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Abstract:  

The phenomenon that became the focus of attention in this study is the social movement 
of Lapindo mudflow victims (Lumpur Lapindo is also known as LuLa) in Sidoarjo.The 
major concern of this study encompassed two issues: How did the movement emerge and 
how does its progress against the nation and corporation domination? The study result 
which employed the mapping and dynamic of social movement of the Lapindo mudflow 
victims can be grouped into three periods, they are: First Period, it occurred during May 
29,2006 to April 2997; Second Period which occurred during April 8,2007 to April 2009; 
and Third Period which occurred during April 3, 2009 to December 2014. The movement 
emerged based on the initiative and advocacy role of the non-government organization. 
However, they did not fully successful in their attempt to achieve the goals which resulting 
in the victims’ distrust toward the organization itself. Therefore, the victims managed to 
organize a social movement in claiming the damaged land and building assets due to the 
mudflow disaster. The social movement of Lapindo mudflow victims gained its ultimate 
power when the organization was established. The movement then underwent 

attenuation during the next stage of development. This occurred due to the difference of 
interest among organization leaders. That resulting in the emergence of frictions among 
organizations that deal with the social movement of Lapindo mudflow as well as the co-
optation of the political and corporation power. 
Keywords: Social Movement, Domination, Disaster 

INTRODUCTION 

In developed countries, such as Europe and the United States, social movements 

emerged in response to the issues of anti-racism, anti-nuclearism, disarmament, 

feminism, environmentalism, regionalism and ethnicity, civil libertarianism, to issues of 

personal freedom and peace (Singh, 2001: 97). 

In the Third World context, social movements which occur often associated 

indirectly with the dominant approach to social change (mainstream approach), namely 

the social changes engineered by the state through the so-called development. However, 

development in some cases proved to be viewed by the people as the cause of economic 

stagnation, the ecological crisis, as well as a variety of misery in the Third World (Fakih, 

2010: 35-36). Triwibowo (2006: xvi), stating that the social movements related to the 

action of civil society organizations or groups in support or against social change. 

Klandermans (Quah & Sales, 2000: 236), citing the opinion of  Tarrow stating that social 

movement is opposition or resistance collectively by people who have the solidarity and 

the same purpose in the process of interaction that is continuous with the elite, the 

opposition and parties authorized. According to Singh (2010: 20-21), social movements 

express the collective efforts of society to demand equality and social justice, and reflect 

community struggles to defend identities and their cultural heritages. Thus, social 

movements associated with resistance or opposition to the collective dimension. 
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In Indonesia, social movements emerged as a form of resistance that carried 

people and groups of people marginalized as a reaction against forms of domination and 

hegemony done by the state. There are three pillars of power that govern people's lives, 

that power of the state, corporations, and civil society. State have political power, the 

corporation has the corporate power, and civil society has a social power. Manifestations 

of social power is a social movement. The relation between the three pillars of power, 

namely the power of the state, corporations, and civil society, must walk in harmony 

and balance (Damsar, 2010: 129). But in some cases, often the relationship between 

these three elements are not balanced so often happens instead of synergism, but there 

are elements that are very dominant and instead there was a very weak element 

(Febriasih, 2009: 17). The tendency of domination practices emerge as a stronger 

relation between state power and corporate power that create injustice and harm the 

people. 

The social movement Lapindo mudflow disaster victims is a manifestation of social 

forces in the fight against domination and hegemony of the power of the state 

(government power) and corporations. Lapindo mudflow disaster occurred because of 

government policy that gives permission to the PT LBI (corporation) to explore oil and 

gas in the area of Porong district, Sidoarjo regency, East Java. This government policy 

has been violated Rule Sidoarjo regency and East Java Provincial Regulation on Spatial 

Planning (RTRW) Sidoarjo. Lapindo mudflow disaster victim was treated unfairly by the 

government and PT LBI (corporation). 

Victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster and build the collective power of social 

movements to fight domination of the state (government domination) and corporations, 

in oil and gas exploration policy in the area of Porong district, Sidoarjo regency. Victims 

of Lapindo mudflow disaster further action of social movements as a form of resistance 

against the dominance of the state (government) and corporate policy of oil and gas 

exploration in the region Porong, Sidoarjo. 

Tarrow (1998: 2; 2008: 225-246) states that social movements are collective 

opposition or resistance by people who have the same solidarity and purpose in the 

process of continuous interaction with the elite, the opposition and the authorities. This 

Tarrow of the opinion that it can elaboration: (1) a social movement is an act of 

resistance against the elite, authority, and against the rules of the group and other 

cultures; (2) a social movement is done in the name of the same claim on the opposing 

party, the authorities and the elite;  (3) a social movement based on a sense of solidarity 

and collective identity; and (4) to continue towards the goal of collective action, the forms 

of the struggle transformed into a social movement. 

According to Singh (2010: 20-21), social movements express the collective efforts 

of society to demand equality and social justice, and reflect community struggles to 

defend identities and their cultural heritages. Social movements and collective action 

has become a universal strength of institutions and the historical action in the 

community. Therefore, social movements and social action are not present just in 

society, but its emergence as the existence of a conflict and struggles around the issue 

of inequality, domination, freedom and social justice. 

Singh further stated that situations of inequality and social domination, if 

maintained by social institutions, it will result in a reverse situation where there was 

resistance, rejection, and rebellion against the systems of domination. For Singh, social 

structures conceptualized as an arena of intense meetings and countless of various 

groups that dominate and social collectivities dominated. Structures of society is a field 

that is constantly struggle among the various groups, strata, and competing social 

layers, which give rise to political tensions. 

According to Wahlstrom and Peterson (2006:363), the targets of contentious 

politics are also diversifying, beyond exclusively nation-state actors, to international 

agencies and intra-governmental organizations, as well as to economic actors, national 
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and multinational corporations and enterprises, industrial sectors, and so on.  Zomoren 

(2009:646) said that collective action is traditionally defined as any action that aims to 

improve the status, power, or influence of an entire group, rather than that of one or a 

few individual. However, collective action can also seek to create or prevent group 

injustice. 

To understand the dynamics of social movements, the theoretical framework of 

social movements that can be used as the basis for the analysis is the theoretical 

perspective developed by McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald (2004: 2; Sukmana, 2016: 190; 

2017: 39), about three variants of the theoretical study of social movements. McAdam, 

McCarthy, and Zald in his book entitled "Comparative Perspectives on Social 

Movements: Political Opportunities, Mobilizing Structure, and Cultural framings" 

explains that there are three important factors in assessing and analyzing about the 

emergence and development of social movements. All three of these factors include: (1) 

The structure of political opportunities and constraints that hamper the movement; (2) 

The form of organization, formal or informal, which supports a resistance (rebellion); 

and (3) collective processes of interpretation, attribution, and social construction that 

connects between opportunity and action. Simply put these three factors are: (1) 

Political opportunities; (2) Mobilizing structures; and (3) Cultural framings. 

The purpose of this study is to describe how the stages and the dynamics of social 

movements victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster in Sidoarjoagainst the dominance of 

the state and corporations. There are two reasons for the importance of research on 

social movements victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster in Sidoarjo, namely: First, the 

phenomenon of mudflow disaster in Sidoarjo is a contemporary cases of concern to the 

wider community, both regionally, nationally, and even the international community; 

and Second, the phenomenon of social movements will always appear as manifestations 

of social power in reaction to the dominance of state power and corporate power. 

METHOD 

Research Approach 

The approach used in this study is a qualitative approach (Denzin and Lincoln, 

2009: 6; Yin, 2011: 7-8), with a case study (Creswell, 2007: 73). According to Denzin 

and Guba (Salim, 2001: 89-101), a case study is one method of research with a 

qualitative approach. Strategy of inquiry done through a process of simultaneous start 

of the process of data reduction, data presentation, and conclusion (verification) that is 

guided by the theory as a frame of reference. This type of research is a case study 

(Creswell, 2007: 73). Case study is one method of research with a qualitative approach. 

The focus of qualitative research using the case study method is to determine the 

diversity and particularities of the object of study. 

Participant 

Subjects (participants) study determined through purposive or judgmental 

sampling (Babbie, 2008: 204; Neuman, 2007: 142), which includes the parties involved 

in social movements Sidoarjo mud disaster victims, which include the following: (1) 

Lapindo mud disaster victims; (2) the leaders of the social movement Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims; (3) public figures Porong; (4) Coordinator of NGOs concerned with the 

victims of disasters; (5) PT LBI representation (corporate); (6) BPLS representation; and 

(7) members of parliament Sidoarjo. 

 

Data Collection 

The process of collecting research data using four (4) basic methods are 

interrelated and complementary, namely: (1) In-depth interviews; (2) Observation; (3) 

Focus Group Discussion, and (4) Documentation. In-depth interviews conducted on 

some subject by referring to an interview guide was prepared researcher. The 
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observations were made to observe the situation and conditions in the surrounding 

areas affected by Lapindo mudflow disaster. While the Focus Group Discussion 

conducted, among others, together with representatives of the Lapindo mudflow disaster 

victims housed in the post disaster victims over mud embankment. The open discussion 

was also organized by the Sidoarjo district legislature, along with BPLS, PT LBI 

(corporation), the Government and groups of victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster. 

Documentation is done to obtain data sourced from various relevant documents such 

as the Law, the Presidential Decree (Decree), the report documents the work of BPLS, 

PT LBI (corporation), and a variety of news from the mass media both electronic and 

print media. 

 
Data Analysis 

Research data analysis technique based on qualitative data techniques. The 

stages of the process of analyzing qualitative data refers to the views of Miles and 

Huberman (1992: 16-21), namely: data reduction, data presentation, and conclusion 

(verification). The process of collecting data through interviews, observation, focus group 

discussions, and documentation. Researchers conducted the final conclusion after 

research data is constructed. The final conclusion is then verified using theoretical 

analysis framework that formed the basis of analysis. In the context of this theory as 

the basis of verification is the theory of McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald. 

Results 

Social Movement Phase. Phase (cycle) social movement Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims can be mapped into three periodization, namely: First Period; as the 

phase of the emergence of the idea (the idea of) the action of the pre-Social Movements; 

Second Period, as the phase of the emergence of social movements; and Third Period, 

as the decline phase and bias towards social movements (Sukmana, 2017: 249-250). 

Explanation overview mapping social movement Lapindo mudflow disaster victims are 

as follows:  

The first period of social movements Lapindo mudflow victims occurred in the 

period between May 29, 2006 until April 2007.During this period, a time when beginning 

the Lapindo mudflow disaster until the issuance of Presidential Decree (Decree) No. 14 

of 2007 on April 8, 2007. In the first period this can be regarded as a phase of action 

pre-emergence of the idea of Social Movements Victims of Lapindo mudflow has not 

been formed; 

The first period of social movements Lapindo mudflow victims occurred in the time 

between May 29, 2006 until April 2007. This period is the time at which the onset of 

Lapindo mudflow disaster until the issuance of Presidential Decree No. 14 of 2007 on 

April 8, 2007. In the first period this can be regarded as a phase of action pre-emergence 

of the idea of Social Movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims. 

Second Period Social Movement victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster occurred in 

the period between April 8, 2007 until April 2009. This period is a phase of stabilization 

process for the emergence of a social movement action Lapindo mudflow disaster 

victims. Important events that occurred during the Second is the establishment of 

organizations (groups of) victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster, a group of Lapindo Mud 

Victims Association (Gabungan Korban Lumpur Lapindo; GKLL) and the Society of 

Citizens Renokenongo group Lapindo mudflow victims (Paguyuban Warga Renokenongo 

Korban Lapindo; Pagarekorlap); and 

Third Period Social Movement victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster occurred in 

the time between April 3, 2009 to December, 2014. In this third period, the dynamics 

of Social Movements victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster was biased and decline. 
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Dinamics of Social Movement. The dynamics of social movements Lapindo 

mudflow disaster victims based on aspects of political opportunity, Mobilizing structure, 

and cultural framing can be explained as follows (Sukmana, 2017: 250-253): 

First Period;a period of pre-emergence of the idea of action of social movements 

victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster.In this period the factor of political opportunity that 

underlie the emergence of the action of the pre-social movement for their absence is a 

disappointment and distrust casualties Lapindo mudflow disaster against the 

government and the PT LBI (corporation) in handling the mudflow, as well as emerging 

feelings of injustice in themselves victims of the disaster on the response and policy 

government and PT LBI (corporation) on the handling of the evacuation process. 

Mobilizing structure is still sporadic and localized, with a base of community 

residential environment (residence), such as RT, RW and Village (Pam-Swakarsa) 

because in this period the group (organization) social movement Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims has not been formed. In this period there has not been a realization 

that the Lapindo mudflow disaster victims must organize themselves to build collective 

strength in the fight for their fate. In this phase of collective action by victims of Lapindo 

mudflow disaster in the form of: (1) demands penututan penanggulan mud and mud 

flows from entering the residential area; (2) the amount of value demands compensation 

for land and building assets owned by residents who destroyed inundated by mud; and 

(3) the demand for legal guarantees related to the payment of compensation. Structure 

mobilization in this period was also supported by the strength of a coalition of NGOs 

which are members of the  "Humanitarian Disaster Victims Advocacy Team Lapindo 

Mud" advocating the form of a lawsuit to court over unlawful act committed by the 

government and PT LBI (corporation). 

Explicitly  Lapindo mudflow disaster victims have not been named and feel that 

they are as Lapindo mudflow disaster victims, so that the process of cultural framing as 

Lapindo mudflow disaster victims have not been built. However, the process of cultural 

framing as victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster it is raised by outsiders, namely from 

NGOs who called as "Victim Advocacy Team Humanity Lapindo mudflow disaster "that 

was driven by the NGO of “Indonesian Laws Aid Foundation” (YLBHI) and “Indoneisa 

Environmental Forum” (WALHI). 

Factors important political opportunity which underlies the emergence of a social 

movement bencan Lumpur Lapindo victims marked with the issuance of Presidential 

Decree No. 14/2007 related to the impact of policy on the mud disaster. Lapindo 

mudflow disaster victims are dissatisfied and feel unfairly treated on the substance of 

the Presidential Regulation No. 14/2007. One substance of Presidential Regulation No. 

14/2007 that are considered unfair is set on buying and selling relationships between 

the victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster with PT LBI (corporation). In this buy-sell 

relationship, the Lapindo mudflow disaster victims is positioned as sellers of land and 

building assets that destroyed the stagnant mud, while the PT LBI (corporation) is 

positioned as a buyer. In the process of buying and selling the Lapindo mudflow disaster 

victims must show proof of authenticity in the form of land Certificates and Letters of 

Building Permit. 

While in the process of Cultural Framing, Lapindo mudflow disaster victims build 

framing that they as "the Lapindo mudflow disaster victims" were officially listed in the 

name Lapindo mudflow disaster victims groups. Besides listed in the name of the group, 

as a Cultural Framing "the of Lapindo mudflow disaster victims" also produced by 

means of symbols, images, and dramatizing the situation and condition as the Lapindo 

mudflow disaster victims. 

Third Period; a period in which the Social Movement Lapindo mudflow disaster 

victims has decreased. In this period the opportunity political factors underlying 

deterioration in the social movement as a result of the issuance of the Supreme Court 

of Cassation Decision that the mudflow in Sidoarjo as a natural disaster, where the 
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government and the PT LBI (corporation) declared not guilty. Cassation decision of the 

Supreme Court as final and has binding legal force (inkracht). 

In this period there is a change Mobilizing structure Lapindo mudflow disaster 

victims which is marked by the change of name and group strategy Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims. Officially the name of the group Lapindo mudflow disaster victims 

changed by no longer include the word "Lapindo Mud". Officially the name of the group 

Lapindo mudflow disaster victims changed and no longer includes the word "Lumpur 

Lapindo". GKLL group name which was originally an acronym for "Association of 

Lapindo mudflow victims", later changed to "Association Victims  Mud overflow ". While 

the group "Citizens Association Renokenongo Lapindo mudflow victims" (Pagarekorlap) 

changed its name to the group "Citizens Association Renokenongo Reject Contract" 

(Pagarekontrak). While the action strategy Social movement groups also changed from 

confrontational strategy into a cooperative strategy. The reduced strength Social 

Movement Lapindo mudflow disaster victims are also characterized by their relations of 

power exchanges between leaders of Lapindo mudflow disaster victims with PT LBI 

(corporation). As a consequence of the name change and strategy group, the group 

leader of the Social Movement of Lapindo mudflow disaster victims gain political power 

and advantages of business opportunities. 

Associated with the process of cultural framing, in this period Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims formally no longer refer to themselves as "victims of Lapindo mudflow 

disaster". This is apparent from the name change group which no longer includes the 

term "Lapindo Mud". In this period also occurred framing bias which is marked by the 

emergence of a cultural battle between the mass media framing in terms of disaster 

victims "Lapindo Mud" (Lula) in terms of disaster victims "Sidoarjo Mud" (Lusi). Cultural 

Framing as victims "Lapindo Mud" is reduced to disaster victims "Sidoarjo Mud". In this 

context it can be stated that the corporation (PT LBI) as the beneficiaries of both aspects 

of political opportunity, Mobilizing structure, as well as from the aspect of cultural 

framing. 

In summary, the social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims appeared 

on the initiative and the advocacy role of NGOs. However, the initiative and the advocacy 

role that NGOs did not succeed, causing distrust of the victims against the NGO. Victims 

of Lapindo mudflow disaster then organize themselves to build a social movement in 

demanding compensation for land and assets destroyed buildings inundated by mud. 

The social movement Lapindo mudflow disaster victims experiencing the peak strength 

when the formation of the group (organization) social movements. In the next 

development, the strength of the social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims 

undergo a process of weakening. The weakening process occurs because of the 

differences in interests between the actors group leader (organizations) that led to the 

emergence of friction between groups (organizations) social movement Lapindo mudflow 

disaster victims, and their co-optation of political and corporate powers. 

Discussion 

According Macionis (1999: 623; Sukmana, 2016: 26-28),results of the study 

researchers, it can be concluded that there are four stages in the process of social 

movements, namely: (1) Emergence phase; (2) coalescence phase; (3) Bureaucratization 

phase; and (4) Decline phase. 

Emergence phase: Social Movements driven by a perception that all is not well. 

Some of the women's movement and civil rights, for example, arise because of the spread 

dissatisfaction. While other movements emerged as consciousness pioneered by small 

groups on certain issues. For example, Gay activists are initiating public awareness of 

the dangers of AIDS threat, and so forth. 

Coalescence phase: After the appearance, a social movement must define himself 

and develop a strategy for going public. Leader must determine the policy, decide on a 



 

4
th

International Conference the Community Development in ASEAN ®2017  

 

 

555 
 

tactic, build morale, and recruit new members. In this stage, the movement may be 

involved in collective action such as demonstrations to attract media and public 

attention. Movement is also possible to form alliances with other organizations to obtain 

the resources necessary. 

Bureaucratization phase: In order to become a political a force, a social movement 

must have bureaucratization traits. Thus, the movement will be established, because 

the dependence on the charisma of the leader will be slightly decreased, and will be 

replaced by capable staff. When a social movement is not established it will be at risk 

of becoming dissolving. 

Decline phase: At the end of a social movement will lose its influence. There are 

five reasons why a social movement suffered a setback (Macionis, 1999: 623), namely: 

(1) Activities of a social movement suffered a setback because of the social movements 

have been successful in achieving its objectives; (2) A social movement failed because of 

the weakness or the internal contradictions within the organization; (3) A social 

movement suffered a setback because of their co-opted on the leaders of the movement; 

(4) A social movement suffered a setback because of the repression, especially from 

external parties; and (5) A social movement suffered a setback because the movement 

is formed into the mainstream. Some movements can be received into part of a system, 

so there is no challenge the status quo. 

In contrast to the phases of social movements as proposed by Macionis, in this 

study it was found that the phase of social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims 

through three phases, namely the pre-social movement, the peak phase of social 

movements and social movements loss phase. 

Referring to the results of this study, further can be expressed several notes as a 

theoretical reflection (Sukmana, 2017: 265-268), as follows: 

First; Perspective McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald about three important aspects in 

the study of social movements, namely the aspects: (1) Political opportunities; (2) 

Mobilizing structures; and (3) Cultural framing, a comprehensive analysis examines the 

social movements. The third aspect offered by McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald in 

assessing the social movements is a variant of the three main theories that developed 

in the study of social movements, the political process theory, theory Mobilizing 

resources, and identity-oriented theory. 

In the view of McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald that the social movements as a 

rational action that involves aspects of political opportunity, Mobilizing structure, and 

cultural framings. Therefore social movements will generate change the structure and 

culture change.The views McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald, it seems to indicate that the 

power aspect of political opportunity, Mobilizing structure, and cultural framing should 

be in a balanced as a unit in a social movement.That is a social movement will be 

successful, which is changing the structure and culture change, when the political 

aspects of the opportunity, Mobilizing structure, and cultural framing in equilibrium 

and interconnected.Although theoretically these three aspects, namely political 

opportunity, Mobilizing structure, and cultural framings, can be integrated 

complementary, yet practical in the study of social movements in Indonesia, particularly 

in the study of social movements victims of Lapindo mudflow disaster, the three are not 

showing the relation A balanced. Processes and dynamics social movements Lapindo 

mudflow disaster victims much influenced and dominated by Mobilizing aspects of the 

structure. 

Second; The action of social movements take place gradually and dynamically. In 

this study, the dynamic action social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims can 

be mapped into three periodization of the movement, the first period is a phase of pre-

social movement, the second period as the phase of the emergence of social movements, 

and the third period as the decline phase of the action of social movements. Conditions 

and political situation of opportunity, Mobilizing structure, and cultural framing in each 
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period were different phases of social movements and the developing context. Such a 

situation is not addressed by McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald when outlining the 

theoretical perspective. 

Third; This study found that actor leaders of social movement groups Lapindo 

mudflow disaster victims obtain political advantages and business. In this context, it 

can be said that the group social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims serve as 

insturumen (tool) to make a profit for the actor leaders of social movements. Things like 

this is one of the factors that cause deterioration in the action of social movements. 

McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald also did not elaborate on how and what factors are 

causing a social movement decreased. 

Conclusion 

The action of social movements Lumpur Lapindo disaster victims can be mapped 

into three periods, namely: The first period, this period is a phase of pre-emergence of 

the idea of social movements. The first period of this occurred in the period May 29, 

2006 until April 2007. During this period, a time when beginning the Lapindo mudflow 

disaster until the issuance of Presidential Decree No. 14 of 2007 on April 8, 2007; 

Second Period, where this period is a phase of stabilization and consolidation of the 

emergence of social movement action Lapindo mudflow disaster victims. The second 

period occurred in the period between April 8, 2007 to April 2009; and Third Period, the 

decline phase of social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims. The third period 

occurred in the period between the date of 3 April 2009 to December 2014. The decline 

in social movements Lapindo mudflow disaster victims because of friction inter-group 

social movements, and the co-optation of political and corporate powers. 

References 

Babbie, Earl. (2008). The Basics of Social Research. Belmont, USA: Thomson 

Wadsworth. 

Clark, Willial Roberts. (1998). Agents and Structure: Two Views of Preferences, Two 

Views of Institutions. International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 42, No. 2 

(Jun., 1998), pp. 245-270. 

 

Creswell, John W. (2007). Qualitative Inquiry & Research Design: Chhosing Among Five 

Approaches. New Delhi: SAGE Publications. 

 

Damsar. (2010). Introduction to Political Sociology. Jakarta: Prenada Media Group. 

 

Denzin, Norman K.; & Lincoln, Yvonna S. (2009).Handbook of Qualitative Research 
(terj.). Yogyakarta: PustakaPelajar. 

 

Fakih, Mansour. (2010). Civil Society for Social Transformation: Ideology NGO 

Indonesian Upheaval. Yogyakarta: InsistPress.  

 

Febriasih, Happy Budi. (2009). Business and Democracy. Malang: Averroes Press. 

 

Macionis, John J. (1999). Sociology. New Jersey: Prentice Hall. 

 

McAdam, Doug; McCarthy, John D.; & Zald, Mayer N (eds). (2004). Comparative 
Perspectivees on Social Movements: Political Opportunity, Mobilizing 

Structures, and Cultural Framing. Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press. 



 

4
th

International Conference the Community Development in ASEAN ®2017  

 

 

557 
 

 
Miles, Matthew B.; & Huberman, A. Michael. (1992). Qualitative Data Analysis. Jakarta: 

UI Press. 

 

Neuman, W. Lawrence. (2007). Basics of Social Research: Qualitative and Quantitative 

Appoaches. Boston: Pearson Education, Inc. 

 

Salim, Agus. (2001). Theory and Social Research Paradigm: Thinking Norman K. Denzin 
& Egon Guba, and application.Yogyakarta: Tiara Wacana. 

 

Singh, Rajendra. (2010). New Social Movement (Terj.). Yogyakarta: Resist Book. 

 

Sukmana, Oman. (2016). Concept and Theory of Social Movements. Malang: Intrans 
Publishing. 

 

Sukmana, Oman. (2017). The struggle in Mud Terrain: Overview of Social 

MovementsLapindo Mudflow Disaster VictimsAgainst the dominance 

of the State and the Corporation. Malang: UMMPress. 

 
Tarrow, Sidney. (2008). Charles Tilly and the Practice of Contentious Politics.Social 

Movement Studies, Vol. 7, No. 3, (December 2008), p.225-246. 

Tarrow, Sidney. (1998). Power in Movements: Social Movements and Contentious 

Politics. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Quah, Stella R., & Sales, Arnaud (eds). (2000). The International Handbook of Sociology. 

London: SAGE Publication. Ltd. 

 
Wahlstrom, Mattias; & Peterson, Abby. (2006). Between the State and the Maarket 

Expanding the Concepts of “Political Opportunity Structure”. 

ActaSociologica, Vol. 49, No. 4 (Dec., 2006), p. 363-377. 

 

Yin, Robert K. (2011).Qualitative Research from Start to Finish. New York: The Guilford 
Press. 

Zomeren, Martijn Van. (2009). Journal of Social Issues, Vol. 65, No. 4,  pp. 645-660. 

 

 

  


