Figure 2. Duty and participant types: Average marginal effects
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Notes: Source: ANES 2016. Average marginal effects plot of the association between duty and participant
type membership. Plot based on the regression results displayed in Table 4.

An additional substantive finding that is worthy of further research is the
distinctively low level of duty among the disengaged group. This group, which constitutes
17% of the population is uninvolved in most political acts, including protest; for every
indicator, the group’s conditional probability of engaging in the behavior is lower than the
population mean. In addition to having a non-zero probability of voting in the general
election (23%) this group is somewhat likely to engage in activities such as signing a
petition, posting about a political message on social media, persuading, and especially
political consumerism. Yet, relative to the other participation types identified in the

analysis, the disengaged group is clearly characterized by lower levels of civic duty.
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Focusing specifically on the act of protest in relation to participation repertoires, it
is important to note that the analysis identifies two participant types that have almost no
probability of engaging in protest, but differ in important ways in terms of their broader
repertoire of participation: the “vote-specialist” type, which is characterized by high voting
levels and levels of civic duty that are comparable to other high-voting participant types;
and the “disengaged” participant type, which is characterized by a low probability of voting
and low levels of civic duty.

Taken together, these findings show that in contrast to research designs that focus
on analyzing the determinants of separate indicators of political participation, LCA enables
the empirical identification of individuals’ broader participation repertoires and their
correlates. For example, Table 4 shows that in the current analysis the standard predictors
of participation (e.g., partisan identification, political efficacy, political interest) predict all
three of the more active participant types, while female gender predicts membership in the
all-around group, and older age predicts membership in the vote-specialists group. Future
research can leverage this approach to test expected socio-demographic correlates of

participant types in different geographic contexts and time periods.

Discussion

An important conclusion from these findings for the study of protest is that research designs
that focus specifically on a dichotomous distinction between protestors versus non-
protestors are studying two populations that are likely to differ in important ways in their
broader participation repertoires and socio-demographic correlates. This study therefore

clarifies the theoretical and methodological importance of studying political behavior such
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as protest in the context of individuals’ broader repertoires of political participation. This
illustrative analysis shows how LCA can be used as a powerful analytical tool to identify
participant repertoires and their socio-demographic correlates.

The findings in the illustrative analysis in the current study shed light on how to
reconcile two apparently contradictory findings in the literature about the expected relation
between different types of political acts and the norm of civic duty. The LCA results
confirm Blais and Achen’s (2019) finding that civic duty is positively related to voting,
while showing that their expectation that duty is unrelated to non-voting political acts is
dependent on the distinctive emphases of broader participation repertoires. Similarly, the
findings also confirm Bolzendahl and Coffé’s (2013) expectation that duty is positively
associated with voting, while showing that their expectation that duty’s positive association
with political acts beyond voting is dependent on the distinctive emphases of individuals’
broader participation repertoires. The findings demonstrate how a theoretical and
methodological perspective that focuses on broader repertoires of participation can offer a
deeper understanding of how individual participants combine specific acts of
participation—such as protest—with the full range of participatory possibilities.

The illustrative analysis also contributes a new perspective to the speculation in the
literature about the existence of a non-voting “protest specialist” group. In research and
public discussion of recent protest phenomena on the far right (e.g., white nationalist) and
far left (e.g., antifa), the question has arisen as to whether a meaningful subgroup of the
general population engages in protest while abstaining from all other political activity. The

non-institutionalized group is the closest approximation to this expectation, but the findings
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show that this group also has meaningful probabilities of engaging in multiple traditional,
electoral-oriented activities.

A related important finding is the identification of the need for further research on
the distinctive “disengaged” repertoire that is characterized by low scores on all
opportunities for political action. In siloed studies of separate political indicators, there is
no analytical window for the identification of this segment of the population. Experts on
the socio-demographic predictors of voting have revealed how voters differ from non-
voters (Leighley and Nagler 2014; Nevitte et al. 2009) and experts of protest have
established how protestors differ from non-protesters (Klandermans 2014; van
Stekelenburg and Klandermans 2014). However, few studies have focused on those who
engage in almost no political activities from the perspective of individuals’ broader
repertoire of political participation. The findings of the current study showed that in 2016,
this disengaged group constituted a sizeable 17% of the U.S. population, and its members
had distinctively low scores on duty relative to all other participant types. In an era marked
by rising levels of populism and concerns about democratic legitimacy, this
methodological approach for identifying participant types may provide a deeper
understanding of the causes and consequences of political activism, as well as political
disengagement.

An additional contribution of this methodological approach for future research on
protest is to further investigate how protest relates to representational outcomes and
democratic responsiveness. The majority of large-n cross-national survey research on the
connection between political behavior and political outcomes has tended to focus on the

act of voting. Research on this topic has shown that voters’ views tend to be better
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represented than non-voters, but the causal mechanisms connecting voting and political
outcomes remain a topic of debate. A potential mechanism that has received considerable
attention in the literature is that people who vote also tend to engage in additional political
acts that communicate their views to decision-makers (Bartels 2018; Giugni and Grasso
2019; Griffin and Newman 2005; Han 2016; Han, McKenna and Oyakawa 2021). Yet
large-n survey-based methodological approaches that identify and analyze individuals’
broader participation repertoires are not yet widely used in empirical research on these
topics. In this substantive field and others, the use of LCA to analyze participation
repertoires has the potential to shift research on political behavior from siloed studies on
seemingly unrelated political behaviors (i.e., voting; protesting) to a clearer identification
of the causes and consequences of individuals’ broader repertoires of political
participation.

A final important area of future research using LCA to identify participant
repertoires is to expand the single-context focus of the current study on U.S. data to test
cross-national and longitudinal theoretical expectations. For example, in contexts with
higher average levels of protest such as Spain or Italy, results may identify distinctive
protest repertoires that merit further study. Due to recent development in latent class
methodology related to measurement equivalence and multi-level classification (e.g.,
Alvarez et al. forthcoming; Bakk et al. 2020; Oberski et al. 2015), this sort of robust cross-
national comparison will allow researchers of protest and political behavior to broaden and

sharpen our theoretical and analytical vision in future research on these topics.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Protest as one political act in individuals’ participation repertoires

Data
e Website from which data and codebook files were originally downloaded, on
August 9, 2017
http://www.electionstudies.org/studypages/anes_timeseries_2016/anes_timeseries
_2016.htm
e Survey Documentation Analysis (SDA) for this dataset to assist in data
familiarity: http://sda.berkeley.edu/sdaweb/analysis/?dataset=nes2016
Software

Software used in the analysis include Latent Gold (LG) 5.1 and Stata 15.1 for Windows.
For the findings reported in the manuscript, three analytical steps were taken:

1.

2.

3.

Stata was used for data cleaning and variable recodes in preparation for
conducting latent class analysis (LCA).

Latent Gold was used for conducting the LCA, and LCA estimates were outputted
to a datafile using classification predication.

Stata was used for conducting multinomial logistic regression on the LCA
estimates that were produced by Latent Gold.

Supplementary analytical information

Weights: Following instructions in the ANES user’s guide and codebook
(American National Election Studies, University of Michigan, and Stanford
University 2017b), the weighting procedure in the multivariate analyses in Stata
took into account the ANES complex sample design, as follows: svyset
[pweight=V160102], strata(V160201) psu(V160202). Weights were also applied
in Latent Gold.

Variables used in analyses
For full question wording in ANES questionnaire document, see ANES (2017a, 2017b).

Political participation variables

Political activities prefatory question for ANES variables V162010 through
V162017: “We would like to find out about some of the things people do to help a
party or a candidate win an election. During the campaign, did you...

Political activities ANES variables beginning with variable V162018a were
phrased as follows; “During the past 12 months, have you [political activity
name] or have you not done this in the past 12 months?”

Political activities recode: All items were recoded to dichotomous response
options, 0=no; 1=yes.
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e Donate: the three variables in the following table are based on ANES questions
that asked about different types of donating, namely to a campaign (V162014), to
a political party (V162016), and to another group that is for/against a campaign
(V162017). Principal component analysis shows that the three variables load on
the same factor. The recoded “donate” variable is coded as 1 if the respondent
engaged in any of these three donating behaviors, and 0 if respondent indicated
“0” for all three questions.

Political participation variables
Var. in article ANES var. Question wording in ANES 2017b

Vote gen. V162031x Summary general election voting variable

Vote Senate V162046 Did R vote for U.S. Senate

Vote House V162039 Did R vote for U.S. House of Representatives

Pol. cons. V162141 How often bought or boycotted produce or
service for soc/pol reason

Persuade V162010 R talk to anyone about voting for or against cand
or pty

Social media V162018e Past 12 mos: Sent a message on FB/Twitter
about polit iss

Petition V162018b Past 12 mos: Sign internet or paper petition

Donate V162014 R contribute money to specific candidate
campaign

V162016 R contribute money to political party
V162017 R contribute to any other group for/against a

cand

Sign V162012 R wear campaign button or post sign or bumper
sticker

Contact V162019 Past 12 mos: Contact Congressman or Senator

Pol. events V162011 R go to any political meetings, rallies, speeches

Party work V162013 R do any (other) work for party or candidate

Protest V162018a Past 12 mos: Joined a protest march

Socio-demographic variables
Var. in article = ANES var. Recoded response categories

Civic duty V161151x 1=duty strong; 7=choice strong

Party ID V161155 1=Ind.; 2=Rep.; 3=Dem.

Internal efficacy V162217 Mean scale of 3 internal efficacy variables;
V162218 1=low internal efficacy; 5 = high internal
V162258 efficacy

Political interest V162256 1=not at all; 4=very

Age V161267 Age in years, continuous

Gender V161342 O=male; 1=female

Education V161270 1= <1* grade; 16=post-doctorate

Income V161361x Harmonizes pre- and post-election vars:
V162309x 1=Under $5,000; 28=$250,000+

African American  V161310x 1=Afr. Am.; O=else

Hispanic V161310x 1=Hispanic; O=else

Other non-white V161310x 1= Other non-white; 0=else
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Descriptive statistics of variables in the regression analysis

Min Max Mean SD
Civic duty 1.00 7.00 4.44 2.42
Party ID 1.00 3.00 1.97 0.80
Internal efficacy 1.00 5.00 3.31 0.77
Political interest 1.00 4.00 2.86 0.85
Age 18.00 90.00 49.58 17.58
Gender 0.00 1.00 0.53 0.50
Education level 1.00 16.00 11.17 2.32
Income category 1.00 28.00 15.34 8.12
African American 0.00 1.00 0.09 0.29
Hispanic 0.00 1.00 0.11 0.31
Other non-white 0.00 1.00 0.08 0.28

Missing data

The analysis did not include observations in the ANES data that were missing data on the

participation variables. Analyses that imputed missing data produced the same
substantive findings.

Example syntax in Latent Gold 5.1 for first model
//LGS.1//

version = 5.1

infile 'C: "'

model
title 'weighted 1-7';
options
maxthreads=4;
algorithm
tolerance=1e-008 emtolerance=0.01 emiterations=250 nriterations=50 ;
startvalues
seed=0 sets=16 tolerance=1e-005 iterations=50;
bayes
categorical=1 variances=1 latent=1 poisson=1;
montecarlo
seed=0 sets=0 replicates=500 tolerance=1e-008;
quadrature nodes=10;
missing excludeall;
output
parameters=effect betaopts=wl standarderrors profile probmeans=posterior
bivariateresiduals estimatedvalues=model;
variables
caseweight V160102;
dependent votegen_all, votesenate, votehouse, polcon, persuade,
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polmsg FaceTwit, petition, donate, sign, contact, pol_events, protest,
wrkprty;
latent
Cluster nominal 1;
equations
Cluster <- 1;
votegen all <- 1 + Cluster;
votesenate <- 1 + Cluster;
votehouse <- 1 + Cluster;
polcon <- 1 + Cluster;
persuade <- 1 + Cluster;
polmsg_FaceTwit <- 1 + Cluster;
petition <- 1 + Cluster;
donate <- 1 + Cluster;
sign <- 1 + Cluster;
contact <- 1 + Cluster;
pol events <- 1 + Cluster;
protest <- 1 + Cluster;
wrkprty <- 1 + Cluster;
end model
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