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Abstract:  

The purpose of this research is to identify the theory and praxis of global protest movement Nuit Debout 

and explicate it within the broader context of emancipatory social movements in the twenty first century. 

The advances made by occupation movements in recent years may be attributed largely to the 

incorporation of both technological/communication innovations and alternative ideas about democracy 

into these social enterprises. Social ecology is an extension of this principle of maximising potential for 

harmony between polities and the earth through both conscientious use of technological facilities and, 

moreover, diligent participation in processes of radical democracy. This has been described by Murray 

Bookchin as one of the most important tasks facing humanity in the twenty first century. 

 

(and the first two paragraphs of my talk, for flavour...) 

When the French incepted protest movement La Nuit Debout exploded on to the political scene in 2016, it 

made brief, but seismic, waves. It was an old struggle, and although the activists were extremely well read 

on revolution, for many it was the first time they'd applied its teachings in practice. Young, interested in 

society but critical of the myriad forms of oppression it inflicts, Nuit Debout were wholeheartedly 

unimpressed with their experience of late capitalist modernity. It brought to mind the almost fabled French 

revolution, making them reflect on their proximity, in ideals, to the 1871 commune, which had scared a 

thousand kings with the light of revolutionary progress, borne aloft by workers and the young. 

It was a commitment only reinforced for the activists in the face of state retaliation, where they were told 

they were had an illegitimate purpose and were repressed by martial and legal means. The activists were 

appalled by this. To their mind it appeared that state repression was extremely immoral even by the 

standards of late capitalism, insofar as it impinged on the ostensibly sacrosanct right of peoples in a liberal 

democracy to convene and debate alternative ideas about government. In this, the activists were struggling 

against the tide of regulation of protest, but succeeded nevertheless in getting their message out, 

transcending official censors and controls. 

 


