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In August 2011, Vice President Joe Biden of the Democratic Party described Tea Party Republicans in Congress as having “acted like terrorists” in the debate on the nation’s debt limit. One week later House Majority Leader Eric Cantor (R-VA) described Occupy Wall Street as “growing mobs occupying Wall Street and the other cities across the country”. This particular division between ideologies did not start between Democrats and Republicans in Congress but rather started as two social movements that grew to define two directions in which our country was heading. On the one hand, the Tea Party represented, and to this day it does represent, a desire to move towards less government spending and what they saw as an obstructive government.
  And on the other, Occupy Wall Street represented a desire for action from Washington to control income inequality in America and keep in check the control that banks have on legislative policy that keeps Wall Street without much regulation.
 These two movements could easily fit as a part of the Republican Party (Tea Party) and the Democratic Party (Occupy), and thus the power structure of Congress, yet only one of them became influential in Congress. It is how these social movements formed and, more importantly, performed that can answer the question of what led them to have such widely different results both political and in their self-established goals. 
Every 2 years Americans let their voices be heard in elections that shape the legislative agenda of the country for the following 2 years. Every so often it is an unhappiness with that agenda that leads to social movements with motives that try to change that agenda. These social movements can change that agenda by changing the perspective of the electorate, influencing elected officials into changing the agenda themselves in a fear of repercussions, or the social movement can prepare to compete in a subsequent election. These three options are not independent of each other but can be used as a movement sees fit. It is their usage that can define the movement and can lead to their success. It is with this understanding that the Tea Party and Occupy Wall Street will be examined. Both movements had a need to change the agenda. For the Tea Party that meant a more restricted government, and for Occupy it meant an attempt to change the economic divide of the country. Their origin differed greatly and their goals even more but both movements can be evaluated by what their goals were and how they tried to accomplish these goals. From that perspective, it is the Tea Party that achieved success in allowing the social movement to convert itself into a part of a political party to achieve its goals while Occupy decided to ignore the political process all together, which along with organizational problems meant that it would not achieve its goals. 
Social Movements


To understand the importance of social movements on the topic of Occupy and the Tea Party there has to be an understanding of why these movements are more than  political movements. While they are both certainly political, they are both also social movements. That is not to say that all political movements today must also be social but rather that these two particular cases are.

A 2000 study (McCright, Dunlap 2000) discovered that while there is a connection between social movements and political ideologies that doesn’t necessarily mean that a movement may package itself into a political ideology. There is an assumption that any movement can easily be considered as left or right and therefore can be packaged into the Democratic or Republican party accordingly. Yet research shows that this isn’t necessarily true and that either ideology could be independent from a party and therefore not be associated with the party as a whole. (McCright, Dunlap 2000) In looking at social movements from the 1960s it was found that “This has resulted in a noticeable expansion of government responsibility in certain areas, which is significant, as political conservatives and liberals are frequently at odds over the “proper” roles of federal government”. (McCright, Dunlap 2000, 838) So much like the Civil Rights and Women’s Rights movements have not been inherently political they have managed to make changes within government through the political system. These social movements have been able to mostly fit within one of the parties but have also flowed outside of those parties. This isn’t to say that all social movements exist outside of political parties but rather that they start there and then the political parties reflect a version of those movements. The change that has happened in legislation from the ideologies of those movements has been at the very least because of the change in public opinion of those ideas and the actions of Congress in reaction to that change. (McCright, Dunlap 2000, 842) This has led to a mischaracterization of social movements as political movements when in fact they have been social movements with political aspects in them. After all both Occupy and the Tea Party wanted to change a social mindset towards government even if this was a secondary goal for the Tea Party. 
One aspect of today’s social movements is the ability and need to draw from the middle class, and this aspect must be considered when looking at the ability of social movements to accomplish their goals. The need for social movements to have a strong middle class base that can support a movement’s goals by giving the movement an economic power. (Buechler 1995, 454) That strong middle class base can then help the movement grow and give it the ability to change the political system regardless of the political ideology that can obtain that base. In fact when talking about an attempt to change the paradigm of politics Buechler observes that “Only this alliance could effectively challenge the old paradigm of growth-oriented politics and replace it with a new paradigm rooted in distinctively new social movement values and goals.” (Buechler 1995, 454) As the goals of social movements differ widely it cannot be said that they all wish to change an overall paradigm but in the case of the Tea Party and Occupy, it can be said that both could accomplish their goals in this regard. A lack of a middle class or wish to change the political system can provide a social movement with setbacks. While the Tea Party had a strong middle class of members the same cannot be said for Occupy. Occupy never cared for reaching out to a strong middle class because of efforts to be as inclusive as possible and not have to reach out to any particular group. Occupy was unwilling to distribute its message to ensure that it would attract the middle class. 
The Tea Party


In 2008, then-Senator Obama was able to lead Democrats to win the White House, as well as  keep the House of Representatives and Senate with higher majorities. (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 700) Less than two years later a movement was started that changed the Republican Party into a force that took over the House of Representatives, taking sixty-three seats away from Democrats, and leaving Democrats with only a one-vote majority in the Senate, with Republicans taking six seats away from Democrats.
The movement that re-energized the Republican Party was the Tea Party. The Tea Party began on a belief that government power should be contained and that the ’08 elections had instead made a more powerful government. This movement was successful in electing Tea Party supporters during Republican primaries in ’10 and then electing those members in general elections. (Rich 2010) Several factors, such as support from Koch brothers, media attention, and a general dissatisfaction of government after the passage of the Affordable Care Act, made the Tea Party a success. (Rich 2010) This success can be measured in their effectiveness of electing their members in primaries and general elections, and the power of those elected members in the 112th Congress. These successes should not be focused solely on what the Tea Party did right but also on how a social and political movement can achieve success in the U.S. today through the political system. 
Tea Party Membership


The beginning of the Tea Party as a movement began in 2008 after Republican losses in both the Presidential and Congressional races that year that energized conservatives to begin a movement that would focus on President Obama’s fiscal polices and would call for a more limited government and a lowering of taxes. (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 700) Before analyzing party structure and success it is important to understand the type of people who made up the Tea Party. First, there is party affiliation. In a study that included both Tea Party supporters and a fuller sample of non-supporters it found that 89% of Tea Party supporters identified as Republican while only 4% identified as Democrats and 7% considered themselves as Independent. (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 702)  Other aspects of the Tea Party found supporters to be “older, more affluent, predominately white males, and less like to be unemployed”. (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 702)   These results went along with the public face of the Tea Party and should not be surprising, and even on policy issues there was mostly a consensus on spending, gay marriage, and abortion even with a sample of conservative and non-conservative Tea Party supporters being counted. The study found an overwhelming support for Congressional budget cutting, as well as strict laws on abortion and a federal ban on same-sex marriage. (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 703-04)  Though there were a number of non-conservative Tea Party supporters who did not want abortion restrictions (34.36%) or a ban on same-sex marriage (58.82%) but they were not largely represented amongst the Tea Party as a whole.  (Arceneaux, Nicholson 2012, 704)  It is because of this study that the Tea Party can be accurately described as conservative movement, both socially and fiscally, consisting primarily of older white male members with higher salaries and less likelihood of unemployment. 
The Tea Party’s Structure


Having established the membership of the Tea Party it is crucial to move on to its structure and how that structure fit in the framing of the movement’s goals. It is not surprising considering the political ideology of the Tea Party that it is made up of hundreds of small-interconnected networks with a common goal found in their identity and goals. (Williamson, Skocpol, Coggin 2011, 28) Many of these small local organizations then work with national organizations such as Party Patriots and The Tea Party Express, which closely associates itself with FreedomWorks, a multimillion-dollar conservative nonprofit led by former House Majority Leader Dick Armey. (Williamson, Skocpol, Coggin 2011, 28) So while the Tea Party claims to be a grassroots organization it is also construed in national organizations that provide both messaging and funding for some of the smaller organizations.  

The Tea Party also used conservative media to spread its messaging outside of the small groups, specifically Fox News. Not only is the coverage important, since nearly the entirety of the coverage of the Tea Party before their April 15, 2009 national rallies that can be described as a beginning to their national identify came from Fox News, but the way in which the Tea Party events were reported on is also important. Fox News went as far as to broadcast their own shows from Tea Party events and the largest Tea Party event as of March 2011 was cosponsored by Glenn Beck, a Fox News host. (Williamson, Skocpol, Coggin 2011, 30) In fact, Fox News did not serve as a journalistic role but rather a promotional institution for the Tea Party as described by Williamson, Skocpol, and Coggin: 
Rather than serving a journalistic, or even propagandistic function, Fox News in effect acts as a “national social movement organization,” as described by sociologist Debra Minkoff in studies of liberal identify movements. For a scattered set of people who might feel isolated or marginalized (like gays and lesbians, in Minkoff’s original example), a resourceful national organization can help to provide “an infrastructure for collective action” by promoting “the diffusion of collective identities” and fostering “at least a minimal degree of solidarity and integration.” Fox News did these things for the Tea Party undertaking, promoting the label and providing a venue for the leading voices, articulating a sense of pride and power among conservatives discouraged after November 2008, and spreading information about how people could get involved in national occasions to display solidarity and collective voice. All of these are invaluable aids to collective action among dispersed, not previously inter-connected people. (Williamson, Skocpol, Coggin 2011, 30)
It was because of this national effort by Fox News along with the smaller Tea Party organizations that the Tea Party was able to function effectively with a national agenda. There is no overstating how crucial it is to have a national voice that can give a mutual goal and understanding amongst small organizations that can then act independently with an unified goal. 
Occupy Wall Street

Occupy Wall Street began in 2011 as a liberal/left-wing social movement counter to the Tea Party. Rather than focusing solely on government, Occupy attacked the wealth disparity and power of Wall Street on America. (Harcourt 2012) Occupy was leaderless and worked as a democratic movement that was centralized in Zuccotti Park in downtown New York. (Brisbane 2011) As the movement gained national attention through its Zuccotti camp many sympathizers, like economist Paul Krugman and journalist Nicholas Kristof, asked for a direct political strategy from Occupy but this was in turn met with resistance in Occupy’s wanting to break away from the political movement and instead generate “a general assembly in every backyard”. (Harcourt 2012) This went as far as to even rebel in the movement’s development by rejecting policy demands or even a single, unified message. (Harcourt 2012) Yet the question must be made of whether this was beneficial as Occupy tried to become a movement unlike any of those in the past or whether that lack of leadership hurt its own cause and goals. 
Occupy Wall Street has a beginning that is unlike anything in the history of the United States in that it started online, and in some ways it was a test of what could be started with the resources of the internet. It began on the Canadian anti-consumerist magazine Adbusters that during the summer of 2011 registered the domain name OccupyWallStreet.org and also calls for a protest to start on September 17 in order to “flood into lower Manhattan, set up tents, kitchens, peaceful barricades, and occupy Wall Street for a few months.”
 The following ads, even an endorsement by the online activist hacker group Anonymous, never called for a place of settlement once in Wall Street but once September 17 arrived and the streets around Wall Street were surrounded by one thousand protestors they all settled in Zuccotti Park.
 As the park moved from a place of planning to a campsite for the protestors an increase in attendance and media attention, there were still questions about the purpose of Occupy. (Moynihan 2011) 
The first attempt to come up with a list of demands came from the founder of AdBuster, Kalle Lans, and a colleague as they wanted to come up with a specific demand that could be met as they felt that they wanted something tangible to be able to accomplish, much like the Egyptian Tahrir Square protests had in their asking for the Egyptian president to step down. (Schwartz 2011) As the draft was finished they sent it to a fellow Occupy Group, General Assembly, who in turn said they were writing their own statement. When the General Assembly came out with their statement it was a letter describing grievances that they saw as a result of corporations but it gave no list of demands. (Schwartz 2011) In Zuccotti Park this General Assembly was seen as appropriate in its vagueness and there was a wish to be as inclusive as possible in any demands and specifics might divide the group. (Schwartz 2011) Even attempts to have an elected body of leadership were found to be contradictory to Occupy’s cause. The Zuccotti Park protests led to protests around the country and the world, some with the same kind of encampments while others focused mostly on occasional protests. (Harcourt 2011)
The End of Zuccotti 

The camp at Zuccotti Park is of particular importance because it was the heart of the entire movement. What happened in Zuccotti inspired protests around the world, and most media of Occupy revolved around Zuccotti. The park encampment resulted in various arrests over the first weeks of Occupy but those were mostly few individual cases, and most other arrests happened in protests such as the march across the Brooklyn Bridge roadway that led to seven hundred arrests. (Baker, Moynihan, Maslin Nir 2011) The first attempt by the New York Police Department to clear the park was on October 14 but those plans leaked and were met by a high volume of protestors heading to the park to block any police action. (Baker, Goldstein 2011) So a second raid on the park was established and preparations took two weeks before they were ready for a raid in the early morning of November 15. (Baker, Goldstein 2011) Police arrested 142 members of Occupy, mostly for “disorderly conduct and resisting arrest”, and cleared the park of all Occupy’s tents and belongings. (Baker, Goldstein 2011) This was a turning point not only for protestors in Zuccotti but also around the world. Not only could protestors not look to Zuccotti Park for inspiration but those protestors in New York could no longer have their camp there since they were not allowed to bring in tents or sleeping bags in to the park. With this Zuccotti Park in its essence died for Occupy. No longer could protestors spend their time in the park with no agenda other than to “occupy” a sector of downtown New York. This was an opportunity for Occupy to go from a camp into something more and how they made their decisions after November 15 would decide the future of Occupy as a national movement. 
Occupy Post-Zuccotti


There are two ways of looking at the goals of Occupy: first, one could look at them as wishing to change the American neutrality to corporate power in our country; secondly, one could look at Occupy as a movement that needed to itself work towards making that change to the power of corporations in our country. If one believes the first goal it can be said that after Zuccotti Occupy did not need to do anything but get attention for itself and its dissatisfaction. They had occupied the news for nearly two months and had gained national and international attention, but how that attention changed the paradigm of Americans’ beliefs is an important aspect of that view. The second view asks Occupy to become more like the Tea Party and organize elections to make quantitative change through Congress. The reality is that this never happened and no big push was made during the 2012 midterm. Though the influence of Occupy on Senator Elizabeth Warren of Massachusetts (Elected in 2012) should not be understated, it is the goal of this paper to establish what opportunities and results Occupy had in their post-Zuccotti days. It is what happened after Occupy members went home in November of 2011 that should be defining the results of the social movement. 
Occupy’s Secret Warrior

If there is one elected official that won a seat in 2012 that can be said to be an agent of Occupy in Congress, it is Senator Warren from Massachusetts. Senator Warren’s “war on banks” began years before Occupy even began but she continued those efforts as she was elected to the Senate in 2012. (Touryaiai 2012) She has even gone as far as to say that she “created much of the intellectual foundation for what they do. I support what they do.” (Jacobs 2011) Being one senator in Congress is not something that can spread wide results for any group but results can be seen if that senator is in the right committee and for Senator Warren to be part of the Senate’s Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs it was certainly the right committee for her to fight on these issues. (Sargent 2012) Even if Senator Warren has yet to pass any meaningful banking reform legislation during her tenure in Congress it is important to establish a voice in Congress that mimics much of what was said in Zuccotti. For example, as occupied called in 2011 for government to get away from the hands of corporations and banks, in 2014 Senator Warren opposed President Obama’s nomination of Antonio Weiss, a former Wall Street investment banker, for the position of Treasury Undersecretary of Domestic Finance. (White 2014) Even if the nomination goes through, as of the writing of this it is still ongoing, it is a victory for those like Occupy and Senator Warren that there is a voice to contradict the appointment of a head of a global investment bank to a regulatory agency. So while there was no big sweep of Occupy electoral wins it must still be acknowledged that a post-Zuccotti Congress has an Occupy voice within. 
A Movement’s Electoral Opportunities
The choices that Occupy and the Tea Party made were made with the purpose of making a change.  As both social movements were integrated with politics it is also important how the political electoral system in 2010 and 2012 gave both movements an opportunity to claim seats in Congress, regardless of an attempt to do so.  Because of the opportunities that primary elections provide they become a tool, if used, for a movement to gain a voice in Congress. They can provide a better opportunity for incumbents to be defeat in an election, and they can also provide an ideological dilemma for elected officials in how they prepare for such a challenge, even giving a potential change in an elected official’s policy.  (Brady, Han, Pope 2007) An electoral district may be one in which the primary voters decide the election as a whole, or it may be one in which a certain type of voter decides the primary and a different ideological voter decides the general election. (Brady, Han, Pope 2007)  In the case of the primary it is most helpful for a candidate to be as ideological pleasing to the primary electorate rather than take a moderate stance. (Brady, Han, Pope 2007)  In the case of the mix electorate, candidates have the choice of worrying more about the primary or they may take a mix stance in which they run to a political ideological extreme during the primary and then turn towards the middle in the general election. (Brady, Han, Pope 2007)  
One example of how a movement can go about doing this is provided in two races that environmentalist gained in the 1970s. Both Wayne Aspinall (D-CO) and Walter Baring (D-NV) were conservative Democrats in the House of Representatives that opposed environmental bills during their tenure in congress. (Brady, Han, Pope 2007, 97) Both were longtime members of Congress that had little trouble in re-election but once environmental groups began their efforts in both races they were both defeated. In Aspinall’s case this defeat came after 22 years of reelection without a primary challenger, first winning by a small margin in 1970 before losing his seat in 1972. (Brady, Han, Pope 2007, 97) Not only can movements win seats in primary elections but they can also encourage Congress members to change their views in fear of losing their seats. Members of Congress understand that research has shown that ideology plays an important role in primaries that is not necessarily present during general elections. (Snyder, Ting 2011, 789) This research has gone on to show that once an election goes to a general election most voters will care much more about party affiliation than ideology of a candidate. 
In the case of Occupy and Tea Party it is clear that only the Tea Party only took advantage of this primary effect both in electing Tea Party members and establishing incumbents as Tea Partiers. One example that can be followed from 2010 to 2014 is that of Representative Eric Cantor (R-VA), House Majority Leader, who was able to come back from the minority in Congress because of the seats that Tea Partiers helped to win in 2010. Rep. Cantor while not a Tea Party member himself was approving of the party, especially in comparison to Occupy. He even described the Tea Party as “worried about government and its policies. It's not pitting one part of our country against another. And you didn't hear most of [Republicans] us encouraging any type of violent behavior, or whatever, when that was occurring.” (Harrington 2011) There is very little that would make Rep. Cantor an enemy of the Tea Party except for a few quotes that showed his willingness to fight for some sort of immigration reform but in 2014 a Tea Party candidate challenged him. (Sherman 2014) Rep. Cantor lost his primary on June 10, 2014 (44% to 55%)
 making him the first House Majority leader to lose his primary election since the position was created. The results of this election were more than about the race itself or even Rep. Cantor himself. It was meant as a showing of what the Tea Party could accomplish given the opportunity. 
Gerrymandering and Movements
Gerrymandering is a crucial aspect of this issue because it has implications in primary elections and therefore it can give a view on why primary elections are a suitable choice for movements if they wish to enter political parties. It’s important to note what has changed over the past decade that has made primaries a more important focus for elected officials than general elections.) This issue is relevant to any district that has become gerrymandered in such a way that it was meant to be solidified ideology for either side. (McCarthy, Poole, Rosenthal 2009) Gerrymandering has a negative effect on the level of competition of general elections. This is critical because it helps establish why elected officials might have changed in recent years to care more about primaries in gerrymandered districts. (McCarthy, Poole, Rosenthal 2009)  This is not to say that it is gerrymandering that leads to incumbents to lose but rather that it is gerrymandering that helps move incumbents to a more extreme side of their views since there is a bigger threat from primary voters than general election voters. 

The fact that gerrymandering can move elected officials to more extreme view needs to be balanced with the fact that in some cases gerrymandering actually reduces the chances of re-election, which helps explain the case for incumbents that lose when they don’t change their views. This is because gerrymandering means that there could be more primary voters in the district. (Friedman, Holden 2009) There is a small concession that needs to be made for this because gerrymandering is not the only reason for incumbents that easily win reelection. It has been noted that Congress members now have a mass amount of technology and resources that helps them better understand their constituency. (Friedman, Holden 2009)  This is a small concession in gerrymandering rather than on the main topic, as this understanding may help elected officials switch their views appropriately as their constituents change or slightly tweak their ideologies. 

Party Leadership
 In looking at political parties one can get a better idea of how policy is driven by ideologies of public opinion, as they may seem to affect a political party. Congress members in a party tend to vote as the party asks in an effort to please the party elders by staying in line. (Rosenblum 2000) Therefore, it is important to keep in my mind what is important for the party as a whole and who has power in a party. Disclosure should be made about the fact that this is different from Congress member’s promises to constituents since one is a vocal switch while the other is actual policy in Congress. On issues that matter to constituents there is a lack of accountability that allows for Congress members to disregard popular opinion of their constituents and go with the party vote since as mentioned earlier there policy is usually driven in primaries, which occur less frequently. (Snyder, Ting 2011) If the leadership of a party were afraid of a faction of the party and the votes they acquired then that faction could affect the actions of the leadership and therefore the actions of the party as a whole. 

Factions within a party can change the role of the party itself depending on how they are used by the leadership. One example of how factions within political parties function is in their roles in leadership positions for which they are appointed to appease the faction. (Belloni, Beller 1976, 546) While Congress members need time to gain leadership positions one way of obtaining that appeasement is for already members of Congress who joined the Tea Party movement to be in leadership positions. Such as Rep. Tom Price (R-GA) who was appointed chairman of the Republican Policy Committee and is the seventh ranking Republican member of Congress after the 2010 election.
 Rep. Pete Sessions (TX-R) stayed in his role as Republican Campaign Committee after the 2010 wins making him the sixth ranking Republican member of Congress and the highest Tea Party member in leadership. (Herszenhorn 2010) Whether these members kept or gained their positions because of the Tea Party is not as important as the fact that they both were voices that the Tea Party was able to have in the leadership of the majority party of Congress after 2010. Occupy Wall Street in their choosing to stay away from the political process in 2012 meant that they were giving away an opportunity to achieve the same rank in the leadership of Congress that the Tea Party had after their help in taking back the House of Representatives. 
Piven and Cloward 

In analyzing a specific social movement it is important to understand the social theories of Piven and Cloward. In its simplest form it can be described as the lower class being affected disproportionally during socio-economic crises, which leaves them as an easy to manipulate political electorate force. (Hicks, Swank 1983) This leads to a bigger shakedown of the political system in which the political elite try to satisfy the lower classes; however, this will only happen if the “poor” engage in “disruptive activities”. (Hicks, Swank 1983)  This provides a theory of what a social movement can do to make itself successful outside of a political party. Does a social movement need to convert itself into a part of a party during elections or can it achieve its goal by simply changing the goals of the so-called “elite”? It may not be about running candidates under a certain banner and instead it may be about voting in a certain way that reflects the feelings of a particular social movement in the country much like Occupy’s previous mentioned choice as a goal. 
A common problem that social movements have to deal with is that there is not such an easy way to determine what a “member” is. A member can be someone actively participating but it can also be someone who passively begins to think of the new perspective that the social movement is bringing about the same can be true of a political party but it is more likely that those in a political party can be easily identified by how they identify when they register to vote. The second definition, wherein one can be a passive participant, makes it harder to identify a “member” of that social movement but they themselves can be analyzed and their actions looked at to resolve how those uncounted members may be the force behind a change in policy. For a social movement that seeks to live outside the political system and encourage a change in national thinking this must be what is analyzed. For example, in the anti-Vietnam movement of the 70s the change that was being pursued was less about electing officials but rather to display a mass disapproval of the government’s actions abroad and all of this without a clear definition of membership groups. (Mettler, Soss 2004) The Tea Party had a more results oriented approached and their goal to increase the role of government could be achieved through the electoral process. Changing the national opinion on this matter was never a priority and therefore will not be analyzed here. 
For Occupy this was not the case. After their reluctance, and in the opinion of some a failure, to gain results through the electoral process their only access to success as a movement is in changing the national conversation. One way of looking at the effects of Occupy and potential success is in the fact that it was able to gain the attention it received. (Mitchell 2012) What Occupy meant for America during and post Zuccotti 
A transitive verb that can take an indefinite range of objects has now become a noun and an adjective and an iconic brand name, performing as the subject as well as the predicate of expressive conduct and action-as-speech. Occupy has also reserved the meaning of the center; the tent city, for so long the emblem of refugees and displaced persons, has been transformed into a site of gathering resistance. (Mitchell 2012)

In a way by establishing early that there would be no attempt to have leadership or candidates for elections it would make itself able to claim victory by simply existing and gaining attention for their issue. It raised an issue of class warfare that had not been explored and gained sensitivity to the topic of the 99% vs. the 1%. One example of how this shaped itself a year after Zuccotti is presidential nominee Mitt Romney’s comment during the election of 2012. There are a multitude of reasons why Romney lost the election but one crucial aspect of his loss in regard to Occupy is his statements on the 47% of Americans that he felt would never vote for him. (Jacobson 2013) This brought flashbacks of Occupy’s message of the wealthy looking down upon the lower-classes and it became an issue that followed Romney through the rest of the election. How Occupy’s message continues to become a part of American rhetoric, which so far it has done to some degree, will ultimately define the movement but in the end it will need concrete results that change the way the issues that Occupy cares about, which it could have done by participating in the political system, in order to be a true success. 
Conclusion 


No two social and political movements have so far defined the left and the right ideologies of the country in the first part of the 21st century as much as Occupy and the Tea Party have. The choices they made directly impacted their destinies more than outside factors. There were opportunities for both movements to make change by becoming political forces, since gerrymandering, party leadership and primary elections all provided that opportunity, but since only one of the two movements decided to use that political system one must also look at Piven and Cloward to get a full picture of those movements goals and successes.   For the Tea Party this meant a focus on becoming a part of the Republican Party and Congress to enact policies that would limit government. For Occupy it meant breaking away from that political mindset in order to focus on an inclusive message to the country that there was a class and corporate issue that needed to be addressed. In that regard, it is that regard that the Tea Party achieved success in allowing the social movement to convert itself into a part of a political party to achieve its goals while Occupy decided to ignore the political process all together, which along with organizational problems meant that it would not achieve its goals successfully in an attainable way.
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