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Abstract. In current debates about socio-ecological transformations in Germany, local resistance to transforma-
tion projects is frequently interpreted as a problem of acceptance or as an expression of “transformation fatigue”.
Such framings treat resistance primarily as an attitudinal or communicative deficit. This intervention offers a dif-
ferent reading by illustrating how socio-ecological transformation is contested within the administrative practices
of local governance. Drawing on selective ethnographic insights from the East German town of Zeitz, we exam-
ine local conflicts around a federally funded municipal sustainability programme implemented in the context of
the coal phase-out and structural change policies. Rather than appearing as open ideological rejection, resistance
emerges through procedural interventions framed in terms of administrative responsibility, feasibility, and fiscal
constraints. We conceptualize these dynamics as anti-transformation: a mode of contestation that emerges when
current socio-ecological transformation agendas become subject to municipal democratic decision-making. In
this context, legitimate concerns acquire political force through their articulation at decisive institutional mo-
ments. Rather than treating such interventions as examples of post-political or anti-political governance, we
argue that they reveal how politics is enacted through administrative procedures themselves. Transformation is
therefore not simply implemented or resisted at the municipal level; it is negotiated, redirected, delayed, and
sometimes undone through the ordinary practices of local governance. Our intervention concludes by propos-
ing anti-transformation as an analytical perspective and a research agenda for political geography, calling for
closer empirical attention to the procedural organization of decision-making in socio-ecological transformation
projects.

1 Introduction: Contested transformation policies

In 2019, the German federal government decided to reduce
Germany’s dependence on fossil fuels. The use of lignite
for electricity and heat generation will end by 2038. So far,
lignite is comparatively cheaply produced in three German
mining districts. It is associated with disproportionally high
CO2 emissions and widespread ruinations of the landscape.
Until the termination of the use of lignite, the federal gov-
ernment provides the affected mining districts with 40 bil-
lion euros for the necessary transition away from coal. This
transition is envisaged to go hand in glove with the larger
socio-ecological transformation, which is deemed to be nec-
essary to make contemporary societies more sustainable, in-

novative, and resilient in the face of multiple challenges and
crises (KWSB, 2019). Especially as a contribution to combat
human-made climate change, the politically motivated coal
phase-out and the transition of lignite-mining districts into
non-coal regions favour projects that foster local environ-
ments, as well as renewable energy. The three lignite-mining
districts should – as the political argument went – serve as
an example and “living lab” of how the large-scale socio-
ecological transformation can be achieved, following a nar-
rative that if these regions can do it, anyone can do it (KWSB,
2019).

Now, a few years into the reality of the coal phase-out tran-
sition in the three regions, the emphasis on being the pioneers
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of transformation has turned sour, and transition projects
funded with public money are increasingly being met with
suspicion, hostility, and even resistance. Conducting research
in one of the three mining districts (the Central German dis-
trict of Mitteldeutsches Revier), we find it particularly note-
worthy that we are confronted with more and more cases
where transition projects cannot materialize due to resistance
from local city councils. In the first instance, this feels like an
odd situation. Why would anyone not take the large sums that
the federal government or other funding agencies provide?
After a closer look, we found that socio-ecological transfor-
mation projects increasingly encounter forms of resistance
within municipal governance settings. In the following, we
discuss how this manifests itself and informs practices of
municipal decision-making regarding transitions and non-
transitions. In doing so, we add to wider debates regarding
how transformation-is-inevitable narratives are increasingly
challenged (Bosetti et al., 2025), the alleged “transformation
fatigue” (Mau, 2019), or the “unbearability of sustainability”
(Blühdorn, 2024).

Concepts such as the “Great Transformation” (WBGU,
2011) or the “European Green Deal” launched by the EU
in 2019 have invoked holistic change while glossing over
deep-rooted societal conflicts (e.g. Brand and Wissen, 2021).
Scholars have long argued to treat transformation not as a
blueprint but as a terrain of struggle (e.g. Gailing and Moss,
2016; Swyngedouw, 2009). From this perspective, local re-
sistance to transformation is not a failure of implementa-
tion but a manifestation of diverging interests, priorities, and
competing interpretations of what transformation should en-
tail. We find that these conflicts do not always erupt in overt
protest. Rather, they are often embedded in the mundane rou-
tines of municipal governance: committee meetings, budget
negotiations, or planning documents.

We argue that anti-transformation is a practice that can
be witnessed in action. We therefore ask the following: how
do municipal actors mobilize procedural, administrative, and
political arguments to contest socio-ecological transforma-
tion projects? What are the strategies and tactics with which
existing local transformation projects are discursively tar-
geted, severely deformed, or even destroyed? Is this only “fa-
tigue” or is there an explicit politics of anti-transformation?
Moreover, how and when can we speak of a political geogra-
phy of anti-transformation?

This intervention develops its argument through an ethno-
graphically informed vignette from the town of Zeitz, which
serves as an illustrative entry point into the everyday pol-
itics of local transformation governance. This example al-
lows us to reflect on how resistance emerges through insti-
tutional practices and procedural decision-making, compli-
cating dominant narratives of socio-ecological transforma-
tion and sustainability. The intervention concludes by for-
mulating a set of questions and directions for future research,
proposing anti-transformation as a lens for analysing the con-

tested politics of socio-ecological transformations on the lo-
cal level.

2 Introducing anti-transformation

We propose the term anti-transformation to describe a spe-
cific mode of opposition emerging around socio-ecological
transformation projects. Anti-transformation emerges when
transformation agendas become translated into local gover-
nance settings, where they encounter competing priorities,
different responsibilities, resource constraints, and alterna-
tive understandings of political responsibility. Rather than
through open confrontation, anti-transformation manifests
through rhetorical displacements, procedural delays, and ap-
peals to concerns framed in terms of feasibility, responsi-
bility, and administrative necessity. Since the discourse of
socio-ecological transformation itself is shaped by hege-
monic forms of knowledge production, governance, and pri-
oritization, anti-transformation does not simply reject eco-
logical crisis narratives as such but contests how transfor-
mation is defined, governed, and implemented in specific in-
stitutional and spatial contexts. Anti-transformation emerges
through the articulation of rhetorical framings. These fram-
ings are mobilized within official procedural settings, e.g.
committee meetings, budget decisions, approval stages, or
administrative reviews, where they can redirect or suspend
transformation projects while remaining compatible with the
accepted narratives of local governance.

In what follows, we combine insights from the debates on
post-politics and anti-politics to analyse transformation con-
flicts, while recent discussions on transformation fatigue help
contextualize the broader societal resonance of such contes-
tations. Socio-ecological transformation is not just a techni-
cal process but also a deeply political one, riven with con-
flicts over priorities, procedures, spatial allocation, and the
distribution of risks and benefits (Scoones et al., 2015). Con-
temporary environmental governance often operates through
technocratic and managerial vocabularies that frame socio-
ecological transformation as a matter of consensus rather
than political contestation (Swyngedouw, 2009). More re-
cent work has highlighted the paradox that widespread ac-
knowledgement of ecological crisis can coexist with per-
sistent political inaction as political disagreement is chan-
nelled into governance practices, expert-led processes, and
institutional routines (Pohl and Swyngedouw, 2023). Fergu-
son’s (1994) notion of the anti-politics machine helps spec-
ify the mechanism through which this occurs. Political dis-
agreements are translated into technical-administrative ques-
tions, maintenance obligations, legal competencies, staffing
capacities, or budgetary constraints, thereby shifting the
terms on which transformation can be contested. While post-
political and anti-political perspectives have shown how po-
litical disagreement is translated into managerial and admin-
istrative forms, our ethnographic material suggests a differ-
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ent reading. Administrative reasoning does not suspend pol-
itics. Rather, it becomes one of the principal media through
which political contestation is enacted within municipal gov-
ernance. Appeals to maintenance, staffing capacities, legal
competencies, or fiscal responsibility should therefore not
simply be understood as instances of depoliticization. They
become politically effective because they are articulated at
specific institutional moments within municipal decision-
making processes. Thus, anti-transformation denotes a mode
of political contestation through which legitimate administra-
tive concerns acquire political force within procedural con-
figurations. It mobilizes concerns that are socially resonant
while displacing the normative claims of sustainability (see
Atkins and Menga, 2022; Beveridge et al., 2024; Dechézelles
and Scotti, 2022). Recent German-language debates help
contextualize the broader societal conditions under which
such contestations emerge. Mau (2019) describes a growing
sense of transformation fatigue (Transformationsmüdigkeit),
under which the consensus around ecological modernization
begins to erode. In this mood, transformation is experienced
not as an opportunity but as burden. Blühdorn (2024) ar-
gues that sustainability has become unbearable (unhaltbar)
not because its goals are rejected but because the normative
assumptions underpinning the socio-ecological transforma-
tion project have lost their persuasive force in late-modern
societies (Blühdorn, 2024:125). Fritz and Eversberg (2024)
identify different mentalities across social groups towards
socio-ecological transformations. For example, lower-class
fractions are more sceptical about transformations (Fritz
and Eversberg, 2024:52). We point in a related direction:
transformation is not openly denied; rather, it is translated
into questions of administrative responsibility, infrastruc-
tural decay, and institutional feasibility. Through these shifts,
transformative and progressive ambitions are recast into lo-
cally grounded claims of procedural realism, allowing resis-
tance to operate within the accepted language of governance.
Rather than asking why transformation is rejected, we ask
how resistance becomes politically effective within munici-
pal decision-making.

Of course, anti-transformation overlaps with related de-
bates such as climate obstruction or delay (see Ekberg et al.,
2022), particularly where transformation agendas are slowed
down, redirected, or rendered politically unfeasible through
procedural means. However, our focus lies less on ideologi-
cal obstruction than on the mundane institutional conditions
under which ordinary administrative concerns become po-
litically consequential. Anti-transformation highlights how
resistance emerges through ordinary routines of municipal
decision-making rather than primarily through overt ideolog-
ical denial or coordinated anti-progressive campaigns.

Rather than expressing a simple preference for continuity,
such arguments become politically consequential because
they are articulated within particular institutional and pro-
cedural configurations, where they reframe socio-ecological
transformation as a risk to already fragile local arrangements.

This is not to say that these claims are illegitimate. On the
contrary, they often reflect real experiences of marginality
and overburdened and underfunded local governance. They
do work politically in as much as they shape which futures
are thinkable and which are not.

We contend that anti-transformation is both an empirical
phenomenon observable in contemporary local politics and
an analytical lens for examining how socio-ecological trans-
formation policies become contested, redirected, or delayed
through procedural practices of everyday local governance.
In this sense, it is not simply a specific mechanism of op-
position to transformation but foregrounds the specific ways
through which such opposition becomes politically effective:
through institutional timing, administrative reasoning, scalar
tensions, and the ordinary procedures of municipal decision-
making. Anti-transformation, as we propose it here, offers
a way to understand how resistance to ecological change is
embedded in the logics of local governance. We explore these
logics in the following section with some empirical illustra-
tions from the town of Zeitz, located in the Central German
mining district.

3 Anti-transformation in action: “who will take care
of the trees later?”

The town of Zeitz, located in southern Saxony–Anhalt, lies at
the heart of the Central German lignite-mining district. Like
many medium-sized towns in East Germany, Zeitz has under-
gone profound demographic, economic, and political change
since the early 1990s (Görmar and Kinossian, 2022). Fol-
lowing the closure of large industrial plants and the decline
in mining-related employment, the city has faced long-term
population loss, fiscal constraints, and infrastructural decay.
The current phase of transformation is shaped by the federal
decision to phase out the combustion and thereby mining of
lignite, by the regional development programmes associated
with the Just Transition agendas of the German state, and by
the European Union (Everts and Pampus, 2025).

Since 2020, Zeitz has been awarded a number of projects
funded by the federal government and the EU and related to
just and sustainable transitions. Many of these projects face
increasing local hostility. Our example for the following is
the federal funding programme “Municipal Model Projects
for Implementing Ecological Sustainability Goals in Struc-
tural Change Regions” (Kommunale Modellvorhaben zur
Umsetzung der ökologischen Nachhaltigkeitsziele in Struk-
turwandelregionen, KoMoNa). The programme is financed
at the federal level by the German Federal Ministry for the
Environment, Nature Conservation, Nuclear Safety and Con-
sumer Protection (BMUV; today the Federal Ministry for the
Environment, Climate Action, Nature Conservation and Nu-
clear Safety, BMUKN). It is administered through the fed-
eral project agency ZUG and is implemented by munici-
pal administrations within the broader governance frame-
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work of the respective coal transition regions. It supports
local projects but requires municipal co-financing and post-
funding maintenance. Within this context, the city adminis-
tration of Zeitz initiated the development of a municipal sus-
tainability strategy, which aims to integrate ecological, so-
cial, and economic goals into local governance and to pro-
mote participatory forms of planning.

The first successful funding period included small-scale,
symbolically charged projects such as the creation of tiny
forests, orchard meadows, and a health-themed walking trail.
While modest in scope, these projects have, on the one hand,
fallen on fertile ground, with many people participating in
local events. On the other hand, they sparked some public
debate within Zeitz, particularly during city council meet-
ings. Like with other projects of this kind, discussions re-
volve around issues of responsibility, cost, and implemen-
tation priorities, revealing broader tensions over the mean-
ing and ownership of “sustainability” in the local context of
structural change.

Recent electoral results point to the politically charged en-
vironment in which these debates unfold. Support for the far-
right party “Alternative for Germany” (AfD) has risen across
Germany; it is even more pronounced in the state of Saxony–
Anhalt. Results from the 2025 federal election show strong
support for the AfD across Saxony–Anhalt, with nearly 39 %
at state level; more than 44 % in its most southern county,
Burgenlandkreis; and nearly 46 % in the town of Zeitz, lo-
cated in the far south of that county (Statistisches Bunde-
samt, 2025; Statistisches Landesamt Sachsen-Anhalt, 2025).
Established democratic parties operate under conditions of
organizational strain, shaped by long-term membership de-
cline and comparatively weak recruitment capacities in East
Germany (Niedermayer, 2024). Against this backdrop, the
local controversies around Zeitz’ sustainability strategy can
be read not merely as disputes within local administration but
as expressions of deeper conflicts over participation, recogni-
tion, and the perceived legitimacy of socio-ecological trans-
formations in post-industrial regions.

In 2024, the Zeitz city council debated a proposal to im-
plement a second package of measures funded by the afore-
mentioned programme in order to implement sustainability
goals on the local level. Despite having passed through the
necessary committees and having received approval through
the main funding agency, the project faced strong pushback
in the final municipal council meeting, which has the last
word on publicly funded projects on the municipal level in
Germany. Council members questioned the programme’s rel-
evance, feasibility, and future costs. Some argued that the
town had more pressing needs, such as broken sidewalks, un-
kempt parks, and a lack of resources. Others doubted that
“the citizens” wanted such projects at all. In the end, the
strategy passed narrowly. However, months later, the local
administration of Zeitz was forced to return 1 million euros
in funding after failing to provide the required co-financing
(usually 10 % of the full sum), leading to the cancellation of

the whole project, a decision approved by the main commit-
tee (Andräs, 2025).

What is notable is not just the resistance to the local sus-
tainability project, largely financed by the federal govern-
ment, but the form resistance took. In the process, socio-
ecological transformation was not opposed as such. Rather,
it was recoded into ostensibly non-political concerns: who
will maintain the trees after the funding ends? How does this
serve our elderly population? Why prioritize new projects
over existing problems? These questions reflect valid con-
cerns, but we argue that they also served as strategic de-
vices to displace the normative claims of transformation. The
Zeitz sustainability debate serves as an example of how anti-
transformation takes shape through the ordinary practices of
municipal governance. While this intervention focuses on
Zeitz, it is through our long-term ethnographic engagement
with municipalities across the Central German mining dis-
trict since 2020.

In the following, we present a more detailed account of
how anti-transformation is articulated through discursive and
procedural strategies. We are drawing on publicly accessi-
ble materials such as video recordings and minutes of city
council and committee meetings, as well as local media
coverage. Selected debates were transcribed and analysed
through a process of close reading and thick description. In
the following empirical examples, we aim to trace how anti-
transformation is practised through language, administrative
procedures, and spatial claims concerning the distribution of
resources and representation between urban and rural parts
of the municipality. We paid particular attention to the how,
where, and when of political speech and not merely the what
in order to identify the subtle shifts, procedural manoeuvres,
and tones through which anti-transformation logics become
naturalized.

June 2024, Hauptausschuss1in Zeitz. The room is tense.
The city’s proposed sustainability strategy, developed within
the framework of the federal KoMoNa programme, has al-
ready passed several rounds of consultation and committee
discussions. The funding agency has approved the proposal.
The meeting now represents one of the final political stages
before implementation. Around the table sit elected council
members, members of the administration, and project staff.
Yet their roles are not symmetrical. Council members de-
bate and ultimately decide. Project staff are present to answer
questions but only when invited. The discussion is largely
driven by elected representatives. The tone of the debate is
sceptical, at times hostile.

A council member opens with a pointed question:

1The Hauptausschuss functions as the main executive and co-
ordinating committee of the city council. It prepares major policy
decisions, advises the mayor, and may take binding decisions on
behalf of the council in delegated matters.
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We want more greenery in the city centre. I do not
understand where. Are we going to tear down any
buildings?

Another raises the issue of maintenance:

Our paths are dilapidated. Why should we build
new ones?

Who will take care of the trees later? When the
project is over, it will be left to us.

The mood shifts towards opposition cloaked in fiscal cau-
tion:

It is not about whether it is a nice idea – we simply
do not have the money for something like this.

The debate also reveals tensions around representation and
resource allocation within the municipality. A representative
of a peripheral district makes the following complaint:

I just have to emphasize this: what you have shown
us now was 99 % city centre. You have completely
left out the surrounding neighbourhoods and vil-
lages again.

After all, a fifth of the population of Zeitz comes
from the surrounding villages – measures need to
be taken there too.

Project staff try to clarify:

If there were projects in the other neighbourhoods
that fit into the programme and where we really felt
that it was a viable idea and that there were people
who would take care of it, such as in your case in
Theißen, then it was included.

But the scepticism remains. Another voice is heard from
the council:

We talk a lot, we have many concepts, but nothing
happens in practice.

And again, there is the central refrain:

In the end, the city [council and administration]
will be the one who gets stuck with it.

None of these objections challenged the goals of sustain-
ability directly. Instead, they accumulated around questions
of maintenance, responsibility, and local priorities. Individ-
ually, each intervention appeared to be reasonable. Collec-
tively, however, they transformed the terms of the debate. In
anti-political fashion, normative disagreements over socio-
ecological futures were translated into apparently technical
questions of upkeep, responsibility, and institutional capac-
ity. The political force of these interventions derived pre-
cisely from their appearance as pragmatic administrative
concerns rather than ideological opposition.

4 The Logics of anti-transformation

The debate in Zeitz illustrates that conflicts over socio-
ecological transformation are not simply conflicts over en-
vironmental policy. Rather, they concern questions of polit-
ical authority, representation, and responsibility within mu-
nicipal governance. While sustainability projects were for-
mally justified through national transformation agendas and
federal funding programmes, their local legitimacy became
contested through claims about maintenance obligations, dis-
tributive fairness, and democratic accountability. Our ob-
servations in Zeitz show how anti-transformation operates
through forms of justification that appear to be responsi-
ble, necessary, and institutionally grounded. The Zeitz de-
bate suggests that administrative reasoning should not simply
be understood as evidence of post-political or anti-political
governance. Rather, it demonstrates how politics is enacted
through administrative procedures themselves. In this sense,
managerial justifications did not depoliticize conflict but be-
came resources in a broader struggle over political author-
ity, democratic representation, and the appropriate scale of
decision-making. The political force of anti-transformation
resides less in the content of particular arguments than in
the procedural conditions through which otherwise legiti-
mate administrative concerns acquire authority and become
politically effective. Crucially, these objections were raised
in a formal council setting governed by procedural speaking
rules, where project staff and administrative actors who had
previously addressed these concerns were not able to respond
on equal terms as they were not granted the right to speak.
Under these procedural conditions, arguments that had pre-
viously been addressed in earlier planning and consultation
processes re-entered the debate with renewed political force.
Because opportunities for immediate rebuttal were limited,
elected representatives were able to reframe the discussion
around maintenance, responsibility, and local priorities at a
decisive moment in the decision-making process.

Another important dimension of the Zeitz case concerned
questions of representation and perceived fairness. Represen-
tatives from outlying districts of the town criticized the strat-
egy for privileging the urban core: “We in the villages are
being forgotten again,” one council member claimed. While
inaccurate, as several measures did target outer districts, the
claim resonated because it mobilized an established narrative
of spatial injustice, in which transformation became a zero-
sum decision between urban greening vs. rural neglect. In
this way, the debate shifted from questions of ecological ne-
cessity to questions of distributive legitimacy. The example
illustrates how locally embedded experiences, expectations,
and historical grievances shape how transformation policies
are received and evaluated. Rather than serving merely as
the implementation level of national programmes, municipal
arenas become sites where the meaning and legitimacy of
transformation are actively negotiated.
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The municipal administration in Zeitz found itself in
a contradictory position. On the one hand, it was tasked
with delivering transformative policies, mainly designed and
funded by the federal state. On the other, it was blamed for
both overreach and inaction. Some accused the administra-
tion of pushing projects “over the heads” of residents. Others
lamented its failure to address existing problems. This am-
bivalence reflects a broader structural tension: local adminis-
trations are increasingly expected to act as engines of trans-
formation while operating under austerity conditions and
fragmented competencies. In that sense, bureaucratic rou-
tines, scalar mismatches, and resource constraints decisively
shape the local politics of transformation. The ambivalence
of the local state is not a bug but a feature of contemporary
governance. While the Zeitz case offers a situated example,
we believe its dynamics are indicative of broader patterns in
local transformation governance.

5 Conclusion

What happens when socio-ecological transformation is polit-
ically endorsed, financially supported, and publicly framed
as necessary and yet its local projects fail to materialize?
If local resistance is primarily articulated not through open
denial or ideological rejection but through procedural inter-
ventions that appear to be reasonable and responsible, how
should such dynamics be conceptualized? The Zeitz example
indicates that transformation may be reshaped, delayed, or
blocked not through open opposition but through the strate-
gic mobilization of legitimate concerns at decisive institu-
tional moments. The political effect lies less in what is said
than in when and where the objections are articulated. In
this sense, anti-transformation emerges through the strate-
gic mobilization of procedural opportunities, responsibilities,
temporalities, and institutional authority within local gover-
nance.

Since socio-ecological transformation unfolds through
multi-level governance including municipal decision-
making, the everyday practices of committees, city councils,
and local administrations are crucial arenas of political
struggle. In which ways are transformation projects slowed
or redirected not by outright rejection but by procedural
re-staging of already negotiated concerns? How do temporal
conflicts between the urgency of transformation agendas
and the anticipated long-term obligations of maintenance
shape political outcomes? And how does the ambivalent
position of the local state enable both transformation and its
obstruction?

The perspective of anti-transformation proposed here
draws attention to how socio-ecological transformation is
contested through procedural and administrative forms at the
local level. This calls for closer empirical attention to the lo-
cal institutional settings in which transformation is debated,
delayed, and sometimes undone. By examining the micro-

politics of decision-making – its terminology, institutional
framing, and procedural conditions – we can contribute
to a more precise understanding of how socio-ecological
change is contested in practice. Anti-transformation there-
fore shifts our analytical attention to the everyday politi-
cal practices through which the legitimacy, scale, and direc-
tion of transformation are negotiated. The Zeitz case demon-
strates that socio-ecological transformation is contested not
only through competing visions of the future but also through
struggles over who has the authority to define local priorities,
evaluate expert knowledge, and make binding decisions. The
fate of transformation may thus be shaped not only in na-
tional political conflicts but also in the ordinary procedures,
temporalities, and institutional settings of municipal admin-
istration.

Data availability. No data sets were used or generated in this
work.

Author contributions. All authors contributed equally to the con-
ception, writing and revision of the paper.

Competing interests. At least one of the (co-)authors is a mem-
ber of the editorial board of Geographica Helvetica. The peer-
review process was guided by an independent editor, and the authors
also have no other competing interests to declare.

Disclaimer. Publisher’s note: Copernicus Publications remains
neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims made in the text, pub-
lished maps, institutional affiliations, or any other geographical rep-
resentation in this paper. The authors bear the ultimate responsibil-
ity for providing appropriate place names. Views expressed in the
text are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views
of the publisher.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the reviewer and
Hanna Hilbrandt for their helpful comments on earlier versions of
this intervention.

Review statement. This paper was edited by Hanna Hilbrandt
and reviewed by one anonymous referee.

References

Andräs, A.: Keine Tiny Forests und PikoParks? Zeitz muss eine
Million Euro Förderung zurückgeben: Wie es dazu kommt,
Mitteldeutsche Zeitung, https://www.mz.de/lokal/zeitz/keine-
tiny-forests-und-pikoparks-zeitz-muss-eine-million-euro-
forderung-zuruckgeben-wie-es-dazu-kommt-4102517 (last
access: 27 July 2026), 2025.

Geogr. Helv., 81, 427–433, 2026 https://doi.org/10.5194/gh-81-427-2026

https://www.mz.de/lokal/zeitz/keine-tiny-forests-und-pikoparks-zeitz-muss-eine-million-euro-forderung-zuruckgeben-wie-es-dazu-kommt-4102517
https://www.mz.de/lokal/zeitz/keine-tiny-forests-und-pikoparks-zeitz-muss-eine-million-euro-forderung-zuruckgeben-wie-es-dazu-kommt-4102517
https://www.mz.de/lokal/zeitz/keine-tiny-forests-und-pikoparks-zeitz-muss-eine-million-euro-forderung-zuruckgeben-wie-es-dazu-kommt-4102517


M. Pampus et al.: Anti-Transformation 433

Atkins, E. and Menga, F.: Populist Ecologies, Area, 54, 224–232,
https://doi.org/10.1111/area.12763, 2022.

Beveridge, R., Naumann, M., and Rudolph, D.: The rise
of “infrastructural populism”: Urban infrastructure and
right-wing politics, Geography Compass, 18, e12738,
https://doi.org/10.1111/gec3.12738, 2024.

Blühdorn, I.: Unhaltbarkeit: Auf dem Weg in eine andere Moderne.
Suhrkamp, Berlin, Germany, 384 pp., ISBN 9783518128084,
2024.

Bosetti, V., Colantone, I., De Vries, C., and Musto, G.: Green back-
lash and right-wing populism, Nat. Clim. Change, 15, 822–828,
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-025-02384-0, 2025.

Brand, U. and Wissen, M.: The Imperial Mode of Living: Everyday
Life and the Ecological Crisis of Capitalism. Verso, London, UK,
256 pp., ISBN 9781788739122, 2021.

Dechézelles, S. and Scotti, I.: Wild Wind, Social Storm:
“Energy Populism” in Rural Areas? An Exploratory Anal-
ysis of France and Italy, Rural Sociol., 87, 784–813,
https://doi.org/10.1111/ruso.12399, 2022.

Ekberg, K., Forchtner, B., Hultman, M. and Jylhä, K.: Climate
Obstruction: How Denial, Delay and Inaction are Heating the
Planet. Routledge, London, UK, 156 pp., ISBN 9781032019253,
2022.

Everts, J. and Pampus, M.: Transformation und Industriekul-
tur. Eine begriffstheoretische Einordnung und Diskussion, in:
Transformationen. Industriekultur in Sachsen-Anhalt, edited
by: Kellershohn, J., May, C. K., and Palatini, J., für den
Landesheimatbund Sachsen-Anhalt und das Landesamt für
Denkmalpflege und Archäologie Sachsen-Anhalt – Landesmu-
seum für Vorgeschichte, Industriekultur in Sachsen-Anhalt Bd.
1/Landesgeschichtliche Beiträge, Sonderband, Mitteldeutscher
Verlag, Halle (Saale), Germany, 28–37, ISBN 9783689480592,
2025.

Ferguson, J.: Anti-Politics Machine: Development, Depoliticiza-
tion, and Bureaucratic Power in Lesotho, University of Min-
nesota Press, Minneapolis, US, 336 pp., ISBN 9781452965758,
1994.

Fritz, M. and Eversberg, D.: Mentalities, classes and the four lines
of conflict in the social-ecological transformation, Eur. Polit.
Sci., 23, 39–55, https://doi.org/10.1057/s41304-023-00457-2,
2024.

Gailing, L. and Moss, T. (Eds.): Conceptualising Germany’s En-
ergy Transition: Institutions, Materiality, Power, Space, Palgrave
Macmillan, Basingstoke, UK, 147 pp., ISBN 9781137505927,
2016.

Görmar, F. and Kinossian, N.: Industrial forever? Narratives, place
identity, and the development path of the city of Zeitz, Germany,
Morav. Geogr. Rep., 30, 270–287, https://doi.org/10.2478/mgr-
2022-0018, 2022.

KWSB – Kommission “Wachstum, Strukturwandel und Beschäf-
tigung”: Abschlussbericht der Kommission “Wachstum, Struk-
turwandel und Beschäftigung”, Final Report of the Commission
on Growth, Structural Change and Employment, Bundesminis-
terium für Wirtschaft und Energie, Berlin, Germany, 277 pp.,
2019.

Mau, S.: Lütten Klein: Leben in der ostdeutschen Transforma-
tionsgesellschaft, Suhrkamp, Berlin, Germany, 284 pp., ISBN
9783518428948, 2019.

Niedermayer, O.: Parteimitglieder in Deutschland: Version 2024,
Arbeitshefte aus dem Otto-Stammer-Zentrum, Freie Universität
Berlin, 32, 98 pp., https://refubium.fu-berlin.de/bitstream/
handle/fub188/44868/Parteimitglieder-Version-2024.pdf (last
access: 27 July 2026), 2024.

Pohl, L. and Swyngedouw, E.: Enjoying climate change: Jouis-
sance as a political factor, Polit. Geogr., 101, 102820,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2022.102820, 2023.

Scoones, I., Leach, M., and Newell, P. (Eds.): The Politics of
Green Transformations. Routledge, London, UK, 238 pp., ISBN
9781315747378, 2015.

Statistisches Bundesamt: Bundeswahlleiterin: Bundestagswahl
2025, Heft 3, Endgültige Ergebnisse. Wiesbaden: Statis-
tisches Bundesamt, https://www.bundeswahlleiterin.de/
bundestagswahlen/2025/ergebnisse/bund-99/land-15.html
(last access: 27 July 2026), 2025.

Statistisches Landesamt Sachsen-Anhalt: Bundestagswahl 2025
– Endgültige Ergebnisse für Stadt Zeitz (Burgenlandkreis),
https://wahlergebnisse.sachsen-anhalt.de/wahlen/bt25/erg/gem/
bt.15084590.ergtab.php (last access: 27 July 2026), 2025.

Swyngedouw, E.: The Antinomies of the Postpolitical City: In
Search of a Democratic Politics of Environmental Change, Int.
J. Urban Regional, 33, 601–620, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-
2427.2009.00859.x, 2009.

WBGU – Wissenschaftlicher Beirat der Bundesregierung Globale
Umweltveränderungen: Welt im Wandel: Gesellschaftsvertrag
für eine Große Transformation, WBGU, Berlin, Germany,
https://www.wbgu.de/de/publikationen/publikation/welt-im-
wandel-gesellschaftsvertrag-fuer-eine-grosse-transformation
(last access: 27 July 2026), 2011.

https://doi.org/10.5194/gh-81-427-2026 Geogr. Helv., 81, 427–433, 2026

https://doi.org/10.1111/area.12763
https://doi.org/10.1111/gec3.12738
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-025-02384-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/ruso.12399
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41304-023-00457-2
https://doi.org/10.2478/mgr-2022-0018
https://doi.org/10.2478/mgr-2022-0018
https://refubium.fu-berlin.de/bitstream/handle/fub188/44868/Parteimitglieder-Version-2024.pdf
https://refubium.fu-berlin.de/bitstream/handle/fub188/44868/Parteimitglieder-Version-2024.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2022.102820
https://www.bundeswahlleiterin.de/bundestagswahlen/2025/ergebnisse/bund-99/land-15.html
https://www.bundeswahlleiterin.de/bundestagswahlen/2025/ergebnisse/bund-99/land-15.html
https://wahlergebnisse.sachsen-anhalt.de/wahlen/bt25/erg/gem/bt.15084590.ergtab.php
https://wahlergebnisse.sachsen-anhalt.de/wahlen/bt25/erg/gem/bt.15084590.ergtab.php
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2009.00859.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2009.00859.x
https://www.wbgu.de/de/publikationen/publikation/welt-im-wandel-gesellschaftsvertrag-fuer-eine-grosse-transformation
https://www.wbgu.de/de/publikationen/publikation/welt-im-wandel-gesellschaftsvertrag-fuer-eine-grosse-transformation

	Abstract
	Introduction: Contested transformation policies
	Introducing anti-transformation
	Anti-transformation in action: “who will take care of the trees later?”
	The Logics of anti-transformation
	Conclusion
	Data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Disclaimer
	Acknowledgements
	Review statement
	References

