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Subjective Political Openness (SPO) is an attempt to incorporate features of political context into the
psychological analysis of collective action, using the Political Opportunities framework as a reference
(Tarrow, 1998).

This a direct response to the necessity of considering structural variables in psychological analysis discussed
by Van Zomeren (2016). Specifically, SPO is an effort to consider the impact of political context on collective
action with the aim to expand the scope of the Elaborated Social Identity Model (ESIM; Drury & Reicher,
2000).

SPO refers to people´s perceptions about the degree of openness in their general political milieu towards
marches and protests conducted by different social movements. In other words, this concept is associated
with individual evaluations of the tolerance levels shown by the political system and its actors towards the
presence and development of large political demonstrations.

SPO is formed by two independent dimensions: government openness and presence of repression.

Government openness: This would indicate the current government’s perceived degree of tolerance for
allowing and legitimating the rise and advancement of marches and protests as valid political expressions
from citizens. A set of 4 items were used to measure this dimension using a Likert-type scale ranging from 1
(strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). E.g. “The government is against people expressing their discontent
by participating in protests”

The presence of repression: This could be defined by the levels of repression perpetrated by the police
that civilians perceive as existing in their immediate political setting. The four items of this dimension used a
frequency scale (1 = Never, 2 = Rarely, 3 = Sometimes, 4 = Often, 5 = Always). E.g.“Carrying out protests in
this country is difficult because these are immediately attacked by the police” is an example.

INTRODUCTION

VALIDATION STUDIES

- People are more willing to justify the use of violence during protests when they perceive the political context
is closed.

- Closed political conditions change the way we think other people think about legitimacy of protest.

- The opinion of other people about protests leads to the justification of violence for British people only.
Historical differences?

- Previous participation in protests have no influence on the results showed above.
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- Two independent studies were carried out in the UK and Chile to develop a scale of measurement for
each SPO dimension, assess the cross-cultural invariance reached out by the proposed scales, and to
establish the factorial configuration of the scales in relation to SPO.

- 237 Chilean students (75% Female; Age: M = 19.05, SD = 2.95) and 203 students from a British
university (69% Female; Age: M = 19.84, SD = 3.36) were the participants of study 1.

- Study 2 included 309 Chileans (64.72% Female; Age: M = 27.33, SD = 11.06) and 337 British people
(59.69% Female; Age: M = 34.82, SD = 11.89) as participants.
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RESULTS OF THE VALIDATION STUDIES

- CFAs demonstrated that each dimension was formed by the same set of four items in both studies and
countries.

- In both studies, multigroup analyses showed different levels of cross-cultural invariance for the government
openness and presence of repression.

- In both samples, a bifactor model demonstrated that Subjective Political Openness (SPO) was a common
factor that shares variance with each indicator of Government Openness and Presence of Repression (see
bifactor models for each study, below).

EXPERIMENTAL STUDY

- A correlational study using the data from study 2 was carried out to examine the role of perceived political
conditions in the justification of the use of violence by protesters.

- The justification of the use of physical violence against the police (by protesters) was measured through 4
items (ω the UK = .898 ; ω Chile = .925). E.g.: “ When the police hit protesters without provocation”.

- A measure of legitimacy of protests was included to examine individual perceptions about whether the other
people, those who are not directly involved in the protests or marches, conceive them as relevant and
appropriate political expressions within a democratic context. This construct was measured through 3 items
(ω the UK = .863 ; ω Chile = .799), e.g. “Citizens are of the opinion that carrying out protests is fine even
when not sharing the protesters’ concerns”.

MAIN CONCLUSIONS OF THE CORRELATIONAL AND 
EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES
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- To replicate the results obtained in the correlational study (see above), an experiment using vignettes to
manipulated the political context around a fictional series of student protests was carried out in the UK and
Chile.

- The vignettes represented three political contextual conditions (opened, closed, and control) describing the
attitudes and behaviours of the government and the police towards the students protests.

- Participants: 141 university students from the UK (75.17% Female; Age: M = 19.22; SD = 2.35) and 262
Chilean undergrads (60.68% Female; Age: M = 21.06; SD = 2.35). Participants were randomly assigned to
each condition.

CORRELATIONAL STUDY

Bifactor model obtained in study 1. Bifactor model obtained in study 2.

Main results of the correlational study.

Main results of the experimental study.


