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The past twenty years have seen the growth of selfdescribed ‘his tories 
of femin ism’. An off shoot of women’s and gender his tory, the his tory 
of femin ism ex plores the di verse mean ings and prac tices of activ ism 
against gender in justice. It looks at how women—and some times 
men—have advo cated for equal rights, and how issues of equal ity have 
been under stood and ad dressed over time. It exam ines the relation
ships between activ ists, the state, and soci ety, and has re vealed the 
ways in which femin ism, and the women’s move ment more gener ally, 
has acted as a source of hope for change as well as div ision and alien
ation. In doing so, the his tory of femin ism has drawn atten tion to the 
inter sections of marginal ization, the inter connected ness of social move
ments, and the ways in which theory has been put into prac tice.

The history of feminism has proven to be an incredibly dy
namic field of study. It is strongly inter disciplin ary and theoret ically 
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engaged, and al though often informed by method ologies drawn 
from social and cul tural his tory, it is in tensely polit ical. Indeed, by 
exam ining femin ism and femin ist claims, histor ians are neces sarily 
chal lenging what is con sidered ‘polit ical’ and what polit ical his tory is. 
Karen Offen has suc cinctly cap tured this:

the history of feminism is a gendered narra tive of polit ical his
tory that goes well beyond the adding and stir ring in of an 
occa sional queen, a com ment on ‘new woman’ fash ion, or a 
photo graph of a demon stration for the right to vote. It neces
sarily ex pands the very mean ing of ‘polit ical’ and of what 
con stitutes ‘polit ics’.1 

Taking femin ism and gender in equal ity seri ously, then, re quires 
scholars to re think the histor ical discip line. Whether it is by ques tion
ing histor ical period izations, the signifi cance of na tional bound aries, 
or even the mean ing of ‘polit ical’, the his tory of femin ism neces sarily 
ex pands and chal lenges histor ical categories.

But there are some funda mental issues facing histor ians of femin
ism. Most basic ally, what is femin ism? At first glance, this may seem 
selfevident, but it soon proves illu sory. The mean ing of femin ism has 
evolved over time; what was femin ist in the eight eenth cen tury may 
not regis ter as such today, and vice versa. More over, what is ‘femin
ist’ in one geo graphical con text may not be con sidered as such in a 
differ ent coun try, region, or even local ity. It is more accur ate to speak 
of the his tory of femin isms, rather than to main tain the appear ance of 
a uni tary femin ist prac tice over time and space.

We might also ask what makes some one a femin ist. Is it enough 
to cam paign for women’s rights, or does there have to be a posi tive 
identifi cation with the label? Much like the defin ition of femin ism, 
the label ‘femin ist’ assumes an im agined unity or sister hood be tween 
women. Yet women’s in equal ity is en tangled with other forms of op
pression and struc tures of power, in cluding colonial ism, capitalism, 

1 Karen Offen, ‘The History of Feminism is Political History’, Per spectives 
on His tory, 1 May 2011, at [https://www.historians.org/publicationsand 
directories/perspectivesonhistory/may2011/thehistoryoffeminismis
politicalhistory], accessed 11 Dec. 2021. 
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racism, homo phobia, and able ism.2 As post colonial and Black femin
ist scholars have shown, much of femin ist thought and prac tice has 
been built on sup posedly uni versal emanci patory polit ics and the ex
peri ences of White, middleclass, West ern women, and pressed into 
the ser vice of colo nial and racial ized ‘civil izing’ mis sions. Indeed, 
femin ism has long been deeply impli cated in main tain ing hege monic 
power struc tures that have marginal ized, div ided, vio lated, and even 
killed. This has not only limited the power of global sister hood but, as 
Lucy Delap has argued in Femin isims, has meant that while for some 
‘femin ism has proved a transforma tive, explo sive, life changing way 
of seeing the world. For others, it has elicited re sponses of vis ceral re
pudiation, laugh ter, ambiva lence and irony’ (pp. 8–9).

Part of the histor ian’s task, then, is to unpack the mani fold mean
ings of femin isms and women’s emanci pation across time and space, 
while also attend ing to the privil eges, div isions, and marginal ization 
on which femin ism has been built and perpetu ated. But pre cisely how 
to do this is a key chal lenge for the histor ian of femin ism. Al though 
femin isms emerged out of and in re sponse to local and na tional con
texts, thanks to the growth of com muni cations tech nologies across 
the nine teenth and twen tieth cen turies, even these local move ments 
spoke to global and trans national develop ments. This task is all the 
more import ant given the ways in which older his tories of femin ism 
have centred Euro pean and North Amer ican develop ments at the ex
pense of his tories of femin isms from the Global South and from the 
geo graphical and social margins of Euro pean and North Ameri can 
soci ety. Situ ating na tional and local his tories within a global and 
trans national set ting goes some way to wards ad dress ing these im
balances. But how exactly do we knit to gether local speci ficities in a 
global con text, espe cially when the his tories of women—in par ticu lar 
Women of Colour, workingclass women, women with dis abilities, 
les bians, and women from colonized coun tries—are often not found 
within state or even activ ist ar chives?

This article reviews four recent con tribu tions to the his tory of 
femin isms. The books fea tured exam ine the his tory of femin ism from 
2 Kimberle Crenshaw, ‘Mapping the Margins: Intersectionality, Iden tity Polit
ics, and Violence Against Women of Color’, Stanford Law Review, 43/6 (1991), 
1241–99.
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the eight eenth cen tury to the pres ent, al though there is a consider able 
em phasis on women’s activ ism in the period from the late 1960s to the 
1990s (often referred to as the ‘second wave’). Each book in its own 
way re sponds to the con ceptual and method ological ques tions at the 
heart of the his tory of femin ism, and offers readers new ap proaches 
and ques tions in order to over come these issues.

The volume Women, Global Pro test Move ments, and Polit ical Agency, 
edited by Sarah Colvin and Katharina Karcher, centres on the water
shed year of 1968. Pub lished for the fif tieth anni versary of that 
revo lution ary year, the book is one of a pair of volumes which re
examine the legacies and his tories of 1968 through the lens of gender. 
The first volume—reviewed here—centres on the themes of gender 
and cul tural memory, and the inter section of gender and vio lence. 
The second volume focuses ex clusively on vio lence, in par ticu lar the 
relation ship between vio lence and ideas of liber ation and emanci
pation that pro lifer ated among left ist and revo lution ary pro test 
move ments in the late 1960s and 1970s. With di verse inter disciplin
ary ap proaches and a wide selec tion of case studies, the two volumes 
make a signifi cant histor ical and historio graphical inter vention into 
the his tory of 1968.

While not centrally focused on femin ism, the first volume’s ten 
chap ters broadly ex plore the relation ships be tween 1968, women’s 
activ ism, and the con test ation of gender roles in differ ent geo graphical 
and histor ical con texts. In doing so, they query the signifi cance of the 
global pro test move ments that emerged in the late 1960s for women’s 
rights dis courses and prac tices. Al though often de scribed as a ‘fail ure’, 
1968 has been inter preted by histor ians as a key turn ing point for lib
eral social and cul tural change. In par ticu lar, the emer gence of social 
move ments—for ex ample, femin ism, environ mental ism, gay rights—
have all been linked to the transform ations brought about by 1968 
and are fre quently pre sented as the product ive legacy of an other wise 
failed revo lution.

But as this volume reveals, this is a narra tive in need of re vision. 
Across the book’s vari ous con tribu tions, the maledominated his tory 
of 1968 is thor oughly chal lenged, with sev eral chap ters high light ing 
the active roles women played through out 1968 as they took part in 
even the most mili tant and vio lent of actions. It further ques tions the 
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very mean ing of 1968 for women: not only were the transform ations 
of gender roles often uneven or shortlived, but the volume also asks 
how import ant 1968 was for the ‘emer gence’ of the global women’s 
move ments in the 1970s. In this way, by ana lysing the inter section 
of gender and late 1960s pro test move ments, the book de centres 
1968 as a marker of (West ern) lib eral transform ation, and in stead ex
plores the limits and mean ings of the change it pro duced. As Colvin 
and Karcher state, ‘rather than por tray ing the decades since 1968 as 
a global his tory of pro gress towards gender equal ity, the essays col
lected here con sciously draw a com plex, dy namic, and, at least in 
part, contra dictory pic ture of women’s involve ment in trans national 
pro test move ments’ (p. 11).

Feminism and women’s move ments are natur ally key parts of this 
his tory of gender equal ity and social pro test. Along side the book’s 
find ings on gender and 1968, it also reveals sev eral core issues facing 
histor ians of femin ism. The chap ters by Kristina Schulz, Andrea 
Hajek, Chris Rey nolds, Chris tina Ger hardt, Zsófia Lóránd, and Clare 
Bielby ad dress the his tory of femin ism and women’s activ ism most 
dir ectly. The con tribu tions by Schulz, Hajek, and Rey nolds in par ticu
lar raise import ant ques tions about the mean ing of 1968 for the his tory 
(and histori ography) of femin isms. This is espe cially clear in the chap
ter by Schulz, who exam ines the ‘sym bolic signifi cance of “1968” ’ to 
the his tories of women’s move ments in West Ger many and France 
(p. 19). In West Ger many, for ex ample, Schulz juxta poses two narra
tives: one that places the emer gence of the new women’s move ment 
in 1971 as a result of the cam paign to de criminal ize abor tion, and an
other that places the birth of the move ment in 1968. A simi lar div ision 
is also to be found in the French case, where one narra tive em phasizes 
the signifi cance of 1968 and the other down plays its import ance. In 
both the French and West German cases, Schulz con nects these com
peting tra jectories to key figures within femin ism, namely Antoin ette 
Fouque and Christine Delphy in France, and Alice Schwarzer and 
Helke Sander in West Ger many.

As Schulz shows, these differ ent his tories are not mere curi osities. 
In stead, she argues that the debate over 1968 forms ‘part of a sym bolic 
struggle around the legitim ation, aims, and means of a social move
ment, and thus about femin ism itself’ (p. 29). In other words, how 
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an actor views 1968 and its relation ship to the women’s move ment 
shapes how they under stand the very pur pose and task of femin ism. 
A simi lar argu ment is made by both Rey nolds and Hajek, who ask 
whether 1968 was really so import ant after all. While Rey nolds argues 
that 1968 pro vided a ‘nega tive cata lyst’ for femin ism in North ern Ire
land, as women co alesced against the gen dered hier archies of the 1968 
move ment, Hajek poses a much more funda mental ques tion about 
tracing the his tory of femin ism. Indeed, for Hajek, centring 1968 as 
a key moment in the develop ment of femin ism means that women’s 
activ ism is seen only as ‘some thing that flowed out of the 1968 move
ment, rather than as a phenom enon in and of itself’ (p. 33). Adopt ing 
this ap proach, Hajek exam ines the his tory of Ital ian femin ism, and 
argues that the emer gence of the women’s move ment in the late 1960s 
was largely the result of re sponses to earlier forms of organ izing and 
the re luctance of these preexisting women’s associ ations to take issues 
of repro duction, sexu ality, and gender op pression seri ously.

Together, these chap ters reveal how the his tory of femin ism has 
been shaped by his tori ciza tion efforts. Whether we under stand 1968 
as a key moment for women’s rights or not, map ping a tra jectory and 
a his tory for femin ism is also an act of agendasetting that frames 
under standings of what femin ism is and how it should be prac
tised. As Schulz’s chap ter sug gests, this is some thing femin ists have 
invested in to cement their vision of the struggle for women’s rights.3 
Ex plor ing these his tori ciza tion pro cesses, then, is not only inte gral 
to under stand ing the differ ent mean ings and prac tices of femin ism 
but, as Hajek shows, is also a part of ques tion ing the centres and per
ipheries of the his tories we tell.

The issue of centre and per iphery—in the geo graphical sense—is a 
core theme through out Women, Global Pro test Move ments, and Polit ical 
Agency, with sev eral chap ters argu ing for a global ap proach to 1968 
that shifts atten tion away from (West ern) Euro pean and North Ameri
can ex peri ences. While Rey nolds argues for the in clusion of North ern 
Ire land in the his tory of 1968 (a coun try whose involve ment is often 
over shadowed by the ‘Troubles’ of the 1970s), Jenni fer Phil ippa 

3 See also Lisa Tetrault, The Myth of Seneca Falls: Memory and the Women’s Suf-
frage Movement, 1848–1898 (Chapel Hill, 2014).
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Eggert exam ines the situ ation in Leba non, and Claudia Derichs ex
plores Japan and SouthEast Asia. These chap ters reveal a com plex 
pic ture of femin ism and women’s activ ism across borders, one that 
speaks both to na tional con texts and global dis cussions of femin ism 
and women’s rights.

Zsófia Lóránd’s chapter, and her mono graph The Femin ist Chal lenge 
to the Social ist State in Yugo slavia, pick up this issue as she traces the 
develop ment of ‘new Yugo slav femin ism’ from the late 1960s to 1990. 
Draw ing on methods from intel lectual history, along side twenty oral 
his tory inter views to gether with ar chival and media sources, Lóránd 
pre sents a de tailed his tory of the emer gence and growth of femin ism 
in Yugo slavia. In a field that is often over shadowed by the leg acies 
and work of ‘West ern’ femin ism and Cold War binar ies, Lóránd’s 
study pro vides an import ant and wel come inter vention. Her book 
reveals the unique ex pression of femin ism in Yugo slavia, and in 
doing so helps to nuance the his tory of both life under state social ism 
and femin ism itself.

In many ways, the story of new Yugo slav femin ism will be famil
iar to readers. Dis appointed at the fail ure of late 1960s activ ism to 
take women’s voices ser iously and frus trated at the in equalities they 
faced in daily life, women in Yugo slavia began talk ing. In cafés, pubs, 
and around kit chen tables, women in Bel grade, Ljub ljana, and Zagreb 
read and dis cussed femin ist texts. With time they formed groups at 
uni versities, invited speakers, de veloped publi cations, and organ ized 
major events. As Lóránd puts it, their work tran sitioned from grass
roots ‘aca demic work, the arts and litera ture’ to activ ism with a mass 
audi ence (p. 2). What makes this story unique, how ever, is the social
ist con text, and the way it shaped the prac tice and polit ics of femin ism 
in Yugo slavia, and the relation ship between femin ists, the state, and 
the broader dissi dent move ment.

In Yugo slavia, as in many social ist states, men and women were 
of ficially equal. The social ist regime en couraged women to obtain 
an edu cation and pursue a career along side mother hood. In return, 
women were pro vided with ser vices that enabled them to com bine 
mother hood with paid employ ment, and had access to abor tion. The 
central ity of equal ity to social ist statemaking meant that femin ism 
was not only deemed un neces sary, as men and women were al ready 
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equal, but was con sidered a West ern, bour geois ideol ogy. Ironically, it 
was these over stated claims of equal ity that led women in Yugo slavia 
to femin ism. As Lóránd writes, ‘women were puzzled by the contra
diction between the prom ise of the regime and their own experi ence 
of their “emancipation” ’ (p. 3).

It was this realization that drove a small number of ‘intel lectual 
women’ in the late 1960s and early 1970s to turn to femin ism. Based 
primar ily in Zagreb and Bel grade (and later Ljub ljana), it was at the 
uni versities that femin ism first emerged within the stu dent popu
lation. Uni versities, stu dent centres, and stu dent associ ations proved 
to be key sites for the early for mation of femin ism in Yugo slavia. 
They pro vided not only for the prac tical needs of the grow ing move
ment—phys ical spaces for stu dents and pro fessors to meet, and 
access to re sources—but also the intel lectual space for the develop
ment of a uniquely Yugo slav femin ism. From within the uni versity 
young femin ists had access to for eign litera ture and pub lish ing chan
nels, and they could hold guest lec tures and con ferences, all of which 
enabled them to de velop their own politics.

This is one of the most import ant inter ventions made in the book: 
Lóránd shows how the new Yugo slav femin ists de veloped their own 
femin ism. This was no simple trans position of a ‘West ern’ femin ist 
move ment. Al though many of the femin ists she studies had con
nections with West ern Europe and read key femin ist texts by the 
likes of Betty Friedan and Ger maine Greer, they com bined this with 
Marx ist thought, atten tion to the lives and activ ism of women in Latin 
Amer ica and Asia, and even with Indian phil osophy. This intel lectual 
engage ment was then used by the women to query their own lives 
under social ism, even lead ing them to re conceptual ize cen tral femin
ist (and social ist) terms, such as ‘conscious ness, women’s uni versal 
ex peri ence, patri archy, family, work’ (pp. 30–1).

What also made new Yugo slav femin ism unique was its relation
ship to dissi dence and the Yugo slav state. In this, Lóránd moves the 
scholar ship on the Com munist bloc away from a binary of the state 
against the people. New Yugo slav femin ists both criti cized the state’s 
ex agger ated claims of women’s equal ity and at tempted to speak to the 
regime and engage it in their crit ique. In making this argu ment, Lóránd 
shows that dissi dence in Yugo slavia—espe cially when it came to 
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femin ism—had mul tiple mean ings and ex pressions. She also sug gests 
that the close ness of femin ists to the regime, along side the central ity 
of women’s equal ity to state social ism, is one of the reasons why lib
eral and na tional dissi dent groups marginal ized femin ists during the 
tran sition from social ism. Al though the book ends in 1990, this points 
to the import ance of femin ist leg acies to the postsocialist tran sition in 
Yugo slavia and the former Com munist bloc more broadly.

The Femin ist Chal lenge to the Social ist State in Yugo slavia most 
funda mentally reveals how the his tory of femin isms re quires a 
‘re consider ation of our cat egories of postWWII his tory’ (p. 228). Dis
si dence, ‘West ern’, ‘East ern’, and even femin ist are all com pli cated 
by paying atten tion to the tra jectory of Yugo slav femin ism. Des pite 
study ing a very differ ent social and histor ical con text, Tif fany N. 
Florvil’s Mobil izing Black Ger many simi larly shows how centring Black 
women’s activ ism chal lenges notions of race, the nation, and belong
ing in late twentiethcentury Ger many. Indeed, the two books show 
remark able similar ities: both high light the import ance of know ledge 
trans fer, mobil ity, and higher edu cation to the evo lution of social 
move ments, and both reveal the import ance of lan guage pro duction, 
naming, and agency to under stand ing women’s activ ism.

But whereas Lóránd focuses on femin ism and the Yugo slav 
women’s move ment, Florvil exam ines Black German women’s involve
ment in the for mation and develop ment of the modern Black German 
move ment. As Florvil shows, women like May Ayim and Katharina 
Oguntoye were piv otal in shaping the con tours of the move ment. 
Work ing with other Black German women and men, and often in 
col labor ation with People of Colour and other Black com munities in 
Ger many and Europe, they partici pated in a trans national femin ist 
dias poric move ment. In the pro cess of tracing this move ment, Florvil’s 
book—per haps more than any of the others reviewed here—shows 
the expansive ness of femin ism. She moves the study beyond issues 
typic ally associ ated with women’s rights, such as vio lence, abor tion, 
and sexu ality, and in stead reveals how straight and les bian Black 
German women worked to gether to forge a move ment that spanned 
Ger many, Europe, and the Atlan tic. They worked with other racial
ized com munities, multi cultural femin ist groups, and human rights 
organ izations. And most import antly, they chal lenged both racial and 
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gender in equalities and con tested their erasure from the nation, and 
in doing so, broadened notions of belong ing and German ness.

In making this argument, Florvil makes two key inter ventions. 
First, she shows the import ance of race and Women of Colour for the 
postwar develop ment of Ger many. Al though race has fea tured as a 
cen tral elem ent in the his tory of Ger many before 1945, in the study of 
the postwar era it has remained on the per iphery of the scholar ship.4 
This is simi larly the case in the study of femin ism in German his tory, 
which has centred on the activ ism of the pre domin antly White ‘new 
women’s move ment’ of the early 1970s. Indeed, some of the activ ists 
Florvil studies were al ready active in the new women’s move ment, 
but found them selves alien ated and their at tempts to discuss race 
ignored by their White ‘sisters’. Ex peri ences like these, along side 
every day racism and sexism, prompted Black German women to ap
proach racial and gender in equalities as in extric ably related in their 
work in the Black German move ment of the 1980s. By high light ing 
this intro duction of Black femin ism and inter sectional femin ist theory 
into Ger many, Florvil reveals the import ance of the 1980s as a piv otal 
moment for the re think ing of both race and femin ism in Germany.

Second, Florvil intervenes in the work on Black inter national ism 
and the Black dias poric move ment. This scholar ship has pre domin
antly focused on the work of men, and has failed to con sider Ger many 
as a centre for Black inter national ist thought and dias poric activ ism 
due to its shortlived colo nial empire. In con trast, Florvil shows the 
piv otal role women played in the intel lectual develop ment of the Black 
German move ment and the way in which their intel lectual, cre ative, 
and activ ist work has con trib uted to the Black dias poric move ment in 
Europe and globally by broaden ing dis cussions and notions of race, 
gender, citizen ship, and belong ing.

4 Exceptions include: Lauren Stokes, ‘ “An Invasion of Guest Worker Chil
dren”: Wel fare Reform and the Stigma tisa tion of Family Migra tion in West 
Ger many’, Con tem porary Euro pean His tory, 28/3 (2019), 372–89; Jenni fer A. 
Miller, Turk ish Guest Workers in Ger many: Hidden Lives and Con tested Borders, 
1960s to 1980s (Toronto, 2018); Rita Chin, Heide Fehren bach, Geoff Eley, 
and Atina Gross mann, After the Nazi Racial State: Differ ence and Dem ocracy in 
Ger many and Europe (Ann Arbor, 2009); Maria Höhn, GIs and Fräu leins: The 
German–American En counter in 1950s West Germany (Chapel Hill, 2002).
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With these contributions, Florvil’s book is a model for an expan
sive his tory of femin ism. Femin ism was but one part of the polit ical 
and intel lectual work of the women Florvil studies. Their activ ism cut 
across and sought to ad dress over lap ping forms of marginal ization, 
which Florvil expertly details. Mobil izing Black Ger many shows that the 
work of Black German women cannot be ignored if histor ians want to 
trace changing under stand ings of gender and racial in equality in Ger
many and Europe.

A similarly expansive view of femin ism is pre sented in Lucy 
Delap’s Femin isms: A Global His tory. The most program matic book 
of this selec tion, Delap lays out the con ceptual, method ological, and 
polit ical complex ities of writing a global his tory of femin ism from 
the eight eenth cen tury to the pres ent. Indeed, the book serves as 
a road map for navi gating the many chal lenges in writing such a 
broad his tory.

One issue Delap identifies is the fluid and con tested mean ing of 
femin ism across time and space. Femin ism has had many mean ings 
over time, and has been a source of debate and contest ation. Al
though women and men have worked to ad dress gender in justice (a 
term Delap ex plicitly uses to shift dis cussion away from rights and 
equal ity), many have refused the label ‘femin ist’. Much like Lóránd, 
Delap under scores the import ance of re spect ing the agency of histor
ical actors to iden tify (or not) as femin ists. The act of naming and 
identify ing is a polit ical one, and the de cision to work as a femin
ist says much about activ ist selfunderstandings, and about how 
femin ism was per ceived and prac tised historic ally. This attentive
ness, how ever, creates dif ficulty for the histor ian want ing to bring 
to gether a di verse range of his tories and activ isms; as Delap argues, 
‘it would be a mis take to simply look at all these debates and move
ments in iso lation; they often shared key ideas or drew in spir ation 
from each other’s struggles’ (p. 10). In stead, then, Delap uses femin
ism as an ‘entry point to under stand better how cam paigns over 
“women’s rights”, “new woman hood”, “the awaken ing of women” 
or “women’s liber ation” might have shared con cerns and tactics’ 
(pp. 2–3). As Delap shows, adopt ing this ap proach to the his tory of 
femin ism enables the histor ian to bring to gether a broad histor ical 
and geo graphical range of actors, texts, move ments, objects, ideas, 
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and even dreams, while also acknow ledging the spe cific con texts of 
differ ent femin isms. 

Periodization and the im position of a West ern ‘hege monic femin
ism’ (to borrow from Chela Sandoval) is an other chal lenge high lighted 
by Delap.5 The his tory of femin ism has typic ally been divided into a 
series of ‘waves’, most notably the ‘first wave’ of the late nine teenth 
cen tury, when women fought for suf frage, and the ‘second wave’ of the 
late 1960s and 1970s, when femin ism turned increas ingly to issues of 
selfdetermination, vio lence against women, and repro ductive rights. 
How ever, echoing Florvil, as many post colonial femin ists and Women 
of Colour have remarked, such a period ization ob scures the activ ism 
and intel lectual work of Women of Colour. It also pre supposes a uni
versal chron ology of femin ism based on White Euro pean and North 
Ameri can ex peri ences, and in doing so ignores the exist ence and 
emer gence of femin ist move ments out side this ‘West ern’ time line.

Delap sidesteps this by ap proach ing the his tory of femin ism 
thematic ally. Across eight chap ters devoted to dreams, ideas, spaces, 
objects, looks, feel ings, actions, and songs, she ex plores how people 
have en visioned, made, felt, and prac tised femin ism. Her writing art
fully moves from differ ent coun tries, indi viduals, and periods to paint 
a pic ture of the plural ity of femin isms. She de scribes this ap proach 
as ‘mosaic femin ism’ (p. 20). In one of the most import ant con tribu
tions made by the book, Delap calls for histor ians to see femin ism as 
‘built up from in herited frag ments but offer ing distinct ive pat terns 
and pic tures. Like mosaics, the view from afar and the close read ing 
of femin isms may give a very differ ent picture’ (p. 20). As the book 
shows, such an ap proach not only expands the his tory of femin ism, 
but also reveals the cracks, div isions, and transform ations of femin
ism over time.

As almost all the books reviewed here argue, femin ism is not 
finished. Des pite the fears of some scholars that we have moved 
into a ‘postfeminist’ world, there is still import ant work to be done. 
Whether #MeToo, #NiUnaMenos, global women’s marches, Black 
Lives Matter, or the rise of rightwing popu list parties and antigender 
move ments, it is clear that the work of chal leng ing gender in justice 

5 Chela Sandoval, Methodology of the Oppressed (Minneapolis, 2000).
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must con tinue. But as these books all show, this is also work that 
must take place within our scholar ship. The re liance on universal ist 
narra tives based on the ex peri ences of a privil eged few are simply not 
enough—neither in terms of detail ing the complex ity of the past, nor 
to address the chal lenges of today.
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