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Research Questions

•What are the patterns of civic engagement 
among young people in Hong Kong?

•How does young people’s civic engagement 
relate to their activism and radicalism?



Definition of Activism & Radicalism in this 
study
• Activism: legal and non-violent political actions with the goal of 

achieving social or political change (Moskalenko & McCauley, 2009).

• Radicalism: illegal or violent political actions with the goal of 
achieving social or political change (Moskalenko & McCauley, 2009).

• In both cases, activism/radicalism includes a wide range of different 
actions. Also, activism/radicalism can target a range of actors, such as 
governments, citizens, corporations, capitalist systems, etc. 
(Saunders, 2013).



Why Civic Engagement?

• However, scholars have been suggesting that:

• “Both conventional political volunteering and protest activism rely on commitment, 
values, solidarities, and often altruism, as ordinary citizens seek solutions to collective 
problems/issues” (Mati, Wu, Edwards, Taraboulsi, & Smith, 2016, p.516). 

• In one way or another, young people’s activism and radicalism sometimes share the 
same set of social values and rationales with civic engagement (e.g. volunteering and 
advocating).

• Civic engagement is developmentally advantageous for young people. It is indicative of a 
healthy civic society, which is needed for functioning democracies (Arnett 2002; Flanagan 
& Sherrod, 1998; Martinez, Penaloza, & Valenzuela, 2012; Sapiro 2004).



Why Civic Engagement?

• Indeed, in some studies, participation in social movements is also seen as a 
component of civic engagement.

• Civic Engagement (Pancer, Pratt, Hunsberger, & Alisat, 2007) = 
• Political activities [E.g. 'Attended a demonstration']
• Community activities [E.g. 'Helped organize neighborhood or community events']
• Responding activities [E.g. 'Signed a petition']
• Helping activities [E.g. 'Visited or helped out people who were sick']

• In order to understand Hong Kong young people’s motives of participating in 
social movements, we therefore focus on civic engagement.



Research Projects & Design

• Identities of Youths in Hong Kong: Values, Well-being and Views 
(2015-2017)  Cross-sectional study

- 1 wave of survey and focus groups

• A Panel Study of Social and Political Engagement Among University 
Students in Hong Kong (2019-2021)  Panel study

- 2 waves of survey and individual in-depth interviews



Data and Measurements (Selected)

• Datasets: 
• 2015-2016 (Collected AFTER Umbrella Movement)

• 2019 (Wave 1 Survey) (Collected BEFORE the Anti-extradition Movement started)

• Measurements:
• Civic Engagement: Youth Inventory of Involvement (Pancer, Pratt, Hunsberger, & 

Alisat, 2007)

• Activism and Radicalism: Activism-Radicalism Scale (Moskalenko & McCauley, 2009)

• Future intentions 

• Past behaviours

• Socio-demographic variables (e.g. age, gender, political identification)



Demographics
2015-2016 dataset (N = 558) 2019-2020 dataset (N = 797)

Age: Mean: 21.39 (2.18) (18-26 years 
old)

Mean: 20.66 (1.94) (18-33 years 
old)

Gender: Male: 177 (31.7%)
Female: 381 (68.3%)

Male: 344 (43.2%)
Female: 452 (56.8%)

Political identification:

--> Pro-democracy 223 (40.3%) 155 (25.2%)
--> Pro-establishment 14 (2.5%) 26 (4.2%)
--> Pro-independence - 50 (8.1%)
--> Self-determination - 88 (14.3%)
--> Neutral / None of 
them

307 (55.5%) 291 (47.2%)

--> Others 9 (1.6%) 6 (1.0%)



Findings

• In our datasets, we used K-means clustering analysis to classify the survey respondents 
into 4 groups, with regards to their level of engagement in political activities, community 
activities, responding activities, and helping activities (based on YII): 

• Uninvolved group - Lowest scores in all 4 types of social/political activities. 

• Responder group - Slightly higher scores on responding and helping activities over 
community and political activities.

• Helper group – Similar pattern shown by 'Responder group‘ but with higher overall 
scores

• Activist group - Highest scores in all 4 types of social/political activities. 
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Bivariate correlations
Activism 
intentions

Radical intentions Past activism Past radicalism

2015-2016 
dataset (N = 558)

Activism 
intentions 

1.00

Radical intentions .502*** 1.00

Past activism .411*** .378*** 1.00

Past radicalism .225*** .385*** .588*** 1.00

2019-2020 
dataset (N = 797)

Activism 
intentions 

1.00

Radical intentions .617*** 1.00

Past activism .405*** .392*** 1.00

Past radicalism .266*** .400*** .556*** 1.00



Discussions and reflections

• Participation in social movements and protest is invaluable for 
intrapersonal, social, and societal development. It should not be 
discouraged by state institutions as it serves as a channel by which civil 
society can better communicate their grievances to the state. 

• As the results showed, the four-group typology (i.e. uninvolved, responder, 
helper, and activist) holds across time and cultural-context.

• Furthermore, the four-group typology corresponds with future intentions 
and past behaviours, with regards to activism and radicalism. 
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