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ABSTRACT 

Generally, activists are identifiable by their agendas, educational background and their 
activities. They are also identified as people who actively participating in a range of social, 
political and environmental issues. A number of studies have look into the profiles that mark 
a political figure. Some have tie political ideology with personality. The present study 
explores the profile by identifying the personality, attitudinal and value markers.  
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INTRODUCTION 

What image conjures in one’s mind of an activist? In Cuba, “Che” is believed to be the 
embodiment of bravery, courage and charisma1. Gandhi was humane, persistent and 
empathetic. Another question about them is: what is important to them? These people are 
no doubt not the first and definitely not the last in advocating political activism to advance 
social courses. Throughout history, political activism dotted the modern times. It continues 
today in Tunisia, Ukraine and most recently Taiwan. But is this image an over-generalization?  

Social psychologists have been interested in the study of activists and their activism (Allport, 
1961). A recurrent dilemma is whether it is a homogenuous or hetergenous profile? That is, 
are there different kinds of activists, or is there only one kind? Also, would the profile 
change for those who choose to make happen social change differently (e.g., petition, 
demonstration, lobbying, donation)? According to Baumgardner and Richards (2000), the 
different types of activism are not quantitatively but qualitatively different. The present 
study shall explore characteristics linked to political activism by analyzing data from cultural, 
political and psych-social measures. 

A number of studies have look into the profiles that mark a political figure. Some focused on 
the personality aspect (Adorno, Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, and Sanford, 1950), others 
focuses on the cultural values/ ideology aspect (Rokeach, 1973; Schwartz, 1992, 1994).   

A thorough search in the literature revealed a number of clusters that identifies the activists. 
One focus on the demographics, which found the followings:   

a) they came from affluent and upper-middle class background (their social courses are 
linked to social equality),  

b) their parents work in public sector,  

c) they are liberals (pride on intellectual interests and disdain for conventional mass culture),  

d) their parents emphasize the value of knowledge, non-material (non-status) or moral 
achievement, creativity and the readiness to serve humanity,  

e) democratic family structure in terms of sexual and age equality. 

Other areas focus on political orientation such as conservatism. A portrait of a political 
conservative suggest conservatives are more dogmatic and intolerant of ambiguity; higher in 
needs for order, structure, and closure; lower in self-esteem; higher in fear of threat and 
loss; and prefer less complex modes of thinking (Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, & Sulloway, 2003). 
The conservatives are described as fearful, inhibited, vulnerable, rigid, high need for order, 
intolerance of ambiguity and low cognitive complexity (Haidt & Graham, 2007; Jost et al., 
2003). Others added personal control, responsibility, optimism, religiosity, need for closure, 
openness to experience, dogmatism, authoritarianism, work ethic, belief in a just world, and 
conscientiousness (Schlendker, Chambers, & Le, 2012).   

From the cultural perspective, theorists suggested it is crucial to consider human values in 
understanding, and even predicting, behavioral decisions (Allport, 1961; Rohan, 2000; 
Rokeach, 1973; Schwartz, 1994). One reason why value is useful in the present study is that 

                                                        
1 His vision to free the people of Cuba from Western imperialism is, according to historians, grounded in the 
belief of a classless and equal society, and that the authority is the people to serve the people. These goals are 
grounded in communist or totalianarian values. In his attempts to overthrow the government, it was 
acknowledge that he rallied his supporters to demonstrate against the authority.  



it is a distinctive class of psychological construct (Braithwait & Scott, 1991). It is multi-
disciplinary and diverse in all social science disciplines, which make them applicable in facets 
of human behavior (Mayton et al., 1994). Values refer to important life goals or specific 
modes of conducts that are enduring which serve as guiding principles in life (e.g., Rokeach, 
1973). It guides decision-making and the evaluation of events, and is ordered by relative 
importance (Gecas, 2000). It is one that is able to mobilize people into an organized 
collective effort to solve social problems or even to transform the social order (Buechler, 
2000). Because value give rise to identity, Gecas (2000) claims identity are anchored in 
values or value systems and are important elements of self conceptions, perhaps among the 
most important, since values give meaning, purpose and direction to our lives. Rowley and 
Moldoveanu’s (2003) differentiate between interest- and identity-based activism. This is a 
useful distinction as individual interests' and identity may determine mobilization of group 
behavior (den Hond & de Bakker, 2007).  

Rokeach (1973) advocates human values are useful to understand social issues such as racial 
discrimination, political ideology and political activism. In particular, Mayton et al., (1994) 
proposed that people use the international harmony and equality, and national strength and 
order as their ideological framework that runs counter to that imposed by political 
institutions. Similarly, a universal value type such as equality, a world of beauty, and a world 
at peace are predictive of political activist behavior (Mayton & Furnham, 1994). A survey of 
six West European revealed large differences between the value priorities of older and 
younger generations. Older cohorts identified with values emphasizing economic and 
physical security while younger cohorts prefer autonomy and self-expression.  

People make decisions based on core beliefs (Rokeach & Mezel, 1966). According to Ball-
Rokeach et al., (1984), it places values at the core of personality and although it may vary in 
terms of important across life spans, it does not disappear or go away.  One of the most 
pervasive concepts in social science is that one’s basic personality structure crystallizes by 
the time one reaches adulthood. A large body of evidence indicates that people’s basic 
values are largely fixed when they reach adulthood, and change relatively little thereafter 
(Rokeach 1973; Inglehart, 1997). 

Conservatives generally share the basic values of individual freedom combined with 
individual responsibility, limited government, economic opportunity, strong national 
defense (and in-group preservation), and belief in a transcendent moral order. Liberals place 
high value on equality, endorse tolerance and pluralism in matters of morals, religion, and 
politics, and see government as a vital instrument for solving social injustice (Chambers, 
Baron, & Inman, 2006; Hunter, 1992; Lakoff, 2002). Conservatives and liberals differ in the 
moral values they emphasize. Moral foundations theory (Haidt & Graham, 2009) identifies 
five psychological foundations of morality. In the first two (i.e., harm/ care and fairness/ 
reciprocity), they focus on the rights and welfare of individuals. The remaining three 
(Ingroup/Loyalty, Authority/Respect, and Purity/Sanctity), serve to pull people together into 
cohesive groups and help to suppress individual selfishness. Together, these two sets of 
values are individual and binding foundations of morality. 

While values theories have posited the most obvious mechanism for pursuing personal 
values may be through the behavioral decisions people make, and in both the Rokeach and 
Schwartz models values are believed to be strong determinants of behavior. The empirical 
investigations on the relationship between values and behaviors have not found as strong a 
link as theoretically proposed (Hitlin & Piliavin, 2004; Maio, Olson, Bernnard, & Luke, 2003).  

A broad definition of activism is defined as ‘everyday acts of defiance’ (Baumgardner & 
Richards, 2000, p. 283). This act of defiance is a form of participation in social movements 



(Oegema & Klandermans, 1994). One way of looking at the act of activism2 is that it refers to 
two dimensions of time and effort (Klandermans and Oegema 1987, Oegema and 
Klandermans 1994). The former refers to participations that are limited in time or of a once-
only kind and involve little effort or risk (e.g., giving money, signing a petition, or taking part 
in a peaceful demonstration). The latter is more effortful that requires endurance and 
mental strain (such as being a member on a committee or a volunteer in a movement 
organization). This distinction is perhaps important especially when one (i.e., time) is less 
taxing than the other (i.e., effort). It is expected, as mentioned above (Ball-Rokeach et al., 
1984), that the behaviors, which require commitment and effort would require one’s core 
beliefs in order for the behavior to be enduring and robust, irrespective of situational sways. 
Together with Rowley and Moldoveanu’s (2003) idea of interest- and identity-based 
activism, we hypothesize the former is influenced by identity-base activism3 and the latter 
by interest-based. When the types of activism are limited in time – that is, if the behavior 
requires a mere signature (as in a political petition) or monetary support, then their actions 
are easily forged by temporal or exterioral influences. For example, days after Britain’s exit 
vote, more than three million petitions were tallied, supporting a second referedum. No 
doubt there will be people whom persevere in the political course. But how are the 
majorities different from those who are more effortful? Evidence on grit characteristics 
(Duckworth, Peterson, Matthews & Kelly, 2007), which refers to as perseverance and 
passion for long-term goals, aligned with the kind of efforts associated with effortful political 
activism4.  

The main point in studying the profile of activists is to determine the characteristics under 
which this relatively rare type of person finds it possible to overcome the constraints and 
attractions of daily life and the sense of ineffectiveness shared by the great majority.  

METHODS 

Participants 

The sample includes 36 countries from the European Social Survey (ESS) data set. The total 
sample size is 282,641, which was based on respondents’ aged 15 or above. The eldest 
respondent reported an age of 123 years. The youngest reported was 13. Those under the 
official minimum age were removed from the data pool. The gender split for male and 
female is 46% and 54% respectively (the official ESS website also contains frequency and 

                                                        
2 Another way of looking at activism, according to Corning and Myers (2002), aims to accomplish political 
agendas/goals (e.g., gender equality, discrimination against sexual orientation or age, freedom of speech, and 
political ideology). Porta and Diani (2009) discuss several mechanisms by which tactics in social movement can be 
effective in a public policy context. It includes petitions and lobbying to confrontations and sabotage (Rochon, 
1988) and reflecting the entire range of conventional, disruptive, and violent tactics (Tarrow & Tollefson, 1994). 
Via social movement, activists can mobilize people into an organized collective effort to solve social problems or 
even to transform the social order (Buechler, 2000).  Social movement is regard as a shared belief about a 
preferred state of the world (McCarthy & Zald, 1977) and it is motivated by either instrumental, self-
identification or ideological means (Klandermans, 2004). 
3 In much of the social movement literature, being an activist is a collective identity linked to participation in 
a social movement/collective action. A particular collective identity locates people as members of a group 
and this identity is fortified by virtue of participating in collective action, especially action that carries risk 
(Rupp & Taylor, 1999). Being involved in a social movement provides a sense of 'we-ness' (Snow, 2001). 
This we-ness may be another source of influence on interest-based activism.  

4 Grit means to strenuously work towards hardship. Grit will sustain effort and interest over years despite failure, 
adversity, and plateaus in progress. Grit approaches achievement as a life long challenge. People without grit are 
easily disappointed or bored but the gritty individual stays the course. 

 



percentage for other demographic variables). All the participants are solicited from either a 
register or in the field. The survey intended to be as diverse as possible. Because of this, the 
sampling frame different from one country to another. All the sampling frames were 
evaluated by the responsible sampling experts along with the National Coordinator (NC) of 
the ESS. In the six rounds from 2004 to 2014, a variety of complex sample designs such as 
stratified random samples, multi-stage sample designs and combinations of them were 
used. The sample in the study is based on data collected in round 2 to 7. Round 1 was 
excluded because it did not collect the political behavior variables. The response rate from 
2004 to 2012 ranges from 60 to 63 percent. The ESS intend to target a response rate of 70 
percent. 

The data was made available to the author by the ESS after seeking permission for access. 
The entire data structure measured variables on: left-right orientation; libertarian-
authoritarian orientation; basic human values (Schwartz scale); satisfaction with democracy; 
trust in institutions, confidence in the economy; interest in politics, party affiliation and 
voting turnout; personal and system efficacy; religious orientation; Church attendance; 
belief in God. The present study selected only a subset of this variable set (see Table 12).  

Scales/ Questionaire Items 

The range of items used by the ESS is vast. For round-2 to -7, the dataset consists of 604, 
519, 673, 674, 626 and 537 variables. It should be noted that only a portion of all the items 
included histories on its development, use and results (e.g., validity and reliability). Items 
without histories on its psychometric properties may undermine the results by inflating the 
parameters associated in the statistical analysis.   

Portrait Values Questionnaire 

The Portrait Values Questionnaire (PVQ) is a 21-item scale developed by Schwartz (1994) 
(Figure 1). It has been validated internationally. It is a self-administered scale that classifies 
respondents into ten distinct categories according to their primary psychosocial motivations. 
Ten motivationally distinct types of values were derived from universal requirements of the 
human condition and verified in cross-cultural research in 47 countries (Schwartz, 1992; 
Schwartz & Sagiv, 1995). The 10 value types can be organized into four higher-level value 
types: (a) self-transcendence (universalism and benevolence) that emphasizes acceptance of 
others as equals and concern for their welfare, (b) self-enhancement (power and 
achievement) that emphasizes pursuit of own relative success and dominance over others, 
(c) openness to change (self-direction and stimulation) that emphasizes independent 
thought and action and favoring change, and (d) conservation (security, conformity, and 
tradition) that emphasizes submissive self-restriction to preserve the status quo. Hedonism 
is related both to openness to change and to self-enhancement. The structures of relations 
among the 10 value types and the four higher-order value types have also been confirmed in 
cross-cultural research.  

===== 

INSERT Figure 1 here 

===== 

Social Trust 

Social trust is the beliefs that others will not knowingly or willingly do you harm, and will act 
in your interests at best (Hardin, 1998). The operationalization of the trust refers not to 



political trust between citizens and the political institutions. Instead, it is about interpersonal 
trust between citizens. The present study takes the view that social trust is a core 
personality trait of individuals (Allport 1961; Cattell 1965). 

The concept of social trust is measured on an eleven-point rating scale with the standard 
survey question: "Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted, or 
that you can't be too careful in dealing with people?" Those who say that most people can 
be trusted are given a score of 10, and those who say you can't be too careful are scored 0. 

Political trust 

A series of seven items, measuring "confidence” in local and the European parliament, the 
legal system, law enforcement (i.e., police), politicians, political parties and the United 
Nations, was used as a measure of political trust, and as an indicator of political capital. 
Trust at these different levels is a diverse measure of the different levels of confidence 
towards the establishment. It is the equivalent in modern large-scale society of 
interpersonal trust (Seligman, 1997). For a thorough considerations and discussions of these 
items, refer to Curtice et al. (2003).  

Perceived Quality of Society (PQOS) 

Harrison, Saini and Zwiener (2016) identify a specific subset of relevant variables that 
measure three different aspects of the perceived quality of society: (1) societal satisfaction, 
(2) political trust, and (3) views on public service provision. The three aspects representing 
the perceived quality of society (PQOS) are measured by nine items representing satisfaction 
with economy/democracy/government, state of health/ education, and trust in 
police/politicians/legal system/parliament. While all three aspects are theoretically distinct, 
they all tap into the same diffuse concept of evaluations of society. These nine items will be 
used individually and not aggregated as it is for the PQOS.  

Political Behavior 

Two nominal level items measure whether (in either Yes or No response) they took part in 
political petition and political demonstration. The first item probed past political 
engagement by way of support in petition signing. The second item measures past 
participation in political demonstration (van Deth, 2001, 2010).  

Data analysis 

The presented paper employs multinomial regression analysis to examine the associations 
between the dependent and independent variables. In compliance with minimum sample 
size requirement, the ratio between cases to independent variables is 14 to 1. Multinomial 
regression analysis is amenable not only to larger data sets (Peduzzi et al., 1996), but also to 
samples where the dependent variables have more than 2 categories. Multinomial 
regression analyses are useful for the analysis of data generated in the fashion described 
above as they examine specific contrasts between the categories of each dependent variable 
and their association with the independent variables (Pampel, 2000). In so doing they 
minimize the redundancy of repeated tests thus increasing the likelihood of demonstrating 
that the associations between the categories of the dependent variables and the 
independent variables arise from significant differences between the actual data set in 
comparison to a hypothetical data generated on the basis of a null hypothesis (i.e., in the 
instance of the present research, that difference between petitioners/ demonstrators in 
relation to traits, values, beliefs and attitudes are equally distributed).   



RESULTS 

Of the 282,641 respondents, about 64% were missing cases for both political petition and 
demonstration. The same percentage for petition and demonstration is a coincident. About 
72% and 92% (N = 72,234 and 92,679) of the petition and demonstration population 
responded “No” to the question. The percentage of petitioner and demonstrator are low but 
these are people who are the minority. Table 1 indicates the group composition from round-
2 to -7.  

======= 

Insert Table 1 

=======  

Results of the MRA for political petition and demonstration are shown in Table 4 to 9. The 
subsequent tables will be organized into political petition and political demonstration (left 
and right of the table respectively). Each response within each question (i.e., Yes) is 
reference by the nay response (i.e., No).  

Covariates included variables such as sex, age, nationality, marital status, household size 
income, and occupation. The covariates entered the regression initial step followed by the 
related items. Preliminary analysis indicated the covariates did not impacted on petition 
behavior and the results are similar for political demonstration. Subsequently, the analyses 
were re-run without the covariates. 

The Initial Log Likelihood Function (above), (-2 Log Likelihood or -2LL) is a statistical measure 
like total sums of squares in regression. If the independent and the dependent variable are 
associated, the log likelihood measure will decrease. The initial log likelihood value (for 
example, 12773 for round in the year 2004) is a measure of a model with no independent 
variables, i.e. only a constant or intercept. The final log likelihood value (e.g., 11343) is the 
measure computed after all of the independent variables have been entered into the logistic 
regression. The difference between these two measures is the model chi-square value (e.g., 
1430) that is tested for statistical significance. This test is analogous to the F-test for R² or 
change in R² value in multiple regression which tests whether or not the improvement in the 
model associated with the additional variables is statistically significant. For round year 2004 
(shown in table below), there is a significant relationship between the dependent variable 
and the set of independent variables (p < .0005). The other rounds (e.g., 2008, 2014) are also 
significant.  

======= 

Insert Table 2 & 3 

======= 

The Cox and Snell R² measure operates like R², with higher values indicating greater model 
fit. However, this measure is limited in that it cannot reach the maximum value of 1, so 
Nagelkerke proposed a modification that had the range from 0 to 1. The Nagelkerke's 
measure is used here to indicate the strength of the relationship. The Nagelkerke’s measure 
is provided at the bottom of each table, from table 4 to 9. The range for this measure is .13-
.18 and .12-.18 for petition and demonstration respectively. A general rule of thumb 
indicates scores below .15 is considered poor.  



The likelihood ratio tests are a hypothesis test that the variable contributes to the reduction 
in error measured by the –2 log likelihood statistic. In the models below, the variables are all 
significant contributors to explaining differences in political behavior. Variables that did not 
impact on the dependent variable significantly are not shown. The influential items are 
marked by high odds scores, with scores deviating from either sides of one (e.g., 0.7/ 1.2) 
inferring a higher probability of occurrence.  

Year: 2004 

As shown in table 4, those who take part in petitioning are defined by many different beliefs 
and preferences, which are heterogeneous and incomparable to each other. For example, if 
the extreme positive and negative odds are taken (e.g., row 1-3, 34-36), those who: are 
interested in politics; are hampered due to illness; do not think high pay jobs are important; 
believe the public officials are corrupted; do not identify with hedonistic values; take part in 
social activities, are more like to take part in political petition (23, 22, 14, 13, 10 and 8% 
respectively). Similarly, those who take part in political demonstration are, for example, 
those who: are interested in politics; worries about dishonest treatments; take part in social 
activities; support immigration; expect the government to narrow the wealth gap; do not 
prefer their work to involve in learning of new things (30, 22, 18, 18, 18 and 15% 
respectively).  

In general, the weightings below provide a convoluted mix of the preferences and views of 
the petitioners about the society, about themselves, about their relationship with others. In 
particular, the petitioners have a sense of what it means to serve the civil virtues (row1, 4). 
They enjoy the present of other’s company (row3) and value the importance to have fun in 
life (row2), especially with close friends and family (row7). Being rich and wealthy are not 
important to them (row34). They trust the society and people in general (row8) and is 
reported to have a good state of health (row6, 35). With regard to humanitarian issues and 
on the issue of immigration, their stance is firmed and liberal (row33). Perhaps their rooted 
interests in politics are the underlying drive tying all these contingencies together (row36).   

Demonstrators can be identified as those who work in non-traditional jobs, where the 
environment is changing and requires them to acquire new knowledge (row3). Unlike the 
petitioners, they place less importance in family (row4) and other social activities (row2) but 
do, ironically, socialize with friends and relatives (row5). To them, it is much more important 
to have fun and seek things that are hedonistic (row8) as well as to be in a job that allow 
them to be autonomous (row23) and variety (row24). Being in a safe and secure surrounding 
or situation are not important to them (row9). Their view on what is right and wrong is 
blurry (row25) and they are more socialistic than conservative (row26). They hold a strong 
distrust towards financial institutions (row27) and believe the wealth gap should be narrow 
(row28). Similar to the petitioners, they also hold strong interests in political matters 
(row30).   

======= 

Insert Table 4 

======= 

Year: 2006 

As shown in table 5, those who take part in petitioning are defined by many different beliefs 
and preferences, which are heterogeneous and incomparable to each other. For example, if 
the extreme positive and negative odds are taken (i.e., row 1-3, 34-36), people who are 



more likely to sign a political petition are those who: take part in social activities; do not 
agree their lives choices are limitless; do not feel positive towards themselves; are 
interested in politics; are hampered daily by illness; like to learn new things. For 
demonstration, the characteristics that identify these kind of political activism are those 
who: are sociable but do not believe they have a say in how to live their life; are interested 
in politics; expect government to reduce the wealth gap; enjoys novel things.  

Overall, the weighting and the odds parameters provide a heuristic portrayal of the people 
who take part in some level of political activism (i.e., petition). In some ways, their responses 
as expected based on our lay-judgment of the idea of activism. For example, they take part 
in social activities (row1) and believes they are “free to decide how to live” their lives (row2). 
Their health is not troubled by sleeplessness (row4) nor hampered by chronic illness 
(row43). They take pride in identifying themselves in terms of people they know rather than 
things they possess (or materialism) (row5 & 8). Their views on immigration is that it 
enriches cultural and diversity (row6). They also feel positive about themselves (row3 & 41). 
Although their values are traditional, they are receptive in learning new things (row42). On 
the contrary, they reported feeling bored and watch too much television (row39 & 40).  

The demonstrators are very similar to the petitioners as in the above. They responses 
indicated moderate to high distrusts toward the ruling bodies (13 & 14). The demonstrators 
have a sense of control of their lives (row3) and their esteem is highly regarded (row5). They 
are altruistic (row 7) and do not feel people try to take advantage of their kindness (row8). 
They believe it is important to reduce the income gap (row26) and their value towards 
conservation is strong (row24).  

 ======= 

Insert Table 5 

======= 

Year: 2008 

As shown in table 6, there are 50 variables linking the likelihood of political petitioning. 
These variables are theme by issues on education, immigration, welfare as well as variables 
that identify participants by their personal values, state of well-being and trusts toward the 
ruling body. If the extreme positive and negative odds are taken (i.e., row 1-3, 34-36), the 
petitioners are those who: believes in gender equality; are sociable, are interested in 
politics, supports immigration; has social support from intimate networks. For 
demonstration, the characteristics that identify a demonstration participants are theme by 
issues on crime, education, equality, immigration, quality of governance, welfare as well as 
variables that identify participants by their personal values, sociability, trusts toward the 
ruling body. The odds associated with demonstrators are those who: are sociable, believes 
in gender equality, are interested in politics; identifies with hedonistic values; supports 
rights for homosexuals.  

Overall, the weighting and the odds that these responses provide a heuristic portrayal of the 
people who take part in some level of political activism (i.e., petition and demonstration). 
Some of their responses as expected based on our lay-judgment of the idea of activism. For 
example, over the matter of equality, they believe “men should not have more rights to job 
than women when jobs are scare” (row1) and the lives of homosexuals should be respected 
(row46). Similarly, they support cultural diversity by allowing immigrants into the country 
(row48). They are the most sociable people, with close social support and they are 
affectionate and compassionate towards their friends and family (row2, 3, 47, 49). In turns 



of value preference, they do not believe their life should be measured in terms of material 
means such as a secure home, wealth or socially approved success (row4, 6 & 8). Their lives 
are not hindered by chronicle illness (row45) and this does not interfere with their interests 
in politics through activism (row50).  

The portrait of a demonstrator is very much like the petitioner. For example, they believe in 
the legality and the impartiality of the law (row5) so that all people are treated equality by 
the justice system. The political parties are perceived as trustworthy (row9) and they do 
agree that a strict adherence of the law a virtue (row4). They believe in the inner goodness 
and honest of people, especially those who on government welfare (row7). 

 

======= 

Insert Table 6 

======= 

Year: 2010 

As shown in table 7, there are about 50 variables that can be used to explain (or even 
predict) the likelihood of political petitioning. These variables are theme by issues on 
equality, immigration, nationalism, quality of governance, trust toward the ruling body, 
welfare as well as personal qualities related human-values, sociability and well-being. If the 
extreme positive and negative odds are taken (i.e., row 1-3, 34-36) as a guiding framework 
for interpretation, then the petitioners are those who: believes in gender equality; trusts the 
legitimacy of the law, socializes, have interests in politics, supports the idea of cultural 
diversity, survives daily from chronicle health-related problems. For demonstration, the 
characteristics that identify demonstration participants are theme by issues on equality, 
immigration, legitimacy and enforcement of the law, quality of governance. Political 
demonstrators can also be identified by human values, their trusts toward the ruling body 
and a range of well-being parameters. The characteristics associated with demonstrators are 
those who: are sociable, believes in equality, has the view that police actions are unfair, are 
interested in politics, supports homosexual rights, want the government to do more to 
address welfare and poverty.   

Overall, these responses provide a heuristic but a conflicting portrayal of people who take 
part in some level of political activism (i.e., petition). In some way, some of their responses 
as expected based on our lay-judgment of the idea of activism. For example, over the matter 
of gender equality, they believe not that “men should have more rights to job than women 
when jobs are scare” (row1) and that not “all laws should be be strictly obeyed” (row2). 
They reported that it is important to them to achieve a balance between family and work 
(row6). They value virtues that, being expressive and opinionate, leads to other people’s 
attention (row7) but value less on wealth (row8). They are not adversely affected by 
chronicle illness (row45) and their value the benefits that immigrants bring to the society 
(row46). In some other way, their responses are not as we expect. For example, they have a 
lessen sense of justice and believe buying stolen goods are acceptable (row4 & 44). The 
results are rather unexpected because it describes a person who is interested in politics but 
admit they would act illegally (for political or idiosyncratic reasons) (row47).     

The portrait of a demonstrator is filled with ambiguity and consistencies. On the one hand, 
they are the most sociable and most of the time they do not feel lonely (row1 & 5). On the 
other hand, they do not believe the police are impartial and exercise their judgment without 



bias (row2). They also believe police may act without lawful justifications (row3). Job 
security is important to him (row6) but their stance on immigration has been protagonistic 
(row7). This is consistent with their response on the idea of equality (row35), which they 
support in terms of reducing the wealth gap (row38). Yet, they can accept buying stolen 
goods (row37). Their interests in political matters are strong (row40) and it extents the 
rights of homosexuals (row40).  

======= 

Insert Table 7 

======= 

Year: 2012 

As shown in table 8, there are close to 50 variables linking the likelihood of political 
petitioning. At the social level, these variables are themed by issues on democracy, equality 
and immigration. At the individual level, individual characteristics such as personal value, 
well-being, trust toward the ruling body and personal convictions are also relevant. By far 
the more influential items associated with the participation of political petition are those 
that emphasize: personal achievement, social support, obedience, political interest, support 
for homosexual agendas and debilitating illnesses on social activities. For demonstration, the 
characteristics that identify these people revolve around societal issues such as democracy, 
equality, politics, immigration as well as those that are more about individual human beings 
(e.g., notions of freedom, value, well-being, sociability, trust). By far the more influential 
items associated with the participation of political demonstration are those that emphasize: 
sociability, loneliness, experience of the novelty, political interests, self worth, and 
homosexual rights.  

Overall, these responses provide a heuristic sketch of people who take part in some level of 
political activism (i.e., petition). Some of their responses are stereotypical. For example, they 
are identified by values that emphasize hedonism (row5) and they value living in a safe and 
secure place (row8). This is in parallel with several items indicating social support (row2 & 
4). They believe it is very important for the government to reduce wealth gap (row46), allow 
migration from poorer countries outside Europe (row45), and homosexuals are free to 
choose their life (row47). They are not adversely hindered in daily activities due to chronicle 
illness (row48). They do not aspire to values associated with personal success and obedience 
(row1 & 3). It appears their petitioning may be driven by their interests in politics (row49).  

The demonstrators and petitioners share similar values in that they both do not aspire “to 
be rich” and “have money and expensive things” (row6) and “live in secure and safe 
surroundings” (row7). The demonstrators are also marked by their hedonistic values (row8). 
The demonstrators reported being happy (row9) and not lonely (row2). They advocate that 
the ruling class should address the current income gap or wealth inequality (row30). They 
are interested in politics, supportive of equality measures and homosexual agendas (row34, 
31 & 32). They also reported feeling positive towards their life. It is typical to find these upon 
the demonstrators.  

======= 

Insert Table 8 

=======Year: 2014 



As shown in table 9, there are close to 40 variables linking the likelihood of political 
petitioning. These variables are weighted on themes such as immigration and perception on 
the quality of governance, but the table indicates that most are tied to personal 
characteristics such as the respondents’ value preference (e.g., row 6, 7, 9, 11), their state of 
well-being (row 1, 3, 29), social and political trust (15, 20, 25) and sociability (2, 5, 8). In 
particular, the more influential items associated with the participation of political petition 
are those that emphasize on: affective state, social support, quality of sleep, political 
interests, homosexual rights and the ease to continue with daily activities. Influential items 
are marked by high odds scores, with scores deviating from either sides of one (e.g., 0.7/ 
1.3) inferring a higher probability of occurrences.  

Focusing at the societal level, variables that weighed on the likelihood of political 
demonstration revolve around occurrences issues such as political activism (row 12, 13), 
immigration (14, 17, 26) and racial integration (3, 4, 28). At the individual level, the issue of 
trust (e.g., government, legal system, police), personal values (6, 7, 8, 9) and well-being (1, 5, 
24) are likable factors related to political demonstration. In particular the more salient items 
associated with the participation of political demonstration are those that emphasize on: 
clinical symptoms (e.g., depressed feelings), participation of social events, over-crowding of 
immigrants in local neighborhood, experience of crime (i.e., burglary), interests in politics 
and religious attendance. 

Overall, these responses provide a heuristic sketch of people who take part in some level of 
political activism (i.e., petition). In some way, some of their responses are stereotypical. For 
example, they are interested in anything of a political nature (row35) and they do not value 
conformity/ obedience (row4 & 11) or tradition (row9) or personal achievements (row14). 
Nor do they aspire to live in a place that offers safety or riches or recognition (row6 & 10). In 
some other way, their responses are not as we expect. For example, they reported not 
feeling sad/ depressed (row1) on a regular basis but have been experiencing as well as sleep 
restlessness (row3). They reported to feel good about their health (subjective health; row29) 
and that they lives are not hampered by chronic illness (row33). This is interpreted under 
the backdrop of reports about their social network – that is, they have “many people with 
whom… can discuss intimate and personal matters” (row2) and many diverse networks for 
socializing (row5 & 8).  

Between the petitioners and the demonstrators, there are apparently not much that 
differentiate them except the latter is marked by victimization of crime (row31) and they are 
not religious (row29).  

======= 

Insert Table 9 

======= 

Combined results from 2004 to 2014 

A longitudinal integration of common parameters on petitioning and demonstrating are 
shown in table 10 and 11. The numeric represent the same odds shown in the above tables. 
Graphical illustrations of the fluctuations between 2004 and 2014 are shown in figure 1-17. 
The following are in point forms.  

Petition 

Items that remain unchanged are related to: 



• Value (e.g., success, altruism) 
• Trust in the establishments (e.g., politician, United Nations, Parliament,  
• Attitudes toward European unification 
• Attitude on immigration 

Items that follow a linear trend 

• Political interests 
• Well-being 

 

======= 

Insert Table 10  

======= 

Demonstration  

Items that remain unchanged are:  

• Value (e.g., safety and security) 
• Religion 

Items that are linear 

• Welfare 
• Political interest 

======= 

Insert Table 11  

======= 

DISCUSSIONS 

Based on the six rounds of data, the results provide a profile of people who supports 
political activism via the signing petitions. Their profiles apparently resemble people we may 
know personally – that is, our family-members, our friends, our colleagues, our neighbors or 
acquaintances. They are identified and defined in terms of their relations and networks with 
people and how they make them feel. Issues on immigration occupy the central part of their 
political interest.  

Compared to the petitioners, the demonstrators are defined by their political interests and 
personal experiences. They believe the ruling body is untrustworthy but they trust that the 
system of justice is fair and can be trusted.  They work in industries where learning new 
things are the status quo. Welfare for the people and the intolerance of unequal wealth 
distribution are perhaps why they commit to the activism. While demonstrators trust the 
rule of law, they have little confident in the people within the system. They are altruistic and 
have a sense of civil virtue. Although they do not trust politicians or people from the 
authority, they trust people in general. Their attitude towards obeying to all aspects of the 
laws are conflicting and may change from matter to matter.   



Both are sociable and prefer people than possessions and/or social approval. Their political 
interests maybe rooted in their sense of social justice and equality. They are hedonistic and 
enjoy themselves in social gatherings. They are healthy in esteem as well as being able to 
deal with life’s daily chords.  

One aspect of political activism is the social aspect, the sense of we-ness, according to Snow 
(2001). We find evident for this for the petitioners and demonstrators. The sense of 
belonging and affiliation is important in the age where social network are never away from 
one’s palm. Being able to extent to others that one has make an attempt to change for the 
betterment of the society is almost as important as the conventional purpose of activism. 
One could speculate the nature of activism may undergo a metamorphosis in which the 
social aspect play a large role in its momentum and perhaps its future.  
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