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Abstract

An important wave of anrfiusterity protestsas sveptacross Western Eurofierecent years.
We canthusdistinguish between three different types of protest occurrifgastern Europe
recently (1) “old” issueprotestsrelating to the trade union and labour movement; (2) “new”
issueprotestsrelating to culture and identity issues; (3) anigerity protestsemerging
directly in reaction to austerity measures auts enacted ithe current period-ollowing
previous literature, we hypothesise thatirausterityprotess have attracted a new
constituency to the streets and that tivdlbe different from both‘old and“new’ protestsin
terms of theiisocial composition, value orientations, and action repertoires xpéeeant
austerity protesters to lom the wholeyounger, and in more precarious working conditions; to
be more concerned with economic over so@aliesput also to beconsiderably less
institutionalized and embedded in organizational netwarnksto have lower experiences of
previous extranstitutional participationWe test tiesehypothessby analysing ainique and
novel dataset containing ddtam over 10,000 protestors from 72 demonstrati@u99-

2013) Our results lend broad support tardiypothesewith the exception of the idea that

“precarity” forms a new social base for aatisterity protests.



Introduction

Western European countries are still struggling we¢bnomic crisis, particularly high
levels of unemploynm@ and lowered purchasing powetinhg standardsCommentators
across both sides of the Atlanbemoan the emergence oflaost Generatiohof youth. As
citizens try to cope with the effects of negative economic conditioesitiath has also been
drawn to the potential social and political effects of the rece¢Biermeo and Bartels 2014
Clarke and Heath 201Giugni and Grasso 201kim and Lairence 201p One type of
possible negative effect of economic hardship is the decliaetivismand protest around
“new” issues such as the environmastindividual return to breaahdbutter issues in times
of economic crisigGiugni and Grasso 20)3f citizens need to struggle wkitvorking
overtime to keep a job or have to search for a new jotbealvith the array of difficulties
resulting fromeconomic hardship, they will have less time and resources to engage in
political action to support wider moral causes such as those espouseshbynovements.

The“new social movement” paradigm emphasises the primacy of struggles
surrounding questions of culture and identitsuch as ecology, feminism, LGBT rights, anti
nuclear, etc—-over questions of socieconomic equality and thredistribution of resources in
postindustrial societie$Giugni and Grasso 20L%According to this paigm the traditional
labourcapital struggle linked to trade unions and the labour movement hachédess
prominent relative to “new” struggles in the pasr period. Recently andportant wave of
antrausterity protests has swept across Western Eimapeent yearand has been widely
documented by students of social movemé@riskerill and Krinsky 2012Fominaya and Cox
2013 Gamson and Sifry 201 ®ella Porta and Mattoni 201Ancelovici 2015 Della Porta
2015 Giugni and Grasso 201B8ncelovici, Dufour et al. Forthcomingrominaya and Hayes
Forthcoming. These events have brought back questions of inequality and the distrifut

resources in advanced industrial societies.



While the experience of economic difficulty can certainly be understooasto p
people away from protesting in favorwider moral causes such asimal rights and against
nuclear energy, tough economic conditions can on the other hand be seesrabegen
grievances which people may seek to redress through politicaipation, and, in particular,
protest Grasso and Giugni 201&rasso and Giugni 2015Theeconomic crisis may provide
the political space and motivations for the mahtiion of those seeking to critaei what are
perceivedo be unjust patterns of wealth distribution in advanced capitaimbdracies and
to draw attention to the fact that not all ®#sbf society bear the costs of economic crisis
evenly. In particular, scholars such Bella Porta (201pandMartin (2015 have emphasized
the importance of the “precariat” as the new agents of protest in times erfityusthese
accounts build on some of the insights of accounts of the emergence otk aeage
between winners and losers of globalization or mode(Kitiesi, Grande et al. 203 MHutter
2014)with the focus being on the progressive potential of new cleavages as opptsed t
reactionary potential foxenophobic and antmmigrant claims.

However while theeconomic crisis might have beéhe spur for political
mobilization and the focus @intrausterity movementshetoric, it isnot clearwhether those
people with the most serious grievances to redress actually eénggmgetest action of this
sort. An alternative to voicing discontent is of course dropping out fromigséitogether.
According to a resourelased interpretation, thobardest hit by economic recession are also
those most likely to exit the political sphere and withdraw frontipaliengagement. It is
only those who are relatively insulated from financial hardslmp may have the resources
(whether economic or social) necessary to voice their concerns and engalijecal pction.

We can distinguish between three different types of protest occunrigstern
Europe in recent years: (1) “old” issue protests: relating to the tmaidn and labour

movement; (2) “new” issue protests: relating to culture and idessities; (3) anausterity



protests: emerging directly in reaction to austerity measures and cuisdenatte current
period.Based on theoretical arguments in the literature, we hypothbaisentiausterity
protests have attracted a new constituency to the stvéetest thishrough the analysis af
uniquedataset containing dafiem over 10,000 protestors frageventytwo largescale
demamstrations taking place between 2G@0f# 2A.3 across Western Europ®u results
support our hypothese§he main exceptiorsithe idea that “precarity” forms a new social
base for antausterity protests: all three types of protests are disproportioaaseiyy from
upper middle class professions the context of this special issue this paper will provide
evidence showmg the extent to which austerity movements show continuity or change fro
both old and new social movements and the extent to which they are romed of
organization for challenging the new hegemonic structures.

The remainder afhe paper proceeds asléals. In the firstpart we review the
literature and outline the relevant theoretical dimensions fopeaong the constituencies of
antrausterity, “old” and “new’movement participants. In tlmext section we discuss our data
and operationalisation. When move to discussing our resditesm multilevel models which
take into account the clustered nature of the.datéhe last section we discusget

implicatiors of our resulten relation to the literature and wider theoretical developments.

Theory and Previous Research

Grievances, Deprivation, and Palitical Protest

The rise of antausterity protests has brought to the fore a-stagding questiorDoes
deprivation leado an increase or a decrease in protest particigéEany grievanceheories
of social movemestemerging out of the collective behavior and creseatrol literature
have beerhistorically dismissed in favour of resoutlsased, political procesand framing

approachegVicAdam 1982 McAdam, McCarthy et al. 199G arrow 1996 Buechler 2004



Snow 2004. Thesemobilization modelswhich emphage the importance of resources,
political opportunities, the construction of political problems @iedlogical identification for
the development of political solidarity and theganiational structures necessary for political
action and mobikation, havesince then become the mainstay of social movement analysis
(McAdam, McCarthy et al. 1996Thekey reasons fothis shift in focusvere thatwhile

groups may be relatively deprived, they first need tozeatir perceive this, and also see
themselves asocial agentable to mobilze and effect political change, generally through
membership of a politad groupor organizatio(McAdam 1982 McAdam 1986. In the
absence of the construction of grievances and reldépevation as social or political
problems which can be redressed through political action, andut/ite orgarsational
structures, resources, and political opportunities necessary tazeamtl effect political
change, the experience of economialsaip or other forms of disadvantage on their own are
unlikely to lead to political participation. According to thisel of argument, the experience of
economic recession, and more specifically, the costs and pressures ergdniemalividuals
sufferingeconomic hardship, are more likely to push them to exit politicadgement, rather
than mobilze them to action.

In line with this, the posmaterialism thesi@inglehart 1977Inglehart 1990Inglehart
and Catterberg 20QMglehart and Welzel 2005uggests that the experience of relative
economic security during the early years of sozadilbn leads to the development of values
which emphasizeelfactualisation and aesthetic, moral and acliberalover materialist
ones In turn, postmaterialist values are understood paoiispeople to antstateelite-
challenging political action such as demonstrating, joining boycotts, signinggret and
participation in new social movements. Aotimg to this theory, it is the opposite of the
experience of economic hardshipnaterial security- which leads to political participation

and to the formation of those types of values empimasselfexpression and universal moral



causes which are seenbe conducive to protest participation. As such, one would expect
higher levels of participation amongst those individuals whielwgrp during relatively
affluent times and lower levels of politicglarticipation amongst those individualérom the
youngest generatiorswho are currentlgxperiencing their “formative yeargfMannheim
1928) duringeconomic crisis.

However, it could also be suggested that the experience of hard timeseeauld
individuals to focus attention on economic inequalities and the ingo&ts these exert on
fellow citizens In turn this could foster support for redistributive policies and welfare support
measuregas a means to defend fellow human beings from the worse effecigesfyp
Support for these policies could presumadpyr individuals to politicahction Engagement
in social movements would further reinforce the social undetstg ofhardship and
deprivation asesulting from human, chos@olitical arrangements which can be altered
through political interventionAdditionally, tough economic timscan also be seen provide
the basis for political solidarity and identification witindred social others going through
similar experiences and struggling against common enele@Bng people to mobile
through collectiveaction. Given these comadictory theories, it therefore remains a puzzle as
to whethereprivation leads people to engage in protasts if sounder which
circumstancesand particularly whether more resoup®or groups are more likely to engage

in protests around ardiusteity issues compared to other, “newt’ “old” issues.

The Evolution of Protest Participation

Initially understoochas— oftenirrational— outbursts of anger from disorderly crowds, political
protest habecome mainstream in advanced industrial democr@¢asAelst and Walgrave
2001) Therise of protest and othextrainstitutional repertoires including protest

participation in socialnovement organ&ionsis seen as one of the magrangesn the



participation patterns of Western publics since the 196@&hart 1977Inglehart 1990
Topf 1995 Inglehart and Catterberg 200%orris 2002. Extrainstitutional participation is
seen to be in continuous expansion as a result of the entry into tieapaliena of younger,
more highly educated and protgsbne cohorts since the rrid-late 1960s Barnes and
Kaase 197 Novel channels of participation are seen to have flourished in whdtelem
heralded as thésocial movement sociétyMeyer and Tarrow 19 developing out of the
student revolts of Mai 1968. Those participatory reperteinesrches, rallies,
demonstrations, occupations;isis, and other forms of public protesbnce perceived to be
the sole remit ofantistate rebels(Norris, Walgrave et al. 200%re said to have become
widespread antihormalzed’ (Van Aelst and Walgrave 20Dih contemporary Western
democracies.

Many scholars explain the rise in protest action on the basis osé&hefipostmaterial
valuesamongst new generatiariadicative of this ne of argument inglehart and
Catterberg (2002: 302yhere the link is clearly presentéds yunger, betteeducated, and
more postmaterialist cohorts replace older ones in the adult populationgémterational
population replacement will tend to bring a shift toward increasingtycgeant publics”.For
Norris (2002: xi) the rise of protest and other eximgtitutional modes of actions heralds a
“democratic phoenix"with young citizens in particulashifting from “the politics of
loyalties” to “the politics of choice”; froicitizen-oriented to “causeoriented repertoires
of political participation.In the future, protegtarticipationis understood tgontinue to rise
in postindustrial nationsiace youngemore*“cognitively mobilzed” and pstmaterialist
generation participate via this repertoire (Inglehart 197990; Inglehart and Catterberg
2002).There is evidence that protest has continued to rise due tayerierational
replacemen{Jennings and Van Deth 1990alton 1996 Inglehart 1997Inglehart and

Catterberg 2002Norris 2003. Given these claims in the literature, one would expect that the



profile of demonstrators around “new” or paosaterial issues should be relativetyich more
young that of “old” breaéhndbutter issue protestSocialization and political generations
outlooks(Mannheim 192Bwould suggest that the period of one’s coming of age should be
most important for the development of values. In line with thisytlhmmgest generations,
currently coming of age in the context of crisis, should be the me$ ik engage in anti
austerity protests. In the next section, we turn to outliningrdactors that are important for
protest participation, befomaoving on to highlightingin the final section of this &rature

review, how these factors might vary for protests around differengsssu

The Determinants of Protest Participation
Social characteristicsuch as gender and generation are generally understood to have an effect
on someone’s likelihood to prote®esearch tends to find thgdung people and men protest
more(Schussman and Soule 2Q0@rasso 201,3Grasso 201Band that members of younger
generations coming of age since the 1968sa#s0 more likely tprotest (Inglehart and
Catterberg 2002However, new research shothat once the appropriate ageriodcohort
analysis methods are applied ibisly the 1960s/0s gneration that stands out as highly
participatoryin protest{Grasso 2011Grasso 2014Grassa2016).

Many scholars tend to sessourcess instrumental to participatienparticularly
those coming from the resource matation approach: people with higher levels of education
and those fronthe middle classes are seen to have more resoihaety 1995 Verba,
Schlozman et al. 1995However, grievance theory spells out an alternative mechanism: that
it is those with the least resourceghose who have the least to lesthat will be more likely
to protes in sogety (Piven and Cloward 197 Buechler 2004Snow,Soule et al. 2005
Following this perspectiveane way in whiclgrievances havbeen understood is in terms of

deprivation— whether relative or absolutBeing from the working clas$or example can be
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seen as a proxy for absolute deprivatiout grievances can also be understood in relative
terms, in relation to some kind of reference grewither oneself at other times (including
expectations of oneself in the future that ardonger likely— e.g. loss of savings or a home
during economic crisis) or some other group of people. This typeesfagniees probably
better measured through subjective political attitudes e.g. satisfadgtlodemocracy and
evaluations of economictgation in the present vs the future eRoliticization of social
cleavages in the public sphere is crucial for inequalities to bdlgaoaerstood as
grievances. In a society that did not recognise inequality asspnabit— e.g. in feudal times
— being of a lower soci@conomic status could not be understood as a grieviangarticular
for protest and social movement participatithere are notable historical examples of
participationby disenfranchisedroups such as workers protesting for better work conditions,
protests by the unemployed, immigrants, ambt,recently antrausterity movemenid$iven
andCloward 1977Tilly 1978; Buechler 2004Giugni and Grasso 20L3istorically, protest
was one of the few repertoires ofiaa open to the disenfranchis and the poor. Strikes,
picket lines, and occupations of factories also played a similar roleevégwew social
movementsareseen to be different to previous social movements in tefigeir social
bases- attractingwell-connected and resourceh individuals such as poestaterialists and
socic-cultural specialists, not jusite traditional working class€gggert and Giugni 2035
Moreover, he effect of unemployment is unclear. Biographical availabilitgrike suggest
that unemployed people are more likely to be mobilized given fewer ¢amants and greater
amounts of timgMcAdam 1986. However, it should be noted that the causal mechanism
could also be operating in the other direction with protest having dpbgral effects’ on
protesterdeading to nortraditional choices and irregular work histor{gécAdam 1999
Giugni and Grasso 201&Research has shown that some unemployed people are more

resourcerich, preferring unemployment in the face of poor job alterna{idesn, Grasso et
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al. 2014. This in turn might attenuate the wider negative effects ofdosijob and having a
restricted network as a result of being out w@dhoda, Lazarsfeld et al. 1933

Political valuesare also seen as importantgarticipation Dalton 1996; Norris 2002
Verba et al. 1995 Researclshows that more leftlibertarian individuals are more likely to
engage irprotest butit remains unclear whether it is support for economic left values as
opposed to socially libertarian values that leads to this gffegiehart 1977Kaase and
Marsh 1979Kitschelt 1988 Kriesi and Wisler 1996 In particular, the postnaterialism
thesis(Inglehart 1990Dalton 1996 Norris, Walgrave et al. 200%Velzel 2012 sees
libertarian,selfexpressive values as fundamental to participation.

Mobilizationand ecruitmenthrough previous politicadctivismand/or associational
networksare crucial factorgklandermans and Oegema 198%Adam and Paulsen 1993
McAdam, McCarthy et al. 199®&lorris 2002 Diani and McAdam 2003Schussman and
Soule 2005Diani 2015 . However, even here is it unclear whether mobilization occurs
primarily through associational memberships or rathesugh other types of more
mainstreanpolitical action. It is also uncleavhether individuals are mobikzl through
participation in any type of political activity (i.e. institutalror extrainstitutional) or
primarily through other modes of extirastitutional participation, or even still whethers
the level of commitment and frequency of antwhichis the most important factor

(Saunders, Grasso et al. 2p12

The Importance of |ssues

In this paper waim to unravel what factodistinguishbetweerparticipants irdifferent
types of protest rather than simply examine the extent to wHiehedit factors lead
individuals to protest or not. As such we examine ways in which “old"rand anti

austerity protests differ in thesocial composition, value orientatigr@d action repertoires

12



Old social movementareunderstood to revolve around questions of secionomic

equality, the distribution of resources, the trade union movemedthe laboucapital

struggle between the bourgeoisie and the working classnimast to this picturdylelucci
(1989)theorizednew social movements emergingut of one section of the middle class
(those in sociecultural professions) challenging the other section that is in ponanly
managerial, economic, political)lherefore, new social @avements are understoad
challenges over values as opposed testjansof classand economic resource®ld”
movements arthereforedefined as those struggling for sc@oonomic issuesyhereas

“new” movements are those struggling for wider moral causes sucé asvwinonment, anti
nuclear, women'’s rights, LGBTgfnts, etcRecently, a new wave &dnti-austerity”
movement$ias emerged across advanced democracies, from the 15M/Indighadosemove
in Spain to Occupy in America and the UK where UK Uncut and othecuatsticoalitions
formed, to the constellation afovements against spending cuts emerging across Europe and
particularly the Southern European nations hardest hit by the crisise &hgausterity
movementsre those emerging direct reaction to the recent economicisrsnd against the
austeritypolicies of many governments across Western Eufegresome, these movements
are a resurgence of the wave of psbtd the late 1990s Global Justice Movements
(Fominaya and Cox 20)3As such, the protests occurring in Western Europe between 2009
2013 can be divided intibiree main types: those around old isstlesse around new issyes
and those emerging directly against economic crisisaasterity.

In particular new social movement theory has stressed the difference between new
movements based on cultural addntity conflicts— emerging since the 1960sn contrast to
the old social movements based around sec@nomic equality, tradenions, Marxist
Leninst politics, and the labarapital struggléTouraine 197 1Touraine 19810ffe 1987.

According to this body of literature, new social movemeshtse a number of characteristics

13



in terms of social bases, organizational forms, action repertaindsso forth, setting them
apart from other, older movements, and particularly the labor menebased around trade
unions. From this perspective, thetich distinguishes old from new social movements most
clearlyis their differentsocial bases.

Kriesi (1989) famousharguedhow “socialcultural specialists'that particular
segment othe emerging “new middle classlisplayed leftlibertarian values. Various studies
have shown that this social category is enagresented in new social moveme(itgesi and
Van der Praag 198Kriesi 1989 Kriesi 1993. Moreover, the new middle class would also
be more inclined to engage the protest activities organized and mobilized for by social
movements andocial movement orgagations: “socialcultural specialists are slightly more
likely than unskilled workers to vote in national elections butfiore likely to use protest
activities to articulate their claim&riesi, Grande et al. 20)2Kitschelt(1988)termedused
the term“left-libertariari to denote economic leftism coupled watbciallibertarianism. In
particular, thesociallibertariarauthoritarian not simply the economic leftght, value
dimensionseemsan important consideration for studyiaggagement with new social
movements and protest activisktore recently, Della Porta (201psees “the precariat” as
the major social base of afatuisterity protests.

Given te literature on thdifferencesetween the movementisscussedwe expect
that participants in oldndnew issueprotestswill diverge, as folbws. Relative to
participants irmovements around new issues, old movement participants shoulddée mo
likely to be maleowing tomen’straditionallygreater participation in the labour fordéhey
should also be more liketp belong to older generations i.e. the psat generatiosincethe
class cleavage wamsost popular at their time of socialisatias wellas to be less highly
educatedjiven these movements tended to be more resqame They should béess likely

to be in professional or white collar employmesitece the movements tended to be more
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working classand alsdess likely to bainemployed ostudentsince movements tended to
be organised around trade unions, factories and other places of work.Uldeswect them
to be more satisfied with democracy given the focus was more on titleutlisn of resources
and less on poshaterial questionef selfexpressioras well agnore leftist given the focus
on socieeconomic equality and the economic-edht value dimensiorHowever they
should bdess socially libertariabut more likely to be embedded in organizational networks
given thelinks of the movement around trade unions andveffig parties as opposed to the
more horizontal, fluid structures of new social movemeéms also expect them to bmore
likely to engage via institutional meaim€luding voting, contacting politicians, etautless
likely to engage in a variety ektrainstitutional meansuch as occupations, direct action,
etc.as these¢end to be more closely linked new social movementaorelikely to
demonstratenly more frequentlyasnew social movements tend tceus wider variety of
extrainstitutional tactics such as civil disobedience etc.

What about antausterity protestsPo what extent do they resemble old, as opposed to
new movements and to what extent are is their constituency more sorttet of protests
around old issues compared to those around new issues? To adelesssbarch questions
we compare antusterityprotest participants to the other two groups and empirically analyse
to which group they are more similar and to what exteand on what dimensiorsthey

differ from either.

Data and Methods

To answer these research questions, our analyses rely on data froninah deiigset
produced in the context of tii&ught in the Act of Protest: Contextualising Contestation
(Klandermans, Della Porta et al. 20@®oject. This is @ollaborative effort, funded by

nationalfunding agencies in each participating country coordinated thrdvagBuropean
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Science Foundation (ESF), which invadveinecountries(Belgium, Czech Republic, Italy,
Mexico, Netherlands, Spain, Switzerland, and the United King@meh aimed at studying
who participates in demonstrations, wapnd how. To do so, national teams of researchers
have conducted esite surveys among participants in demonstratibherobust and
methoablogically rigorous data collection procedures explained in detail ivan
Stekelenburg, Walgrave et al. (201Zhere have been a number of publications with data
from the projectsee for exampl&ggert and Giugni (20)2r Saunders, Grasso et al. (2p12
and the other paperstine same issuef Mobilization. Moreover, faceo-face interviews
(achieving an almost perfect response rate) were conducted witksarspke of respondents
to allow for nonresponse bias checks on the rimtk surveys, thus ensuring a robust
methodology and ensuring reliable results that are both repregeratati generalizable to the
populationof demonstration participants across Western Europe.

The data are hierarchically structured, so as to lend themselvegitdewellanalyses
in which the individualevel data are nested into tbeuntry level.The datasetised in this
analysis containdata from72 demonstrations isevenWestern European countries
Belgium, Britain, Italy, the Netherlands, Spain, Sweden Switzerland- containing over
10,000 respondentsThe Appendix lists all the demonstrations included in the dataset and
categorzes them by whether they are old, new or an austerity march, based dn exper
judgements, showing that the spread of issues is even, rafléatifiact that the project
aimed to survey all large demonstrations (more than 3,000 estimatedtprs) occunmg in
each participating country between 2009 and 28%3nentioned previously, the
demonstrations were categorized by expert research teams who had coneuiedairtbrk
and were familiar with the protests and organisers on the followasdgs: (1) “old” issue
protests: relating to the trade union and labour movement; (2) ‘issué protests: relating to

culture and identity issues; (3) aatisterity protests: emerging directly in reaction to
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austerity measures and cuts enacted in the current pérsitbuld be noted of course that the
same individuals may have attended different types of proteste snly generalise at the
level of protest crowd@iani 2015.

Additionally, the models inade a numbreof variablesto test difference between
participants at the three types of proteshdgr;we include a variable for cohorts or
generationseducation; SESyccupationdemocratic satisfaction (a continuous scale where 0
means very dissatisfied with the way democracy works in the resptmdountry and 10
means very satisfie@nd political values-economic and social valuesne constructed two
scaleausing principal component analysis (in both cases the itemsl@arde one component
with eigenvalue greater than. IJhe first, for economic values is a mean scale of two Likert
items (Strongly Disagree to Strongly Agree) raggiom 1 meaning Right arslmeaning
Left from two items:Government should redistribute income from the bettetodtiose who
are less well offEven the most important public services and industriebestleft to private
enterpries The second iterwas first recoded in reverse order so higher values signified a
moreleft-wing position.The second scale for social values, is also a mean scale of two Likert
items (Strongly Disagree to Strongly Agree) ranging from ammg Authoritarian and 5
meanng Libertarian from two itemsChildren shold be taught to obey authorityeople
from other countries should be allowed to come to my country anahliv@ermanently if
they want to The first item was first recoded in reverse order so higher valueesigmn
more libertarian position.

Moreover, we include a variable for organizational membershipigthi€ontinuous
variable measuring the number of organizations that the respondeetemaismoVed with in
the past 12 monthsy; variable for institional participatior( an additive scale from O to 4
where 0 means the respondent engaged in no institutional astariie4 means they engaged

in all four.)) Principal component analysis showed all four items loaded ontyne
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component with an eigenvalue greater than 1 (1.5). This is derivedroouestions. One
asking individuals whether they voted at the last election, the atkerg individuals the
following question (the same emwe used from theepeneént variable forextrainstitutional
participation) and allowing individuals to select the activitiesytengged in the las12
months:*There are many things that people can do to promote or prevent changgotiave
in the past 12 months...? contacted a politiciaorn a badge or campaign stickeignated
money to a political campaign.

For extrainstitutional activism, we created an additive scale where 0 means the
respondent participated in none of these other -@xstautional activities and 6 means the
respondenengaged in all six, based on responses to the queStibace are many things that
people can do to promote or prevent change. Have ndhbeipast 12 months..sijned a
petition? boycotted certain productsfught products for political, ettal or envionmental
reasonsjoined a strike? taken part in direct action? used violent forms oh&tlide results
of principal component analysis also showed that all six iteaeld on one component with
an eigenvalue of 1.7; the only other component with an eigenvalue gheatdr of 1.3—
showed that the first three items had negative loadings and thdlotehad positive
loadings highlighting the more confrontational nature of tHerahree activities via-vis the
more mainstream first threa)le also include a measure foequency of protest in the last 12
months

To accuratelyreflect the hierarchical nature of the data, and the fact that respondents
were sampled withisountriesand therefore the fact that their errors are likely to be
correlated, we apply twievel randomntercept models, with theountryas the higher level
of analyss. We present three logistic mulgvel models. In the first one old and new
movement participants are contrasted to each other so as to have a basmigtendtty to

interpret the other two contrasts involving austerity parti¢gan the second orausterity
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participants are contrasted to old movenmntestparticipants. In the third one they are

contrasted to new movemeprotest participants.

Findings
The analysis proceeds in two stejpsthefirst step wedescribe the composition of the three
types of demonstrations according to a number of social, pblied other characteristics: in
the second step we run logistiwilti-level models with these variables in order to predict
participation inantiausterity movements.

Table 1shows descriptives foold, new, and austerity movement participaifitse
first thing that is striking from the results is thahile there are clearly some differences, the
profile of demonstrators at the three different types of protestdher similar, confirming
perhaps arguments ovefl@omogenizatiohacross movemeni&ggert and Giugni 2032
Anti-austerity movement participants have a profile similar to addd@ment participants on
some aspects, while being more similar to new movement partisiparmther aspects.
However, in general, austerity participants seem to be closer todfile pf old movement
participants than to that of new movement participabsnpared to new protestsd
movement potest and antawusterity protests are similar in that they attracte merthan
women; more people with a lower educational qualification thawew protests; there are
more working claspeople than in new protestbpy have lower democratic satisfied
constituencies than new protests; they are less socially lia@rtaan new protest
constituencies; and less involved in various types of enst#utional modes of action.

Table 1

Anti-austerity protest parijgants are more similar to new movement participants

compared to old movement participants in that their generatiwofle is younger and they

are less embedded in organisations. As such it appeasnthaitisterity protest participants
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are similar irtheir profile to old movement protest participants in having higheportions
of less highly educated and more working class participants companed tmovement
protest; they are also less democratically satisfied and lesdysbb@&itarian, lessnvolved in
extrainstitutional modes compared to new movement participants aiteclyowever younger
and less organizationally embedded relative to old movementipartis.

However, we caalso observelifferences across the three types of movements.
Participants in old, new, and austerity demonstratamsot lookperfectly alike For
examplewomen are more present in new social movements that in both oéthttiadisterity
movements; arausterity movement participants are younger than new movement
participants and especially than old movement participants; eygt@rticipants seems
slightly less educated than both of the other two movementipartis; and the share of
students is somewhat higher in the former than in the latter tvierrns 6 values,the most
important differences can be observed on democratic satisfaatibausterity movement
participants are less satisfied than new movement participanteqbally interested than old
movement participants). Finallgusterity participants are less prone to engage in both
institutional and extranstitutional participationThese differences can be seen in further
detail in themulti-level modelsbelow. It should be noted, however, that results might differ in
part from the descriptive analyses as the samples used are not the same.

Table 2 presents the results of three logistic rieNel models contrasting participants
in old, new, and austerity demaraions.While Table 1 presented descriptive statistics for
the three groups these models allow us to test for significiéerteshces while controlling for
the other variables in the mod#e first turn to Model 1 which addresses the differences
betweerold and newmovement participant€ompared to new movement participants, old
movement participants are more male, more likely to come froen gieherations. They are

less educated, more working clakess likely to be unemployed or studefithis is inline
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with new social movement theory, which has depicted treabed sociakultural specialists
—the core constituency of thes®vements- as being characteed precisely by such sadi
characteristics contrasting thempeople engaged in old movements, in particular the labor
movemeni(Kriesi and Van der Praag 19&riesi 1989 Kriesi 1993. This evidence shows
thatthese two movement sectors are still different in many resgdgionally, old
movement participant@re more dissatisfied with democracy, more highly economically left
wing, more likelyto be members of organizations, less likely to engage in other extra
institutional activities, and more likely to protest more fredlyen
Table 2

The main focus of our paper, however, isamtrausteritydemonstrationsSo, the
main question isWhat chaacterize participants irthose demonstrations, as compared to
both old and new movementsét us have a look at each contrast in tdime results for
Model 2 show thatantiausterity movement participants differ from those from old
movements on a numbef important dimensions. They are more likely to come from the
younger generations. They are more likely to be educated than old eatveanticipants and
more likely to be students. They are even morewafg economically than old movement
participantsand more socially libertarian. They are less likely to be embeddestworks
and to engage in institutional participation. However they anesriikely than old movement
participants to engage in other eximatitutional activities and to demonstratenmna
frequently

Finally, Model 3 comparesantiausterity movement participants to new movement
participants Anti-austerity movement participants are more likely to be male. Téred/tb
have more individuals from the generation coming of age in thesll@@&0bout as many of

those coming of age in the 1990s/00s. They are significantly lessteddlcan new
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movement participants, more working class or students, thdgsarsocially liberal than new
movement participants, less likely to engage instinaily, but protest more frequently.
Taken together, the results from our meddlow that antausterityprotests,ike old
movement proteststlwer than being more mateominate thannew movement protests, they
are also less we#ducated, less middle class, less socially liparal more frequently
involved in protet. Anti-austerity participants are however less institutionally e mixtlobn
both old and new movement protest pgrants.As such, they are even more resoypoer
than old movement constituencies. While old movements are stemgedded with trade
unions and parties, the new generation’s-ansterity movement lacks the organizational
basis and as such might expléheir greater reliance on protestents, hence the higher
scores for frequency of political protedtloreover, while antausterity protests are populated
by individuals from the younger generations, they are not youngeofile than protests
arourd “new’ issues. While highly educated, this is slightly less so thaprtifée of new
types of protest due perhaps to the higher proportion of full timtkests i.e. individuals still
completing education. There is no clear sign, at least in this datthekatre more likely to
be members of a “precariaiDella Porta 2016 most are in middle class occupations and
they are not more likely to be unemployed than pigants in old and new movements.
They are also not particularly more democraticdigsatisfied than other types of movement
participants. So why democratic dissatisfaction might be a charactefigtiotesters this

appearsiotto beparticularly distinctivao antrausterity protester€alvo 2013.

Discussion and Conclusion
So what have we learned and where do these results taketus®isterity demonstrations
and movements form an important share of the emstatutionalcontentiorthat hasoccurred

in the past few year§ hese movements and demonstrations have emerged in a historical
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periodcharacterized by one of the most prorid economic crises WesteEuropehas eve
experiencedStudents of social movements have long argued that grievanceshsdmmnot
hold and that protest is not linkedht least not directly-to situations of economic hardship
and the social stress agll as the discontent stemming from th@vitCarthy and Zald 1973
Tilly 1978). Anti-austeritymobilizatiors challenge understandingstbe relationship between
economic hardship and protest behaviResource mobikation and political process theories
have gone far in this direction, showiognvincinglyhow protest emerges from a good mix
of endogenous (orgation) and exogenous (political opportunities) conditibiswrever,as
detailed in previous sectiornkie nost recent developments have Isatiolardo challenge

the assumption that grievances do not matiee. emergereof anttausterity protests in the
past few yearand their characteristics, including their soc@mposition call for further
examination ofhe extent tavhich grievancesnd feelings of relative deprivationight help
explain engagement in proteahd whether this vary from one type of movements to the
other.

At the individual level of participation in social movemetnlss debate brings in the
guestion of whais the “average” profil®f participants- in terms ofsocial characteristics,
resources, political values, and extent of political engagemeinpaticipants in different
types of movements. More specifically, the characteristics titpants inantrausterity
movementseed to be scrutinised in order to determine whether they resembléepfrdin
those of participants in other types of moversddéased on a unique datasetthis paper we
have examined the characteristics of participanétiausterity demonstrations, contrasting
themto participants in demonstratioesnanatingrespectivelyfrom oldand newissues.

Our findingssuggesthat participants in artausterity demonstrations shamere
characteristics with olsueprotests However, similar does not mean identical. Important

differences on key aspects could also be obsem@bte surethe Indignados, Occupy, and
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other antiausterity movementssimilar to their precursor, namely the global justice
movement- have displayed innovative forms of organizing and mobilizing {reguse of
Facebook, Twitter, and other social networks; social forumscipatory budgéng, and
other forms of deliberativparticipative democracy). Ye@trotesters at anusterity protests
while not particularly more “precariofigio tend to be more resourpeor relative to those
from new social movements.

It would seem thatgstmaterialist theory isnore useful fopredicting paitipation in
protests that tend to lbess confrontationatjtualistic and have a constant supuch as
“national climate mar@s for example However,the economiccrisisthat started in 2008 as
well as the austerity policies enacted by European governrseais to have brought to the
streets young people which are more resepo® relative to the usual suspects attending
protests arountinew’ issues. These findings remind us of the importance of the supply of
protest and the distinction between protests around different ieusgss such as
government reducing pensions, public spending, student allowamckso fortwill
provokeindividualsto take to the streets against this perceived injustice tyifesof event
will attract a rather different crowd to the one that attends moreagtitigbeaceful
demonstrative event$hereforedifferent types of protestsave different dynamicand
different types ofocial composition, value orientations, and action repemoofilesthat
deserve future studys other research on this topic has shovemtext— including issue
context—needgreater consideratian the study of protegiarticipation(Giugni and Grasso
2015) Our study comparingnéi-austerity movemergarticipants with those from old and
new issue protesthows thatan understanding of protest papation cannot be abstracted
from context and issue. While voting happens every few years ancepaopjoin parties
whenever they can, people only joipratest when it happens and only if its issue motivates

them.Therefore supply is an important aspect of protest that shouloenignored in studies
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of who engages and wh$tudies that simply examine what variables impact on whether
someone participasenaprotest or not are agnostic to these factors and assume that the same
dynamicsunderlieall protest participation. Comparing constituencies at diffetygrat of
protestsallowedus to showvhat theselifferentunderlying dynamicare that theyary by
protest issuélNe thus stress that future research should as much as possible try nbatake i
account the type of protest issues.

Our results show thagsues matter. mti-austerity protests attract constituencies that
are less weleducated and midle class than nelssue demonstrationat the same time,
these constituencies are less organizationally embeddethtsat old issue protestsdso
aremore resourc@oor even on the organizational level. They are more likely to be drawn
from younger generations, and to be students. At such it appears thatiardrity
movements have broughéw groups of young people to the stseéetprotest the current
economic measures featuring spending cuts and welfare retrenchmemtyifcaropean
countries These cuts are disproportionately more likely to hit the poceesbas of society.
While it is unclear whether angiusterity protesters took to the streets mainly to defend their
own livelihoods or in solidarity with those poorer, hdwtisectors bsociety— these new
developmentsppear to havshiftedbackthe focus from widemnoral, and cultural issues,
backto the more breaehndbutter, redistributive concern@nly the future will telwhether
this signals a more loAgerm shift and whethehé antiausteritymovement willable to
articulate convincing progressive answers for a new era in order to moveadva

democracies towards a more egalitarian, inclusive and sustainailalensodel of the future.
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Table 1: Characteristics of old, new, anttiausterityprotest participants

Male
Generations

Post-WWII generation

1960s/70s generation

1980s generation

1990</00s generation
Education

Secondary school or lower

BA or equivalent

MA or higher degree
Occupation

Salariat

Intermediate professions

Working class

Unemployed

Sudents
Democratic satisfactio(D-10)
Economic valuegleft-wing) (1-5)
Social valueglibertarian)(1-5)
Organizational membershifi-4)
Institutional participatior{0-4)
Extra-institutional participatior{O-6)

Frequency oflemonstrating1-5)

Note: The cells without % are mean values.

Old

56%

12%

28%

23%

37%

39%

17%

45%

56%

15%

10%

9%

10%

2.5

2.0

34

New

45%

9%

23%

21%

47%

32%

24%

45%

57%

15%

6%

7%

15%

5.0

4.2

3.4

2.3

2.4

2.7

1.9

Anti-austerity

57%

5%
25%
25%

45%

40%
22%

37%

50%
15%
11%
5%
19%
4.5
4.2
3.1
2.2
1.9
2.3

1.9



Table 2:Logistic multilevel models predicting participation in three different types of

movements
Old vs New Anti-austerity vs Old Anti-austerity vs New
Fixed Effects
Male 0.33** -0.07 0.32%**
(0.07) (0.09) (0.07)
Cohorts
Post-WWII generation 0.10 -0.44~ -0.66***
(0.12) (0.18) (0.14)
Ref.: 19605/70s generation
1980s generation -0.23* 0.32** 0.25**
(0.11) (0.12) (0.09)
1990</00s generation -0.58%+* 0.74*** 0.07
(0.10) (0.11) (0.09)
Education
Ref.: Secondary school or |ower
BA or equivalent -0.35* 0.03 -0.28**
(0.11) (0.13) (0.09)
MA or higher degree -0.39%** 0.24* -0.36***
(0.09) (0.11) (0.08)
Occupation
Slariat -0.44** -0.23 -0.54%+*
(0.14) (0.15) (0.12)
I ntermedi ate professions -0.53*** 0.06 -0.37*
(0.16) (0.16) (0.14)

Ref.: Working class
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Unemployed

Students

Democratic satisfaction

Economic values (leftving)

Social values (libertarian)

Organizational membership

Institutional participation

Extra-institutional participation

Frequency of demonstrating

Constantyyg

Random Effects
o’y

- Log Likelihood
BIC

AIC

Groups

N

* p<.05; ** p<.01; *** p<.001

-0.41*
(0.18)
-0.38*
(0.17)
0.04*
(0.02)
0.63%
(0.07)
-0.10
(0.05)
0.14*
(0.04)
-0.01
(0.04)
-0.26%*
(0.04)
0.24%%
(0.06)
-2.98

(2.08)

27.78
-2437.15
5042.06
4912.30
7

6,832
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0.23
(0.22)
0.54%
(0.20)
-0.02
(0.02)
0.29%
(0.06)
0.13*
(0.05)
-0.10*
(0.05)
-0.36%*
(0.05)
0.20%+
(0.04)
0.22%
(0.07)
-3.01

(2.97)

53.51
-1761.51
3684.80
3561.03
7

4,986

0.08
(0.18)
0.43%
(0.15)
-0.01
(0.02)
0.09
(0.05)
-0.31%
(0.04)
-0.00
(0.04)
-0.28%*
(0.04)
-0.04
(0.03)
0.34%
(0.06)
-1.05

(2.90)

51.37
-2916.67
6003.58
5871.34
7

7,786



Appendix: Demonstrations included in the analysis: coding basexbent gudgments

O= “old” movementissue protest3y= “new” movement issue protests; antrausterity

protests

Belgium

1. Antwerp, 1st of May March (2010): O

2. Brussels, Climate Chang2009): N

3. Brussels, March for Work (2010): A

4. Brussels, No to Austerity (2010): A

5. Brussels, No Government, Great Country (2011): N
6. Brussels, Not in Our Name (2011): N

7. Brussels, No#Profit Demonstration (2011): A

8. Brussels, We have alternags (2011): A

9. Brussels, Fukushima never again (2012): N

Britain

10. London, National Climate March (2009): N

11. London, May Day Labour March (2010): O

12. London, Take Back Parliament (2010): N

13. London, No to Hate Crime Vigil (2010): N

14.  London, Unite Against Fascism National Demo (2010): N

15. London, Fund Our Future: Stop Education Cuts (2010): A
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16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

21.

Italy
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

London, National Climate March 2010 (2010): N

London, Second Student National Demo (2010):A

London, Million Women Rise (2011): N

London, "TUC's March for the Alternative: Jobs, Growth, Justic&l(p@
London, Occupy London (2011): A

London, London Pride Parade (2012): N

Assisi, Marcia Perugissisi (2011): N

Bologna, Gay Pride (2012): N

Firenze,Semi di giustizia, fiori di corresponsabilita (2013): N

Florence, May Day (2011): O

Florence, General Strike (2011): A

Florence, Florence 10+10/Joining forces for another Europe (2012): A
Milan, Euromayday (2011): N

Niscemi, No Moug2013): N

Rome, No Monti Day (2012): A

The Netherlands

31.

32.

33.

34.

Amsterdam, Student demo 1 (2010): A
Amsterdam, Culture demo Amsterdam (2010): A
Amsterdam, Stop racism and exclusion (2011): N

Amsterdam, Anti Nucleair demo (2011): N
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35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.

43.

Spain
44,
45.
46.
47.
49.

50.

51.
52.
53.

54.

Amstedam, Utrecht, Rotterdam, Occupy Netherlands (2011): A
Haarlem, Pink Saturday Parade Survey (2012): N

Rotterdam, Retirement demonstration (2009): A

The Hague, Together strong for public work (2011): A

The Hague, Student demo 2 (2011): A

The Hague, Military demo (2011): A

The Hague, Stop budget cuts (care & welfare) (2011): A
Utrecht, Climate demo (2009): N

Utrecht, Culture demo Utrecht (2010): N

Barcelona, Against the Europe of Capital, Crisis and War (2010): A
Barcelona, Selfletermination is democracy (2010): O

Barcelona, We are a nation, we decide (2010): O

Barcelona, 1st May, Labour Day (2010): O

Madrid, Against Labor Law (2010): A

Madrid, Real Democracy Now! We are not good in the hahgslaicians and
bankers! (2011): A

Santiago de Compostela, Demonstration against language decree (2010): O
Santiago de Compostela, Demonstration against the new labo@0&@)(O
Vigo, Celebration May Day (2011): O

Vigo, For employmen not capital reforms. Defend Our Rights (2011): A
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Sweden

55.  Copenhagen, Climate March (2009): N

56. Gothenburg, May Day (Left Party) (2012): N

57.  Gothenburg, May Day (Social Democratic Party/LO) (2012): O
58. Gothenburg, Rainbow Parade (LGBTQ festival) (2012): N

59. Malmd, May Day (Left Party) (2011): N

60. Malmd, May Day (SAP/LO) (2011): O

61. Stockholm, May 1 March, Left Party (2010): N

62.  Stockholm, Against racist politics (2010): N

63.  Stockholm, May 1 March, Social Democratic Party (2010): O

64.  Stockholm, Antinuclear demonstration (2011): N

Switzerland

65. Bern, World March of Women (2010): N

66. Beznau, Anti Nuclear Manifestation (2011): N

67. Geneva, Gay Pride Geneva (2011): N

68. Geneva, Women demonstration Geneva (2011): N
69. Geneva, May 1ste demonstration 2011 (2011): O
70.  Muhleberg, Antinuclear (2012): N

71.  Zurich, May 1st Demonstration (2010): O

72.  Zurich, Pride demonstration (2012): N
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