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INTRODUCTION

“…[O]ne can easily imagine cases in which social movements intersubjectively misidentify…the moral code of their resistance by explicating it in the inappropriate terms of mere interest-categories (Axel Honneth, 1995: 163).”

“…[R]ecognition struggles name, interpret, and make visible histories of discrimination and disrespect, and thus not only motivate an aggrieved person to become politically active or to resist, but are a crucial part of the process of self-realization of mis- and non-recognition (Barbara Hobson, 2003: 5).”

Prior to the Court’s 1954 Brown decision, the most prevalent tactics to bring about civil rights for African Americans were judicial challenges. These challenges were based on interest-oriented issues, such as education, housing, and voter registration. After the tempered success of the 1955 Brown decision to integrate public education ‘with all due speed’, the changes in state policies to circumvent or ignore the Court rulings were thwarted. In the summer of 1955, the death of Emmett Till began a series of incidents that collectively ‘triggered’ a change in the attitudes, tactics and identities of those seeking the protection of civil rights granted by the constitution. 

The Montgomery Improvement Association, as well as the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC),  Student Non-Violent Coalition Conference (SNCC), and Congress on Racial Equality (CORE) were all organizations where tactics were based on the broader ideological scope of demanding the recognition of full citizenship status in a democracy. The movement was no longer just about issues of access to equal education, fair housing, and the ability to exercise the right to vote; it evolved into a demand for the protections that come with recognition of status—identity, agency, and empowerment. The change in scope and the ensuing increase in scale were due to the shift in objectives and the appropriation of more broadly based identities. Processes of regime policy were impacted by the mounting discourses of solidarity and the interactions witnessed via media coverage. The movement, as a struggle for recognition, became democratizing in its effect upon changes in regime policy at both federal and state levels.    

The political philosopher Hegel discussed the ‘struggle for recognition’ necessitated by the need for ‘self-realization’. Axel Honneth provided a discursive discussion about the causes of struggles for recognition based on Hegel’s work, combined with the theoretical works of George Herbert Mead. Honneth stated that the struggle stems from the various forms of mis- and non-recognition. Using Honneth as a springboard, Barbara Hobson edited a compilation of scholarly works on the various forms this struggle has taken over time. As Hobson explains, not all social movements are struggles for recognition, in that “…they do not involve groups that make claims resulting from devalued statuses and misrecognized identities (4).” In such movements, the framing of claims may appear interest-oriented, but, in effect, these claims are demands for recognition of status.  Democratization from the community level up requires social movements to become struggles for recognition. The discussion in this paper is an effort to combine the theoretical works on democratization, societal interactions, and social movements as a means to develop a model that depicts, interprets, and compares the phases of struggles for recognition and the efforts to achieve identified goals.

The analytical model depicts how a struggle takes place and the societal forces that are in play at its emergence, escalation, and abeyance.  In order to illustrate how the processes of a social movement develop and change over time with varying influences, the model must also be dynamic. The struggle for recognition model can be used as an analytical tool as well as a potential map for documentation of movement activities. I will be using as the quintessential struggle for recognition, the Civil Rights Movement (CRM), to illustrate the application and explanation of the model. A single case study of a movement, such as the Civil Rights Movement can provide a detailed qualitative investigation of the development of regime policies, the identities of claimants and the framing of their claims, as well as variances in the level of mobilization.  Subsequent applications of this model to other movements will provide a comparative framework of movements’ levels of emergence; depiction of their challenges, challengers and participants; and the scale and scope of their goals and the attainment of them.

SOCIAL MOVEMENTS AND THE CRM
Investigations of social movements have been accomplished by investigating various aspects of a movement through perspectives involving political opportunities, mobilization, and identity politics. By combining these perspectives into an analytical framework, the authors of Dynamics of Contention (Dynamics, 2001) suggested a means to comparatively execute analyses of several movements. The authors suggest that by simultaneous investigation of three distinct processes through the depiction of activated mechanisms, timing, actors, and the era of a movement can be secondary to the discourses and interactions prevalent during a movement’s emergence, escalation, and abeyance.  Such an analytical investigation of social movements can illustrate that these movements are not sui generis events, but the result of detectable activations of social mechanisms by state and community level actors involved in contentious politics.
The following discussion has two goals. First, to briefly discuss the development of an analytical model comprised of three processes—regime policy, identity, and scale/scope shift—and their accompanying mechanisms. This will be followed by an application of the model to the Civil Rights Movement (CRM). As mentioned, the model was developed from the work in Dynamics, but it also includes the schematic model depicting the development of democratization based on works by Held (1995) and Potter et al (eds, 1999) and the activities of a movement as offered by Bill Moyer’s Movement Action Plan (MAP) in doing Democracy (2001)
. In the discussions of the impact of a “trigger event” by Moyer, and a “suddenly imposed grievance” by the authors of Dynamics, there are illustrations of how certain events can not only change the scale or scope of movements but how incorporation of an event into aspects of identity facilitates changes in participants and movement objectives . 
For the CRM, the trigger event is arguably the circumstances that existed before and after the racially motivated murder of Emmett Till in 1955. The open casket funeral in Chicago, the trial of the accused in Mississippi, and the non-action or complicity of state-level institutions all impacted the evolution of attitudes and identities of African Americans as well as the depiction of what was the reality of democracy in America. An investigation of federal regime policy from the first Reconstruction to the passage by the Supreme Court of Brown in 1954, often identified as the Second Reconstruction, shows that the development of racial politics and policies were influenced by international concerns, economic development, and institutions at the state level. During this period, the tactics and identities of actors opposing emerging policies were influenced by these same concerns in addition to the composition, ideology, and diversity of civil society at the community level.  The undulating levels of mobilization as well as the changing scope of the movement that became the CRM are also traceable throughout this period of American history. The death of Emmett Till and its impact on the processes of movement development is more definitive than any of the racially motivated deaths preceding his and has garnered more media coverage than many occurring since his death in 1955. His death, as a trigger event, changed the tactics and identities of those fighting for recognition as full citizens. 
Emmett Till was born in 1941 and he died in 1955. Neither the trajectory of his life nor the circumstances of his death began or ended in either of those years. He became in death the culmination of a consciousness and a reason for a struggle that would become the CRM. To understand how his short 14 years of life could come to mean so much to so many, one must understand the processes and mechanisms activated while America was attempting to heal from its history of slavery, civil war, and the ensuing economic tribulations to become the global power questing for a formulation and practice of its own democracy. The purpose of this study is to illustrate how Emmett Till’s racially motivated murder was not the primary catalyst for the CRM. The Supreme Court’s Brown v Board of Education, Topeka Kansas decision has that claim. Emmett Till’s murder was the result of a backlash of white resistance to the changing economic, social and political atmosphere that World War II, Brown, and foreign policy had brought to America.  Till’s death and his life were testaments to US history, to the realization and determination that court battles and victories were not going to be enough to gain full recognition status as citizens for African Americans, and to the ideological, identity, and policy shifts that would be needed to gain that recognition. In short, one must understand the development and utilization of mechanisms that culminated, since Till’s death, into the processes of the social movement that became known as the Civil Rights Movement.

REGIME PROCESSES
Scholars have formulated three state-level democratization factors—state and political institutions, transnational and international interactions, and economic development. Each of these factors informs the activation of six mechanisms in the process of regime policy as it impacts the development of social movements. 

· Competition allies/power

· Brokerage

· Category formation [invention]

· Cooptation of Intermediaries

· Dissolution patron-client   networks

· Repression

These three democratization factors are the basis of regime policy and have a combined impact on the political opportunities structure, which in turn activate several of the six mechanisms. These mechanisms indicate the process by which regime policies are changed or entrenched. As such they can either increase or decrease opportunities for voicing the claims and demands of social movements.
During the development of the CRM as a movement, all of these mechanisms were activated. Formation of categorical identities; cooptation of individual or groups closely aligned on regime’s issue position; competition for allies within the regime; dissolution of networks of privileged access; and the repression of opposition views were all mechanisms readily detectable in the actions of the federal and state governments. Brokerage was also a mechanism used by state governments in seeking the mobilization of community-based groups to maintain and secure the status quo. These mechanisms indicate the process by which regime policies are changed or entrenched. When these mechanisms were activated by regime policy-makers, the result was a definitive demarcation of those granted political access and those who must gain it via mobilization of oppositional community-based organizations and institutions. 
IDENTITY PROCESSES
Universal values inform rational discourse as it orders social action and interaction as well as “provide references for producing unity in a multiplicity of perceptions (McAdam et al, 2001:327).”  Rational discourse plays a significant role in the formation of an enduring identity. Discourses rely on the unlimited introduction of new ‘test’ cases challenging norms and on the claim that concrete norms must be logically subsumed under universal values.  Test cases are introduced in the form of challenges to existing policy or issues. These challenges are framed referencing both social order and universal values, past and present. The content of the discourse depicts the rational connection between ‘particular societal life-worlds’ and the processes of political decision making. Through this rational discourse, “the common life-world of particular societal communities [are linked] by consensus defining discourse.” It is in this way that issue-oriented identities are “transformed into rationally justified communal norms and communal norms into binding interpretations of universal values (332).”

Categorical formulation or reformulation of identities, media coverage and communications, as well as certification or decertification by authoritative community constructs become part of the rational discourse that allows these issue-oriented identities to become familiar to and gain consensus among the general population. The issue-oriented identity indicates the attribution of threats directed toward those claiming this identity and the opportunities open to them to effect change. This identity must also allow, through social appropriation, the development of solidarity and provide avenues to make appropriate shifts in one’s own identity or the objective goals related to that identity.  The identity process is therefore informed by both state and community level democratization factors—economic development, social divisions, state/political institution, civil society, international relations and interactions, and political culture and ideology. 

All six democratization factors have an impact on the processes of shifts in identity and objectives. The democratization factors at state level have a cumulative impact on identity, while the three community level democratization factors have a combined impact on the processes of identity and objective shifts. The seven mechanisms impacting identity processes are:
· Social appropriation

· Object/identity shift

· Category formation

· Attribution threat/opportunity

· Decertification/Certification

· Media coverage

· Suddenly imposed grievances 

The same regime policies informing the economic development of a citizenry also impact processes of identity formation and reformulation.  The state level democratization factors impact several mechanisms comprising the processes of shifting identities and objectives.  The framing of objectives or the shaping of identities entails altering the relation between claimants and the objects of claims. By transforming available information, resources, and interaction scripts there is an activation of new or different social relations. These social relations have an impact on the availability of certification (and/or decertification) of claims experienced by claimants/activists. Both community and state level democratization factors have an impact on the mechanism of attributing threat and opportunity to act. This mechanism interprets the opportunity to act in light of responses to and actions of challengers, members, and the citizenry as a whole.

As should be expected, the identity process is directly impacted by the three democratization factors at community level—political and ideological culture, social divisions, and civil society. The combined impact of these three democratization factors on identity processes can best be illustrated by assessing seven mechanisms, several of them the same mechanisms influenced by state level democratization factors.  The framing of objectives and shaping of identities have the ability to link localized identities to broader ideological values. This process alters the actors and the paired identities deployed during interactions that affect the forms of available, effective, and appropriate claim making by a collective.  For instance, this process changes how a potential actor relates to the claims and objectives and how she may view her identity and the status of that identity in light of the claims. 
Certification mechanism and its opposing mechanism of decertification refer to the external authoritative validation of actors, their performances, and their claims. This mechanism operates as a powerful selective mechanism in contentious politics since the certifying site (whether community, culture and their associated ideological values or the imposition of regime policy) always recognizes a radically limited range of identities, performances, and claims.  The mechanism of media coverage informs the identity processes by dissemination of claims, responses, interpretations, and ideological stances. There are also community level factors impacting identity processes through the mechanisms of social appropriation potential, the impact of suddenly imposed grievances (SIG), and the two variants of category formation—borrowing and encounter. Borrowing entails the installation of a combination of boundary and cross-boundary relations that operate elsewhere. The encounter mechanism facilitates the formation of categories when members of previously separate networks come into contact with one another and begin competing, then interactively negotiating the definition of the boundaries of the relations across it.

Social appropriation is perhaps one of the most important mechanisms within the identity process. This mechanism paves the way for innovative action through a reorientation of an existing group to a new conception of its collective purpose.  Although it does not entail a shift in the identity of the group, it does require a translation of the collective purpose of the group into one of innovative collective action. The translation of a collective purpose without a shift in identity allows for the crossing of social divisions through goal-oriented interactions. The interactions and discourses between community sectors and across social divisions serve two purposes: to facilitate the appropriation of routine identities (broadening the identity formerly connected with an issue or purpose) and the creation of networks of shared fate and trust formed from previously inactive social groupings. This mechanism is more easily accomplished after a trigger event has become recognized as a ‘suddenly imposed grievance’, and has a direct impact on the mobilization process of scale and scope shift and the mechanisms associated with this third process of social movements.

SCALE AND SCOPE SHIFT PROCESSES
According to the authors of Dynamics, the universal values and norms associated with rationality, equality, freedom, and autonomy are the determinants of the scope and scale of action. The norms are the parameters by which obligatory, self-evident interpretations, of issues for instance, become subsumed under the values within a community. The community serves as the base for solidarity founded on a common life world—sharing of like social, cultural, economic, and political experiences. Community-based organizations aid in the interpretations of issues as they relate to binding communal norms and values. Members of these organizations accept the parameters for their behavior and associations expecting the organization to not impose norms in contradiction to existing communal norms and values. 

The role of community organizations in their interpretations of current political situations is to ‘experiment’ with the parameters of the universal norms and values as situations, interests, and innovations change. The multiplicity and plurality of these community organizations and their actions constitute discourses and interactions—the mechanisms—that cause identity and political alignments to develop into forms of mobilization. The process of mobilization is determined, therefore, by the social divisions, civil society, and political cultures and ideologies comprising the three community level democratization factors.

These three community level democratization factors have an accumulated impact on the process of scale shift (the increase in the number of participants and members) while the scope of the issues impact the state level democratization factor of state and political institutions. The six mechanisms that comprise this set of processes are:  

· Brokerage

· Diffusion

· Attribution of similarities/differences

· Radicalization/certification

· Cross-class formation

· Suddenly imposed grievances 


The brokerage mechanism facilitates cross-class formation and provide a bridge the across ideological chasms in an effort to deter competition while creating new collective actors and new advantages for these actors. Brokerage under this process differs from the same mechanism in the regime process. Brokerage in this process, as opposed to an entrenchment of position as in the regime process, can broaden views to encompass non-opposing variances of interpretation. Cross-class formation entails the alteration of relations across social divisions in order to achieve common goals. This mechanism brings about the creation of coordinated actions across major social boundaries—gender, racial, religious, economic or any ‘other dividing principle’. It promotes the insulation of categorical inequalities from public politics, not by elimination of material inequalities, but by facilitating the formation of buffers between major day-to-day inequalities and public politics.  

Attribution of similarities and differences is based in the formation and transformation of paired identities for the purpose of mobilization. It is the assessment of similarities and non-opposing differences and the reconciliation of this assessment in order to achieve a combined purpose. This mechanism is closely linked to attributions of threat and opportunity in that it uses consensus-producing and unity-based discourses to convey the perception, construction, and careful balance of an opportunity structure and the assessment of potential actions by challengers. Diffusion is the use of more radical actions based on more extreme interpretations of issues and the replication of more extreme actions. Certification is an identity-shaping mechanism that stems from political culture and is used to frame and validate identities, claims, and actions. Certification at the community level can be countered with radicalization wherein actors may be isolated or contained in such a way as to cause the movement’s extinction, escalation in contentious actions, or deemphasize into abeyance the movements and their issues. The isolation or adoption of extreme interpretations of an issue are also an effect of the certification mechanism and can result in the formation of a radical flank effect.   This mechanism establishes a roster of political actors that have the ‘right’ to exist, to act, to make claims, and/or to draw on available resources. Every identity, regime, organization, and collective interaction is designated as either prescribed, tolerated, or forbidden. As stated before, the impact of SIG can be dramatized by the heightened awareness of a particular issue and its salience to the policies and practices of society. 

THE MODEL

As a struggle for recognition, the CRM was successful when there was observance and an assessment of the changes in regime policy and processes. The particular changes, even those with initially negative impacts, became the environmental mechanisms impacting and informing the parameters by which the cognitive mechanisms of the identity processes were activated. The cognitive mechanisms, in turn, impacted the shift in scale and scope of the movement and its relational mechanisms that caused further changes in the policies and actions of the regime. As is obvious from the model, the scope and scale shift processes are necessary in developing a greater impact on the regime as well as making more inclusive the identities of citizens within a society. The model in Figure 1 illustrates the interrelated nature of the processes as impacted by democratization factors. 

A listing of the processes (contained within dashes) and their associated mechanisms is shown in Figure 2.  A discussion of the CRM in relation to these processes and mechanisms will illustrate how the emergence, development, and escalation of the CRM was due to the transformations of the identity process as it was influenced by the regime and then, in turn, impacted the processes of scale and scope shifts. This Struggle for Recognition model allows the investigation of movements in terms of mechanisms and the impact the activation of these mechanisms has on the phases of a movement. The activations of these mechanisms are indicated by the interactions and discourses of actors, organizations, and institutions. 


The following discussion shows how the policy of federal and state governments; the development of ideologically-based identities; as well as shifts in the scale and scope of activities of  movement participants and their opposition were all part of the transformation of the Civil Rights Movement from one of judiciary challenges to public acts of civil disobedience. 


INTERACTIONS AND DISCOURSES—THE ACTIVATED MECHANISMS 
Mechanisms of Regime Processes 
The span of seventy-eight years between the 1877 Compromise and 1955 brought with it an onslaught of deterioration in the political and civil rights of African Americans, but nowhere as drastic as in the South. The regimes of the southern states used brokerage to gain communal support for their position. Brokerage was used by political actors or units to link two or more previously unconnected social sites, who then mediated their relations with each other and/or with another site. Within this process, the brokerage mechanism facilitates the cooptation of intermediaries and allows for greater competition between the regime and the movement for power and allies. The regime was, therefore, able to deter competition, create new views of advantages for a new set of collective actors, and alter the connected sets of persons within a polity to whom a definition of shared stakes in that polity’s operation becomes available. In other words, the regime used such local community-based organizations as the White Citizens’ Council (WCC), combined with discourses touting the establishment of ‘accommodationist’ type organizations within Black communities, to deter and counter the spread of pro-civil rights ideology through the creation of more citizens who sought the maintenance of the status quo in the South and elsewhere.  Emmett Till’s death caused many Americans across diverse communities to consider their identity in relation to their world-view and ideological beliefs.   

For many of the participants and sympathizers of the WCC (and other organizations brokered by the later establishment of the MSC—Mississippi Sovereignty Commission) the universal value of democracy had been re-interpreted to mean “bettering the conditions of the white race and to insure a peaceful co-existence between the races of the South maintaining law and order at all times…” As stated in an application that contained the organizational minutes of the first meeting, the purpose of such organizations was to:
“maintain the traditional heritage of the purposes upon which the United States of America was founded and through association and understanding and in our daily communion with others to establish and promote better justice and to endeavor to promote domestic tranquility and solve the problem of the intruder and agitators that we have been encountered with recently and to provide for a common defense against such and still promote the general welfare of the southern heritage and to secure the blessings as written by the original constitution of the United States of America and to regain the liberty to ourselves and our prosterity [sic] that was insured and guaranteed to us by the original constitution of the United States of America and the original constitution of the State of Mississippi.
”

The re-interpretation of democracy to mean privilege and superiority informed the discourses, interactions, and activities of segregationist organizations. When the White Citizens’ Council was first formed in Indianola, Mississippi on 11 July 1954, it promoted “the advantages of segregation and the dangers of integration” with goals to “preserve the natural rights of racial separation and the maintenance of our States’ rights to regulate public health, morals, marriage, education, peace and good order in the States and under the Constitution of the United States.” 
 The principles and objectives of such segregationist organizations determined the discourses used in the media and publications, as well as the political rhetoric used by political elites.  The later established MSC received through the use of WCC members ranging from political elites, sympathetic media, and segregationists (1) actionable information about civil rights activists, (2) access to social and economic elites, and (3) direct influence on law enforcement agencies.  The MSC then formulated and launched a multi-pronged approach to quelling any civil rights activities within several southern states.  

The multi-pronged approaches of the MSC and other states’ rights commissions were among the most significant factors necessitating the attempt by civil rights activists to introduce a seemingly unlimited number of ‘test’ cases challenging the norms and the claims of these segregationist organizations, as well as the existing policies and issues. These challenges and the self-identification of the challengers  as in opposition to the status quo are framed referencing both (1) the existing social order as allowed by regime policy and actions, and (2) its conflict with universal values and norms regarding democracy and American citizenship.  It became necessary that (1) the once issue-oriented identities representing both sides of the issues were transformed into rationally justified communal norms of American democracy and citizenship, while (2) these communal norms become binding interpretations of the universal values regarding democratic governance. For example, the civil rights activists were no longer just organizations concerned with voting registration of African Americans. They now had to prove that the claims, rights, and expectations they were working toward belonged to every American citizen, and the registration for the right to participate in elections was the means by which to realize this citizenship.  

Categorical formulations and reformulations of identities, the use of media coverage and communications, as well as the certification by authoritative community leaders and institutions became part of the discourses. By so doing, rational discourse became the means by which issue-oriented identities became familiar and gained consensus among the general population. These formulated identities indicated, as part of the discourse, the attribution of threat toward those attempting to deny the access and opportunities allowed others claiming a similar identity. The formulation of these identities also had an objective of encompassing the development of solidarity and the implications of available avenues for the appropriation and shifts in one’s own identity as well as the goals associated with that identity. 

To better illustrate how social movement processes developed, a detailed look at the mechanisms involved will be necessary. First we will consider the regime policy processes comprised of the environmental mechanisms activated prior to Till’s death and during the  CRM’s emergence. After the civil war and up through 1877, the federal government forced southern states to act democratically by demolishing the basis of their feudal economic system. Community level violence by whites attempting to regain control over state and local governments became widespread. Pressures to change a society based on white supremacy prior to the Reconstruction Act of 1867, was threatening not only to southern powerholders of the era, but to whites in the lower economic class who would also lose status. The spiraling reactions against this threat prompted the federal government to pass the KKK Act of 1871. The economic depression of 1873 brought a halt to the mounting threat perceived by white segregationists, as the Supreme Court diminished the 14th Amendment protections.  Cessation of efforts by the federal government to defend the rights of Blacks allowed the integrationists and accommodationists (both black and white) to experience spiraling threats to their efforts and their lives from segregationists nationwide.  

From the 1877 Compromise through the end of WWII there were increased opportunities for segregationist to continue segregationist policies, which presented ever increasing threats to the rights, lives, and autonomy of Blacks. The federal government granted the states greater autonomy consequently allowing further curbs on the protections of citizenship. At the behest of powerholders and landholders, the state legislatures had one purpose—to keep the poor, predominantly African-American portion of society uneducated, unprotected, and unrepresented so as to maintain a cheap and malleable work force for the agrarian based society of the south. State powerholders accomplished their purpose by claiming the preservation of democratic values and convincing the white citizenry that laws limiting the ability to exercise certain rights for portions of the population (e.g. Blacks) were necessary to deflect threats to existing community values. Jim Crow laws limited public access based on race, while the voting laws were drafted to limit individual citizenship rights based on economic status. 

By the end of World War II, the American government was attempting to determine what democracy was going to mean in the United States. While the judiciary, federal, and state governments all were part of the determination, an even greater force influenced took over the determination after WWII. The rhetoric of democracy in opposition to communism caused the federal government to intensify its role in enforcing the constitution. After WW II, Truman attempted to cover a deficit in political support caused by the withdrawal of Dixiecrats from the Democratic Party and giving their support to a segregationist candidate. He attempted to gain this support from the African- American community by desegregating the armed forces in 1948. However, after the Red Scare began to curb communist expansion, political dissent of any kind evoked a vilification of any person, organization, or community that asserted there was a need for changes in the status quo. The impact of the Red Scare was two-fold: 1) to rid America of communist ideologies through repression of discourse and 2) to cause diminishment in the power of the discourse touting a need for resolutions of social problems attributable to the capitalist practice of democracy. Rhetoric of the time held that the perfect form of governance was democracy, while the imperfect form of its practice in America was ignored or minimized. 

Competition for allies/power was activated by the NAACP through specification of its positions on an issue and its competition among groups of actors all seeking political elite allies and more radical interpretations of issues.  As developments unfolded in the mid 1950s, the civil rights movement succumbed to splitting into several factions, each more radical in its interpretation of the issues. Many of the participants in the MIA, the SCLC, and SNCC were seeking action on different or opposing interpretations of the needs and issues currently at the center of contention. When there is an increase in competition for allies and power among differing interpretations, this mechanism has the potential to cause a reformulation of the threat or opportunities attributed to an issue. For example, facilitated by the competition for allies and power following WWII, the judiciary and executive branches of the Truman administration began the watershed affect of the ‘new’ interpretations of democracy. The result was reduced influence of patron-client privileges enjoyed by Southern powerholders and the Democratic Party. 

Dissolution of Patron-Client Networks refers to the breaking of asymmetrical and personalized chains of relationships connecting powerholders and subordinates. It facilitates the “dissolution of coercive controls supporting relations of exploitation and opportunity hoarding (286, Dynamics).” It promotes the integration of trust networks in public politics, expansion of trust networks, and advantage to a substantially new segment of the population. Dissolution of patron-client network and privileges became an issue for the federal government and the Democratic Party as international policies, opinions, and actions became dependent on the perception of democratic rule in the United States. The fallout from Truman’s election to the presidency and its implication for the loss of power held by Dixiecrats caused many former white democrats to move from the Democratic party. As it shifted its practices to match its democratic ideology, the Federal government became more intolerant of the means by which states were asserting their defiance to federal law. Following the Court’s Brown decision, the circumstances of the Emmett Till case were just one instance where democracy was interrogated by international peers. During the Eisenhower administration, the ramifications of the Till incident on American foreign policy made all subsequent demands and events of paramount importance. Attention was given to the meeting of demands for equal and fair access to public transit, public recreation facilities, and public education. White privilege as it was perceived and practiced in America since its inception was now being assaulted. Power was to be determined no longer by economic monopoly but by the political will gathered by society. Equality of democratic rule now had to be determined not by race but by rights, protection, and access. That political will had to be determined by numbers and the level of economic development of a community’s numbers, bringing to an end the feudal-type system that constrained the agrarian society of the South and restrained economic growth in urban areas throughout the country. The federal government had three objectives for post-war policy: the reestablishment of the rule of governing in the south to be more aligned with democratic creed, assisting the economically and politically disadvantaged with federal programs that increased federal employment of minorities, and increasing industrialization to restructure the waning agrarian economy. These objectives changed the political position of segregationist powerholders; their resistance shifted them from being an integral part of the system to being in opposition to it. 

Southern states sought support for their states’ rights position by garnering support from white citizens convinced to act contrary to federal law. States activated the brokerage mechanism with their efforts to utilize community-based organizations, including the KKK. The state rights’ advocates sought support from community and regional level organizations such as the White Citizens’ Council and the KKK. The MSC was formally organized post-Till but depicted the policy of the state as it reflected the combined efforts of communities with state, local, and regional powerholders. This need for public support and backing was necessary for the fight against the perceived federal level threats to the rights and autonomy of states. In order to bring about disobedience to federal laws, the state had to invent a category that would allow white citizens to feel they had the right and duty to disavow federal law and its objectives. Category Formation, specifically the ‘invention’ variant of the mechanism, entails an authoritative drawing of a new boundary plus prescriptions for relations across the boundary. It entails the translation of the actors’ collective experiences into perceived realities based on an ideology internalized into an invisible assumption about their issue-oriented position in the world. 
There was a creation of a set of sites that share a boundary distinguishing them from and relating them to at least one other site which is visibly excluded by the boundary. The state position and the regular assertion equating states’ rights with white privilege convinced many economically disadvantaged whites to subscribe to the doctrine of racial superiority as this served the ‘purpose’ of maintaining the power structure of the agrarian south. The sanctity of ‘white privilege’ and ‘democratic citizenship’ became the guidelines by which to form/invent the category of the ‘redeemers’ and their ‘patriotic southern citizens’. Those powerholders who wanted to preserve ‘the traditional southern ways’ and implicitly the power structures that kept them in power invented these categories. This position permitted those who followed this counsel to continue to call themselves good patriotic democratic citizens that defied a so-called ‘undemocratic’ law that impinged on states’ rights from the federal level.

Southern states’ regimes accomplished the redefinition of democratic behavior through the activated the mechanism of cooptation of intermediaries. The use of community organizations to assert the states’ right to determine the institutions and the form of economic development was the purpose of this cooptation. The states’ use of the MSC-like organizations was to co-opt the status held by those citizens acknowledged by the federal government to have pertinent input on the actions that should be taken by a democratic federalist regime. In other words, the use of the WCCs by the MSC was a means of putting ‘potential votes’ at risk. The state-sponsored organization of the MSC wanted to be a ‘threat’ to the political prospects the executive level of the federal government. The MSC brokered across the economic divisions of white citizens in order to gain public support, as well as recognizance and supporting violence, if necessary, for its objectives. 

The southern states also used the repression mechanism as a means by which to assert the ‘racial etiquette’ of the South along with the maintenance of power and status of privileged citizens. Repression refers to efforts to suppress either contentious acts or groups and organization responsible for actions contrary to the goals of regime policy. It can be selective in its target by isolating more militant groups or general in its application increasing resistance, encouraging tactical shifts, or discouraging mobilization. World War II was the watershed event for democratic ideology; Brown was the catalyst for political change for African Americans; and Till was the trigger event that shifted identities, ideologies, and purpose to encompass more than equality but status for African Americans. Each of these factors caused a reactionary form of repression of some form from the Red Scare, to the year delay in providing timetables for integration of public education, to the development of the WCC or MSC and the ensuing number of violent acts including murder, economic reprisals and other forms of resistance in opposition to the merging struggle for civil rights. As it relates to the federal level, category formation exhibits several manifestations in the processes at work in the regime’s establishing, governing, and enforcing domestic and foreign policies that serve the interests and efforts indicated by the democratic rhetoric. American policy caused an object shift due the economic goals of foreign policy. America’s self-subscribed dedication to democracy addressing ‘moral’ and ‘material’ factors in the resolution of social problems meant that it was positing itself against the determinant of only the material considerations portrayed as the basis of the communist ideology. The moral aspect of democracy now being touted by the American government was in effect redefining the parameters by which American democracy was practiced. America’s federal government understood that its rhetoric of democracy being the moral and material answer to governance, did not match with the country’s social and political realities. 

The ‘encounter’ aspect of category formation for the federal government emerged while WWII was in progress. Truman had to address the ensuing reformulation of the identifiable characteristics of democracy as well as the establishment of an international democratic forum for the maintenance of peace and security by a global community, the United Nations. The invention aspect of the category formation mechanism in American politics was activated in the strategy to reformulate or recreate power centers in Europe and Asia by the creation of economic access to Third World countries. This access would not come easily to a country seeming to practice democracy for the few or as another form of colonialism. In an attempt to fortify itself as a democratic nation in the international community, Truman offered a consultancy to Walter White of the NAACP. White’s role was to provide relevant counsel to the US delegation of the UN meeting in Paris 1948. W.E.B. DuBois feared that this would quell the level of agitation that the NAACP could provide in the fight for the rights of African Americans. There have been many scholars since that time attesting to such an effect limiting the approaches attempted by the NAACP. 

The issues confronting the states, particularly those states asserting the more autonomous stance of states’ rights, were threatening to the maintenance of existing power structures and the support of powerholders in each state. The civil war had diminished these rights for the purpose of maintaining the union. The need for unity in a fledgling nation during the late 19th century and the ambition of office caused Hayes to agree to a compromise that would give the states in the south the right to maintain power to benefit economic well-being even if this meant that a feudal system was retained in some form. The 1877 Compromise ended with the attack upon its principles by Brown regarding the rights of the states to maintain the economic structure that would best suit those in power within the state. This period, which came to be known as the Second Reconstruction, constituted one of changes in regime policy that impacted the position of the segregationists in relation to power holders and African Americans in relation to democratic practice. The nation supposedly built on democracy was once again at risk. Truman, prior to Brown,  had started the move toward a more democratic nation by desegregating the military which protected the nation. Eisenhower asserted, unwittingly though it may have been, democratic principles in Little Rock. The death of Emmett Till was an impetus that spurred the potential black electorate to mobilize to achieve full citizenship, the basis for the institution of democracy, through demands and receipt of the status of recognition with its concomitant protections and rights. 

Mechanisms of Identity Processes 

Through an understanding of the preconditions resulting from three macro elements of society—international and transnational interactions, state and political institutions and economic developments—the environmental mechanisms activated by association with particular political and social events become part of the identity process. The same is true of those macro elements associated with society at large that produce cognitive mechanisms. Political culture and ideology provide limitations on the cognitive mechanisms; civil society provides the associational organizations that reflect the cultural, political and ideological divisions within society while social divisions operate as boundaries that must be considered when constituting actors within a faction of society. 

The issues confronting Americans in the north and south, for black and white, for economically advantaged and disadvantaged were related to the economic, political, and ideological parameters of democracy posited after World War II and their affect on self identity, collective identity, and their worldview. The civil war and the demise of Reconstruction allowed one sector of society to develop a system of privilege that obscured the economic, social and political inequalities among white southerners. The system was regulated and enforced both legally and extra-legally for nearly a century using mechanisms designed to be divisive and decertifying. Attributed threat to the continuation of this ideology sustaining the status quo provided the impetus for denying political access to all. Environmental mechanisms comprised the process of regime policy directed at allowing or fortifying the existing system until the advent of the post-WWII period and the subsequent impact of the war on the rankings of world powers. Cognitive mechanisms comprised the process constituting political actions, actors, and identities in response to and impacted by the conceptualization of self and collective identities of individuals/groups as these groups/individuals were perceived by society. Cognitive mechanisms also determined the development of associations as well as the means, scope, and scale of mobilizing sentiment, actions, and organizational formations.  

Attribution of threat/opportunity is a mechanism activated to assess the opportunity to act and to interpret this opportunity in light of a response to changes in political processes.  The actions and interpretations of challengers, participants, and other members of society are assessed simultaneously in order to determine the benefit and tactic of action. This mechanism involves the invention, importation, and/or diffusion of a “shared definition concerning the alterations and likely consequences of possible actions undertaken by some political actor (95, Dynamics).” When the mechanism is activated, it uses consensus- and unity-producing discourses in order to facilitate the perception, construction, and carefully balanced ‘opportunity structure’ in opposition to the threat of actions of challengers. It is based on a formation or transformation of paired-identities for the purpose of mobilization. 

Attribution of threat or opportunity mechanisms were activated and experienced by both black and white, southerner and northerner, as well as by institutions and communities within each sector of society. The issue for each was: who or what group along with what institutions posed a threat or opportunity for actions that would allow either side greater political status or a maintenance of power for opposition. Increased employment opportunities for African Americans brought about greater economic development for that sector of society. The returning African-American soldiers’ experiences of an accepting society along with increased economic development caused many Blacks to become cognizant of the blatant contradictions in the racial practices of American democracy and the rhetoric being used to facilitate the objectives of foreign policy. The practice of racial politics was marked by the unfettered increase in lynchings and other forms of racially motivated violence. These incidents became more widely known with the increase of media coverage by Black media sources in the US during and after the Second World War. This contradiction illustrated to many African Americans the attribution of threat posed by allowing southern racial policies to go unchallenged. How to counter this threat was the means by which three strands of activists’ identities evolved in the African-American communities—accommodationists, integrationists, and nationalists.  

These identities shifted along the continuum from subject to citizen accompanied by changes in the objectives and claims made by the participants and activists. Category formation, in the form of the variant of ‘borrowing’, involves the local installation of a combination of boundaries and cross-boundary relations that are already in operation elsewhere. Borrowing as a mechanism became prevalent during the Progressive Era with the establishment of the NAACP in 1909 and the Urban League in 1909. Interracial organizations were emerging just as accommodationists were waning in their conviction and integrationists’ goals were becoming the prevalent ideology of the era. Another historical instance of the category formation’s borrowing mechanism was the acceptance by the Student Non-Violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) of the advisory and hierarchical structure used by the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC). Encounter, another variant form of category formation, is activated when members of previously separate but internally connected networks come into contact with each other, begin competing for resources, and interactively negotiate definitions of a boundary and of relations across it. An example of this also can be observed in the emergence of the student-based SNCC organization as well as its interaction and influence on SCLC, CORE and the NAACP. 

Category formation could be observed in other segments of society during the years subsequent to WWII. Category formation, in the form of adopting social relations found in other societal interactions, also becomes a mechanism in the identity process. This ‘borrowing’ of social relations was a means of illustrating the democratic creed, while the encounter mechanism caused the redefinition of relations based on common ideological democratic parameters. As both of these mechanism are different aspects of category formation, both borrowing and encounter mechanisms worked to redevelop the conception of what it meant to be democratic and live by a democratic creed. Each of these aspects of category formation allowed for formerly excluded groups to become a part of the movement. The mechanism of borrowing was activated by middle class African Americans when they started to build relations across racial boundaries in accordance with the anti-colonial ideology and discourse of the post-war era. The Democratic Party used the encounter component of this mechanism to distance itself from the Dixiecrats and redirected their association with African-American citizens. This also signaled the dissolution of patron-client privileges as Dixiecrats lost political clout causing southern regional powerholders to lose control over governance in the south.  The mechanism of category formation entails translation of the actors’ collective experiences into perceived realities based on an internalized ideological assumption about their issue-oriented position in the world and how best to collectively achieve a goal.  The result is a creation of a set of sites that share a boundary distinguishing them from and relating them to at least one other site which is visibly excluded by the boundary. The southern local and regional powerholders used the guise of ‘saviors of the Old South’ to garner support for ignoring and circumventing the 14th and 15th amendments. Activists in African-American communities used rhetoric based on these same amendments to broaden the ideological values of African Americans and to demand the adherence of the judiciary and the federal government to the ideological underpinnings of democracy.

Each shift from accommodationists to integrationists to nationalists broadened the ideological values of democracy as perceived by African Americans. Democracy meant more than equal access to education, public transport, or public recreation and facilities. The shifts in objectives facilitated transformations in the availability of resources, information, and prescribed interactions. During and after of WWII, America’s foreign policy and America’s new found status as a premier world power caused many Americans, black and white, to reassess their worldview and their placement in the world.  The economic changes and international interactions resulting from World War II, the Cold War, the establishment of the UN, and the Marshall plan were the basis for a redefinition of America’s democratic creed. African-American soldiers and citizens understood that the fight occurring in the European theater was for freedoms that they could now conjoin to their quest for equal access to education, housing, and economic resources. Many liberal white Americans viewed the meaning of this redefinition of democracy as a standard by which to conduct domestic and foreign policies. There was an observable change in the political culture in America as it was being influenced by international affairs. Certification, and its counter mechanism of Decertification, became the mechanisms by which a movement’s collective identity is deemed valid and actionable.  This identity-shaping mechanism stems from political culture and is used to frame and validate identities, claims and actions. It refers to the validation or non-validation by external authorities of actors, their performance, and their claims. 

Certification/Decertification operates as a powerful selection mechanism in contentious politics. It acts within the certifying site recognizing a radically limited range of identities, performances, and claims. It establishes a roster of those political actors that have the right to exist, act, make claims, and/or draw routinely on government-controlled resources by the implicit designation of members and challengers (146, Dynamics). This mechanism allows the designation of every identity, regime, organization, and collective interaction as either prescribed, tolerated, or forbidden. Accommodationists, Integrationists, and Nationalists (both militant and separatist) held ideological perspectives with different objectives and attributed differing opportunities to various forms of interaction. Each was certified or decertified in turn as their perspective illustrated the level of self-recognition held by African Americans. The distancing from socialist and communist organizations, as well as the distinction made between anti-colonialism and civil rights were the results of the borrowing mechanism. This distancing, which occurred approximately eight years prior to the Brown decision and Till’s death, was premised on the parameters of certification and decertification of legitimate dissention now being set by the policy and prevalence of HUAC (House Un-American Activities Committee).  The distinction made by African-American civil society between their struggle for what they termed ‘equality’ and the struggle of Africans in the anti-colonial movement was an indication of the impact of the HUAC on dissent. It was more effective, in the reasoning of organizations such as NAACP, to have discourse directed toward becoming a part of the system than to have one that would attempt to overthrow that system. 

A shift in objectives or identity is indicated by altering relations between claimants and objects of claims. This mechanism activates new or different social relations, thereby transforming available information, resources, and interaction scripts. The object/identity shift mechanism has the ability to link localized identities to broader ideological values, and therefore acts to alter the actors and the paired-identities deployed during this interaction, affecting the forms of collective claim making available, appropriate, and effective (127, 144-150, Dynamics). Accommodationists acquiesced to the ‘separate but equal’ doctrine of the south seeking only safety from violations of the body. Integrationists wanted full citizenship and rights including the full protections accorded all American citizens. The emergence of the NAACP indicated a shift from the accommodationist stance prominent during the progressive era to one of a willingness to fight for an ambivalent equality won stepwise through the judicial system. The judicial fights for desegregation of education as well as demands for desegregation of public and interstate transport were indicative of the legal battles launched by integrationists.  Nationalism prevailed after judicial victories proved to be ineffective in changing the day to day lives of African Americans. Nationalists advocated for the right to protections under the law, full citizenship, and pride in achievement as a race suffering disparaging treatment by its own government. The separatists in this category advocated the separation of the races in order to achieve these goals. Nationalists based their ideology on the achievement of ten objectives: territory, culture, institutions, sovereignty, common history, esteem of fellow citizens, devotion to the nation, pride in achievement, disregard of other groups, future full of hope and aspirations.  

As explained in Dynamics, Suddenly Imposed Grievances (SIG) was the name given to a mechanism introduced in 1983 in relation to the Three-Mile Island incident. Such an incident provides the influence of a singular event to dramatize and heighten the political salience of a particular issue. It mobilizes purposive actions among challengers and the opposition by galvanizing coalitions across class and social boundaries, as well as facilitates regime defections and realignments among elites. For southern white segregationists the SIG was the Brown decision and how it constituted an ‘invasion into private communities’. For northern African Americans it was the reactionary killing of Emmett Till, while southern African Americans considered the show of perseverance during the Montgomery Bus Boycott as a call to emulate actions.  Media Coverage became a vital source of information, encouragement, and possibilities of action for both sides of the issue. As a mechanism, media coverage refers to the effecting or conveying of a set of identities, claims, and actions as belonging to a set of actors or contentious acts. This mechanism serves to disseminate ideas, the interpretations of issues, and the availability of social sites of support or opposition. The broader the dissemination of coverage, the greater increase there is in the recognition of the relevant political actors. Media coverage can also facilitate the acceptance by potential participants and sympathizers of the grievances and the resulting contentious acts. This mechanism facilitates the public assertion of an imputed legitimacy (or illegitimacy) of an actor’s identity and the claims advanced by the actor. The media coverage mechanism was used to reconstitute group identities and purposes by redefining their relationship to other actors within their environment. The mechanisms of the identity process were activated and reactivated on several levels of society. Media coverage facilitated this dissemination of identity in relation to young African Americans in the same cohort age of Emmett Till. 

The murder of Emmett Till and the subsequent acquittal of the self-described perpetrators changed the meaning by which the inaction of the federal regime was viewed, both domestically and internationally. The Till case also changed the tactical means by which to address the collaboration supplied by the states and their judicial systems. The Emmett Till case was a trigger event. The trigger event is an incident that dramatically reveals a critical social problem to the general public in a vivid way.  The trigger event starkly reveals to the general public for the first time that a serious social problem exists and that deliberate policies and practices of the powerholders cause and perpetuate the problem by violating widely held societal values and the public’s trust. This event instills a sense of moral outrage within a majority of the general citizenry.

This trigger caused a shift in the scale of sentiment, but did so initially through identity mechanisms at the community level. This facet of the identity process is the key to the struggle for recognition due to its impact on the mechanism of social appropriation. Success of the movement now becomes enhanced by sociodrama action campaigns. Dilemma demonstrations, such as the Montgomery Bus Boycott, increase as more citizens are stirred to action and powerholders lose support regardless of their actions. The public was alerted and educated through media coverage and direct contact at the grassroots level. The struggle became more than a need for access to education, economic opportunities, and public resources. The struggle became a need for the protections afforded the status of citizenship in a democracy. The civil rights movement became that struggle for recognition that began with a fight for liberties and escalated to a fight for rights, protection, and life. The transition was complete when the Montgomery Bus Boycott had proved successful and the formation of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) led to a means for those age cohorts of Emmett Till to become the next generation of activists in the formation of the Student Non-violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC). Both at the state and organizational levels the Brown decision by the Court activated social appropriation, object shift, category formation, attribution of threat and the media. The same mechanisms were activated at the community level by the Till incident. 

Mechanisms of Scale and Scope Shift 

Several scholars have investigated and written extensive works on the organizational processes of such civil society organizations as CORE, NAACP, SCLC, SNCC, and the role of women, students, Whites, and Blacks within these organizations (Blumberg 1991, Meier and Rudwick 1973, Peake 1987, Robnett 1997). As the mid-1950s approached, the histories of these organizations delineated the changes in scope from issues of access to issues of citizenship rights that developed in relation to rights for African Americans. Since the first decade of the 20th century, the formation of these organizations within civil society has indicated shifting in the scale of members, challengers, and citizens compromising supporters and challengers of civil rights.  The attribution of similarities to groups and the interpretations of these similarities is in response to the processes, actions and changes of challengers, members, and subjects. This mechanism utilizes invention, importation, and diffusion of a shared identity that can have consequences leading to political action undertaken by the newly formulated groups. This mechanism is the framing of paired-identities—‘them’ and ‘us’. 

After the failure of Reconstruction, the political and social atmosphere nationwide became decidedly and explicitly a means of bestowing second-class citizenship on African Americans. Jim Crow was not just a classification of laws in the South but a way to interject social separation throughout America.  The Afro-American League was founded and organized by T. Thomas Fortune in 1890. Fortune, in a speech at the founding convention, advocated “agitation, even revolution, as necessary and legitimate tools to achieve” Black rights. After a name change to the Afro-American Council, the control of the Council went to Booker T. Washington. Arguably, the organization took a more accommodationist stance. In 1906, two New York based organizations were founded. The National League for the Protection of Colored Women (NLPCW) was founded in 1906 by Frances A. Kellor, a racial reformer born in 1873 into a white middle-class family from Columbus, Ohio. The Committee for Improving the Industrial Conditions of Negroes in New York (CIICNN) was founded in May 1906 by William L. Bulkley, a former slave, for the purpose of providing “one of the fundamentals of [the American] constitution—the right to work; opportunity to work; encouragement to work in any sphere in which one may be useful (21).”   Kellor and Bulkley became friends sharing ideological values. Many members serving on the Board of Trustees of NLPCW also were involved and served on the advisory committee of the CIICNN. Both of these organizations’ “principal founders [were] Frances Kellor and William L. Bulkley,” and they were headed by an integrated board of trustees that believed in emphasizing industrial education as developed by Booker T. Washington. The CIICNN declined the invitation to a meeting that would discuss merging, so Baldwin, Kellor, and George Haynes, who formulated the ideas of how to “prepare [Blacks] for urban life and educating them for social service (40),” decided to form the Committee on Urban Conditions Among Negroes (CUCAN) at a meeting on May 19, 1910. The Crisis called, as quoted by Weiss, the founding of the organization the beginning of “a new era in the handling of the city problem as it affected the Negroes (41).”
  The organization became the National Urban League and along with the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) they are the two organizations founded during the progressive era of politics. 

Brokerage constitutes the linking of two or more previously unconnected social sites by a political actor or unit that mediates their relations with each other and/or with another site. Within this process, the brokerage mechanism facilitates cross-class coalition formation, as was observed in the economic and racial makeup of both of these organizations. There was an ideological chasm, since at the time most Whites and those Blacks who supported Booker T. Washington preferred accommodationist tactics. The shared Black members of the Urban League and the NAACP lasted for several months during the initial phases of both, but there was a split among the five black members shared with the NAACP over the ideological support of protest versus accommodation. Each organization was able to invoke the interactions and discourses associated with this mechanism to bring greater pressure for change from forces endogenous and exogenous to the regime. Each became known among Black communities based on their “tactics and personnel” and because they were founded despite Blacks and their social condition in the US ranking “low among the popular causes of the period (Weiss 1974: pp 1-60).” The aftermath of reconstruction’s failure and the beginning of migration waves of African Americans headed to northern cities, along with their experience of overcrowded, under- or un-employed, segregated conditions under which African Americans were situated in urban areas led to mounting concern with mounting differences of opinion about the tactics that should be used to address those concerns. 

By the end of the 1920s and the first ten years of its existence, the NAACP board of directors consisted of equally numbered black and white members. The NAACP had established itself as a predominantly black organization. This transition was possible because “white leaders basically acted out of a genuine commitment to racial justice and did not seek any personal or political gains from their NAACP work….[Blacks] in the NAACP…were fully aware of the key importance of white participation as a source of material support and political legitimacy…It was necessary that both groups maintained a strong ideological commitment to interracialism, equality before the law, and a color-blind democracy that worked as a safeguard against both white paternalism and black nationalism (21).” In this decade, the NAACP grew from 329 members and 3 branches in 1912 to 310 branches and over 91,200 members in 1919.
  The next three decades saw sporadic acts of black protests borne of the need to challenge a system of racial subordination without causing open rebellion or revolt, hence risking retaliation, death, or sanctioned annihilation. There were boycotts, protests, and other forms of speaking outagainst the degradation and inconvenience of segregated public transportation. As Blumberg (1991) states the situation, “[p]eriods of extreme repression have fluctuated with times of comparative tolerance—not randomly, but in dialectical interaction with major economic and political changes. The predominant white mood had been affected by economic prosperity and decline, unemployment and labor shortage, war and peace, changing international climates, and competition from other issues….An effective tactic [in the struggle] under one set of circumstances may bring violent retribution under another (2-3).

Over the next thirty years the NAACP used cross-class coalition formation to create coordinated action across a major class boundary. The activation of this mechanism promoted insulation of the categorical inequalities of race from public politics. Categorical inequalities of gender, religion, race, class, or other dividing principles were not eliminated, as was illustrated in the works of Robnett (1997) in the case of gender roles relating to the founding of SNCC, Peake (1987) in his work on the SCLC, and even Meier and Rudwick’s (1973) work on CORE and the predominance of male figures in this pacifist organization. The activation of this mechanism did  facilitate the “formation of buffers between major day-to-day inequalities and public politics (283-4, Dynamics).” The buffering of these categorical inequalities allows diverse groups to identify and act in accordance with the objectives of shared fate and trust networks. 

White, as head of the NAACP, was not willing to confront the Truman administration’s foreign policy or its stance on decolonization. The board of directors met, sided with White, reproached DuBois, and then terminated DuBois’s employment effective in December of 1948. The NAACP in effect had put all its hopes, not on world opinion, but on the auspices of the federal government and its power to enforce the rights of African Americans.  Remember it was Truman who had in August of 1948 signed the executive order to desegregate the armed forces. The end of WWII brought back the alliance between the then 75-year old DuBois and the NAACP, however, the board of directors and DuBois began to digress when it came to the National Negro Conference petition to address the oppression of people all over the world, particularly Blacks in Africa and Jews in Palestine. DuBois supported the petition in full while the NAACP decided to limit the scope of the petition to Blacks in America.

DuBois attitude toward the dilemma in America was shared by many Blacks during that period and would become the prevalent ideological stance over the next twelve years. The Brown decision by the Court increased awareness of the contradictions in America’s practice of democracy and in its rhetoric. This contradiction, and the subsequent unchecked responses of segregationists, was the beginning of the realization of the potential and opportunities for greater political gains toward the recognition of status for African Americans. Suddenly imposed grievances (SIG) were incidents that allowed influence from a singular event to dramatize and heighten the political salience of a particular issue. 

The trigger event of the death of Emmett Till and the subsequent boycott by the Montgomery Improvement Association, mobilized purposive actions among challengers and the opposition by galvanizing coalitions across class and social boundaries. The later formation of the SCLC and the founding of SNCC were both developments stemming from this trigger event and the success of boycott started shortly thereafter. SCLC, as discussed by Peake (1987), started formally in 1957, but its ability to accomplish mass mobilization is explained by its history.  

“The history of the SCLC after 1959 was the story of the interaction of campaigns and organizational development. Both were important to its identity, and neither in itself explains the essence of the organization. Its loose structure sharply contrasted with the NAACP. SCLC had no membership, but rather affiliates which paid a small fee of about $25 to $50. The activities of SCLC were local in nature rather than guided meticulously from Atlanta. But the organization depended upon King’s visibility and upon a sense of active movement. Without that sense of carrying on what began in Montgomery, there would have been no [SCLC] (Peake, 1987: 66).”

The SCLC became the new community organization whose actions and directions were emulated for the purpose of increasing the scope of the claims and the tactics available to make demands. Diffusion became the mechanism by which to transform the movement from one of judicial challenges to one of civil disobedience as a form of protest.   This mechanism refers to the transfer of information across existing lines of communication. Contention is transferred in the same or similar forms and claims across space or across sectors and ideological divides. Action and claims may be transmitted by the media, by elites, and by the emulation pathway taken by subsequent similar movements. The activation of this mechanism can be most easily seen in the formation of SNCC, created by students who were of the same age cohort as Emmett Till. Radicalization and later certification of SNCC implicated the expansion of collective action frames to more extreme agendas and the adoption ( as well as acceptance) of more transgressive forms of contention, such as sit-ins in public places denying service based on race. If actions are too transgressive or non-certified by external communal authorities, it may involve the isolation or containment of actors, which occurred prior to the formal direct involvement of Ella Baker and the advisory position of SCLC leaders.  

CONCLUSION
The above discussion on the development of the Civil Rights Movement illustrates the dynamic nature by which struggles for recognition emerge. The processes of regime policy changes, shifts in identity and objectives, as well as scale and scope shifts are dialectical in their development. Each mechanism is at the same time a reaction to and an impact on a mechanism of the same or different process of movement development. The development, establishment, and maintenance of a movement, as shown in the discussion of the CRM, is not dependent upon the particular events, participants, or interest-oriented claims associated with the movement. Social movements that seek the recognition of status are developed, established, and sustained through the activation of mechanisms implicated by interactions and discourses generated by the regime, the claimants, the challengers, and their sympathizers. The pattern of activation of these mechanisms can lead to an understanding of why some movements may succeed where others fail. 
The discussion also shows that an analytical investigation of struggles for recognition can lead to an understanding of democratization processes at the community level. As the movement was from the community level up, democratization became the result of shifts in processes of identity, objectives, and scale. Processes of regime policy were impacted by the mounting discourses of solidarity and the cross-class formations and interactions witnessed via media coverage. The movement had become democratizing in its effect upon policy changes and community relations.  
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ABSTRACT:





In democratic societies, social movements begin as interest-oriented collectives seeking the achievement of certain goals relating to social and political issues. Social movements become struggles for recognition when there are shifts in identity, objectives, and scope from the achievement of issue objectives to an achievement of voice, liberties, and protections—the achievement of full citizenship status. Investigations of these struggles require more than the primacy of one perspective focusing on opportunities, mobilization, or identity. Due to the nature of such struggles—their dialectical development from regime policies, identity politics, and civil society, analytical investigations of such movements require a paradigm that considers the combined and singular influences of these facets of social interaction. The investigation of the dynamic and contextual means by which social movements can bring about changes in democracy is illustrated through the use of an investigative approach suggested by the authors of Dynamics of Contention (2001). The purpose of this paper is to illustrate how such an analysis can be developed and performed by examining a movement that became a struggle for recognition, the Civil Rights Movement.
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� David Held’s discussion in Chapter 8 of Democracy and the Global Order delineates the sites of power in democracy, while Democratization edited by Potter et al offer the six explanatory factors of why democracies fail or succeed. The work detailed in the action plan of a movement by Bill Moyer allowed the aforementioned works on democratization along with movement theory to be applied to the development of movement activities. 


� Dynamics authors state the discussion of community organizations in detail. The statements in accordance with this summarization given is as follows and can be found on pages 329-335. Universal norms and values, particularly those based on rationality, equality, freedom, and actively shaping of one’s own world, “perform the function of generalizing, closing, opening, and specifying the scope of action….” Interpretations must be contained within certain norms in order to be subsumed under the general values if they are to be self-evident and obligatory—that is without any alternative for the individual… [but to act] (329).” Communal interactions serve as the basis for solidarity in a “traditionally based and consensually borne life-world [—a community]… To the extent that individuals feel committed to this community, their horizon of [imagined interpretations] is confined to the common life-world (Dynamics, 329-30). The common life world of a community can be maintained only if every individual and every group is included “…in a social sense, [through] the solidarity of the community; in a cultural sense, [by] the consensual definition and redefinition of norms; in a political sense, by participating in decision-making; and in an economic sense, by sharing in the economic surplus…” demanding, respectively, an extension of social solidarity and security; equal and universal education; mass political participation; and universal equality of opportunity (Dynamics, 330). 


These values and norms are interpreted using the ‘mediating link’ of a plurality of associational interests between “the multiplicity of interest articulated on the normative market and the common life-world of the societal community (Dynamics, 334).” These associations are institutional in form and act to define in commonly binding norms the behavior of their members in terms of their “voluntariness of associational membership,” as well as the “freedom of associations” allowed to members. “The individual cannot form associations that contradict common norms, and associations cannot impose norms on their members which contradict these norms (334-5).” These pluralist associations serve to “carry over the multiplicity of normative ideas and experimentation into the narrower area of the common life-world of the societal community….thus exposing tradition to the change of situations, interests, and innovations (335).” This differentiated system of social movement processes is composed of interactions “… integrated by intermediate zones of interactions [and discourses, that jointly comprise the mechanisms that] create and re-create [those processes], at the same time being determined by [them] (335).” These mechanisms are comprised of relevant interactions and discourses, as such, are also components of the contextual development of social movements and the ensuing identities, mobilization, and political alignments. 


� From the minutes of the first meeting to organize the Hinds County Chapter of Americans for the Preservation of the White Race, 13 May 1963.  In the MSC archives on the MDAH website listed above.


�  This statement was quoted from the Anti-Defamation League’s Law Enforcement Agency Resource Network under Extremism in America and the discussion of Council of Conservative Citizens. Although the Council of Conservative Citizens was formed in 1985, this is an iteration of the White Citizens’ Council organizations (and the subsequent Citizens’ Councils of America) was formed in St. Louis, Missouri. As part of its manifest the organization affirms its roots in Jim Crow laws by the listing of its objectives outlined in a 14-point statement of its principles.


� doing Democracy: The MAP Model for Organizing Social Movements, by Bill Moyer with JoAnn McAllister, Mary Lou Finley, and Steven Soifer. New Society Publishers, Gabriola Island, Canada, 2001. 


� Weiss reportedly quotes from the papers of W.E.B. DuBois as he discusses the matters in letters with S.B.Scottron in a letter dated July 5, 1907. Does this mean that DuBois actually praised the founding of such an organization almost three years prior to its founding? Or is this another example of the seemingly unnecessary attributes of the social organizational emergence given to the white middle and upper class during the Progressive Era that the author seems to do quite often. Each of the discussions about the preliminary organizations that became the Urban League focuses on this particular section of society more so than on the organization. I will await final judgment on her work pertaining to the extent and validity of its perspective to my work as I read other authors/scholars regarding the period. Although she is discussing the progressive era, she glosses over the fact that there were many Black intellectuals involved in this period in the North.   


� These figures taken from Table I on page 23, note discloses that the Crisis reported the number of branches in its March 1920 issue as being 241, while the stated number in a memorandum dated 15 June 1954 listed the number of branches as being 202. Berg, Manfred, The Ticket to Freedom: The NAACP and the Struggle for Black Political Integration. University Press of Florida, Gainesville, 2005. 


� Blumberg, Rhoda Lois, Civil Rights: The 1960s Freedom Struggle (revised edition). Twayne Publishers, Boston, 1991. 
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