: ibid, 5 (1982), pp. 531-543. 

59 Aufruf zur Demonstration, Antikriegstag 1981, reprinted in: Fritz Teppich (cd.), Flugblätter. Com­
pare also SöHe: The Arms Race Kills, p. 7; KeIly: Weltgeneralstreik, p. 71. 

60 Für einen stürmischen Friedensherbst!, flyer of the Alternative Liste (AL), reprinted in: ibid, pp. 73-
74; the flyer characterizes Ronald Reagan thus, quoting a Danish newspaper. 

61 SöHe: Sonne, p. 62; compare Quistorp: Frauen gehen meilenweit. 
62 Here he refers particularly to NATO; cited in: AL, Für einen stürmischen Friedensherbst! 
63 Freyhold, 49; see also "here it is made apparent that the US wanted to limit a future nuclear war to the 

batde field of Europe," Aufruf zur Demonstration. 
64 Gcrhard Kade: Gegen die atomare Kriegsvorbereitung, in: Koordinerungsausschuß, pp. 111-116, 

here pp. 113. 
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overcome.65 A flyer rallying participants to the 1981 anti-war day ci ted former American am­

bassador Paul Warnke, who divulged, "ifI were a European, I wouldn't allow this stationing 

[of weapons] ... "66 So, the flyer continued, West Germans must pull themselves up and do 

something about this destructive and violating treatment. Yet, despite Birckenbach' sand von 

Freyhold's plea, this rhetoric itself seemed to accept and reinstanciate the role of the U.S. as 

"protector," desired or not, protecting or not, and in that sense seemed to preclude transcen­

dence of that relationship. In some respects, the very sentiment of victimization that brought 

so many West Germans together became very difficult to transcend without resulting in a 

bursting of these new bonds. 

To be sure, feminists and other peace activists, including men, demanded a "strong" re~ 

sponse, which, though advocating compromise and peacefulness, would not fall victim to 

"women' s" conditioned need to compromise, and condoned rather appropriate conflict. Free 

Universiry lecturer Herbert Ammon claimed U.S. officials were "primarily responsible" for 

the current political and military crisis, and demanded Helmut Schmidt relinquish his "pas­

sive" acceptance of the U.S. position to lead the Germans (an interesting view in light of 

Schmidt's earlier leading role), and initiate a real separation ofGermans and Europeans from 

the U.S.67 Heinrich Albertz urged "young Germans" to depart from their current passive and 

accepting stance to "defend the German people from danger."68 The Christian initiative 

"Frauen wagen Frieden" (women risk peace) distributed at a Darmstadt seminar "Ten Ques­

tions about Peace-And How a WomanCan Answer them," a sort of self-help guide and 

rally addressed simultaneously to women and, by implication, to West Germans and West 

German officials.69 In the same spirit, poet Angi Domdey penned a "love poem to her en­
emy." "I like to argue," the text announced, "and hit you with words in the face/until your 

self-possession breaks/but you won't get me wirb a gun." "That makes you aggressive/my 

idleness/okay," the text continued, "hit back/but console me too/you low dog!lYour power is 

my fearlthat's why I've got to be brave/your stupidiry my destruction/why I gotta be smart/ 

your hate my downfall."7o Feminists drew links between patriarchy-or, effectively, "rape in 

marriage" -and West Germany' s subservient relation to the Uni ted States, in multiple ways. 

65 Volmcrg, p. 121, also 109; cf. Eva-Maria Epple/Cornelia Baucr-BlIchrucker: Friedensanstifrerinnen, 
in: QlIistorp (cd.), Frauen, pp. 21f.; Gertrud Gumlich: Eine Widerstandsbewegung gegen die Resigna­
tion. Friedensmarsch '82, in: ibid, pp. 57-59, here 59; Freyhold, 50; Frieden im Patriarcllat, p. 99; 
Hildegunde Wöller: Nicht nur die Männer sind schuld, in: Eie Schöfthaler (ed.): Geschichten von 
Frauen und Frieden, Gelnhausen 1982, pp. 57-64, here p. 61. Compare this as a longterm issue: Let­
ter, Helke Sander to Annemarie Tröger, undated (ca. 1970), on women, agression, and helplessness, 
in: APO Archiv, File Annemarie Träger/Aktionsrat. 

66 Aufruf zur Demonstration. 
67 Herben Ammon: Die Friedensbewegung vor der deutschen Frage, in Koppik/Kelly (eds.), pp. 100-

110. Ammon speaks explicirly of separation from both superpowers. Ammon was simultaneously acri­
ve in the "new right," and offcrs evidence once more of the movemem's unique abiliry to draw in parti­
cipams across a very broad spectrum, politically and orherwise. 

68 Ci ted in Vinocur. Alberrz claims this as a "patriotic dury" to defend "Germans." 
69 Zehn Fragen zum Frieden, reproduced in: Schäfthaler (ed.), pp. 25-28. 
70 Angi Domdey: Liebesgedicht an meinem Feind, in: Schöfthaler (ed), pp. 41-43, here 41, 42. 
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As Christian feminist peace activist Eva Quistorp characterized it, "peace in patriarchy is war 

for women." Activists decried the "patriarchal death machine"-talking about both 

gendered society and West Germany/U.S. relations, as war, conflicts, and violence that en­

dangered evety day.?1 In a speech on "Love and middle-range missiles," leading feminist 

Helke Sander likewise pointedly drew these connections.72 Yet, by making the comparison 

with patriarchy, movement leaders intimated a very deep and tenacious set of structures and 

relationships that could scarcely be transcended in any short period of time. Clearly there 

were psychological elements involved. Many psychologists involved in the movement played 

on these arguments, eliding such metaphors with incidents of real family violence and fear 

within families, related to both domestic violen ce and the possibility of "mass extermina­

tion." In this sense, the victimized must "leam" to "disobey," must not fear, or feel "guilty" or 

"shameful" of, the potential effects of their own "non-violent resistance."73 To be sure, this 

"lesson" had its domestic political parallel, in the form of a call to public action even among 

those who might have been otherwise inclined after the near civil war in West Germany, end­

ing only shortly before in the "German autumn" of 1977. 

Picking up on themes in the discussion of "everyday violence" in feminist circles in the 

late 1970s, Dorothee Sölle extended the discussion, to compare the relation of"the U.S." and 

"West Germans" (note me unparallel structure) to mat of the rap ist and his victim.74 As writ­

ers for Emma had asserted al ready in the 1977 series on rape, citing Susan Brownmiller, 

"With rape, it's not about desire, but rather about power. Men's power over women, and 

power among men, who use it to shame the women of other [men] ... This becomes espe­

cially clear in war time." Yet, though already casting the significant relation as that, unevenly, 
between "women" and "men's states," that se ries spoke to women's role as "ba'oty," to literal 

71 Compare Freyhold, p. 49, who notes like others how rape acts not only metaphorically but quite lit­
erally ro render comparable women's position in war and in everyday life. 

n Helke Sander: Liebe und Mittelsrreckenraketen in: Courage (April 1980), pp. 16-29, reproduction of 
a speech given at the Akademie der Künste. 

73 "Disobedience" was of course an important element in popular politics from at least mid-1960s on, 
and is arguably traceable to the "Halbstarken" in the 1950s, expressed in a less explicirly polirical fashi­
on, as weil as to the American civil rights movement and other examples of postwar nonviolent resis­
tance. Some of the acrivists came out of the Halbstarken milieu-though, once again, sources for the 
movemenr were extremely varied. On the importance of disobedience (Ungehorsamkeit), cf. e.g. Hel­
mut Donat/Karl Holl: Die Friedensbewegung. Organisierter Pazifismus in Deutschlnd, Österreich 
und in der Schweiz, Düsseldorf 1983; Schierholz (ed.): Frieden; Sölle: The Strength of the Weak; Söl­
le: Zivil und Ungehorsam. Gedichte, West Berlin 1990; Christa Reetz: Jahrgang 22, in: Quistorp 
(ed.), Frauen, pp. 16f.; Petition of the Anstiftung der Frauen zum Frieden, West Berlin February 
1980, reprinted in: ibid, pp. 20f.; Genau hingesehen nie geschwiegen sofort widersprochen gleich ge­
handelt. Dokumente aus dem Gewebe der Heuchelei 1982-1989. Widerstand autonomer Frauen in 
Berlin ost und west, Berlin 1990; Kar! Otto, in: C. Butterwege er al. (eds.), 30 Jahre Ostermarsch: ein 
Beitrag zur politischen Kultur der Bundesrepublik Deutschland und ein Stück Bremer Stadtgeschich­
te, Bremen 1990; Corinna Hauswedell: Friedenswissenschafren im Kalten Krieg: Friedensforschung 
und friedenswissenschaftliche Initiativen in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland in den achtziger Jahren, 
Baden-Baden 1997. 

74 SöHe: Sonne; compare the four-part series on rape in Emma, 1977-1978, including Vergewaltigung: 
Krieg gegen Frauen, in: Emma (April 1977). 
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rape as a by-product of war, evidence of the "impotence of the conquered," whereas in the 

newer rhetoric, the U.S. "raped" the vulnerable on its "own" side. Anna Malkowsky drew the 

connection between the metaphorical and real levels, as weil as between the issue of women 

in the military and the new move to arms build-up, publishing an interview with a female sol­

dier in the U.S. army, in which Malkowsky seems to push the interviewee to speak of the 

threat of rape as an important characteristic of her military life-as it was of life generally in 

the U.S.: " ... on the streets in America it's not any different."75 Activist and artist Christina 

Tröber drew the red thread of violence through the entirety of women's experience, includ­

ing by virtue of their physical characteristics, observing an entire "warlike environment," 

manifested by "rape, birth, delivery, powerlessness." Her paintings of the era demonstrate 

this sense of women's total victimization. Consistent with this imagery, another activist ob­

served, "The erect penis establishes its monument in a missile-studded bulwark against 

bolshevism'. Male citizens applaud when it's said that weapons are necessary, and demon­

srrate only their own fear for submission, their inability to allow their own weaknesses. The 

woman on the other hand associates war with rape, fears from the enemy that which one's 

own men don't dream, [as they] let themselves be protected by the weapons. Better dead than 

red, they say, but their fears come from inside, from the putrefying patriarchal order."76 One 

may consider however that such connections did as much to emphasize an essential inviola­

bility of these relations as to permit activists to work to transcend them. 

The rocket as phallus-for West German peace protestors, an unwanted, violating penis, 

in contrast to its symbolism as macho strength for some Americans, figured prominently in 

poster art, in cartoons, and as icons for various constituent groups of the movement.77 This 

image was closely related to the rocket as a "boy toy," the playthings of grown-up men, grow­

ing out of a kind of "superhero" lust, vastly expanded in the Cold War "silver age," and the 

extreme form of that represented by the "American cowboy." In a commonplace image, the 

Socialist Student Organization (SHB) newspaper Vorwärts featured in 1975 a front-page im­
age of a cartoon "superhero," with "inner Sicherheit" emblazoned across his broad ehest. 

Now that objectionable superhero was found outside the country.78 Here again it is clear that 

a kind of "working-out" of domestic, intra-West German issues became mapped onto the 

question of international peace and security, including with references to the German past, 

more and less immediate. Nordrhein-Westfalen SPD leader Hans-Otto Bäumer reinforced 

the commonplace view of Ronald Reagan as a cowboy in a "politischer Rodeo" (as weil as 

75 Anna Malkowsky: Als Frau bei der Army ... Ein Interview, in: Quistorp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 87-89. 
76 Christi na Tröber: Krieg und Frieden gemalt, in: Schöfthaler (cd.), pp. 18-2l. 
77 For Amcricans in thc peace movemcnt, however, this played a comparable role. Compare files of the 

Swarthmore Peace Collection, including Files U.S. Women's 1980 Pentagon Action, 1980; and 1983 
Seneca Peace Encampmenr, Mailings, Flyers, Press Releases, Etc.; and Women's Encampement for the 
Future ofPeace andJustice (Sencca)-Gencral Information. Generally however in this movement the 
potential for victimization as the flipside of empowerment seems less visible than in the West German 
movement, likely at least in part a function of a possibly Icss immediate sense of personal danger than 
many West Germans felt. 

78 Compare Friedensalmanach, 51. See also Staadt. 
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third-rate actor), while posters, bumper stickers, cartoons, and makeshift sculptures depicted 

Reagan jubilandy waving a cowboy hat, or riding a phallic-Iooking missile as in a scene out of 
Fail Safe. (To be sure, a glance at Dutch and British peace movements' representations of 

Reagan carried much the same rhetoric, in this instance,79) Rübsamen perceived this cultural 
phenomenon as agame of competition, as "men" "spread their seeds," or "peed," like 

hounds, to "mark their territory."80 Sölle described a kind oflarger destructive cultural ethos 

she believed had infected West Germans as weil as Americans, indeed adopted from the latter 

(here, strikingly, without the references to Germany's own past that were fulsome in other 
texts from the movement)-including precisely with reference to women in the military.8l 

Many psychologists, including Gertrud Gumlich, commented on the practice ofboys in par­
ticular playing wich weapons in a particular fashion, imported from the U.S., that empha­

sized total strength, born of twin sources: perceived moral rectitude and technological superi­

ority. Ute Volmerg claimed of contemporary boys, "The war fantasy is their fantasy: the fan­
tasy of death and destruction, but also the fantasy of destroying."82 

Closely connected to disaffection for the "superhero," "boy toy" phenomenon was pro­
testors' far-ranging technophobia, or animus against "men's technology," as expressed in this 

imagery, again, apparently fairly specific to the German case in this period,s3 This sentiment 

was also expressed by anti-AKW activists already in the mid- and late 1970s, as they decried 
the possibility of "peaceful nuclear technology." Ir is as weil a notion long associated with 

79 See Tekeenen voor vrede; Road to Greenharn Common; and Toward Nuclear Abolition. In 1980, 
members of one occupied house in Amsterdam decorated the sidewalk before their building with a pa­
pier-mache rendition of Ronald Reagan in a cowboy hat, riding a "Euromissile," an image that im­
pressed many West German peace activists; see APO Archiv, File Friedensbewegung 1982. "Take the 
toys from the boys" was also a leitmotifin the 1980 V.S. Women's Pentagon Action, as weil as in the 
Canadian movement; for the latter, compare Road to Greenharn Common, p. 194. 

80 Rübsamen, pp. 73-4. 
81 Certainly such cultural references aboundcd. Frau ans Gewehr. Soldatinnen auch in eier Bundeswehr?, 

in: Der Spiegel, 46 (13 November1978). Punk group Ton Steine Scherben's "Keine Macht für Nie­
mand" (no power for no one) (compare the American punk group hit, "We gor the Neutron Bomb"), 
picking up on the political slogans of Autonomie and others, as weil as television rcplays of"The Gene­
ral, the Mother, anel the Children," Der Spiegel's depiction of "post-nuclear bomb life," the daily 
wareIs of television ncws broadcasters, anel statements by such figures as Hanna Schuygulla, Nina Ha­
gen, and Marius Mueller-Westernhagen, spoke tO the flip side of this relation: the feelings, positive and 
negative, of powerlessness, of giving up power as defense against total elestruction. 

82 Volmerg, 121. Compare also Hendrik Bussiek: Versuch über die Gewalt in der Jugend. Brief an einem 
Ladenbesizter am Kurfürstendamm, in: Freimut Duve/Heinrich BöU/Klaus Stacck (eds.), pp. 106-118. 

83 Quisrorp: "Haus-Friedens-Brüche"; Laudowicz, p. 76; Gumlich, 59; Kclly: Weltgeneralstreik, p. 71; 
Rübsamen, p. 73; among men, Knorr, pp. 182-183; even before the new movement, Sollen Frauen 
lernen zu töten?, in: Emma (December 1978), 28-31. Compare against use of "Männertechnologie" 
in Marion Clausen/Christa Widmaier: Frauenkongress gegen Atom und Militär, in: Frankfurter Frau­
en HIatt (October 1979), pp. 7-8. And, to be sure, while "science" is not "technology," there were 
many professional scientists and students of science anel math among the activists; compare Friedensal­
manach WestBerlin, edited by "a group of natural scientists and mathematicians"; and Hans-Peter 
Dürr er al. kds.): Verantwortung für den Frieden. Naturwissenschafrler gegen Atomrüstung, Ham­
burg 1983, among many others. 
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German and broader European anti-American sentiments.84 Opponents of women in the 

Bundeswehr had also raised the specter of "technology" in negative fashion, for example, as 

having a violent, massifYing effect on Bundeswehr soldiers. By the early days of the peace 

movement, Michaela Freyhold represented the beliefs of many contemporaries when she as­

serted that the U.S. "death machine" and "extermination machine" was the result of specifi­

caHy male fantasies of total destruction-closely related to sexual fantasies-and that they 

stemmed at least as much from "men's" fears of being themselves beaten or destroyed as 

much as from any perception of themselves as all-powerful and invincible. Others saw the 

technology as a kind of cold, unstoppable, inhuman force, out of touch with nature and/or 

God. Dorothee SöHe decried "the greatest death factory (Todesfabrik) of the world," as she 

described me Pentagon-with no innocent reference to Germany's own National Socialist 

past. She urged protestors to"feel [their] own strengm!" in response, using one's hands and 

soft bodies against mis force-drawing presumably on the imagery of the American 

Women's Pentagon Action of two years earlier.85 Petra KeHy, who focused her description of 

"weapons of mass destruction" on the technical horror she saw it representing, intimated that 

this generalized disaffection arose from the "enemy's" seeming fascination with it; she herself 

thereby cast "technology" against "security," the contrast illustrated by weapons of mass de­

struction.86 Edith Laudowicz saw both nuclear weapons and nuclear energy plants as exam­

pies of despicable men' s technology. Rosemarie Rübsamen defined patriarchy through tech­

nology, ofwhich atomic energy was only one "dangerous" and "grotesque" example: patriar­

chy was the "strange/homely ((un)heimliche) content of the natural sciences and technol­

ogy." "The practice of violence and fight for power as a motor of further technological 

development: the crassest example of this is nuclear power ... The technology of patriarchy" 

showed itself through "its craze for expansion, violent acts, and prodigality ... "87 

Rhetorics ofPeace 

In turn, West German activists embraced a self-image as sensitive, nurruring, caring for life and 

for the world' sills. Petra Kelly averred that overweening power of technology could be counter­

acted only by an embrace of nature and of God: by "reconciling oneself with the cosmos," an 

act she associated luost closely with women.S8 This sense of women's special "mystical" pow­

ers-of which however it seems men could also sometimes partake-was crucial to the peace co­

alition mat brought millions together. While such notions were, to be sure, less compelling for, 

84 Comparc among many cxamplcs, on thc early twcnticth century, Nolan; on post-WWII Europc, Ser­
van-Schreiber, ]can Jacqucs: Le defi americain, Paris 1967; in the years before the peace movement, 
Courage, special issue Atomkraft, J uly 1979. 

85 Sölle: Sonne, p. 63. 
86 Kelly: Weltgencralstreik, p. 71 
87 Rübsamen, 73. 
88 Kelly, p. 72; sec Sölle likewise on God and Mother Earth: Sonne, p. 60; and cf. the juxtaposition of a 

rocket flying roward earth and women on broomsticks, in Die Zukunft gehört den Frauen, in: Warum 
(December 1980), pp. 49-51, here 49. 
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e.g., members of the DKP, an important segment of the movement, it was also a key point of 

common ground for some self-defined Christians (particularly though not exclusively Protes­

tants) and feminists alike. Indeed, there were fascinating convergences between these popula­

tions, often along with environmental activists, as weil as a groundswell of those who identified 

explicitlyas Christian feminists, whose role in the movement cannot be overstated.89 A key ele­

ment of this "new" Christianity was a kind of"feminized" Jesus. This notion too emerged at 

least as early as the late 1970s, though in jocular feminist context: compare for example the 

Christmas-week spoof in the 1978 Frauenkalendar, captioned, "1 think ... we have to make 

sure that the little baby Jesus is not a girl." Spiegel magazine observed this phenomenon as asso­

ciated specifically with the peace movement in a cover article in 1981, featuring a J esus who was 

"soft" bur also strong, who could, consistent Witl1 the themes discussed above, break guns over 

his knee with this soft strength.9o Dorothee SöHe squared the circle, commenting, "The God of 

the Bible is a God of ever-subjugated human solidarity which the Scripture refers to as the 
strength of the weak. "91 

A feminized-or particularly masculinized-Jesus was no new phenomenon: historians 

have observed such transforming gender assignments over the centuries, as in the view of"Je­

sus as mother" in the high middle ages. As Stephen Prothero and others have noted, more­

over, the Cold War reflected an intense "masculinization" oflesus by American officials: an 

aggressive, dominating, self-righteous, and macho Christ that justified the Manichean for­

eign policy of many post-WWII presidents. The Jesus of the peace movement served a like 

role: providing a kind of model of action corresponding to a larger world view. And, as 

among some in Washington, leaders of the peace movement claimed to speak for Jesus: SöHe 

declared for example that J esus clearly supported unilateral disarmament.92 This was a "femi­

,ninity" to which men too could ascribe, and the male leaders of the Christian peace move­

ment adopted such rhetoric wholeheartedly. The 1980 Christian Krefeld Appeal for peace 

and against arms build-up was couched in such Ianguage, while the campaign's slogan "fear 

not" was transformed startlingly by some activists into "you should fear," a sign that the fear, 

perceived as weak, feminine, emotional, was the appropriate response to nuclear threat. 

"Frieden schaffen ohne Waffen," create peace without weapons, likewise reflected the need 

to cede power, to expose one's weakness and vulnerability, in the interest of peace. Yet how 

could such a force prevail in this world against an enemy so bent on concealing "his" own vul­

nerabilities? 

If self-identified "Christians" drew on "feminist" images, of women in touch with nature, 

so too did the inverse occur. Feminist images of the threat of nuclear destruction sending 

89 Campare Die Friedensbewegung vor der deutschen Frage; Sigrid Römelt: "Frauen wagen Frieden"­
eine christliche Initiative, in: Eie Schöfthaler (cd.), pp. 55-56; Nicht nur die Männer sind schuld; 
Quistorp (cd.): Frauen; Sölle: Strength. 

90 Die neue Friedensbewegung. 
91 Sölle: Strength, p. 17. 
92 "Frauen in der Friedensbewegung," p. 100; compare also SäHe: Ein Klagegebet, in: ibid: Zivil und un­

gehorsam, p. 5; see Stephen Prothero, American Jesus. How the San ofGod became anational icon, 
New York 2003. 
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Maty and the Christ Child fleeing on the "holiday of peace on earth," photomontages of 

Maty with J esus on a donkey fearfully regarding phallic, high-tech missiles emblazoned with 

"U.S.," and the like aided in drawing in protesrors-as did vety likely the concomitant em­

phasis on "mothers," "motherhood," and the significance of this roIe, here one of 

essentialized gender.93 Some of those who came to the movement as "feminists" also shared 

with their "Christian" counterparts a more diffuse, and ofren quite different, sense of mysti­

cism, including a notion of"communing with nature," particularlyas women. This pursuit 

too characterized an ambiguity concerning gender essenrialism: for many feminists, this mys­

ti cis m was accessible only to women, who could however share the results of their experience 

with men, while others imagined men too could partake of this mystical influence if they let 

themselves. This ambivalence was a legacy inter alia of the ecological and and anti-AKW 

movements, and, of course, survived into the fledgling Green Party.94 Hamburg psychother­

apist Anita von Raffay advocated that one "extol powerlessness, weakness, the crazy and the 

ridiculous," in the interest of"love" and "beauty," "letting go of power rather than retaining 

it."95 Such views reflected widespread binaries, here in the context of a willing "lack of 

power" or "impotence," before nature and one another. This, she claims paradoxically, was 

the source of women's power, closely related ro the most "primitive instincts," and presum­

ably counteracting the type of male primitive instincts that she and others bemoaned. Like 

many others, including many Christian feminists, Rübsamen drew in turn direct connec­

tions between living in and with nature and acting out of a "maternal instinct." Jf women 

from Courage had in 1980 denied that their objection to women in the Bundeswehr was re­

lated to such an essentialist vision9G, soon afterward many self-proclaimed feminists fully em­

braced this view. As the Green party developed in this climate, others seemed to take the view 

that men could be like "mothers" roo.97 But one might argue as weH that, once more, by 

93 Elisabeth Burmeister: Weihnachtsgrüße ohne Kitsch, in: Schöfthaler (cd.), pp. 12-3, here p. 13; com­
pare Lottemi Doormann: Emanzipation wider die Friedfertigkeit, in: Deutsche Volkszeitung (J Oct­
ober 1981), p. 16; Dörte Haak: Die Verhinderung der Vorbereitung der Befreiung des linken Mannes, 
in: CoppikiKelly (eds.), pp. 36-46; Rosanna Rossanda: Einmischung. Gespräche mit Frauen über ihr 
Verhälrnis zu Politik, Gleichheit, Brüderlichkeit, Demokratie, Faschismus, Widerstand, Staat, Partei, 
Revolution, Feminismus, Frankfurt a.M.1980; and Laudowicz, cspecially pp. 87-88. Compare also 
challts of the 1982 Women's March for Peace, which implicidy at least imputed special value to mo­
thers' experience as they heard the voices of the children and the elderly. Among "Christian feminists,» 
Dorothee Sölle in particular emphasizes the role of"the mother" as both pardcularly vulnerable and 
particularly capable of resistance against militarism. See also Eva Quistorp: Viva Maria!, in: ibid (cd.): 
Frauen, pp. 43-44; and Ingrid Ernst: Mütter für den Frieden, in: Schöfthaler (cd.): Geschichten von 
Frauen und Frieden, pp. 70-2. 

94 Compare the Green Party 1981 Friedensmanifest, reproduced in Huben Kleinere: Vom Protest zur 
Regierungspartei. Die Geschichte der Grünen, Frankfurt a.M. 1992, pp. 46-7. 

95 Cited in Nicht nur die Männer sind schuld, p. 61. 
96 Compare Courage, special issue Alltag im 2. Weltkrieg. 
97 See gene rally Brockmann; on gender among the Greens Huben Kleinert: Vom Protest zur Regierungs­

partei. Die Geschichte der GRÜNEN, Frankfurt a.M. 1992, pp. 124-9. Monika Propach-Voeste, 
"Brief an Brcschnew: Sorge", writing as "a German woman and mother", in: Schöfthaller (cd.): Ge­
schichten von Frauen und Frieden, pp. 12-15; she extends those she writes for to "We women-and 
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instanciating men in the role of essentially irrational and power-mon gering beings, and, fur­

ther, by putting the United States in the same place, so me activists may have played a rhetori­

cal trick on themselves that was difficult to supercede. 

And, in still another paradoxical twist, contemporary feminist peace activists represented 

themselves simultaneously as the "rational" sex, here bucking conventional contemporary 

gender stereotypes. This rationality was played our against "the U.S.'s" and "men's" "power 

madness," "military madness," and simply "male madness" (the "naturalness" of which re­

mained ambivalent), in a sort of Enlightenment-era sense of the term, rather than as it 

evolved in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. That is, this was a rationality in tune with 

nature, indeed, the latter virtually defining the former. It was, further, a rationality derived 

precisely from a greater emotional capability and awareness (for many but not all, a function 

of their ability to bear children).98 Consistent with the slogan reacting to the Krefeld Appeal, 

claiming that indeed one "should fear," protestors for peace asserted that women's ability to 

fear was a particular gift that they needed to acknowledge and act upon. Ingeborg Ammonn 

claimed that women's emotions may have been derided by men, but they were essential in 

fighting nuclear death, above all in the form of fear, for this was needed against "the prevail­

ing power- and male-madness, under which many men suffer."99 In a speech characterizing 

the batde between "women" and the U.S. government, Dorothee SöHe suggested, "God cre­

ated us vulnerable-that means capable of peace."IOO Ute Volmerg asserted more ecumeni­

cally, "Also exactly because a rational and informed discussion scarcely takes place in public, 

subjective experiences ... are mobilized for the judgment of national security"-and presum­

ably more of these experiences need to guide the discussion. 101 But with this greater "gift" 

came "responsibilities": activists urged women out of their "isolation as housewives," claim­

ing that their special abilities as wornen virtually required thern to act in the public sphere, a 

spherestill regarded by rnany, particularly older women, as male. 

In many respects these appeals were remarkably successful: if the peace movel11ent of the 

early 1980s was the largest such rnovement ever, and if this movel11ent played an even greater 

role than §218 in uniting "the wOl11en's 1110vement" (with limits, as we've noted), certainly 

for that matter also many men, particularly among the younger ones-all who want nothing to do with 
power and arms ... " 

98 Compare Freyhold; Quistorp: Frauen gehen meilenweit; Hauswedeli; Gumlich, p. 59; Rübsamen, pp. 
73-74; Volmerg, 109; and Bernhard Gonsior: Rationalität der Naturwissenschaftler und Vernunft, 
das hat wenig miteinander zu tun, in: Marianne Oesterreicher-Mollwo (ed.): Was uns bewegt. Natur­
wissenschaftler sprechen über sich und ihre Welt, Weinheim 1991, pp. 173-186. Compare the play 
too on gender, emotion, rarionaliry and reason in rhe late eighteenth and early nineteenth cenruries: 
Genevieve Fraisse: Muse de la raison. Dcmocratie er exelusion des femmes en France, Paris 1995; and 
Anne-Charlott Trepp: Sanfte Männlichkeit und selbständige Weiblichkeit. Frauen und Männer im 
Hamburger Bürgertum zwischen 1770 und 1840, Gättingen 1996. 

99 IngeborgAmmonn: Sich Zeit nehmen, in: Schäfthaler (cd.), pp. 23-24, here p. 24. 
100 TheArms Race Kills, pp. 76-77; SäHe compares this, as does Petra Kelly, to the use ofU.S. policy ma­

kers of the notion of a "window of vulnerabiliry" as a source of military advantage: ibid, 71; also Welt­
generalstreik. Compare SäHe: Spiel doch von tosa anna & anna, in: Quistorp (ed.): Frauen, pp. 110f. 

101 Volmerg, 109. 
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one can combine the two to say that the peace movement was astonishingly effective at bring­

ing together women of va ried backgrounds, age, and otherwise, who thereby ca me to charac­

terize themselves as feminists. If women were uniquely "deeply concerned" (betroffen)-and 

simultaneously "smalI," it was their responsibility to "hold out" against "men" and "the 

U.S."102 Women could not allow themselves to be "powerless"-at least when it came to "in­

sane" thinking: indeed they were the only ones who could fight the latter. Women might feel 

more comfortable with these discussions "around the kitchen table"I03, but, as the publicly 

circulated "Brief einer Hausfrau" prototypically proclaimed, they really had no choice but to 

act in the arena for change established by men-including in order to influence and change 

men. 104 AI; Hamburg publicist and activist Peggy Parnass put it, men could trick women 

with their "military madness," but women just needed to use their courage and intelligence 

(characteristics of course at certain points in history associated with men) to ensure they 

would prevail. 105 T 0 accomplish this, ironically, women had to "overcome feelings that all 
should be harmonious."I06 

Yet harmony was valued in its pi ace: harmony, solidarity, and unity, among "all the op­

pressed"-and here again categories ofidentity were employed in both essentialist and more 

malleable terms. "Women" must join "Third World peoples," along with all West Germans 

and Europeans (viz. constant references to "Hollanditis" as a "women's disease"), in their 

shared experience as victims of men and/or the United States government. The Vietnamese, 

Chileans, Salvadorans, African-Americans, even Muomar Quaddafi all earned special men­

tion as victims of American aggression with whom peace activists identified. 107 While from 

the 1960s on, West German activists demonstrated admiration for American civil rights ac­

tivists, Dorothee SöHe in particular sought to establish the equivalency of African-American 

102 Compare inter alia Monika Sperr: Petra K. Kelly. Politikerin aus Betroffenheit, Reinbck 1983. See too 
Friedensaufruf. Männer hört her, wir wollen keinen Krieg, in: Courage Gune 1980), pp. 4-5, in which 
the "men" identified are limited to the V.S. presidel1t. 

103 Compare Eie Schöfthaler: Spuren, in: Schöfthaler (cd.), pp. 5--6; Beim Essen Frieden proben, in: ibid, 
p. 99; and, on thc other hand, Autonome Frauendemo in Bremerhaven am 14.10., in Oldenburger 
Frauenzeirung,9 (November 1983), pp. 4-6, in which a cartoon dismisses the idea of"drinking a tea" 
together when rhere were "much more imporranr" things to do. 

104 Cf. Elisabeth Burmeister's "Brief einer Hausfrau an die Verfasser der Denkschriften der EKD," distri­
buted as a handbill, republished as Burmeister: Ausgewogen-halb geloben, in: Burmeister (ed.), 44f.; 
also Karin Hempel-Soos: Keine muß alleine bleiben, in: Burmeister (ed.), p. 7. See also the initiative 
"Frauen in der Bundeswehr-wir sagen Nein," a group that saw itself as moving women out of the 
houschold to protest this idea-though ironically in part at least initially to defend women's right to 
stay in the horne. Compare too Zehn Fragen zum Frieden-und was eine Frau darauf antworten kann; 
as weil as claims of the Fraueninitiative that Markolsheim and Wyhl represenred "Hausfrauenptotest": 
in Frauen machen Frieden, pp. 127-128; and Claudia von Werlhof: Der Ptoletarier ist tot. Es lebe die 
Hausfrau. Gesellschaftliche Grenzen der Alternativen und der Modellcharakter der Frauenfrage, in: 
Wohin denn wir, pp. 56-61. 

105 Peggy Parnass: Unzucht mit Abhängigen, in: Frauen machen Frieden, pp. 83-85, here p. 84; compare 
too Heinz Brandt: Ein Brief an die jungen Revolutionären, in: taz (25 November 1981). 

106 Zehn Fragen zum Frieden, 28. 
107 Compare AL poster, in: Dokumenre der Westberliner Friedensbewegung, p. 74. 
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slavery and West Germans' "slavery" to American foreign policy and the nuclear threat. 108 

Impressively, peace activists in the 1980s accomplished what their postwar precedessors had 

failed to do: to draw an appealing connection over time, as weIl as across place, including em­

phasizing the trajectory of women' s activism. If in the 1960s young activists had no use for 

e.g. the likes ofKlara Fassbinder, now protestors ci ted inspiration from and connection with 

women from Bettina von Arnim and Hedwig Dohm to Rosa Luxemburg and Clara Zetkin to 

Sophie Scholl, once again drawing connections ac ross political spectrums and other divides 

as well. 109 This served in the present to unite particularly wornen across generation al gaps, 

and older women as weIl as men, some former activists, some never politically active, came 

forward in huge numbers to join the movement, bridging also the rural/urban split and the 

education gap. Of course, Rosa Luxemburg and Sophie Scholl served not only as models for 

courageous activism but also for ultirnate victimization, and this thread too ran unbroken 

through the discourse. Likewise regularly cited were the countless unnamed German women 

and girls who fell victim to Allied (often indicated as American) bombing in World War II, as 

weIl as the experience of the "ruins women" (T rürnmerfrauen)-alongside the violence of the 

Nazi regime. 110 Activists read aloud and published poems and fiction of the period 

("'mommy, will there be war tomorrow? Will there be war the next day? .. mommy, will it 

hurt when the bombs kill me?") with excerpts of memoirs, e.g. of single mothers, whose hus­

bands in "the resistance" were sent tO concentration camps-and who themselves then 

joined resistance efforts. lll 

Movement organizers and others also regularly drew connections to Hiroshima (includ­

ing of course as "Euroshima"), establishing their identification with the Japanese victims. 

This was of course in many senses a rather obvious connection to make: West Germans who 

108 SöHe: The Arms Race Kills, 68-75; SöHe: Sonne, 61f.; compare Kelly: Schwerter zu Pflugscharen, p. 
15. Once more this rhetoric was shared with "the enemy," certain segments of American officialdom 
and the American public, who criticized West Germans' desire to see themselves in a "master/slave re­
lationship"; see here The German Malaise. See more recently the rhetoric from Robert Kagan and ot­
hers, describing Europeans, Middle Easterners, and others as weak and powerlessness-as evidenced 
by their anti-Americanism. Cf. Robert Kagan: Of Paradise and Power. America and Europe in the 
New World Order, New York 2003. Kagan pointedly refers to Americans as "from Mars" while Euro­
peans are "from Venus"--echoing an Americ.1n bestseller of the same year, John Gray: Men are from 
Mars, Women are from Venus, New York 2003. 

109 Compare Hempel-Soos; Eva Quistorp: Vorwort, in: eadem (ed.), Frauen, 9f.; see also Autonome Frau­
endemo, 5, which includes an image of women protesting orher women's "war production" work in 
1929; and of course the efforts of longstanding peace activists to make the longer-term connections, 
i.e. Von der "Ohne-mich- Bewegung" über die Ostermärschc zur ncuen Friedensbewegung, Hellmm 
Gollwitzer in interview with Eva Quistorp, in: taz (11 September 1981), p. 11; and Andreas Buro: 
K1nn die "neuc" von dcr "alten" Friedensbewegung lerncn?, in: RudolfSteinweg (ed.), pp. 401-417. 
Even among feminists more ambivalenr abom women's stance as women concerning war, compare 
Vater!andsverteidigung-Pazifismus-Klassenkampf. Positionen in der Frauenbewegung zum 
1. Weltkrieg, in: Frauen auf die Barrikaden, 4 (1983), pp. 1-9. See finally also Holger Nehring's on­
going work, including in this issue, which makes the case not only for conrinuities between the posrwar 
movemenr and that of rhe 1980s, bur far more broadly in the "New Socia! Movemcnrs." 

110 See Kar! Holl: Vorwort, in: Donat/Holl (eds.). 
111 Doris Weber: Erinnerungen an Gestern, in: Schöfrhaler (cd), pp. 86-88. 



The Gender ({War and Peace 129 

feh threatened by the prospect of American nuclear weapons identified with those who had 

been the actual victims thereof, and whose horror represented only a pale ghost of what West 

Germans feit they faced prospectively. But dearly this was no innocent association to malce. 

First of all, West Germans were not acrually the direct object of American weapons, though 

this is not to diminish the connection between potential American aggressions and the ulti­

mate result. Secondly, these memorials, alongside memo ries of "American bombing" in 

World War II, projected difficult equivalences and paralleIs, intimating that the United 

States was the primary aggressor in World War II, against both Germany andJapan, or alter­

nately that the U .S. government was somehow allied with the Nazi regime in victimizing "or­

dinary Germans" in that period, tying in with some longstanding less politically attractive 

notions. This comes out most c1early in the well-intentioned but disrurbing ties that many 

West German peace activists and feminists made to Jews under the Nazi regime, conve­

niently allied already by the term originating in the United States (and also not innocently, 

but differently so) with reference to both circumstances, actual and prospective: that of a 
"holocaust."112 

The broad and regular reference to World War II Germany and fascism demonstrates 

West Germans were not forgetting the history of their own country; quite the contrary, activ­

ists c1aimed that Germany's past required vigilance, protest, and "witness" on their parts. A 

poster of the antifascist Union ofNazi Persecutees (WN) c1aimed that, "at this moment of 

great threat to peace," it was time to "thank the men and women" who had resisted fascism 

"the first time. "113 (Certainly the indusion of women as past resistors reflects the influence of 

the contemporary movement.) Still, the rather easy equivalences are discomfiting. A poem by 

editorial assistant Ingrid Ernst daiming "ich weiss von Auschwitz"; and Sölle's characteriza­

tion of a nuclear war as "Auschwitz and no end in sight," accompanied by mention of her 

meeting with Elie Wiesel and her family's history ofhaving hidden Jews under the Nazi re­

gime; the comparison she draws between her prayer and that of "Jews praying in the gas 
chamber"; and her discussion of the U.S. "knowing about Auschwitz" and its contemporary 

politics engender problematic messages. In this context as no where else, unconscious ele­

ments appear to batde with conscious choices in the selection of imagery and calls to action. 

Such rhetoric may have both reflected genuine feeling and been terrifically successful pre­

cisely in bringing together btoad populations ofWest Germans in protest against U.S policy, 

but it also raises some questions about the potential costs of some political strategies, and cer-

112 Compare most prominendy Dorothee Sölle: The Arms Race Kills and her discussion of the "Holo­
caUSt," her own connection to Auschwitz, and to Jesus as a powerless Jew; Brandt; Knorr, 217; Irm­
traudMorgner: Gewissensfragen, in: Quisrorp (ed.), Frauen, pp. 12(; Cooper, 144. Manydrewon the 
still reccnt airing of the television series "Holocaust" in January 1979 ro make the comparison. This 
was no new phenomenon among postwar protestors, a comparison helped along ro be sure by both po­
lice and vigil ante brlltaliry and comparable language from that side (e.g. "Students in concentration 
camps!"). Compare Belinda Davis: Violen ce and Memory of the Nazi P<lSt in 1960s-70s West German 
Protest, in: Philipp Gassert/Alan Steinweis (eds.): Coming ro Terms with the Past in West Germany. 
The 1960s, New York 2005 (fonhcoming). 

113 Reproduced in Teppich (ed.), 75. 
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tainly raises questions abollt what exactly such rhetoric actually signifies for some West Ger­

mans' contemporary sense of self. At the same time, as we have observed, such rhetoric of vic­

timization, often calcified and ineluctable, played a questionable role in activists' ultimate ef­

fectiveness. While it may have been startlingly useful in bringing West Germans together in a 

"national" movement, it may have simulraneously worked against the effectiveness of that 

movement in its ultimate ends, to realize the cessation of a "rearmament" policy. 

NATO's laying of medium-range missiles in 1983 more or less ended the mass peace 

movement, at least in its extremely public form. At the same time, "peace" did not entirely 

lose its pride of place after that point-and we continue to see these effects now, established 

as they were by millions of women as well as men (though, as feminist activists grimly noted, 

women' s role in leading the 1980s movement was almost entirely erased by mainstream me­

dia, whatever the actual sustained changes in political culture I14). Gendered rhetoric in U.S./ 

German relations over war and peacecontinues to dominate, often not apparently for the 

better. From Robert Kagan' s bizarre comparison of Europe and America as Venus and Mars, 

to the participants in an American Enterprise symposium's still more outre description of 

"Euroweenies" and "EU-nuchs" who show a distaste for war, the language continues among 

powerfUl figures on the Arnerican side. This goes for Germans as weil, re-emerging even as 

German demonstration against U.S. incursions into Iraq represented the !argest single-day 

political protest ever. 115 Joschka Fischer, former activist in this movement among others, re­

cenrly characterized Germans' views as representing a "maturity" of position, based on the 

very real experience of war; one might add, perhaps now better than before demonstrating 

both distance from and acknowledgement of that war. As his Spiegel interviewer cast it just 

after the D.S. dec1aration of war on Iraq in March 2003, the U.s. and Germany endured a 

"separation," intimating the terms of a marriage gone bad, after the German failed to fall in 

line at U.S. officials' demand. How this new willingness to stand up for peace at the official 

level can signal the "maturity" to break up a bad marriage-or at the very least to stand up to 

"bullying husbands", inc1uding in the interests of a pursuit of peace, and to create new possi­

bilities for this-will be the stuff of future historians' observations. Ir says nothing to observe 

how enormously powerful political rhetoric can be in building a social and political move­

ment, or to note the range of resonances such discourses can give off. But in both its enor­

mous successes and in its less uniformly appreciable aspects, the gendered language of the 

peace movement of the early offers lessons for future movements. 

114 Compare Haak; Laudowicz. 
115 Demonstrations against the "first Irag war" were also significanr, involving tens of thousands, but 

small compared to those that preceded and followed them. 


