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Abstract
This essay discusses different approaches to studying transnational activism in historical
perspective. In doing so, it concludes a review dossier in which several historians have
commented on aspects of Daniel Laqua’s book Activism across Borders since 1870:
Causes, Campaigns and Conflicts in and beyond Europe (London, 2023). The author
responds to the preceding pieces by addressing the contributors’ questions and
arguments, while also noting how their pieces have applied his book’s framework to
different causes (e.g. anarchism, feminism, human rights, humanitarianism, labour).
Moreover, this essay raises several wider points regarding the subject under
consideration. For example, it stresses that activists’ notions regarding the
interconnectedness of different causes could generate fresh ruptures. The discussion
highlights the amorphous nature of transnational activism, including its potential use by
vastly different movements, and it situates the book within a broader, and developing,
research agenda.

Soon after its formal establishment in 1935, the International Institute of Social
History (IISH) launched its journal, then known as the International Review for
Social History. The early years of both the IISH and its periodical draw attention to
several manifestations of transnational activism. In practice, the institute’s remit “to
promote the knowledge and the scientific study of national and international social
history in the full sense of the word” meant that it collected material on social
movements that operated on an international scale and that involved various forms
of cross-border cooperation.1 Moreover, from the outset, the IISH’s journal was

© The Author(s), 2024. Published by Cambridge University Press on behalf of Internationaal Instituut voor Sociale
Geschiedenis. This is an Open Access article, distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution licence
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted re-use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

1Nicolaas Wilhelmus Posthumus, “The International Institute for Social History Amsterdam”,
International Review for Social History, 1 (1936), pp. 371–373, 371. The acquisition of material on social
movements is, for instance, mentioned in “Communications Relating to the Institute”, Bulletin of the
International Institute of Social History, 1:1 (1937), pp. 3–12. On the broader histories of the institute, see
the contributions in Aad Blok, Jan Lucassen, and Huub Sanders (eds), A Usable Collection: Essays in
Honour of Jaap Kloosterman on Collecting Social History (Amsterdam, 2014); and Jaap Kloosterman and
Jan Lucassen, Rebels with a Cause: Five Centuries of Social History Collected by the International Institute
of Social History (Amsterdam, 2010).
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concerned with transnationalism avant la lettre. For example, the inaugural issue of
the International Review included an article on the writings of Russian anarchist
Mikhail Bakunin during his Dresden sojourn in 1849, while another piece discussed
the creation of a Prague-based archive containing documents from Russian
émigrés.2 The Russian author of the latter contribution was not the only exile who
featured in the journal’s first volume: others included Kurt Baschwitz, Helmut
Hirsch and Hans Stein, all of whom had fled Nazi Germany in 1933.3

While these examples do not feature in my book on Activism across Borders since
1870, they could have easily found a place in it, for several reasons. After all, at one
level, they draw attention to exile as a consequence, locus and progenitor of
transnational activism.4 Moreover, the IISH’s history relates to ideas and
movements in which internationalism featured prominently – even beyond the
content of its collections. For instance, IISH founder Nicolaas Wilhelmus
Posthumus was active in socialist circles, while Hans Stein, who headed the
institute’s German department, had been a member of the German Communist
Party and spent some time working at the Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow.5

There is yet another element that ties in with the subject of my book. The origins
and efforts of the IISH remind us that many activists were keen to place their
campaigns within a historical context: they frequently referenced past events and
exhibited a commitment to constructing or maintaining an activist memory related
to their cause.6 From this perspective, both the IISH’s creation and the first
incarnation of its International Review constituted forms of activism in their own
right, as they made an implicit argument about the value of preserving such
histories. A related venture was the foundation of the International Archive for the
Women’s Movement, with the activist Rosa Manus and two scholars, Johanna
Naber and Willemijn Posthumus-van der Goot, jointly establishing this body in
Amsterdam in 1935.7 Activism, archiving, academia and historical narrative could
intersect in multiple ways.

In the light of these observations – and my productive experiences of using IISH
collections over the years – I am grateful that the International Review of Social

2Boris Nikolajewsky, “M. A. Bakunin in der ‘Dresdner Zeitung’”, International Review for Social History, 1
(1936), pp. 121–216; Alexander Izioumov “Les Archives Historiques Russes à Prague”, International Review
for Social History, 1 (1936), pp. 374–383.

3Kurt Baschwitz, “Schreckensherrschaften und ihre Presse: Eine zeitungs-geschichtliche Studie”,
International Review for Social History, 1 (1936), pp. 273–310; Helmut Hirsch, “Karl Friedrich Köppen:
der intimste Berliner Freund Marxens”, International Review for Social History, 1 (1936), pp. 311–370;
Hans Stein, “Pauperismus und Assoziation”, International Review for Social History, 1 (1936), pp. 1–120.

4For one example of reflections on this subject in my book, see Daniel Laqua,Activism across Borders since
1870: Causes, Campaigns and Conflicts in and beyond Europe (London, 2023), pp. 140–146.

5Renate Schuhmacher, “Zur Geschichte der Westdeutschen Rundfunk A.G.: Hans Stein, Mitarbeiter der
WERAG von 1927 bis 1933”, in Dieter Breuer and Gertrude Cepl-Kaufmann (eds), Moderne und
Nationalsozialismus im Rheinland: Vorträge des Interdisziplinären Arbeitskreises zur Erforschung der
Moderne im Rheinland (Paderborn, 1997), pp. 287–301, 288.

6See my comments on this in the conclusion, Laqua, Activism across Borders since 1870, pp. 315–321.
7Francisca de Haan and Annette Mevis, “The Importance of Friendship: The Shared History of the IAV/

IIAV and IISH”, in Blok et al., A Useable Collection, pp. 142–156. See also Francisca de Haan, “A ‘Truly
International’ Archive for the Women’s Movement (IAV, now IIAV): From its Foundation in Amsterdam
in 1935 to the Return of its Looted Archives in 2003”, Journal of Women’s History, 16:4 (2004), pp. 148–172.
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History has provided space for a detailed discussion of my book. The contributions to
this review dossier include stimulating pieces from historians who specialize in the
histories of internationalism (Jessica Reinisch), anarchism (Constance Bantman),
labour and women’s activism (Nicole Robertson), human rights (Mark Hurst) as
well as humanitarianism and student life (Georgina Brewis). The particular
emphases chosen by each author illustrate how the book’s broader framework can
be applied to different varieties of activism. For example, Hurst uses the four
analytical lenses from my introduction – “connectedness”, “ambivalence”,
“transience”, and “marginality” – to shed light on human rights activism. Robertson
also picks up on this aspect of the book, for example by noting how transnational
connections could overcome marginalization in the national sphere.8 Moreover,
when taken together, the five pieces make the case for treating transnational
activism as a multifaceted phenomenon with different, yet interrelated, histories.

It is worth noting that, apart from some earlier isolated examples, the term
“transnational activism” only entered the scholarly lexicon around the year 2000. When
it did gain greater currency in the early 2000s, it was with a focus on contemporaneous
social and political mobilizations – even when such work acknowledged various
historical precedents.9 Soon thereafter, however, explicit references to “transnational
activism” also began to appear in studies of a more historical nature.10 That said, as late
as 2018, Stefan Berger and Sean Scalmer argued that “the history of the ‘transnational
activism’ remains to be written” and took a step in this direction by editing a volume
on this subject.11 My own book does not purport to be novel in the historical
application of the concept itself – yet it does make a case for understanding
“transnational activism” as a phenomenon that we can trace both across time and
across different causes. I therefore appreciate that the contributors to this dossier have
acknowledged the value of such an undertaking. Brewis has stressed the insights offered
by a “longue durée” approach to the study of activism. Moreover, Hurst notes that the
book’s integrated approach illuminates aspects that a more isolated treatment of
individual movements or campaigns cannot do. In this respect, he identifies a central
concern of mine: the need to avoid compartmentalizing our treatment of activism(s).
Many activists saw their pursuit of one cause as being entwined with various others,
even when they prioritized particular concerns and commitments.

8On connectedness, ambivalence, transience, and marginality, see Laqua, Activism across Borders since
1870, pp. 13–15.

9For several early examples, see Amirta Basu, “Globalization of the Local/Localization of the Global:
Mapping Transnational Moment’s Movements”, Meridians, 1:1 (2000), pp. 68–84; Donatella della Porta
and Sidney Tarrow (eds), Transnational Protest and Global Activism: People, Passion, and Power
(Lanham, MD, 2005); Sidney Tarrow, The New Transnational Activism (Cambridge, 2005). While it
largely uses “transnational advocacy” rather than transnational activism, Keck and Sikkink’s influential
study also falls into this category: Margaret Keck and Kathryn Sikkink, Activists Beyond Borders:
Advocacy Networks in International Politics (Ithaca, NY, 1998).

10Thomas Davies, The Possibilities of Transnational Activism: The Campaign for Disarmament between
the Two World Wars (Leiden, 2007); Erika Kuhlman and Kimberly Jensen (eds), Women and
Transnational Activism in Historical Perspective (Dordrecht, 2010).

11Stefan Berger and Sean Scalmer, “The Transnational Activist: An Introduction”, in Stefan Berger and
Sean Scalmer (eds), The Transnational Activist: Transformations and Comparisons from the Anglo-World
since the Nineteenth Century (Cham, 2018), pp. 1–30, 1–2.
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Activism across Borders since 1870 stresses the wide-ranging, interrelated and
overlapping commitments of activists, presenting “connectedness” as one major
perspective through which we can examine the phenomenon under consideration.
Meanwhile, Bantman’s contribution indicates that we can also understand
connectedness in another way: by linking together different forms of activism
within a transnational framework, we can reassess our overall perspective regarding
the peripherality of particular movements or groups. Bantman’s own work has
demonstrated the extent of transnational networking among anarchists.12 For this
reason, anarchism appears less peripheral when the emphasis is on transnational,
rather than national-level, activism: as I note in my book, the transnational spaces
that anarchists moved in, the international issues they campaigned on, as well as the
theoretical debates they engaged in, frequently intersected with those of other
groups. Recent work on the concept of “direct action” – which anarchists developed
but which was subsequently taken up in different social and political contexts –
provides further examples of such interactions.13

While it is important to identify connections and exchanges between various
activists, my book does not downplay impulses that moved into the opposite
direction. Decoupling, rupture and outright antagonism were central to the
experience of many activists. The use of the word “Conflicts” in the book title
alludes to this aspect. In this review dossier, Robertson directly picks up on this
strand, as she highlights disputes on equality protection for women workers as well
as divisions regarding the representation of non-manual workers within the labour
movement and international organizations.

Moreover, activists’ insistence on the connectedness of different causes does not
necessarily create alliances: it can also rupture them. Recent controversies involving
Greta Thunberg and other climate activists illustrate this point. As Brewis points
out in her contribution to this review dossier, Thunberg’s dedication to action
against climate change has made her a transnational icon.14 In 2023, however,
Thunberg vociferously associated herself with another cause, namely Palestine
solidarity. In October that year, she responded to the conflict in Gaza by urging a
“climate strike for Palestine”.15 Other activists adopted a similar perspective, with
the Dutch branch of Extinction Rebellion staging a pro-Palestinian protest in front

12See e.g. Constance Bantman, The French Anarchists in London 1880–1914: Exile and Transnationalism
in the First Globalization: Exile and Transnationalism in the First Globalisation (Liverpool, 2013); Constance
Bantman and Bert Altena (eds), Reassessing the Transnational Turn: Scales of Analysis in Anarchist and
Syndicalist Studies (Abingdon, 2015); Constance Bantman, The French Anarchists in London; Constance
Bantman, “Jean Grave and French Anarchism: A Relational Approach (1870s–1914)”, International
Review of Social History, 62:3 (2017), pp. 451–477; Constance Bantman, “Louise Michel’s London Years:
A Political Reassessment (1890–1905)”, Women’s History Review, 26:6 (2017), pp. 994–1012.

13Sean Scalmer, “Direct Action: The Invention of a Transnational Concept”, International Review of Social
History, 68:3 (2023), pp. 357–387.

14See also Thomas Olesen, “Greta Thunberg’s Iconicity: Performance and Co-Performance in the Social
Media Ecology”, New Media and Society, 24:6 (2020), pp. 1325–1342; Patrick D. Murphy, “Speaking for the
Youth: Speaking for the Planet: Greta Thunberg and the Representation Politics of Eco-Celebrity”, Popular
Communication, 19:3 (2021), pp. 193–206.

15Anne-Françoise Hivert and Thomas Wieder, “Greta Thunberg’s Gaza Stance Splits the Fridays for
Future Climate Movement”, international online edition of Le Monde, 19 November 2023. Available at:
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of the International Criminal Court.16 Moreover, in November 2023, Amsterdam was
the site of a climate change protest in which Thunberg argued that there could be “no
climate justice on occupied land”.17 Such pronouncements generated controversy,
both at the demonstration in the Dutch capital and more generally. For example,
key figures from the German “Fridays for Future” movement expressed their
disappointment with Thunberg, not just because they disagreed with her position,
but also with the way in which it was being articulated.18 This example highlights a
broader tension: what some activists might see as a holistic approach to activism (in
this case linking environmental activism and the politics of solidarity) might appear
divisive to others.

Ruptures within particular movements – and hence among those who generally
considered themselves allies – are only one example of the way in which
transnational activism can be understood not just as a phenomenon, but as a
dynamic process. A consideration of transnational counter-reactions and opposing
forces reinforces this aspect. As Bantman’s essay notes, international anarchism
spawned international cooperation by governments that sought to limit the
movement and leeway of suspected radicals – in some ways rendering borders less
permeable.19 A more recent example is the way in which some multinational
corporations responded to the rise of environmentalist concerns. By funding
ventures that cast doubts on the nature of human-induced climate change, they
have created a “denial machine” in which business interests converge with the
agenda of activists who object to state intervention on ideological grounds.20

I mention this interplay as it also relates to another key aspect of my book. In his
essay, Hurst has rightly noted that Activism across Borders since 1870 does not limit
itself to seemingly “progressive” causes. Indeed, my introduction stresses that
activism and transnational cooperation covered a broad political and ideological
spectrum.21 To this end, my book’s discussion extends to groups and movements

https://www.lemonde.fr/en/international/article/2023/11/19/greta-thunberg-s-gaza-stance-splits-the-
fridays-for-future-climate-movement_6268612_4.html, last accessed 9 February 2024.

16Ajit Niranjan, “Controversy Over European Climate Activists’ Criticism Over Israel”, The Guardian
online, 23 October 2023. Available at: https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/oct/23/backlash-
over-european-climate-activists-support-for-palestine, last accessed 9 February 2024.

17Hivert and Weber, “Greta Thunberg’s Gaza Stance”.
18See the interview of journalists Sascha Chaimowicz and Anna Mayr with Luisa Neubauer, the most

prominent figure of the German Fridays for Future movement, “Es ist offensichtlich, dass momentan
einiges zerbricht”, published online by Zeit-Magazin on 30 October 2023. Available at: https://www.zeit.
de/zeit-magazin/leben/2023-10/luisa-neubauer-greta-thunberg-israel-gazastreifen, last accessed 9 February
2024.

19There is an extensive literature on these counter-reactions. See e.g. Richard Bach Jensen, The Battle
against Anarchist Terrorism: An International History, 1878–1934 (Cambridge, 2014); Mary Barton, “The
Global War on Anarchism: The United States and International Anarchist Terrorism, 1898–1904”,
Diplomatic History, 39:2 (2015), pp. 303–330; Mark Shirk, “The Universal Eye: Anarchist ‘Propaganda of
the Deed’ and Development of the Modern Surveillance State”, International Studies Quarterly, 63:2
(2019), pp. 334–345.

20Riley E. Dunlap and Aaron M. McCright, “Organized Climate Change Denial”, in John S. Dryzek,
Richard B. Norgaard, and David Schlosberg (eds), The Oxford Handbook of Climate Change and Society
(Oxford, 2011), pp. 144–160.

21Laqua, Activism across Borders since 1870, pp. 5–6, 8 and 14.
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whose positions were far removed from, or directly opposed to, the left. For instance,
while anti-racist campaigns and anti-fascist mobilizations feature prominently, the
book notes that groups on the far right maintained various transnational ties, too,
either directly or implicitly referencing movements they opposed.22 Given the
pronounced nationalism of such movements, many of their transnational links
proved ephemeral, and, on the whole, such groups rarely managed to forge or
sustain notions of a shared activist history. In her introduction to this review
dossier, Reinisch describes this acknowledgement of political variegation as an
important feature of the book’s approach to transnational activism, although she
concedes that it may appear controversial. We do indeed need to understand
transnational activism as a vessel for widely different views. By covering activists
who stood at opposite ideological poles, as well as those who occupied the space in
between, we can discern how even mutually hostile kinds of activism could feed on
one another, be it by emulating existing strategies or by consciously casting their
own alliance as a counterpart to an existing transnational entity.23

An understanding of such diversity can also help us avoid overly optimistic
narratives. This is not just the case when thinking about transnational activism in
general terms, but also when discussing particular varieties. For instance, an
extensive body of work now problematizes humanitarianism, highlighting features
that were far from benign, especially in view of its connections to the politics of
empire.24 In my book, this aspect is a central concern in Chapter 1, although it is
also reflected in the study’s general emphasis on “ambivalence”.25 More generally,
the discussion in Activism across Borders since 1870 repeatedly highlights the
actions of individuals or groups that, while portraying themselves as “inclusive”,
had features that reinforced existing inequalities.26

These observations tie in with a wider issue raised by contributions to this review
dossier: the question of whom we may (or may not) consider to be an “activist”.
Robertson mentions the case of white-collar workers who sought to overcome
perceptions that seemed to complicate the pursuit of their social demands.
Meanwhile, Brewis’s piece draws attention to the question of youth. As she rightly

22See e.g. Laqua, Activism across Borders since 1870, pp. 160–2, 228–230, and 245–246.
23This aspect is illustrated by research on transnational fascism and anti-fascism. For examples of the

former, see Arnd Bauerkämper and Grzegorz Rossoliński-Liebe (eds), Fascism without Borders:
Transnational Connections and Cooperation between Movements and Regimes in Europe from 1918 to
1945 (New York, 2017); Andrea Mammone, Transnational Neofascism in France and Italy (Cambridge,
2015). For examples of the latter, see Hugo García, “Transnational History: A New Paradigm for
Anti-Fascist Studies?”, Contemporary European History, 25:4 (2016), pp. 563–572; and Kasper Braskén,
Nigel Copsey, and David Featherstone (eds), Anti-Fascism in a Global Perspective: Transnational
Networks, Exile Communities, and Radical Internationalism (Abingdon, 2021).

24For some prominent examples with regard to Britain, see Zoë Laidlaw, Protecting the Empire’s
Humanity: Thomas Hodgkin and British Colonial Activism 1830–1870 (Cambridge, 2021); Emily
Baughan, Saving the Children: Humanitarianism, Internationalism, and Empire (Oakland, CA, 2022); and
Tehila Sasson, “From Empire to Humanity: The Russian Famine and the Imperial Origins of
International Humanitarianism”, Journal of British Studies, 55:3 (2016), pp. 519–537.

25Laqua, Activism across Borders since 1870, pp. 25–64.
26Such work also ties in with work that problematizes different varieties of internationalism. On this

aspect, see e.g. Jessica Reinisch, “Introduction: Agents of Internationalism”, Contemporary European
History, 25:2 (2016), pp. 195–205.
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points out, young people feature prominently in representations and perceptions of
activism. The role of “1968” both as a year of widespread student activism and as a
byword for radical protest is arguably the most obvious manifestation of this
phenomenon. Yet it is also clear that youth featured prominently in a variety of
international movements, both as protagonists and targets of activist ventures.27

At the same time, a focus on youth should not overshadow the extent to which
many forms of transnational activism were characterized by inter-generational
cooperation. In considering the promotion of alternatives to neoliberal globalization
during the early 2000s, Donatella della Porta characterized the European Social
Forum as “heterogenous not just socially, but also generationally, as well as seeking
to bring differing and remote national cultures together”.28 Yet similar descriptions
apply to many other activist ventures. While such alliances might be temporary –
hence the analytical lens of “transience” in my book – they are nonetheless
important. Given such heterogeneity, it is possible to undertake further research on
how a shared sense of being an “activist” was being developed in different historical
contexts. Some work has shown that a histories of emotions approach – which is
fairly well-established in the consideration of local or national groups of activists –
is also fruitful when considering transnational settings.29

This observation points to the wider question of activist identities. Sidney Tarrow
initially spoke of “rooted cosmopolitans” when discussing activists in the early 2000s,
but since then, his concept has been taken up more widely in the scholarly literature
and is now being applied to different periods and protagonists.30 In her contribution to
this review dossier, Bantman asks how we might take this emphasis on “rootedness”
further. At one level, my book emphasizes rootedness in national contexts and thus
acknowledges research that stresses the entwined nature of nationalism and
internationalism.31 Clearly, writing a history of transnational activism does not
mean to write a history without the nation, because – whether they acknowledged it
or not – national frameworks, ideas and convictions continued to matter to many
activists.

That said, it is worth adding another form of “rootedness” to the discussion:
namely the intermediate levels between the local and national on the one side and
the global or universal on the other. While many activists spoke in terms of

27Daniel Laqua and Nikolaos Papadogiannis, “Youth and Internationalism in the Twentieth Century: An
Introduction”, Social History, 48:1 (2023), pp. 1–16.

28Donatella della Porta, “Multiple Belongings, Tolerant Identities, and the Construction of ‘Another
Politics’: Between the European Social Forum and the Local Social Fora”, in Donatella della Porta and
Sidney Tarrow (eds), Transnational Protest and Social Activism (Lanham, MD, 2005), pp. 175–202, 199.

29One example of such work is Verta Taylor and Leila Rupp, “Loving Internationalism: The Emotion
Culture of Transnational Women’s Organizations”, Mobilization: An International Quarterly, 7:2 (2002),
pp. 141–158; Caroline Moine, “Feeling Political Across Borders: International Solidarity Movements,
1820–1980s”, in Ute Frevert et al. (eds), Feeling Political: Emotions and Institutions since 1789 (Cham,
2022), pp. 307–339.

30Tarrow, The New Transnational Activism, pp. 35–56. For just two of many examples of historians
applying this concept, see Berger and Scalmer, “The Transnational Activist”, p. 6; and Sarah Panter,
Johannes Paulmann, and Margit Szöllösi-Janse, “Mobility and Biography: Methodological Challenges and
Perspectives”, in Sarah Panter (ed.), Mobility and Biography (Berlin, 2015), pp. 1–14, 6–7.

31Glenda Sluga, Internationalism in the Age of Nationalism (Philadelphia, PA, 2013).

International Review of Social History 163

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020859024000117 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020859024000117


seemingly global concepts – “class”, “sex”, “gender” and “race”, to mention the most
prominent examples – in practice, such categories had different meanings and
impacted on activism in different ways. It is therefore possible to identify “region”
as a central category and level of identification for activists. While consciously
seeking to transcend the nation, they were “rooted” in specific regional contexts.32

At one level, this aspect matters even when looking at developments within Europe.
After all, Europe was not a stable or homogenous entity. Accordingly, different parts of
my book bring specific European regions into focus, both as sites of activism and as
objects of activist concern. This observation relates to another question raised in
Bantman’s essay – that is, how to write about activism on a potentially global scale.
The book’s sub-title of speaks of “Causes, Campaigns and Conflicts in and beyond
Europe”. Europe is a point of departure for my study, yet it is clear that we cannot
write the history of transnational activism in Europe in isolation from other world
regions. As such, the book takes global frameworks, connections and inequalities
seriously. At the same time, it does not purport to be a global history, but rather
constitutes an attempt to approach the history of modern and contemporary
Europe in different ways.33 Recent research cautions us again speaking of “global
history” in ways that privilege the European context. For example, researchers on
the history of humanitarianism have stressed efforts to write the history of this
phenomenon beyond the West, or even without the West.34 Moreover, we are
increasingly alert to the fact that the categorizations associated with activism were
heavily contested, with campaigners from the Global South challenging the
assumptions, priorities and methods of their presumed (or self-declared) allies.

Su Lin Lewis has recently made a compelling case for using histories of
transnational activism to “decolonize” histories of internationalism.35 As she
acknowledges, this work is already under way. One example is the stimulating
research that investigates different varieties of South–South activism.36 Well beyond
Activism across Borders since 1870, then, there is hence a growing and diverse
literature on the subject of transnational activism. Such research indicates that it is
possible to acknowledge its nature as a phenomenon in which several causes – for
instance socialism, feminism, pacifism and anticolonialism – became entwined,

32Thomas Davies, Daniel Laqua, Maria Framke, Anne-Isabelle Richard, Patricia Oliart, Kate Skinner,
Pilar Requejo de Lamo, Robert Kramm, Charlotte Alston, and Matthew Hurst, “Rethinking Transnational
Activism through Regional Perspectives: Reflections, Literatures and Cases”, Transactions of the Royal
Historical Society, advance access online (8 January 2024), https://doi.org/10.1017/S0080440123000294.

33Laqua, Activism across Borders since 1870, p. 12.
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while also drawing attention to centrifugal tendencies and problematic undercurrents.
This burgeoning area of research is likely to generate many further histories of
transnational activism. Undoubtedly, such work will differ substantially from mine,
fruitfully highlighting different causes, protagonists, settings, strategies and tensions.
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