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BRING YOUR GRIEF AND RAGE ABOUT AIDS TO i\ 

POLITICAL
 

FUNERAL
 

IN WASI IINCTON D.C. 

-ACT UP/New York (1':1':12, emphasis in original) 

ACT UP /New York issued this invitation/leaflet announcing its October 
1992 "Ashes" action. 1 The image thi1t i1ccompanied the headline Wi1S 
modest, the outline of an urn, with the following text filling out its con­
tents: 

You have lost SOI11L'One to AIDS. For more than a decade, your government 
has mocked your loss. You haw spoken out in anger, joined political pro­
tests, carried fake coiiins and mock tombstones, and splattered red paint to 
represent someone's HIV-positive blood, perhaps your own. George Bush 
believes that thL' White HousL' gates shield him, irom you, your loss, and his 
responsibility ior thL' AIDS crisis. Now it is time to bring AIDS home to 
George Bush. On October 11 th, we will carry the actual ashes of pJople we 
love in funeral procession to thL' White House. In an act oi grief and rage and 
love, we will deposit their ashes on the White House lawn. Join us to protest 
twelve years of genocidal AIDS policy. (ACT UP/New York, 1':1':12) 

On the day of the march, as hundreds of people assembled, a small 
group met together. Holding the ashes of their loved ones, they would 
lei1d the funeral procession. Arthur, from Chici1go, held up i1 worn si1ck 
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that contained the ashes of his lover, who had been a member of ACT 
UP/NY and ACT UP/Chicago. "This is Ortez" (Finkelstein, 1992b:1O). 
ACT UP /NY member Bob Rafsky later wrote about the political funeral: 

At the front of the march was a single line of people carrying urns.... Behind 
them wen' about a hundred of us who were willing to be arresll'd helping 
theIll to the White House fl'ncL'. Behind us were threl' drummers playing 
rhythmic patterns that worked into our bodies: 1-2-3, 1-2-3, 1-2-3-4-5. 
Finally came the supporting marchers, more [han J,SOO of them.... A few 
fee! from me a young man in a whill' T-shirt was shouting at an imaginary 
George Bush, "It's your fault' It's your fault'" before he broke down and 
sobbed .... The action had been coordinated by a 22-year-old classics gradu­
ate student at Columbia University who had jllined ACT UP. ... I saw him 
pressed by our bodies against the Whitl' House fencl', kneeling and weeping 
as ashes soared OWl' him. W.afsky, IL)lI2:22-23) 

ACT UP/NY member David Robinson's announcen1l'nt thilt he 
planned to scatter his lover's ashes on the White House bwn had inspired 
the "Ashes" action. Interviewed the day of the milrch, Robinson drew a 
contrast between the political implications of the Names Project Memorial 
Quilt," which was on display in D.C. that weekend, and ACT UP's funeral 
march: "George Bush would be happy if we illl milde Quilt panels. We're 
showing people what the White House has done: they'Vl' turned our 
loved ones into ashes and bones" (Wentzy, 1lJlJ5). During the procession, 
participilnts chanted "Bring the dead to your door, we won't take it any­
more" (Wentzy, 1995). 

The predominant theorists in the field of social movements-political 
process theorists-rarely focus their analytical lenses on stories like this 
thilt foreground participants' reflections about specific movement actions. 
A primilry reason is that political process theorists focus on political 
opportunities that facilitate protest and on questions of mm'ement emer­
gence and decline; data like those cited above seem irrelevilnt to such 
inquiries. Equally important, the dominance of rational actor models in 
the social movement literature has proscribed investigation into the emo­
tional components of movements; given the centrality of emotions in the 
above story, political process theorists would have a hard time fitting such 
data into their framework. But what do we lose when such stories are 
absent from our analyses? The motivating role of strongly felt emotions­
what I would call the force or power of emotions-seems apparent in the 
details of the"Ashes" action, inviting our attention and luring us in, sear­
ing in our minds any number of images, perhaps of public mourning ritu­
als, or of urns and ashes hurling through the sky, or of fury and grief 
combining into a combustible form. We get the sense that the protest con-

Pa,;"iollille 1',,1,11, ,iI 1'1," " '.,' I, 

cerned an issue about which people felt deepl\'. I lilld Ihi ... I\p' "I .1,11.1 

compelling in part because I participated in ACT UP for six Vl'dr... , hili Ill\ 

interest is broader than that. Investigations of such storil's, ,lI1d ,1II.dvt" ,Ii 
attention to the power of emotions evident in them, Can provide liS with 
important insights, illuminating, for example, participants' subjelli\,ilil· ... 
and motivations, and helping us to build compellin!j accounts of ,1 1110\'l'­

ment's trajectory, strategic choices, internal culture, conflicts, and olhel' 
movement processes and characteristics. 

Over the past twenty-five years, political process theory has !jl'nerdll'd 
important new knowledge of social movements. But as is true in anv .HI"1 

of knowledge, while the prevailing models sensitize us to a set of lJUI's­
tions and approaches, they also foreclose other avenues of inquiry. Politi­
cal process theory has narrowed the research agenda to questions 01 

movement emergence, decline, and outcomes, and has pointed us toward 
investigations of the external environment to see how shifting politic.li 
opportunities (in interaction with resources and frames) affect movement 
trajectories, Again, the research that political process theory has gl'I1l'r­
atcd has been fruitful, but the costs of remainin!j wedded to its narrow 
agenda arc high. As an increasing number of analysts are now arguing, 
political process theorv is unable to make sense of ,1 host of movements 
that <1risl' ilnd thrive in the face of tightening political opportunities or 
decline ilS political opportunities expand (Goodwin, forthcoming; Gould, 
2DOO). Similarly troubling, in cases where the political proces.s framework 
seems able to explain the trajectory of movements, we neglect other f,K­
tors thilt might provide more compelling accounts, As Jasper and Good­
win note, "when a paradigm works well, alternCltives to its m,1in 
assumptions cannot even be imagined" (chapter 1). Political process the­
ory also has narrowed the questions we ask about social movements, priv­
ileging investigations of emergence and decline over issues like 
movement sustainability, internal conflicts, ideological cleavages, ritua 1-., 
and so on. In this chapter, drawing from my work on a larger project th.11 
explores the militant street AIDS activist movement, I join with others ill 
cill\ing for a reintroduction of emotions into the study of social mOVI'­
ments.' I argue that attention to emotions generates a new landscape for 
social movement research that attends to causal mechanisms inclusivl' 01, 
but also distinct from, political opportunities. A focus on emotions prolif­
erates questions about emergence and decline but also about other mo\'l'­
ment processes that are currently understudied, Such a focus ,1lso 
encourages investigations of human behavior that are not bound by ratio­
nal actor assumptions, providing greater insight into people's motiv.l 
tions for participating in movements. 
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POLITICAL PROCESS THEORY AND THE
 
STRATEGIC USES OF EMOTIONS
 

I want to start with a challenge to my claim that political process theorists
 
would be inclined to ignore stories like the one cited above because they
 
are emotion-saturated and thus difficult to reconcile with an assumption
 
of rational actors. Rather than ignoring such datil illtogethl:'r, politicill
 
process theorists instl:'ad might try to domesticilte the emotion,ll compo­

nents by emphilsizing the strategic uses of emotions ,1nd thereby incorpo­

rilting them into ,1 r,ltion,ll actor model. Eilch exhortiltion to feel a given
 
emotion and every expression of iln emotion could be rCild ilS ,1n ilttempt
 
by ilctivists to mobilize others into thl:' movement. Politic.l1 process theo­

rists would not necessilfily be wrong in reading such diltil in this milnnef.
 
There is a wcalth of L'vidence showing militant AIDS 'lCtivists ilttempting
 
to inspire others' ,lnger, for eXilmple. At ACT UP /NY's first nweting,
 
there WilS ,1 discussion ,lbout how to shift the focus of the upcoming Gay
 
ilnd Lesbiiln Pride P,lfilde from "CilY Pride" to "Gay Rilge" (ACT UP /
 
NY, I(87); ,1 photogrilph from ACT UP/NY's first ilction shows ,1 pbCC1rd
 
with the message, "Turn Feilr into Rclge" (Freiberg, l(87). In ,1 similar
 
vein, the meeting minutes from ,1 C-FAR (Chicc1go For AIDS Hights)1
 
meeting in October IY88 rccord il n ou treach committee propos'll to
 
change C-FAR's n,lnw to ACT UC with the following riltionille: "the n,lme
 
IACT UPI gives us il senSt' of 'lilger which the n,lme 'C-FAR' ... is bck­

ing" (C-FAR, l(88). Viewed from this angle, emotions might fit quite
 
ne,ltly into politicill process theory via the frilming concept (Snow et ill.,
 
I(86). One Ic.lding politiCC1I process theorist, in fact, hilS pointed to the 
intentionilJ emotion,llity of mllective ilction frames: "The culture of col­
lective ilction is built on frilmes ilnd t'motions oriented tow,lfd mobilizing 
people.... Symbols are tilken selectively by movement leaders from a 
culturill reservoir ilnd combined with ,letion-oriented beliefs in order to 
navigate str,ltegicillly.... Most important, they are given iln emotional 
valence aimed ilt converting passivity in to action" (Tarrow, 1YYSb: 112). 
Robert Benford, iln originator of the framing concept, argues for il similar 
recognition of the role of emotions, writing thilt emotions are "a vitill 
sociill movement resource" thilt movement actors "produce, orchestrate, 
and striltegically deploy" (1 Y97:41 Y). 

Furthermore, ilS politicill process theorists would probilbly note, ACT 
UP / NY's leiltlet announcing the" Ashes" action WilS intended to mobi­
lize. In using the ilctual ashes of deild people, the action would itself be 
iln escaliltion in tilCtiCS, a shift from ilctions that deployed representations 
of deilth (e.g., mock tombstones and fake coffins) to il funeral procession 
that was centered around the actual remains of loved ones dead from 
AIDS-relilted complications. The leilflet offered-and thereby tried to 

mobilize-the appropriate emotions and the appropriate activl~1 

response to "twelve years of genocidal AIDS policy": grief and rage rh,11l 
neled into a funeral march that would "bring AIDS home to GL'()I)~I' 

Bush." 
ACT UP /NY soon escalated even further, shifting from ashes to ,KIlI,1i 

dead bodies. Two weeks after the" Ashes" action, an anonymous persl III 

with AIDS issued a statement, "Bury Me Furiously," calling on 1\11)'-, 
activists to hold ,1 political funeral when he died, carrying his body ill .Ill 
open casket through the streets. The person, la ter revealed to be ACT UI' / 
NY member Mark Fisher, wrote: 

I W,lnt to show the rmlitv of my dL"lth, to display my body in public; I w,lnl 
tlw public to bL"lf witlll'SS. We are \lot just spiraling statistics. We are pL'opk 
who h,lve lives, who have purpose, wIll> have lovers, friends and tamilil':-'. 
And we ,lfl' dying of a di:-'l'asl' maintained by a degree of criminal neglect so 
enorlllOU:-' that it ,lmounb to genocide.... UpprL'ssl'd people havL' a tradition 
of politil"l! funerals. ... [Vl'rVOlll' who sees the procession pa:-.s knows th,ll 
the living, those who hWL' the dl'cl',l:-'l'd, ,lfL' bereaved, furious ,mel 
undl'ieatl'd .... I w,lnt my own tuneral to Ill' [il'rn' ,1nd ddiant. (Anonylllou:-" 
IYlJ2l 

Weeks bter, the funer,ll for Fisher slowly wound through the strel'ls ot 
Milnhattiln, "urged on bv il single drum" (Finkelstein, IYY2d, ending .11 
then-President George Bush's cclmpaign hCildquilrters. Over thl:' next f('\\ 

yeilrs, ACT UP ch,lptcrs held a number of politicill funerills, carrying lhl' 
bodies of their dCild through the streets and 'lttempting to deposit thl'Il1 
at str,ltegic sites, including the White House. 

It makes sense to understilnd ACT UP's political funerills ,lS, in p.1rl, 
stra tegic mobilizations of emotions designed to moti Vil te greil ter ,let i\"I ~ I 

participiltion ,lnd to force concessions from those the movement W,lS 1.1 r 
geting. The striltegic nclture of such actions, in filct, seems evident ill thl' 
very concept of "political funeral," which links il public procession lll.1r!.­
ing someone's de,lth to political dem'lIlds. 

But is that all that these stories reveal? While an investig,ltion 01 tIll' 
str,ltegic uses of emotions illullliniltes one important role that enllltipJl~ 

play in sociill movement processes, this instrumentalist view of enlllll01l~ 

is only partial, ilnd in fact quite unsatisfying, leaving cruciill qUL'stipJl" 
unasked and unanswered. Recognition of their strategic deploYIlll'1l1 
raises questions about emotions whose investigation demands III II I II 
mOTe than a mere assertion of their strategic uses: Why do peol,I,' 
respond to such deployments, and why does the purposive articuldtipJl 
of emotions sometimes seem to mobilize successfully but at other tillll". 
seem to fail? Such questions, about what we might call ClI1ollol/lIl,I"'" 
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gay men were seen as expendable, ilnd in fact, better off dead; thilt type 
of ilnalysis of the epidemic becilme widespreild after Hardwick. 

In il context of mounting deaths from AIDS, government failure to 
address the epidemic, increilsingly repressive AIDS legislation, and grow­
ing homophobia, Hardwick thoroughly trilnsformed the wilys thilt milny 
lesbiilns and gay men thought ilnd felt ilbout themselves, about dominant 
society, about the AIDS crisis, and about what kinds of politics were 
acceptable and necessiuy, The old emotion culture was shattered and a 
new one began to take hold. Operating in this changed environment, 
AIDS activists then bolstered and extended this new and emergent emo­
tional common sense and linked it to militill1t AIDS activism. Militant 
AIDS activist groups formed across the country and offered a new resolu­
tion to lesbian and gay ambivalence about self ,md society, linking emo­
tiems such ,IS indignation, anger, self-respect, and grief to militant, 
confrontational AIDS activism. ACT UP made anger and militance 
acceptable, even necessary, given the dire crisis. Thousilnds of lesbians 
and gay men around the country responded, participating in militant and 
angry street AIDS activism to fight the epidemic. 

As I have suggested, ACT UP intentionally and strategically mobilized 
anger. But why was ACT Ul' successful (at least for a period of time) in 
augmenting and extending this emerging emotional common sense and 
legitimizing and mobilizing anger and militant action in lesbian imd gay 
communities? I have suggested that anger is alw,lys at risk, historically 
easily submerged given emotion norms in mainstreilm U.s. society, and 
perhaps even more apt to be submerged in this G1Se, given an instability 
that is constitutive of the structure of lesbian ilnd gay ambivalence 
(where, again, anger is both encouraged and discouraged). Why, then, 
did thousands of lesbians and gay men take to the streets in response to 
ACT UP's call to anger and action? 

I ilrgue that although ACT UP's mobilization of anger (and other emo­
tiems) W,IS in part strategic; it succt'eded in mobilizing lesbians and gay 
men into angry and militant AIDS activism because, in the context of the 
Hardwick decision and the growing AIDS crisis, it succeeded in alterillg 
how many lesbians ,md gay men felt. That is, to understcmd the phenome­
non of ACT Up, we have to move beyond a strategic view of emotions and 
recognize the force of, or the sensuous experience of, emotions. 

The following story provides a means of understanding ACT UP's 
attempts to amplify lesbians' and gay men's growing anger and tether it 
to AIDS activism, and its success in doing so.'~ Militant AIDS activists 
from across the country converged in Washington, D.C., the weekend of 
October 10-11, 1988, for an action targeting the Food and Drug Adminis­
tration (FDA). That same weekend, the Names Project Quilt was dis­
played on the Mall. As part of its mobilization for the FDA action, ACT 
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UP passed out a leaflet at the Quilt. One side blared: "SHOW Y( ll! I, 
ANGER TO THE PEOPLE WHO HEL.PED MAKE THE QUILT 1'( )~L,I 

BLE: OUR GOVERNMENT." Text on the reverse read: 

The Quilt helps us remember our lovers, relatives, and friends who haw dil'd 

during the past eight years. These people have died from a virus. But thn 
haw been killed by our government's neglect and inaction.... Morl' th,1'\ 
'+O,()()() people hilVe died from AIDS.... Before this Quilt grows any largl'r, 
turn vour grief into anger. Turn anger into action. TURN THE POWER 01' 
THE QUILT INTO ACTION. (ACT UP/NY, I'IKK, emphasis in originitll 

A number of things are evident in this ACT UP leaflet. ACT Ul' \\'d" 

acknowledging lesbi,ln and gay grief about the uncmsing deaths of peo 
pIe with AIDS. Then, through a series of rhetorical moves, ACT lIl' 
located the source of that grief 'It the government's murderous doorsll'p 
To fully appreciilte ACT UP's strategy, it helps to recall that the l',ulil'"l 
public expressions in lesbian and g,ly communities about the AIDS l'pi 
demic were candlelight memorial vigils, somber affairs that allowed I'dI' 

ticipants to share their grief and publicly remember their loved onl'S,' 
The N,ln1l's Project Quilt encour,lged lesbians ilnd gay men to expn's" 
their grid on an even larger public scale. In its leaflet, ACT UP began with 
lesbian and gay grief, an uncontested, uncontroversial emotion, and tlll'1l 
'Ittempted to link that grief to anger, a more difficult, disreputable ('111" 

tion. ACT UP offered the following logic: If you feel grief, you should .11"" 
feel anger toward those who have caused you to feel grief; if you ll'l'l 

anger, you should join us in militant action to fight the AIDS crisis. Atl 
UP's logic both acknowledged, and offered a resolution to, lesbian ,lilt! 

gay ambivalence about self and society: Given our grief and under thl'"'' 
dire circumstances, anger and militant, confrontational action targl'liIlV, 
state and society are acceptable, legitimate, justifiable, and indel'd l1l'n's 
sary. 

The numerous militant actions and demonstrations bv thousands 1>1 

lesbian and gay AIDS activists around the country-on the heels of ,1 gl'll 
eration of lesbian and gay engagement in more or less routine, intl'l'l'''t 
group politics-suggest that ACT UP chapters were successful in gelll'r"I 
ing and mobilizing anger. As many as 1,500 people participated in Ih,' 
FDA action (with almost 180 arrests) as well as the "Ashes" action. ;\( I 
UP may have illtellded to link and mobilize people's grief and rage, bill 
such intentions do not explain why people put their bodies on the 11111' 

and participated in those actions (or, for that matter, why people tum Illit 
for any action). Because emotions typically are opaque, we cannot kllll\\ 
with certainty what participants were actually feeling, but video f()()LI)~I'. 

photographs, and personal accounts of the"Ashes" action and othl'r At I 
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gay men were seen as expendable, and in fact, better off dead; that type 
of analysis of the epidemic became widespread after Hardwick. 

In a context of mounting deaths from AIDS, government failure to 
address the epidemic, increasingly repressive AIDS legislation, and grow­
ing homophobia, Hardwick thoroughly transformed the ways that many 
lesbians and gay men thought and felt about themselves, about dominant 
society, about the AIDS crisis, and about what kinds of politics were 
acceptable and necessary. The old emotion culture was shattered and ,1 

new one began to take hold. Operating in this changed environment, 
AIDS activists then bolstered and extended this new and emergent emo­
tional common sense and linked it to militant AIDS activism. Militant 
AIDS activist groups formed across the country and offered a new resolu­
tion to lesbian and gay ambivalence about self and society, linking emo­
tions such as indignation, anger, self-respect, and grief to milit(1l1t, 
confrontational AIDS activism. ACT UP made anger and milit<lnce 
acceptable, even necessary, given the dire crisis. Thousands of lesbians 
and gay men around the country responded, participating in milit(1l1t and 
(1l1gry street Al DS activism to fight the epidemic. 

As I have suggested, ACT UP intentionally and strategically mobilized 
anger. But why was ACT UP successful (at least for a period of time) in 
augmenting and extending this emerging emotional common sense and 
legitimizing and mobilizing anger and militant action in lesbian and gay 
communities? I have suggested that anger is always at risk, historicallv 
easily submerged given emotion norms in mainstream U.S. society, and 
perhaps even more apt to be submerged in this case, given an instability 
that is constitutive of the structure of lesbian and gay ambivalence 
(where, again, anger is both encouraged and discouraged). Why, then, 
did thousands of lesbians and gay men take to the streets in response to 
ACT UP's call to anger and action? 

I argue that although ACT UP's mobilization of anger (and other emo­
tions) was in part strategic; it succeeded in mobilizing lesbians and gay 
men into angry and militant AIDS activism because, in the context of the 
Hardwick decision and the growing AIDS crisis, it succeeded in alterillg 
how many lesbians and gay men felt. That is, to understand the phenome­
non of ACT Up, we have to move beyond a strategic view of emotions and 
recognize the force of, or the sensuous experience of, emotions. 

The following story provides a means of understanding ACT UP's 
attempts to amplify lesbians' and gay men's growing anger and tether it 
to AIDS activism, and its success in doing so." Militant AIDS activists 
from across the country converged in Washington, D.C., the weekend of 
October 10-11,1988, for an action targeting the Food and Drug Adminis­
tration (FDA). That same weekend, the Names Project Quilt was dis­
played on the Mall. As part of its mobilization for the FDA action, ACT 
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UP passed out a leaflet at the Quilt. One side blared: "SHOW YOUR 
ANGER TO THE PEOPLE WHO HELPED MAKE THE QUILT POSSI­
BLE: OUR GOVERNMENT." Text on the reverse read: 

The Quilt helps us remember our lovers, rdatives, and friends who have died 
durin~ the past eight years. These people have died from a virus. But they 
have been killed by our government's neglect and inaction.... More than 
40,000 people have died from AIDS.... Before this Quilt grows any larger, 
turn vour grief into anger. Turn anger into action. TURN THE POWER OF 
THE QUILT INTO ACTION. (ACT UP /NY, I YHH, emphasis in original) 

A number of things arc evident in this ACT UP leaflet. ACT UP was 
acknowledging lesbian and gay grief about the unceasing deaths of peo­
ple with AIDS. Then, through a series of rhetorical moves, ACT UP 
located the source of that grief at the government's murderous doorstep. 
To fully (lppreciatc ACT UP's strategy, it helps to recall that the earliest 
public expressions in lesbian and gay communities about the AIDS epi­
demic were candlelight memorial vigils, somber affairs that allowed par­
ticipants to share their grief and publicly remember their loved ones. IS 

The Names Project Quilt encouraged lesbians and gay men to express 
their grief on an even larger public scale. In its leaflet, ACT UP began with 
lesbian and gay grief, an uncontested, uncontroversial emotion, and then 
'lttempted to link that grief to anger, a more difficult, disreputable emo­
tion. ACT UP offl'red the following logic: If you feel grief, you should also 
feel '1l1ger toward those who have caused you to feel grief; if you feel 
anger, you should join us in militant action to fight the AIDS crisis. ACT 
UP's logic both acknowledged, and offered a resolution to, lesbian and 
gay ambivalence about self and society: Given our grief and under these 
dire circumstances, anger and militant, confrontational action targeting 
state and society are acceptable, legitimate, justifiable, and indeed neces­
sary. 

The numerous militant actions and demonstrations by thousands of 
lesbian and gay AIDS activists around the country-on the heels of a gen­
eration of lesbian and gay engagement in more or less routine, interest 
group politics-suggest that ACT UP chapters were successful in generat­
ing and mobilizing anger. As many as 1,500 people participated in the 
FDA action (with almost 180 arrests) as well as the"Ashes" action. ACT 
UP may have illtellded to link and mobilize people's grief and rage, but 
such intentions do not explain why people put their bodies on the line 
and participated in those actions (or, for that matter, why people turn out 
for any action). Because emotions typically are opaque, we cannot know 
with certainty what participants were actually feeling, but video footage, 
photographs, and personal accounts of the "Ashes" action and other ACT 
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UP political funerals suggest that the marchers felt, and in part were moti­
vated hy feelings of, grief and rage.'" 

Drawing on the work of William Reddy (1997), I would like to offer a 
theory of emotions that can give us some insight into ACT UP's success 
in bolstering and mobilizing lesbian and gay anger. Reddy argues that 
emotional utterances, what he calls "emotives," niter the feelings to which 
they always imperfectly refer. Language cannot adequately represent or 
characterize a subjective feeling state; when an emotive is articulated (e.g., 
''\'m angry"), it is an attempt to name and categorize a subjective feeling 
state, making legible what was previously nonverbal, but it does so by 
necessarily eliding the gap between language and the sensually experi­
enced feeling(s). In the process, some components of one's feelings fail to 
be brought into the verbal realm; they might be repressed, or displaced, 
or simply never made meaningful through language. That which goes 
unnamed, that excess, drops out and the articulated feeling is thereby 
made understandable by being named. The emotive has enacted this slip­
page, therehy actually altering the feeling(s) to which it reters. Like per­
formatives (Austin, 19(2), emotives do something to the world in that 
they affect how people feel, "directly changing, building, hiding, intensi­
fying emotions" (Reddy, 1997:331). 

The concl'pt of emotives provides us with insight into the mechanism 
behind the workings and power of feelings, feeling and expression rules, 
and emotion cultures. Reddy focuses on first-person emotives that alter 
the feeling state of the illdi"id//I71 who utters them, but his concept of emo­
tional conventions conveys the idea that normative emotives have a wider 
impact on the emotional tone of the COlIlJllllllity as a whole. He suggests 
that specific communities may strive to shape, manage, contain, repress, 
channel, organize, orchestrate, promote, and lor intensify their memhers' 
emotional expression and emotions themselves. Reddy has more recently 
noted that second-person emotion claims like "you are angry" have emo­
tive-like effects on the hearer if she or he reflects on the claims (2000: 117); 
I would add that first-person plural emotion claims, e.g., "we are angry," 
are also emotives, potentially affecting the emotions of the speaker and of 
those memhers of the "we" who hear the claim. Again, a community's 
feeling and expression rules and normative emotives are powerful not 
simply hecause they encourage appropriate emotion management but 
also hecause emotives, particularly when repeated over time, actually 
affect how people feci. Reddy's insight about emotives allows us to see 
that emotive conventions can help manage a deep ambivalence that is 
Widespread within a community by setting out rules and norms but also 
by magnifying one of the contradictory feelings and suppressing the 
other and thereby actually altering people's feelings. 

ACT UP's success in mohilizing leshians' and gay men's anger derived, 
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in part, from its ability to alter the prevailing emotion norms in le"hlolll 
and gay communities and make anger acceptahle and legitimate. Redlh"'. 
concept of emotives helps us to understand why and how ACT Ul' \\,,\'. 
able to do so. As I have said, the evidence reveals that leshian ,1I1d ~;,I\ 

ambivalence, and (conscious and unconscious) attempts to fl'soln' II 

through emotional utterances, shaped lesbian and gay responses to All )', 
during the first five years of the epidemic, encouraging vit'll ,1l't i\'I"" 

responses like service provision, lobbying, and candlelight vigils ,1I1d d\'> 
couraging anything more disruptive or militant. External event,,- Ih,' 
Hnrdwick ruling in particular-decimated the prevailing emotional l'lIlll 
mon sense that had elevated fear of social rejection, shame about g,lV Sl" 
ual practices, faith in the government, and an internally oriented prid,' 
and had suppressed anger. On the heels of Hardwick, ACT UP augn1l'nll'd 
and extended an emergent emotional common sense, in effect offering .I 

new resolution to It'sbian and gay ambivalence hy naming a new con"ll'1 
lation of appropriate emotions. Given the changed context, ACT U!" ... 
repeated articulations and elicitations of emotions like ,111ger about gll\' 
ernment inaction and genocidal neglect, indignation ahout the ill-tn'oI1 
ment of queers, pride about ,militant "in-your-face" activism, ,lIld 
hostility toward domin,lnt society altered lesbians' ,1nd gay men's fl·l·l 
ings about the AIDS epidemic by nall/illX these "new" emotions oIl1d 
thereby displacing or submerging emotions like sh,lme and fmr of reil'l 
tion that had prevailed earlier. ACT UP's emotional utterances, rcpl'<lll'd 
over and over again, altered people's feelings, animating their suppI)rl 
for, and some people's turn toward, militant street AIDS activism. 

The following account of one H1V-positive gay man's decision to jllill 
ACT UP reveals the emotions motiv,lting his decision and indicak" hllll 
ACT UP's proffered resolution to lesbian and gay ambivalence sunl·...... 
fully altered emotion norms in lesbian and gay communities in p,lI'l h, 
affecting people's actual feelings. In a 1994 interview, G'dali Br,wl'rIllol II 
described his initial contact with ACT UP INY: "I had received a COliI'll' 
of flyers in the mail about ACT UP I breezed through them and,b,lsiLtih , 
tossed them" (quoted in Shepard, 1997:113). Braverman experiL'nced .III 

enormous transformation while watching New York's Gay and Le"hi,1I1 
Pride Parade in 1988. "When ACT UP passed, , . I took one look and ",lid 
'I am going to go to the next meeting of that organization.' There I\·,j ... .I 

sense of power, a sense of action. It didn't appear to be about pil,· III 

shame or sadness or guilt. It seemed to be about anger and action" (11\1 

Given Braverman's previous lack of interest in ACT Up, it seems po" ... ild,' 
that his witnessing of ACT UP INew York's anger in the streets alten·d hi"~ 

own feelings.]7 Having tested H IV-positive the previous year, Br,1\'eJ'lIl,l11 
may have initially felt a variety of emotions about AIDS and the epidl'lIlll . 
perhaps including the shame and guilt that he mentions, emotion" I h,lI 
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UP political funerals suggest that the marchers fclt, and in part were moti­
vated by feelings of, grief and rage. lh 

Drawing on the work of William Reddy (1997), I would like to offer a 
theory of emotions that can give us some insight into ACT UP's success 
in bolstering and mobilizing lesbian and gay anger. Reddy argues that 
emotional utterances, what he calls "emotives," alter the feelings to which 
they always imperfectly refer. Language cannot adequately represent or 
characterize a subjective feeling state; when an emotive is articulatt'd (e.g., 
''I'm angry"), it is an attempt to name and categorize a subjective feeling 
state, making legible what was previously nonverbal, but it does so by 
necessarily eliding the gap betwet'n language and the sensually experi­
enced feeling(s). In the process, some components of one's feelings fail to 
be brought into the verbal realm; they might be repressed, or displaced, 
or simply never made meaningful through language. That which goes 
unn,ln1l'd, that excess, drops out and the articulated feeling is thereby 
made underst,lndclble by being named. The emotive has enacted this slip­
pc1ge, thereby actually altering the fccling(s) to which it refers. Like per­
form'ltives (Austin, 19(2), emotives do something to the world in that 
they ,1ffect how people feel, "directly changing, building, hiding, intt'nsi­
fying emotions" (Reddy, 1997:331). 

The concept of emotives provides us with insight into the mechanism 
behind the workings and power of feelings, feeling and expression rules, 
and emotion cultures. Reddy focuses on first-person emotives that alter 
the feeling state of the illdiI'idl/al who utters them, but his concept of emo­
tional conventions conveys the idea that nonnative emotives have a wider 
impact on the emotional tone of the cOI/IIIII/Jlitt/ as a whole. He suggests 
that specific communities may strive to shClpe, manage, contain, repress, 
channel, organize, orchestrate, promote, and/or intensify their members' 
emotional expression and emotions themselves. Reddy has more recently 
noted that second-person emotion claims like "you are angry" have emo­
tive-like effects on the hearer if she or he reflects on the claims (2000:117); 
I would add that first-person plural emotion claims, e.g., "we are angry," 
are also emotives, potentially affecting the emotions of the speaker and of 
those members of the "we" who hear the claim. Again, a community's 
feeling and expression rules and normative emotives are powerful not 
simply because they encourage appropriate emotion management but 
also because emotives, particularly when repeated over time, actually 
affect how people feel. Reddy's insight about emotives allows us to see 
that emotive conventions can help manage a deep ambivalence that is 
widespread within a community by setting out rules and norms but also 
by magnifying one of the contradictory feelings and suppressing the 
other and thereby actually altering people's feelings. 

ACT UP's success in mobilizing lesbians' and gay men's anger derived, 
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in part, from its ability to alter the prevailing emotion norms in lesbian 
and gay communities and make anger acceptable and legitimate. Reddy's 
concept of emotives helps us to understand why and how ACT UP was 
able to do so. As I have said, the evidence reveals that lesbian and gay 
ambivalence, and (conscious and unconscious) attempts to resolve it 
through emotional utterances, shaped lesbian and gay responses to AIDS 
during the first five years of the epidemic, encouraging vitill ilctivist 
responses like service provision, lobbying, ilnd cilndlelight vigils and dis­
couraging anything more disruptive or militant. External events-the 
Hardwick ruling in particulilr-decimated the prevailing emotional com­
mon sense that had elevated fear of social rejection, shame about gay sex­
ual practices, faith in the government, and an internally oriented pride 
and had suppressed anger. On the heels of Hardwick, ACT UP augmented 
and extended an emergent emotional common sense, in effect offering a 
new resolu tion to lesbian and gay ambivalence by naming a new constel­
lation of appropriate emotions. Given the changed context, ACT UP's 
repeated articulations and elicitations of emotions like ilnger about gov­
ernment inaction and genocidal neglect, indignation about the ill-treat­
ment of queers, pride about militant "in-your-fClce" activism, and 
hostility towilrd dominant society altered lesbians' and gay men's feel­
ings about the AIDS epidemic by lIalllillg these "new" emotions and 
thereby displacing or submerging emotions like shame and fear of rejec­
tion that had previliled earlier. ACT UP's emotional utterances, repeated 
over and over again, altered people's feelings, animating their support 
for, and some people's turn toward, militant street AIDS activism. 

The following account of one tonY-positive gay man's decision to join 
ACT UP rewals the emotions motivating his decision and indicates how 
ACT UP's proffered resolution to lesbian and gay ambivalence success­
fully altered emotion norms in lesbian and gay communities in part by 
clffecting people's actual feelings. In a 1994 interview, G'dali Braverman 
described his initial contact with ACT UP/NY: "I had received il couple 
of flyers in the mail about ACT UP I breezed through them and, basically, 
tossed them" (quoted in Shepard, 1997:113). Braverman experienced an 
enormous transformation while watching New York's Gay and Lesbian 
Pride Parade in 1988. "When ACT UP passed ... I took one look and said, 
'I am going to go to the next meeting of that organization: There was a 
sense of power, a sense of action. It didn't appear to be about pity or 
shame or sadness or guilt. It seemed to be about anger and <lCtion" (113). 
Given Braverman's previous lack of interest in ACT Up, it seems possible 
that his witnessing of ACT UP/New York's anger in the streets altered his 
own feelingsY Having tested HIV-positive the previous year, Braverman 
may have initially felt a variety of emotions about AIDS and the epidemic, 
perhaps including the shame and guilt that he mentions, emotions that 
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were commonly elicited in both mainstream and lesbian and gay dis­
courses about AIDS. ACT UP's expression of anger may have allowed 
Braverman to {1'eI anger, by legitimating that emotion but also by llt7l11illS 

it and, coincident with that utterance, suppressing some of the other feel­
ings that Braverman may have previously experienced. IS 

Braverman's description of ACT UP /NY's preparations for demonstra­
tions indicates similar emotion processes at work: 

We helped perpetuate that anger in the discussions thilt we had around the 
actions so that you Iwerel a bottle of emotions with a great sense of purpose. 
When you wert' at the demonstration you sustained yourself on an adrena­
line rush because you were chanting the whole time.... Physically maintain­
ing that elK'rgv level does incrl'dibk' things to you. You walk away from the 
demonstration feeling elated, really elated and purposeful. (Shepard 
1997:114) 

The repeated expressions of anger at ACT UP meetings and actions 
made anger normative and amplified the feeling itself, suppressing other 
feelings that might have arisen or intensified during the AIDS crisis-for 
exampk, shame about one's sexual pr,lCtices and fear of social rejection­
or, on a different register, feelings that might accompany participation in 
militant activism-fear of social rejection (again), anxiety about defying 
authority, embarrassment about 'lppearing hysterical or overwrought, or 
even uncertainty about the utility or necessity of the action. Through the 
emotional preparations, each participant's feelings were given meaning 
through language-labeled as anger-and thus could be felt as anger, 
perhaps producing the sense of being "a bottle of emotions with a great 
sense of purpose." Braverman's reflections about the adrenaline pro­
duced at demonstrations add an interesting bodily component to Reddy's 
more linguistic idea about emotives and feelings. Reddy points to the 
ways in which emotional utterances alter our feelings, but there may also 
be a bodily dimension to the process by which a feeling becomes legible 
to a person: A person's very enactment of anger at a demonstration­
through chants and facial and bodily gestures, for exampk'--may sup­
press her other feelings, making the anger physically legible to herself 
while displacing the sensation of other emotions that simply are not 
enacted. 

CONCLUSION: EMOTIONS, SOCIAL
 
MOVEMENTS, AND SOCIAL THEORY
 

The sketch I have provided is only suggestive, but I think it demonstrates 
the purchase of considering the emotions of social movements. First, 
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attention to emotions undermines political process theory's ratillll,t1 ,I< 1,,1 

assumption, showing how participants in social movements, 'lnim,lkd 1,\ 
an entangled mixture of feelings and calculations, are much m(lJ"l' I II,] II 
rational actors; the inclusion of emotions allows fuller investig,ltlllll "I 
people's motivations, resulting in a thicker and deeper understlildill): "I 
movement processes. Second, analysis of emotional processes 11 nsd II,··. 
political process theory's political opportun ity thesis. The ex,lml'l(' ," 
ACT UP's emergence shows how emotional utterances and perfOrnl.lll< ,". 
alter people's feelings and, in interaction with other factors, C,lIl .III." 
social movement trajectories, sometimes in a manner inexplic'lbll' h\ 
politiGll process theory. Investigation of emotional processes, theil, (111"1'. 

another causal mechanism that can help us to think more rigorollsh 
about the central questions in the field, movement emergelln' .Ill.! 
decline. Third, attention to emotions illuminalL's, ilild f<lcilitates in\'l'sl'~',,] 

tion into, additional questions that are currently understudied, incllldlll)·. 
the question of movenH.'nt sustainability. Following a ration,ll .I( I", 
assumption, we might wonder why people continue to particip,lte 1I1 ,] 

movement once it has taken off 'lild they could easily take a free rid I' .I,l<l 
reap the benefits from other people's work. Attention to the emotion Ilil 
tures of movements challenges the assumption that undl'rlies till' In'.· 

rider probll'm-that people are 'ltomized, isolated utility maximi/t·I·. 
Attention to emotions can also provide insight into other perplexing ,lI1< I 
understudied questions about social movements, including frame I'I'SII 

nance, internal conflicts, conflicts between movements and the com 111 1IIII 

ties from which they arise, rituals and symbols, identity constnllllllil 
through activism, choice of tactics, and the like. Sp,lce limitations 1'1'1'\"111 

nll' from addressing those questions here, but it seems clear th,lt ,I 11I1 II'· 

on emotions, in interaction wi th other factors, can only strengtlll'1l III II 
analyses. 

I would like to conclude with a final observation about political Pl'Ill , ..... 

theory. Although the study of social movements provides fertile terri It II \ 
for exploring such questions as the sources and processes of "Ill I,ll 
change, the texture and scope of human agency, the processes 01 1111'.111 

ing-making, the workings of power, and the relationship betweel1 I h,· 
individual and the collective, our prevailing social movement modl'ls .I III 1 
analyses leave those questions largely unattended, contributing til ,III 

unnecessary and unproductive divorce between the field of soci,)l 11111\" 

ments and the concerns of social theory more generally. We have b( '11111,,' 

so focused on questions of movement emergence and decline tholl \\1' 

tend to overlook broader questions of concern to social theorists, ,1Ild I"" 

haps for that reason, social theorists largely ignore our literature. Hlil "Ill 

research can add to their inqUiries, and our own analyses Wllllld I,,· 
strengthened if we drew on their insights. In evaluating the St,lll' III 1111' 

I 
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were commonly elicited in both milinstream ilnd lesbian and gay dis­
courses about AIDS. ACT UP's expression of ilnger may hilve allowed 
Braverman to feel ilnger, by legitimating that emotion but illso by nOliling 
it and, coincident with thilt utterilnce, suppressing some of the other feel­
ings thilt Brilverman milY have previously experienced." 

Brilverman's description of ACT UP /NY's prepilriltions for demonstril ­
tions indicates similar emotion processes ilt work: 

We helped perpetuate that anger in the discussions that we had around the 
actions so that you Iwere I a bottle of emotions with a great sense of purpose. 
When you were at the demonstration you sustained yourself on an adrena­
line rush becausl' you were chanting the whole timl'.... Physically maintain­
ing that energy level does incredibk' things to you. You walk away from the 
demonstration feeling elated, rcallv d'lted and purposeful. (Shepard 
lLJY7: 114) 

The repeated expressions of anger at ACT UP meetings and actions 
made anger norm,ltive and amplified the feeling itself, suppressing other 
feelings that might have arisen or intensified during the AIDS crisis-for 
example, shaml' <lbout one's sexual practices ilnd fmr of social rejection­
or, on a different register, feelings thilt might accompany participiltion in 
militant activism-fear of social rejection (again), anxiety about defying 
authority, embarrassment about appe<uing hysterical or overwrought, or 
even uncertainty ilbout the utility or necessity of the action. Through the 
emotional preparations, each particip<lnt's feelings were given meaning 
through language-labeled as anger-ilnd thus could be felt as anger, 
perhaps producing the sense of being "a bottle of emotions with a great 
sense of purpose." Braverman's rdlections about the adrenaline pro­
duced ilt demonstrations add an interesting bodily component to Reddy's 
more linguistic idea about emotives and feelings. Reddy points to the 
ways in which emotional utterances alter our feelings, but there milY also 
be a bodily dimension to the process by which a feeling becomes legible 
to a person: A person's very enactment of anger ilt a demonstration­
through chants and filcial and bodily gestures, for example-may sup­
press her other feelings, making the anger physically legible to herself 
while displacing the sensation of other emotions that simply are not 
enacted. 

CONCLUSION: EMOTIONS, SOCIAL
 
MOVEMENTS, AND SOCIAL THEORY
 

The sketch I have provided is only suggestive, but I think it demonstrates 
the purchase of considering the emotions of sociill movements. First, 
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ilttention to emotions undermines politicill process theory's rationill actor 
assumption, showing how participants in social movements, animated by 
iln entangled mixture of feelings and calculations, ilre much more than 
rational actors; the inclusion of emotions allows fuller investigation of 
people's motivations, resulting in a thicker and deeper understanding of 
movement processes. Second, analysis of emotional processes unsettles 
political process theory's political opportunity thesis. The eXilmple of 
ACT UP's emergence shows how emotionill utterilnces and performances 
alter people's feelings and, in interaction with other filctors, can affect 
social movement trajectories, sometimes in a manner inexplicable by 
political process theory. Investigation of emotional processes, then, offers 
,mother causal mechanism that can help us to think more rigorously 
about the cl'ntral questions in the field, movement emergence and 
decline. Third, attention to emotions illuminates, and facilitates investiga­
tion into, ildditional questions that arc currently understudied, including 
the question of movement sustainability. Following a rational actor 
assumption, we might wonder why people continue to participate in a 
movement once it has taken off <md they could msily take il free ride and 
reap the benefits from other people's work. Attention to the emotion cul­
tures of movements challenges the ilssumption that underlies the free­
rider problem-that people arc atomized, isolated utility maximizers. 
Attention to emotions can also provide insight into other perpleXing and 
understudied questions about social movements, including frame reso­
nal1lT, internal conflicts, conflicts between movements and the communi­
ties from which they arise, rituals and symbols, identity construction 
through activism, choice of tactics, and the like. Space limitations prevent 
me from ilddressing those questions here, but it seems clear that a focus 
on emotions, in interaction with other factors, can only strengthen our 
analyses. 

I would like to conclude with a final observ<ltion ilbout political process 
theory. Although the study of social movements provides fertile territory 
for exploring such questions as the sources and processes of sociill 
change, the texture ilnd scope of human ilgency, the processes of meiln­
ing-making, the workings of power, and the relationship between the 
individuill ilnd the collective, our prevailing social movement models and 
anillyses leave those questions largely unattended, contributing to iln 
unnecessary and unproductive divorce between the field of social move­
ments ilnd the concerns of social theory more generillly. We have become 
so focused on questions of movement emergence and decline thilt we 
tend to overlook broilder questions of concern to sociill theorists, ilnd per­
hilps for thilt reilson, social theorists iilrgely ignore our Iiterilture. But our 
reseilrch Ciln ildd to their inquiries, ilnd our own ilnillyses would be 
strengthened if we drew on their insights. In eVilluilting the stilte of the 
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field, we should attend to this divorce and consider how our analyses 
might be revised in ways that would help to rectify it. Attention to the 
emotions of protest reveals some of the benefits that might accrue were 
we to bridge this gap between the two literatures. Questions about the 
relationship between the sensuous experience of feelings, emotion rules, 
and protest, for example, require attention to questions of power, resis­
tance, agency, subjectivity, structural reproduction and transformation, 
and historical change; at the same time, insights derived from an explora­
tion of the role of emotions in protest could advance these broader theo­
retical inquiries. We must continue to explore 1110vement-specific 
questions, but our anillyses should make clear that sociill movements pro­
vide important insights into social life more generally. 

NOTES 

Ad:lIl"I'1l'dgllll'lIls: [ wou[d like to thilllk tIlL' L'ditors of this \'o[ume for their COIll­
nlL'nts on ,m e'lrlier dr<1tt. [ ,1[SO w,mt to L'xpress my dL'L'p gratitudL' to all of my 
co-conspir,ltors-dL'<ld ,1I1d alive--in ACT UP /Chicago. All L'rrors, of cpurSl', Me 
mine. 

r. ACT U[' (AIDS Co,llition To UnlL'<lsh Power) \vas founded in New York City 
in M,lrch [YS7. It quickly bL'Glme ,1 n,ltipn,l[ movement of strl'd AIDS ,lctivists, 
with dozens of ch'lptL'rs ,1CroSS the UnitL'd States. [ indiGlte when [ <1111 spL'aking 
'lbout a spL'cific ch'lpter; otllL'rwise, lusL' "ACT UP" to reter to the n,ltillnalmovL'­
Illen t. 

2. The Quilt, first displ,lyl'd in 19S7 and incrl'<lsing in size l'wr sin,'e, contains 
thous,lnds of three-by-six-inch p,lnL'ls that comml'l11orate pepple whp havL' died 
trmn AIDS-rd,lted complications. 

3. A number of scholars have recL'ntly started to ana[yze and theorize tIll' vari­
ous roles th'lt L'nwtions play in social moveillents. See Aillinzade and McAdam 
(2001); Coodwin (I YY7); Goodwin, Jasper, and Polldta (20()O, 20()]); Gou[d (2000, 
20m, 2(02); Groves (IYY5); Jasper (lYY7, 1YYS); Morgen (1YS3, IYY5); Tay[or (1YLJ5, 
1LJY6); and Taylor and Whittier (lLJLJ5). 

4. C-FAR was a militant stred A[DS activist group that formed in January 
[YSS out of two groups, Chicago For Our Rights (CFOR, a lesbian/gay rights 
organization) ill1d Dykes ,1l1d Gay Men Against Repression (DAGMAR, a militant, 
anti-impL'rialist group that began to address the AIDS crisis in early ILJS7, around 
the time that ACT UP /NY forllled), C-FAR changed its name to ACT UP /Chicago 
in November lLJSS. 

5. In an insider's critique of the framing perspL'ctive, Benford initially seems 
to be making a similar point about the necessity of exploring the (nonstrategic) 
emotions of social movement actors. He argues that movement scholars should 
consider the "affective dimensions of movement participation" as one way to rec­
tify the "overly cognitive conception of movement actors" (1LJY7:4] LJl. However, 
his instrumentalist view of emotions that I quoted abnve, where he characterizes 
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emotions as a "socia[ movement resource" th'lt movelllL'nt actors ",str.ltq~I' ,1111 
deploy," undL'nnines his own argument and simply m,lgnifies, rat[ll'r th.m I,', I, 
fies, our .llreadv-existing "overlv cognitive CLlllcL'Ption" of social movenwl1t ,',"1' 
cipants, 

h, These earlier Illodds, Widespread in tIlL' [Y50s and 1YhOs, pripr tp til<' II'" 

ot rL'source mobiliz,ltion thL,,)fy, posited an unmedi.lted 'lnd dderminlsll< I,", 
bdween feelings (which were equatL'd with irr,ltion,llity) .lnd ,lction (.111,.'1' 
viewed as disrupti\'L' ,1Ild thre,ltening). 

7. See Ferree (1YY2) fllr ,1 similar critique of tilL' ,1SSUl11ptilHl of ration.tlill '" 
the domin,lnt Soci,llmovL'mL'nt nlLldcls. 

S. Two other points l11ight silllJl,uly k',ld us to denaturalize Il'shil/II .111)'," 

tow,lrd till' gO\'L'rn 111 en t ,1 bou t A IDS: ti rst. Il'sbi,ln s ,llld g,lY men forllled I. \I~~" II 
separate communltiL's in the decllk prillI' to tilL' AIDS epidelllic; sl'cpnd, .. \111', 
was not stril.-ing k'sbi,lIlS in the sallle wav th,lt it was decim,lting g,l\' Illl'n, 

LJ. Pkase notL' that whL're,ls e,lrlier [ c.1UtiOIlL'd ,lg,linst ildopting ,1 \'1<'\\ ," 

l'motions th,lt stripped them of ,1Jl ot thL'ir noncognitiye ch'lf'lCteristics, 1H1\\ I ,1111 
\\..lrning ,lgainst 'ldopting ,1 view of L'motions ,1S n,ltur.ll, involunt,lIy 11111"11,,,'" 
that ,lutom,lticllly ,ltt.1Ch to Objl'CtS, people, or eVl'nts. Thl'fL' is no contr.lLli<lI"" 
llL're. Emotions ,Hl' neither entirely social nor entirL'!y natur'll. WL' constrlll'l lh,''''.. .. 

thwugh, but C,ln neYer entirelY cont,lin them within, 1.1I1gU,lgL'; thL' op.lLill "I 
emotions m,lkes tIlL' f'lilure of I.lnguagL' most ,lpp,lrent. Although l.1I1gU,lgC II\.I~I' 

our fe,'lings kgible to us, and in th.lt sense constructs our fL'elings, and 'lItIHill,I'.11 
cultur,ll norms simil,Hlv sh'lpe our fel'lings, thL'rL' is ,ln l'xces,s of l'motilll\ Ih,l\ 
l'Sc.lpl'S langu,lge and culture, th.ll C,lnlHlt be symbolized and thus h.ls IHl s,,, 1..1 
positivity, but th,lt still L'xists. [ discuss this bL'!ow. 

]0. ConsidL'r, for L'xalllpll', tholt the cllllCept ot "righteous angl'r" is 0111\' Ill" ,", 
sary in a socidy th'lt dis,lppwves of most forllls of ,lnger. On shitting nllrlllS ,11'1'"\ 
angL'r in US. socidy, Sl'l' Stearns and Ste.nns (ILJSh). 

11. Although Illy ,In,llysis is specific to k'sbi,lns ,lnd g,ly Illen, simil'lr sln"IIII" 
of ambivalence about self and society and contr,ldictory Illessages about ,mg"1 ,II' 
like'ly prL'vak'nt alllong otllL'r m,lfgin,llized groups. 

12. See, tor L'xampk, Apuzzo (1l)S6); G,lIlS (Il)S(,); Morris (1LJSh); Bll'~III.'11 

(ll)0I1); ,1Ild ldters in thL' July 21, July 2S, and SeptL'mbL'r I, 1YS6 issul's olllll'\' 
I,'rk Nalil't'. 

] 3. When interviL'wed, k'sbi,lns and g,ly men who later p,lrti,'ip,ltl'd ill .\( , 
UP/Chicago indic,lted th,lt tllL'y had beliL'ved that ,1 quarantin,' might .lcl1I.dII I" 
implemented See Edwards (200()); Eggan (lLJYY); Kr,lcher (200()); McMill,lll 1.'1111111 
Miller (lYYLJ); 1',1ttL'n (lLJLJ3); SiL'ple (lLJLJLJ); ,lnd Thompson (200()). 

]4. I analyz,' thl'sl' d,lt,l in greater detail in Gould (2002l. 
15. For prl'ss ,lCcoun ts of L'arly cand leligh t vigi Is, seL' Arvanette (l YS1); "( "'II, "I 

I'.lfk Memorial" (Il)S3); Chibbaw and Martz (lLJS3); Cotton (lLJS5); ,1Ild \\,.11, 1 
(l YS3). 

1h. Sl'e, for ex,lmple, Finkelstein (lYY2b); R,lfsky (lYY2); Ricketts (Il)<)';) ,111,1 
Wentzy (I YY5). 

17. Recall that a veal' earlier, ACT UP/NY had stratL'gizl'd about how l" ,.11111 

"gaY pride" to "gay rage." ACT UP's Pride contingents typically projedl'd ,111\'.' , 
IS. In a similar vein, Ayram Finkelstein, another ACT UP/NY 'lclivist. 11,,1,,1 

"Fear and grief fadl'd away whl'n I discoverl'd action" through ACT [I' II III 

kelstl'in, ]YLJ2a:4S), 
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field, we should attend to this divorce and consider how our analyses 
might be revised in ways that would help to rectify it. Attention to the 
emotions of protest reveals some of the benefits that might accrue were 
we to bridge this gap between the two literatures. Questions about the 
relationship between the sensuous experience of feelings, emotion rules, 
and protest, for example, require attention to questions of power, resis­
tance, agency, subjectivity, structural reproduction and transformation, 
and historical change; at the same time, insights derived from ,1n explora­
tion of the role of emotions in protest could ad vance these broader theo­
retical il1Lluiries. We must continue to explore movement-specific 
questions, but our c111cllyses should make clear that social movements pro­
vide important insights into soci,lllife more generally. 

NOTES 

Ackllowledgllll'lIts: I would like to thank the l'ditors of this volume for tlll'ir com­
ments on ,l!1 mrlier draft. I also want to express my deep gratitudL' to all of mv 
co-conspirators-dead and ,1livL'-in ACT UP /Chicago. All L'rrors, of course, arc 
mine. 

/. ACT UP (AIDS Coalition ·I'l Unlmsh Power) W,lS founded in New York City 
in March 19H7. It quickly became a national nlllVL'mL'nt of street AIDS ,lctivists, 
with dozens of chapters across the United StatL's. I indicate wlll'n I ,1m spL'aking 
about a specific chapter; otllL'rwise, I usc" ACT UP" to reter to the national move­
ment. 

2. The Quilt, first displayed in 19H7 ,md increasing in size e\'er since, contains 
thousands of three-by-six-inch pands that commemorate people who have dil'd 
from AIDS-related complications. 

3. A number of scholars havL' recently started to analyzL' and theorize the vari­
ous roles that emotions play in social movements. See Aminzade and McAdam 
(20m); Goodwin (19Y7); Goodwin, JaspL'r, and Polletta (2000, 200!); Gould (2000, 
20m, 2(02); Groves (I YY5); Jasper (1 YY7, 1YYH); Morgen (1 YH3, 1YY5); Taylor (I YY5, 
IY96); and Taylor and Whittier (1 YY5). 

4. C-FAR was a militant street AIDS activist group that formed in January 
IYHH out of two groups, Chicago For Our Rights (CFOR, a lesbian/gay rights 
organization) and DykL's ami Gay Men Against Repression (DAGMAR, a militant, 
anti-imperialist group that began to address the AIDS crisis in early 1YH7, around 
the time that ACT UP /NY formed). C-FAR changed its name to ACT UP /Chicago 
in November 1YHH. 

5. In an insider's critique of the framing perspective, Benford initially seems 
to be making a similar point about the necessity of exploring the (nonstrategic) 
emotions of social nHlvement actors. He argues that movement scholars should 
consider the "affective dimensions of movement participation" as one way to rec­
tify the "overly cognitive conception of movement actors" (1 YY7:41 Yl. However, 
his instrumentalist view of emotions that I quoted above, where he characterizes 
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emotions as a "social movement resource" that movement actors "strategically 
deploy," undermines his own ,1fgument ,md simply magnifies, rather than recti­
fies, our already-existing "overly cognitive conception" of social movement parti­
cipants. 

6. These earlier models, widL'spread in tl1L' IY50s and 1Y60s, prior to the rise 
of resource mobilization theory, posited an unmedi,lted and deterministic link 
between feelings (which WL'rL' equated with irrationality) and action (always 
viewed as disruptive and thrmteningl. 

7. See Ferree (1 YY2) for ,1 similar critique of the 'lssumption of rationality in 
the domin,lnt social mOVL'mL'nt models. 

H. Two other points might similarly lead us to denaturalize Il'sl'il/ll anger 
toward tIll' governnll'nt about AIDS: first, lesbians and gay ml'n fornll'd largdy 
separate communities in the decade prior to till' AIDS L'pidemic; second, AIDS 
was not striking lesbi,lns in the S,lmL' way th,lt it was decimating g,ly men. 

Y. PIL\lse noll' that wherL"ls earlier I c,lutionL'd against adopting a view of 
emotions th,lt stripped tllL'm of ,111 of their noncognitive chc1factl'ristics, now I am 
warning ,lgainst 'ldopting a view of L'motions ,1S n,ltur,ll, involuntary impulses 
th,lt ,1lItomatiCclllv ,lttach to objl'cts, people, or events. There is no contr,ldiction 
herL'. Emotions arL' llL'ither L'ntirely social nor L'ntirL'ly n,ltural. We construct them 
through, but can never entirdy contain them within, languagL'; the opacity of 
emotions m,lkL's thL' failure of langu'lge most ,1pp,1fL'nt. Although 1,1ngu,lge m,lkes 
our fL'dings legiblL' to us, and in that sense constructs our fedings, and although 
cultural norms similarlv sh'lpe our fe'elings, thL'rL' is ,l!1 excess of emotion th,lt 
escapes languagl' and culture, that Cc1l1not be symbolized and thus has no social 
positivity, but that still exists. I discuss this bdow. 

IlJ. Consider, for example, that the concept of "righteous anger" is only nL'ces­
sarv in a socidy that disapproves of most forms of anger. On shifting norms about 
anger in US socidy, see Stearns and Ste,lrns (1YH6). 

II. Although my an,llysis is specific to lesbians and gay men, similar structures 
of ambi\·alence about self and socidy and contradictory messages about anger arc 
likL'lv prL'valent ,1I11l1l1g othL'f marginalized groups. 

12. SL'e, for L'xample, Apuzzo (lYH6); G,lns (1YH6); Morris (lYH6); Bockman 
(1YH6); and Idters in the July 21, July 2H, and SeptL'mbL'r I, lYH6 issllL's of the Nell' 
):,'rk NatiZ'e. 

13. When interviewed, lesbi,ms and gay men who 1,1ter particip,lted in ACT 
UP/Chicago indicated that they had believed that a quarantine might actually be 
implemented. Sel' Edwards (200()); Eggan (1YYY); Kracher (200()); McMillan (2000); 
Miller (1 YYY); PattL'n (1 YY3); SiL'ple (1 YYY); and Thompson (200()). 

14. I analyze thesL' data in greater detail in Gould (2002l. 
15. For press accounts of early candlelight vigils, see Arvandte (1 YH3); "Central 

Park Memorial" (1YH3); Chibbaro and Martz (1YH3); Cotton (1YH5); and WaltL'r 
(l YH3). 

16. Sec, for example, Finkelstein (1 YY2b); Rafsky (1 YY2); Ricketts (l YY5); and 
Wentzy (1 YY5l. 

17. Recall that a year earlier, ACT UP/NY had strategized about how to shift 
"gay pride" to "gay rage." ACT UP's Pride contingents typically projected anger. 

IH. In a similar vein, Avram Finkelstein, another ACT UP/NY activist, noted, 
"Fear and grief faded away when I discovered action" through ACT UP (Fin­
kelstein, 1YY2a:4H). 




