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Abstract 

This paper examines the historical trajectory of feminist movements and their transformative impact on policy 

formation from the 19th century to the contemporary era. Through historical-comparative analysis, this study 

traces the evolution of feminist political mobilization across three distinct waves, analyzing how strategic 

advocacy, coalition-building, and institutional engagement have translated movement demands into substantive 

policy reforms. The research demonstrates that feminist movements have fundamentally reshaped policy 

landscapes through sustained pressure for legal equality, reproductive rights, workplace protections, and anti-

violence legislation. Key findings reveal that policy success correlates with movement institutionalization, 

strategic framing of issues in terms of rights and justice, and the cultivation of political allies within state 

apparatus. The analysis reveals persistent tensions between grassroots activism and institutional politics, 

highlighting how feminist movements have navigated these dynamics to achieve significant policy victories while 

maintaining transformative goals. This historical perspective illuminates the complex relationship between social 

movements and policy change, demonstrating feminism's enduring influence on democratic governance. 

 

Keywords: - Feminist Movements, Policy Formation, Women's Rights, Political Mobilization, Historical 
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Introduction 

The relationship between feminist movements and policy formation represents one of the most significant 

examples of how organized social movements can fundamentally transform state institutions and legal frameworks 

(Banaszak 2010). From the suffrage campaigns of the 19th century to contemporary movements addressing 

gender-based violence and economic inequality, feminist activism has consistently challenged existing power 

structures and demanded institutional reforms that recognize women's full citizenship and human rights. 

This paper addresses the central research question: How have feminist movements historically influenced 

policy formation and implementation across different political contexts from the 19th century to present? 

Understanding this relationship is crucial for several reasons. First, it illuminates the mechanisms through which 

marginalized groups can achieve political representation and institutional change despite structural exclusion from 

formal political power (Young 2000). Second, it demonstrates the iterative process by which social movements 

adapt their strategies in response to changing political opportunities and constraints (Tarrow 1994). Third, it 
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reveals the long-term impact of sustained political mobilization on democratic institutions and governance 

structures. 

The significance of this inquiry extends beyond academic interest. Contemporary policy debates around 

reproductive rights, workplace equality, and gender-based violence cannot be understood without recognizing 

their historical antecedents in feminist political organizing (Rosen 2000). Moreover, as democratic institutions 

face renewed challenges globally, understanding how feminist movements have successfully navigated and 

transformed political systems provides valuable insights for contemporary social justice movements (Tarrow 

1994). 

This analysis contributes to scholarly understanding by providing a comprehensive historical synthesis 

that traces continuities and ruptures in feminist policy advocacy across multiple waves of mobilization. Rather 

than treating each wave as discrete phenomena, this paper demonstrates how strategic innovations and institutional 

learning accumulated over time, creating increasingly sophisticated approaches to policy influence (Rupp and 

Taylor 1987). 

Theoretical Framework 

This analysis draws upon multiple theoretical traditions to understand the complex relationship between 

feminist movements and policy change. Social movement theory provides the foundational framework for 

understanding how organized collective action emerges, develops, and achieves political influence (McAdam 

1982). Specifically, this paper employs resource mobilization theory to examine how feminist movements have 

built organizational capacity and strategic resources over time. 

Political opportunity structure theory illuminates how changing political contexts create openings for 

movement influence (Tarrow 1994). The concept of policy windows, developed by (Kingdon 1984), proves 

particularly relevant for understanding how feminist movements have capitalized on moments of political 

opportunity to advance policy agendas. This framework helps explain why certain periods have witnessed 

significant policy advances while others have seen limited progress or backlash. 

Institutional feminist theory provides crucial insights into how movements navigate the tension between 

working within existing political institutions and maintaining transformative goals. Scholars such as (Mazur and 

McBride 2008) have demonstrated how feminist movements have developed sophisticated strategies for engaging 

state institutions while preserving movement autonomy and radical potential. (Katzenstein 1998) work on 

"unobtrusive mobilization" reveals how feminists have worked within institutions like the military and religious 

organizations to achieve policy change from within. 

Frame analysis, drawing from the work of (Snow and Benford 1988), offers tools for understanding how 

feminist movements have constructed compelling narratives that resonate with broader political audiences. The 

evolution of feminist framing strategies—from arguments based on separate spheres ideology to equal rights 

discourse to intersectional analysis—reflects both strategic adaptation and ideological development within 

movements (Bernstein 2005). 

Finally, intersectionality theory, originating in the work of (Crenshaw 1989), provides a framework for 

analyzing how different feminist constituencies have experienced varying degrees of policy responsiveness based 

on their position within interlocking systems of oppression. This perspective is essential for understanding internal 

movement dynamics and the differential impact of policy reforms (Naples and Desai 2002). 

Historical Analysis 

The First Wave (1848-1920) 

The emergence of organized feminist political activity in the mid-19th century established foundational 

patterns for movement-policy interaction that would persist across subsequent waves (Baker 2008). The Seneca 

Falls Convention of 1848 marked a pivotal moment in crystallizing women's rights as a political issue, with the 

Declaration of Sentiments explicitly demanding legal and political equality. 

Early feminist movements operated within constrained political opportunity structures that excluded 

women from formal political participation. This exclusion necessitated innovative strategies for policy influence, 

including petition campaigns, public speaking tours, and the cultivation of male political allies (Freeman 1975). 

The temperance movement provided a crucial training ground for women's political organizing, demonstrating 

how moral reform arguments could be leveraged to expand women's public roles. 

The suffrage campaign represents the first sustained feminist effort to achieve fundamental policy change 

through constitutional amendment. The strategic evolution of suffrage activism reveals sophisticated 
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understanding of policy processes (Baker 2008). Early arguments based on women's moral superiority and 

complementary gender roles gave way to equal rights discourse that challenged fundamental assumptions about 

citizenship and political participation. 

State-level victories in western territories and states provided crucial proof of concept for women's 

suffrage, demonstrating that women's political participation did not produce the social chaos predicted by 

opponents. These victories also created strategic resources for national campaigns, including experienced 

organizers and refined tactical approaches (Baker 2008). 

The passage of the 19th Amendment in 1920 represented not only a policy victory but a transformation 

of American democratic institutions. The inclusion of women in the electorate fundamentally altered political 

calculations and created new constituencies for policy reform. However, the limitations of this victory—

particularly the exclusion of many women of color through Jim Crow restrictions—foreshadowed ongoing 

tensions within feminist movements around inclusion and representation (Freeman 1975). 

Policy outcomes during this period extended beyond suffrage to include protective labor legislation, 

marriage and property law reforms, and the establishment of women's bureaus within government agencies. These 

achievements demonstrate how feminist movements developed multiple strategies for policy influence, working 

simultaneously through legislative, judicial, and administrative channels (Brush 2003). 

The Second Wave: Institutionalization and Expansion (1960s-1980s) 

The resurgence of feminist activism in the 1960s occurred within a dramatically transformed political 

landscape that created new opportunities for policy influence (Costain 1992). The civil rights movement had 

established precedents for challenging systemic discrimination through federal legislation and constitutional 

interpretation. The expansion of federal regulatory capacity provided new venues for policy implementation and 

enforcement. 

The formation of the National Organization for Women in 1966 marked a shift toward more 

institutionalized forms of feminist organizing explicitly focused on policy change (Gelb 1989). NOW's structure 

as a civil rights organization reflected strategic learning from earlier movements about the requirements for 

sustained policy advocacy. The organization's early focus on employment discrimination demonstrated 

sophisticated understanding of how legal challenges could be leveraged to achieve broader policy reforms. 

The passage of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which prohibited employment discrimination 

based on sex, created an unintended policy opening that feminist movements strategically exploited (Gelb 1989). 

The establishment of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission provided an institutional venue for 

challenging workplace discrimination, though feminist advocacy was required to ensure effective enforcement of 

sex discrimination provisions. 

The Equal Rights Amendment campaign represents the most ambitious policy goal of second-wave 

feminism. The amendment's passage through Congress in 1972 demonstrated movements' enhanced political 

capacity, while its ultimate failure in state ratification processes revealed persistent opposition to gender equality 

and the limitations of top-down policy strategies (Costain 1992). 

Reproductive rights emerged as a central policy focus during this period, with movements developing 

sophisticated legal strategies that culminated in the Roe v. Wade decision in 1973 (Staggenborg 1991). The 

Supreme Court's recognition of reproductive autonomy as a constitutional right represented a dramatic policy 

victory achieved through strategic litigation rather than legislative advocacy. 

Violence against women became increasingly prominent as a policy issue during the 1970s, with feminist 

movements successfully reframing domestic violence and sexual assault from private problems to public policy 

concerns (Weldon 2002). The establishment of rape crisis centers and domestic violence shelters created service 

delivery infrastructure while generating political pressure for legal reforms. 

Educational equity achieved significant policy victories through Title IX of the Education Amendments 

of 1972, which prohibited sex discrimination in federally funded educational programs. The implementation of 

Title IX demonstrates how feminist movements developed expertise in policy implementation and regulatory 

advocacy to maximize the impact of legislative victories (Gelb 1989). 

The Third Wave and Contemporary Developments (1990s-Present) 

Contemporary feminist movements have operated within increasingly complex political environments 

characterized by both expanded institutional access and intensified opposition to gender equality policies (Ferree 

and Tripp 2006). The diversification of feminist movements along lines of race, class, sexuality, and nationality 

has created new challenges and opportunities for policy advocacy. 
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The Violence Against Women Act of 1994 represents a significant policy achievement that demonstrates 

how feminist movements successfully built bipartisan coalitions around anti-violence initiatives (Weldon 2002). 

The legislation's comprehensive approach, including funding for services, law enforcement training, and legal 

reforms, reflects movement learning about the need for coordinated policy responses to complex social problems.  

International human rights frameworks have provided new venues for feminist policy advocacy, with 

movements increasingly operating across national boundaries to promote women's rights policies (Moghadam 

2005). The Beijing Platform for Action and the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 

Against Women have created international standards that domestic movements leverage for policy reform. 

The emergence of intersectional feminism has complicated traditional approaches to policy advocacy by 

highlighting how different groups of women experience varying policy impacts (Crenshaw 1989). This 

development has led to more nuanced policy proposals that address the complex ways gender intersects with other 

forms of oppression (Naples and Desai 2002). 

Digital technologies have transformed feminist organizing and policy advocacy, enabling rapid 

mobilization around policy issues and creating new forms of political participation. The #MeToo movement 

demonstrates how social media can amplify feminist policy demands and create political pressure for institutional 

reforms (Rosen 2000). 

Economic inequality has emerged as a central policy focus for contemporary feminist movements, with 

campaigns for pay equity, paid family leave, and childcare support reflecting broader understanding of how 

economic policies affect gender equality. These campaigns demonstrate movement evolution toward more 

comprehensive analysis of structural inequality (Brush 2003). 

Cross-National Comparative Analysis 

Examining feminist policy influence across different national contexts reveals how political institutions 

and cultural factors shape movement strategies and outcomes (Beckwith 2005). Comparative analysis 

demonstrates both universal patterns in feminist organizing and context-specific variations in policy 

achievements. 

Nordic countries have achieved some of the most comprehensive gender equality policies globally, 

reflecting both strong feminist movements and political institutions conducive to policy innovation (Outshoorn 

and Kantola 2007). The development of state feminism in countries like Sweden and Norway demonstrates how 

movements can achieve significant policy influence through sustained engagement with social democratic 

institutions. 

The European Union has created supranational opportunities for feminist policy advocacy, with directives 

on gender equality creating binding obligations for member states (Mazur and McBride 2008). The development 

of EU gender policy demonstrates how feminist movements have adapted to multi-level governance structures 

and leveraged institutional venues at different scales. 

Authoritarian contexts present particular challenges for feminist policy advocacy, with movements 

operating under constraints that limit direct political mobilization. However, cases like Chile during the Pinochet 

era demonstrate how feminist movements can maintain organizing capacity under repressive conditions and 

achieve significant policy influence during democratic transitions (Htun and Weldon 2012). 

Post-colonial contexts reveal how feminist movements navigate tensions between gender equality goals 

and anti-imperial politics (Moghadam 2005). The development of indigenous feminisms demonstrates how 

movements adapt universal human rights frameworks to local contexts while challenging both traditional 

patriarchal structures and colonial impositions. 

Policy Domains and Strategic Innovations 

Feminist movements have achieved policy influence across multiple domains through strategic 

innovations adapted to specific policy areas (Weldon 2002). Understanding these domain-specific strategies 

illuminates how movements develop expertise and build political capacity over time. 

Legal equality policies have provided foundational victories that enable subsequent policy advocacy. 

Constitutional equal rights provisions and anti-discrimination legislation create legal frameworks that movements 

leverage for broader policy reforms (Gelb 1989). The development of feminist legal theory has provided 

intellectual resources for strategic litigation and policy design. 

Reproductive rights policies demonstrate how feminist movements have navigated intense political 

opposition through strategic framing and coalition building (Staggenborg 1991). The evolution from population 
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control arguments to reproductive justice frameworks reflects movement learning about how to build broader 

political support while maintaining core principles. 

Economic policy advocacy has required feminist movements to develop expertise in complex policy 

areas traditionally dominated by male-defined interests. Campaigns for pay equity and work-family balance 

policies demonstrate how movements have successfully challenged the separation between public and private 

spheres in policy discourse (Brush 2003). 

Violence prevention policies illustrate how feminist movements have transformed understanding of 

social problems and appropriate policy responses (Weldon 2002). The development of coordinated community 

response models demonstrates movement innovation in policy implementation and service delivery. 

Mechanisms of Policy Influence 

Feminist movements have employed diverse mechanisms for achieving policy influence, with strategic 

choices reflecting both movement resources and political opportunities (Banaszak 2010). Understanding these 

mechanisms illuminates how social movements generally can achieve institutional change despite resource 

disadvantages. 

Direct lobbying has become increasingly important as feminist movements have developed professional 

advocacy organizations with specialized policy expertise. The institutionalization of feminist lobbying reflects 

movement learning about the requirements for sustained policy influence within legislative processes (Costain 

1992). 

Grassroots mobilization remains crucial for demonstrating public support for policy reforms and creating 

political pressure on elected officials. The relationship between grassroots activism and professional advocacy 

reveals ongoing tensions within movements about appropriate strategies for policy influence (Staggenborg 1991). 

Legal strategies have provided alternative venues for policy change when legislative processes are 

blocked by opposition. The development of feminist legal organizations demonstrates how movements create 

specialized capacity for strategic litigation and legal advocacy (Gelb 1989). 

Coalition building has enabled feminist movements to expand their political influence by partnering with 

other social justice movements and mainstream organizations. Successful coalitions demonstrate how movements 

can build broader political support while maintaining their distinctive goals and perspectives (Ferree and Tripp 

2006). 

Electoral strategies have become increasingly important as more women have gained access to political 

office. The development of organizations focused on increasing women's political representation demonstrates 

how movements work to transform political institutions from within (Katzenstein 1998). 

Challenges and Limitations 

Despite significant policy achievements, feminist movements have faced persistent challenges that limit 

their policy influence and reveal the constraints of working within existing political institutions (Young 2000). 

Understanding these limitations is crucial for assessing movement effectiveness and identifying areas for strategic 

development. 

Backlash dynamics have repeatedly constrained feminist policy gains, with opposition movements 

mobilizing to reverse achieved reforms. The anti-feminist mobilization around reproductive rights and equal rights 

amendments demonstrates how policy victories can generate organized opposition that limits further progress 

(Staggenborg 1991). 

Institutional constraints within existing political systems have limited the scope of possible policy 

reforms, with movements often forced to accept incremental changes rather than transformative reforms (Mazur 

and McBride 2008). The persistence of structural inequalities despite legal equality demonstrates the limitations 

of policy approaches that do not address underlying power relations. 

Internal movement tensions around race, class, and sexuality have complicated policy advocacy by 

revealing how different constituencies within movements experience varying policy impacts (Crenshaw 1989). 

These tensions demonstrate the ongoing challenge of building inclusive movements capable of representing 

diverse women's interests. 

Resource limitations have constrained movement capacity for sustained policy advocacy, with nonprofit 

funding structures creating dependencies that can limit movement autonomy (Naples and Desai 2002). The 

professionalization of feminist advocacy has created new forms of expertise while potentially distancing 

movements from grassroots constituencies. 
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International variations in policy responsiveness reveal how national political contexts shape movement 

effectiveness, with some institutional arrangements proving more conducive to feminist policy influence than 

others (Beckwith 2005). These variations highlight the importance of context-specific strategic development. 

Contemporary Challenges and Future Directions 

Contemporary feminist movements face new challenges and opportunities for policy influence shaped 

by changing political, economic, and technological contexts (Ferree and Tripp 2006). Understanding these 

developments is crucial for assessing the future trajectory of feminist policy advocacy. 

Digital technologies have created new opportunities for movement mobilization and policy advocacy 

while also enabling new forms of opposition and backlash. The impact of social media on feminist organizing 

demonstrates both the potential and limitations of technology-mediated political participation (Rosen 2000). 

Economic globalization has created new policy challenges around women's economic security while also 

generating opportunities for transnational feminist organizing (Moghadam 2005). The development of global care 

chains and their policy implications demonstrate how feminist movements must address increasingly complex 

international dimensions of gender inequality. 

Political polarization has intensified opposition to feminist policy goals while also creating opportunities 

for mobilization among supportive constituencies. The impact of polarization on feminist policy advocacy reveals 

both challenges and strategic opportunities for movement development (Htun and Weldon 2012). 

Intersectional analysis has created more sophisticated understanding of how gender intersects with other 

forms of oppression while also complicating traditional approaches to policy advocacy (Crenshaw 1989). The 

integration of intersectional perspectives into policy design represents both an achievement and an ongoing 

challenge for feminist movements. 

Climate change and environmental degradation have emerged as significant concerns for feminist 

movements, with growing recognition of the gendered dimensions of environmental policy. The development of 

ecofeminist policy analysis demonstrates how movements continue to expand their analytical frameworks and 

policy agendas (Naples and Desai 2002). 

Implications for Democratic Theory and Practice 

The historical relationship between feminist movements and policy change provides important insights 

for understanding democratic theory and practice more broadly (Young 2000). These implications extend beyond 

gender politics to illuminate fundamental questions about representation, participation, and institutional change 

within democratic systems. 

The feminist experience demonstrates how excluded groups can achieve political influence through 

sustained organizing and strategic institutional engagement (Banaszak 2010). This process reveals both the 

possibilities and limitations of democratic institutions for addressing systemic inequalities and marginalization. 

Feminist policy advocacy has contributed to expanding conceptions of citizenship and political 

participation, challenging traditional boundaries between public and private spheres (Young 2000). These 

contributions have enriched democratic theory by highlighting how gender shapes political experience and 

institutional access. 

The development of feminist institutional presence within government agencies and policy-making 

bodies demonstrates how social movements can achieve insider influence while maintaining external pressure for 

continued reform (Katzenstein 1998). This process illuminates broader questions about movement 

institutionalization and political incorporation. 

Feminist movements' success in reframing policy problems and expanding policy agendas reveals how 

sustained advocacy can transform political discourse and create new possibilities for institutional change (Snow 

and Benford 1988). This capacity for discursive innovation represents a crucial mechanism for democratic renewal 

and adaptation. 

Conclusion 

This historical analysis demonstrates that feminist movements have achieved significant and lasting 

influence on policy formation across multiple domains and political contexts (Weldon 2002). From suffrage rights 

to reproductive autonomy, from workplace equality to violence prevention, feminist organizing has fundamentally 

transformed legal frameworks and institutional practices in ways that have enhanced women's citizenship and 

expanded democratic participation. 
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The success of feminist policy advocacy reflects several crucial factors: sustained organizational 

development, strategic adaptation to changing political opportunities, sophisticated understanding of policy 

processes, and capacity for coalition building across diverse constituencies (Banaszak 2010). These achievements 

have occurred despite significant resource constraints and persistent opposition, demonstrating the potential for 

marginalized groups to achieve institutional change through strategic political engagement. 

However, this analysis also reveals important limitations in feminist policy influence. Legal equality has 

not translated into substantive equality, with persistent disparities in economic security, political representation, 

and protection from violence (Htun and Weldon 2012). The ongoing strength of opposition to feminist policy 

goals demonstrates the enduring power of patriarchal interests within political institutions. 

Contemporary challenges around intersectionality, globalization, and political polarization require 

continued innovation in feminist policy advocacy (Ferree and Tripp 2006). The development of more inclusive 

and comprehensive approaches to policy reform represents both an achievement of past organizing and a necessity 

for future effectiveness. 

The feminist experience provides valuable insights for understanding how social movements generally 

can achieve policy influence within democratic systems (Tarrow 1994). The combination of insider and outsider 

strategies, the importance of sustained organizational development, and the necessity of strategic adaptation to 

changing political contexts offer lessons relevant to diverse social justice movements. 

Future research should examine how feminist movements continue to adapt their strategies to changing 

political contexts, particularly the impact of digital technologies and economic globalization on policy advocacy 

(Moghadam 2005). Additionally, comparative analysis of feminist policy influence across different national 

contexts could illuminate how institutional arrangements shape movement effectiveness and democratic 

responsiveness. 

The historical trajectory of feminist policy influence demonstrates both the possibilities and limitations 

of democratic institutions for addressing systemic inequality (Young 2000). While significant achievements have 

been realized through sustained political engagement, the persistence of gender inequality reveals the ongoing 

necessity for feminist organizing and policy advocacy. Understanding this history provides crucial insights for 

contemporary movements seeking to achieve transformative institutional change within democratic systems. 

References 

Baker, Paula. Votes for Women: The Struggle for Suffrage Revisited. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008.  

Banaszak, Lee Ann. The Women's Movement Inside and Outside the State. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010.  

Beckwith, Karen. “The Comparative Study of Women's Movements.” In Political Women and American Democracy, edited 

by Christina Wolbrecht, Karen Beckwith, and Lisa Baldez, 380–396. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.  

Bernstein, Mary. “Identity Politics.” Annual Review of Sociology 31 (2005): 47–74.  

Brush, Lisa D. Gender and Governance. Walnut Creek, CA: AltaMira Press, 2003.  

Costain, Anne N. Inviting Women's Rebellion: A Political Process Interpretation of the Women's Movement. Baltimore: Johns 

Hopkins University Press, 1992.  

Crenshaw, Kimberlé. “Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A Black Feminist Critique of Antidiscrimination 

Doctrine, Feminist Theory and Antiracist Politics.” University of Chicago Legal Forum 1989, no. 1 (1989): 139–

167.  

Ferree, Myra Marx, and Aili Mari Tripp, eds. Global Feminism: Transnational Women's Activism, Organizing, and Human 

Rights. New York: NYU Press, 2006.  

Freeman, Jo. The Politics of Women's Liberation. New York: David McKay, 1975.  

Gelb, Joyce. Feminism and Politics: A Comparative Perspective. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1989.  

Htun, Mala, and S. Laurel Weldon. “The Civic Origins of Progressive Policy Change: Combating Violence Against Women 

in Global Perspective, 1975–2005.” American Political Science Review 106, no. 3 (2012): 548–569.  

Katzenstein, Mary Fainsod. Faithful and Fearless: Moving Feminist Protest Inside the Church and Military. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 1998.  

Kingdon, John W. Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies. Boston: Little, Brown, 1984. 

Mazur, Amy G., and Dorothy E. McBride, eds. The Politics of State Feminism: Innovation in Comparative Research. 

Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 2008. 

http://www.eduresearchjournal.com/index.php/ijgrs


30 
` 

Volume: 1 | Issue: 1 | (Jan – Mar) – 2026 | www.eduresearchjournal.com/index.php/ijgrs  

McAdam, Doug. Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 1930–1970. Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press, 1982. 

Moghadam, Valentine M. Globalizing Women: Transnational Feminist Networks. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 

2005. 

Naples, Nancy A., and Manisha Desai, eds. Women's Activism and Globalization: Linking Local Struggles and Transnational 

Politics. New York: Routledge, 2002. 

Outshoorn, Joyce, and Johanna Kantola, eds. Changing State Feminism. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007. 

Rosen, Ruth. The World Split Open: How the Modern Women's Movement Changed America. New York: Viking, 2000. 

Rupp, Leila J., and Verta Taylor. Survival in the Doldrums: The American Women's Rights Movement, 1945 to the 1960s. 

Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1987. 

Snow, David A., and Robert D. Benford. “Ideology, Frame Resonance, and Participant Mobilization.” International Social 

Movement Research 1, no. 1 (1988): 197–217. 

Staggenborg, Suzanne. The Pro-Choice Movement: Organization and Activism in the Abortion Conflict. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press, 1991. 

Tarrow, Sidney. Power in Movement: Social Movements, Collective Action and Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, 1994. 

Weldon, S. Laurel. Protest, Policy, and the Problem of Violence Against Women: A Cross-National Comparison. Pittsburgh: 

University of Pittsburgh Press, 2002. 

Young, Iris Marion. Inclusion and Democracy. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.eduresearchjournal.com/index.php/ijgrs

