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Abstract

The article deals with the analysis of theory, methodology, and mea-
suring of political participation. The author comparatively scrutinized
theoretical problems of genesis, functions, role, and prognosis for the
future of this phenomenon in the sociological theory in order to reveal
distinguishing characteristics in the existing approaches. Thorough
analysis and summarizing of various conceptions relative to political
participation, as well as empirical research are offered for the study of
transitional society. The definition of political participation, its struc-
ture, motivation, main forms and factors, models of stratification in
modern conceptions have been comparatively analyzed and system-
atized as a methodological basis of empirical research. The author
elaborated and tested an original approach to the assessment of politi-
cal participation based on the Guttman one-dimensional continuity
scale. Using this approach, the author has calculated the index of politi-
cal participation (IPP) and constructed four-dimensional model of the
political participation stratification in accordance with survey data.

“New Old” Political Realities: Statement of a Task

In Ukrainian society, the current situation is characterized by the
growth in people’s participation in political processes, which was pushed

1

Translated from the Ukrainian text “Politychna uchast’: teoriia, metodolohiia ta vymiriuvannia iz
zastosuvanniam metodu shkalohramuvannia za Hutmanom”, Sotsiolohiia: teoriia, metody, marke-
tynh, 2005, Ne 4, pp. 46-72.
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by the massive protest actions of the presidential election of 2004 called
the Orange Revolution. However, these new political realities — mobiliza-
tion and intensification of political participation — lead to the problems
known to science and discussed in political sociology from 1960s. On the
one hand, the intensified political activity develops structures of civil soci-
ety, forms a strong and well-organized democratic community; on the
other hand, it can pose obstacles preventing activity of the power bodies
(“strong society — weak state”). According to some researchers (J. Migdal,
S. Huntington and others), in countries newly formed and still economi-
cally weak, the main collision relates to efficiency of the power under the
intensified control by civil society, which requirements do not always cor-
respond to wishes and aims of politicians and representatives of the
power. In new countries, the mass political mobilization can significantly
lessen due to its pressure, stability, mobility, and efficiency of administra-
tive institutions’ functioning [1, pp. 397-398].

In Ukraine, such contradictions among the power structures make
politicians and scientists look for ways of balance between the control
over power, meaning the stronger limitations, and immediate effects of
the power’s decisions, requiring the maximum freedom of power in se-
lection of means and actions.

At the same time, the national sociology lacks for profound theoreti-
cal and methodological analysis of an important index of society’s condi-
tion known as a political participation; furthermore, methodological ap-
proaches to its measurement are not developed. As a result, the mea-
surements are fragmentary (different indicators are used), results of dif-
ferent studies cannot be compared, measuring scales are not sufficient-
ly correct; thus, the quality, reliability, and validity of measurements are
poor. Therefore the author tries to fill these gaps.

Political participation is traditionally considered by researchers to be
a kind of behavior and/or individual’s attitude to politics. There are also
determined kinds of participation in politics: either it relates only to po-
litical process, sanctioned, legitimate, or it is taken widely as a participa-
tion in political life that concerns not only political process, but also un-
sanctioned, illegitimate, and violent actions. In western sociology, there
are two types of political participation with their own structure:

— “Conventional” participation in political process as in the everyday
life, legitimate (“within the system and by the law”) activity, when
the political system is stable and this participation is “a part of an
ordinary democratic political development” [2, p. 149].

— “Unconventional” or the protest participation is registered, as a
rule, during political crisis; it could be not against the law but, be-
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cause of its extraordinary character, it does not belong to the every-
day and natural political process, it has a destabilization potential
— creates the social tension [3].

Our study includes the theoretical and methodological analysis, as
well as development and approbation of measuring methods (by the ex-
ample of Kirovohrad) for one of the above-mentioned types — “conven-
tional” political participation.

I. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL ASPECTS
OF THE POLITICAL PARTICIPATION ANALYSIS

1. Genesis of the Political Participation Phenomenon

In order to understand the current condition of a social phenomenon,
we need to consider its origin. In the case of political participation, it is
rather problematic.

As to the classic approach by F. Ténnies, sociality has two consequent
stages in its development: “community epoch” and “society epoch”. The
first epoch (traditional society) was characterized by him as “country life
= custom” where a community is the subject. The second epoch has the
following formula: “national life = politics” where a state is the subject [4,
p- 247]. As “a custom turns into the law”, then the political participation
experience might have followed the experience of participation in rites.
Although traditional societies are often thought as lacking for the civic
consciousness (a sense of participation), C. Geertz, an expert on cultural
anthropology, considers such conclusions to be premature, because the
development of civic consciousness from traditional preconditions is
not profoundly studied and its roots are still uncertain [5, p. 363]. Will
the further studies find any convincing traces of the latent functions of
rituals in the development of modern civic consciousness? R. Mclver
thinks that the tendencies “dissolved” in traditional societies, then
“crystallize” in modern ones: “Indians-urkes or andamants have no
state; however, to some extent, they are political creatures, as well as reli-
gious ones, though they have no church” [6, p. 80].

While studying various traditional societies (Indonesia, Nigeria, etc.),
C. Geertz states that the court ceremonial was the driving force for their
policies; the participation in ceremony was not only a form of politics,
but also its content; to rule meant rather to participate in rites than to
make decisions: “It was a state-theatre, in which kings and princes
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played roles of impresario, priests — directors, while peasants were ac-
tors, scene shifters, and spectators” [5, p. 393]. It is interesting that in
traditional societies, like modern ones, people were mostly spectators
but not participators [5, pp. 262-263]. On the other hand, ceremonies
(even burial) were often the fields of participation in political conflicts,
when religious symbols enter politics and vice versa [5, pp.197-200].

Analyzing the participation origin, we should take into account the
imitation phenomenon of traditional society when activity is substituted
by its imitation. As the studies by C. Levi-Strauss showed, in social sys-
tems, that can be manifested as a substitution of social processes by ir-
rational antipodes (“reintegration of content into form”): agriculture is
substituted by magic, reproduction of political life — by reproduction of
power with the help of ceremonies and rituals [7, p. 373].

Many researchers relate the real “birth” of political participation to
the transformation of traditional society, which was reflected in modern-
ization theories. In studies by S. Huntington [8], the growing political
participation for traditional societies can be determined according to the
political modernization elements: involvement in modernization of those
groups, which were formerly outside the social life, their grown
“politicization”. The groups, which were traditionally ignored and con-
sidered as unsusceptible to politics, become more and more involved in
social and political life of society, they manifest their civil and political
activity. Political modernization gives scope to political participation of
new social groups, because the political consciousness rises among the
broad masses of population.

M. Foucault in his studies told that all modern political phenomena
had been “born” at the time interval between the Age of Enlightenment
and the 19" century as a result of the change in power type. From a re-
pressive body with the functions of compulsion, suppression, bans, and
punishment (“commands of life and death”), the traditional sovereign
power transformed to the modern type — impersonal force without a
special center for distribution; it does not “put to death” anymore, it
“brings up”, organizes, manages, “supervises life”. These new functions
of power were a result of changes happened to the object of its political
influence — it is not an individual or a social group anymore, but the
population that became the mass after the demographic explosion. The
population or the mass cannot be put to death; thus, it should be
formed, disciplined, or tamed. As a result, there appear new means for
controlling the mass — normalization and discipline technologies for
making the mass more like a controlled political body [9, pp. 237-246].
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For the power, one of such new means for organization, education, and
use of the mass through “its growing usefulness” is political participa-
tion —itis like “political normalization and regulation of the mass”. That
is why; the power tries to make the mass used to the disciplined activity
in politics.

According to K. Mannheim, the real development of political partici-
pation starts in the epoch of transformations, i.e. in the industrial soci-
ety of the second half of the 20% century. The substance of democracy
changes crucially: the intensified political participation of all social lay-
ers leads to the “fundamental democratization of society” [10, p. 288].
Before that, democracy was only pseudo-democracy, because “it gave
the political significance only to small groups in the property and educa-
tional spheres” [10, p. 289].

2. Political Participation as a Social Phenomenon
in Theoretical Sociology

In western theoretical sociology, the place and role of political partici-
pation in social and political processes have various definitions. The
current theoretical tendencies can be divided into two groups according
to its evaluation in society. The first group of theories supposes that po-
litical participation affects the condition of society essentially and con-
structively (“constructive” approach). The second group thinks that
political participation is an element of social and political show; they
stress the gap between its supposed importance and practically worth-
less role of political participation in society (“critical” approach).

It is interesting that two theoretical opponents, such as structural
functionalism and the conflict theory, can be included into the first
group. Both theories (though from different positions) explain the impor-
tance of political participation phenomenon in social and political life.
Functionalism determines political participation as a way to maintain
equilibrium of social system, one of the most important elements of its
political subsystem, with the help of which the broad masses of popula-
tion overcome their estrangement from politics and decision-making. By
T. Parsons, politics is one of four subsystems of social system; its func-
tion is orientation to the goal, and political participation is the element
of this subsystem that ensures political activity for realization of the
mentioned function (it makes people work for the goal) [11]. By R. Mer-
ton, political participation is a mechanism of “political machine” [12,
pp. 451-461]. According to S. Lipset, this mechanism supports the de-
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mocracy that is “related to provision of the maximum access for various
groups to the structure of decision-making” [13, p. 213]. By B. Barber,
political participation is the powerful lever for “balancing the highest so-
cial classes’ influence and even for controlling them” [14, p. 237]. Thus,
the main function of political participation is to ensure social stability
(balance) through realization of political democracy:.

Another, but no less constructive, role of political participation is
seen by the conflictological paradigm; this phenomenon is considered as
one of the sources of development. In the conflict theory, political partici-
pation is a manifestation of competition, fight, conflicts, which are gen-
eral characteristics of society [15, p. 47]. In western democracies, politi-
cal participation is a kind of institutionalized conflict in politics and, ac-
cording to L. Coser, it is like an “air-hole”, “the way for canalization of so-
cial dissatisfaction and negative emotions” [16, p. 203], necessary for
preservation of social structure and improvement of society (positive
function). Political participation means regulated and controlled politi-
cal conflicts, in contrast to destructive conflicts typical for non-demo-
cratic societies (spontaneous social explosions). According to R. Dah-
rendorf, political participation under democracy is “the regulated dis-
cussions between classes” substituted for the former open fight; and de-
mocracy is the way “to rule through conflicts”, through standing for
better “chances of participation” in management [17, p. 163]. Thus, the
western society is safe from destructive conflicts; it self-develops on the
basis of wide participation of people in political life, which make the
most important political decisions and exert influence on politics.

The second group evaluates the place and role of political participation
in modern societies critically, even skeptically. This approach is thor-
oughly presented in the integrationism by P. Sorokin, neomarxism (repre-
sentatives of the Frankfurt school), and left-radical sociology. In these the-
ories, political participation takes the place of exotic democratic addition
to the real power of ruling elite. Its role in influence on politics is ephem-
eral and theatrical; it means that there is no mass’ influence on the elite.
This is the conclusion by H. Markuse [18, pp. 146-165]. The real function
of political participation is to create illusion of democracy and the major-
ity’s power. Participation in politics is a manifestation of the democracy’s
advertisement, “democratic tricks”, which cannot be considered as the
majority’s power: ‘A free citizen is of no importance in politics... The power
rules on his behalf and on account of his authority”, P. Sorokin says [19,
p- 343]. According to Ch.W. Mills, in western democracies, this can be in-
dicated by the widespread political apathy, as well as indifference of
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“merry robots” and “sluggish strangers in politics” [20, pp. 325-328]. By
T. Adorno, the reason of such apathy is a poor interest in politics, be-
cause, for western people, politics is dull if it is leisure (as distinct from
sports, art, etc.) and has no results if it is activity (in contrast to work or
creative labor); this leads to the undeveloped political competence: un-
certainty and confusion in political statements, what is more character-
istic of authoritarian and non-democratic regimes. According to T. Ador-
no, in western democracies, there is a gap between poor political compe-
tencies and “the wave of political news overflowing people”, the wave that
counts on existence of such a competence [21, pp. 166-171].

Ju. Habermas relates these problems to the sphere of communica-
tions and decision-making established in society that distorts every-
thing to such an extent that most people do not know anything about the
real distribution of power, control, and political decisions. The existing
political communications are “false”, they make it possible to act “over
the public’s head”: “democratic” structures, after they have got from the
public legitimacy for expressing its interests, start to pursue their own.
They avoid the public’s control by deforming communication with the
help of misinterpretation, manipulation, and hidden information. Thus,
important political decisions are often presented to the public as the fact
happened without people’s participation, but on their behalf and of their
own free will [22].

Moreover, according to J. Schumpeter, the people’s will expressed in
political participation is a product but not the force moving the political
process, because it is not real, it is planned, formed by politicians
through communications: “...the fact of the matter is that people do not
state and solve any problems; on the contrary, the issues determining
their fates are usually raised and solved by others” [23, p. 329].

3. Social Prognoses on Political Participation

Theoretical prognoses on tendencies of the political participation de-
velopment are presented in theories of postindustrial societies and soci-
ology of postmodernism, which try to conclude about the prospects of
society, basing on new tendencies in social reality. In most theories of
post-industrialism, there are “optimistic” social prognoses on political
participation development. But in most postmodernist conceptions, there
are “skeptical” ones.

The post-industrialism theory by D. Bell is characterized by a rather
moderate optimism about the development of political participation in
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social perspective. The researcher stresses the people’s aspiration for
more participation in organizations (that will form the conflict potential
in the future) registered in modern societies. As a whole, in political as-
pect of postindustrial society, the main principle relates to the “co-par-
ticipation, sometimes mobilized or ruled from the top, in other cases, de-
manded from the bottom”. The future will bring “the widened political
sphere and more people involved in the processes... and the grown activ-
ity results in more groups ‘controlling’ each other and causing despair”
[24, p. 635].

A. Toffler displays more optimism about the “exciting prospects of
radical political participation” widening in the super-industrial society
of the third wave [25, p. 686]. This “great democratic jump ahead” is not
an option but the evolutionary necessity, without which the system can-
not work because transition of society to a new complicated level makes
political decisions “heavier” and they “will be shared, at last, through the
wider democratic participation” [25, pp. 684-686]. One of the important
“building blocks for future political systems” should be a transition to
the “half-direct democracy” — combination of representation and par-
ticipation [25, p. 672]. Telecommunication technologies of the future
“open, for the first time, an astounding number of ways for people’s di-
rect participation in making political decisions” [25, p. 675].

In the “computopia”, this name was given to the future society by E.
Masuda, electronic communications will get the status of technological
base for the real direct democracy of participation; it is aimed to substi-
tute the democracy of parliamentary systems. Development of autono-
mous information networks has revolutionary benefits: possibility to
connect with a sender and take into account the minority opinion. The
computerization of political decisions will lead to the situation when
communication between participants and accumulation of opinions will
continue until the consent is reached. This ensures that all advantages
and drawbacks of the political decision being made are balanced and the
minority opinion is taken into account [26, pp. 347-348|. Basing on
that, the researcher prognoses that political participation will play a key
role in the political system of “computopia”, classless society, free of mo-
nopolized power of the center (the ruling bureaucratic top). The core of
the new “polycentric” system will consist of voluntary associations, ra-
ther popular even now (communities, communes, free unions) [27, p. 28].

Optimism supported by analysis of a large amount of data can be
seen in prognoses on political participation in the information society of-
fered by J. Naisbitt, who tells that the USA are “in the mass transition
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from the representative democracy to the participative one” that “revolu-
tionizes America’s local politics and moves from the bottom to the top
changing the course of the national government” [28, pp. 228-229]. The
sociologist thinks that the political participation started in 1970s, when
there were registered, firstly, the unprecedented number of referendums
and initiatives — forms of “direct democracy” being the “heart and soul
of participative democracy; secondly, intensification of amateur political
activity at the local level [28, pp. 228-233]. Moreover, one of the mega-
trends leading to the future is a transition from hierarchy (pyramid) to
the network (horizontal) principle of social institutions structure; this
supports development of communitarianism — “society of communities
and associations” —and widens the field of democratic participation. All
these megatrends confirm the “death of representative democracy”.

Along with the general optimistic prognoses on the widening of politi-
cal participation, researchers stress the possible risks connected with
the application of future technologies, such as development of the total
social control system similar to the police state. Its culmination can be
the “planned estrangement” of the public from politics [29].

Sociology of postmodernism presents the skeptical view on the politi-
cal participation prospects registered even now under the “catastrophe
of modernity” —the modern society and its policy that lost its object (ref-
erent) and exists only for itself (as a simulation) [30]. Such an approach
to many political phenomena of postmodernity was greatly influenced by
M. Foucault who considered them as products of the modern kind of
power. According to this approach, political participation is determined
by two functions: for the power, it is an instrument of disciplining the
mass that used in politics; for the mass, it is a canalization of dissatis-
faction and illusion of effect on the future.

Inworks by J. Baudrillard, prospects on society development are con-
nected to disappearance of all political as an “aesthetic hallucination of
reality” [30, p. 125]; it does not represent anything anymore, exists as an
autonomous world of symbols, and is simulated. Social referents (real
formations) described by such categories, as “people”, “class”, “proletar-
iat”, have disappeared; only political symbols remain. The only real for-
mation of the postmodern society is the increasing “silent majority” that
does not express itself, it is inertial, hyper-conforming; that is why; it de-
stroys not only political representation, but also the whole political pro-
cess: “For a long time, it seemed that the mass apathy should have been
greeted by the power. The power decided that the more passive the mass,
the more effectively it could be controlled... However, now consequences

130 Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005



Polifical Parficipation: Theory, Methodology, and Measurement ...

of this strategy turned against the power itself: the mass indifference be-
ing so actively supported by the power points to its crash. As a result,
strategic orientations of power are radically transformed: instead of en-
couragement of passivity — push to participation in management, in-
stead of approval to silence — appeals to express opinions. But the time
islost” [31, p. 29]. The power constantly demands participation (in elec-
tions, control, parties), makes advances, takes care, influences the
mass, but “the silent majority is silent”, it swallows up these appeals and
does not become “a conscious participant of political process even for a
minute” [31, p. 46]. All the political process, including participation, is a
simulation, a show played for people in the street sunk in their private
lives to resist political manipulations somehow; in the future, this can
lead to the only end —leaving the participation in politics.

In the socioanalysis of postmodern society by P. Bourdieux, there are
named the forces, characteristic of the society, being non-classic and
“mobilizing” participation in politics — it is not the monopoly on re-
sources of political power (finances, law, etc.) anymore; it is the monopoly
on production and distribution of political ideas and opinions (political
production): “...issues, programs, analyses, commentaries, concep-
tions, events, from which ordinary people have to select; the people
brought down to the ‘customer’ position” [32, p. 182]. This ensures the
legitimate symbolic violence and direct manipulations, dictation of a
certain understanding as to the participation distribution in the field of
politics. In the postmodern society, people’s participation in politics is a
mean for reproduction of the legitimate symbolic violence through dele-
gation of authority to empowered persons who later become autono-
mous and “self-sainted” [33, pp. 242-252].

To conclude the analysis of theoretical prognoses on political partici-
pation, we have to say that, in the future, sociological analysis on politi-
cal participation would be of a greater importance. It is related to the de-
velopment of its new forms: from “electronic, interactive town halls” by
A. Toffler [25, p. 676] to far-reaching social movements by A. Touraine
[27, p. 11], especially stressed by A. Giddens in the sixth thesis on the fu-
ture of sociology [33].

4. On Establishment of the Political Participation
Category as a Subject Matter of Sociological Research

During fifty years, the term political participation was going from
newspapers to science. At last, it is an independent conception with var-
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ious approaches to its analysis. Up to the middle of 1950s, in foreign so-
ciology, political participation was studied mostly as a participation in
the governmental management and elections. At the same time, this
term has got the status of scientific and become the key one in the cate-
gorical apparatus of four sociological conceptions: democracy, modern-
ization, political culture, and the mass society. The interest in political
participation grew for various reasons: firstly, it was necessary to explain
political processes in the countries that became free and started their
modernization; secondly, the methodological paradigm of American po-
litical sociology changed (from analysis of institutional structures to re-
search on political behavior) [34, p. 6]; thirdly, in western democracies,
there developed structures of civil society. Scientists better understood
the “protective” and stabilizing features of the organized political partici-
pation; due to this, politicians understood the necessity to stimulate it
as a counterbalance, by N.J. Smelser, to the following tendencies: “toroll
down to political chaos or to slide to authoritarian or totalitarian re-
gimes” [35, p. 96]. Up to the present, western sociology and political sci-
ences have collected significant experience and traditions concerning
the studies on political participation. The Civic Culture by G. Almond
and S. Verba (1963), which presented the first profound analysis of this
category, introduced into research as an indicator of political science.

As to national sociology, there are two periods in studies on political
participation: before and after 1991. In the first period, works were writ-
ten in the traditional soviet manner (including philosophic aspect); po-
litical participation was analyzed in two directions: “political activity of
workers and of a person in socialist society” and within the critical anal-
ysis of western theories on democracy and political culture. Their main
conclusion was about the positive role of political participation in the
strengthening of socialist democracy, that is why, about the necessity of
bringing up this activity as an indicator of the people’s power develop-
ment under socialism. These works had the following principle draw-
backs: firstly, the analysis was conceptually determined by the official
ideology; secondly, the empirical data and statistics had nothing to do
with the real political behavior of masses; thirdly, the works ignored the
organized and formal character of political involvement [36].

In independent Ukraine, there appeared studies, in which the mod-
ern (western) understanding of political participation was stated. How-
ever, analysis of this phenomenon has only started and this fact is con-
firmed by lack of special works. At the same time, various researches on
political participation are conducted, but the authors of these works
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study political participation fragmentarily and as a “side-issue”. In
Ukrainian sociology, there was collected significant empirical material
on this problem [37], but empirical analysis of various indicators related
to political participation has been conducted without any efforts to inte-
grate them with the help of adequate methods; the indicators are consid-
ered separately without basing on special theoretical or methodological
analysis. At the same time, in Ukrainian sociology, there were studied
various kinds, reasons, and factors of political participation, its features
in transitional Ukrainian society. Among the conclusions drawn by na-
tional sociologists, the following are the most important:

1. The civil society development (“society of those participating in
politics”) does not guarantee automatic introduction of democra-
tic institutions (“procedural minimum of democracy”). Also, in so-
cial expectations, thereis a gap between the ideal of democratic so-
ciety and democratization realities [38].

2. In transforming society, the level of political participation greatly
conditioned by general (anomie, isolationism) and specific post-
totalitarian sociopathies (paternalism, ambivalence) [39].

3. In transitional Ukrainian society, there are moderate, though not
very well expressed, people’s interest in politics, rather low involve-
ment in organized kinds of political activity, low political efficiency
(helplessness against the power), and poor political competence
[40; 41].

These results made it possible to conclude about political culture of
Ukrainian population, which s, according to Ye. Golovakha, on the scale
“totalitarian — democratic”, takes place in the middle being ambivalent
[40, p. 104].

5. Definition, Structure, and Main Factors
of a “Conventional” Political Participation

In foreign and national works, there is no generally recognized and
“canonized” definition of the political participation category. Taking into
account common ideas of the most known definitions, the “conven-
tional” political participation can be defined as the real actions through
which people are involved in political processes (relations) and influence
or try to influence them in the ways normal and/or legitimate in this so-
ciety [42; 43, p. 189; 44; 45].

Thus, this type of participation includes the popular kinds of involve-
ment in politics regarded as normal and/or legitimate. In existing stud-
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ies, there are determined different numbers of these kinds: from four
(L. Milbrath) [45] to twelve (S. Verba, N. Nue) [46, p. 95]. Most American
sociologists study, as basic ones, the twelve kinds of “conventional” par-
ticipation suggested by S. Verba and N. Nue:

a) Regular participation in voting at presidential election; b) regular
participation in local elections; c¢) participation in activity of an organiza-
tion dealing with community issues; d) active participation in solving
community problems; e) attempts to convince others of expediency of
participation in voting; f) active work, at least sometimes, in favor of cer-
tain parties or candidates during elections; g) contacts with representa-
tives of local authorities on certain issues; h) at least, presence at one po-
litical meeting or congress for the last three years; i) contacts with a rep-
resentative of the state or country government on a certain issue; j) par-
ticipation in establishment of a group or organization for solving local
problems; k) financial support of a party or candidate during an election
campaign; and 1) membership in a political club or organization.

However, we should remember that, in cross-section studies on politi-
cal culture, the same indicators of political participation of different
countries could be incompatible because of qualitatively different cul-
tural contexts [47, pp. 5-7; 48, pp. 99-108]. That is why, it is necessary
to select the kinds of political participation corresponding to political be-
havior of the studied society (the most typical, traditional, widespread,
and approved) in order to avoid the situation called by N.J. Smelser the
superposition of western categories on nonwestern societies by mental-
ity of nonwestern society researcher who studied western social science
[47, p. 5]. M. Dogan and D. Pelassy see solutions of such problems in
looking for functional equivalents [48, p. 103] of political participation
kinds, which are (in our case) the most popular and typical for Ukrainian
context.

What are the main factors of political participation? According to
allresearchers’ opinion, among various factors influencing political par-
ticipation, the most important one is political effectiveness —realization
of possibility to affect political processes. Otherwise, the level of political
participation lowers and even, as many empirical studies show, there ap-
pear conditions in favor of protest orientations. In stable societies, atti-
tudes to participation of ordinary people in politics are, as a rule, opti-
mistic [46, pp. 236-238; 49, pp. 136-144; 50, p. 100], while in unstable
societies, according to empirical studies, skeptical attitudes to people’s
opportunities of “conventional” influence on political decisions affecting
their direct interests become more and more spread [51, p. 572].
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Besides, one of the most important factors of political participation is
a repressive political system or existence of real possibilities (“conven-
tional channels”) in society for the broad masses of population to take
part in political life [52].

Researchers also discuss situational social and personal factors of
political behavior [53]. Importance of these factors grows along with
changes in postmodern personal perception (contradictory identity).
The feeling of continuous self-identity, integrity of the self-image, disap-
pears; identity is perceived as an interrupted self-identity varying from
one situation to another. Analyzing the identity, in which there exist “I”
and “Another” (“me as another”), P. Ricoeur thinks that, in this case, per-
sonal ambivalence, inner discreteness, becomes fixed and, as a result,
situativity of behavior intensifies [54].

Studies on involvement in politics of various social and demographic
groups made it possible for western researchers, as well as the Ukrai-
nian and Russian, to conclude that political participation has the most
stable, strong, and positive correlation with an educational level in all
types of society [46, p. 407; 41, pp. 25-26; 44]. That is why, scientists
concentrate their attention to political competence of people; the level of
political competence is mostly a function of educational level. Political
competence, “an ability to accept political issues as political... by an-
swering them politically and proceeding from purely political principles”
(P. Bourdieux) [32, p. 103], determines the positions of political partici-
pation.

6. Motives and Models of a “Conventional”
Political Participation

Motives for political participation can be divided into the two main
kinds:

1. Purely political motives based on people’s ideas about the neces-
sity of participation in political life, the feeling of participation (political
self-consciousness, the sense of civic duty to participate). This approach
is based on analysis of an “ideal citizen” (homo politicus). In its classical
kind, G. Almond, S. Verba, and N. Nue present the “activist model” of
participation in works. According to G. Almond and S. Verba, political
participation is supported by “deep adherence to standards of active citi-
zenship” [55, p. 5]. As to the later studies, we would like to note the con-
ception of democratic development by sociologically oriented politolo-
gist, R. Putnam; in its center, there is a civil community as an aggregate
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of horizontal links between active citizens with high political self-con-
sciousness: “In civil society, though they are not unselfish saints, citi-
zens consider the social sphere to be more than slaughter for observance
of personal interests” [49, p. 111].

2. Nonpolitical, instrumental, “rational-selfish” motives for involve-
ment in politics: people take part in politics in order to solve their own
problems (to raise their status, to gain prestige, to satisfy their psycho-
logical need for communication, to feel their strength and significance).
One of the most important theories of rational choice, for us, can be the
theory by M. Olsen based on analysis of the mechanism measuring costs
for participation and the derived benefit on examples of trade unions,
voluntary associations, political parties, etc. In the case of the social wel-
fare distribution, the most popular situation may be “a passenger travel-
ing without a ticket”: there is noreason to take part in collective actions if
they are of benefit to everyone and not only to participants. For example,
if actions of a branch trade union lead to a growth in salaries for all em-
ployees and not only for the union members. The forces that can mobi-
lize individuals and bring them to participate, not only in politics, but
also in any collective actions, are “selective” stimuli. “Only separate ‘se-
lective’ stimulus forces a rational individual... to act, says Olsen [56, p.
58]; however, the stimulus has to exceed the costs of participation.

Popularity of nonpolitical stimuli for political involvement was regis-
tered by many empirical studies. For example, in the USA, the research
group of R. Bellach concluded that political participation is conditioned
for many people by “achievement of self-interest” or by the feeling of con-
tact with the others [43, p. 195].

Models of the political participation positions are developed on
the basis of empirical data related to political behavior of citizens. When
we determine people’s positions in the field of political participation, we
can see the “politicization panorama” of population. Most competent so-
ciologists classify respondents according to the number of kinds of polit-
ical involvement; they take from three to six participation positions. For
example, British sociologists G. Parry and G. Moyser tell about the three
main positions of participation in politics as to the British: “ordinary vot-
ers” (51%), “active” (25.2%), and “practically inertial” (23.8%) [57]. In
American sociology of politics, there are more popular six-dimensional
models of political participation. For example, M. Olsen suggests divid-
ing Americans into the following categories: “political leaders” (3%), “ac-
tivists” (14%), “communicators” (13%), “citizens” (30%), marginal (18%),
and “isolated” (22%) [58]. The six-position models were also suggested
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by S. Verba and N. Nue [see: 59, p. 73], G. Bone and O. Rennie [43,
p- 194]. The “interim option” (a four-dimensional model) for placing
people according to their involvement in politics was developed by L. Mil-
brath with the following groups: “activity of gladiators” (3%), “transi-
tional activity” (7%), “activity of observer” (60%), and “apathetic public”
(30%) [45].

The main conclusions about political participation developed accord-
ing to different empirical models are the following:

1. There is a significant dissimilarity of political involvement.

2. Participation in politics can be presented as a hierarchy.

3. General level of political participation is not high.

As to the common drawbacks of different models, we can say that:
firstly, they tend to “tie down” people to a certain position of political par-
ticipation; secondly, it is methodologically impossible to use them in
comparative studies (not only outside western democracies, but even
comparing them). That is why, many existing approaches “seem to be
naive in the retrospective” [47, p. 6] and hardly could be considered as
universal.

II. MEASURING POLITICAL PARTICIPATION !

1. Structure of the Integral Quantitative Indicator
of Political Participation

After we had analyzed various studies on structural components
composing the integral indicator of political participation, we deter-
mined eight kinds of possible involvement in politics, which are the most
general. The joint real participation of people in these kinds has to deter-
mine the level of political participation in society. Taking into consider-
ation the works of N. Nue and S. Verba, L. Milbrath, and Ye. Golovakha,
we have compiled a list of empirical indicators representing each of se-
lected kinds. The main criterion applied to the list development was the
popularity of political participation kinds in Ukraine. For instance, we
did not include in the list the indicator “financial support of a party or
candidate during an election campaign” being used in foreign studies;
besides, electoral participation is presented not by three indicators (par-

1
The author thanks A. Gorbachyk for valuable commentaries and recommendations given within
discussion about this part.
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ticipation in local, parliamentary, and presidential elections), but only
one, because we were interested in voting as a kind of participation
without taking into account its varieties.

Thus, we selected the most typical, revealing indicators for each of
eight kinds of political involvement in Ukrainian society, though not all
existing varieties. Moreover, according to Ye. Golovakha and N. Panina,
“a researcher has to limit a list of parameters empirically representing
an object of the phenomenon studied, because the use of research pro-
cedures is limited by organizational potential of empirical research and
psychological resources of respondents” [60, p. 20].

In the questionnaire, the question: “If we talk about your attitude
to politics, can we say that you...?” each of eight general kinds of polit-
ical participation was represented by one indicator. As a result, there
was collected a number of factual statements on respondent’s involve-
ment in politics, without reference to certain periods, in order to obtain
information about self-identification of their involvement, how they de-
termine themselves in this sense. Thus, the question was accompanied
by a number of statements “on attitude to politics” placed in a random
way with alternatives “yes” or “no”.

List of empirical indicators (statements about themselves) for
eight different kinds of political involvement:

1. Involvement in political and ideological communication (con-
tacts, communication with political actors): “You contact (commu-
nicate) with activists of social and political movements or parties”.

2. Expressive verbal involvement (to express themselves in
talk): “You talk about politics, discuss political issues”.

3. Non-institutional practices of involvement (non-associated ac-
tivity in favor of political actors): “You do something in favor of a cer-
tain social and political movement or party (or in favor of a politician,
deputy)”.

4. Cognitive involvement (to consume information about politics
from mass media): “You read about politics in newspapers, watch
TV, and listen to the radio”.

5. Influence on formation of opinions in small groups (propa-
ganda and agitation for the learned social and political position):
“You try to persuade friends and relatives that your opinion is
right”.

6. Institutional practices of involvement (membership in associa-
tions of civil activity): “You are a member of social and political
movement or party and take a real part in their activity”.
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7. Involvement motivated by a “problematic situation” (“pa-
tron-client” relations with political actors to achieve a selfish end,
in order to “solve a problem”): “You apply to the authorities or depu-
ties_for solution of a problem”.

8. Electoral involvement: “You always take part in elections”.

2. Features of Measuring Political Participation

Methodically, the aim of research was, according to Ye. Golovakha
[61, p. 13], by “provoking factual self-reports” of respondents about their
real political activity in certain forms, to develop an adequate methodical
approach and to unite the data collected on all indicators into an inte-
grated index — generalized numerical index of political participation in
society.

We selected the methodological approach to meet the aim taking into
account the specific feature of political participation: logic of cumula-
tive involvement of people in politics that partially is registered by
cross-cultural studies [62, pp. 64-65, 222], as well as Ukrainian and
Russian researches [41, pp. 27-28; 44].

For example, if we know that an individual voted at the presidential
election (one of the most usual and less obliging political actions), then
we cannot say that the individual did something in favor of a candidate
(because it would be an action more complicated and resource demand-
ing) or, what is more, that the individual is an active member of political
party representing a candidate (one of the actions most obliging and re-
source demanding). However, if we know that an individual did some-
thing in favor of a candidate, then we can say that he/she takes partina
less significant political action, like voting, although we cannot be sure
that he/she took the next step — entered a political party. At last, if we
know that an individual is an active member of a party, we have all
grounds to think that he/she did something in favor of the party’s candi-
date and, of course, took part in voting.

According to J. Manheim and R. Rich, who regarded a similar exam-
ple, “some kinds of behavior are so connected with each other that to fol-
low one of them needs more efforts than to follow others” [63, p. 256].
That is why, less complicated, less obliging and needing not many re-
sources (time, energy, various means) political actions precede the ones
more complicated. Thus, we supposed that numbers of respondents
should have dropped along with growth in more complicated kinds of po-
litical participation of these respondents.
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In this case, we look for a one-dimensional continuum of features re-
lated to political participation, being a latent and multi-explicit charac-
teristics, according to a list of its manifestations ordered by their logical
connections.

3. Methodological Approach to Measuring

One of the most proved ways for construction of an ordered nominal
scale is the method of the continuity scale analysis by L. Guttman [64],
the main principles of which were applied to development of methods for
measuring. This approach has the following advantages: first, it ensures
an adequate procedure for calculating the level of political participation
characteristic of a respondents’ group; second, it determines the way to
assess how a list of political participation kinds corresponds to our idea
about their ability to be ordered.

In other words, application of this approach would make it possible to
register manifestations of this latent feature (level of political participa-
tion) by a number of its indicators, which, according to the theoretical
suggestion about the cumulative nature of political participation,
should orderly “form” a cumulative hierarchy:.

The procedure of construction of the index of political participation
on the basis of the Guttman continuity scale analysis consists of several
main stages described in details in methodical works [63, pp. 256-262;
65, pp. 175-180]:

1. Respondents are shown the above-mentioned list of eight factual
statements about their political involvement, which are supposed to
form a one-dimensional continuum. We used the dichotomous nominal
scale of answers (“yes” or “no”). Affirmative answers, in which people de-
clared their involvement of a certain kind in politics, got 1 point; negative
answers were estimated at O.

2. According to the scale, final point of respondent is a sum of all
points got for each of eight kinds of political involvement. The maximum
level of political involvement is 8 points; no involvement at all is esti-
mated at O, others are between the two poles of the continuity scale.

3. Original sociological data is arranged in a matrix, for construction
of the continuity scale, to order respondents by points: from the highest
to the lowest. “+” is given to a respondent’s answers confirming his /her
involvement in politics (“yes”); “-” is given to answers denying political
participation (“no”).
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4. Positions (kinds of political participation) are ordered by the total
number of answers to each option from maximum to minimum. Then,
the matrix is converted into the continuity scale “stairs” in the way that
involvement in more complicated kinds of political participation has to
cause the practicing less complicated ones (in descending order). Thus,
in the continuity scale, those who got more points are above those with
less and so on. We can see whether answers of respondents about their
political involvement can be presented as a one-dimensional continuum
(“cumulative stairs”)?.

5. The points that got a respondent in all statements determine
his/herrange considered as an individual index. Individual ranges of re-
spondents all together form a metric scale; that is why, for a group of peo-
ple, the index of political participation was adopted as an arithmetic
mean of points. The index varies from O to 8; the more its number, the
higher a level of political participation.

Approbation of this approach was conducted during the public opin-
ion poll in Kirovohrad (March 2004)2.

4. Construction of the Scalogram and the Index of
Political Participation. Statistical Assessment of
the Measurement Reliability and Validity

Scalogram Analysis

The scalogram positions (Table 1) are ordered from left to right by de-
creasing in total number of answers with “+”, that is according to lower-
ing of respondents’ political involvement. The resulting data (the weight
of participation in each kind) are presented at the bottom of Table 1
(“Distribution of affirmative answers by the scale positions”).

Without computers, to turn lines of the scalogram, in order to present the continuum as “stairs”,
was a complicated and tiring operation. L. Guttman moved color chips corresponding to answers
with “+” and “-*. Now these operations have became easy due to the SPSS program.

2 The Central Ukrainian Sociological Laboratory, V. Vynnychenko Kirovohrad State Pedagogical
University, conducted the survey. The sample consisted of 420 respondents. The sampling was a
quota, representative for adult population of Kirovohrad according to sex and age (from 18 to 75).
The method was an individual standardized interview at a place of residence. While p = 0.95, the
sample standard deviation was 5%.
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Table 1

Construction of the Guttman Scalogram with the Data of Study
on Political Participation of Kirovohrad Population (N = 420)

SCALOGRAM POSITIONS (KINDS OF A ithout mistak
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION) nswers without mistafces
Frection Number Weight of e
s|7|6|5|4|3|2]1 i ofmis- | AnSwers 19
cy (%) with mis- | (points)
takes
takes
+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ ]| +] 4010 0 0 8
-+ |+ |+ ]|+ |+ |+ |+ 3(0.7) 0 0 7
- - + + + + + | + 4(1.0) 0 0 6
- - | = + + + + | + ] 13(8.1) 0] 0 5
- - -] - + + + | + ]81(19.3) 0 0 4
- |- =-1=-1-1+1]+ | +]70016.6) 0 0 3
- - -1 -|-1-1+| +]460109]| O 0 2
- == =1=]=|=-1+]42108 | o 0 1
- - -] -] -] -]-]-]2969 | o 0 0
Answers with mistakes
Weight of | Range
Examples of answers with mistakes Frequan- Number | vers (number
o of mis- . .
cy (%) takes () with mis- | of respon-
takes ()| dents)
6(1)
5(15)
100 4(11)
— - + — + + + + 1 100
(23.8) 3(27)
2(19)
1(27)
6(3)
==+ s =] -] 15BE| 2 30 4(3)
3(1)
2(8)
5(7)
+ |+ | - | ==+ |+ |+ 9(2.1) 3 27 3(1)
2(1)
+ | - | = | =]+ |+ |-+ 5(1,2) 4 20 4 (5)
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Table 1 (end)

Summed The
Tobtal A Maximat weight of Gu n
Distribution of affirmative answers by numoer Q ma . we.rs coefficient
s answers | number of| with mis-
the scale positions D . of repro-
with mis- | mistakes | takes o
takes A ducibility
2 | (CR)
j=1
19 | 20 | 42 | 43 | 167 249|318 | 331 129
(4.5 | (4.8 |(10.0](10.2](39.8|(59.3|(75.7 | (78.8 4 177 0,95
(30,7%)
%) | %) | %) | % | % | % | % | %

So, the eight factual statements about respondents’ involvement in
politics are ordered according to complexity of participation kinds in the

following way:

1. “You always take part in elections”.

2. “Youread about politics in newspapers, watch TV, and listen to the
radio”.

3. “You talk about politics, discuss political issues”.

4. “You try to persuade friends and relatives that your opinion is
right”.

5. “You apply to the authorities or deputies for solution of a problem”.

6. “You contact (communicate) with activists of social and political
movements or parties”.

7. “You do something in favor of a certain social and political move-
ment or party (or in favor of a politician, deputy)”.

8. “You are a member of social or political movement or party and

take a real part in their activity”.

Every line of the scalogram represents a group of respondents who
gave a certain combination of answers to all eight statements. The first
line represents 1% of respondents whose answers display their maximal
involvement in political life. The second line represents 0.7% of those
who is involved in all kinds of political life apart from the option 8, etc.
Thus, the first nine lines of the scalogram represent those combination
of answers, which totally confirm the supposed idea about order rela-
tionship between all eight kinds of political participation, that is they
form a one-dimensional continuum reflected in the scalogram by
“stairs”. These nine groups of respondents, placed along the “stairs” in
the scalogram, form the types of ideal scale.
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However, the scalogram cannot be considered as ideal because 129 of
420 respondents gave answers with deviations from ideal distribution,
which are usually called mistakes (the column “Total number of answers
with mistakes”). These groups of respondents are represented in the
lines 10-13 not intersecting the “stairs”!. Mistakes are not negligence of
respondents but lack of correspondence in the order relationship being
the main condition of the Guttman scaling. For example, a respondent
being a member of political party is not interested in politics presented
by mass media. V. Yadov calls such situations paradoxes — “those who
can multiply but cannot add...” [65, p. 179]. That is, fulfilling more com-
plicated action, the person does not fulfill the one less complicated and
logically implied. Such paradoxes make construction of ideal scalogram
practically impossible.

Construction of the Index of Political Participation (IPP)

In the last column — “Range” (Table 1) — groups of respondents re-
lated to ideal types of the scale were ordered by range of points (from 8 to
0), which they got after we had summed the answers with “+” for all state-
ments. According to the Guttman approach, we sum answers of the
whole sample, including the groups of respondents whose answers were
with mistakes.

Taking into account the data of the whole set (Table 2) and scaling by
Guttman, we can unite those political participation indicators, accept-
able for the natural ordering, into a single whole — index of political par-
ticipation calculated as an arithmetical mean of points collected by re-
spondents.

While interpreting the calculated index, we can refer to the ideal val-
ues (Table 3) according to the logic of ideal types of the Guttman scale. A
value of index can be referred to the corresponding level of political par-
ticipation. Also, as we mentioned above, the algorithm of scaling by
Guttman supposes that a higher level of political participation includes
involvement in all kinds of participation of lower levels because there is
an order relationship between them.

The full scalogram consists of 129 lines that is equal to the number of respondents who “made a
mistake”, thus, we can see where the deviation is for each of them. The lines 10-13 present typical
examples of such deviations from the cumulative order, but the data for this part of respondents
are completely presented in the numerical part of the scalogram. For example, the line 10 shows
that 100 respondents made one mistake, one respondent of them had the range 6, etc. So, the
“mistakable” respondents are distributed into different groups according to the number of their mis-
takes and their range; this is necessary for further calculations.
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Table 2
Statistics of the Index of Political Participation (IPP)
for Population of Kirovohrad
Collected points (according to the kinds of political in-
volvement), % of respondents In- o** Me- | Mo-
dex* dian| de

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

6,9 |16,2|17,6/23,6/23,8|/ 83| 19| 0,7 | 1,0 |2,83|1,59|3,00| 4,0

* — Points (an arithmetical mean), scale 0-8;
**— Standard deviation

Table 3

Ideal Values for Indices of Different Kinds and Levels of
Political Participation according to the Guttman Scale

Correspond- [deal

ing levels of values

Kinds of political participation ng. . Jor indi-

political par-

ticipation ces (In

points)
Institutional practices of participation 8,00
Non-institutional practices of participation High 7,00
Participation in ideological communication 6,00
Participation motivated by a “problematic situation” 5,00
Influence on formation of opinions in small groups Middle 4,00
Expressive and verbal participation 3,00
Cognitive involvement 2,00
Electoral involvement Low 1,00
Absence of involvement in any kind of participation 0,00

The scalogram analysis of empirical data makes it possible to hierar-
chically organize people’s group by their involvement in politics. Hierar-
chy of political participation (high, middle, and low levels) is determined
according to the kinds of participation requiring different expenses of
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time, energy, and resources: a lower level corresponds to the kinds,
which do not require significant individual contribution to politics.

Of course, this approach is very relative but, in our opinion, it enables
to differentiate and characterize levels of “politicization” on the basis of
determined value of index.

Statistical Evaluation of the Scale Reliability and Validity

Since almost a one third of respondents (30.7%) gave answers with
deviations from ideal distribution, we had to understand whether this
error was so serious that it meant that there was no expected order be-
tween statements or the error was harmless and could be set aside!.
Conclusions about constructive validity and reliability of the measuring
scale were drawn with the help of the Guttman coefficient of repro-
ducibilit;; (CR) calculated according to the formula?:

2,
CR=’_ 1 100+30+27+20 _ 1- 177
ixN 8x420 3360

n,— number of answers in lines with mistakes;

i —number of scale points;

N— total number of respondents (sample).

=1-0,05=0,95,

All the numbers used for calculation of CR are presented by the
scalogram (Table 1). The numerator, Zn;, is a total number of existing
real mistakes (summed weights of mistakes); the denominator, i X N, is
the total number of all possible mistakes (when any statement or re-
spondent is not confined to the scale). Thus, the formula makes it possi-
ble to evaluate the portion of all mistakes. Having subtracted this quan-
tity from 1, we get the portion of “faultless” entering in the scale. So, our
calculated coefficient of reproducibility (CR) for the constructed scale
was 0.95. The Guttman scale is accepted as reliable if the coefficient is
no less than 0.90.

In contrast to additive scales (like the Likert scale), reliability and validity of which are deter-
mined by correlation of positions and their inner consistency, the specific feature of scaling by
Guttman is that there is control over the scale reproducibility. That is why, the correlation coeffi-
cient (Pearson’s) of scale’s positions and Cronbach’s alpha cannot be applied in this case.

In 1947, Loevinger offered a formula for the homogeneity index for two questions of question-
naire and a similar formula for the homogeneity index for all questions of questionnaire. There are
multidimensional models for evaluation of the Guttman scalogram firstly regarded by Coombs
(conjunctive model), factor-analytical tests, but many of them exceed the resolvability of original
data.
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Besides, we reconstructed the scalogram in order to check its re-
producibility. In two months, we interviewed 100 citizens of Kirovohrad
in the same way. CR was 0.94; it means that the comparable repro-
ducibility of the scalogram exists.

General Characteristics of Political Participation
in Kirovohrad

The data collected within the interrogation (March 2004), as a result
of the method approbation, make it possible: firstly, to analyze the hier-
archy of political participation kinds, from the most to the least popular;
secondly, to determine the proportions of groups consisting of respon-
dents with the same involvement in politics; thirdly, to determine the
level of political participation for the population as a whole:

1. In Kirovohrad, people demonstrated mostly the following kinds of
involvement in politics (see the bottom of Table 1): electoral (78.8%), cog-
nitive (75.7%), expressive and verbal (59.3%). To a small extent, the citi-
zens were involved in political practices — institutional (4.5%) and non-
institutional (4.8%).

2. Table 2 shows that practically equal numbers of respondents are
involved in three and four kinds of political participation, they together
amount approximately to 50% (bimodal distribution). 7% of people are
totally “excluded” from politics. Very few respondents (only 3.6%) are in-
volved simultaneously in six and more kinds of political participation.

3. For the population of Kirovohrad, the index of political participa-
tion is 2.83 points. If we compare it to ideal values of the index (Table 3), it
would be “below middle” or approaching the bottom of the “middle level”;
this could be also confirmed by the median value — 3.00 (Table 2). As to
the kinds of political participation, citizens of Kirovohrad are mostly in-
volved in electoral and cognitive ones. Expressive and verbal involvement
was characteristic to a lesser extent.

5. Construction of Empirical Model
for Stratification of Political Participation

As it was said above, political participation can be empirically
brought to a hierarchy; thus, depending on levels of “politicization”, we
can hierarchically differentiate people’s positions in a vertical field of po-
litical participation.

We took into account a substantial contribution to the study of politi-
cal participation made by foreign researchers who regard from four to six
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categories of people according to their involvement in politics. As a re-
sult, the population of Kirovohrad was divided into four categories (posi-
tions of political participation) with a statistically significant difference
in IPP (p < 0.01). This example of empirical model for stratification of po-
litical participation positions is represented graphically (Figure 1).

POINT
8

i 6,7 “POLITICAL ACTIVISTS” (3,6%)

4,3 | “COMMUNICATORS” (32,1%)

“VOTING

) 24 CONSUMERS” (57,4%)

“APOLITICAL” (6,9%)
04+ 00 | | | %
0 M0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

X-axis — the scale: 0-8 points; Y-axis — % of respondents; Circles (categories
of respondents) contain values of the index of political participation (points).

Fig. 1. Stratification of positions in the field of political participation
(Kirovohrad example)

Determination of these positions and their interpretation were based
on ideal values of indices for various kinds and levels of political partici-
pation (Table 3). According to the IPP values, the population of Kiro-
vohrad can be divided into the following categories:

1. “Excluded” from politics (0 <IPP < 1).

2. Low level of involvement in politics (1 <IPP < 3).
3. Middle level of involvement (3 < IPP < 6).

4. High level of involvement (6 < IPP < 8).
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Characteristics of the Political Participation Positions

1. Position of the category with a high level of political involvement
(IPP = 6.7 points)! — “political activists”. People of this category are
characterized by a high level of “politicization” and involved practically in
all kinds of political participation: from electoral to various kinds of com-
munication (including ideological) and political practices, including the
highest kind —direct participation in institutionalized political activity.

2. Position with a middle level of political participation (IPP = 4.3
points)? — “communicators”. This category collects those who are “ex-
cluded” from political practices. They do not advance beyond communi-
cation kinds of political participation within the small groups, which
they belong to. They try to influence formation of opinions in these
groups by propaganda of the learnt social and political position (“they try
to persuade people that their own opinions are right”). Of course, they
are involved in all “preceding” kinds of participation: electoral, cognitive,
expressive and verbal. For this category, the culmination of political par-
ticipation could be contacts with political actors (officials, deputies) in
order to solve their “problematic situation”.

3. Position with a low level of political participation (IPP = 2.1 points)?
collected those called “voting consumers”. Their political involvement
is limited mainly to electoral and cognitive kinds (consumption of infor-
mation about politics from mass media). For this category, the culmina-
tion of political participation could be expressive and verbal activity (“ex-
press themselves in talk”).

4. Position of people estranged from the main kinds of political partici-
pation (IPP = 0), who even do not take part in elections. They are called
“apolitical”. However, we should not overestimate such an estrange-
ment in the real life. Political behavior is characterized by the feature
similar to the one called by G. Almond and S. Verba “interrupted and po-
tential nature of involvement” [55]. In our study, it means some potential
of episodic, fragmentary electoral and cognitive involvement of the “apo-
litical” (e.g. they may vote occasionally or watch a political talk show).

While giving interpretations on political participation, one has to re-
member the conclusion based on experience of various studies: posi-

1

Standard deviation = 0.9.
2

Standard deviation = 0.4.
3

Standard deviation = 0.8.
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tions of people cannot be strictly localized in the field of political
participation.

Firstly, political behavior of individuals is changeable; even if we take
into account the most possible factors affecting political participation,
the behavior is still situational and sporadic by nature [66].

Secondly, political participation is of a cyclic nature (“cycles of high-
low involvement”), this can be the reason of its sporadic manifestations
(impulsiveness), like situations when people estranged from politics
(“apolitical”), those who are not interested, suddenly become not only
“voting consumers”, but even “political activists” [55].

Thirdly, significance of different issues rarely grows evenly for all so-
cial and demographic groups; that is why, in some cases, for example,
“communicators” of aged group can become “political activists”, while in
other cases, they are “voting consumers”.

Thus, we have to take into account possible changes in the current
picture of political behavior in order to avoid inadequate conclusions
about strong determination of the political participation positions,
which are, according to P. Bourdieux, determined not by their strict lo-
calization but by relations with other positions; therefore could be un-
derstood through correlation, comparison, and contrasting with each
other [32, p. 25].

Application of the Guttman scaling, in our opinion, makes it possible:
first, to study more productively the order of people’s involvement in poli-
tics, due to which we can have a clear idea of the logic of this process and
its ordered structure; second, to determine and compare different social
and demographic groups according to their involvement in politics (by
level of “politicization”); third, to measure levels of political participation
for various societies (index); fourth, to differentiate people’s positions in
the vertical field of political participation (empirical model of stratifica-
tion).

Moreover, the suggested methodical approach enables to apply widely
mathematical and statistical methods, e.g. for analysis of political par-
ticipation factors, as well as to conduct comparative and monitoring
studies, which are very important for development of empirical, theoreti-
cal, and methodological analysis of political participation.

Of course, the presented work does not include all aspects of theory,
methodology, and measurement of political participation, but it provides
a productive approach to its integral theoretic and methodological un-
derstanding and methodically grounded analysis of this phenomenon in
sociological studies.

150 Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005



Polifical Parficipation: Theory, Methodology, and Measurement ...

References

1. MigdaldJ.S. Strong States, Weak States: Power and Accommodation // Un-
derstanding Political Development / Weiner M., Huntington S.P. (Eds.). — Bos-
ton, 1987. —P. 391-434.

2. Dye T., Ziegler L. Demokratiia dlia elity: Vvedeniie v amerikanskuiu poli-
tiku. — M., 1984.

3. Garr T.P. Pochemu liudi buntuiut. — Sankt-Peterburg, 2005; Kluienko E.
Sovremennyi sotsiologicheskii slovar’. Sotsial'nyi protest // Sotsiologiia: teo-
riia, metody, marketing. — 1999. — Ne 4. — S. 144-146; Kluienko E. Meto-
dolohichni zasady doslidzhennia sotsial’'noi napruzhenosti v suspil’stvi, scho
transformuiet’sia // Sotsiolohiia: teoriia, metody, marketynh. — 1998. —
Ne4/5. —S. 41-55.

4. T nnies F. Spil'nota ta suspil’stvo. — K., 2005.

5. Geertz C. Interpretatsiia kul'tur: Vybrani ese. — K., 2001.

6. Mclver R. Real’'nost’ sotsial'noi evolutsii // Amerikanskaia sotsiologiche-
skaia mysl’: Teksty. — M., 1966. — S. 76-91.

7. Levi-Strauss C. Pervobytnoie myshleniie. — M., 1994.

8. Huntington S.P. The Political Modernization of Traditional Monarchies //
Daedalus. — 1966. — Ne 95. — P. 763-768; Huntington S.P. Political Order in
Changing Societies. — New Haven, 1968.

9. Foucault M. Volia k istine: po tu storonu znaniia, vlasti i seksual'nosti. —
M., 1996.

10. Mannheim K. Chelovek i obschestvo v epokhu preobrazovaniia // Mann-
heim K. Diagnoz nashego vremeni. — M., 1994. —S. 277-411.

11. Parsons T. The Distribution of Power in American Society // World Poli-
tics. — 1957. — Ne 10. — P. 123-143; Parsons T. The Concept of Society: The
Components and Their Interrelations // Parsons T. Societies: Evolutionary and
Comparatives. — Englewood Cliffs, 1966. —P. 5-29.

12. Merton R.K. Yavnyie i latentnyie funktsii // Amerikanskaia sotsiologi-
cheskaia mysl’: Teksty. — M., 1966. — S. 393-461.

13. Lipset S. Politicheskaia sotsiologiia // Amerikanskaia sotsiologiia. Per-
spektivy, problemy, metody. — M., 1972. —S. 203-219.

14. Barber B. Struktura sotsial'noi stratifikatsii i tendetsii sotsial'noi mobil’-
nosti // Amerikanskaia sotsiologiia. Perspektivy, problemy, metody. — M.,
1972. —S. 235-247.

15. Collins R. Three Sociological Traditions. — N.Y., 1985; Collins R. Teoriia
konflikta v sovremennoi makroistoricheskoi sotsiologii // Filosofskaia i sotsio-
logicheskaia mysl’. — 1993. — Ne 6. — S. 81-99.

16. Coser L.A. The Functions of Social Conflict // Sociological Theory:
A Book of Readings / Coser L.A., Rosenberg B. (Eds.). — N.Y., 1957. —
P. 199-203.

Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005 151



Eduard Kluienko

17. Ruchka A.A., Tancher V.V. OcherKi istorii sotsiologicheskoi mysli. — K.,
1992; DahrendorfR. Elementy teorii sotsial'nogo konflikta // Sotsiologicheskiie
issledovaniia. — 1994. — Ne 5. — S. 142-147.

18. Markuse H. Odnomernyi chelovek. — M., 2003.

19. Sorokin P. Sotsial’'naia i kul'turnaia mobil'nost’ // Sorokin P. Chelovek.
Tsivilizatsiia. Obschestvo. — M., 1992. — S. 297-424.

20. Mills Ch.W. White Collar. — N.Y., 1951.
21. Adorno T. Issledovaniie avtoritarnoi lichnosti. — M., 2001.

22. Habermas Ju. Teoriia kommunikativnogo deistviia // Vestnik Moskov-
skogo universiteta. — 1993. — Ne 4. — S. 43-63.

23. Schumpeter J.A. Kapitalizm, sotsializm i demokratiia. — K., 1995.

24. Bell D. Griaduscheie postindustrial’'noie obschestvo. — M., 1999.

25. Toffler A. Tret’'ya volna. — M., 2002.

26. Masuda E. Komp’yutopiia // Filosofskaia i sotsiologicheskaia mysl’. —
1993. — Ne 6. — S. 36-47.

27. Postindustrial'ni filosofs’ko-sotsiolohichni stsenarii dlia maibutn’ioho
// Rekonstruktsiia svitohliadnykh paradyhm (novi tendetsii v zakhidnii filo-
sofii). — K., 1995. —S. 6-46.

28. Naisbitt D. Megatrendy. — M., 2003.

29. Lyon D. Informatsiine suspil’stvo: problemy ta iliuzii // Suchasna zaru-
bizhna sotsial’na filosofiia: Khrestomatiia. — K., 1996. — S. 362-380.

30. Baudrillard J. Symvolichnyi obmin i smert’. — Lviv, 2004.

31. Baudrillard J. V teni molchalivogo bol’'shinstva, ili Konets sotsial'nogo. —
Yekaterinburg, 2000.

32. Bourdieux P. Sotsiologiia politiki. — M., 1993.

33. Giddens A. Deviat’ tezisov o buduschem sotsiologii // THESIS (Teoriia i
istoriia ekonomicheskikh i sotsial’'nykh institutov). —1993. —Vol. 1. —Ne 1. —
P. 57-82.

34. Matusevych V. Politychna kul'tura: Teoretiko-metodolohichni problemy
doslidzhennia // Sotsiolohiia: teoriia, metody, marketynh. — 1998. — Nv 4/5.
—S. 5-16.

35. Smelser N.J. Problemy sotsiolohii. Georg-Zimmelivs’ki lektsii, 1995. —
Lviv, 2003.

36. Kovler A.I., Smirnov V.V. Demokratiia i uchastiie v politike: Kriticheskiie
ocherki istorii i teorii. — M., 1986; Matorina O.P. Vospitaniie obschestvenno-
politicheskoi aktivnosti uchaschikhsia priizuchenii obschestvovedeniia. — M.,
1974; Dmitriiev A.V. Politicheskaia sotsiologiia U.S (ocherki). — Leningrad,
1971.

37. Ukrains’ke suspil’stvo 1992-2003. Sotsiolohichnyi monitorynh. — K.,
2008.

38. Golovakha Ye.I., Bekeshkina I.E., Nebozhenlo V.S. Demokratizatsiia ob-
schestva i razvitiie lichnosti. Ot totalitarizma k demokratii. — K., 1992.

152 Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005



Polifical Parficipation: Theory, Methodology, and Measurement ...

39. Golovakha Ye.I., Panina N.V. Sotsial'noie bezumiie. Istoriia, teoriia i so-
vremennaia praktika. — K., 1994.

40. Golovakha Ye.l. Transformiruiuscheiesia obschestvo. Opyt sotsiologi-
cheskogo monitoringa v Ukraine. — K., 1996.

41. Politicheskaia kul'tura naseleniia Ukrainy. — K., 1993.

42. Uchastiie politicheskoie // Sovremennaia zapadnaia sotsiologiia: Slo-
var. — M., 1990. — S. 364-365.

43. Batalov E.Ya. Politicheskaia kul'tura sovremennogo amerikanskogo ob-
schestva. — M., 1990.

44. Kholmskaia M.R. Politicheskoie uchastiie kak ob’yekt issledovaniia //
Politicheskiie issledovaniia. — 1999. — Ne 5. — S. 170-176.

45. Milbrath L. Political Participation // The Handbook of Political Behavior /
Ed. by S. Long. —N.Y., 1965. — Vol. 4. —P. 198-207.

46. Dahl R. Democracy in the United States: Promise and Performance. —
Chicago, 1972.

47. Smelser N.J. O komparativnom analize, mezhdistsiplinarnosti i inter-
natsionalizatsii v sotsiologii // Sotsiologicheskiie issledovaniia. — 2004. —
Nell.—S.3-12.

48. Dogan M., Pelassy D. Sravnitel'naia politicheskaia sotsiologiia. — M.,
1994.

49. Putnam R., Leonardi R., Nanetti R. Tvorennia demokratii: Tradytsii hro-
mads’koi aktyvnosti v suchasnii Italii. — K., 2001.

50. Osipova Ye.V. Sotsiologiia politicheskoi kul'tury v Velikobritanii // So-
tsiologicheskiie issledovaniia. — 1992. — Ne 4. — S. 97-105.

51. Ukrains’ke suspil’stvo-2003. Sotsiolohichnyi monitorynh. — K., 2003.

52. Riesman D., Glazer N. Criteria for Political Apathy // Studies in Leader-
ship / Ed. by A.W. Gouldner. —N.Y., 1965. —P. 505-559.

53. Dijk T.A., van. Situatsionnyie modeli // Psikhologiia sotsialnykh situa-
tsii. — Sankt-Peterburg, 2001. — S. 226-235; Klar I., Bar-Thal D., Kruglianski A.
Situatsiia konflikta kak kognitivnaia skhema // Psikhologiia sotsialnykh
situatsii. — Sankt-Peterburg, 2001. — S. 216-225.

54. Ricoeur P. Sam yak inshyi. — K., 2002.

55. Almond G., Verba S. Grazhdanskaia kul'tura i stabil’'nost’ demokratii //
Politicheskiie issledovaniia. — 1992. — Ne 4. — S. 122-135.

56. Olsen M. Lohika kolektyvnoi dii. Suspil'ni blaha i teoriia hrup. — K.,
2004.

57. Parry G., Moyser G. A Map of Political Participation in Britain // Govern-
ment & Opposition. — 1990. — Ne 2. —P. 147-169; Parry G., Moyser G. Political
Participation in Britain // Government & Opposition. — 1984. — Vol. 19. —
Ne 1. —P. 68-92.

58. Olsen M.E. Model of Political Participation Stratification // Journal of Po-
litical and Military Sociology. — 1973. — Ne 1. —P. 183-200.

Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005 153



Eduard Kluienko

59. Pylypenlko V.Ye., Vyshniak O.I ta in. Spetsial'ni ta haluzevi sotsiolohii. —
K., 2003.

60. Golovakha Ye.I., Panina N.V. Integral’nyi indeks sotsial' nogo samochuv-
stviia: konstruirovaniie i primeneniie sotsiologicheskogo testa v massovykh
oprosakh. — K., 1997.

61. Panina N.V., Golovakha Ye.I. Tendentsii rozvytku ukrains’koho suspil’st-
va (1994-1998). Sotsiolohichni pokaznyky (Tablytsi, iliustratsii, komentar). —
K., 1999.

62. Youth and History: a Comparative European Survey on Historical Con-
sciousness and Political Attitudes Among Adolescents. — Hamburg, 1997.
Vol. A.

63. ManheimdJ.B., Rich R.K. Politologiia. Metody issledovaniia. — M., 1997.

64. Guttman L. Osnovnyie komponenty shkal'nogo analiza // Matema-
ticheskiie metody v sovremennoi burzhuaznoi sotsiologii. — M., 1966. —
S. 288-343.

65. Yadov V.A. Strategiia sotsiologicheskogo issledovaniia. — M., 2000.

66. Dowse R., Huges J. Sporadic Interventionists // Political Studies. —
1977. —Vol. 25. — Ne 1. — P. 84-92.

154 Ukrainian Sociological Review, 2004-2005





