infernal organ(ization)s

Comparing the heydays to the period of decline, McAdam notes important organizational shifts. Specifically, he emphasizes the transition from organizational concentration to diffuseness. (How) does this explain the successes and failures of the movement? Consider the various forms of concentration(s) (issue/geography/etc). What sort of balance does McAdam seem to imply is the key to success?


shrinking violence

McAdam argues that one of the keys to the movement’s success was the relationship between the goals and tactics, claiming that the “genius of the movement during the heyday was preeminently tactical” (166). Explain what he means here. The Civil Rights Movements is well known for its “non-violent” tactics, yet their position on violence was actually far more complex. Why was violence so important to them and (how/why) did they actively provoke it? Why was extreme opposition by southern white supremacists more productive than the more blunted forms that appeared in the north during the late 60s?


resources: scarce or scary?

The Resource Mobilization gang claims that external resources are the key to insurgency. McAdam, however, found something quite different. Not only did these resources tend to follow the emergence of the movement, their effects on the movement were highly ambiguous. What were the costs of the growth of external support? How did these negatively affect the movement? Does this tell us anything about the role(s) of elites in understanding social movements? In undermining social movements?


to the victors go the spoiled

The taste of victory is usually more bittersweet than sweet. The advantages of victory appear obvious, but the downsides are often equally important to understanding social movement dynamics. First, think about the significance of the dates again – why did the decline start when it did? How could things feel so right yet go so wrong? Consider the particular effects on both political opportunities and the “collective assessment” of insurgency.


the future: an open book?

At the close of the book, McAdam makes a bold prediction: “there is little question but that widespread black insurgency will develop again in the not too distant future” (233). Sitting in judgment over 30 years later, what are we to make of this prediction? Was it accurate? Does the (in)ability to predict the future affect our evaluation of the argument in the rest of the book?
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