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ABSTRACT 

College students have historically played a prominent role in many movements and 

uprisings around the world. However, student protest has received little attention from 

social scientists. In this dissertation, I examine several questions regarding the factors 

which influence levels of student protest activity over time, including how political 

opportunities influence levels of protest, the factors influencing tactic selection, and the 

dynamics of Inter-movement influence and movement overiap. I explore these questions 

using a dataset of over 2800 protest events which occurred between 1930 and 1990. 

In Chapter 2,1 explore the influence of political elites on levels of student protest. 

Using event history methods, I demonstrate that elite antagonists within the executive 

branch lead to increased levels of protest, while elite allies within the legislative branch 

lead to increased protest activity. These findings suggest that political opportunity 

theorists need more nuanced conceptualizations of elites, and we need to pay more 

attention to the mobilizing potential of threat. 

In Chapter 3,1 examine the effect of poUtical opportunities and levels of 

organization on the protest tactics used by students. Using event history methods, I 

demonstrate that elite antagonists lead to an increase in the use of confrontational tactics, 

including demonstrations and sit-ins. Allies within the legislature lead to an increase in the 

use of conventional tactics, including petitions and resolutions. Organizational 

involvement leads to an increase in the use of both types of tactics. These findings suggest 
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a number of scope conditions regarding institutionalization and the effects of 

organizational involvement on protest tactics. 

Inter-movement influence and the dynamics of movement overlap are the topic of 

the fourth chapter. I explore whether difiiision processes lead to a positive inter-

movement influence, or whether processes of competition lead to a negative influence. I 

also explore the extent to which different sodal movements overlap, and the conditions 

which facilitate such overlap. Using time series poisson regression, I find evidence for 

both competition and division theories of inter-movement influence. I use historic data to 

demonstrate that the presence of a common elite antagonist, multi-issue organizations, and 

issues which cross movement boundaries facilitate social movement overlap. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

When we thinic of the 1960s and early 70s, we think of social protest. We thinic of 

Kent State and Berkel^, sit-ins and protest marches. The protests of the 1960s had a 

powerfiii impact on the popular consciousness. The unrest of the period is seen as 

unusually chaotic, an anomaly which arose out of the more "normal" and quiet 19S0s. 

However, this perception is b'mited by a narrow view of history. Throughout history, 

students have been one of the most active sub-populations, protesting about a variety of 

topics, including those related to the university as well as those involving the broader 

society. Although social movement research has done a good job of identifying the factors 

which influence the emergence of sodal movements, we still know very little about the 

dynanucs of student protest over time. We know very little about how levels of protest on 

college campuses have varied over time, the forces which influence the use of different 

protest tactics, or the dynamics of inter-movement influence. 

Social movement scholars have identified three factors which play an important 

role in the emergence of protest activity; political opportunities, resources and 

organization, and firaming activities. Groups are more likely to mobilize when the 

institutionalized political system is receptive to their claims (McAdam 1982, Tarrow 1989, 

Tilly 1978). In addition, groups will not mobilize unless they have the resources necessary 

to do so, including personnel and organization (McCarthy and Zald 1973, Tilly 1978). 

Thirdly, before they can mobilize, groups must develop an injustice frame which identifies 

a problem, attributes responsibility to an external source and suggests that coUective 
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action is necessary for change (Gamson, Firenuui and Rytina 1982, Snow et ai. 1986). 

While a significant body of research has begun to explore how these factors influence 

protest activity, questions remain. 

In this dissertation I examine three questions regarding the dynamics of student 

mobilization: I. How do political opportunities influence levels of protest? 2. How do 

political opportunities and organizations influence the tactics used by protesters? 3. How 

do movements influence one another? To what extent do social movements overlap, and 

what factors facilitate this overlap? I explore these questions using data on student protest 

activity at nine colleges between 1930 and 1990. The dataset includes information on 

over 2800 protest events which occurred during this sixty year period. The data were 

collected from student newspapers and archival sources. Before describing the data in 

further detail, I describe the questions and theories driving the research. 

Political Opportunities and Student Mobilization 

Groups are more likely to mobilize when the institutionalized political system is 

receptive to challenge. McAdam (1982) demonstrated that African Americans mobilized 

to fight for their rights in the l9S0s partially in response to changes which occurred in the 

U.S. political system during the first half of the century. Repression in the form of 

lynchings decreased steadily. Supreme Court cases were increasingly decided in favor of 

Afiican Americans, and the U.S. faced international pressure to dismantle the radal 

segregation system. All of these changes in the institutionalized political system influenced 

the emergence of the civil rights movement. Groups will not mobilize unless th^ perceive 
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that there is some possibility for change. Other scholars have demonstrated that changing 

political opportunities played a role in the emergence of the modem women's movement 

(Costain 1992, Soule et al. 1999), the nuclear freeze movement in the United States and 

Europe (Kitschelt 1986, Meyer 1990, Rucht 1990), and the Italian protest cycle of the 

1960s (Tarrow 1989). 

Elites figure prominently in the degree to which different groups have political 

access. Most current formulations of political opportunity theory argue that the presence 

of elite allies within the political system will encourage groups to mobilize, as they 

perceive that these individuals may be receptive to their claims (McAdam 1996, Tarrow 

1996). However, earlier work on political opportunities suggests an alternate hypothesis. 

Tilly (1978) argues that groups will mobilize in response to both opportunities and threat. 

Thus, as McAdam and Tarrow have argued, groups may mobilize in response to increased 

opportunities offered by the presence of fiiendly elites. However, Tilly also suggests that 

groups may mobilize in response to the actions of antagonists within the political system 

who present a threat to a group's interests. 

There is suggestive evidence that the presence of antagom'sts may encourage 

mobilization. M^er (1990) demonstrated that the actions and policies of Ronald Reagan 

had a profound mobilizing effect on the nuclear freeze movement during the 1980s. Soule 

and her colleagues (1999) found that women legislators increased levels of women's 

collective action, while the presence of a Democrat president had a negative association 

with levels of protest. While these results suggest that the presence of antagonists within 

the political system may mobilize people for protest activity, the question is worthy of 
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further research. I explore this question in Chapter 2. The research described above also 

suggests a second question regarding the effect of elites on mobilization: which elites 

matter? 

Although we know that elites may be important to mobilization, few have 

recognized the fact that elites within different levels and branches of the political system 

may have a differential impact on mobilization. Meyer (1990) describes the mobilizing 

power of the federal executive. Soule et al. (1999) examine both the federal executive and 

legislative branches, with the interesting finding that the presence of allies in the two 

different branches have opposite effects on levels of protest activity around women's 

issues. Theirs is one of the first studies to examine the effect of allies in two different 

branches of the federal government. In Chapter 2,1 do the same, looking at the effects of 

the composition of the executive and legislative branches on levels of student protest 

activity. 

A second dimension of political elites is also worth examination. McAdam (1996) 

has pointed out that a group may be influenced by political factors not only within their 

own country, but also internationally. Similarly, I suggest that students on a college 

campus will be influenced by political opportunities and political events not only on their 

campus, but also within the city, state and nation in which the campus is located. A look 

back at the history of student activism on college campuses demonstrates that students 

respond to issues at each of these levels. During the 1960s, students actively protested 

against the Vietnam War on campus, responding to the actions of national-level elites. 

The anti-apartheid protests of the late 80s, on the other hand, were directed at the 
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university administration and their investment policies, the actions of multi-national 

corporations, and a foreign government. Therefore, in this dissertation, I incorporate 

measures of potential political support on campus, within the state, and at the federal 

level. 

Protest Tactics: Political Opportunities and Organuuitions 

The tactics used by protesting groups can have a profound influence on the 

groups' success or failure. Gamson (1975) found that groups that used disruptive tactics 

involving violence against property or people tended to achieve more success than groups 

that used more conservative tactics. The disruptive groups were more likely to enjoy 

policy gains and acceptance into the polity. In spite of their importance, little research has 

examined the factors which influence the use of different tactics. Research has examined 

the effect that tactical innovation can have on movement mobilization (McAdam 1983), 

and the factors which influence the diffusion of a tactical innovation (Soule 1997). 

However, interesting questions remain. Why do protesters adopt a resolution one time, 

and stage a march and demonstration another? I examine this question in Chapter 3. 

Specifically, I analyze the effect of political opportunities and orgam'zational involvement 

on levels of conventional and confi'ontational protest events. 

Tilly (1978, 1995) has suggested that protesters have a fairly limited repertoire 

firom which th^ select the collective actions in which th^ will engage. A group's 

repertoire of contention includes "a limited set of routines that are learned, shared, and 

acted out through a relatively deliberate process of choice." (Tilly 1995:26) The 
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repertoire of contention for any given group is limited, and emerges through struggle and 

interaction with other actors. The repertoire of collective action is shaped by the beliefs 

and daily routines of a population, their internal organization, and their experience with 

prior collective action (Tilly 1978). We know very little about the students' repertoire of 

contention, and how it has changed over time. We know generally that students are often 

involved in collective action, and we have a sense that the students' repertoire includes 

demonstrations, marches, and sit-ins, however, to date, no one has examined how the 

student's repertoire of contention has developed in the United States. In my dissertation, I 

am able to trace the development of the students' collective action repertoire over time. 

A number of structural factors may influence the tactics used by protesters, 

including the structure of the poUtical opportunity system and the organizations active on 

campus. As I discussed in the previous section of this chapter, scholars have 

demonstrated that political opportum'ties play an important role in the emergence of sodal 

movements. However, few have examined the dynamic relationship between 

opportunities and tactic use. Given that insurgents face some level of political 

opportunity, we do not know how variation in elite support and repression influences the 

tactics that protesters use. Do increased numbers of allies in the political system influence 

protesters to adopt more radical and disruptive tactics in an attempt to gamer attention 

and press for change, or do protesters pursue change through institutional channels when 

they have more allies, assuming that disruptive tactics are unnecessary? Another 

possibiliQr is that the presence of aUies inspires contenders to increase their levels of 
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activity using all possible tactics, as they attempt to gain attention and exert influence 

through any means available. 

In addition to political opportunity, organization is another factor which may have 

a direct influence on protest tactics. Numerous studies have conclusively demonstrated 

that some level of organization is necessary for the emergence of a social movement. This 

is the central postulate of resource mobilization theory (McCarthy and Zald 1973), one of 

the dominant social movement theories. Thus, the civil rights movement, for example, 

would not have been possible without the organizational resources provided by black 

churches, colleges, and the NAACP (McAdam 1982, Morris 1984). This theory suggests 

that the involvement of organizations will lead to increased use of all tactical forms. 

Those working within an organizational perspective have made a similar argument, 

suggesting that competition between organizations will lead to increased use of disruptive 

tactics as groups vie for attention (Olzak and Uhrig 1999, Tarrow 1989). Soule et al. 

(1999) found that the involvement of organizations lead to an increase in both insider and 

outsider collective action. 

However, an alternate position has also been advanced. Building on Michels' 

(1962) theory of oUgarchy, some have argued that the involvement of organizations leads 

to a decrease in the use of confrontational tactics (Piven and Cloward 1979, Staggenborg 

1988). As organizations mature, th^ become increasingly institutionalized. They tend to 

have a professional leadership, which comes to value its own interests over the interests of 

the organization's membership. This leads them, so the argument goes, to pursue more 

conservathre action strategies. Scholars have found support for this argument in studies of 
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New Left protest in Germany ^oopmans 1993), the modem women's movement in the 

U.S. (\finkoff 1993), abortion rights organizations (Staggenborg 1988), and poor 

people's movements (Piven and Cloward 1979). 

The lack of consensus on this issue may reflect methodological differences. 

Minkoff (1993) and Staggenborg (1988) studied individual movements which may be 

exceptional. Many have studied national movement organizations (e.g., Minkoff 1993), 

which may be qualitatively different from the organizations actually involved in disruptive 

protest activity. We don't actually know which organizations tend to be involved in 

collective action. In addition, many studies have relied on national newspapers for their 

data. These may be extremely biased in their coverage of events (McCarthy et al. 1996). 

In this study, I attempt to correct some of these potential methodological problems. I 

examine the impact of organizations on overall levels of left protest activity, not limiting 

my analysis to a single movement. In addition, I use a data source which is less subject to 

bias, and identify protest organizations based on the data (see the methods section of this 

chapter for a further discussion of newspaper bias). 

Inter-Movement Influence and Movement Overiap 

Although structural factors have a powerful influence on the incidence of student 

protest activity, a number of more dynamic factors also play a large role in the temporal 

patterning and character of student protest. Activists are influenced by many 

environmental factors, including those described above, but also the activities of other 
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social movements^ As some social movement scholars have pointed out (McAdam 1994, 

Meyer and Whittier 1994, Staggenborg 1998), social movements are not discrete entities 

with fixed boundaries, but rather are fluid and dynamic. Individual social movement 

organizations (SMOs) may share members with other SMOs, and may themselves work 

on multiple issues. Activists, especially during cycles of protest, may see themselves not 

as part of a single issue movement, but as part of a broader movement to reform a variety 

of society's ills. Many activists during the sixties saw themselves as working to 

fundamentally change or restructure society, referring to 'The Movement" or "The 

Revolution" as opposed to a single issue. Individuals and the movement organizations of 

the era were active around multiple issues. The Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) 

and the Student Non-violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC), the two dominant student 

protest organizations of the sixties, shared common board members, ideologies, and 

supported each other's protest efiforts (Van Dyke 1998). 

An increasing amount of attention is being paid within the social movements 

literature to cycles of protest and social movement families or communities. Protest cycles 

are periods of heightened protest activity, and typically involve multiple social movements 

(Tarrow 1989). Social movement famiHes are groups of movements which have simUar 

basic values and organizational overlaps (della Porta and Rucht 1995). Both of these lines 

of research are based on the recognition that social movements are interconnected. 

Research thus far has examined the effect of political context on movement families or 

 ̂Thioughout this dissertation I define a social movement as a collective and sustained effort to ef̂  



protest cycles (della Porta and Rucht 1996, Kriesi et al. 1996), and the differences 

between the movements within a cycle O^oopmans 1993). However, few have examined 

the influence which the different movements within a cycle have on one another, and the 

extent to which the movements overlap. In chapter 4,1 examine the interaction between 

the different social movements active on college campuses. Under certain conditions, the 

boundary between movements blurs, and it becomes more difBcult to classify a protest 

event as being part of one movement or another. 

Sociological theories suggest two primary mechanisms of sodal movement 

influence; diffusion and competition. The first set of theories suggest that movements 

may have a positive influence on one another as modes of activity difiuse fi'om one 

constituency to another. The second line of theory suggests that movements may compete 

with one another for resources, including members, and this may lead to a negative inter-

movement influence. There is some empuical support for both theories. 

One theory which can be applied to the study of inter-movement influence is 

density-dependence theory, an organizational theory. This theory uses difiusion as its 

implicit mechanism. It suggests that initially, organizations may facilitate the growth of 

other similar organizations as they legitimate the new organizational form (Hannan and 

Freeman 1987). Thus, civil rights organizations may have created a favorable 

environment for social change organizations, which encouraged other groups to form 

social movement organizations in the 1960s and eariy 1970s (Minkoff 1997). This 

social change, involving some use of non-institutional tactics. 



argument can be applied to protest activity more generally. The emergence of collective 

action on the part of one constituency may legitimate this type of action, inspiring other 

constituencies to mobilize. Minkoff (1997) examined this question in her study of the 

influence of the civil rights movement on the women's movement. She found that civil 

rights protest activity, when coupled with a favorable political environment, led to an 

increase in the level of women's protest activity. 

DifiEiision theory suggests the mecham'sm by which this influence may occur. 

DifEusion theories focus on the spread of a practice from one source to an adopter (Strang 

and Soule 1998). People are exposed to new information and practices through their 

associational networks as well as through the media. Under certain circumstances, they 

will adopt these new practices. In the study of social movements, numerous studies have 

demonstrated that protest tactics difEuse (McAdam 1983, Morris 1981, Oberschall 1989, 

Soule 1997). Thus, activities on the part of one group may positively influence the 

practice of similar actions on the part of other groups. Activity on the part of one 

movement may have a positive impact on levels of protest around other issues. Several 

studies of social movements have shown that movements may positively influence one 

another. The modem women's movement, for example, was influenced by the civil rights 

and peace movements (Evans 1982, McAdam 1988). The women's movement then 

influenced the peace movement in the 1980s (Meyer and Whittier 1994). 

Competition theories, however, suggest that the movements which emerged in the 

late 1960s may have had a negative impact on other Left movements. In addition to 

suggesting that organizations may have a positive effect on others by creating an 
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environmental niche, density-dependence theory suggests that over time, a negative 

influence may occur as organizations begin to compete with one another (Hannan and 

Freeman 1987). Although initially social movement organizations may inspire the 

formation of other social movement organizations as they legitimate the organizational 

form, eventually a threshold will be reached. Once the organizational niche is filled, 

organizations will begin to compete with one another for resources and members. This 

argument can also be extended to levels of protest activity (or tactic use, see Olzak and 

Uhrig 1999). Mobilization on the part of one constituency may inspire others to mobib'ze 

as they legitimate the use of collective action. Over time, however, groups or movements 

may compete with one another for resources, leading to a decline in activity, or, a negative 

inter-movement influence. 

In their study of the peace movement of the 1980s, Meyer and Whittier (1994) 

describe several mechanisms through which inter-movement influence may occur. 

Organizational coalitions, overlapping sodal movement communities, shared personnel, 

and broader changes in the external environment may all facilitate inter-movement 

influence. Thus, th^ have identified organizational and individual level mechanisms by 

which movements may overlap. In chapter 4,1 explore additional organizational 

conditions, as well as political and cultural factors which may influence sodal movement 

overlap. The sodal movements literature has identified three primary factors which 

facilitate movement emergence: political opportunities, organizations, and fituning. I 

specify conditions within each of these elements which may lead to movement overlap. 
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Data and Methods 

In order to explore the questions I have outlined above, I examine student protest 

activity from selected colleges between 1930 and 1990. I have collected data regarding 

student collective action from a sample of nine colleges from across the country, using 

student newspapers as my data source. 

In order to select the colleges for the study, I randomly selected 200 schools and 

sent letters to their libraries inquiring whether their student newspaper was avaUable on 

micro-film. The paper was available from only 25% of the schools. I then selected 

colleges insuring diversity on a number of characteristics which previous research (Van 

Dyke 1998) has shown to be important in influencing the location of student protest 

activity, including the size of the institution, how selective the school is, whether it is 

public or private, and if private, whether or not the college has a religious affih'ation. The 

schools selected were: Grinnell College, Harvard University, Illinois State University, 

Midland Lutheran College, Muhlenberg College, Ottawa University, St. Mary's College of 

California, University of Arizona, University of Connecticut, and the University of 

Southern Mississippi. Table 1.1 shows their distribution on the selection criteria. 

The Colleges 

Griimell College - Grinnell is a private, highly selective college located in Grinnell, 

Iowa. Originally afSliated with the Congregational Church, Grinnell had a student 
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Table 1.1. Sample CoUcscs, G Irxanized by Selecl ion Criteria. 

Private Public Selectivity 

N M H 

SmaU 
<3500 

students 

Large 
>3500 

students 

Grinnell College, lA X X X 

Harvard University, MA X X X 

Ottawa University, KS X X X 

Midland Lutheran College, NE R X X 

Muhlenberg College, PA R X X 

St. Mary's College of CA R X X 

Illinois State University X X X 

University of Arizona X X X 

University of Southern 
Mississippi 

X X X 

R = religious college 
N = non-selective 
M = moderately selective 
H = highly selective 



population of669 students in 1932. Grinnell has experienced steady growth throughout 

this century. By 1960, Grinnell had a student population of944 students, with 1250 in 

1989. Between 1930 and 1990, Grinnell experienced 176 protest events. Although highly 

selective, Grinnell's small student population limits the amount of protest seen on its 

campus. 

Harvard Universitv - Harvard is one of the most selective colleges in the nation, 

and is located in Cambridge, Massachusetts. In 1930, Harvard had approximately 7000 

students. Enrollment had increased to 11,000 by 1960, and was over 17,000 by 1989. 

Harvard experienced an incredible 1812 protest events between 1930 and 1990. Harvard 

possesses the two primary characteristics which influence the location of student protest 

activity: it is highly selective, and has a large student population. 

Illinois State Universitv - Illinois State is a moderately selective public university 

located in Normal, Illinois, a town with a metro area population of90,000. Illinois State's 

student population has grown dramatically over the past 60 years; from 1200 students in 

1930, to over 22,000 in 1989. Illinois State experienced 269 protest events between 1930 

and 1990, a number which reflects its large size but non-selectiveness. 

Midland Lutheran College - Midland Lutheran is a small, non-selective, religious 

college located in Fremont, Nebraska. Midland Lutheran is one of the smallest colleges in 

the sample, with a student population of approximately 400 in 1930, and 850 in 1989. 

Midland Lutheran only saw 11 protests between 1930 and 1989, a figure not entirely 

surprising given the nature of the school. It possesses none of the characteristics typical 

of an active college. 
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• Muhlenberg College - Muhlenberg is a small, highly selective, religious (Lutheran) 

college located in Allentown, Pennsylvania, Muhlenberg's student population has grown 

from 300 in 1936 to almost 2100 in 1989. Muhlenberg experienced 89 protests between 

1930 and 1989, a small number due to its small student population and religious affiliation, 

but higher than Midland Lutheran due to its higher level of selectivity. 

Ottawa Um'versitv - Ottawa is a small, non-selective religious (Baptist) college 

located in Ottawa, Kansas. Ottawa's student population increased from 300 in 1930 to 

over 1000 in 1968, but was back down to 470 in 1989. Ottawa is the smallest college 

included in the study. Between 1930 and 1989, Ottawa saw only 6 protests, which is not 

surprising given the nature of the school. 

St. Mary's College of California - St. Mary's is a small, moderately selective 

religious (Catholic) college located in Moraga, California, not far from the San Francisco 

Bay Area. St. Mary's student population increased from approximately 700 students in 

1930 to 3300 in 1989. Seventy protest events occurred on the St. Mary's campus during 

this period. 

Universitv of Arizona - The University of Arizona is a large, moderately selective 

public university located in Tucson, Arizona. The U of A grew dramatically between 

1930 and 1990, from approximately 3300 students in 1930, to over 31,000 in 1989. 

Arizona saw 288 protest events during the period under study, reflecting primarily its 

public status and large student population. 

Universitv of Southern \Cssissippt - The University of Southern Nfississippi is a 

large^ non-selective public university located in Hattiesburg, Mississippi. Like many of the 
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other public universities in the sample. Southern Mississippi saw a dramatic increase in 

enrollment during the study period, from 700 in 1930 to over 11,000 in 1989. Southern 

Nfississippi experienced 73 protests between 1930 and 1989. This small number reflects 

its non-selective nature, and possibly an effect of being in the South. Due to difficulty in 

obtaining data from other Southern schools, I am unable to evaluate whether region was a 

factor in its low levels of protest activity. 

Protest Event Data 

With the help of research assistants, I viewed every issue of the student 

newspapers from these schools from 1930-1990, photocopied and then coded all articles 

on student protest. Based on the work of Tilly (1978) and McAdam et. al. (1997), protest 

events were defined as any action which collectively expressed a grievance and had a goal 

of causing sodal change. Thus, I had several criteria for selecting events: they had to be 

collective, public, and express a grievance. Therefore, the dataset includes events ranging 

from petitions and the passage of resolutions, to demonstrations and sit-ins. Protests 

involving only a single individual were not included, nor were events which did not have 

any political motivation, such as a riot following a sporting event. Private meetings were 

also excluded, as th^ do not make their message public.^ Any protest involving students 

 ̂Although private meetings and actions by individuals may arguably be considered part of a social 
movement, it is extremely difficult to find qrstematic data on these events, and cannot be done using 
newspapers as a data source. In addition, electoral rallies and fimdraising events which way be part of a 
movement's activities were not coded due to the fict that thqr do not directly express a group's claim, and 
because data on these events are not consistently available fiom the newspaper. 



from the college was included in the dataset, even if the event occurred ofif-campus. 

Figure 1.1 shows the total number of events in the dataset over time. 

The newspaper articles were coded for various pieces of information regarding the 

events, including some used in analyses presented here, and others which are available for 

future use. Variables of central interest to this dissertation include the issue or claim of 

the protesters, the form or tactic used, and the names of partidpating organizations. 

Other variables coded include the duration of the event, the number of participants, 

whether students initiated the event, the location, whether the protesters used violence, 

and whether any protesters, bystanders or police were injured or killed during the event. 

Several variables regarding the political opportum'ty structure were gathered from 

the event articles. Because I am interested in examining the effect of elites on the 

incidence of protest activity, I gathered data on the involvement of faculty in protest 

events, and recorded whether they indicated support or participated in the event. I also 

collected data on the administration's response to protest events, as a measure of another 

set of elites who might influence protest activity. Another dimension of political 

opportunity involves the use of repression against contending groups. Therefore, I coded 

whether police were present at the event, whether any arrests occurred, and whether the 

police used force or violence. The literature suggests that these will influence subsequent 

levels of protest. These variables are examined specifically in chapter 2, and included as 

control variables in chapters 3 and 4. 

Additional data were gathered from archival sources. In order to measure the 
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Figure 1.1. Total Protest Events, All Colleges 
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influence of political opportunities between 1930 and 1990,1 gathered data on the party of 

the President, state Governors, and the number of Democrats and Republicans in both 

houses of the federal and state legislatures. The federal data were gathered from 

Statistical Abstracts, while the state-level data were gathered from The Book of the 

States. Data on college characteristics were also gathered from archival sources. 

Variables collected include the number of students in each year, and the selectivity of the 

school. For years in which archival data on the number of students was unavailable, I used 

linear interpolation to estimate "between year" values. Table 1.2 provides a 

comprehensive listing of all of the variables in the dataset. In each of the following 

chapters, I describe in detail the variables used in the analyses. 

I use event history and time series statistical techniques in order to evaluate the 

questions and theories described above. These methods allow me to make use of data 

regarding the timing of events, as well as the time-vaiying data regarding political 

opportunities and college characteristics. Detailed information regarding these methods is 

described in each of the substantive chapters. I also draw on qualitative historic data to 

further elaborate on the processes identified by the statistical analyses. 

This dataset is well suited for examining the questions I am interested in for several 

reasons. First, I have a very complete record of protest activity in nine discrete locations 

over a sixty year time span. Most studies of social movements have had to restrict their 

analyses to the study of a single social movement, partially due to the difiSculty of 

collecting data on multiple movements. I am able to examine student protest activity 
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Table 1 J. Variables in the Dataset 

Variable; 
Event Characteristics; 

Starting and ending date 
Duration of the event, was this estimated 
Form of the event (up to 3 coded) 
Activities included in the event (up to 7 coded) 
Claim (up to 6) 
Did students finm this college initiate the event? 
Location of the event; offcampus or on campus 
Specific location(s) (up to 3 co )̂ 
Target of protest 
Total number of participants 
Number of student participants 
Did protesters use violence? 

What kind? Physical, property damage, took hostages, 
seized proper  ̂

Number of injuries to protesters, bystanders, police, others 
Number of deaths 
Were counterdemonstraters present 

Organization Data; 
Names of participating organizations (6 per event) 
Organization code 
Was the organization a student, local or national group? 
Number of organizations participating in each event 
Number of different organizations active on campus in a given 

year 
Number of student organizations on campus each year (Harvard 

only) 

Local Politi'cal Opportunity Data; 
Did faculty participate in the event? 

How? Acted as advisor, indicated support but no 
parti'dpation, participated 

Faculty response to the previous event 
Administrative response (positive, negative, neutral) 
Administration response to the previous event 
Local government response (positive, negative, neutral) 
State goverrunent response (positive, negative, neutral) 
Federal government response (posittve, negative, neutral) 
Other agent response (positive, negative, neutral) 
Were police present? 
Number of arrests 
Number of arrests per event in the previous month (calculated) 
Did the police use physical force? 
Did the police use violence? 

Source; 

student newspaper 

calculated 

Harvard archives 

student newspaper 

calculated 
student newspaper 

calculated 
student newspaper 
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Table 1.2 continued... 
State and Federal Political Data; 

Party of the President (yearly) 
Nuo^r of Democrats in the House of Representatives 
Number of Republicans in the House 
Percent of the House that is Democrat 
Number of Democrats in the Senate 
Number of Republicans in the Senate 
Percent of the Senate that is Democrat 
Which patty dominates Congress (if either) 
Party of the Governor for each State 
Number of Democrats in the State Lower House 
Number of Republicans in the State Lower House 
Percent of the Lower House that is Democrat 
Number of Democrats in the State Upper House 
Number of Republicans in the State Upper House 
Percent of the Upper House that is Democrat 
Which party dominates the State Congress (if either) 

Statistical Abstracts 

calculated 
Statistical Abstracts 

calculated 
Book of the States 

Book of the States 

calculated 

calculated 

u 

College Characteristics; 
Public/Private American Universities and 

Colleges 
Religious afBliation 
Number of students (undergrads, grads, men and women) 
Selectivity 
Tuition 
Size of university endowment 
Revenue from endowment 
Operating revenues 
Number of foreign sbidents 
Number of faculty 
Percent of students from in-state 
Selectivity Peterson's Guide 
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around all left-wing social movements. Thus, I can look at the factors which influence 

levels of activity around this movement family, and the ways in which the different 

movements interact and intersect. 

I have reason to believe that the reporting of events in the student newspapers 

from which I obtained my data is much more thorough and less biased than that of city 

newspapers. In order to roughly measure relative reporting bias, I compared coverage of 

events in the University of Arizona student paper with coverage in Tucson's daily 

newspaper, and in the New York Times.^ I found that the city's paper covered only 

between twenty-five and fifty percent of the events covered in the student paper in any 

given month. None of the events made it into the New York Times. 

In addition, many studies assume inter-movement influence when it is not clear that 

the organizations and movements involved are even operating within the same context. In 

other words, when scholars use national social movement organization data gathered from 

the Encvclopedia of Associations, for example, they assume that there is a national 

movement environment within which organizations interact and influence one another. It 

is possible that this is the case. However, this study, by using geographically bounded 

sample areas, does not require the same assumption. It is more plausible to assume that 

movements and organizations operating on the same college campus will have extensive 

information about one another, and the opportunity to interact. 

31 randomly selected four months, and looked through the city's newspaper to determine the coverage of 
student protest activity. 
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The Structure of the Dissertation 

In Chapter 2,1 explore the influence of the political opportunity structure on levels 

of student mobilization. PoUtical opportunity theorists have argued that protesters will 

mobilize in reponse to threats and opportunities. Elites figure prominently in the extent to 

which groups face either, and may serve as either allies or antagonists. In this chapter, I 

look specifically at political elites located within different branches and levels of 

government, in order to explore their efiect on levels of protest. Using event history 

methods, I demonstrate that elite antagonists within the executive branch lead to increased 

levels of protest, while elite allies within the legislative branch lead to increased protest 

activity. These findings suggest that political opportunity theorists need to pay more 

attention to the mobilizing potential of threat in addition to opportunity. 

In Chapter 3,1 examine the effect of political opportunities and levels of 

organization on the protest tactics used by students. Few research studies have examined 

the relationship between political opportunities and tactics. In addition, there is 

disagreement regarding the effect of organizational involvement on the use of different 

protest tactics. In this chapter, I explore the effect of these two fiictors on the incidence 

of two types of protest tactics: conventional tactics, including petitions and resolutions, 

and more confi-ontational tactics, including demonstrations and sit-ins. Using event 

history methods, I demonstrate that elite antagonists lead to an increase in the use of 

confi'ontational tactics, while allies within the legislature lead to an increase in the use of 

conventional tactics. I draw on the conflict literature to explain these findings. I also 



show that organizational involvement leads to an increase in the use of both types of 

tactics. These findings suggest a number of scope conditions regarding institutionalization 

and the effects of organizational involvement on protest tactics. 

Inter-movement influence and the dynamics of movement overlap are the topic of 

the fourth chapter. I explore whether difiusion processes lead to a positive inter-

movement influence, or whether processes of competition lead to a negative influence. I 

also explore the extent to which different sodal movements overlap, and the conditions 

which facilitate such overlap. Using time series poisson regression, I find evidence for 

both competition and diffusion theories of inter-movement influence. I suggest that our 

conceptualization of movements as distinct entities may obscure processes of movement 

evolution which may appear as either positive or negative effects. I use historic data to 

demonstrate that the presence of a common elite antagonist, multi-issue organizations, and 

issues which cross movement boundaries may facilitate social movement overlap. I also 

show that movement overlap is most likely to occur in highly active locations during 

cycles of protest. 

In Chapter S, I summarize the conclusions that can be reached fi-om this research. 

I further describe the theoretical implications of this study, and suggest topics to be 

explored through fiiture research. 
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CHAPTER2: ELITE ALLIES AND ANTAGONISTS: 
POLITICAL OPPORTUNITIES AND STUDENT PROTEST, 1930-1990 

A significant body of research suggests that groups are more likely to mobilize 

when the institutionalized political system is open to them, that is, when the political 

structure is more vubierable and receptive to challenge. Elites figure prominently in the 

degree to which different groups have political access. Political opportunity theory 

(McAdam 1982, 1996; Tarrow 1996) argues that the presence of elite allies within the 

political system will trigger the mobilization of protesters, as they perceive that these allies 

might be receptive to influence. Although elite allies are an important element of the 

political opportunity structure, little research has actually examined the impact of elites on 

protest. In this paper, I examine the impact of political party elites within different levels 

and branches of government on the incidence of student protest activity fi'om 1930 to 

1990. 

Political Opportunity Theory 

Scholars studying a number of movements have demonstrated that the political 

opportunity structure influences mobilization. For example, Doug McAdam (1982) 

demonstrated that Afiican Americans mobilized to fight for their civil rights partially in 

response to changes which occurred in the U.S. political system in the 1930s through the 

19S0s. Repression in the form of lynchings decreased steadily throughout the first half of 

the century. Supreme Court cases were increasingly decided in &vor of Afiican 

Amoicans, and, with increased involvement in the international arena with WWn and the 
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Cold War, the U.S. &ced international pressure to dismantle the racial segregation system. 

As blacks increasingly moved to urban areas in the North, Northern Democrats began to 

court the black vote. All of these changes in the institutionalized political system 

influenced the emergence of the civil rights movement. The general argument is that 

groups will not protest unless they perceive that there is some possibility of change. Other 

scholars have showed similar effects for other movements. Political opportunities played a 

role in the emergence of the women's movement of the 1960s (Costain 1992), the nuclear 

freeze movement in the U.S. and Europe (Kitschelt 1986, Meyer 1990, Rucht 1990), the 

Italian protest cycle of the 1960s (Tarrow 1989), and the fall of the Soviet Union 

(Oberschall 1996). 

Synthesizing much of the recent work on political opportunities, Tarrow (1996) 

and McAdam (1996) have identified four dimensions of the political opportunity structure 

which may influence mobilization; 

1. The relative openness or closure of the institutionalized political system 
2. The stability or instability of elite alignments (divisions between elites) 
3. The presence or absence of elite allies 
4. The state's capacity and propensity for repression 

The general idea is that when the political system opens up to a group, or when they come 

to have allies in the system, they'll be more likely to protest as th^ perceive that change 

may be possible. They mobilize to make their interests known and to influence these 

allies. 

Numerous scholars have demonstrated the importance of allies to the mobilization 

and success of movements. Jenkins and Perrow (1977) compared the American 
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farmworkers movement in the late 1940s to the movement in the 1960s. They 

demonstrated that the support of liberal organizations and organized labor explain why the 

movement was better able to mobilize and achieve its goals in the 1960s than it had been 

in the earlier period. Almeida and Steams (1998) examined the influence of allies on 

outcomes in a local environmental campaign in Japan. They found that an increase in the 

support of external allies, including local support groups, national environmental social 

movements, students, the Communist Party and the mass media all helped the movement 

achieve success in the early 1970s. Allies can also influence the decline of movement 

activity. McAdam (1982) demonstrated that the spread of rioting to Northern cities in the 

latter half of the 1960s led to diminished support for the civil rights movement. The 

resulting loss of allies, with the election of Nixon in 1968 and diminished support of 

Northern liberals, influenced the decline of the movement. 

However, elites may not only serve as allies to a movement, they may also present 

a threat. Tilly (1978) argues that protesters will mobilize in response to opportunities OR 

threats, and will be least likely to protest when faced with h'ttle of either. Thus, consistent 

with Tarrow (1989,1996) and McAdam (1982, 1996), he suggests that groups may 

mobilize in response to the presence of allies, when there is evidence that elites may be 

receptive to their claims. However, he also argues that groups will mobilize in response to 

a threat, when those in power threaten to deny them the realization of their interests. 

When there is little possibili^for change, good or bad, groups have little incentive to 

mobilize. Although the idea that groups will mobilize when th^r see an expansion of their 

political opportunities has seen increasing investigation over the past decade, few sodal 



movement researchers have recognized or followed up on Tilly's argument that groups 

may also mobilize in response to perceived threats. 

Two lines of research have examined mobilization in response to threat: the 

research on repression, and the research on "suddenly imposed grievances." Several 

scholars have demonstrated that arrests may have a curvilinear effect on protest, whereby 

some arrests may anger activists and mobilize them for additional protest (DeNardo 1985, 

Muller and Weede 1990), but severe levels of repression may effectively squelch 

mobilization. Others have demonstrated that people sometimes mobilize in response to 

catastrophic events or suddenly imposed grievances. People mobilized rapidly in response 

to the Three Mile Island nuclear accident (Walsh 1981), and in response to an oil spill in 

Santa Barbara (Molotch 1970). In addition, some researchers have demonstrated that the 

presence of antagonists, or political actors who oppose the goals of a movement, may 

mobilize groups to protest, but this has not been added to theoretical descriptions of 

poUtical opportunity. 

Meyer (1990,1993), for example, demonstrated that the actions and policies of 

Ronald Reagan during the 1980s had a profound mobilizing effect on nuclear freeze 

activists. Reagan's talk regarding "limited nuclear war," and his Star Wars initiative 

served to mobilize previously quiescent activists, resulting in an extended campaign 

including one of the largest protests in U.S. history. While this case study demonstrates 

the mobilizing effect which a threat, caused by a political antagonist, may have on protest 

activity, theoretical conceptions of political opportunity^ have not been revised to 
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recognize such findings. Elite allies are included as factors influencing mobilization, but 

elite antagom'sts are not. 

In this paper, I examine the influence of political elites on the mobilization of 

student protest. I examine their impact on levels of activity on the part of all left-wing 

movements active on campuses between 1930 and 1990. I conceptualize this as an 

examination of left-wing movement activity on the part of a distinct population. I suspect 

that this population of protest events is what some commonly refer to as "the student 

movement." However, conceptuaUzing student protest activity as a "movement" is 

problematic, as students have historically been highly active around a number of different 

issues, including war, women's issues, and civil rights, among others. Therefore, to 

conceptualize the sum total of student protests as a single movement separate from these 

specific issue movements seems conceptually inconsistent. Student protest is also an ideal 

movement family to examine for a number of methodological reasons. I will take up this 

issue in the data and methods section below. 

Political Elites: Political Parties 

Elite aUies or antagonists may include members of the judidal system, legislature, 

the president, business, political parties, organized labor, scientists, the church, and 

intellectuals, among others. And, although research has demonstrated the importance of 

allies for particular movements, few have examined the impact of allies on overall levels of 

mobilization. Numerous social movement scholars have asserted that social movements 

are not discrete entities (McAdam 1995, M^er and Whittier 1994). Tarrow's concept of 
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protest cycles (1989, 1994) is built on the observation that movements tend to occur in 

clusters; some periods are characterized by heightened levels of protest. If movements are 

interrelated, then we might expect that the structure of the political opportunity system 

may influence overall levels of protest and the timing of protest cycles. 

In this paper, I examine the influence of one particular set of allies on levels of 

student protest activity: political parties within the legislative and executive branches of 

government. I generally consider Democrats to be allies of the Left, based on numerous 

research studies which demonstrate that this is indeed the case. In the U.S., social 

scientists have demonstrated that Democrats tend to be more supportive of civil rights 

policies (Browning, Marshall and Tab 1984, Button 1989; Santoro 199S), and certain 

women's movement initiatives (Sorensen 1994). Left leaning parties tend to be perceived 

as allies by environmental movement organizations in Europe, whether or not they actually 

act in the movement's interests (Dalton 199S). Similarly, the modem women's movement 

in the United States, though often pursuing bipartisan influence, has tended to align itself 

with the Democratic Party (Costain and Costain 1987, Young 1996). 

There have been, however, times when Democrats were not allies to the Left. One 

obvious example is the position of the Kennedy and Johnson administrations regarding the 

Vietnam War. The Kennedy administration brought the U.S. into the war, a move which 

was not allied with left-wing student interests. The War was the subject of massive 

protest mobilization. Therefore, in the analyses which follow, I code Kennedy and 

Johnson as a non-allies, or antagonists for the war years. I also code President Carter as a 

non-ally to the peace movement during 1979 and 1980, because he was in &vor of a re-
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institution of the draft. The Left, especially the student population, was not in &vor of 

this position. 

There are powerful reasons for expecting political parties to have an influence on 

social movement activity. "Party structure is probably the single most important variable 

for understanding the patterning of social movements.^ Movements can be understood as 

one part of a range of options that also includes political parties. Parties spin o£f 

movements, either deliberately or in the process of factionalizing. Movements appear 

within parties. Both are organizational forms for pursuing political ends, so it is not 

surprising that they are so closely intertwined" (Gamer and Zald 1987, p. 312). Parties 

and movements are both organized for the pursuit of political goals, so it is little surprise 

that they influence and interact with one another. Parties may interact with and support 

movements in their search for electoral support. Movements may target parties, because 

they may be seen as allies with the ability to help the movement achieve its goals. Parties 

may also influence movement actors to operate outside of the institutionalized political 

system, if party platforms and actions are inconsistent with movement goals. 

Minkofif (1997) demonstrated that the presence of Democrats in the legislature had 

an effect on levels of protest in the civil rights movement and the modem women's 

movement in the United States. She found that increased Democratic Party control in the 

federal legislature led to increased levels of protest on the part of the dvil rights 

movement, and, when accompanied by civil rights protest, increased levels of protest 

' Gamer and Zald are referring spedficalfy to the importance of parties in explaining cross-national 
differences in social movement activî . However, tl̂  point remains relevant for this stucfy .̂ 
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among feminists. Her research demonstrates that Democratic Party control in the 

legislature may increase levels of protest activity, but further questions remain. 

The Relationship Between Allies and Mobilization 

Although it has been demonstrated that political allies may influence movement 

activity, the exact nature of this relationship remains understudied. Although case studies 

have demonstrated that elite allies may facilitate mobilization, we don't know whether this 

relationship holds true for overall levels of left-wing mobilization. It is possible that the 

American civil rights movement is exceptional, and that other sodal groups respond 

diflferently to changes in the political opportunity structure. 

In addition, we don't know the exact nature of the relationship between aUies and 

mobilization. We don't know whether it is monotonic, whereby the presence of more 

allies leads to more protest, or whether it is curvilinear, where levels of mobilization may 

increase or decrease depending on the extent of support. Conunonsense might suggest the 

prior relationship: the more allies the better. However, two alternate curvilinear 

hypotheses have been advanced by political opportunity theorists. 

Tilly (1978) suggests a curvilinear relationship between threat and opportunity and 

mobilization. Groups are most likely to protest when they face increased threat or 

opportunity. When they have little opportunity and face minimal threat, groups have little 

incentive for collective action. This model can be graphically represented as shown in 

Figure 2.1. 



Figure 2.1; Tilly's Model of Mobilgation 
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Eisinger (1973) suggests an alternate curvilinear form. In his examination of urban 

unrest in the United States, Eisinger argued that protest is most likely to occur in cities in 

which there is a combination of "open" and "closed" structures. He argued that protest is 

unlikely to occur in extremely closed or repressive systems, or in extremely open systems. 

Repression would discourage mobilization in the prior case, while a completely open and 

favorable political configuration would render protest unnecessary. His hypothesis 

regarding political opportunity and levels of mobilization can be represented graphically as 

seen in Figure 2.2. 

Social movement scholars have suggested that divisions between elites may trigger 

increased levels of protest, a concept which is consistent with Eisinger's model of 

mobilization. McAdam (1982) demonstrated that changing elite aUgnments influenced the 

mobilization of the civil rights movement in early 1960s. The former coalition between 

Northern and Southern Democrats fell apart, and left Northern Democrats searching for 

electoral support. They began to court the black vote, which helped inspire Afiican 

Americans to mobilize. Similarly, Almeida and Steams (1998) found that the erosion of 

consensus among governmental agencies and the election of environmentab'sts in Japan 

created an opportunity for a local grassroots movement to achieve some of their goals. 

When elites are divided and the movement has some political allies, these allies may be 

vulnerable to movement claims. This hypothesis is consistent with Eisinger's conception 

of mobilization. It suggests that levels of mobilization will be higher when the political 

system is not completely closed to contenders, nor when success is assured through a 



completely favorable political configuration. Groups mobilize when their chances of 

success are uncertain, with some possibility of success. 

Based on these theoretical developments, there are several possible trajectories for 

the dynamics of elite influence on protest. An exploration of these will help nuance 

poh'tical opportunity theory. First, it is unclear whether the mere presence of some aUies is 

all that is necessary for mobilization, or whether levels of protest actually increase as the 

number of allies increases. In addition, little research has examined the possibility that 

elite antagonists, producing a threat, may influence levels of mobilization. And, it is 

possible that levels of mobilization take a curvilinear form, with contenders responding to 

divided elites. These issues are all the more complicated in a country with a divided 

governmental structure such as in the U.S. Allies and divisions between elites may occur 

within different levels of government. Thus, the federal government may be divided, with 

a Democrat President and a Republican legislature, and state level government may be 

similarly divided. It is unclear which elites matter. 

Little social movement research has recognized the fact that elites within different 

levels and branches of government might have a differential impact on protest activity. 

Minkoff (1997), for example, examined the influence of allied legislators on women's 

protest, but failed to examine the effect of allies within the executive branch, or the 

influence of state level political actors. Political parties exist as potential allies within 

different levels and branches of government, and it is possible that allies within one 

position are more important than allies in others. We do not know whether different 

branches of government affect levels of protest differently. In this paper, I examine the 



influence of elites within the executive and legislative branches of both federal and state 

governments on levels of student protest activity between 1930 and 1990. Because I am 

studying student protest, I also examine the effect of local level elites: faculty and college 

administrators. It is possible that elites within different levels have a differential effect on 

levels of protest. 

Data and Methods 

In order to examine the effect of elites on protest activity, I use a dataset of2496 

protest events which occurred at nine U.S. colleges between 1930 and 1990.^ This 

dataset is well suited for examining the effect of allies on protest for several reasons. 

First, the nine schools are located in nine dififerent states. Thus, I can assess the 

differential effects of state versus federal elites on protest activity, which would not be 

possible given national level data on protest activity. Secondly, I have a very complete 

record of protest activity in nine discrete locations over a sixty year time span. This 

enables me to accurately measure the association between elite allies and protest activity 

over time. Data collected from a national newspaper source would not include such a 

complete count of protests in each location, and therefore the findings would be subject to 

possible reporting biases. 

In order to select the colleges for the study, I randomly selected 200 schools and 

sent letters to their libraries inquiring whether their student newspaper was available on 

~ This number of events is smaller than the total number of events in the dataset because I have excluded 
right-wing events fiom these analyses. 



micro-film. The paper was available fi'om only 25% of the schools. I then selected 

colleges insuring diversity on a number of characteristics which previous research (Van 

Dyke 1998) has shown to be important in influencing the location of student protest 

activity, including the size of the institution, how selective the school is, whether it is 

public or private, and if private, whether or not the college has a reb'gious affiliation. See 

Table 2.1 for a description of the colleges and their characteristics. 

I and some research assistants viewed every issue of the student newspapers fi'om 

these schools fi'om 1930-1990, photocopied and then coded all articles on student protest. 

Based on the work of Tilly (1978) and McAdam et. al. (1997), protest events were 

defined as any action which collectively expressed a grievance and had a goal of causing 

social change,. Thus, I had several criteria for selecting events: they had to be collective, 

public, and express a grievance. Therefore, the dataset includes events ranging fi'om 

petitions and the passage of resolutions, to demonstrations and sit-ins. Protests involving 

only a single individual were not included, nor were events which did not have any 

political motivation, such as a riot following a sporting event. Private meetings were also 

not included, as th^ do not make the group's message public.^ Any protest involving 

students fi'om the college was included in the dataset, even if the event occurred ofif-

campus. Figure 2.3 shows the total number of events in the dataset over time. 

 ̂ Although private meetings and actions bjr individuals m  ̂arguably be considered part of a social 
movement, it is extremely difiBcult to find systematic data on these events, and cannot be done using 
newspapers as a data source. In addition, electoral rallies and iundraising events which may be part of a 
movement's activities were not coded due to the fiict that th  ̂do not directly express a group's claim, and 
because data on these events are not consistently available fiom the newspaper. 
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Figure 2.3. Total Protest Events, All Colleges 
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Although students have historically been active around numerous issues related to 

the broader society, including the Civil War and Abolition, for example, the issues which 

have most consistently occupied their attention have been those regarding their own 

circumstances; college administration. Throughout every decade included in this study, 

campus issues occupied a significant portion of the students' attention. Other issues have 

also triggered higher levels of protest, including peace and international human rights. 

The two issues which mobilized the highest number of protest events were the Vietnam 

War and Apartheid. Peace issues and U.S. military actions, in fact, have consistently been 

of primary concern to students. These issues saw high levels of protest in every decade 

other than the 50s. Interestingly, as you can see from Figure 2.4, the number of issues 

generating significant levels of student protest have increased over time, the dynamics of 

which I examine in other forums. 

For these analyses, Fve included data on all protests covering left-wing issues. 

Protests oriented to the right side of the political spectrum were deleted. A number of 

social movement scholars have suggested that social movements are not distinct entities 

(McAdam 1995, M^er and Whittier 1994). In spite of calls to study protest cycles 

(Tarrow 1989,1994) or entire social movement sectors (Gamer and Zald 1987), few 

social movement researchers have done so (with some notable exceptions, e.g. della Porta 

and Rucht 1995, Kriesi et. al. 1995). Most students of social movements study individual 

movements due to the difficulty of collecting data on a large number of issues. Due to the 

unique nature of my dataset, I am able to examine the entire left-wing movement family. 
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Figure 2.4. Timeline ofProtest Issues on Campus 
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Variables 

The dependent variable for the analyses presented in this paper is the duration 

between protest events on college campuses, or, the frequency of protest events. I expect 

that under certain conditions, protest events will be more likely to occur, and thus, the 

duration between events will be shorter. 

In order to examine whether the presence of elite allies in different branches and 

levels has an effect on the frequency of protest events, I examine the party membership of 

the executive branch and the legislature. SpecificaUy, I look at the influence of aDemocrat 

as president or governor, and the impact of the presence of Democrats in Congress on 

protest activity. Thus, I use the number of Democrats in the State and Federal 

Legislatures as a proxy for elite allies. Although not all Democrats support left-wing 

movements, generally Democrats are more likely to support the left than are Republicans. 

However, exceptions were made to this coding scheme to reflect the fact that the 

Kennedy and Johnson administrations were not allies to the peace movement from 1963-

1968, nor was the Carter administration in 1979 and 1980. Thus, Carter and Johnson 

were not coded as allies during these years, in spite of their Democratic Party afiBliation. 

The archival data on party membership were collected from Statistical Abstracts and the 

Book of the States. 

For my first analysis, I simply examine the relationship between allies and levels of 

protest. I operationalize allies in the legislatures (federal and state) as the percent of 

legislators who are Democrats in ofBce, and use dummy variables to indicate Democrat 

President and Governor In order for the elite allies hypothesis to be supported, we would 
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^ect that Democrats in the executive office and a higher percentage of Democrats in the 

legislature to lead to higher levels of protest. In order to examine the influence of local 

level allies, I look at faculty and administrative responses to previous protest events. 

Specifically, I look at whether or not the previous event had a favorable response from 

faculty or the administration. Faculty response was considered favorable if one or more 

faculty members either verbally indicated support for the protest, or if they partidpated. 

Administration response was considered favorable if administration members either made 

a positive verbal comment regarding the protest, or if they took action to meet protester 

demands. 

Political opportunity theory argues that groups will be more likely to protest when 

elites are divided. The concept of divided elites is also relevant to an examination of 

whether or not people are more likely to mobilize when the government is divided, or 

whether they are more likely to do so when they face a threat, or great opportunities. 

Therefore, I examine the impact of divided elites, within both the federal and state 

legislatures, on the likelihood of student protest activity. I operationalize divided elites as 

the presence of one party in the executive, and the other party in the legislature. For 

example, the federal government would be considered divided when Republicans are the 

dominant party in both houses of the federal legislature, but there is a Democrat in the 

executive office. If there is a monotonic relationship between allies and levels of protest, 

then Democrats in the legislature and executive should lead to the most protest, whfle 

RepubOcans in both branches should lead to low levels of protest. According to Tilly's 

hypothesis, mobilization will be higher when Republicans dominate both houses, or when 
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Democrats dominate. According to Eisinger, levels of protest will be liigher when the 

branches are divided, rather than when one party dominates both. 

I ran a third set of models in order to assess whether the findings fi'om the first 

analyses are driven by protest around one issue. In other words, because my analyses 

examine the entire left-wing movement family, we cannot be sure that the observed 

dynamics apply to mobilization around various individual issues. In these analyses, the 

duration between protest events around specific issues serve as the dependent variables. 

One model examines the influence of allies on levels of protest around women's issues 

from 1960-1990, a second model examines their influence on levels of protest around civil 

rights issues in the same time period, and a third examines their influence on levels of 

activity around peace issues. 

The dataset contains a number of other variables which could potentially serve as 

controls for these analyses, and are of central interest to other questions not explored here. 

However, for simplicity in this analysis, I use fixed effects statistical models, which control 

for any aspect of the college which might influence the incidence of protest events over 

time. I do include a dummy variable which is coded 1 for the Vietnam War Years, due to 

the unusually high levels of protest during that era. There were clearly other factors which 

influenced protest during this period other than college characteristics and the political 

opportunity structure, and this variable should control for these other effects. 
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Statistical Method 

In order to evaluate the eflfect of elite allies on the timing of protest events, I use 

event history models, which predict the frequency of events, or the likelihood that an event 

will occur The specific method 1 use is called Fixed Effects Partial Likelihood, and is a 

variant of proportional hazards regression (Allison 1998). Proportional hazards regression 

calculates the likelihood that an event will occur. Thus, coefiBcients can be interpreted as 

influencing this likelihood, with a positive sign indicating that a variable increases the 

likelihood that a protest event will occur at any given moment, and a negative sign 

indicating that it makes a protest event less likely. The model can be represented as; 

loghij(t) = ai(t) + pXij(t) 

Proportional hazards has several features which make it suitable for examining this 

question. Event history methods are generally appropriate because they take the timing of 

events into account. Thus, it is easy to examine the influence of time-varying factors, such 

as the composition of Congress, on the incidence of events. Proportional hazards has an 

advantage over other event history methods, in that it does not require the specification of 

a particular relationship between the events and time. Because I have little theoretical 

reason for assuming that time, over the course of 60 years, influences the incidence of 

protest activity in a particular way, this method produces more accurate estimates. 

I use fixed effects methods because of the nature of my data: I have multiple 

events occurring within each location. Therefore, it is highly likely that unmeasured 

attributes of the different locations influence the frequency of protest events in that 



location. A fixed effects model takes into account and controls for the influence of the 

location, or any unmeasured quality of the location. Therefore, although the models 

presented in this paper do not include controls for college characteristics, such as the 

whether the school is public or private, these factors are implicitly controlled for. Since 

each college is located in a different state, the fixed effects model also controls for any 

unmeasured attribute of the state which might influence levels of protest. 

Findings 

I ran a series of event history models in order to examine the impact of elite allies 

in different levels and branches of government on the incidence of protest events around 

all issues (see Table 2.2). The most striking and consistent findings are that having allies 

in the legislature at the state level of government makes protest more likely, consistent 

with current formulations of political opportunity theory. However, contrary to some 

versions of political opportunity theory, allies in the executive branch at either level of 

government makes protest less likely. In other words, having an antagonist in the 

executive position may increase levels of protest. This finding is consistent with Tilly's 

(1978) hypothesis that protesters will mobilize in response to a threat. Before I explore 

the implications of these findings, I will describe the different statistical models in more 

detail. 

The first model (Model 1), includes only the local level variables, including Acuity 

support and support fi'om the administration. Local level college allies seem to have littie 
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Table 2.2. The Impact of Elite Allies on the Likelihood of Student Protest 
Activity, 1930-1990. Total Sample. 

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

Local Level: 

Faculty Support -0.007 — ~ -0.005 
0.993 0.995 

Administration Support 0.031 ~ ~ 0.014 
0.969 1.014 

State Level: 

Democrat Governor — -0.132* — -0.130* 
0.858 0.861 

Percent Democrats in the — 1.426*** ~ 1.181*** 
State Legislature 4.163 3.258 

Federal Level: 

Democrat President — ~ -0.346*** -0.248*** 
0.587 0.718 

Percent Democrats in the — ~ 0.514 0.031 
Federal Legislature 1.673 1.032 

Period ££fect Control: 

Vietnam War years 0.400*** 0.307*** 0.387*** 0.299*** 
1.492 1.360 1.473 1.349 

-2 Log Likelihood 28283.102 28213.649 28222.077 28181.289 

n = 2496 events 

• p<.05 »*p<.01 ••»p<.001 

Note: First number is the value of the coefficient, second number is the odds ratio. 
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impact on the incidence of student protest; neither the faculty nor administration support 

variables are significant. 

The second model (Model 2), includes variables for the executive and legislature at 

the state level. The presence of an ally in the executive position, a Democrat, makes 

protest less likely to occur. In other words, having a Republican Governor makes protest 

more likely to occur. Having a Republican in ofBce makes protest fourteen percent more 

likely to occur at any given point in time. This is contrary to political opportunity theory. 

This effect remains in the full model (see Model 4). Allies in the state legislature, on the 

other hand, do make protest more likely to occur. Each additional percentage of the 

legislature that is Democrat increases the likelihood of protest by over three hundred 

percent. This effect remains in the full model, though its magnitude is slightly reduced. 

The third model (Model 3) includes variables for the federal level executive and 

legislature. The effects are similar to those found for the state level. Having an ally in the 

executive decreases the likelihood of protest occurring, while having allies in the 

legislature increases the likelihood of protest, though the latter result is not statistically 
* 

significant Again, the first finding is inconsistent with some formulations of political 

opportunity theory. Having a Democrat for President makes protest forty-one percent 

less likely at any given point in time, or, having a RepubUcan President makes protest 

forty-one percent more likely. Again, the effect of allies in the legislature is non

significant, though in the expected direction. These effects remain in the fiill model 

(Model 4), though the effect of the executive ofBce variable is reduced. In the full model, 

the presence of a Republican increases the likelihood of protest by twenty-eight percent. 



The full model (Model 4) combines the three previous models. As mentioned, the 

effects found in the previous three models remain virtually unchanged in the full model. 

Allies in the state legislature increase the likelihood of protest, while antagonists in the 

executive branch of either level increase the likelihood of protest. I explore these findings 

further in the following discussion section.'̂  

In order to further examine the relationship between allies and levels of protest, I 

ran models which gamine the impact of Democrat domination of the executive and 

legislative branches, divided control, and Republican control over both branches. These 

resuhs are presented in Table 2.3. 

I ran separate models including a variable for divided elites at each level: local, 

state and federal. Model I includes only the variable for divided local elites, faculty and 

administration, and a control variable for the Vietnam War years. The divided local elites 

variable is a dummy coded 1 when either faculty or administration indicate support for 

protesters but the other group fails to do so. As this model demonstrates, divided faculty 

and admim'stration have no effect on the likelihood of protest activity. 

Model 2 includes a variable for divided state government and a variable for 

Republican control of both branches. Democratic control of both branches is the omitted 

variable. The divided control variable is a dummy coded 1 when the executive branch is 

an ally, but the legislature is dominated by non-aUies, or vice versa. Examining the efifect 

of the configuration of power at the state level, protest is most likely to occur when 

* Because of the possibility of additional period effect biases, I also tan these models examining only the 
1960-1990 period The r t̂s are consistent with those presented here. 
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Table 2.3. The Impact of Party Control and Divisions Between Elites on the 
LijaiihoodlofStudentProt|MtActfvigr^  ̂

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

Local Level; 
Divided Faculty and 

Administration 

State Level; 
Divided State Government 

-0.016 
0.984 

-0.248*** 
0.780 

-0.199*** 
0.820 

Republican Controlled State 
Government 

-0.375*** 
0.687 

-0.322*** 
0.724 

Federal Level; 
Divided Federal Government 

Republican Controlled 
Federal Government 

0.234*** 
1.264 

0.405*** 
1.500 

0.216*** 
1.241 

0.362*** 
1.436 

Vietnam War Years 0.402*** 
1.495 

0.519*** 
1.681 

0.443*** 
1.557 

0.535*** 
1.707 

-2 Log Likelihood 

n = 2496 events 

* p<.05 **p<.01 

28283.121 28249.448 28229.049 28206.434 

***,  p<.001 

Note; First number is the value of the coefficient, second number is the odds ratio. 



Democrats control both the executive and the legislature, and second most likely to occur 

when the government is divided. It is least likely to occur when Republicans control the 

executive and the legislature. When Republicans control both branches, protest is thirty-

one percent less likely than when Democrats control both. Protest is fourteen percent 

more likely when there is divided control than when Republicans are in control, but 

twenty-two percent less likely when divided than when Democrats are in control^. These 

findings are consistent with the idea that elite allies make protest more likely, and that the 

more allies, the more likely is protest. 

The findings on the composition of the federal government are far different, 

however. A third model (Model 3) examines the impact of divided federal elites on the 

likelihood of student protest activity. Interestingly, the resuhs are the opposite of those in 

the state level model. That is, protest is most likely when Republicans control both the 

executive and the legislature, and second most likely when the federal government is 

divided, with Republicans in control of one branch and Democrats in control of the other. 

Protest is fifty percent more likely when Republicans are in control of both branches than 

when Democrats are in control. This finding suggests that contenders nfiay mobilize in 

response to threat. A divided federal government, with one party in control of the 

executive and the other in control of the legislature, makes protest twenty-six percent 

more likely than when Democrats are in control of both branches. When elites are 

 ̂The comparison between divided elites and Republican control is not represented in Table 3, in which 
Democrats are the left out variable. However, a separate nm produced this finding, which is statistically 
significant 



divided, protesters may perceive that there is an opportunity for greater influence, as elites 

look for support. 

The fourth model (Model 4) combines both the state and federal models. The 

findings remain largely unchanged, though the magnitude of the effects decreases slightly. 

Republican control of the federal government makes protest most likely, while Democrat 

control of the state government makes protest more likely. 

In order to verify that the results found in the previous set of analyses are not being 

driven by one particular issue, I ran a set of models examining the effect of elite allies on 

mobilization around three specific issue areas (see Table 2.4). These models confirm the 

findings described above. The presence of an ally in the White House leads to decreased 

levels of protest, while the presence of an antagom'st increases protest. For the civil rights 

and women's movements, allies were operationalized as Democrats, while for the peace 

movement. Democrats were considered aUies with the exception of Kennedy and Johnson 

fi-om 1963-1968, and Carter in 1979 and 1980. The effect for the party of the President 

was statistically signficant for the civil rights movement and the peace movement, and in 

the expected direction, though not significant, for the women's movement. An ally in the 

Governor's ofBce was significantly assodated with decreased levels of protest for the 

peace movement, and though the findings for the civil rights movement and women's 

movement are non-significant, they are in the same direction.*^ Unlike the findings 

described above. Democrats in the Federal Legislature had a significant 

 ̂The N for women's movement events was very small, and is probably contributing to the lack of 
statistical significance in the findings. 
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Table 2.4. The Impact of Repression and Elite Allies on the Likelihood of Protest 
Related to Individual Movements. 

Women's Movement Civil Rights Mvt. Peace Movement 
1960-1990 1960-1990 1960-1990 

Local Level: 

Faculty Support -0.215 
0.807 

-0.100 
0.905 

-0.054 
1.056 

Administration Support 0.374 
1.454 

0.529 
1.697 

0.300 
1.350 

State Level: 

Democrat Governor -0.328 
0.720 

-0.182 
0.834 

-0.304« 
0.738 

Federal Level: 

Presidential Ally' -0.199 
0.820 

•Q.m** 
0.623 

-0.234* 
0.791 

Percent Democrats in the 
Federal Legislature 

4.128 
62.083 

-0.840 
0.432 

-3.914»* 
0:020 

-2 Log Likelihood 869.591 1762.799 4957.831 

n = 146 events n = 251 events n = 592 events 

* p<.05 *»p<.01 *»»p< 001 

1 Democratic Presidents were coded as antagonists to Vietnam protests in 1963-1968, 
and to anti-draft protests in 1979-80. 

Note: First number is the value of the coefficient, second number is the odds ratio. 
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and negative effect on levels of peace movement mobilization. Thus, overall, the findings 

for individual movements are consistent with the results of the analyses which examined 

the entire left-wing movement family. 

Conclusions 

These findings suggest that elite allies and elite antagonists may influence 

mobilization. As Tilly suggested (1978), protesters may mobilize in response to both 

threats and opportunities. Republicans in the executive branch of either the state or 

federal government may trigger mobilization, while Democrats in the legislative branch 

trigger protest activity. These findings also suggest that we need to pay attention to the 

location of elites before we can determine their effect. Elites in different levels and 

branches of government have differential effects on levels of protest activity. Republicans 

in the legislative branch do not trigger mobilization, but allies in this location do. In 

addition, there are differences between the different levels of government. Protest is most 

likely when RepubUcans control both branches of the federal government, but less likely 

when they control both branches of state government. 

This work presents a theoretical challenge; if both allies and antagonists trigger 

mobilization, then the theory does not offer much explanatory power. As Gamson and 

Meyer (1996:275) have argued, political opportunity theory is in danger of becoming "an 

all encompassing fudge factor for all of the conditions and circumstances that form the 

context for collective action." However, as noted above, Tilly (1978) hypothesized that 

both threat and opportunity would inspire protest activity. He argued that the relationship 
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would be curvilinear. Thus, the findings presented here may challenge current 

formulations of political opportunity theory, but may be consistent with Tilly's earlier 

formulation. 

However, the findings regarding whether the influence of allies on protest levels 

takes a linear or curvilinear shape are inconclusive. They are complicated by the multi

level nature of our political system. According to Eisinger's formulation, we would 

expect levels of mobilization to be highest when elites are divided. The findings do not 

support this hypothesis. According to Tilly's argument, we would expect levels of 

mobilization to be high when allies control both branches and when antagonists control 

both. However, this hypothesis was not fully supported either. At the federal level, 

threats increase mobilization, while at the state level, allies mobilize contenders. It should 

be noted that these analyses are not a systematic test of either hypothesis, as threat and 

opportunity can involve more than the composition of the state and federal legislature and 

executive offices. However, the theories provided hypotheses which, when applied to the 

relationship between political allies and mobilization, were not supported. 

Therefore, additional work is necessary before we will fiilly understand the 

relationship between allies and mobilization. It is possible that allies may trigger protest 

activity under certain conditions, and that antagonists may do so under different 

conditions. In-depth contextual analysis may allow us to specify these conditions. 

Otherwise, the utility of political opportunity theory must be seriously evaluated. It may 

be that the location of elites mediates their effect on mobilization, as suggested here, but 

fiirther research is necessary before we will fully understand why location matters. The 
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historical data gathered for this project do suggest an explanation for the differential role 

which executive and legislative elites may play in the mobilization of protest. Two &ctors 

may be at work: grievances and access. 

Grievances and Access 

Grievances/Threat: Actors at higher levels of the political system have more 

power to make policies which influence broader publics. They are more visible, and their 

actions impact more people than do the actions of a single legislator. Therefore, the 

presence of antagonists at higher levels of the system, such as governor or president, may 

trigger increased levels of protest activity. The historic data suggest that protesters do 

respond to threat, and that elite allies may not only be important, but also elite antagonists. 

Obviously, protests are often targeted toward the actions and poh'des of the state 

and federal governments. Protests where a specific individual is the issue are more rare. 

In this dataset, 126 protest events were staged specifically in opposition to a political 

figure. Numerous protests were organized against President Nixon, for example, both 

because of his Vietnam policies and his impeachment hearings. Students at the University 

of Arizona actively participated in the recall drive organized against Arizona's Governor in 

the late 1980s. Of the 126 events organized in protest of a political figure, the vast 

majority were organized in opposition to a Republican or non-ally Democrat^ member of 

the federal executive branch. Fiffy-six protests were organized around a federal-level 

 ̂As stated pieviousfy, Kennedy and Johnson were coded as non-allies L%3-I96S for the peace movement 
due to their Vietnam War policies. 
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executive antagonist, while only one was organized around an ally, or Democrat. In 

addition, very few protests (six) were organized around state-level actors, and few were 

organized around legislators (eight). These findings suggest that the actions of 

antagonists in the federal executive are much more likely to trigger collective action. 

When Nixon was inaugurated in 1973, 125,000 protesters, including some Grinnell 

College students, marched on the Federal Capital in protest. Following Reagan's election 

in 1980 and inaugurated in 1981, several hundred Harvard students protested. In 1966, 

Harvard students staged several protests against Secretary of State McNamara, because of 

the Johnson administration's policy toward Vietnam. The actions of the federal executive 

may pose a powerful threat to people's interests, and therefore have a strong potential to 

mobilize people. They pose a more powerful threat than do the actions of a single 

senator. In 1985, a Harvard student, one hour before he was arrested for refusing to leave 

a Boston federal building, expressed his motivation for protesting as follows, "I'm here 

because I'm really at a loss to think what else I can do to stop Reagan..(Brian Shea, 

quoted in Menn 1985). 

Protests oriented against the executive are not limited to opposition to the 

President, but also to members of his cabinet. For example, in 1981, students at the 

University of Arizona, Harvard, and Grinnell College participated in a petition drive in 

opposition to Interior Secretary James Watt, a Reagan appointee, because of his anti-

environmental policies, bi 1986, business school students at Harvard opposed the 

presentation of an honorary medal to Attorn^ General Edwin Meese, because "ffis 

actions and words on poverty^ and civil rights exceed the advocacy of a particular 
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philosophy and demonstrate a gross insensitivity to the American people" (Business 

School Student Government resolution, quoted in Gerber 1986). Students at the 

University of Arizona and Harvard staged protests in opposition to the appointment of 

Robert Boric to the Supreme Court. Students have mobilized in opposition to Presidents 

and other members of the executive branch who were antagom'stic to their interests. Most 

of these mobilizations have been aimed at Republicans, though some were organized in 

opposition to members of the Kennedy and Johnson administrations during the Vietnam 

War. 

Access: Actors at different levels of the political system are more or less 

accessible to their constituents. Legislators often make visits home, and you can schedule 

an appointment with a legislator. Further, state legislators are more accessible than federal 

legislators. Therefore, we might expect protesters to be more influenced by the presence 

of allies or divisions between elites within the legislative branch, and at the state and local 

level, because th^ have more access to these actors. Legislators are more accountable to 

their constituents than are presidents or governors. They rely on the votes of the 

constituents within a single geographic area than do those who aspire to the executive 

ofiSce, and therefore, they may support a social movement in order to gamer votes. 

Contenders may assume that th^ can have more influence on politicians at lower levels of 

the system, and may be more likely to mobilize when they see an opportunity for influence 

at this leveL 

Protesters may view legislators as more accessible partly based on the fact that 



legislators occasionally speak at protest events. In 1959, two Senators, both Democrats, 

verbally indicated their support for a petition being circulated by Harvard students 

opposed to loyalty oaths. In 1979, three state legislators, all Democrats, spoke at an anti-

nuclear rally held at Illinois' state capital in Springfield. In 1981, two US Representatives 

spoke at a Harvard rally opposing US involvement in El Salvador. Occasionally 

Republican Congresspeople also participated in protests on issues of interest to students, 

such as federal financial aid, however, the majority of legislators participating in protests 

involving students were Democrats. We do not and would not expect to find Presidents 

or members of their cabinet participating in protest events. Legislators are clearly more 

accessible, and students are aware of this fact. Over the decades, students have 

periodically gone to Washington DC to lobby legislators about issues of interest to them. 

On these visits, they are usually able to meet with Congressmen. They would not be able 

to secure such meetings with the President. 

Students of sodal movements have recognized the complicated effect which 

government repression can have on protest activity. They also have recognized that 

particular individuals within the institutional political system may be antagonistic to 

movement goals, such as President Reagan and the nuclear fi'eeze movement. However, 

we have failed to modify political opportunity theory to recognize the influence of these 

individuals. We talk about the presence or absence of elite allies, but not about the 

possible presence or absence of elite antagom'sts. These findings demonstrate that we 
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need to do so, and that we need to consider more carefully the conditions under which 

each may influence protest activity. 
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CHAPTERS: WHY PETITION? WHY MARCH? HOW STRUCTURAL 
FACTORS INFLUENCE PROTEST TACTICS 

In spite of their importance, the study of protest tactics has been largely absent 

from the social movements literature. Social scientists have documented the critical role 

which tactical innovation can play in a movement (McAdam 1983), and factors influencing 

the difiusion of a tactic (Soule 1997), but we understand very little about the factors 

which influence tactic selection. Why do protesters circulate a petition one time, yet 

choose to occupy the administration building another? What structural factors influence 

students to turn to civil disobedience and violence during some periods, while preferring 

the petition as their primary tactical form in others? In this chapter, I explore these 

questions. I examine college students' repertoire of protest tactics throughout this 

century, and the factors which influence the use of different tactics. Specifically, I 

examine the effect of political opportunities and organizational strength on the incidence 

of two broad categories of protest tactics; conventional or institutional tactics, and 

confrontational tactics. 

Movement success and failure can hinge on the tactics used by protesters. For 

example, the use of more disruptive, confrontational protest tactics has been credited both 

with some of the successes of the American civil rights movement, and with some of its 

failures. The &mous sit-ins which occurred in the South in the early 1960s were highly 

successfiil due to their ability to disrupt day-to-day life and business operations (McAdam 

1983). The sit-ins and the reactions th^ provoked interfered with business to such an 

extent that lunch counters all over the South desegregated. Thus, tactics can lead to 
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success for a movement. However, the tactics used by the civil rights movement have also 

been credited with creating a backlash against the movement in the late 60s (e.g., N^bise 

1968). Urban riots and the use of violence on the part of protesters led to a loss of 

support from formerly sympathetic liberals in the North. ̂ This influenced the election of 

Nbcon in 1968 and the increased use of repression against the movement. The tactics used 

by protesters can have a powerful impact on the successes and failures of a movement. 

The Tactical Repertoire 

In November of 1996, an activist in Pennsylvania doused herself with gasoline and 

set herself on fire in order to publicize and dramatize her desire for peace. U.S. 

newspaper accounts of this event searched for evidence of mental illness as an explanation 

for her choice of tactic. In the U.S., we do not consider acts of self-immolation or suidde 

to be a reasonable means of protest; self-immolation is not a common protest tactic in this 

country. In Korea, however, there exists a fairly long-standing tradition of the use of self-

immolation as a protest tactic (Kim 1997), and it is a culturally meaningful (if extreme) 

action. This example dramatizes a difference in the repertoire of contention existing in the 

two different countries. In Korea, self-immolation is part of activists' tactical repertoire. 

It is an action which activists are familiar with, and would consider using to protest social 

conditions. In the U.S., however, self-immolation is not a part of the standard protest 

repertoire, and would generally not be considered by activists. 

' Assuming ciedit for the uiban riots of tbe late 1960s led to a loss of support for some ofthe direct action 
civil rights organizations, such as CORE and SNCC (McAdam 1982). The tactics were, however, only 
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"At any point in time, the repertoire of collective actions available to a population 

is surprisingly limited" (Tilly 1978: 151). People have to be familiar with a form of action 

and comfortable using it or th^r will not do so. In the United States, most people are 

familiar with a petition or a demonstration. If they haven't partidpated in a protest using 

these tactics themselves, they have at least seen others doing so in person or on TV. 

These actions are part of the protest repertoire in the U.S., and therefore are fairly easy for 

groups to use. Protesters will usually select tactics from their standard repertoire. Tarrow 

(1995), in his study of the Italian protest cycle between 1966 and 1973, provides evidence 

that this is the case. He documents the rise of both confrontational and conventional 

forms of protest over the course of the protest cycle. The most common forms of protest 

were the most conventional; protesters are most likely to choose conmion tactics with 

which they are famiUar. 

What influences a group to use a particular tactic? Tilly (1978: 156) outlined a 

number of factors which influence a group's repertoire of collective action; 

1 the standards of rights and justice prevailing in the population 
2 the daily routines of the population 
3 the population's internal organization 
4 its accumulated experience with prior collective action 
5 the pattern of repression in the world to which the population belongs. 

Tilly (1978), documents how these factors influenced the development of the strike 

as a part of the standard protest repertoire in the 19"* century. Although work stoppages 

had a long history prior to the 19"* century, the strike was not used frequently until a 

one fiictor in the (tecline of the civil rights movement 
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number of conditions changed. Laborers began to use strikes only as they lost control of 

the work process, with the development of modem industrial capitalism. They fought 

against this loss of control, as it clashed with their belief that th^ should have control 

over their own labor. The 19"' century worker's standard of justice included a sense that 

they should have some say over the work process and product. In addition, the 

concentration of workers in factories and urban areas provided a context in which the 

workers' daily routines were amenable to collective protest activity. It would not have 

been feasible in earlier times, when workers were more scattered across the countryside. 

In addition, the skeletons of craft organizations continued on, and, in the context of 

increasing residential segregation, provided an organizational basis for collective 

organizing. As workers became frustrated with the lack of response on the part of 

ofBdals to their appeals, strikes began to be seen as a potential alternative, especially as 

they saw some strikes achieving success. In addition, the declining use of repression 

against striking workers lowered the costs of this tactic and therefore made it a more 

viable altemative. I now tum to a discussion of studies of modem movements which 

confirm the importance of the factors identified by Tilly, especially the importance of 

political opportunities and organization. 

Political Opportunity and Tactic Use 

In McAdam's (1982) study of the civil rights movement, he demonstrates that 

blacks would not have mobilized to fight for their rights in the 1950s if it were not for the 

increased political opportunities which they experienced throughout the previous several 
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decades. Decreased repression against blacks along with increased political leverage not 

only created the conditions under which protest was possible, but led to the perception 

among blacks that change was indeed possible. Thus, McAdam argues that disruptive 

collective action will not occur unless insurgents face some degree of poUtical 

opportunity. Other scholars have shown similar effects for other movements. Political 

opportunities played a role in the emergence of the women's movement of the 1960s 

(Costain 1992), the nuclear freeze movement in the U.S. and Europe (Kitschelt 1986, 

Meyer 1990, Rucht 1990), the Italian protest cycle of the 1960s (Tarrow 1989), and the 

fall of the Soviet Union (Oberschall 1996). 

Although it seems clear that an expansion in political opportunities may facilitate 

protest mobilization, we still do not understand the dynamic relationship between 

opportunities and tactics. The effect of political alignments and the use of repression on 

different types of tactics remains unexamined. Given that insurgents face some degree of 

political opportunity, we do not know how variation in elite support and repression 

influence the tactics that protesters will choose. Do increased numbers of allies in the 

political system influence protesters to adopt more radical and disruptive tactics in an 

attempt to gamer attention and press for change, or do protesters pursue change through 

institutional channels when th^ have more allies, assuming that more disruptive tactics are 

unnecessary? A third possibility is that allies trigger the use of both types of tactics, as 

contending groups try to get their attention and exerdse influence through any means that 

thQT have. 



Recent research by Soule and her colleagues (1999) examines some of these 

questions, exploring the effect of political opportunities on mobilization around women's 

issues in the U.S. from 19S6 to 1979. Th^ examine the efiect of allies within the 

executive and legislative branches on levels of insider and outsider protest tactics. They 

define insider events as collective action which occurs within the institutional political 

arena, and outsider events as those events which occur outside of it. They find that, 

contrary to what some variations of political opportunity theory might predict, the 

presence of an ally in the federal executive position does not lead to heightened levels of 

either type of action. Rather, the presence of an antagonist in this position leads to higher 

levels of both institutional and confrontational tactics. However, aUies within the 

legislative branch do lead to increased levels of both types of protest. Their findings 

support the idea that the presence of allies (at least within the legislature) leads to an 

increase in all types of action, rather than triggering the use of one type of tactic while 

decreasing the use of another. 

This finding is consistent with my own research regarding the effect of antagonists 

within the political system on overall levels of student protest (see ch&pter 2). Contrary to 

what current formulations of political opportunity theory might argue, antagom'sts rather 

than allies may lead to higher levels of protest. The presence of an antagonist in the 

executive branch of both the state and federal government leads to increased levels of 

protest. At the same time, allies within the legislative branch lead to higher levels of 

protest. I speculate that these effects are due to the differential threat which these actors 

pose, and differences in their visibility and accessibility. Those in the executive branch 
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have more power to make policies which a£fect a larger portion of the public, and 

therefore their actions may be perceived by protesters as more threatening. The President 

and the Governor also are more visible; protesters are more likely to learn about their 

actions and policies in the newspaper. Members of the executive branch are also much 

less accessible than members of Congress. Thus, protesters may view antagonists in these 

positions as especially threatening and therefore requiring strong action, or allies in these 

positions as having the power to satisfy their concerns, thus defusing the need for protest. 

Extending these ideas to the study of tactics, we might expect that the presence of 

antagonists in the executive position may lead to the use of stronger or more 

confrontational tactics. 

The conflict literature also provides some theoretical reason for expecting allies in 

different levels or branches of government to have a differential effect on tactic use. The 

dual concern model (Pruitt and Rubin 1986) argues that parties in a conflict are often 

concerned not only about their own interests, but also about the interests of the other 

party. Concern about the other's interests may be instrumental; when people are 

dependent on the other group for rewards and penalties, they may choose less contentious 

modes of conflict. A second conflict perspective, the perceived feasibility perspective, can 

be used in conjunction with the dual concern model (Pruitt and Rubin 1986). It argues 

that when choosing a strategy, actors consider the potential effectiveness of their strategy, 

and their perception of the other group's willingness to problem solve. Based on these 

two perspectives, we might ^ect that protesters will perceive allies within the legislature 

and within state government as being more willing to work with them, due to the 



dependence which legislators have on their constituents. In an effort to avoid alienating 

allies, protesters may therefore choose less contentious forms of protest when they have 

allies within the state government and within the federal legislature. 

However, further research is required before we lay this question to rest. Soule 

and her colleagues (1999) examine the effect of political opportunities on the women's 

movement, however, we do not icnow whether the same dynamics occur between the 

political opportunity structure and other movements. My own work (chapter 2) 

demonstrates the effect of political opportunities on overall levels of student protest, but 

does not examine how the presence of allies or antagonists in different levels and branches 

of government influence the use of different tactics. My findings regarding their effect on 

overall levels of protest give us reason for suspecting that the presence of allies or 

antagonists in different positions may have a differential influence on protester strategy 

and tactic choice. In this chapter, I examine the impact of the political opportunity 

structure, in terms of elite allies, antagonists, and repression, on the use of different 

tactical forms. 

The Role of Organizations: Institutionalization or Tactical Competition? 

There is some disagreement over the role which organizations play in the 

development of tactical repertoires. On one hand are those who argue that increased 

organization leads to increased conservatism and the decreased use of disruptive tactics. 

On the other hand, scholars have demonstrated that some level of organization is 

necessary for the occurrence of sustained social movement activity, which by most 
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definitions would include the use of disruptive tactics. This is the central postulate of 

resource mobilization theory (McCarthy and Zald 1973, Tilly 1978). Scholars have 

demonstrateed that the civil rights movement emerged when it did partially because of the 

growing strength of black organizations, including the church, NAACP, and black colleges 

(McAdam 1982, Morris 1984). Thus, we might assume that organization is necessary 

before any type of protest will occur, including confi-ontational events. 

Tarrow (1989) suggests that organizational interaction may increase the use of 

disruptive tactics. He argues that over the course of a protest cycle, the number of active 

social movement organizations increases. As more and more movement organizations 

become active, they compete with each other, and as a result may be incUned to use more 

and more disruptive tactics as they vie for attention. The hypothesis which follows fi'om 

this work is that increased organization leads to increased levels of disruptive protest 

activity. Soule and her colleagues (1999), in their study of the American women's 

movement, find that increased levels of women's organization lead to increased levels of 

both disruptive and conventional protest activity. 

An alternate position has also been advanced. Some have argued that increased 

organization can lead to the institutionalization of protest tactics, and ultimately the 

decline of a movement. Michels (1962) was perhaps the first to suggest that over time, 

the leaders of large political organizations will inevitably come to value their own interests 

and the security^ of their position over the goals of the organization's membership. Th^ 

will tend to pursue more conservative action, even if the goals of the orgam'zation call for 

a bolder response. Piven and Cloward (1979), following this line of argument, suggest 
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that the increased involvement of organizations during periods when poor people are 

mobilized to act against authorities may lead to a channeling of the movement's energy 

into building organization and pressing for legislative changes, while abandoning more 

disruptive and effective tactics. Koopmans (1993), in his study of protest in West 

Germany from 1965 to 1989, finds that the highest levels of disruptive activity occur 

during years with the lowest participation of organizations. He concludes that 

competition among organizations does not lead to increased use of disruptive tactics. He 

suggests that protest organizations may be crucial during the initial phase of a protest 

wave, but that during the later phases of a protest cycle, the involvement of organizations 

may lead to a lower incidence of disruptive tactics. Minko£f (1997) also finds that 

increased levels of organization lead to decreased use of confi'ontational tactics in the 

women's movement. 

Staggenborg (1988), in her study of the abortion rights movement, describes the 

mechanism by which this might occur: institutionalization. She demonstrates how, over 

time, abortion rights organizations became increasingly institutionalized and began to 

pursue change through more conservative means. She found several reasons for higher 

levels of conventional tactic use on the part of formal organizations. First, they are able 

to use conventional tactics, having a professional leadership with the skills and knowledge 

necessary to do so. Conventional tactics may be perceived as more effective and therefore 

preferred by the leaders of these organizations, who also have the skills to implement 

them. In addition, professional leaders prefer conventional tactics because th^ fit in more 

with their schedules, and because they can be held accountable for any illegal actions of 
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the organization. And, thirdly, formal organizations tend to engage in fewer direct actions 

partially as a result of their increased focus on organizational maintenance: increasing 

membership roles and fiindraising. Their energy is directed toward these functions, and 

they may not want to jeopardize the organization's survival by losing legitimacy through 

the use of disruptive tactics. 

The lack of consensus regarding the eS^ of organizations on protest may stem in 

part from methodological differences. Minkoff (1997) and Staggenborg (1988) studied 

individual movements. Staggenborg studied the development of organizations over time, 

as opposed to examining all protest activity. It is unclear whether their findings apply to 

other social movements, or help explain overall levels of tactic use. 

Another potential problem lies with the use of national movement organizations to 

measure the number of organizations involved in protest. Most studies examine the 

influence of national social movement organizations (SMOs) on protest activity reported 

in the New York Times. There is no evidence, however, that the organizations included in 

the study have any actual influence on the actions reported in the newspaper. In other 

words, we don't know what organizations are involved in the protest activity, whether 

they are national or local organizations, and whether they are even included in the 

measures of organization. Findings which suggest that higher numbers of national SMOs 

lead to a decrease in protest may be an artifact of some other process. Research has 

suggested that most of the protest which occurs at the local level is not initiated by 

national organizations (Hutchinson et al. 1998). Thus, the causal connection between 

national organization and levels of protest is questionable. In this study, there is a direct 
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correspondence between the location and activity of the organizations measured in the 

study and the organizations involved in the protest activity. Studies which link national 

organizations with protest reported in the New York Times (or national newspaper in 

Europe) cannot make the same claim. 

The use of national newspapers as a data source may also pose potential problems. 

American newspapers are extremely biased in their coverage of events (McCarthy et. al. 

1996). They include only a fraction of the events which occur, and tend to be biased in 

favor of larger, more disruptive and violent events. Thus, when Koopmans (1993) creates 

a typology of actions, three of his four categories involve violence, even though violent 

events are in the minority. In this study I use data sources which I have reason to believe 

are more reliable (see data and methods section for further discussion). 

In this study, I am able to examine the overall impact of organizations on the 

prevalence of different types of collective action. 1 am able to look at the effect of 

organization on protest tactics on the part of all movements active on college campuses 

over a sixty year tune period. Based on the work described above, we might expect to see 

increased use of conventional tactics with the increased involvement of organizations 

involved in protest. On the other hand, the presence of additional organizations may be 

associated with higher levels of aU forms of protest activity, since we know that some level 

of organization is necessary for collective action. The presence of increased numbers of 

organizations may lead to additional protest of all forms. 
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Data: College Student Activism 

Using a dataset of2371 conventional and confrontational protest events which 

occurred on nine college campuses between 1930 and 1990,1 examine the following 

questions^; 

1. How do political opportunities influence the type of tactic used by activists? 

2. How does the involvement of organizations influence the tactics used by 

activists? 

In order to select the colleges for the study, I randomly selected 200 schools and 

sent letters to their libraries inquiring whether their student newspaper was available on 

micro-film. The paper was available fi'om only 25% of the schools. I then selected 

colleges insuring diversity on a number of characteristics which previous research (Van 

Dyke 1998) has shown to be important in influencing the location of student protest 

activity, including the size of the institution, how selective the school is, whether it is 

public or private, and if private, whether or not the college has a religious afiSliation. See 

Table 3.1 for a description of the colleges and their characteristics. 

With the help of some research assistants, I viewed every issue of the student 

newspapers fi-om these schools fi-om 1930-1990, copied and then coded all articles on 

student protest. Based on the work of Tilly (1978) and McAdam et. al. (1997), protest 

events were defined as any action which collectively expressed a grievance and had a goal 

of causing social change,. Thus, 1 had several criteria for selecting events; they had to be 

 ̂The nuinber of events used for these analyses is different from the total number of events included in the 
dataset because I exclude right-wing events, and those which could not be classified as either conventional 
or confiontational due to nussing or ambiguous information regarding the event form. 
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Table 3.1. Sample Colleces, G 

1 1 1 tion Criteria. 

Private Public Selectivity 

N M H 

Small 
<3500 

students 

Large 
>3500 

students 

Grinnell College, lA X X X 

Harvard University, MA X X X 

Ottawa University, KS X X X 

Midland Lutheran College, NE R X X 

Muhlenberg College, PA R X X 

St. Mary's College of CA R X X 

Illinois State University X X X 

University of Arizona X X X 

University of Southern 
Mississippi 

X X X 

R = religious college 
N = non-selective 
M = moderately selective 
H = highly selective 
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collective, public, and express a grievance. Therefore, the dataset includes events ranging 

from petitions and demonstrations, to law suits and the passage of resolutions.^ For these 

analyses, I've included data on all protests covering left-wing issues. A number of social 

movement scholars have suggested that social movements are not distinct entities 

(McAdam 1995, Meyer and Whittier 1994). However, most students of social movements 

study individual movements due to the difficulty of collecting data on a large number of 

issues. Due to the unique nature of my dataset, I am able to examine the entire left-wing 

movement family. Table 3.2 provides descriptive statistics of the dataset. 

I have reason to believe that the reporting of events in the student newspapers 

from which I obtained my data is much more thorough and less biased than that of city 

newspapers. In order to roughly measure relative reporting bias, I compared coverage of 

events in the University of Arizona student paper with coverage in Tucson's daily 

newspaper, and in the New York Times."* I found that the city's paper covered only 25 -

50 percent of the events covered in the student paper. None of the events made it into the 

New York Times. Researchers have estimated that only eleven percent of the protests 

which occur nationally are covered in the New York Times (McCarthy et al. 1996). 

However, a case study conducted on one campus found that eighty percent of campus 

events were covered (Jones et al. 1998) in the student paper. I also suspect that reporting 

 ̂ Although private meetiiigs and actions by individuals arguably be considered part of a social 
movement, it is extremely difficult to find systematic data on these events, and cannot be done using 
newspapers as a data source. En addition, electoral rallies and fimdraising events which may be part of a 
movement's activities were not cod  ̂due to the iact that they do not directly express a group's claim, and 
because data on these events are not consistently available fitom the newspaper. 
" I randomly selected four months, and looked dirough the city's newspaper to determine the coverage of 
student protest activity. 



Table 3.2. Characteristics of the Protest Events 

Event Characteristic 

Mean number of activities 1.61 

Mean number of participants 6 U .88 

Mean number of student participants 416.30 

Mean number of organizations involved 1.41 

Percent of events involving 76.5% 
organizations 

Percent of events with police 
involvement 12.4% 

Mean number of arrests 0.04 

Percent of events involving 
counterdemonstrators 7.0% 

Percent of events with faculty support 16.1% 

Percent of events involving violence 3.3% 

Percent of events involving injury 1.7% 



of organizational involvement may be more thorough in the student papers, as students 

would be more attuned the activities and presence of campus organizations. 

Protest on Campus 

Student protest tactics range from the conventional - passage of resolutions and 

circulation of petitions - to the more dramatic - demonstrations, marches, sit-ins and 

building occupations. The petition and the demonstration have historically been the 

predominant forms of student protest on the campuses under study here. In the sixty 

years between 1930 and 1990, approximately thirty percent of the protests were 

demonstrations, while ahnost twenty percent were petitions. Rarely have students made 

use of the lawsuit as a protest tactic, probably due to their lack of financial resources. 

Only 2% of the actions included in this study took the form of a lawsuit. And, although 

students' most unruly actions may have garnered the most attention from the national 

news, only about three percent of the actions studied here involved civil disobedience or 

some type of illegal activity. 

The broad historical viewpoint taken by Tilly suggests that the protest repertoire 

evolves slowly, and that activists tend to use actions which are part of their standard 

repertoire. We would expect to see strong continuity in the use of tactics over time. A 

quick examination of the tactics used on college campuses between 1930 and 1990 

suggests that this is the case (see Figure 3.1). Three protest forms have dominated the 

public &ce of student protest activity throughout the past sixty years: petitions. 
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Figure 3.1. Timeline of the Most Prevalent Proteat Tactics on Campus, 1930-1990 

1 
1930s 

Campus 
issues 

Anti-war 

1940s 
Campus 

issues 
Anti-war 
Civil Rights 

I 
1950s 

Campus 
issues 

McCarthy 
proceedings 

1960s 
Campus 

issues 
Disarmament 
Anti-war 
Civil Rights 

I I 
1970s 

Campus issues 
Anti-war 
Women's Mvt 
Anti-nuclear 
Anti-apartheid 

1980s 
Campus issues 
Women's Mvt 
Anti-nuclear 
Anti-apartheid 
U.S. in Central 

America 
Abortion 

Note; Tactical forms are listed in order of frequency. All event forms which comprised 
over 10% of the events in that decade are listed. 
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Figure 3.2. Conventional vs. Confrontational Tactics Over 
Time 
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demonstrations and resolutions. The broader categories of which these specific tactics are 

a part, conventional and confi'ontational action, also show strong continuity over time (see 

Figure 3.2). 

Interestingly, the specific tactic preferred by students has shifted over time. In the 

1930s and 40s, the petition was the predominant protest tactic, with approximately forty 

percent of protests taking this form. During this same period, demonstrations accounted 

for approximately twenty percent of protests. During the 19S0s, during the repressive 

McCarthy era, virtually all protests took the form of either a petition or the passage of a 

resolution. However, the two primary tactics switched places in terms of dominance 

during the 1960s. Demonstrations became the tactic of choice, with approximately forty 

percent of all protests taking this form during the 1960s and the following decades. 

Petitions were used in only approximately twenty percent of the protests from 1960 on. 

The predominant type of protest tactic used varies by issue area. Before I explore 

this variation, however, it will be useful for the reader to have some information regarding 

the predominant issues around which students have protested. Although students have 

historically been active around numerous issues related to the broader society, including 

the Civil War and Abolition, for example, campus issues have most consistently occupied 

their attention. Throughout every decade included in this study, campus issues occupied a 

significant portion of the students' attention. Other issues have also triggered higher 

levels of protest, including peace and international human rights. The two issues which 

mobilized the highest number of protest events were the Vietnam War and Apartheid. 

Peace issues and U.S. military actions, in fiu:t^ have consistently been an issue of primary 
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concern to students. These issues saw high levels of protest in every decade other than 

the 50s. Interestingly, the number of issues generating significant levels of student protest 

have increased over time, the dynamics of which I examine in other forums. 

Protests around different issues have tended to use similar tactics, with one notable 

exception. Protests around peace, civil rights, women's issues and international human 

rights have tended to favor confi'ontational tactics, with between 64 and 75 percent of 

events around these issues featuring confrontational protest forms, such as demonstrations 

or marches (see Table 3.3). Protests around campus issues have predominantly involved 

the use of conventional tactics, such as petitions or resolutions. These findings support 

the dual concern model of social conflict, which argues that people pay attention to the 

other party's interests and possible response when choosing a strategy. When contenders 

are especially dependent on the other party, they may choose less contentious forms of 

action. Thus, when issues involve the administration of the university, protesters may use 

less confrontational tactics in order to avoid aUenating those who may help them, and in 

order to avoid the costs which might be associated with campus disorder, such as 

suspension from school. 

In order to examine the effect of organizational involvement on tactic use, I first 

examine simple frequencies. Interestingly, there appears to be no difference in the 

involvement of organizations in events using the different tactical forms (see Table 4). 

Organizations are involved in approximately seventy-five percent of all events, irrespective 

of tactic. This finding contradicts the prediction of those who argue that organizations 



Table 3.3. Issues and Confrontational Tactics 

Issue Percent of Actions Involving 
Confrontational Tactics 

Peace 65.1 
Women's Issues 64.5 
International Human Rights 73.7 
Campus Issues 31.8 
Civil Rights 65.8 

Table 3.4. Involvement of Organizations in Events Using Different Tactics. 

Type of Tactic Percent Involving Organizations 

Conventional Actions 72.6% 
n=1188 

Conjg-ontational Actions 80.4% 
n=1183 
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tend to use more conventional tactics. However, more sophisticated statistical models are 

necessary before we reach any firm conclusions regarding this hypothesis. 

Tactic use does vary between organizations. Table 3.S shows confi'ontational 

tactic use by the 25 most active (in collective protest) student organizations. There is 

systematic variation in the extent to which different types of organizations use disruptive 

collective action. A wide variety of student organizations participate in protest activity, 

fi-om student councils and Hillel groups to sodal movement organizations (SMOs) such as 

Students for a Democratic Society (SDS). These groups can be organized along a 

continuum based on the extent to which they are organized specifically to pursue political 

change. Non-protest oriented student organizations form one distinctive group, and 

include those organizations which provide a reh'gious function, are organized for 

recreation, or to help students with campus life. This group also includes student councils, 

which are organized to govern students and represent their interests to the administration 

through estabUshed political channels. Those organizations organized primarily for the 

purpose of pursuing social change, the social movement organizations (SMOs), form the 

second group, and include organizations such as the Committee on Central America, the 

November Action Coalition (an anti-war group), and the NAACP. There is a profound 

difference in the tactical styles of the two groups. The organizations whose purpose is 

student life rather than social movement activity generally tend to use conventional tactics 

more often than th^ take confi-ontational action. The SMOs, on the other hand, tend to 

use confi-ontationai tactics more often than th^ use conventional tactics. 



Table 3.5. Confrontational Tactic Use by Organizations 

Organ^tion 

Percent of Actions 
Involving 

Confrontational 
Tactics 

N 

Peace and Justice Coalition 94.7 19 
Committee on Central America 92.3 26 
Democratic Socialists 82.9 35 
November Action 82.6 23 
NOW 80.8 26 
NAACP 80.0 35 
Black Law Students 75.9 29 
South Africa Solidarity Committee 74.2 93 
SDS 73.2 183 
New American Movement 70.6 34 
Student Mobilization 70.0 20 
Black Student Assodation 65.9 41 
Association of Afro and African- 53.1 32 
American Students 
Black Student Umon 51.4 35 
Hillel 50.0 20 
RadclifTe Student Union 50.0 24 
Student Peace Association 47.6 21 
American Student Union 47.1 34 
Young Democrats 46.0 63 
National Student League 42.1 19 
Young Republicans 34.3 35 
ASUA 30.0 20 
Harvard Liberal Union 25.8 31 
Student Council 19.5 82 



Thus far we have seen that tactic use has varied over the course of the sixty years 

studied here, and that tactics also vary by issue, and by organizational type. I next turn to 

statistical analyses in order to further examine the extent to which organizations and 

political opportunities influence tactic use. 

Statistical Method 

For my statistical calculations, I use event history methods. Specifically, I use 

proportional hazards regression, which calculates the likelihood that an event will occur.^ 

Thus, coe£5cients can be interpreted as influencing this likelihood, with a positive sign 

indicating that a variable increases the likelihood that a protest event will occur at any 

given moment, and a negative sign indicating that it makes a protest event less likely. The 

model can be represented as; 

log hij(t) = ai(t) + Pxij(t) 

Proportional hazards has several features which make it suitable for examining 

these questions. Event history methods are generaUy appropriate because they take the 

timing of events into account. Thus, it is easy to examine the influence of time varying 

factors, such as the composition of congress, on the incidence of events. Proportional 

hazards has an advantage over other event history methods, in that it does not require a 

specification of a specific relationship between the events and time. Because I have little 

theoretical reason for assuming that time, over the course of 60 years, influences the 

 ̂I also ran the models using poisson regression on yearly event counts,, and obtained similar results. 
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incidence of different types of tactics in a particular way, this method produces more 

accurate estimates. 

I use a specific type of proportional hazards model called fixed effects to examine 

my questions. Fixed effects methods are ideal for the type of data which I am using. 

Because I have multiple events occurring in each location, it is highly likely that 

unmeasured attributes of the different locations influence the fi-equency of protest events 

in that location. A fixed effects model takes into account and controls for the influence of 

the location, or any unmeasured quality of the location. Therefore, although the models 

presented in this paper do not include controls for college characteristics, such as the 

whether the school is public or private, these factors are implicitly controlled for. Since 

each college is located in a different state, the fixed effects model also controls for any 

unmeasured attribute of the state which might influence levels of protest. 

Because I ran separate models for each type of tactic, the models themselves only 

tell me the effect which an independent variable has on that particular tactic. In order to 

test whether the independent variables have a significantiy different effect on the different 

tactics, I conduct chi-square tests of the difference in the coefficients.^ These tests enable 

me to determine, for example, whether organizations have a different effect on 

conventional versus confi'ontational tactics. 

Deperuknt Variables 

I examine these questions by looking at two broad categories of tactics: 

conventional political tactics, such as petitions, resolutions and letter-writing campaigns; 
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and confrontational tactics, such as sit-ins, demonstrations, and marches. My categories 

are based on the extent to which the tactics are a part of the institutional political system, 

or the extent to which they are confrontational and disruptive by operating outside of the 

institutional political system. I ran separate models for each type of tactic, with the timing 

of the use of the tactic as the dependent variable.^ I examine the influence of political 

opportunities and the level of organization on the incidence of different types of tactics. 

Independent Variables 

Several variables were included in the models to capture the influence of political 

opportunities. I include variables which measure the impact of elite allies in both the 

executive and legislative branches of both the state and federal government. One variable 

is a yearly measure of the party of the President, and is included in the models as a dummy 

variable, with a 1 indicating Democratic Party. Another variable captures the percent of 

the Federal Congress which is Democrat. The presence of Democrats in ofBce is used as a 

proxy for the extent to which the lefl-wing movements have allies in power. Similar 

measures are included for the state level; the party of the Governor, and the percent of 

the state legislature which is Democrat The variable for the party of the Governor is a 

dummy variable, coded 1 when a Democrat is in ofSce. In order to capture the effect of 

I used the equation: bi-b2 / seî -sez  ̂to detennine the chi square coefiBcient 
 ̂In other words, the length of time between conventional actions serves as one of my dependent variables, 

and the length of time between confrontational actions serves as a second. 
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repression on tactic choice, I include a variable representing a count of the number of 

arrests which occurred in response to protests on that campus in the previous month'. 

In order to measure the association between organizations and the type of protest 

tactic used, I include a dummy variable which represents whether or not an organization 

was involved in the event.^ I also include a measure of the number of different 

organizations which were involved in protest activity on that campus in the previous 

year^°. 

The dataset contains a number of other variables which could potentially serve as 

controls for these analyses, and are of central interest to other questions not explored here. 

However, for simplicity in this analysis, I use fixed effects statistical models, which control 

for any aspect of the college which might influence the incidence of protest events over 

time. I do include a dummy variable which is coded 1 for the Vietnam War Years, due to 

the unusually high levels of protest during that era. There were clearly other factors which 

influenced protest during this period other than college characteristics and the poUtical 

opportunity structure, and this variable should control for these other effects.'̂  

' I also ran models including a square term for the number of arrests, but the square term was non
significant 

 ̂Any time a group with a name was mentioned as participating in the event, this variable was assigned a 
value of "1." 

I also ran models including the square term of this variable, in order to determine whether the presence 
of high numbers of organizations leads to dififerent tactical choices. Though this variable was often 
statistically significant, the efTea was so small it was not worth reporting. 
" Because I only have one Southern school in the dataset, the fixed eCTects models should control for 
unique political characteristics of the South, including the &ct that Southern Democrats have historically 
been different fiom Northern Democrats. 
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Findings 

In order to examine the influence of political opportunities and organization on the 

type of tactics used by protest, I ran two sets of analyses. One set includes four models 

examining the impact of these factors on the choice of institutional or conventional tactics, 

such as petitions and letter writing campaigns. The second set examines the factors 

associated with the use of confrontational or non-institutional tactics, such as 

demonstrations, sit-ins, or marches. 

Political Opportunities 

I first ran a model to examine the elSect of political opportunities on the likelihood 

of conventional collective action (see Table 3.6). Current formulations of political 

opportunity theory predict that the presence of allies in the government will increase levels 

of protest. I hypothesized that allies in the federal government would have a greater impact 

on protest than state level alh'es, and that allies in the government might lead to an increase 

in the use of conventional tactics, while antagonists in these positions might lead to an 

increase in the use of confrontational tactics. Model 1 of Table 3.6 suggests that 

presidential allies actually decrease the likelihood of conventional collective action, while 

allies in either the federal or state legislature increase the likelihood of conventional 

action. Thus, my hypotheses are partially supported. Allies in the legislature have a 

powerfiil influence on the likelihood of conventional action: each additional percent the 

Congress is composed of Democrats increases the likelihood of conventional action by 
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Table 3.6. Effects of Political Opportunities and Organoation on the Likelihood of 
Conventional Political Action. Fixed Effects Partial Likelihood Model. 

Model 1 Model! Model 3 Model 4 

Political Allies : 

President -0.166* — -0.086 
0.847 0.918 

Federal Legislature 1.508* — 1.571** 
4.519 4.810 

Governor -0.141 •• -0212 
0.868 0.809 

State Legislature 1.508*** 0.755* 
4.519 2.127 

Arrests -0.043 -0.079 
0.958 0.924 

Involvement of an Organization — 0.160* 0.162* 0.151* 
1.174 1.176 1.163 

Protest Organizations Active in — — 0.019*** 0.015*** 
the Previous Year 1.020 1.015 

Vietnam War Years 0.571*»* 0.680*** 0.507*** 0.415*** 
1.769 1.974 1.661 1.514 

-2 Log Ltkelihood 

N=1188 

9470.698 11525.381 11362.787 10858.370 
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352%. Protesters may feel that less disruptive forms of action will be effective in 

influencing legislators; th^ may choose these because th^ are hesitant to alienate 

potential allies. These effects remain in a model which includes the variables for political 

opportunities and organization (see Table 3.6, Model 4). 

However, the presence of an ally in the executive does not lead to increased use of 

conventional action. Contrary to what political opportunity theory might predict, the 

presence of an antagonist in the federal executive leads to increased levels of conventional 

action.'̂  The presence of an antagonist (Republican) in the federal executive increases the 

likelihood of conventional collective action by 18 percent. However, this effect becomes 

non-significant in the full model (see Table 3.6, Model 4). Arrests have no effect on the 

incidence of conventional political activity. These findings become even more interesting 

when contrasted with the factors which influence the likelihood of confi-ontational 

collective action. 

Table 3.7 examines the effects of poh'tical opportunity and organization on the 

likelihood of confi-ontational or non-institutional collective action. As hypothesized and 

consistent with the findings regarding conventional action, the presence of an antagom'st in 

the federal executive leads to an increase in the likelihood of confirontational protest 

activity. However, the effect is stronger than that for conventional action, and remains 

significant in the full model (see Table 3.7, Model 4).'̂  A Republican President increases 

While political opportunity theory does not make any predictions about protest form, it does generally 
siigpesr thar allies will trigger increased levels of protest, not antagonists. 

The difference between the effect of the executive on conventional versus confrontational action is 
statistically significant 
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Table 3.7. Effects of Political Opportunities and Organization on the Likelihood of 
Confrontational Political Action. Fixed Effects Partial Likelihood Model. 

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

Political AUies: 

President 
-0.27l««* 
0.763 

— -0214** 
0.807 

Federal Legislature -1.672* 
0.188 

~ — -1.428 
0.240 

Governor -0.084 
0.919 

— — -0.097 
0.908 

State Legislature 0.659 
1.932 

— — 0.352 
1.422 

Arrests -0.240** 
0.787 

— — -0.251** 
0.778 

Protest Organization Involved — 0.185* 
1.203 

0.162* 
1.176 

0.153 
1.166 

Protest Organizations Active in 
the Previous Year 

— — 0.013*** 
1.013 

0.007* 
1.007 

Vietnam War Years 0.137 
1.147 

0.193** 
1.213 

0.146* 
1.157 

0.108 
1.114 

-2 Log Likelihood 11590.099 11779.957 11743.516 11580.292 

N=I 183 
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the likelihood of confrontational protest activity by thirty-one percent (as contrasted with 

increasing the likelihood of conventional action by eighteen percent). 

Contrary to the findings regarding conventional action, the presence of allies in the 

federal legislature decreases the likelihood of confrontational action. Each percent 

increase in the number of Democrats in the Congress decreases the likelihood of 

confrontational action by seventeen percent. This can also be interpreted as the influence 

of antagonists; each additional percent the Congress is composed of Repubh'cans increases 

the likelihood of confrontational action. These findings are consistent with my hypothesis. 

I hypothesized that activists may use more conventional tactics when attempting to 

influence their allies, perhaps based on the assumption that stronger efforts were 

unnecessary or may actually hurt their cause. However, the increased threat posed by 

antagom'sts may make the stakes seem higher, suggesting the need for more aggressive 

action. This effect, however, becomes non-significant in the frill model (see Table 3.7, 

Model 4), though it remains in the same direction. Unlike the findings regarding 

conventional action, the number of arrests in the previous month have a significant 

negative impact on the likelihood of confrontational action. Each additional arrest 

decreases the likelihood of confrontational tactic use by seventeen percent. This effect 

remains in the M model. 

Orgemizations 

As discussed earlier, organizations were equally likely to be involved in events 

using either ̂ e of tactical form. In order to verify this finding using more sophisticated 
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techniques, I ran event history models (see Tables 3.6 and 3.7, Model 2). These findings 

demonstrate that the involvement of an organization makes an event of any type more 

likely to occur. The variable for the involvement of an organization is statistically 

significant for both conventional and confi'ontational actions, and chi-square tests of the 

difference between the coefficients suggests that there is no statistically significant 

difference between them. Thus, the results of this analysis confirm the findings of the 

simple fi'equencies. Organizations do not make either type of event more likely than the 

other. The involvement of organizations renders confi'ontational actions, such as marches, 

as likely as the use of conventional tactics, such as petition drives or letter writing 

campaigns. 

There is also the possibility that there is a lagged effect of organizations. In other 

words, it is possible that the involvement of organizations in protest activity, though it 

may not afifect the likelihood of dififerent tactic use in the short term, may lead to 

increasing use of conventional tactics as the organizations become more formalized or 

institutionalized, as suggested by Staggenborg (1988). Thus, I ran the event history 

models with a variable for the number of organizations involved in protest in the previous 

year (see Tables 3.6 and 3.7, Model 3). These analyses disconfirm the hypothesis 

described above. The involvement of organizations in protest in the previous year makes 

both conventional and confi'ontational protest events more likely to occur. These analyses 

support resource mobilization theory: increased involvement of organizations makes 

protest activity of all types more likely. 
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Conclusion 

Although protest tactics are extremely important to the success of a movement, we 

understand very little about the factors influencing the use of different tactics. The 

analyses presented here demonstrate a number of ways in which structural factors 

influence tactic use; different configurations of the political opportunity structure have a 

differential effect on the use of different tactics, while the involvement of student 

organizations increases the likelihood of protest events of all tactical forms. 

These findings demonstrate that political opportunities do influence tactic 

selection, and that this influence varies between different tactics. Allies in the legislature 

lead to an increase in the use of conventional tactics, while antagom'sts in the executive 

branch lead to an increase in the use of confrontational tactics. I hypothesized that allies 

in either branch would lead to an increase in the use of conventional tactics, but this 

hypothesis was only partially supported. Allies in the legislature increase the use of 

conventional tactics such as petitions and letter writing campaigns, while allies in the 

executive branch have no effect. The degree of threat posed by different actors and 

actors' accessibility may influence this differential influence. It is possible that actors 

within the executive branch are perceived as too remote to reach, or it may be that 

activists feel that protest is unnecessary with an ally in arguably the most powerful 

position in the country. Activists may feel that conventional tactics are all that is 

necessary to gain the attention of legislators. 
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I hypothesized that antagonists in either branch would lead to increased use of 

confrontational tactics. This hypothesis was also only partially supported. Antagonists in 

the executive branch are associated with increased use of non-conventional, more 

disruptive tactics. As suggested in chapter 2, this may be due to the high level of threat 

posed by individuals in this position. Antagonists in the legislature have little effect on the 

use of confrontational tactics, possibly due to a perception that legislators pose less threat. 

Increased proportions of allies in the legislature, however, are associated with increased 

use of conventional tactics, as suggested by the dual concern and perceived feasibility 

perspectives. Legislators and their consituents are more directly dependent on one 

another than are members of the executive branch and constituents. In addition, allies may 

be perceived as being more amenable to influence. 

Other results also support the dual concern and perceived feasibility models. 

Protests around campus issues tend to use more conventional tactics, and the non-SMO 

student organizations tend to use more conventional tactics. Because these groups are 

dependent on the um'versity administration for satisfaction of their grievances, those who 

control their inmiediate environment, they may tend to use tamer tactics in an effort to 

avoid alienating potential supporters or those with the power to arrest or suspend them 

from school. 

I find that the involvement of organizations increases the likelihood of the use of 

both types of tactics. Organizations were equally likely to be involved in conventional 

actions such as petitions or legal actions, and confrontational actions such as 

demonstrations and marches. These findings support resource mobilization theory, which 
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argues that organization is necessary for the implementation of collective action. The 

results M to support the hypothesis that increased involvement of organizations leads to 

institutionalization and the use of conventional rather than more disruptive tactics. 

Methodological differences may be behind some of the inconsistency in results obtained by 

others studying collective protest activity, and, they may be influencing these findings. 

These findings may also reflect the fact that student organizations differ fi'om most 

national-level social movement organizations in several fundamental ways. First, student 

organizations tend to be smaller than national organizations. The organization on which 

Michels (1962) based his famous "iron law of oUgarchy" theory was a large, national 

political organization. It may be easier for leaders to lose sight of the interests of a 

membership with which they do not interact. Second, student organizations do not usually 

have a paid staff. Most theorists who suggest that SMOs become institutionalized have 

assumed that the staff of these organizations is paid. A trend toward conservatism is said 

to occur as professional leaders become dependent on the financial health of the 

organization for their livelihood. This is not true in the case of most college student 

organizations. Thus, student organizations may tend to be involved more often in 

confrontational collective action, because they face a continual influx of fresh recruits and 

leaders, and never have a professional leadership. These findings suggest some possible 

scope conditions for Michels and theorists who have followed in his path. First, size of 

the organization is important, with larger organizations tending toward more conventional 

action. A second condition involves whether or not the leadership is paid. 
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Institutionalization is less likely to occur in contexts wherein paid leadership is not a 

possibility, and where changes in leadership occur fairly frequently. 

Although student organizations may differ from national SMOs, it is important to 

remember that much of the protest activity captured by city newspapers (such as The New 

York Times) involves student protesters. Thus, if students are exceptional, they are 

influencing other research findings as well. In addition, validity checks of these data 

suggest that the reporting of protest events in the student newspapers is less biased than 

that of The New York Times. Therefore, the difference in results may also be due to the 

use of different data sources. 

Further research is necessary before we will fully understand the influence which 

structural factors have on social movement strategy. Research has suggested several 

factors not measured in this study which may influence the use of different tactics. The 

success achieved by different tactics is one factor which should be examined. Gamson 

(1990) demonstrated that organizations which used disruptive tactics were more 

successful in the institutional political arena than those which used more conventional 

tactics. Research has suggested that activists in the civil rights movement were aware of 

the power of disruption, and specifically attempted to create it. Difriision processes may 

also influence the strategies adopted by protesters (Soule 1997). Activists are influenced 

by the actions of those in simflar positions to their own. Methodological chaUenges make 

an examination of these factors difBcult, but certainly not impossible. Further 

understanding of protest tactics will help us understand the dynamics which shape our 

political system. 



CHAFFER 4: THE FLUH) BOUNDARIES OF SOCIAL MOVEMENTS: 
AN EXAMINATION OF MOVEMENT OVERLAP AND INTER-MOVEMENT 

INFLUENCE 

It is no coincidence that many activists in the 1960s referred to what they were 

involved in as "The Movement;" many individual activists were involved in protest around 

multiple issues. The muhi-movement nature of many activists' experience is also manifest 

at the macro-level; many movement organizations were involved in collective action 

around numerous issues. Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), the leading student 

protest organization of the 1960s, described itself as "..a movement of people, organized 

in chapters or independently, who study and participate in daily struggles for social 

change" (SDS Bulletin 1965). The organization and its members were involved in 

projects involving economic inequality, civil rights, peace, anti-apartheid, and anti-

imperialism. Movements are not as distinct as our methodological practices suggest. As 

McAdam (1995) and others (Meyer and Whittier 1994) have argued, movements are not 

discrete entities. Th^ are "inseparable from the broader, ideological 'movement families' 

in which they are embedded" (McAdam 1995; 218). Most studies of social movements 

have focused on individual movements, analyzing them in isolation. While these projects 

have contributed a great deal to our understanding of the dynamics of social protest, they 

have failed to examine the dynamic interaction of sodat movements and their fluid 

boundaries. 
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Recent attention to cycles of protest and social movement communities^ or families 

reflects an increasing recognition that movements are interconnected. Tarrow (1989) was 

the first to conceptualize protest cycles as phenomena involving multiple movements. In 

his study of the Italian protest wave from 1965 to 1974, Tarrow describes a number of 

elements of protest cycles which can be applied generally to different times and locations. 

These include an increasing and then decreasing magnitude of collective action, the 

difilision of protest to a broader spectrum of the public, diffusion of protest across the 

national territory, increasing involvement of movement organizations, and the 

development of new interpretive frames. Scholars have recently studied protest cycles 

amongst movements in Europe (Kriesi et al.l99S), West Germany (Koopmans 1993), and 

Japan (White 1995). Others have studied movement families (della Porta and Rucht 1996) 

and social movement communities (Staggenborg 1998). Tarrow (1989) argues that there 

are several powerful reasons for students of sodal movements to turn their attention to 

protest cycles. First, these periods may have dynamics which cannot be identified or 

measured through the study of individual movements. In other words, there may be 

factors which influence the rise of multiple movements within one time period which 

cannot be understood within the study of an individual movement. In addition, the 

dynamics of a protest cycle may help explain the origins of individual movements, and the 

factors leading to their decline. Movements do not exist within a vacuum, but are 

' Social movement communities consist of infonnal networks among activists, involving cultural as well 
as political organizations (Staggenborg 1998). 
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influenced by the conditions of the socio-political environment around them, which 

includes the activities of other social movements. 

Recent work on protest cycles has yielded rich findings regarding the effect of 

political context on mobilization, as well as the differences between movements. 

However, few have examined the influence which the different movements within a cycle 

have on one another, and the extent to which the movements overlap. In this chapter, I 

explore these two questions by examining the interaction between the different social 

movements active on college campuses between 1930 and 1990. I examine the interaction 

between the peace movement, international human rights movement, women's movement, 

civil rights movement and protest around campus issues. I then examine the extent to 

which issues and organizations overiap, and I identify conditions which facilitate the 

blurring of movement boundaries. Under certain conditions the boundary between 

movements blurs, and it becomes more difficult to classify a protest event as being part of 

one movement or another. 

Before exploring this question, we first need to establish criteria by which we can 

define movements as unique or overlapping. Two crucial elements of protest may indicate 

the extent to which movements overlap: organization and issues. If the social movement 

organizations active around an issue are defined around that single issue, and are active 

only around that issue, then we might view that movement as distinct. For example, if 

protests against U.S. involvement in Central America involve organizations such as the 

Committee on Central America but no others, this suggests a distinct movement. If the 

Committee on Central America does not partidpate in events organized around other 
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issues, such as nuclear weapons, this lends &rther evidence to the distinct movement 

hypothesis. Secondly, if protest events around that issue never involve other issues, the 

movement may be discrete. Thus, if protests against U.S. involvement in Central America 

are never staged in conjunction with other issues, we may consider it a unique movement. 

However, if a member of the Reagan administration visits campus and a protest is staged 

protesting the administration's policy in Central America and its nuclear weapons poUcies, 

we would have to conclude that the two movements overlap. In this chapter, I explore the 

extent to which these criteria are true for college student protest. I then explore the 

conditions under which movement overlap may occur. I demonstrate that the boundaries 

of social movements are not as distinct as our methodological practices suggest, especially 

during protest cycles. 

Inter-movement Influence 

Social movements may influence each other in two ways: activity on the part of a 

movement may have a positive effect on other movements, inspiring increased action; or, 

movement activity may have a negative effect, leading to decreased levels of action on the 

part of other movements. Sociological theories suggest both types of influence. 

Density-dependence theory, an organizational theory, suggests that initially, 

organizations may ^cilitate the growth of other organizations as they legitimate the new 

organizational form (Hannan and Freeman 1987). Thus, civil rights organizations may 

have created a &vorable environment for social change organizations, which encouraged 

other groups to form social movement organizations in the late 1960s and early 1970s 



114 

(NfinkoflT 1997). This argument can also be applied to protest activity more generally. 

The emergence of collective action on the part of one constituency may legitimate this 

type of action, inspiring other constituencies to mobilize. Minkoff'(1997) examines these 

questions in her analysis of the influence of civil rights protest activity and organization on 

women's movement protest and organization between 1955 and 1985. She demonstrates 

that the density of civil rights organizations (the number of organizations) led to an 

increase in the level of women's protest activity. She argues that the civil rights 

organizations inspired other constituencies, in this case women, to organize and begin to 

protest. She also finds that civil rights protest activity, when coupled with a favorable 

political environment, led to an increase in levels of women's protest activity. 

Additionally, she finds that increased levels of civil rights organization positively 

influenced the formation of women's movement organizations. 

Diffusion theory suggests the mecham'sm by which this may occur. DifElision 

studies focus on the spread of a practice fi'om one source to an adopter (Strang and Soule 

1998). A number of studies have demonstrated that various practices diffuse, fi'om the 

classic study of the difiusion of hybrid com (Ryan and Gross 1943), to organizational 

practices (Dimaggio and Powell 1983) and information regarding jobs (Granovetter 1973). 

The basic argument is that people are exposed to new information and practices through 

their associational networks, as well as through the media, and under certain conditions 

will adopt these new practices. In the study of sodal movements, numerous studies have 

demonstrated that protest tactics diffuse (McAdam 1983, Morris 1981, Oberschall 1989, 

Soule 1997). Thus, this line of reasoning suggests that the activities of one group may 
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positively influence other groups to practice similar actions. Social movement activity 

may inspire others to protest. 

Several studies of individual movements have demonstrated the positive effect 

suggested by these theories. Evans (1982) documents the influence which the civil rights 

movement and other movements of the New Left had on the rise of the second wave of 

the women's movement in the United States. In fact, the radical wing of the women's 

movement, to a certain extent, owes its very existence to these movements. Female 

activists gained numerous organizing skills, a radical ideology, and a sense of 

empowerment within the New Left. However, the experience was not entirely positive, 

and eventually inspired them to forge a movement of their own. In spite of their critique 

of inequality in the U.S., the New Left movements did not question gender inequality; 

even within the movements, women were accorded subordinate status. 

An example of this can be found in the experience of the women who volunteered 

for the Mississippi Freedom Sunmier voter registration campaign. Although the 

experience was generally positive for women, building their confidence and exposing them 

to new, radical perspectives, they did face gender inequities throughout the project 

(McAdam 1988). In the interviews, th^ were punished if their aspirations did not 

conform to traditional female roles, and, unlike male applicants, their appearance was 

evaluated. Once on the project, women were assigned jobs teaching in the Freedom 

Schools or in childcare, even if they were interested in doing the more dangerous voter 

registration work. Women active in the civil rights movement and the New Left took the 

movement's critique of racial inequality in American society to heart, and applied it to 
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gender. When they voiced their concerns regarding gender inequities within the New Left 

and met resistance, th^ began to form their own movement. Thus, the New Left 

influenced the women's movement both in terms of the training which women's movement 

activists received within the New Left, but also by inspiring the creation of a new 

movement because of the contradiction between its ideology and gender practices. 

Meyer and Whittier (1994) examine the ways in which the women's movement 

influenced the peace movement in the 1980s. They identify four dimensions of cross-

movement influence; ideology, tactics, common members and organization. They 

demonstrate that the peace movement adopted feminist ideological frames, used women's 

tactical innovations, had numerous women in leadership positions in both the 

institutionally oriented and radical wings of the movement, and adopted non-hierarchical 

organizational structures pioneered by feminists. They argue that this influence occurred 

through four mecham'sms; 1) organizational coalitions; 2) overlapping sodal movement 

communities; 3) shared personnel; and 4) broader changes in the external environment. 

For similar reasons, I expect to find movements on college campuses to influence one 

another in overall levels of activity and the appearance of protest around new issues. 

Tarrow's description of the characteristics of a protest cycle includes the spread of 

protest to groups generally inactive and a broadening of demands. Taken together, these 

suggest the emergence of new movements, or protest around new issues, during the 

course of a protest cycle. McAdam (1995) argues that early riser movements within a 

protest cycle trigger the mobilization of later movements through the "tactical, 

organizationaf, and ideological tools they provide" (1995:218). He argues that the civil 



117 

rights movement initiated the protest cycle of the 60s, and specifically influenced the 

emergence of the fi'ee speech, anti-war and women's movements (McAdam 1988). Thus, 

we might expect there to be a positive relationship between levels of protest around one 

issue and protest around other issues. As a protest cycle develops, movements active 

earlier in the wave will positively influence the emergence of later movements. Whether 

this pattern of influence is reflected in the trends of student protest will be explored in this 

chapter. 

Competition theories suggest that the activity of the movements which emerged in 

the late 1960s had a negative impact on the Left. In addition to the positive effect which 

organizations may have on one another by creating an environmental niche for certain 

organizational forms, density-dependence theory, as described earlier, suggests a negative 

influence operating through organizational competition (Hannan and Freeman 1987). 

Although initially social movement organizations may inspire the formation of other social 

movement organizations, eventually a threshold is reached. Once the organizational m'che 

is filled with organizations, they begin to compete with one another for resources and 

members. Olzak and Uhrig (1999) have recently extended this argument to protest 

tactics, arguing that the use of a tactical innovation on the part of one movement will 

inspire other movements to use it, but that over time, th^ will begin to compete with one 

another over tactic use, leading to a decline in levels of activity. The argument can also be 

extended generally to levels of protest activity. Mobilization on the part of one 

constituency may inspire mobilization by others. Over time, however, groups or 
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movements may compete with one another for resources, including members, leading to 

an ultimate decline in movement activity, a negative inter-movement influence. 

Gitlin (199S) follows this line of reasoning when he argues that the new 

movements which arose in the sixties, the identity-based movements, have harmed the 

Left. He suggests that the Left, which once had a unified vision and plan of action, now 

has fi^ctured to the point where it is no longer able to be effective. Rather than working 

together for social change, each movement pursued its own agenda. Gitlin views the 

movements as separate and in competition with one another. As new movements arise, 

they take resources, including members, away fi'om the earlier movements. In terms of 

inter-movement influence, this suggests a negative effect of the women's movement and 

other identity movements on the traditional movements of the Left. 

Movement Overiap 

Different social movements may influence one another because, to some extent, 

the movements are not separate from one another. Gitlin clearly views the movements as 

separate and in competition, but as noted previously, other scholars have argued that 

movements are not discrete entities (McAdam 1985, Meyer and Whittier 1994). 

However, to date, no one has examined the extent of overlap between movements within a 

geographically bounded location. Staggenborg (1998) suggests that movement overlap 

may depend on overall levels of protest. Her study of the women's movement community 

in Bloomington, Indiana suggests that a general sodal movement community may exist 

during periods of heightened protest. "At the height of a protest cycle, a general sodal 
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movement community, in which participants from a variety of movements interact, links 

individual movements such as the environmental and women's movements" (1998; 182-

183). Thus, a general social movement conmiunity represents the highest degree of 

movement overlap, and may be more likely to exist during a cycle of protest. However, 

we do not know why a general movement community is more likely to form during a 

protest cycle. What conditions influence movement overlap and induce changes in 

movement boundaries? 

In this chapter, I will demonstrate that the same factors which influence the 

emergence of social movements, also facilitate the overiap of social movements. Political 

opportunities, organizations, and frames, under certain conditions, may lead to a blurring 

of movement boundaries. These three elements are commonly recognized within the 

social movements literature as the dominant forces influencing the movement emergence 

(McAdam et al. 1996). Groups will not engage in collective action unless they perceive 

that they have political opportunities; they must beUeve that the institutional political 

system is vulnerable to challenge (McAdam 1982, Tarrow 1989, Tilly 1978). In addition, 

resources and organization are necessary for mobilization, as suggested by resource 

mobilization theory (McCarthy and Zaid 1973). The third element necessary for 

mobilization is framing (Snow et al. 1986). Groups must define a common problem, an 

external source, and believe that collective action is necessary for change before they will 

mobilize. Certain configurations of these three Actors may influence the emergence of a 

general sodai movement community, one in which the boundaries between movements is 

indistinct. 
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Political opportunity theory suggests that groups will mobilize in response to 

increased threat or opportunity (Tilly 1978). Elites figure prominently in the extent to 

which groups face either threat or opportunity. Groups may mobilize in response to the 

presence of elite allies (McAdam 1982), or elite antagonists (see chapter 2). When 

different social movements share common elite allies or antagonists, they may come to see 

that they share a common struggle. On college campuses during the 1980s, the Reagan 

administration was an elite antagonist. The Reagan administration's policies regarding 

Central America, nuclear weapons, and abortion, triggered multiple protests, sometimes 

involving all three issues simultaneously. Activists realized that they shared a common 

enemy, and worked in coalition to oppose it. However, the recognition of a common 

enemy requires conunon framing. 

One of the primary framing tasks which movements undertake is diagnostic 

framing, which involves identification of the problem and the attribution of responsibib'ty 

(Snow and Benford 1988). Movements must identify the source or cause of their 

problems as being external to themselves. Groups within a geographically bounded area 

may come to realize that their diagnostic frames share common attributions of 

responsibility. On a college campus, different protesting groups cannot help but be aware 

of one another's activities, either through shared members, extended social networks, or 

the media. Before groups on campus can work together, their diagnostic fi^es have to 

share common elements. The fragmentation of the Left suggested by Gitlin, and the 

inability of different groups to work together may stem in part from differing attributions 

used by the different movements. Many blacks in the late 1960s came to view all whites 
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as the enemy, including Leftists. Women, having been disappointed by their New Left 

male counterparts, also initially included New Left men as part of the problem, within their 

diagnostic frame. Groups that have entirely different diagnostic fi^es are unlikely to 

work together. As evidence presented later in this chapter will demonstrate, Gitlin was 

not entirely correct, as, at least on some campuses, different movements have worked 

together against common enemies. They could not have done so without common 

elements within their diagnostic frames. 

The way an issue or problem is framed may also facflitate movement overlap. 

Some issues seem to inherently cut across movement lines, such as apartheid. Apartheid is 

clearly an international human rights issue, but also a civil rights issue and a campus issue. 

However, ultimately whether an issue mobilizes multiple constituencies depends on how it 

is framed. Depending on one's ideological position, gender issues, labor/capitalism issues 

and racial issues all are interrelated and affect everyone. However, frames vary in their 

expansiveness, or the extent to which they are inclusive of various issues. Therefore, not 

all frames allow for coalition work. Historically, some issues have been framed in a way 

which mobilizes members of previously distina movements. Interaction with different 

social movement organizations may &cilitate the development of expansive frames which 

blur movement boundaries. 

Numerous research studies have demonstrated that organization is crucial to 

sustained collective action (e.g., McAdam 1982, Morris 1984). The civil rights 

movement, for example, would not have emerged in the late 19S0s without the 

organizational support of black colleges, churches and the NAACP (McAdam 1982, 
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Morris 1984). Simflarly, in this study, I discovered that movement overlap is facilitated by 

a certain type of social movement organization; the multi-issue organization. Students for 

a Democratic Society (SDS) is a perfect example of this type of organization. The group 

was organized based on ideological principals which facilitated their involvement on 

numerous issues. By its very nature, SDS transcended the boundaries of a single 

movement. Its activity around numerous issues also fostered increased connections and 

coalitions between other, more single-issue organizations, creating increased movement 

overlap. During other time periods, other organizations played a similar role. In the 

1980s, the Democratic Socialists were active on many campuses around a variety of 

issues. During the 1940s and 1950s, a relatively inactive time, the American Student 

Union was active around a variety of issues. 

In this chapter, I present data which demonstrates that these three elements 

fostered social movement overlap. I use data on the history of student protest activity to 

examine this and two related questions; 

1. How do movements influence one another? Do increased levels of activity on 

the part of one movement diffuse to other groups, or does competition 

between movements restrict the overall amount of activity that is possible? 

2. To what extent and with what evidence do we argue that movements are 

inseparable? 

3. Under what conditions do the boundaries of sodal movements become most 

fluid? 
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Data - College Student Protest 

In order to examine the dynamics of the interaction among social movements, I use 

a dataset of 28II protest events which occuned at nine U.S. colleges between 1930 and 

1990. In order to select the colleges for the study, I randomly selected 200 schools and 

sent letters to their libraries inquiring whether their student newspaper was available on 

micro-film. The paper was available from only 25% of the schools. I then selected 

colleges insuring diversity on a number of characteristics which previous research (Van 

Dyke 1998) has shown to be important in influencing the location of student protest 

activity, including the size of the institution, how selective the school is, whether it is 

public or private, and if private, whether or not the college has a religious afBliation. The 

colleges selected for the study include Grinnell College, Harvard University, Illinois State 

University, Midland Lutheran College, Muhlenberg College, Ottawa University, St. 

Mary's College of California, the University of Arizona, and the University of Southern 

Mississippi. 

With the help of some research assistants, I viewed evety issue of the student 

newspapers from these schools from 1930-1990, photocopied and then coded all articles 

on student protest. Based on the work of Tilly (1978) and McAdam et al. (1997), protest 

events were defined as any action which collectively expressed a grievance and had a goal 

of causing social change. Thus, I had several criteria for selecting events: they had to be 

collective, public, and express a grievance. Therefore, the dataset includes events ranging 

from petitions and the passage of resolutions, to demonstrations and sit-ins. Protests 
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involving only a single individual were not included, nor were events which did not have 

any political motivation, such as a riot following a sporting event. Private meetings were 

also not included, as they do not make the group's message public.^ Any protest involving 

students from the college was included in the dataset, even if the event occurred oflf-

campus. Figure 4.1 shows the total number of events in the dataset over time, while 

Figure 4.2 shows the number of events at each college. 

In order to explore the evolution of issues on campus and their mutual influence, I 

provide descriptive statistics, quantitative statistical analyses, and then turn to descnptive 

historical data. First, I describe the levels of protest around the most active issues on 

campus between 1930 and 1990, which include the peace movement, civil rights 

movement, women's movement, international human rights movement, and protest around 

campus issues. I then begin to explore movement interdependence by examining 

correlation matrices and frequencies, exploring the extent to which issues and movement 

organizations tend to cluster together. I then present the results of quantitative analyses 

which examine the influence which movements have on one another. I examine the 

influence of movement activity on later activity by different movements. Next I focus on 

one highly active campus. Harvard, to elucidate the dynamics of inter-movement influence 

and the conditions under which boundaries become most fluid. 

 ̂Although private meetings and actions by individuals nu^r arguably be considered part of a sodai 
movement, it is extremely difiBcuIt to find systematic data on these events, and cannot be done using 
newspapers as a data source. In addition, electoral rallies and fundraising events which be part of a 
movement's activities were notcodeddueto the &ct that th  ̂do not directly express a group's claim, and 
because data on these events ate not consistentiy available fiom the newspaper. 
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This dataset is well suited for examining the interactions among social movements for 

several reasons. I have a very complete record of protest activity in nine discrete locations 

over a sixty year time span. Data collected from a national newspaper source would not 

include such a complete count of protests in each location; these findings are less subject 

to reporting biases.^ Second, many studies assume inter-movement influence when it is 

not clear that the organizations and movements involved are even operating within the 

same context. In other words, when scholars use national sodal movement organization 

data gathered from the Encvclopedia of Associations, for example, they assume that there 

is a national movement environment within which organizations interact and influence one 

another. It is possible that this is the case. However, this study, in using geographicaUy 

bounded sample areas, does not require the same assumption. It is more plausible to 

assume that movements and organizations operating on the same college campus will have 

extensive information about one another, and the opportunity to interact. 

Issues on Campus, 1930-1990 

The issues which have most consistently occupied students' attention have been 

those related to the governing of their academic institution. Overall, approximately one 

quarter of the events in this dataset involve campus issues (see Table 4.1). These include 

disagreements overbuilding hours, residence hall regulations, the curriculum, tuition 

 ̂ In order to explore the extent of reporting bias tn the student papers, I compared the event coverage in 
the student paper for four months with the coverage in the aV paper and the Kew York Times. The city 
newspaper covered between twenty-five and percent of tte events covered in the student paper None 
of the events were covered the New Yoik Times. 
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costs, the avaflability of alcohol on campus, and hiring and firing decisions. Campus issues 

were the predominant issue in the 1930s, 1950s and 1970s (see Figure 4.3). It is 

important to note that numerous campus issues cross issue boundaries. For example, the 

fight for Women's Studies courses or courses in Afiican American Studies clearly straddle 

the division between the student movement and other social movements. Fights against 

the presence of ROTC on campus involve university administration, yet are anti-military as 

well. For purposes of these analyses, these issues have been coded as part of the more 

specific issue area to which they relate. So, for example, fights for Afiican American 

Studies courses have been coded as part of the civil rights movement. Thus, if anything, 

the figure for campus issues protest is conservative. 

Other than campus issues, issues of war and peace have historically been of 

tremendous concern to students. The nine campuses in this study saw over 220 protests 

against the Vietnam War alone (see Table 4.1). During the 1930s and 1940s, campuses 

around the country mobilized against U.S. involvement in Worid War n. During the 

1950s, the McCarthy witch hunts effectively prevented protests regarding national issues 

(although there were a few protests against the McCarthy hearings), however, the peace 

movement once again assumed dominance in the 1960s. During the early sixties, students 

mobilized in favor of nuclear disarmament. During the late sixties and early seventies, the 

Vietnam War occupied students' attention, as th^r and others th^ knew were at risk of 

losing their lives due to the draft. This period also saw many protests against the presence 

of ROTC on campus. During the late 1970s and through the eighties, peace protests 
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Table 4,1. Major Issues on College Campuses, 1930-1990. 

Primary Issue Total Percent 

University Policies 
Hiring/firing Decisions, Housing 
Policy 

Anti-Vietnam War 

Other Peace 

Civil Rights (Afiican American) 

International Human Rights, inch 
Apartheid 

Women's Issues 

795 

227 

358 

187 

325 

122 

23.3% 

8.1% 

12.8% 

6.7% 

11.6% 

4.3% 

Figure 4.3. Timeline of Protest Issues on Campus 
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1960s 
Campus 

issues 
Disarmament 
Anti-war 
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1970s 
Campus issues 
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1980s 
Campus issues 
Women's Mvt 
Anti-nuclear 
Anti-apartheid 
U.S. in Central 

America 
Abortion 

This figure shows the dominant protest issues in each decade, with the most contested 
issues listed first. 
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included opposition to nuclear weapons and to U.S. involvement in Central America. 

Figure 4.4 shows the frequency of peace protest over time. 

International human rights were not on students' minds during the 1930-1960 

period, as Figure 4.4 demonstrates. However, these issues became more important to 

students throughout the following three decades, emerging as the predominant set of 

issues during the 1980s. This change over time reflects an increasing awareness of 

international issues, possibly a result of increasing international news availability (Soule 

1999) and the influence of the sixties social movements. During the 1970s, students 

increasingly turned their attention to civil rights abuses in Afiica. Students at Harvard and 

other schools protested the involvement of companies such as Kodak and Chase 

Manhattan Bank in countries in Southern Africa, which had histories of colonial rule and 

human rights violations. This became one of the largest issues in the late seventies, with 

thirty protests against the apartheid system in South Africa in 1979 alone. 

During the early 1960s, students on some campuses fought for increased women's 

independence on campus, fighting for equaOty with male students in terms of dormitory 

rules and regulations, such as curfews and policies regarding guests. College campuses 

saw an increase in women's movement protest throughout the 1970s. During the 1970s 

and 1980s, students fought for women's studies curriculum, and protested against rape 

and domestic violence. Several campuses saw protest on both sides of the abortion debate 

during these two decades. 

It should come as no surprise that the number of issues serving as the subject of 

protest activity has increased over the past 60 years. The first three decades of this period 
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were dominated by the peace movement and protests around campus issues. The 1960s 

saw the emergence of the second wave of women's activism in the U.S., the emergence of 

a gay and lesbian movement, an international human rights movement, including protests 

against apartheid, and increased environmental activism. As Tarrow (1996) has argued, 

the number of issues receiving attention increases during the course of a protest cycle. 

Also, it is very interesting to note that levels of protest have remained fairly high through 

the 1970s and 1980s. Contrary to popular belieC college students have continued to 

engage in protest activity around a variety of issues. We have yet to understand how 

these movements overlapped and influenced one another. Thus, I turn to the quantitative 

analyses. 

Overiapping Issues and Organizations 

Although I have divided different issue movements into distinct categories in my 

analyses and discussion, the extent to which they are separate remains an empirical 

question. As described in the literature review, scholars are increasingly examining entire 

families of social movements through the study of protest cycles, with the rationale that 

movements occur in clusters, and that these clusterings of activity have their own 

dynamics. These data support this underlying assumption. Levels of protest on different 

issues are highly correlated with one another. As Table 4.2 demonstrates, levels of 

activity around peace issues, civil rights, women's issues, international human rights, and 

campus issues are all highly correlated with one another, with most of the correlations 
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Table 4J2. Inter-Movement Influence Correlation Matrix 

Peace Women's civa 
Rights 

Human 
Rights 

Campus 

Peace .40 .71 .39 .63 

Women's ~ .58 .62 .49 

Civil Rights — .53 .74 

Human Rights ~ .49 

Campus Issues — 
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over .50^. The movements cluster in time to a significant ectent. While these results 

demonstrate movement clustering, th^r do not speak to the extent of movement overlap. 

An examination of organizations and issues provides better information on this topic. 

Although the majority of events on campus were staged around one issue, a fairly 

large number of events in the data set were multi-issue. Often the claims were related 

within a broad issue area, but other times students had multiple issues on their agenda 

when protesting. For example, some protests were staged both in opposition to the 

Vietnam War and to military service, two highly related issues. Other times, however, 

protests included several issues, such as a protest in April of 1968 at the University 

Arizona in which students staged a "rally for action through estabUshed political channels 

on racism, draft and the war" (John Norris, event organizer, in "Class Dismissal Asked by 

SPA; Rally Slated" 1968). Other protests were difScult to classify into any issue area, as 

they were staged to protest the punishment of protesters who had participated in other 

events. During 1969 and 1970, eleven and seventeen percent of the events which 

occurred were in response to the punishment of protesters. The high frequency in 1970 

reflects student outrage at the killings at Kent State and Jackson State. 

A large number of events - more than ten percent of the events in the dataset - are 

by their nature multi-issue, in that their claims explicitly involve multiple issues. Many of 

the multi-issue events involve conditions at the university and some other movement issue. 

'* Correlation figures represent the extent to which levels of activî  around one issue on all of the 
campuses are correlated with levels ofactivily around other issues. In other words, activî ateach 
campus is counted separate ,̂ but the counts at the different locations are then all correlate with one 
another. 
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For example, protests against CIA recruiting on campus are related both to the peace 

movement and to campus conditions. Protests in support of establishing African 

American Studies or Women's Studies on a campus are clearly related both to the broader 

issue movement, civil rights or women's rights, and to conditions on the campus/ These 

results demonstrate the fact that the "student movement" which some scholars refer to is 

actually an artificial construct, since it is very difficult to separate campus issues from the 

other issue movements active at any given time. 

An examination of the organizations involved in campus protest also reveals the 

multi-movement nature of student protest activity. Some of the most active student 

movement organizations are extremely difBcult to categorize as part of one movement or 

another due to the diversity of issues around which th^ organized. From 1941 to 1962, 

the Harvard Liberal Union was active on campus, protesting around a great variety of 

issues. They protested against U.S. involvement in World War n, fought for tenants 

rights and labor during the 1940s, staged one of the first civil rights protests on campus in 

the forties, fought against the presence of ROTC on campus during the 1950s and early 

sixties, and were one of the only student organizations in the country to protest the 

McCarthy hearings of the fifties and the loyalty oaths required of faculty members. The 

Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) took over where the Liberal Union left oflf in the 

early 1960s, protesting against the Vietnam War, in fevor of organized labor, for tenants 

 ̂For the puiposes of this analysis, events which overlap with campus issues have been coded with the 
more spe^c issue movement to which they are related. 
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rights, and for the civil rights movement. Classifying either the Liberal Union or SDS as 

belonging to one movement would falsely oversimplify the extent of their activity. 

Some of the organizations which have historically been the most active in student 

protest are not what we would typically think of as movement organizations. Social 

movement organizations are traditionally conceptualized as organizations which exist in 

order to pursue the goals of a social movement. However, a great number of the 

organizations which participated in collective action on college campuses were organized 

with entirely different goals. Student Councils, for example, have been highly active on 

college campuses. In fact, on the Muhlenberg College campus, the majority of protest 

events between 1930 and 1990 were sponsored by the Student Council. They protested 

for civil rights, against the Vietnam War, in favor of the United Farm Workers' lettuce 

boycott, and against the presence of the CIA recruiting on campus. Similarly, at the 

University of Arizona, the Associated Students (ASUA), the student council organization, 

has participated in protests on numerous issues throughout the school's history, including 

those related to campus conditions, such as tuition costs and building hours, but also 

against the Vietnam War, in favor of Mexican American Civil Rights, and for the 

establishment of an African American Studies Department. Typically, we would not 

consider these groups social movement organizations, however, they have been highly 

active in college student protest activity around numerous issues. They, like some of the 

other organizations described above, defy classification into one movement category or 

another. 
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It is important not to over-state the degree of overlap between movements. The 

majority of the protest events in this dataset were staged around one issue, such as the 

Vietnam War or anti-apartheid. However, the qualitative data and simple quantitative 

statistics demonstrate the danger inherent in assuming highly rigid movement boundaries. 

The fact that some issues inherently overiap different movements demonstrates the 

importance of examining clusters of movements. In addition, as others have noted 

(Buechler 1990, Geriach and Hine 1970, Melucci 1984, Staggenborg 1998), formal social 

movement organizations are just one part of the social network which underlies a 

"movement." This study demonstrates that even when studying collective action 

organizations, we must expand our conception of a movement organization beyond the 

obvious. I now turn to statistical analyses to examine how the movements influence one 

another. 

Quantitative Metiiods 

The quantitative analyses examine how levels of protest around one issue influence 

levels of activity around other issues. Some theorists have suggested that movements 

generally have a positive influence on one another, while others have suggested that 

movements which emerge later in time may divert resources from the earlier movements, 

thus having a negative effect. In order to examine these hypotheses, I ran five models, 

each with a different dependent variable representing each of the five movements. The 

dependent variables are counts of the number of events around that issue in a given year. 

The primary independent variables of interest in these analyses are lagged counts of the 
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number of events around different issues in the previous year. So, for example, I examine 

the effect of civil rights protest activity on levels of activity around peace issues in the next 

year, and so on. Thus, I examine the influence of civil rights protest at Illinois State 

University on later peace activity at Illinois State. 

Several variables were included as controls in the models to capture the influence 

of political context and characteristics of the schools. I include four variables to measure 

the impact of elite allies in both the executive and legislative branches of both the state and 

federal government. One variable measures the party of the President for the sixty year 

time span, while another captures the percent of the federal Congress which is Democrat. 

Similar measures are included for the state level; the party of the Governor, and the 

percent of the state legislature which is Democrat. The presence of Democrats in ofiSce is 

used as a proxy for the extent to which the left-wing movements have allies in power. 

While Democrats are not always allies of the left, th^ tend to be more supportive of the 

left than Republicans. Two exceptions were made to this coding to more accurately 

reflect the position of three Democratic Presidents in relation to peace issues. Presidents 

Kennedy and Johnson were coded as non-allies from 1963-1968 for the peace movement 

because they supported the Vietnam War, and President Carter was coded as a non-ally 

for the peace movement in 1979 and 1980 because he supported the reinstitution of the 

draft. I also include two variables to control for the fact that schools with certain 

characteristics are more likely to have student protest activity than others. I include a 

variable measuring the number of students at the school, and one which measures the 
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selectivity of the school. These are the two factors which prior research has most 

consistently found to influence the likelihood of campus protest (Van Dyke 1998). 

In order to examine inter-movement influence, I utilize time series poisson 

regression^. Poisson regression is the most appropriate method for evaluating cross-

sectional count data, and has been used to study phenomena such as the location of riots 

(Spilerman 1970) and organizational foundings (Hannan and Freeman 1987). OLS 

regression is inappropriate for event count data because these data frequently violate 

distribution assumptions; counts are always non-negative, and they are generally small. 

However, poisson regression also has its limitmg assumptions. The rate at which an event 

will occur is assumed to be constant over time, and it is assumed that there is no 

unobserved heterogeneity (Long 1997). These assumptions are often violated with the 

use of cross-sectional time series data. 

Therefore, I use a modified version of poisson regression which corrects for these 

problems, a generalized estimating equation model (GEE). Because the data are time 

series, there is a high likelihood that the observations made in one time period will be 

correlated with observations made in the next, violating the lack of heterogeneity 

assumption. In other words, auto-correlation is a serious problem with this type of data. 

The generalized estimating equation is able to correct for this problem. In addition, there 

is the possibility of dififiision or contagion. Events in one time period may be affected by 

events in earlier periods, therefore violating the assumption that the events occur at a 

 ̂I used PROC GENMOD in S AS, with options wbich specify a poisson distribution, the use of repeated 
measures in each location, and a dispersion parameter. 
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constant rate over time. The GEE model corrects for dispersion by including a parameter 

to measure it. The dispersion parameter does not influence the parameter estimates, but is 

used in calculating likelihoods. 

Findings 

I ran five models to examine the dynamics of inter-movement influence (see Table 

4.3)^. These models allow me to test the hypotheses that competition between 

movements leads to negative inter-movement influence, or that organizational processes 

and difilision lead to a positive influence. The results suggest that both processes occur. 

A number of the coefficients suggest a positive inter-movement influence, while an almost 

equal number suggest a negative effect. Overall, the peace movement, women's 

movement and civil rights movement have had a positive influence on levels of protest 

around other issues. Protest around international human rights issues and campus issues 

have tended to have a negative effect on levels of protest around other issues. These 

findings can be interpreted in support of both diffusion theory and competition theory, 

however, in the conclusions section I also suggest another interpretation. 

 ̂Tn spite of the high degree of correlation between the different movement count variables, collineariQr 
diagnostics indicate that the correlation is not a problem. There are coUinearity problems with the protest 
count variables and organizational variables. Therefore, I do not include variables for organizational 
involvement in these models. 
 ̂The fact that Hmvaid experienced a disproportionate amount of protest activî  should not bias these 

results. All of these models examine the relationship between levels of protest around difieient issues 
within the same campus. Comparisons between locations are not made. However, just to be carefiil, I also 
can these models including a dumn  ̂variable for Harvard, and with interaction terms between Harvard 
and the different issues. Most of the results ate consistent There are a couple of discrepancies between 
Harvard and the other schools, in terms of the relationship between peace protest and international human 
rights. [ suspect that this is the result of higher levels of protest around international issues at Harvard. 
However, a ̂ tailed examination of these differences is b^nd the scope of this paper. 
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Table 4.3. The Effect of Other Movements on Levels of Movement Protest, 1930-
1990. 

Model 1 
Peace Mvt 

Model 2 
Women's 

Model 3 
Civil Rts. 

Model 4 
Human Rts. 

Model 5 
(Tampus 

Peace Mvt (lag) 0.055*** 
(0.008) 

-0.003 
(0.006) 

0.016*** 
(0.004) 

-0.032*** 
(0.007) 

0.015*** 
(0.002) 

Women's Mvt (lag) 0.002 
(0.015) 

0.016 
(0.051) 

-0.051 
(0.050) 

0.060*** 
(0.013) 

-0.009 
(0.026) 

Civil Rights (lag) 0.005 
(0.008) 

-0.002 
(0.012) 

0.097 
(0.059) 

0.002 
(0.009) 

0.062*** 
(0.015) 

Human Rights (lag) •0.020*'* 
(0.008) 

0.005 
(0.005) 

•0.035* 
(0.015) 

0.024*** 
(0.005) 

0.002 
(0.003) 

Campus Issues (lag) •0.028'*** 
(0.004) 

-0.009'*** 
(0.003) 

-0.024 
(0.014) 

0.015*** 
(0.003) 

-0.011 
(0.008) 

Controls for Political 
Context: 

Democrat President •0.289** 
(0.096) 

-0.868'* 
(0.376) 

0.108 
(0.350) 

-0.142 
(0.080) 

-0.172 
(0.212) 

Democrat Governor -0.61?*** 
(0.155) 

-0.587»» 
(0.203) 

-0.412** 
(0.152) 

-0.699** 
(0.222) 

-0.279*** 
(0.081) 

Percent Democrats in 
the Federal Legislature 

0.250 
(0.925) 

3.562*»* 
(0.770) 

-2.032 
(1.829) 

-1.682 
(0.867) 

2.716* 
(1.082) 

Percent Democrats in 
the State Legislature 

2.026*** 
(0.265) 

S.568*»» 
(1.319) 

4.177** 
(1.311) 

4.737*** 
(1.269) 

1.254*** 
(0.255) 

Southern Democrat -1.125*»* 
(0.295) 

-1.515 
(0.787) 

-1.810** 
(0.576) 

-2.345*** 
(0.698) 

0.249 
(0.270) 

Controls for College 
Characteristics: 

Number of Students 

Elite School 

O.OOS*** 
(0.001) 

1.315*'** 
(0.257) 

0.012"* 
(0.002) 

1.214* 
(0.549) 

0.010*** 
(0.001) 

1.147*** 
(0.322) 

0.013*** 
(0.002) 

1.519*** 
(0.342) 

0.009*** 
(0.001) 

1.223*** 
(0.232) 

Chi-Square 764.484 358.208 443.561 476.735 541.456 

»p<.05 ••p<.Ol •»»p<.001 
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The peace movement was positively influenced by other peace protests, but not by 

any other movement. Each peace movement event in the previous year increased the 

likelihood of a subsequent peace protest event by six percent. The lack of a positive 

influence on the part of other movements may be due to fact that along with campus 

issues, peace is the primary issue around which students protest, and has a long and 

relatively continuous history as a topic of dissent on American college campuses. The 

peace movement was negatively influenced by protest around human rights and campus 

issues. A possible explanation for this finding is that these other issues take energy away 

fi'om peace protest as the two movements compete for resources and members. Another 

possibility is that when peace protest declines, students turn their attention to international 

issues and conditions in their own neighborhood. The historic data suggest that the latter 

explanation is correct. The Vietnam War triggered more protest activity among students 

than any other issue fi-om 1930 to 1990. When the War ended, levels of peace protest 

obviously declined, and students turned their attention to improving campus conditions.^ 

In addition, in the 1980s, levels of protest around international human rights issues 

increased dramatically. 

Models 2-5 examine the effect of levels of activity around the different issues on 

subsequent levels of women's, civil rights, human rights and campus issues protest. 

Levels of student activity around women's issues were negatively affected by protest 

around campus issues (see Model 2). However, the coefficient is very small, suggesting 

' Some anti-war protests also involved campus issues, such as protests against CIA recruiting on campus. 
These were coded as anti-war protests, and this may be influencing these results. 
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little impact. Each additional campus issues protest increased the likelihood of a women's 

event by less than one percent. The limited efE^s found on the women's movement may 

be due to the very small sample of women's events in the dataset. 

The peace movement had a significant positive effect on levels of civil rights 

protest activity among students, while protest around human rights issues decreased the 

likelihood of civil rights protest activity (see Model 3). These findings are contrary to 

traditional accounts of inter-movement influence, which identify the civil rights movement 

as the inspiration for later movements. Among the student population, peace protest 

actually stimulated additional civil rights activity. Given the long history of the peace 

movement on college campuses, the positive effect of peace protest is perhaps not all that 

surprising. However, the effect is not large; each additional peace protest event increases 

the likelihood of a civil rights event by only one and a half percent. Human rights protest 

had a negative effect on civil rights protest. In the following section, I provide evidence 

that we must interpret this finding with caution. What appears to be a negative effect may 

reflect a divergence of attention on the part of black student organizations during the late 

seventies and eighties. Organizations which had protested around civil rights issues in the 

late sixties became active in opposition to apartheid in the mid-late seventies. 

Model 4 examines the effects of various movements on levels of international 

human rights protest among students. Several movements had a positive effect, including 

past human rights protest, the women's movement, and protests around campus issues. 

Of these, the women's movement had the largest effect, with each additional women's 

movement protest increasing the likelihood of a human rights event by over sbc percent. 
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Protest around peace issues is negatively associated with human rights protest. While this 

effect can be interpreted as a result of competition between distinct movements, it may 

again reflect a change in focus between issues which are not dissimilar. Human rights and 

peace protests in the U.S. are related, in that they are staged in opposition to imperiaUstic 

or oppressive practices on the part of powerful nations. Protest against U.S. involvement 

in Central America was the dominant peace issue of the 1980s, but it can also be 

considered an international human rights issue. Implicit in the claims of these protests is 

the idea that a nation's people has the right to determine the constitution of its own 

government, an international human rights issue. 

These findings demonstrate that different movements can have both a positive and 

a negative afifect on one another. I explore the theoretical implications of these findings in 

the conclusion portion of this paper. Next, however, 1 turn to the historic data to examine 

the dynamics of social movement overlap. 

The Social Movement Community - Harvard University 

In some locations, during some time periods, the activist community extends 

beyond the boundaries of individual movements. Espedally during cycles of protest, in 

locations which see a high level of protest activity, activists and their organizations 

become active on numerous issues. Some organizations become involved in issues which 

seem very divergent fi-om the issue around which th^ were originally organized. The 

positive and negative inter-movement influence demonstrated by the quantitative analyses 

are partially the result of this overlap. The dififerent movements operate within the same 
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environment, and during some periods, may be part of the same community. Thus, a 

positive e£fect may reflect the fact that the issues are not as separate as we tend to think. 

Common enemies and common issues may mobilize numerous constituencies 

simuhaneously. A positive influence may also be the result of the activities of multi-issue 

organizations, which not only work to form coalitions, but tend to pursue action on 

numerous issues at once. The negative effects found in the quantitative analyses may be a 

result of similar processes. What appears to be a negative effect may reflect a shift in 

focus on the part of activists or organizations. 

The following historic data from Harvard Um'versity exemplify the dynamic 

interaction of what we typically think of as individual movements and movement 

organizations. Among the colleges included in this sample. Harvard is exceptional in the 

very high number of protest events which occurred there between 1930 and 1990. 

However, that Harvard has a disproportionate amount of protest activity is not surprising. 

Protest does not occur in equal amounts in all locations. Some locations, because of 

certain structural and cultural characteristics they possess, tend to see more protest 

activity than others. In a previous publication (Van Dyke 1998), I demonstrate that larger, 

more selective schools with a history of protest tend to see much higher levels of protest 

activity. Harvard fits these criteria predsely, while the other schools in this sample do not. 

It is these "hotbeds of activism" that sustain movement activity over time, and may help 

trigger a cycle of protest. As Tarrow has argued (1996), during a protest cycle, collective 

action spreads fi'om core locations out to peripheral areas. Harvard is a core location, and 

therefore is wortf^ of our attention. 
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The social movements literature has identified three elements which influence 

social movement emergence; political opportunities, fi'aming, and organizations. These 

same factors play an integral role in movement overlap. The following historic data 

demonstrate that movement overlap is more likely to occur given certain conditions within 

each of these elements; I. A common enemy, such as Ronald Reagan during the 1980s; 

2. Compatible fi^es between movements; and, 3. The presence of a highly active multi-

issue organization, such as SDS, which takes on issues which bring it into contact with 

other organizations, fostering further collaboration. Across protest cycles, negative 

effects may appear as activists and organizations turn their attention to new issues. It is 

important to remember that a negative statistical effect found in the quantitative analysis 

represents a negative assodation. Thus, if protest around international human rights 

issues has a negative effect on civil rights protest, it means that as levels of international 

human rights protest go up, levels of civil rights protest go down. However, these historic 

data will demonstrate that this effect represents a shift in focus. To immediately assume 

that the anti-apartheid movement hurt the civil rights movements denies agency to the 

actors and organizations involved. These data demonstrate that abeyance structures 

(Taylor 1989) may influence the emergence of what appears to be a new movement. 

In 1969, the activities of Harvard's SDS chapter served as a catalyst which 

brought together diverse student organizations around a common grievance. In the spring 

of 1969, SDS was focused on a number of different issues including the abolition of 

ROTC on campus, rent control, and curbs on Harvard's development plans. After more 

peaceftil tactics failed, several hundred SDS supporters took over the administration 
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buOding. The administration responded by calling in the police, who staged a surprise raid 

early the next morning. Many students were beaten by the police, and 250-300 students 

were arrested. This event mobilized the entire campus, leading to a student strike which 

lasted for ten days. Numerous student organizations supported the strike and the demands 

put forward by SDS. Supporting organizations included the School of Education, the 

Association of African and Afro-American Students, Law School Students, the Committee 

for Radical Structural Reform, and the Graduate School of Design. The African and Afro-

American Student Association, for example, passed a resolution which added two 

demands to their existing focus on the establishment of Black Studies courses: the 

abolition of ROTC on campus, and opposition to the brutality used by the police against 

the students. Thus, the actions of SDS and the University's response created an issue 

which cut across all movements: the punishment of protesters. The entire campus 

mobilized, and groups modified their agendas, taking on issues which they previously had 

not addressed. The effects of this common mobilization were long lasting. 

Campus organizations continued to work together, and adopted issues well outside 

of their traditional agenda. This suggests that their frames had expanded to include 

additional issues. In the fall of 1970, members of the African-American student group and 

SDS worked together in a fight for affirmative action on campus and an end to 

discrimination in hiring. By the following spring, every organization was a peace 

movement organization: seventeen student organizations participated in a mass meeting 

opposing the war in Vietnam. As we nught expect, and-war groups such as Student 

Mobilization and The Moratorium participated, but other groups such as the Ecology 
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Coalition, the Student Bar Association and the Freshman Council also attended. The 

killings at Kent State and Jackson State that May were agaui an issue around which 

diverse student groups mobilized. At one protest following the killings at Jackson State, 

students chanted, "Same enemy, same fight, workers and students must unite," while 

holding signs which depicted two clenched fists, one black, one white ("Students Protest 

Recent Killings" 1970:1). By the spring of 1970 it would be very difficult to say where 

one movement began and another ended. These findings suggest that coaUtion work and 

the involvement of a multi-issue organization inspired fi'ame expansion on the part of 

numerous student groups. Frame overlap coincided with and facilitated movement 

overlap. 

Levels of protest declined somewhat during the 1970s, and it appears as though 

the multi-issue activist communiQr at Harvard became more fi'actured. However, the 

eighties saw the election of Ronald Reagan to the White House, and heightened levels of 

protest activity. Reagan's election and the policies which followed during his 

administration mobilized numerous groups on the Left. On the day of his election in 

November of 1980, students across the country demonstrated. Several groups joined in 

the protest at Harvard, including the Harvard-Radcliffe (H-R) Peace Alliance, the H-R 

Ami-nuclear AUiance, the Gay Student Association, the South Afiica Solidarity 

Committee, the Feminist AUiance and the Latin-American Student Association. At this 

protest, speakers called for a coalition to oppose the right, iUustrating their recognition 

that th^ had a common enemy. 
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Throughout the eighties, common enemies and common issues served to further 

unite students from supposedly distinct social movements. Movement frames were 

expansive enough to motivate multiple constituencies. Student organizations continued to 

support issues other than their own. On April IS, 1983, thirty-four student organizations 

signed a petition opposing apartheid, which was printed in the student newspaper. 

Diverse student organizations supported the petition, many of which we might not expect 

to see protesting apartheid, including the Connmittee on Central America, La Organizacion 

(a Latino student group). Women in Science, Hillei, Friends of the UFW, and the 

Caribbean Club, to name just a few. In May of 1983, a coalition of student groups united 

to fight for the publication of minority student and women's events in the official 

Freshman Week calendar. Again, a diverse group of organizations participated, including 

the Black Student Association, the Chicano Student Association, the Asian American 

Association, the Radcliffe Union of Students (a women's organization), and the Women's 

Center. 

Similar dynamics persisted throughout the rest of the decade. Student groups 

continued to work together on numerous and varied issues, even those which seem quite 

distinct from the issue around which they were organized. In April of 1984, eight 

organizations protested violence against women by participating in a Take Back the Night 

March. Participating organizations included the Radcliffe Union of Students, the Gay and 

Lesbian Students Assodation, the South African Solidarity Conmiittee, the Democratic 

SociaUsts of America, the Third World Student Assodation, and the Committee on 

Central America. These organizations represent virtually eveiy issue around which 
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students were active during the eighties. In May of 1985, the South African Solidarity 

Committee joined the Pledge of Resistance, a peace group, in protesting against US 

involvement in Central America. 

The Democratic Socialists, with heavy involvement on numerous issues, created 

ties between individuals and organizations active on different issues. In October of 1985, 

they participated in a demonstration against a common target, Coors Beer, sponsored by 

the Boycott Coors Task Force. This protest was organized in opposition to 

discrimination against Blacks and Gays on the part of Coors Beer, again an issue which 

cuts across issue areas. The next spring, in March, the first coaUtion for women's issues 

was organized on campus, when a coalition of eleven Harvard groups united to support a 

Pro-Choice march on Washington DC. Participants included the Democratic Socialists, 

La Raza, a chicano student group, the Harvard-Radcliffe Gay Lesbian Association and 

numerous other organizations. These dynamics continued throughout the eighties. 

Thus, during certain periods at Harvard, the boundaries between different 

movements were very unclear. Was the Committee on Central America an anti-apartheid 

SMO because it participated in anti-apartheid protests? Probably not. However, it was 

also clearly not solely a peace movement organization. Espedally on the Harvard campus 

during the late 1960s and during the 1980s, student organizations were multi-movement 

oriented, bi addition, coitmion enemies brought issues and groups together, making it 

virtually impossible to pigeonhole some events in one movement. Protests against Coors 

Beer were part of the gay rights movement, but also part of the civil rights movement and 
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the labor movement. Protest frames overlapped to an extent which facilitated coalition 

work and movement overlap. 

Movements also exerted an influence on one another between protest cycles. 

Abeyance structures (Rupp and Taylor 1987) linked the sixties and the eighties, sometimes 

directly influencing the emergence of what we might think of as a new movement. The 

Afro and African-American Students Association, which had been highly active around 

civil rights issues in the 1960s, remained active on the Harvard campus throughout the 

1970s. With a new name, the Black Student Association, the organization became highly 

active around the anti-apartheid issue in 1976, providing a link between the two waves of 

protest. In a certain sense, the anti-apartheid movement may be seen as the civil rights 

movement of the eighties, with an expanded domain of concern. Throughout the seventies 

and eighties, students increasingly turned their attention to international issues. Peace 

activists increasingly fought against U.S. military interference in the affairs of international 

peoples. Civil rights activists became increasingly concerned with civil rights in other 

nations. Thus, what appeared as a negative influence of the international human rights 

movement on the civil rights movement in the quantitative analysis, may actually reflect 

the evolution or globalization of the civil rights movement rather than an actual resource-

depleting competition effect. 

It is important to note that location matters. The dynamic interaction between 

organizations and the multi-issue protests did not occur on every campus. In fact. 

Harvard is quite exceptional, what we might call "a hotbed of activism" (Van Dyke 1998). 

Harvard had significantly more protest events than the other schools in the sample, which 
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is not altogether surprising given Harvard's elite status and large student body. It is 

therefore also not surprising that the dynamics at Harvard are different from those 

elsewhere. Some of the more active campuses did see flickerings of similar dynamics 

during the 1980s protest cycle, including Grinnell, Illinois State and the University of 

Arizona, but they did not have the levels of activity to sustain the rich movement culture 

ofHarvard. 

The historic record provides us with some understanding of the factors which 

influence movement overlap and inter-movement influence. Time and place matter. A 

high level of movement interaction is likely during qrcles of protest, in highly active 

locations. Multi-issue organizations, cross-movement issues and common enemies all 

push the boundaries of the movements, as activists and their organizations increasingly 

come into contact. Between protest cycles, abeyance structures may create links between 

movements, and influence the emergence of protest around new issues. 

Conclusions 

This research firmly demonstrates that movements often considered distinct, do in 

fact influence one another. Activity around women's issues had a positive influence on 

international human rights protest, peace movement protest positively influenced civil 

rights protest, and etc. This positive effect may have occurred as activists took inspiration 

from the activities of other movements on their campus, even without direct interaction. 

However, the positive effect may also reflect the fact that the boundaries of social 

movements are less rigid than our methodological conventions suggest. What we often 
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think of as separate movements are not necessarily distinct from other movements. 

Movements cluster in time to a significant extent, and many issues inherently cross 

movement boundaries. An examination of the multi-issue social movement community at 

Harvard demonstrates that several factors influence movement overlap and cross-

movement influence. Multi-issue organizations may create connections between different 

groups and issues, and movement frames which include common issues and enemies 

mobilize diverse groups to work in coalition. 

On the face of it, the peace movement had a negative effect on the international 

human rights movement, and the human rights movement had a negative effect on civil 

rights activity. One explanation for this finding follows a competition model, and suggests 

that the separate movements and their organizations compete for resources, including 

activists. However, this explanation fails to recognize the fact that international issues, by 

their very nature, overiap with civil rights and peace issues. Both civil rights and anti-

apartheid protests are concerned with the fate of African-descended ethnic groups, and 

protest around these issues involved similar organizations. The primary peace issue in the 

eighties, opposition to U.S. involvement in Central America, is clearly an international 

human rights issue in addition to a peace issue. 

An alternative to the competition explanation is one which focuses on movement 

evolution. Organizations do not necessarily remain focused on one issue throughout their 

existence, in fact, many do not. Abeyance structures linked the sixties and the eighties, 

changing their issue focus between the two periods. As described previously, the Black 

Student Association at Harvard focused on civil rights issues in the late sixties, but turned 
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their attention to intemationai civil rights and the anti-apartheid movement during the late 

seventies. The issues and frames changed and evolved. The domain of civil rights was 

expanded to include intemationai citizens. 

Over the sixty year history of student protest analyzed here, issues became 

increasingly global. In contrast to the sixties, the issues central to many of the protests in 

the 1980s were intemationai: anti-apartheid, and opposition to the U.S. in Central 

America. Some have argued that the 1960s protest wave produced a master "civil rights" 

frame (Tarrow 1994). The data presented here suggest that the protest wave of the 

eighties, led to the development of an international rights frame, which has endured. 

Presently, in the spring of 1999, the predominant issue on U.S. campuses is sweat shops, 

the intemationai abuse of labor. This is an intemationai human rights movement, which 

coincidentally overlaps with the labor movement and the women's movement, since most 

of the sweatshop laborers are women. Any attempt to analyze this movement solely in 

reference to the labor movement, or any other single movement, would fail to recognize 

its multi-movement nature, and thereby would fail to accurately represent its issues and 

the forces which influenced its emergence. 

Time and place have a profound impact on the extent of movement overlap. 

Multi-issue social movement communities, which represent movement boundaries at their 

most fluid, are most likely to occur during cycles of protest, and to be located in hotbeds 

of activism. Only one school in this study. Harvard University, showed evidence of having 

a general sodal movement community. This community was strongest during the late 

sixties and throughout the eighties. However, we don't know the extent to which these 
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communities exist at the national or international level. Also, whether we would find 

similar dynamics among non-student populations remains an empirical question. 

The research design employed here has an advantage over other social movement 

studies in that it examines the interaction of movements, organizations and issues within 

discrete locations. Other studies have tended to examine national-level protest and 

national-level organizations, making the questionable assumptions that these organizations 

interact and are influenced by one another, and the assumption that these organizations are 

the ones actually involved in collective action. No such assumptions were required for this 

study. It also has its limitations, however, in that it only examines college student protest 

activity. It is possible that the dynamics of college student protest differ fi'om non-student 

protest activity. Further research is warranted before we will fiilly understand the dynamic 

interaction of social movements and their fluid boundaries. 
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CHAPTERS: CONCLUSIONS 

In this chapter, I review the theoretical contributions of the project, and then make 

suggestions for further research. 

Political Opportunities 

Early political opportunity theorists (Tilly 1978) argued that contenders may 

mobilize in response to threats or opportunities presented by the institutional political 

system. Groups may mobilize in response to the presence of elite allies, when there is 

evidence that elites may be receptive to their claims. This fact has been identified by 

current political opportunity theorists as one of the crudal factors influencing protest 

mobilization (McAdam 1996, Tarrow 1996). However, largely unrecognized within 

current formulations is the mobilizing potential carried by elites who present a threat, 

those who are antagonists rather than allies. In chapter 2,1 demonstrated that, consistent 

with current formulations of political opportunity theory, allies within the federal and state 

legislature lead to increased levels of protest. However, I also found that antagonists 

within the executive branch at either the federal or state level may lead to heightened 

levels of protest. 

This research demonstrates that we need to expand our discussion of the structure 

of the political opportunity system to include lack of opportunity, or threat. Current sodai 

movement scholars have taken seriously the effect which one type of threat, repression^ 

may have on levels of protest, but generally we have fiifled to modify theory to reflect 
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recent empirical findings. Like the work presented in this dissertation, others have 

recently documented the mobilizing efifect of antagonists (Kriesi et al. 1996, Meyer 1990, 

Soule et al, 1999). The presence of an antagonist in the federal executive position, either 

a Republican or a non-ally Democrat, may be associated with higher levels of protest 

activity. However, current theory has failed to incorporate threat into its fi'amework, 

discussing only the mobilizing efifect of opportunities. 

Future scholars should expand current conceptualizations of political threat. This 

research shows that powerful political elites may pose a mobilization-inspiring threat. 

Others have demonstrated that people sometimes mobilize in response to catastrophic 

events or suddenly-imposed grievances. Several types of grievances may mobilize people. 

Environmental disasters caused by human mismanagement or error may generate protest, 

as when people mobilized rapidly in response to the Three Mile Island nuclear accident 

(Walsh 1981), and in response to an oil spill ofif of Santa Barbara's coast (Molotch 1970). 

Similarly, sudden changes in policies which afifect the conditions of people's everyday lives 

may lead to collective action, as in the case of the prison riots studied by Useem (1989). 

Other research has shown that the use of moderate repression may have a mobilizing 

effect, which disappears if severe amounts of repression are used (DeNardo 1985, MuUer 

and Weede 1990). This research suggests that threats to health and even life itself have a 

powerful mobilizing effect. The fact the Vietnam War was the issue which produced the 

highest levels of protest activity^ among college students lends support to this proposition. 
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The issue around which students were in the most direct danger of losing their lives was 

the one around which they had the highest levels of protest activity/ 

The results of Chapter 2 in conjunction with the research discussed above suggest 

that there are three types of threat which may directly affect levels of protest activity; 1. 

The loss of existing priveleges, e.g., the threat of reversing Roe v. Wade; 2. Failure to 

make expected policy changes - e.g., if existing notions regarding the appropriate 

treatment of different radal groups have changed but poUdes have not changed along with 

them; 3. Imposition of threat to physical well-being, through war or environmental 

devastation, e.g.. Three Mile Island accident, Vietnam War. Threats to physical well-

being can be through either deliberate action or accidental. The use of repression in what 

is considered to be unreasonable amounts is an example of deliberate threats to physical 

well-being. 

The results presented here suggest the need for further research. We now have 

evidence that both elite allies and antagom'sts may inspire protest activity. However, if this 

is the case, then the theory has little explanatory power. These seemmgly contradictory 

findings suggest that variation in the elite composition of the political system does not 

matter, groups will protest whether they have fiiends or foes in ofSce. However, before 

we jettison the theory, it may be well worth our while to explore the historical context and 

conditions within which allies and movements operate. We may be able to identify 

conditions under which allies inspire protest activity, and others under which antagonists 

' Of course, people sometimes mobilize altruistically, or in response to threats to others, as in the case of 
animal rights protest, the sanctuary movement, the anti-apartheid movement, and others. 
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do so. In the future, I will do a more historic and contextual analysis of the interaction 

between student protest and elites, as an effort in this direction. 

Future research could also explore the mechanisms underlying the effect of 

political opportunities on levels of protest. What inspires actors to respond to a threat by 

protesting collectively? What makes actors perceive that they may have increased 

opportunities for success at a certain point in time if they engage in collective action? 

Newspaper and archival data are not the best source of data for analyzing the mechanisms 

underlying response to the structure of the political system. Interviews with activists and 

ethnographic observation might be better methodologies for pursuit of this question. 

This research also demonstrates that we need to nuance our conception of political 

elites. Their location matters. Elites within different branches of government may have 

differential effects on protest mobilization. Antagom'sts within the federal and state 

executive branch mobilized protesters, while allies were assodated with decreased levels 

of protest. However, the opposite effect was found for the presence of allies within the 

federal and state legislature^. Allies within the legislature were associated with higher 

levels of protest, while antagonists were associated with lower levels. Interestingly, 

although different elites may have differential effects on mobilization, the resuhs were 

consistent between elites in different levels of government. Allies within the federal and 

state executive branch both had a negative effect on levels of protest. Allies within both 

the federal and state legislative branches had a positive effect on mobilization. 

 ̂The effect for the state legislature was highfy significant, while the effect for the federal legislature was 
in the same direction, but was non-signfficant 



One question raised by these findings concerns the possibility that elites within 

different branches of government may have a differential effect on the tactics selected by 

protesters. One possible explanation for the finding that allies within the executive lead to 

decreased levels of collective action is that the presence of allies within these positions 

encourages aggrieved groups to seek influence through alternate means. They may pursue 

change through institutional channels. For example, the presence of a gay-fiiendly 

administration in the executive office may inspire gays to seek change through legal 

challenges rather than through disruptive collection action, based on a perception (whether 

correct or not) that the political system is more receptive to their claims. Just as wealthy 

CEOs do not need to stage a demonstration in order to make their interests known to 

those with political power, other groups may be able to exert influence through more 

institutional and personal channels when have allies in powerful positions. This question 

was explored in the Chapter 3, "Why Petition? Why March?" 

Protest Tactics 

In Chapter 3,1 examine the effect of political opportunities and organizational 

involvement on the protest tactics used by students. I analyze their effect on two broad 

sets of tactics: conventional tactics, such as petitions and letter writing campaigns, and 

confi'ontational tactics, including demonstrations and sit-ins. Although numerous studies 

have demonstrated that political opportunities facilitate increased collective action, few 

have examined the interaction between opportunities and the use of specific tactics (Soule 

et al. 1999 are an exception). I found that elites within different branches of the 



161 

government have differential effects on tactic use. Elite antagonists within the executive 

branch lead to increased levels of confrontational collective action, while elite allies within 

the legislative branch lead to increased use of conventional tactics. These findings 

demonstrate that the study of social movements will benefit from a more nuanced 

conceptualization of both allies and protest activity. The branch of government within 

which allies are located directly affects their mobilizing potential. In addition, allies or 

antagonists within different branches inspire the use of different types of tactics. 

The conflict literature provides some explanation for these findings. The dual 

conflict model and perceived feasibiUty models specifically take into consideration the fact 

that social movement actors engage in a dynamic interaction with those in power. 

Contenders consider both their relationship to these actors and their projected response 

when deciding how to act. Dual concern theory argues that when people are dependent 

on the other party for rewards or penalties, they may choose less contentious modes of 

conflict (Pruitt and Rubin 1986). Perceived feasibility theory argues that when choosing 

strategy, actors consider the potential effectiveness of the strategy, and their perception of 

the other group's willingness to problem solve. Because legislators depend on their 

constituents for re-election, students may perceive them as being more subject to 

influence, thereby rendering the use of more extreme tactics unnecessary. Because 

members of the executive branch are less dependent on constituents within any single 

geographically bounded area, students may believe that more confrontational tactics are 

necessary not only to get their attention, but also to prod them into action. These findings 

demonstrate that social movement scholars can benefit from drawing on the theories and 



162 

findings fi-om other relevant literatures. In spite of the fact that social movement scholars 

study social conflict, the mainstream social movements literature rarely draws upon the 

conflict literature. 

This line of research would benefit fi'om qualitative interviews with activists. The 

present study has a methodological advantage in the large number of events included, 

which provide confidence that the results obtained represent general processes occurring 

at the schools included in my sample. However, this methodology has its disadvantages in 

that I cannot reach confident conclusions regarding the micro-level mechanisms involved. 

Although 1 can study the relationship between tactic use and political opportunities, I 

cannot describe the process through which activists decide which tactics to use. Future 

research could look at tactical choice fi'om a micro-level using qualitative evidence. This 

research may be a good supplement to the current study. 

I also demonstrate that the involvement of student organizations increases the 

likelihood of both conventional and confi'ontational protest. These findings are consistent 

with resource mobilization theory, which argues that organization is necessary for 

collective action (McCarthy and Zald 1973, Tilly 1978). However, until now, few studies 

have examined the specific relationship between organization and tactic selection. Some, 

following a tradition of organizational research based on the work of Michels (1962), have 

argued that organizational involvement in collective action inevitably leads to the 

increased use of conventional tactics at the expense of confi'ontational tactics (Piven and 

Cloward 1979, StJ^genborg 1988). Piven and Cloward (1979) for example, argued that 

the involvement of organizations in poor people's protest leads to increasing conservatism 
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and inefifectiveness. The research presented in this dissertation fiiils to support this general 

argument. Organizations were equally likely to be involved in protests involving the most 

extreme tactical forms, such as sit-ins or building occupations, and in protests involving 

the mildest and most conventional actions, such as petitions or the passage of resolutions. 

Why do these findings contradict those suggested by Piven and Cloward? First, it 

is possible that social movement organizations do not fit the formal, hierarchical 

organizational model suggested by Michels (1962). In fact, we know that many women's 

movement organizations (among others) have strived for an organizational model based 

on non-hierarchical leadership and consensus-based decision making. Some (Gelb and 

Palley 1987) have argued that even the more professionalized and hierarchical women's 

organizations, such as NOW, have managed to avoid the bureaucratization predicted by 

Michels. The extent to which sodal movements are able to avoid bureaucratization and 

the "iron law of oligarchy" remains a question for fiiture research. The findings presented 

here suggest that student protest activity is not negatively affected by conservatism 

fostered by the involvement of organizations. However, it is possible that student 

organizations are exceptional. Student organizations have a number of unique 

characteristics which suggest a number of scope conditions to Michels' "iron law of 

oligarchy." 

Michels' (1962) famous argument was based on his study of a large scale political 

party organization in Germany. The organization had a national membership, and leaders 

who were elected to represent this membership. He argued that, although th^ were 

elected fi'om among the masses, the leadership of such an organization would inevitably 
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develop their own interests based on their position, and come to act in &vor of 

maintaining their own interests rather than the interests of the organization. This was his 

famous "iron law of oligarchy." Student organizations, and potentially many sodal 

movement organizations, are, however, vastly different from the organization studied by 

Michels. Student organizations are typically smaller than the organization studied by 

Michels, and they do not have a paid leadership. Thus, two scope conditions which may 

influence the extent to which oligarchy occurs are size, and the presence of a paid 

leadership. 

A study of movement organizational form is one possible direction for future 

research. Although organizations are seen as one of the primary factors influencing 

collective action and are very frequently included as independent variables in studies of 

social movements, rarely are these organizations examined themselves. We do not know 

the structure of the social movement organizational field. It is quite possible that one 

crucial factor distinguishing the extent of formalization and bureaucratization in sodal 

movement organizations is the domain of their membership. Organizations which have a 

national membership may differ greatly from small, local-level movement groups. It has 

been diflScult to demarcate the sodal movement organizational field partially due to a lack 

of data available to study such a topic. We hardly know the dimensions of sodal 

movement activity^ within a bounded geographic region, let alone the organizations 

involved in this activity. In spite of this fact, scholars often assume that they have 

identified the population of potential movement organizations when th^ sample from the 

Encyclopedia of Assodations. Future research could examine this assumption by starting 
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from a sample of protest events and worldng backward, as I have done here, empirically 

determining what organizations belong to a movement's organizational field. Such 

methodology is preferable because it more accurately identifies the organizations actually 

involved in protest. 

Even if student organizations are exceptional, they may nonetheless play a crucial 

role in the development and dynamics of a protest wave, even when viewed from the 

national level. An examination of the New York Times for April and May of 1968 and 

1969, two peak years of the sixties protest wave, suggests that student protest activity 

played a fundamental role in creating the sense of social unrest which is associated with 

this decade. The relationship between student protest and national level protest is one 

question which I intend to examine in the future. If students do play an important role in 

protest activity which occurs on the national stage, as I think they do, then their 

organizations may be absolutely critical. The non-professional and dynamic nature of 

student organizations may make them the ideal breeding ground for disruptive protest, and 

ultimately, shocks to the status quo. 

Inter-Movement Influence and Movement Overlap 

In chapter 4,1 examine inter-movement influence and social movement overlap. I 

find that levels of activity around one issue can have both a positive and a negative effect 

on other social movements. Processes of difiusion may cause some groups to increase 

their levels of protest when th^ see other constituencies engaging in protest activity. 

However, I also found support for a competition theory of movement interaction. 
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Activists have limited time and resources; as they become involved in new issues, they 

may decrease levels of activity around others. However, both of these theoretical 

explanations of inter-movement influence &il to recognize the fluid nature of sodal 

movement boundaries. Both positive and negative effects may occur as the result of the 

shifting and dynamic nature of social movements. Movements are not as distinct as our 

methodological conventions suggest. What appears to be a negative effect may occur as a 

movement evolves and the individuals and organizations involved modify their issue focus. 

For example, organizations active around civil rights in the 1960s shifted their attention to 

the apartheid issue during the late 1970s. Thus, it may appear that the international human 

rights movement had a negative effect on the civil rights movement. However, ultimately 

they are the same movement, both with a concern for the rights of African-descended 

people. Over time, the domain of the civil rights movement expanded to include 

international citizens. 

Although many social scientists have argued that social movements are not disCTete 

entities, few studies have examined the extent of social movement overiap, and the factors 

which facilitate this overlap. An examination of college student protest reveals that social 

movements do overlap to a considerable extent. Many student protests were staged 

around multiple issues. For example, some protests were staged in opposition to the 

Vietnam War and to military service, two highly related issues. Other protests were 

staged around seemingly more distinct issues, such as radsm and the War, the subject of a 

protest at the University of Arizona in 1968, or in opposition to racial discrimination and 

discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation, the subject of protests at Grinnell College 
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in the early eighties. Many issues around which students protest are by their nature multi-

movement oriented. Protests against CIA recruiting on campus are related both to the 

peace movement and to changing conditions on campus. Similarly, anti-apartheid protests 

involve both University investment poUcies and international human rights. For 

methodological convemence, we often divide events such as these into individual 

movements, when they actually overlap. Doing so obscures the dynamic and fluid nature 

of movement activity, and may lead us to false conclusions regarding the factors which 

influence protest activity. 

An examination of the organizations active in student protest also reveals the 

multi-movement nature of student protest activity. Some organizations cannot be 

classified as part of a single movement because th^r were active around multiple issues, 

including groups such as the Harvard Liberal Union, the Students for a Democratic 

Society (SDS), and the Democratic Sodalists. In addition, some of the most active 

student organizations are not even what we typically think of as movement organizations. 

This research found that student councils, for example, have been highly involved in 

campus protest activity. Typically, we would not consider these groups to be sodal 

movement organizations. However, they have been highly active in student protest 

around numerous issues. Th^, like some of the organizations described above, defy 

classification into one movement category or another. 

I found that the same factors which influence the emergence of sodal movements 

also facilitate sodal movement overiap: political opportunities, framing, and organization. 

Certain configurations of these elements may lead to movement overlap. In terms of 
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political opportunity, the presence of eihe antagonists whose actions or policies inspire 

mobilization around several issues may lead to movement overlap. As groups come to 

realize that they share a common enemy, they may work together to oppose it. Some 

elites may offend multiple constituencies, such as Coors Beer in the early eighties, which 

angered both civil rights and gay rights activists. A common enemy will only inspire 

coalition work when groups realize that their protest frames are consistent to some extent. 

Groups must share certain framing elements before they will be able to work together. 

Certain organizational configurations also facilitate movement overlap. Multi-

issue organizations, by their very nature, transcend movement boundaries, and their 

activities create further blurrings. This study demonstrates that once groups work 

together on a common issue, often with a multi-issue organization, previously single-issue 

focused organizations may expand their domain of activity to include other issues. 

Following actions staged in coalition with other issue groups, groups such as the Ecology 

Coalition participated in protests against the Vietnam War; the Committee on Central 

America signed a petition opposing apartheid; the South Africa SoUdarity Conunittee 

participated in a women's Take Back the Night March. 

Time and place also have a profound impact on sodal movement overlap. Multi-

issue social movement communities, which represent movement boundaries at their most 

fluid, are most likely to occur during cycles of protest, and to be located in highly active, 

hotbed, locations. Only one school in the study. Harvard University, showed evidence of 

this high level of movement overlap. This is not surprising, given that levels of protest 

tend to vary across locations. Student protest is most likely to occur at large, elite 



169 

universities which have a history of protest activity (Van Dyke 1998). This 

characterization describes Harvard perfectly, but does not describe the other colleges 

included m this study. These hotbed locations are important, in that th^ maintain protest 

activity during relatively quiet periods, and may help to foster the development of protest 

cycles. However, the extent to which Harvard is exceptional remains a question for 

further research. The research described above suggests that other large, elite colleges 

should show similar dynamics. However, no other studies have examined levels of protest 

activity on college campuses. In the future, I will collect data from two other highly active 

locations, such as the University of \Gchigan and the University of California at Berkeley, 

in order to further understand the dynamics of protest in movement centers. 

In addition, the overall importance of student protest remains an unanswered 

question. Based on my personal experience examining protest data from the New York 

Times in the late sixties, I hypothesize that the sense of social turmoil created by protests 

during this era was largely driven by student protests. However, this remains an empirical 

question. In fact, the relevance of the research presented in this dissertation would be 

greatly strengthened by a fiiture study which examines the relationship between student 

protest activity and overall levels of protest in the U.S. Students may play a crudal role in 

the development of a protest cycle and the use of disruptive tactics, especially because of 

their biographical availability (McAdam 1988), and the unique structure of their 

organizations. Student organizations may be more likely to engage in disruptive collective 

action than "adult" organizations due to their small size and non-professional leadership. 
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Student activists have less to lose by engaging in dismptive protest activity. In the fiiture, 

I hope to examine this question. 

The resuhs from chapter 4 suggest that protest activity in the U.S. is becoming 

increasingly global in orientation. Over time, the number of protests around international 

rights issues increased dramatically. A few protests were staged in the 1960s, with the 

number gradually increasing until international human rights were one of the dominant 

issues of the 1980s. In order to evaluate whether this is indeed a trend or an artifact of the 

eighties is another question worthy of frirther study. In the future, I would like to update 

my student protest data to the year 2000. 

Implications for the Future 

How do the different dynamics discovered in this dissertation interplay with one 

another, and what implications does this interaction have for the future of social 

movement activity? There is both continuity in movement activity and an increasing 

globalization of issues. The globalizing effect suggests that the composition of the US 

national and state government may become less important as a mobilizing force. Citizens 

in the US are increasingly interested in the activities of multi-national corporations and 

foreign governments. Thus, I would expect US political elites to have a somewhat 

diminishing level of influence. However, these elites still serve as an accessible link to the 

international arena, and a powerful one at that. Thus, political elites will continue to 

mobilize student protests. 
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Students will continue to be one of the most active populations in the United 

States. Their biographical availability and the flexibility of their organizations makes them 

one of the most highly active populations in the US and the world. These factors do not 

seem to be changing; students continue to have fewer ties to family and career than their 

older counterparts, and the student population will continue to exit every four or five 

years, giving student organizations a dynamic and unpaid leadership. Because of their 

long history and high levels of involvement in protest activity, students are highly worthy 

of our attention. 
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