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Assignment 1
This assignment will explore the implications of government policy regarding the feminist activism organisation the Fawcett Society. Within the assignment, the interconnection between political activism and policy change will be analysed to gain an understanding of the effectiveness of the Fawcett Society in creating political change. Furthermore, the correlation between political ideology, activism and legislation change will be analysed. Key legislation surrounding activism and human rights will be discussed within this assignment, including the Public Order Act 2023, Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act, 2022, Human Rights Act 1998 and the European Convention on Human Rights implemented in 1953. This assignment will apply a feminist perspective to analyse the impact the Fawcett Society has on society through activism.
Activism holds different meanings depending on the context in which it is being used, within social work activism is seen as the actions that strive to create social change through raising awareness of those who are disadvantaged (Uzunaslan, 2023, p.178). Whereas activism through a philosophical perspective is the process of taking active ‘steps’ to create political, institutional and practical change within a system they deem flawed (Horton, 2020, p.89). Research by De Korne (2021, pp.1-2) addresses language activism which is defined as the resistance to language inequality by challenging political, economic, class and gender marginalisation. Thus, it can be concluded that defining activism proves difficult due to the ambiguous nature of the term, where multiple definitions exist depending on the theoretical context behind its use (McKeever et al. 2023, pp.571-572). Winter et al. (2020, pp.1-2) draw attention to the narrow margin between activism and extremism, suggesting ‘morally loaded terms’ prove difficult to define especially as they are fluid in an ever-changing society. Extremism is defined by the UK government as the ‘promotion or advancement of an ideology based on violence, hatred or intolerance’ (GOV.UK, 2024a, np). Winters et al. (2020, pp.2-3) however, highlight how definitions of extremism change depending on mainstream political ideologies, stating definitions of extremism are ‘context-specific’.
[bookmark: _Int_AO306rRu]The Fawcett Society is a membership charity which advocates for gender equality and women's rights, intending to create an equal and safe society for women and girls (Fawcett Society, 2025a, np). The Fawcett Society challenges attitudes towards gender, the gender pay gap, equal governmental power and the safety of women and girls (Fawcett Society, 2025a, np). The Fawcett Society aims to create social change through research, campaigning and seeking solutions by collaborating with academics, politicians and grassroots activists (Fawcett Society, 2025a, np). It can be concluded that the Fawcett Society is an activist movement rather than an extremist movement based on the government's definition of extremism (GOV.UK, 2024a, np). 
Grassroots activism refers to ‘bottom-up’ strategies where individuals and communities collaborate to create social change (Amnesty International, 2025, np). Grassroots activism is integral to the Fawcett Society’s ethos and can be seen in their involvement with various campaigns including the ‘10 Minute Rule Bill’ regarding abortion law protests in 2018 and online movements such as #BreaktheBias and #FawcettFlatsFriday (Fawcett Society, 2022, np; Fawcett Society, 2018, np; Fawcett Society, 2016, np). Campaign efforts by the Fawcett Society have proven to be successful in creating social change including persuading the government to require businesses to report their gender pay gap, lobbying on behalf of the Equal Pay Act and Sex Discrimination Act and the Sex Discrimination (Amendment) Act 2002 (Fawcett Society, 2025b, np). Chon and Park (2019, pp.73-75) state political activism through campaigns is a driver for social change by mobilising communities to create systematic change. Chon and Park (2019, pp.73-75) continue to highlight the effectiveness of online activism in reaching a wider audience, thus increasing the level of influence. This can be seen in the Fawcett Society’s (2016, np) #FawcettFlatsFriday online campaign that saw 4 million reactions in 24 hours and 130,000 signatures on their online petition against sexist female dress codes within the workplace, thus highlighting how social media campaigns have a widespread reach. 
Greijdanus et al. (2020, p.49) state online activism is beneficial to social movements as it facilitates the inclusion of those outside online and physical communities, increasing the audience and impact of the ideology behind the movement. Furthermore, Greijdanus et al. (2020, pp.49-50) draw attention to how social media plays a dual role in activism, by online campaigns and advertising and organising physical protests. Thus, social media enables protests and social movements to happen without institutions such as unions (Greijdanus, et al. 2020, p.50). Nekmat et al. (2019, p.63) support this argument, stating social media plays a vital role in increasing collective action against injustices. Moreover, Nekmat et al. (2019, pp.78-79) found arranging protests online increases activism participation due to feelings of connectedness not found in formal organisation protests and due to the cost-benefit of online arrangement. Previous research by Kotresha (2021, pp. 432-433) concurs, stating online activism increases inclusivity and accessibility by decreasing barriers and offering marginalised groups a platform. Prior research by Shradie (2018, p.71) however, found online activism is affected by social inequalities, those in a lower social class may have fewer resources such as time and money than those in a higher social class. This makes it more difficult for collective action to be undertaken by groups which consist of middle-class individuals (Shradie, 2018, p.71). Shradie (2018, p. 71) continues to highlight, due to the constant creation of new technologies, which only the middle or upper-class can afford, online social movements will be predominantly middle-class individuals, thus reproducing inequality. This is supported by research conducted by Grasso and Gurini (2022, p.14) who state those with a lower social class are less likely to engage in online activism due to having fewer resources. Grasso and Gurini (2022, p.14) expand on this statement further, explaining the inability of the lower class to engage in political activism silences the wishes of this demographic, therefore questioning the democratic system. Jung, Dai and Albarracin (2023, p.1) argue social media campaigns are only effective in creating social change if they are also physical. Individuals need to ensure their values are heard within the ‘real world’ through voting, protesting and volunteering, to ensure ‘real’ change is obtained (Jung, Dai and Albarracin, 2023, p.1). 
Furthermore, social media algorithms affect the heterogeneity of information, as they filter information to suit the interest of the individual, thus meaning individuals see limited research and opinions on certain social and political topics (Jung, Dai and Albarracin, 2023, p.9). Additionally, depending on the individuals' interests, the information they are seeing may be low-quality, untrue or biased, which in turn increases the likelihood of misinformation spreading (Jung, Dai and Albarracin, 2023, p.9). Prior research by Cobbe (2021, p.741) found algorithms can censor information and in doing so, offer power to those who control the algorithm to shape society. As social media is used as a tool for political and social discourse, platforms have the power to exclude, highlight and control speech surrounding social topics, affecting the information individuals receive (Cobbe, 2021, p.743).
Earl, Maher and Pan (2022, p.1) draw attention to the governmental impacts on online protests through digital information strategies created to decrease the likelihood of protests. This is implemented through ‘digital social credit schemes’ which refers to monitoring individual online presence and rewarding certain desirable social behaviours (Earl, Maher and Pan, 2022, p.1). This is supported by Ruohonen (2024, p.232) who states governmental social media monitoring allows for pages of information to be shut down, affecting the turnout of protests and the information individuals receive. However, Ruohonen (2024, p.233) highlights the need for further research surrounding the legislative impact on social media protests and campaigns. In the UK, the Online Safety Act (2023) regulates online activism and information sharing, which was implemented to reduce misinformation, harm and hate speech and if breached can result in fines and prosecution (GOV.UK, 2024b, np). Furthermore, the Online Safety Act (2023) provides the government power to ensure providers shut down websites or pages which include information which may cause harm (GOV.UK, 2024b, np). As social media platforms have the power to instigate riots and protests, the Online Safety Act (2023) implements checks on misinformation to ensure hate speech does not influence political activism which disrupts public order (GOV.UK, 2024b, np; Brown and Cork, 2024, np). However, regulating online narratives by removing harmful yet legal speech, Neudert (2023, p.4) found the freedom of expression was compromised. This is supported by several previous research articles, which state regulating online activity and speech directly impacts individuals' freedom to express themselves (Coe, 2022, p. 51; Dittel, 2022, p. 183).  
The right to protest is protected under the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), under Articles 10 and 11 (European Council, 2018, p,13). Article 10 of the ECHR protects individuals’ rights to expression and Article 11 the right to assembly, thus ensuring protests, marches and demonstrations are legal and protected (European Council, 2018, p.13). Non-peaceful protests, however, are not protected by Article 11, nevertheless, if an individual remains peaceful and others turn violent, they remain protected by the ECHR (Parliament UK, 2021, np). Under Article 11 of the ECHR, restrictions can be put in place regarding non-peaceful protests, providing they are implemented to reduce crime and are supported in law, to protect morals, rights and freedoms (European Council, 2018, p.12). Within the UK, the ECHR is further enforced by the Human Rights Act (HRA) (1998) which brought the ECHR into UK domestic law to strengthen its influence in legal proceedings (Parliament UK, 2021, np).
The Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022 (PCSCA) and the Public Order Act 2023 (POA) have been implemented within the UK which restricts individuals' ability to protest whilst increasing police powers to intervene. Part 3 of the PCSCA 2022, increases police powers surrounding protests, broadening the circumstances in which police can act, for example, increasing maximum penalties, limiting the noise threshold and more (Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act, 2022, c.32; GOV.UK, 2022, np). Within the POA 2023 police powers are heightened regarding serious disruption caused by protests (GOV.UK, 2023, np). Serious disruption is defined as “by way of physical obstruction prevented or hindered to more than a minor degree” which can restrict an organisation or individuals' ability to go about day-to-day activities (journeys), carry out construction or maintenance work and activities related to said work (Public Order Act, 2023, c.15). Both the PCSCA 2022 and the POA 2023 were implemented to create a ‘fair balance’ between an individual's right to protest and the rights of the community, arguing protesters have disproportionately affected the lives of the public (GOV.UK, 2022, np). Therefore, stronger policing powers are essential in balancing the rights of protesters and the community. However, the implementation of these acts has caused concern for human rights organisations that state the right to protest is threatened by these new laws (Amnesty International, 2024, np; l.liberty, 2025). Amnesty International (2023, np) found the POA 2023 to be ‘disproportionate’ suggesting the new laws are authoritarian and breach individuals’ right of freedom of expression and assembly. Furthermore, l.liberty (2025, np) states not only do these laws punish those who break them but deter individuals from protesting in fear of accidentally breaking the unclear rules. Feldman (2023, pp.155-157) sympathises with UK law enforcement highlighting the difficulty in balancing the human right to protest and public safety while experiencing verbal and physical aggression from protesters. However, Feldman (2023, pp.161-162) acknowledges that implementing the POA 2023 and the PCSCA 2022 significantly restricts protests, increasing the likelihood of police acting unlawfully. Furthermore, Feldman (2023, p.162) found little evidence to suggest the new legislative measures would strike a ‘balance’ between the freedom to protest and the public's right to ‘go about their business’, with the balance now significantly favouring the public. 
The POA 2023 and the PCSCA 2022 make it harder to protect human rights and increase legal confusion thus making policing more difficult (Feldman, 2023, p.181). This sentiment is supported by Atkins (2024, pp.2-3) who further states neoliberal policies, where the economy is protected over human rights, such as the POA 2023 are specifically designed to ensure the economy is not affected by disruption caused by protests. Atkins (2024, pp.2-3) argues implementing these acts prevents social change, including protests surrounding gender inequality and violence. Naunov (2024, p.135) concurs stating limiting protests has a direct effect on the sociopolitical change activism creates. Prior research conducted by Doherty, Hayes and Navickas (2021, pp.1-4) draws attention to past influential protests which would not have been allowed to continue under the new act, examples of this include gay pride protests, anti-racism vigils such as black lives matter, the suffragette movement and more. This offers an example of the negative effect the POA 2023 and the PCSCA 2022 have on advocating for social justice through activism (Doherty, Hayes and Navickas, 2021, pp.1-4). This is echoed in research by Zick (2024, p.7) which states, regressive legislation on protests represents an autocratic regime rather than a democratic government as these legislations disregard individual rights.
[bookmark: _Int_QVp3CD8Z] Furthermore, Zick (2024, pp.7-42) highlights how regressive legislation affects marginalised communities and individuals disproportionately, as it is common for marginalised individuals/groups to use activism as their only option to be heard. An example of such can be seen in women's protests against gender-based violence and inequalities (UN Women and Women Count, 2022, np). UN Women and Women Count (2022, np) found protesting was an effective approach to ending gender-based violence towards women. Therefore, by implementing legislation which reduces protesting powers, a correlation between violence against women and political power can be seen. End Violence Against Women (2022, np) states protest rights are a feminist issue arguing the new legislation is an ‘attack on democracy’ and reduces the impact feminist protests have within society. Due to this a range of feminist and human rights organisations came together to oppose the PCSCA 2022, including organisations that work alongside the Fawcett Society (l.liberty, 2022, pp.1-8). However, Fawcett Society has not commented on the POA 2023 and the PCSCA 2022, despite being linked to facilitating protests and working alongside grassroots activists such as End Violence Against Women who have opposed the new legislation (End Violence Against Women, 2022, np).
Barrie, Flemming and Rowan (2024, pp.456-458) found activism has a significant impact on political change as it proves public dissatisfaction with an area. For government representation to be democratic, the public voice must be heard for the government to remain in favour of the people (Barrie, Flemming and Rowan, 2024, p.456). However, previous research by Aleman (2015, p.1) argues that democracy is not always represented by governments in power, and often the governments fall short of representing the people in areas such as “accountability, equality and participation”. In such occurrences, activism is often used as a tool by those underrepresented by the government (Barrie, Flemming and Rowan, 2024, pp. 456-459). An example of this can be seen in the implementation of the Sex Discrimination (Amendment) Act in 2002 which the Fawcett Society campaigned and protested for, highlighting the effectiveness of activism in creating social change. Swank and Far (2017, p.3) found shared experiences of marginalisation and inequalities directly linked to the solidarity of feminist activist movements alongside witnessing gender inequality. Thus, by the Fawcett Society openly verbalising and highlighting gender inequality within society, the likelihood of more women participating in activism is increased.
Furthermore, feminist activism recognises the systematic power imbalance between the genders, acknowledging how society oppresses women (Swank and Far, 2017, p.3). Therefore, activism is used within feminism to create meaningful systematic change to decrease institutionalised sexism (Swank and Far, 2017, p.3). Research by COFEM (2017, p.1) concurs stating feminist activism has been and remains crucial in creating social change, as seen within the Fawcett Society’s achievement in creating legislative and policy change. COFEM (2017, p.4) further their argument by stating women-led organisations and feminist activism are the leading factors in reducing gender-based inequalities, specifically gender-based violence. Education is crucial in creating/ increasing awareness of gender-based inequalities for social change to continue (COFEM, 2017, p.7). This statement is supported by Swank and Far (2017, p.7) who found education to be the most influential factor in individuals participating in feminist activism. Therefore, by the Fawcett Society raising awareness of gender inequalities through different forms of activism, the charity has a direct impact on social structures. 
Social research is a key focus and activist approach within the Fawcett Society’s paradigm to creating social change (Fawcett Society, 2025a, np) This can be seen on their website which offers insight into multiple research areas including equal pay, institutional harm caused to women and girls, especially black women, research into women in politics and more (Fawcett Society, 2025c, np). Fawcett Society (2025a, np) states research is integral in educating, influencing and informing political change through reliable, practical and credible information. This is echoed in research by Mertens (2021, pp.1-2) who states transformative research is integral to creating effective solutions to social issues. Keranen and Olkkonen (2022, p.3) agree, suggesting research is key to transformative activism by bridging social activism research and organisational structures. Prior research by Briscoe and Gupta (2016, p.2) supports this sentiment finding a correlation between activism and organisational behaviours. However, Briscoe and Gupta (2016, p.46) found the need for further research in several areas of activism research and organisational change, including the overall impact of research activism and organisations and the effects of online activism and social media. However, Vredenburg et al. (2022, p.445) research found, organisational responses to activism may be inauthentic with companies ‘woke washing’ their practises and advertisements to increase consumer base rather than adopting the ideologies of the activist movements and altering their practice to increase social inclusivity. Cornish et al. (2023, p.2) disagree stating, activist research approaches create ‘knowledge-for-action, and knowledge-through-action' which best serves marginalised communities and individuals. Activist research creates change through ‘collaborative, impactful, contextually situated and inclusive efforts’ to address social and systematic inequalities, benefiting marginalised communities as it relies on individual experiences and opinions on how best to change social inequalities (Cornish et al. 2023, pp.2-3). By implementing a transformative approach within research of social issues, new knowledge is generated alongside empowering communities and participants to engage in activism (Cornish et al. 2023, p.4). Marzi’s (2023, pp.300-301) research mirrors this statement, suggesting transformative research is vital within feminist research activism. By researching, educating and knowledge-sharing, transformative research builds resistance to the status quo in which women are disadvantaged (Marzi, 2023, pp.300-301). Thus, highlighting the importance of activist research which benefits the participants through systematic changes and personal empowerment (Marzi, 2023, p.295).
Empowerment lies at the heart of the Fawcett Society’s ethos, as seen by their values such as ‘dynamic, bold, spirited and pioneering’ (Fawcett Society, 2025a, np). Empowerment is a common theme throughout research conducted by the Fawcett Society, an example of this can be seen in their ‘Paths to Parenthood’ report which addresses parenthood issues such as infertility, IVF and donor insemination (Fawcett Society and Total Jobs, 2023, p.4). Within this research report, a clear correlation can be made between empowering women to be vocal about their experiences within the workplace and empowering workplaces to support women to increase overall well-being (Fawcett and Total Jobs, 2023, p.21). This offers a practical example of how the Fawcett Society participates in transformative activist research to raise awareness and educate different sectors on gendered experiences within employment.
A distinct correlation can be found between activism and social change, despite ambiguity surrounding the definition of activism itself (Uzunaslan, 2023, p.178; McKeever et al. 2023, pp.571-572). Despite definitions varying depending on the context, social change is found throughout all definitions (Horton, 2020, p.89; De Korne, 2021, pp.1-2; Uzunaslan, 2023, p.178). The Fawcett Society offers an example of how activism of all forms creates lasting positive change, which can be seen in their success in campaigning for equality for women within society (Fawcett Society, 2025b, np). The Fawcett Society, using non-violent tactics such as peaceful protests, legislation change, online activism and research, have successfully passed equality laws such as the Sex Discrimination (Amendment) Act 2002, challenged sexist workplace conduct with their online campaign #FawcettFlatsFriday and raised awareness of gender-inequality through protests and campaigns (Fawcett Society, 2016, np; Fawcett Society, 2025b, np). Thus, highlighting the sociopolitical influence activism has (Barrie, Flemming and Rowan, 2024, pp.456-458).
However, despite the positive changes activism has for marginalised and disadvantaged groups, policy surrounding the right to protest is heavily debated. The right to protest and assembly is protected by the ECHR and the HRA 1998, which outlines protests as a fundamental human right (Human Rights Act, 1998; European Council, 2018, p,13). The implementation of the PCSCA 2022 and the POA 2023 offers the police further power to regulate protests to balance the individual rights to protest and the public's rights to safety (GOV.UK, 2022, np). However, these controversial acts have come under scrutiny from multiple organisations and researchers, stating they directly breach the ECHR and HRA 1998 (Feldman, 2023, p.181; Amnesty International, 2024, np; l.liberty, 2025). Research suggests there is significant concern regarding the negative impact these regulations have on social change, which is highlighted in Doherty, Hayes and Navickas’s (2021, pp.1-4) research, which draws attention to prior protests such as the Suffragettes which would be illegal under current law. Human rights organisations state the right to protest is under ‘threat’, highlighting governmental influence and power over society (Amnesty International, 2024, np; l.liberty, 2025). 

Reference List: 
Aleman. J. (2015) 'Protest and Institutional Change', in Oxford Handbooks Editorial Board (ed) Oxford Handbook Topics in Politics. Oxford Academic, pp.1-24.  

Amnesty International. (2023) The Public Order Bill: Explained. Available at: The Public Order Bill: Explained (Accessed:17/02/2025). 

[bookmark: _Int_rMthdpVh]Amnesty International. (2024) Protect The Protest: Protest is a Human Right. Available at: Protest is a Human Right (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

[bookmark: _Int_GaE2zPbZ]Amnesty International. (2025) Grassroots Activism: Take Action For Human Rights. Available at: Grassroots Activism | Amnesty International USA (Accessed: 4/02/2025).  

Atkins, K. (2024) ‘Is a Society Just and Fair if they Criminalise Protest? The Case of the Right to Protest and Public Order Act 2023’, Sunderland Journal of Law and Criminology, (2), pp.1-17. Available at: Is a Society Just and Fair if they Criminalise Protest? The Case of the Right to Protest and Public Order Act 2023 | Sunderland Journal of Law and Criminology (Accessed:18/02/2025). 

Barrie, C., Fleming, T., and Rowan, S. (2024) ‘Does Protest Influence Political Speech? Evidence from UK Climate Protest, 2017–2019’, British Journal of Political Science, 54(2), pp.456-473. DOI: 10.1017/S0007123423000376. 

Briscoe, F. and Gupta, A. (2016) ‘Social activism in and around organizations’, Academy of Management Annals, 10(1), pp.671-727. DOI: 10.1080/19416520.2016.1153261. 

Brown, O. and Cork, A. (2024) What is the Online Safety Act and why have riots reopened debates about it? Available at: What is the Online Safety Act and why have riots reopened debates about it? (Accessed: 25/02/2025).  

Chon, M. and Park, H. (2020) ‘Social media activism in the digital age: Testing an integrative model of activism on contentious issues’, Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 97(1), pp.72-97. DOI: 10.1177/1077699019835896.  

Cobbe, J. (2021) ‘Algorithmic censorship by social platforms: Power and resistance’, Philosophy & Technology, 34(4), pp.739-766. DOI: 0.1007/s13347-020-00429-0. 

Coe, P. (2022) ‘The Draft Online Safety Bill and the regulation of hate speech: have we opened Pandora’s box?’, Journal of Media Law, 14(1), pp.50-75. DOI: 10.1080/17577632.2022.2083870. 

COFEM. (2017) Feminist perspectives on addressing violence against women and girls: Finding the balance between scientific and social change goals, approaches and methods. Available at: cofemsocialchange.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/Paper-3-Finding-the-balance-between-scientific-and-social-change-goals-approaches-and-methods.pdf (Accessed: 10/2/2025). 

Cornish, F., Breton, N., Moreno-Tabarez, U., Delgado, J., Rua, M., de-Graft Aikins, A. and Hodgetts, D. (2023) ‘Participatory action research’, Nature Reviews Methods Primers, 3(1), pp.1-37. DOI: 10.1038/s43586-023-00214-1. 

De Korne, H. (2021) ‘Language Activism: Imaginaries and Strategies of Minority Language Equality’ in Garcia, O. and Hult, F. (ed) Contributions to the Sociology of Language. Berlin: Walter de Gruyter Inc, pp. 1-244. 

Dittel, A. (2022) ‘The UK's Online Safety Bill: The day we took a stand against serious online harms or the day we lost our freedoms to platforms and the state?’, Journal of Data Protection & Privacy, 5(2), pp.183-194. Available at: wedlakebell.com/content/uploads/JDPP-Vol.-5.2-Spring-2022.pdf (Accessed: 10/02/2025). 

Doherty, B., Hayes, G., and Navickas, K. (2021) 10 demonstrations that have changed Britain the Policing Bill would have threatened. Available at: amnesty.org.uk/files/2021-09/10 demonstrations that changed Britain that the Policing Bill would have threatened %28002%29.pdf?VersionId=2EixMVoVl5avagi.ZZZumG_xQDCuO0VK (Accessed: 20/02/2025). 

[bookmark: _Int_13RbX58a]Earl, J., Maher, T. and Pan, J. (2022) ‘The digital repression of social movements, protest, and activism: A synthetic review’, Science Advances, 8(10), pp.1-15. DOI:10.1126/sciadv.abl8198. 

End Violence Against Woman. (2022) New laws won’t stop our resistance to the raid on rights. Available at: New laws won’t stop our resistance to the raid on rights | End Violence Against Women (Accessed:25/02/2025). 

European Council. (2018) European Convention on Human Rights. France: European Court of Human Rights. 

Fawcett and Total Jobs. (2023) Paths to parenthood: Navigating fertility at work. Available at: fawcettsociety.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=9c88d40b-1351-4d6b-ad93-a65663caf226#page=21.02 (Accessed: 13/02/2025). 

Fawcett Society. (2016) #FawcettFlatsFriday. Available at: #FawcettFlatsFriday | The Fawcett Society (Accessed:4/2/2025). 

Fawcett Society. (2018) The Abortion Bill-Joint Briefing. Available at: The Abortion Bill - Joint briefing | The Fawcett Society (Accessed: 4/2/2025).
 
Fawcett Society. (2022) International Womans Day 2022: Break the Bias. Available at: International Women's Day 2022 event (Accessed: 4/2/2025). 

Fawcett Society. (2025a) Who are we? Available at: Who we are | The Fawcett Society (Accessed:4/2/2025). 

Fawcett Society. (2025b) What we have achieved. Available at: What we've achieved | The Fawcett Society (Accessed: 4/2/2025). 

Fawcett Society. (2025c) Current Projects. Available at:Current projects | The Fawcett Society (Available at: 13/02/2025).

Feldman, D. (2023) ‘The growing complexity of a human right to assemble and protest peacefully in the United Kingdom’, Victoria U. Wellington L. Rev., 54, pp.155-182. Available at: The Growing Complexity of a Human Right to Assemble and Protest Peacefully in the United Kingdom Issue in Honour of Professor ATH Smith 54 Victoria University of Wellington Law Review 2023 (Accessed: 18/02/2025). 

GOV.UK. (2022) Protest powers: Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022 factsheet. Available at: Protest powers: Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022 factsheet - GOV.UK (Accessed:17/02/2025). 

GOV.UK. (2023) Public Order Bill: Factsheet. Available at: Public Order Bill: factsheet - GOV.UK (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

GOV.UK. (2024a) New definitions of extremism (2024). Available at: New definition of extremism (2024) - GOV.UK (Accessed: 25/02/2025). 

GOV.UK. (2024b) Online Safety Act: explainer. Available at: Online Safety Act: explainer - GOV.UK (Accessed:25/02/2025). 

Grasso, M. and Giugni, M. (2022) ‘Intra-generational inequalities in young people’s political participation in Europe: The impact of social class on youth political engagement’, Politics, 42(1), pp.13-38. DOI: 10.1177/02633957211031742. 

Greijdanus, H., de Matos Fernandes, C., Turner-Zwinkels, F., Honari, A., Roos, C., Rosenbusch, H. and Postmes, T. (2020) ‘The psychology of online activism and social movements: Relations between online and offline collective action’, Current opinion in psychology, 35, pp.49-54. DOI: 10.1016/j.copsyc.2020.03.003. 

Horton, K. (2020) ‘Philosophy and Activism: The Epistemic Argument’, Social Theory and Practice, 46(1), pp. 89–109. DOI: 10.5840/soctheorpract202021780. 

Human Rights Act 1998, c.42. Available at: Human Rights Act 1998 (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

Jung, H., Dai, W. and Albarracín, D. (2024) ‘How Social Media Algorithms Shape Offline Civic Participation: A Framework of Social-Psychological Processes’, Perspectives on Psychological Science, 19(5), pp.767-780. DOI: 10.1177/17456916231198471. 

Keränen, J. and Olkkonen, L. (2022) ‘Opportunities for social activism in transformative service research: a research agenda’, Journal of Service Management, 33(4/5), pp.634-647. DOI: 10.1108/JOSM-11-2021-0446. 

Kotresha, P. (2021) ‘Social Movements in the Digital Age; An Analysis of Online Activism and its Implications’, IJRAR, 8(2), pp.430-435. Available at: ijrar.org/papers/IJRAR21B2534.pdf (Accessed:25/02/2025). 

l.liberty. (2022) Joint Briefing for House of Lords Ahead of Report Stage of the Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Bill. Available at: libertyhumanrights.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Joint-briefing-on-Part-3-of-the-PCSC-Bill-Report-Stage-HoL-Jan-2022.pdf (Accessed: 20/02/2025). 

[bookmark: _Int_5mKc7lqO]l.liberty. (2025) How Does The New Policing Act Affect My Protest Rights? Available at: How does the new Policing Act affect my protest rights? - Liberty (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

Marzi, S. (2023) ‘Co‐producing impact‐in‐process with participatory audio‐visual research’, Area, 55(2), pp.295-302. DOI: 10.1111/area.12851. 

McKeever, B., McKeever, R., Choi, M. and Huang, S. (2023) 'From Advocacy to Activism: A Multi-Dimensional Scale of Communicative, Collective, and Combative Behaviors', Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, pp.569-594. DOI:10.1177/10776990231161035.
 
Mertens, D. (2021) ‘Transformative research methods to increase social impact for vulnerable groups and cultural minorities’, International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 20, pp.1-9. DOI: 10.1177/16094069211051563. 

Naunov, M. (2025) ‘The effect of protesters’ gender on public reactions to protests and protest repression’, American Political Science Review, 119(1), pp.135-151. DOI: 10.1017/S0003055424000133. 

Nekmat, E., Gower, K., Zhou, S., and Metzger, M. (2019) ‘Connective-Collective Action on Social Media: Moderated Mediation of Cognitive Elaboration and Perceived Source Credibility on Personalness of Source’, Communication Research, 46(1), pp. 62-87. DOI: 10.1177/0093650215609676. 

Neudert, L. (2023) ‘Regulatory capacity capture: The United Kingdom's online safety regime’, Internet Policy Review, 12(4), pp.1-34. DOI:10.14763/2023.4.1730%0A.
 
Online Safet Act 2023, c.50. Available at: Online Safety Act 2023 (Accessed: 25/02/2025). 
 
Parliament UK. (2021) The right to protest—Articles 10 and 11 ECHR. Available at: The Government response to covid-19: freedom of assembly and the right to protest - Joint Committee on Human Rights - House of Commons (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022, c.32. Available at: Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022 (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

Public Order Act 2023, c.15. Available at: Public Order Act 2023 (Accessed: 17/02/2025). 

Ruohonen, J. (2024) ‘A comparative study of online disinformation and offline protests’, SN Social Sciences, 4(12), pp.1-18. DOI: 10.1007/s43545-024-01029-x. 

Shradie, J. (2018) ‘The Digital Activism Gap: How Class and Costs Shape Online Collective Action’, Social Problems, 65, pp.51–74. DOI:10.1093/socpro/spx042. 

Swank, E. and Fahs, B. (2017) ‘Understanding feminist activism among women: Resources, consciousness, and social networks’, Socius, 3, pp.1-9. DOI: 10.1177/2378023117734081. 

UN Women and Women Count. (2022) The power of women's activism: protests against gender-based violence during COVID-19. Available at: The power of women's activism: protests against gender-based violence during COVID-19 | UN Women Data Hub (Accessed: 20/02/2025). 

Uzunaslan, U. (2023) ‘Social Activism and Social Work’ (from the International Conference on Economics & Social Sciences, Kyrenia TNRC, 5-7 May 2023) ResearchGate, pp.177-179. Available at: (PDF) Social Activism and Social Work (Accessed: 4/2/2025). 

Vredenburg, J., Kapitan, S., Spry, A., and Kemper, J. (2022) ‘Brands Taking a Stand: Authentic Brand Activism or Woke Washing?’, Journal of Public Policy & Marketing, (39) 4, pp. 444-460. DOI:10.1177/0743915620947359. 

[bookmark: _Int_QRjUwKN0]Winter, C., Neumann, P., Meleagrou-Hitchens, A., Ranstorp, M., Vidino, L. and Fürst, J. (2020) ‘Online extremism: research trends in internet activism, radicalization, and counter-strategies', International Journal of Conflict and Violence (IJCV), 14, pp.1-20. DOI: 10.4119/ijcv-3809. 

Zick, T. (2024) ‘Public Protest and Civil Unrest’, Arizona Law Review, 67, pp.1-54. DOI: 10.2139/ssrn.5033207.

