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1.0 Introduction 
 

The stimulus behind this dissertation reflects the recent polarization of beliefs and views from young citizens 

in the UK. Political unrest and civil disobedience featured highly last year in 2019; the UK media was 

dominated with an extensive coverage of Brexit, Extinction Rebellion and Youth 4 Climate. Brexit is 

responsible of 32% of spectators claiming they now avoid the news due to the negative impact and has 

resulted in an 11% fall in trust with the UK media (RISJ, 2019, pp.10-22)1. The culture jamming activist 

group, Led By Donkeys, captured predominantly politicians’ tweets from social media, and canvased them 

onto billboards (See Figure 1). This politically fuelled campaign created an awareness and spread of 

communication through media forms, resulting in a media convergence (Jenkins, 2008). The activist group 

encouraged a vote back to the people with regards to Britain leaving the European Union, notably they 

attended the ‘put it to the people’ rally in London on March 23rd (See Figure 2).  

 

 

 
1 Reuters Institute of the Study of Journalism. 

Figure 2: Led By Donkeys banner in London, March 23rd, 2019.  Figure 1: Led By Donkeys billboard in Taunton, Somerset in May 2019. 
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Moreover, 45% of the 280 reported protests in 2019 were formed of environmental movements, an increase 

from 2017, where around 150 were reported (Bailey, 2020). Contemporary NGO2, Extinction Rebellion 

made controversial actions in Britain last year; a viral video of a protester being dragged down from a train 

by commuters (The Telegraph, 2019) sparked heated debates surrounding class citizen activism. The group 

is claimed to be, “too white, too middle class and lacking in empathy” (Lewis, 2019). Findings have portrayed 

environmental NGO’s are indeed predominantly white, with ethnic minorities and working class citizens 

extremely underrepresented (Taylor, 2014). Moreover, environmental movement, Youth 4 Climate3 also 

contributed to the rise in resistance and political participation in 2019, led by young activist Greta Thunberg.  

Youth and resistance is a familiar duo, especially within politics. Young people have felt marginalised and 

failed by authority in the past; students particularly, have revolted against the government regarding false 

promises on tuition fees (Sloam and Henn, 2018). Moreover, democracy and citizenship are key themes 

within this exploration. Both terms are considered promiscuous, albeit, a common understanding of 

democracy in current times “is the fusion of the idea of the power of the people and the idea of legally 

guaranteed individual rights” (Crick, 2008, p.15). To be a citizen, is to have freedom of expression and an 

opinion equally respected in the political domain (Crick, 2008). Moreover, with the ability to participate and 

co-create in an increased interconnected ecology, it is argued young people are the agents of change and 

social justice (Pervizpour and Disbrow, 2011), and as they learn of a culturally diverse and complex society, 

they are positioned as hopeful activists in shaping a “equitable” world (Merryfield and Duty, 2008, p.86). 

Consequently, in the digital age, young citizens have the opportunity to evaluate and critically unpick 

information communicated from institutions, acting as righteous decision makers (Merryfield and Duty, 2008 

p.88). 

The significant counter acts of deviance notable last year in 2019 has grounded the influence of this study. 

Moreover, the rebelling youth and phenomena of new media in this contemporary climate, has stimulated 

the area of exploration. The concepts of hegemony, resistance and new media will add to the current 

 
2 Non-Government Organisation 
3 Youth 4 Climate can be also known as: Youth Strike for Climate, Youth for Climate and Fridays for Future. 
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captivating research in the field of media and cultural studies, where this dissertation firmly positions itself. 

Why and how citizens resist dominant societal ideas has been explored in academic fields, including: 

sociology, psychology, and criminology. Although the preceding fields of study relate to the themes of this 

exploration, and will no doubt feature slightly throughout, the direction and focus of this study remains in 

cultural studies.   

The focus of this study has three key components:  

1: To investigate the active citizen; Why and how are young people counter-cultural? 

2: To understand how new media accommodates the active youth; How does new media 

facilitate resistance and political participation? 

3: To uncover new media as a hegemonic force; How does the ecology of new media 

counteract the active citizen? 

The overall question this dissertation is asking regards the exploration of vital theories that are significant 

within media and culture. Therefore, the layout of this paper will portray an explored account of crucial 

theories, uniting the theoretical chapter, and subsequently analyse the data obtained from the primary 

research correlating to the vital theory. A dissertation deserves a fluid, clear and concise layout, therefore, to 

begin with, and after the introductory and methodology chapter, three theoretical sections will be explored, 

these will be: Hegemony, Resistance, and New Media. The requirement of three sub-questions is necessary 

since this dissertation explores a range of key perspectives and therefore, will need to divide the study and 

organise the key findings. The research tactic of this investigation is a mixed method approach to best explore 

the areas of interest, these will be, an online survey and focus group aimed at young participants. A valuable 

amount of focus and research will go into each part of this exploration, summarising the significance of each 

concept in shaping this dissertation. 

The depth of study the proposed theoretical concepts encapsulate, are clearly well established within the field 

of media and culture as seen with the amount of literature attached to them. The Centre for Contemporary 
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Cultural Studies’4 (1964-1988) pioneering work on youth culture and resistance predominantly features 

throughout this dissertation and will be discussed and debated after a significant section on the concept of 

hegemony utilising Antonio Gramsci’s (1971) historic ideas. A section on new media theory will facilitate a 

discourse associated with sub-questions two and three, by exploring concepts such as: network and the public 

sphere, influential ideas from Castells (2012) and Habermas (1997) will play a crucial role in this section. 

After the introductory chapter, a section on methodology will provide the critical narrative of research, 

considering the strengths and limitations of the chosen methods. The data retrieved from the survey and focus 

group will be presented in the findings section, logistically presenting each diagnostic in a coordinated way. 

Thereby, a discussion on the prevalent themes identified from the primary research will then correspond to 

the vital theory explored at the beginning.  

The overall findings and discussion hope to conclude the hypothesis of the dissertation which is: In fact, 

young active citizens are agents of resistance and participate in the political sphere utilising new media, and 

new media does indeed facilitate an ecology of resistance and political participation, however, does so 

alongside anxieties, hegemonic tendencies and concern among citizens. 

 

2.0 Methodology 
 

The triangulation of research methods and form of approach were carefully considered with the field of study 

in mind. The multitudinous of disciplines associated to cultural studies allows for a wide analysis of 

participants and their culture, with significant focus on discourses of “power, difference and human agency” 

(Winter, 2013, p.2). Accordingly, social sciences feature in aspects of this research, combining resources and 

inviting various perspectives, yet, critically analysing knowledge and providing context. Moreover, the study 

of resistance features highly within this dissertation and cultural studies. A small-scale mention of significant 

explorations into resistance and youth by cultural researchers include, Paul Willis’ subculture of lads (1981); 

Cohens (1972) study of mods and rockers and the moral panic, and McRobbie’s (2002) research on working 

 
4 Abbreviated to: CCCS.  
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class young women and the patriarchal world reinforced by popular culture, specifically, the magazine 

Jackie.  

Primarily, the study chose to focus a large amount of research into the theoretical chapter to emphasise the 

context of the study and exploration lens, however, studying theory unaided lacks a deep rooted research 

(Winter, 2013), therefore, primary research allowed the study to become more extensive. The benefit of 

utilising a mixed method approach was to harness the advantages of both approaches, as well as counter-

acting the limitations of each (Cavana, Delahaye and Sekaran, 2001). In order to collect accurate information 

to discuss the dissertation question, an online survey and focus group were utilised.  

To begin with, the survey contained a range of open and closed questions, the nature of the questions allowed 

of quantitative and qualitative responses. An advantage of using a survey are receiving opinion and behaviour 

based research (Bertrand and Hughes, 2018), for instance, the participants attitudes towards activism and 

acts of political participation. Furthermore, the survey was distributed through online platforms, therefore 

circulating a relatively large number of participants, at a cost effective means and keeping a low bias in 

regard to a researcher influence, these are key strengths with online surveys (Bertrand and Hughes, 2018). 

With limited space on the questionnaire to expand and explain answers, participants are restricted in their 

responses. A notable weakness within surveys are the aberrant meanings produced from the concepts. For 

instance, two terms, ‘protest and ‘activism’ offer contested definitions and can be difficult to entirely 

understand according to, Ekman and Amnå (2012). However, these limitations can be avoided, to resolve a 

misconception of both words, a definition (See Appendix 1) was provided at the beginning of the survey for 

participants to read. Furthermore, a choice was made to combine an additional research method of a focus 

group. 

The weaknesses afore mentioned with the survey counteract the strengths from the focus group, an advantage 

of this included the closed responses retrieved from the survey were expanded and discussed in the small 

selected focus group. Nevertheless, limitations occur within focus groups that can affect studies, a researcher 

influence with participants and a bias could arise. However, the use of a moderator within a focus groups is 

to guide the general dialogue to ensure appropriate data collected (Lunt and Livingstone, 1996).  
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Participants from the focus group were selected purposefully and completed the online survey beforehand. 

The reason for purposeful selection of the focus group was due to logistics and difficulties in gathering a 

focus group, it is important to state, the focus group participants were in same social group as myself, the 

researcher. The focus group consisted of six participants, all University students and identified as middle 

class citizens.  

2.1 Research Framework 

The online questionnaire and discussion of the focus group were influenced by the study of Ekman and Amnå 

(2012). Their study consists of a typology (Figure 3) of the various forms of civic and political participation 

citizens can engage and participate with in the political sphere. 

The study by Ekman and Amnå (2012) was influenced by Teorell, Torcal and Montero (2007), but adapted 

to include latent forms of political participation. Latent forms of participation illuminate citizens who engage 

in political behaviour, however, do not directly alter the political sphere, for example, an interest in politics 

and awareness of political issues (Ekman and Amnå, 2012, p.292). Moreover, citizens discussing political 

issues to their outer social circle towards the public sphere is latent, yet, if that citizen acts on the discussion 

of politics it become an action, and thus, turns to a manifest and civic engagement. The public sphere 

pioneered by Jürgen Habermas is a significant concept which will be explored further on in the theoretical 

chapter.  
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Both individual and collective actions are considered under the typology shown in Figure 3; thus, the types 

of actions such as giving money to charity, voting in a general election and protesting in a social movement 

were picked and involved in the research methods. Moreover, Ekman and Amnå (2012) include deliberately 

not voting as a form of political participation, this is contested debate in society, the recent general election 

young people were the fewest demographic to vote (Curtis, 2017). Consequently, this idea of including this 

form of participation influenced a question in the survey asking participants: ‘Do you consider abstaining 

from voting in a general election a protest?’ (Appendix 1).  

This examination has highlighted the important forms of citizen participation integrating into the research; 

however, the study lacks a focus on online forms of participation and a specifically a connection to young 

citizens. Thereby, the last section of the theoretical chapter will provide a valuable context for online forms 

of participation, by exploring networks and the new media ecology. To reiterate, this section has not intended 

to critically analyse Ekman and Amnå’s (2012) study, on the contrary it aims to provide the research method 

framework and influence.  

 

 

Figure 3: Typology of different forms of disengagement, involvement, civic engagement and political participation by Ekman and 
Amnå (2012). 
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3.0 Theoretical Chapter 
In this chapter I will discuss key theories, containing literature grounded in sociology and cultural studies 

with contemporary examples, thereby adding to the wider discourse and overall focus of this exploration. To 

provide optimum research for this chapter, the layout has been carefully considered and will utilise a thematic 

approach, to allow the research to be received in a clear and concise manner. The vital literature will be 

categorised under sub-headings to focus on the key theoretical perspectives (Given, 2008). Thus, the task of 

this chapter is to set out the key theories that are significantly linked with the overarching research question, 

to explore the relationship of secondary research with contemporary examples and importantly, “present 

findings that are both meaningful and useful” (Given, 2008, p.868).  This chapter will explore three grounded 

concepts within media and cultural studies, in conjunction with, but not exclusively, sociology and 

psychology.  

The beginning of this theoretical chapter seeks to investigate the counter-cultural tendencies of young citizens 

and portray why there is resistance within society, by covering the usage of new media in conveying 

resistance and hegemony. An initial exploration into hegemony will see the chapter flow towards resistance, 

by discussing counter-hegemony and exploring contemporary issues attached to these theories in a cultural 

studies sphere. Moreover, the end of this theoretical chapter will challenge the previous discussion and focus 

on how new media is utilised as hegemonic force by collapsing the active young citizen.  

3.1 Hegemony 

Hegemony is a highly discussed and prominent concept utilised in many scholarly fields. Historically and 

predominately, this concept has been debated within the field of sociology, particularly within the theoretical 

perspective of Marxism. In addition, hegemony has facilitated significant debates within cultural studies, 

specifically between the 1970s and 1980s (Barker, 2004), providing a particularly notable point of contention 

within the sub-disciplines of subcultural theory and counterculture. Historically, the primary usage of the 

concept has been argued to originate from class conflict within Russian socialist groups from the 1880s 

(Anderson, 1976). Furthermore, Antonio Gramsci’s notable study of hegemony has arguably been adapted 

and formulated from previous historical notions as beforementioned (Anderson, 1976). His considerably 
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significant writings on the term will provide the relevant foundations for a discussion of this concept. 

Evidently, in academia, Gramsci’s notion of hegemony is a well-spoken discourse, and has been discussed 

by notable writers throughout recent years (Hall, 2017; Anderson, 1976; Ramos, 1982). It is important to 

state, cultural hegemony is the term that will be explored at this juncture; though, there is acknowledgement 

of additional uses of the term 5. 

Antonio Gramsci was imprisoned in 1926 by the Fascist regime of Mussolini for his leftist beliefs (Crehan, 

2002), and his revolutionary prison notebooks were a result of his confinement. Gramsci theorised themes 

of control, power, and domination in his writings, alongside harsh surveillance from prison guards and lack 

of resources (Crehan, 2002). Subsequently, these multitudinous writings have been critically examined by 

academics, revealing the intricacy and perplexity of Gramsci’s work (Jackson Lears, 1985). Thus, it is 

evidently clear that the concept of hegemony is highly complex to understand. 

At a fundamental level, hegemony is the idea of the dominant group in society, those with the greatest 

socioeconomic power who constitute the ruling class, controlling the subordinate groups through means of 

political, ideological, and economical authority; alongside maintaining their dominant position within society 

(Gramsci, 1971; Anderson, 1976). In order to do so, the ruling class creates a dominant ideology which 

secures the power to influence the minds of the working class; In other words, they must be capable of 

controlling the consciousness of the subordinate classes (Strinati, 1995). The dominant ideology is not static, 

for the ruling class to maintain its power it must develop in society accordingly (Strinati, 1995). Thus, 

Gramsci (1971) contends, an array of factors can establish hegemony in society, significantly, the ruling 

group must have the means to the economy to become and maintain a ‘hegemonic force’ (Im, 1991).  

Gramsci makes a distinction between distinct forms of power, the first being coercive, meaning by force or 

domination, and second being consent, meaning the subordinate group accepts the hegemony (Ransome, 

1995; Ramos, 1982). According to Gramsci (1971), consensual control outperforms coercive control; an 

example of the former type of hegemony is “the granting of concessions to subordinate groups which do not 

 
5 See Chomsky (2003) work of the global hegemonic powers in America. 
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pose a threat to the overall framework of domination.” (Strinati, 1995, p.167). This therefore suggests, 

concessions are utilised by the ruling powers to keep a stable society. Moreover, concessions can be argued 

as manufactured consent, for example, a working class citizen’s pay increasing to meet the basic demands of 

the worker (Strinati, 1995). Conclusively, an organised structure in society is vital in keeping a hegemonic 

force in power; the rulers must compromise with subordinate classes through institutions, for example, 

education, mass media, the government and religion, to form compatible class conditions (Im, 1991; Strinati, 

1995).  

Mass media are accountable for reproducing class inequalities by reinforcing consumerism and thus 

capitalism; the dominant ideology and vital information for citizens are then produced and controlled by 

those in power, who subsequently are the hegemonic ruling class (Murdock and Golding, 1977; Strinati, 

1995). Furthermore, one could say mass media serves to produce a disequilibrium for the working class, 

marginalised and oppressed citizens in society, yet, on the other hand, reverting mass media into a digital 

democratic tool can produce creative and empowered individuals. Consequently, utilising media platforms 

for website design, creating social justice videos or contributing to the digital public sphere as an oppressed 

citizen can perhaps challenge the idea of media as a tool in maintaining and producing hegemony. 

Nevertheless, media, in particular, new media have a considerable amount of interest in this dissertation, 

therefore, an analysis into media as a hegemonic device or a facilitator in resistance and political participation 

furthers in section 3.3 of this exploration. 

Moreover, Gramsci argued the subordinate groups in society must become an alliance and unify to prevail 

hegemony through revolutionary acts (Strinati, 1995). It is suggested by Abercrombie, et al (1988) that 

“throughout history subordinate groups have developed their own beliefs and frequently reject those of 

dominant classes.” (p.76). The outcome of this can produce notions of counter-culture, when class 

consciousness prevails in subordinate classes, resistance and counter-hegemonic revolutions arise. Counter-

hegemony was not defined explicitly by Gramsci (Pratt, 2004), however, Pratt (2004) suggests it refers to 

“[..] an alternative hegemony on the terrain of civil society in preparation for a ‘war of position’.” (p.332). 

War of position is a term utilised by Gramsci to suggest the steady and strategic process the subordinate 
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group would have to utilise in order to overthrow hegemony, rather than the war of movement which consists 

of a brief attack on the opponent (Strinati, 1995).  Examples of counter-hegemony are noticeable in civil 

disobedience and social movements of today: a social movement is a “a network of informal interactions 

between a plurality of individuals, groups and/or organizations, engaged in a political or cultural conflict, on 

the basis of a shared collective identity” (Diani, 1992, p.1). To highlight, a collective consciousness can be 

formed when the ideas and values of groups in society blend together and create a shared ideology 

(Durkheim, Lukes and Halls, 2013), typically to contest dominant ideas and aspire for social change. 

Contemporary movements explored at the beginning 6 of this dissertation are vital examples of reverting the 

current state of affairs, creating collective action and protesting hegemonic powers by challenging the 

narrative. 

The initial part of this section has explored Antonio Gramsci’s notion of hegemony, which has provided a 

foundation of understanding power in society and thus permitted a discussion of counter-hegemony. To delve 

further into the counter-cultural and rebellious young active citizens, the next section will now focus on how 

young citizens are paramount in resistance. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
6 See section 1.0 on environmental movements: Extinction Rebellion and Youth 4 Climate. 
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3.2 Resistance 

The previous section has initiated an exploration into the theories associated with resistance. In order to 

examine further how young people have counter-cultural notions, further research into the discourse of 

resistance has brought this discussion to the unifiable concepts of youth culture, subculture, and 

counterculture. As the subject matter of this dissertation are young citizens, it is paramount to explore the 

concept of youth culture first.  

The concept of youth culture has complexities attached to it, especially when discussed in academia, it is 

situated in a sociological framework and is a vital ecology of discussion within cultural studies. In one aspect, 

the term ‘youth’ in relation to age is a contested debate and can produce polysemic meanings from culture to 

culture. In a western context and dominant culture, age can be considered a cultural construct and media 

significant in narrating perceptions of age 7 (Wijnen and Trültzsch, 2014). Examples include, old age as a 

taboo (Elias, 1985) and the perception of young people as deviant, which emphasises a moral panic according 

to Cohen (1972) 8. Moreover, the specific ages attached to the term youth are disputed. Abercrombie, Hill, and 

Turner (1988) argue youth equates to the ages of twelve to twenty, whereas, the UN defines youth between 

the ages of fifteen and twenty-four (United Nations, 2020). In addition, some CCCS writers utilise the term 

teenager, which considers the ages of thirteen to nineteen when discussing youth culture (Hall and Jefferson, 

2006).  

The discourse of youth culture has been debated as a social category, a phenomenon (Hall and Jefferson, 

2006) and an influential part of history (Abercrombie, Hill, and Turner, 1988, p.277). It has been utilised to 

explore the systematic transformation of young people in history, who have been coined as the main 

contributors to the consumer boom after the second world war. A traditional way of life for young people 

changed dramatically due to social, cultural, and economic changes. Osgerby (2005) argues the media 

functioned as a significant tool in emphasising the term ‘teenager’ for marketing purposes. Subsequently, the 

 
7 Dolan (2012) argues the media reinforces older women as the abject and young women as beautiful.  
8 Cohens (1972) influential work on British youth subcultures ‘the mods and rockers’ ignited what Cohen identified as a moral 
panic in British media in the 1960’s to 1970’s. 
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commercial industry recognised the teenager as the ideal consumer who “prioritised fun, leisure and the 

fulfilment of personal desires.” (Osgerby, 2005, p.143).  

One of the fundamental ideas from the writers of the CCCS is youth culture as a metaphor for social change 

(Clarke, et al, 2006, p.10). On one hand, young people are key participators in capitalism and on the other, 

they are symbolic in resistance (Hall and Jefferson, 2006). Corrigan and Frith (2006) make the argument that 

the study of youth culture is too focused on young people as consumers. Firstly, they acknowledge past 

literature, particularly in the field of sociology on young people, has failed to position them alongside creators 

of their own culture, instead, many academics convey the idea of young people as “passive consumers” and 

“tolerant of the values of the bourgeoisie” (Corrigan and Frith, 2006, pp.196-201). In addition, Corrigan and 

Frith (2006) acknowledge the young working class are key components in consumerism and state they may 

not be conscious of their own class struggles. Furthermore, they argue the state and institutions have control 

over young people’s consumerist behaviours in which they contribute to the capitalist sphere (Corrigan and 

Frith, 2006). They suggest more research into youth culture and media must be explored and not restricted 

to a narrow universal perspective:  

“the fact that young people are heavily involved in commercial institutions does not mean that their 

response is simply a determined one; we need to know a lot more about the youthful audience’s 

reaction to and use of the media, we cannot base our argument simply on the intentions of the 

exploiters” (Corrigan and Frith, 2006, p. 201). 

As previously mentioned, Gramsci’s notion of hegemony is highly influential in the CCCS writings, 

particularly, with counterculture notions. Clarke et al,. (2006) argue the multitudinous of cultures 

acknowledge a superior class domination and suggest alternative groups reject the dominant culture 

“seek[ing] to modify, negotiate, resist or even overthrow its reign.” (p.6). Class is a significant factor in 

cultural studies discourse when discussing resistance. On one hand, subcultures are predominantly associated 

with the anguish of working class youth; consequently, middle class youth are considered to participate in 

counter-cultural activities, but not be rooted in subcultures, since their class position conveys they are not 
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marginalised in society and therefore, are not resisting in the same way as the working class youth (Hall and 

Jefferson, 2006; Cohen, 1976).  

Counter-culture is widely discussed in academia: Leech (1973) argues battling ideas, opposite values, and 

norms are key distinguishing features of counter-culture. In addition, Eco (1994) defines the concept as "an 

active critique or transformation of the existing social, scientific or aesthetic paradigm" (p.4). Furthermore, 

it could be said, without a dominant mainstream culture, counter-culture ceases to exist. Clarke et al, (2006) 

argue different semiotics attached to counter-culture and subcultures: when a counter-culture is evidently 

anti-political they are treated merely as political, whereas, if a subculture is acting political they are connoted 

as being ‘delinquents’ 9. Furthermore, Desmond, McDonagh and O'Donohoe (2000) argues, in the past 

middle class youth “play[ed] with the idea of counter-culture and if they didn’t like it, move back to their 

comfortable lives” (p.246). Additionally, the distinguishing features of cultures demonstrate how class can 

be argued as desirable: 

“by "dropping out" of society middle-class youth were motivated by a desire to rid themselves of the 

trappings of their parents' material consumer culture…while working class youth were motivated by 

the opposite desire to gain entry to and expression in the world of goods.” (Desmond, McDonagh 

and O'Donohoe, 2000, p.252). 

One could argue, with influence from the researched literature that environmental movements encompass 

counter-culture notions. The perception of environmental NGO’s consisting of middle class citizens is widely 

accepted (Kinniburgh, 2020; Lewis, 2019), and young people equate considerably to the amount of protests 

in the UK today (Bailey, 2020). The perspectives outlined above have suggested young people are symbolic 

in striving for social change and counterculture is evidently more middle class, whereas, subcultures are 

considerably rooted within working class youth. This section has discussed the vital notions of young people; 

in some aspects youth reject the dominant culture by forming subcultures or fluctuating with counter-culture 

ideals, but also, young people are perceived as key consumers in maintaining capitalism, especially in 

 
9 See Cohen’s (1955) work of Delinquency in young working class boys. 
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commercial institutions such as media (Corrigan and Frith, 2006). Thereby, further research on media and 

young people is necessary in understanding the use of media, in this instance, new media, as a hegemonic 

force in the undermining of young activists. Nevertheless, the last section of this theoretical chapter will 

gather significant literature on media discourse, on one hand how new media facilitates the active young 

citizen, but also, on the other, how new media incorporates hegemony. 

3.2 New Media 

The final section of this theoretical chapter reaches the term new media by examining historic and 

contemporary examples, this section correlates to the second and third sub-question: Has does new media 

facilitate resistance and political participation? And How does the ecology of new media counteract the active 

citizen? The study of new media has an extensive realm of literature; yet, it is a relatively contemporary 

theory with alternating meanings. On one side, media theorists perceive new media to encompass creative, 

participatory and innovative characteristics (Jenkins, 2008; Lister, et al, 2009; Leadbeater, 2008; Shirky, 

2008). Yet, on the contrary, when new media is utilised and discussed in an evolving capitalist society, 

concerns with data ownership, surveillance and power occur (Zuboff, 2019). The fundamental themes that 

arise from new media are paramount to this discussion, therefore, after introducing new media, an exploration 

into Habermas’ (1997) concept of the public sphere and Castells (2012) notion of the networked society will 

be discussed.  

Comparable to the concepts explored previously, new media is contested in definition and debate. New media 

can be considered, but not restricted to, a neo development of media, encompassing digital technology and 

reinforcing active participation from media convergence (Jenkins, 2008). Globalisation is a key element in 

the growth of new media, defined as the “continuing expansion and intensification of economic, political, 

social, cultural and judicial relations across borders” (Christensen and Kowalczyk, 2017, p.1), it facilitates a 

cultural syncretism, by distributing a multitude of information through networks enabling a discourse into 

the public sphere. 

The public sphere is paramount to cultural studies, it involves citizens freely integrating and influencing a 

political discourse. German philosopher Jürgen Habermas pioneered the term and defines it as: 
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“A domain of our social life where such a thing as public opinion can be formed [where] citizens… 

deal with matters of general interest without being subject to coercion … [to] express and publicize 

their views.” (1997, p.143). 

According to Mckee (2005) the public sphere denotes an ecology where citizens engage in social, cultural 

and political discussions, contributing to the progression of society and collective action (Leadbeater, 2008; 

Shirky, 2008). Furthermore, the public sphere is an essential part of democracy and progression towards 

social change (McKee, 2005), for example, in the UK in 1928 women protested for the right to vote, resisting 

dominant ideologies and forming social and political movements (McKee, 2005). In current times, examples 

include environmental and political movements, which are evident in today’s UK news, and noticeable in 

the digital public sphere. The digital public sphere can be considered an adaption to the public sphere, 

whereby citizens can communicate political ideas through online networks (Sampedro and Avidad, 2018).  

The term network is polysemic in its definition and interrelated in various areas of study. Furthermore, 

Castells (2012) influential literature on the networked society will be the main focus of this section, however, 

additional acknowledgments of the term network, is paramount in understanding the broad semiotics. For 

example, Freeman (1999) suggests, railways are a cultural metaphor, “a sense of becoming, of living in an 

age of transition” (p.264). One could identify the correlation of railways and networks to the progression of 

society, with evolving transport links, and an interconnectedness, which relates to a digital definition of 

networks. Subsequently, with reference to the Covid-19 global pandemic, networks in a digital age can 

provide an “understand[ing] [of] dynamical processes such as the rapid spread of computer viruses, the large 

scale of pandemics, the sudden collapse of infrastructures, and the bursts of social phobias or music trends.” 

(Caldarelli and Catanzaro, 2012, p.6). In the context of this study, networks can be considered platforms that 

evolve collective thought and transform them into vast social and collective action. 

The Arab Spring10 was a notable political revolution striving for social change by utilising civil disobedience 

and activism (Abdulsattar, 2015). On one hand, the act of hegemony in the Arab Spring occurred when the 

 
10 The Arab Spring was a collective of counter government protests that began in 2010 in North Africa and the Middle East. 
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Egyptian government disrupted access to the internet, and censored social media sites, Castells (2012) calls 

this “the great disconnection” (p.61). The Egyptian authority held power over their citizens through 

surveillance and control of digital rights, reinforcing media as a hegemonic tool. 

On the other hand, the crucial role of media during these uprisings are noticed by Khondker (2011) who 

distinguishes between conventional and new media. Television was vital in sharing news of the Arab spring 

to outsiders, while social media was used as a catalyst (Stepanova, 2011) in particular Facebook, and utilised 

by activists to communicate details of protests (Khondker, 2011). Furthermore, Tunisia “was the harbinger 

of a new form of networked social movement in the Arab world” due to three aspects according to Castells 

(2012, p.29). These were: young citizens, digital activism and access to the internet. Young graduates played 

a role in the organisation of social movements online, by sharing a collective desire of planned protests on 

social media platforms such as Facebook and Twitter. To emphasise, Castells (2012) argues young activists 

are “key actors” in expanding social movements online, rather than offline. Although a hybrid11 of online 

and urban actions are vital for social movements, an emphasis on the importance of new media facilitating 

social change by the increased digital public sphere is reinforced by Castells (2012). 

Furthermore, developments in digital technology and the growth of new media has produced democratic 

smart cities and initiated a response to environmental issues. The city of Bristol is well-known for its 

advanced technology, digital cultures and intense efforts in abolishing environmental problems. The revert 

from non-digital towards digital in everyday culture is a progressive shift in all aspects, recent case studies 

portray this metamorphosis; museums12 are adapting to the online sphere and enhancing traditional features 

(Hossaini and Blankenberg, 2017), this debate is current in the mediated world supported by digital media 

academics and advocates (Hossaini and Blankenberg, 2017; Stack, 2013; Bristol City Council, 2018). 

Moreover, how we engage with documentaries online has evolved through creativeness, virtual innovative 

technology and active participation. In recent years, interactive documentary has converged with new 

techniques to create significant narratives. The Digital Culture Research Centre based in Bristol aims to 

 
11 The space of autonomy is coined by Castells in suggesting a “new spatial form of networked social movements” (2012, p.222). 
12 See Hossaini and Blankenberg (2017) for further literature on the innovative planning of the neo digital museum. 
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“[transform] media cultures and the digital shift… seeking to interrogate, articulate, intervene, make and 

create practical approaches to responsible technological futures” (DCRC, 2017). Many projects seek to raise 

awareness and spark change to social, cultural and political inequalities within society13. Moreover, Nash 

(2017) argues this type of new media sparks active, civic and political agency in citizens; “the role of 

documentary is essentially one of providing information of different kind that might motive political action” 

(p.10).  

As society evolves with increased digital technology, so does anxieties about power, control and hierarchy 

with citizen data. In the everyday life of a citizen, data is embedded into actions we take consciously or not, 

surfing the internet with search engines traces our likes and dislikes through the concept of cookies (Lindgren, 

2017). Moreover, Zuboff (2019) argues we have entered an age of surveillance, whereby, corporations such 

as Google and Facebook influence our political actions. The scandal of Cambridge Analytica reinforced the 

power of these companies, in particular, Facebook, integrating into the private sphere of a citizen, 

manipulating democracy and portraying the neo discourse of politics and media (Schneble, Elger and Shaw, 

2018). However, new forms of media are paramount in the engagement of politics and young people are the 

main internet users (Leadbeater, 2008). Consequently, the idea of young people as apathetic, which is 

ironically reinforced by media, is a questionable debate and one that emerged in the primary research of this 

dissertation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
13 Question Bridge (Smith, et al, 2012) and the Highrise project (Cizek, et al, 2009-2015) are pioneering examples supporting the 
articulation of marginalised communities 
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4.0 Findings 
In order to provide an intrinsic analysis, the findings will be presented and critically analysed in a clear and 

concise manner. As mentioned in the methodology section, the study encompassed two mixed approaches, a 

survey, and a focus group. Both research approaches have included prominent findings; these findings will 

be presented by a gradual approach exhibiting the survey results, as well as the qualitative focus group 

outcomes. After the findings are presented, they will be gathered into themes correlating to the fundamental 

debate concerning new media and examined in the discussion section. The survey questionnaire (Appendix 

A) and select quotes from the focus group transcript (Appendix B) are displayed at the end of this exploration 

under Appendices. 

Before analysing the data, a succinct overview of the demographic responses is necessary. The sample size 

was relatively small at forty-five respondents, all answering the total of ten questions. In qualitative research, 

a small to medium sample size is considered appropriate in order to provide a focused analysis (Vasileiou, 

et al, 2018). While a larger number of respondents would have allowed for a more accurate and precise study 

(Biau, Kernéis and Porcher, 2008), this research had to consider time limiting factors. 

The survey questionnaire was aimed at participants aged eighteen to twenty-five, nevertheless, the age of 

respondents were between twenty to twenty-six. The respondent aged twenty-six was not included in the 

overall findings, instead treated as an anomaly due to the survey restrictions. Therefore, the participants used 

in this study involved ages between twenty to twenty-five. Additionally, the survey participants consisted of 

more female respondents at 62% than male respondents at 38%. 

To begin, question 8 asked: What are your intentions for protesting? The objective of this question anticipate 

respondents would decipher the term protest in the dialectical manner, meaning to strongly speak out against 

something or visibly show disagreement by occupying a space (Cambridge Dictionary, 2020). To ensure this, 

a detailed encoding of the term was mentioned at the beginning of the questionnaire (See Appendix A) and 

expressed at the start of the focus group, alongside the term activism. Findings from the questionnaire show 

80% of respondents protest for social change, whereas, a 20% of respondents answered to be a good citizen. 

In addition, no participants selected the answer, ‘because other people do’ or specified another reason they 
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participate. When this question was discussed in the focus group most participants agreed social change is 

the reason they protest, expressing their participation in particular NGO’s and street protests as a way of 

contributing to the overall social change.  

Moreover, the specific social, cultural, and political issues for protesting was asked of the participants; 

Question 5: Have you attended a protest/ march? This question gave the opportunity for respondents to 

elaborate on their answer if they wished. The options offered in this question attempted to cover most societal 

issues and found: 35% attend for environmental issues, 24% for political issues, 12% for gender, educational 

and other, and lastly 6% for political. To expand, some respondents selected the option of other, and specified 

issues such as: a pride march for gay rights, equality, and a pro-life march for religious purposes. 

Furthermore, during the focus group a few participants expressed they attended a march for the people in 

regard to Brexit and an environmental march organised by NGO Extinction Rebellion for climate change. 

Moving on, question 7 asked participants: What is your preferred way to participate in activism? This 

question encouraged participants to pick one answer. The answers were restricted to three options; 58% of 

respondents answered Social Media, 20% clicked Attending a March/Protest and 22% responded, I don’t 

participate. When this question was debated within the focus group, complexities arose regarding the term 

activism. Academic knowledge (Ekman and Amnå, 2012) beforehand unearthed the difficulties in explaining 

this term, therefore, the choice to give a definition at the beginning of the questionnaire was utilised. At this 

juncture, the term activism was utilised in question 4 when participants were asked: Do you consider yourself 

an Activist? Alarmingly, 51% of people answered No, whereas, 24% answered Yes and Not Sure to the 

question. Furthermore, participants were asked in question 6: Have you used social media to protest in some 

way? 55% expressed they have and provided a valuable insight into how (See Appendix C), whilst, 45% 

responded with No. 

Political participation was explored in questions 9 and 10: the former asking, Do you consider abstaining 

from voting in a general election a protest?; and the latter, Have you participated in any of the following? 

The power of civic values was evident in question 10: 33% of respondents have signed a petition, 32% have 

voted in a general election or referendum and given money charity, and 3% of respondents have contributed 
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in the act of vandalism for political reasons. It was clear the focus group members, were keen to express 

other ways they have participated alongside their questionnaire answers; some responses included: practising 

civil disobedience by attending a rally and becoming vegan (See Appendix B). Question 9 tested participants 

knowledge on political apathy by asking: Do you consider abstaining from voting in a general election a 

protest? Interestingly, 55% of respondents expressed No, whilst 7% were unsure and 14% replied Yes. This 

question sparked a debate within the questionnaire (See Appendix D). 

To end this findings chapter, question 3 asked: Do you think politics is important? 93% said Yes, 4% said 

Not Sure, and 2% said No. This was a clear result within the focus group, all participants acknowledged the 

importance of politics in some aspect, emphasising the discourse of politics as important, whereas the 

governing authority triggered a provocative debate which will be explored next.  

4.1 Discussion  

The findings from the primary research has to some extent supported the hypothesis of this dissertation, 

young citizens as democratic and agents of social change through new forms of media. Subsequently, themes 

of civic engagement, political participation, civic values and cultural agency will be explored alongside the 

findings in this section. Nevertheless, the exploration so far has emerged a critical debate between young 

citizens and new media which will be examined further by correlating to the three sub-questions: Why and 

how are young people counter-cultural? How does new media facilitate resistance and political participation? 

And How does the ecology of new media counteract the active citizen? 

The cultural agency within young people is prominent in academia and a discovery from the primary findings. 

When participants were asked about their participation in protests, the responses ranged from environmental, 

political, equality and LGBTQ issues, emphasising Ho, Clarke and Dougherty’s (2015) idea of young people 

as empowered. As discussed in the theoretical chapter, Hall and Jefferson (2006) argue young people to 

symbolise social change and the notion of young people acting as resistant agents has been outlined in 

previous sections (See Section 3.2). The expression of everyday tactics, building towards social change was 

implied in the focus group, an example of this occurred when P3 articulated boycotting meat and non-vegan 
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products striving towards environmental change. In additional, P5 voiced their desire to engage others in 

issues regarding sexism towards women. The participant engaged in protest by sharing posts on social media 

and expressing their self through creative communicative outlets, hoping to contribute to the wider 

conversion on the inequalities and marginalisation of women in society. The creativeness this participant 

utilises is explored as a characteristic of new media (Jenkins, 2008; Lister, et al, 2009). Moreover, participants 

involved themselves in political participation and activism, they believed to be contributing the overall social 

change. This reinforces Ho, Clarke and Dougherty (2015) idea that young people are vital advocators in 

contributing towards social change through a multitude of engagement. In addition, young people are 

influential in the political structure, they raise issues of equality, empowerment, and social justice (Ho, Clarke 

and Dougherty, 2015, p.59). When participants were asked about their interest in politics, a high majority 

said politics were important. Furthermore, a politically infused debate occurred when participants were asked 

if they thought abstaining from voting in a general election is a protest, which could reinforce the participants 

as politically knowledgeable. While a small selection agreed and thought abstaining from a general election 

can be considered a form of protest, over half stated they do not. Some participants elaborated their answers 

(See Appendix D) expressing it as a “bad moral practice” (P3) and also saying “no, it’s purely being lazy” 

(P4), while another said “by not voting you are still giving your opinion” (P2), and a large amount of 

responses included there position as a woman in society and there right to vote, “[I] cannot abandon the right 

to vote because women fought too hard” (P1). Again, this reinforces the notion of young people as 

empowered citizens (Ho, Clarke and Dougherty, 2015, p.59). 

Moreover, participants had strong beliefs about authority. The perspective of the governing power not paying 

attention to youth culture was paramount in the focus group discussion, as well as the perception of young 

people as apathetic, which is reinforced by media and government. The reasons behind the protests related 

to university tuition fees has suggested the government is unreliable towards young people (Sloam and Henn, 

2018). Participants expressed their unsupportive views for the current government in power, and 

authoritarian institutes (media, state and education), they argued media to perceive them in a negative 

denotation, which is explored by academics (Cohen, 1972; Corrigan and Frith; 2006). Furthermore, the 
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division and debate of politics is evident in age; young people have a low voting turnout than older people 

(Curtis, 2017). The discourse of young people as apathetic in politics and retreating from traditional ways of 

participating in the political sphere is apparent (Sloam and Henn, 2018, p.69). On the other hand, O’Toole, 

et al, (2003) argues against the idea of a decline in youth and politics, instead, argues young people are 

participating in politics, but through new media platforms, rather than traditional ways, for example voting. 

Consequently, the definition of political participation is considered too narrow in academia (O’Toole, et al, 

2003), which is evident in Ekman and Amnå (2012) study to incorporate various other forms of participation. 

To summarise this point, the young participants argued they strongly disagree with the discourse of youth as 

politically apathetic, instead, they expressed the lack of education in politics has created a resentment towards 

authoritarian, which reinforces a resistance they express through participating in NGO’s and frequently 

engaging in social media debates, for example, “bashing Boris on twitter” (See Appendix C). 

Over half of the study selected social media as their preferred way to participate in activism. A wide range 

of responses provided examples on how participants utilise social media in a political way. For example, 

participants engaged in debates with politicians and political notions via twitter: “tweeting politicians about 

issues E.G poor funding for mental health services” (P4), “arguing against brexit, racism and the chronic 

underfunding of the services in the UK” (P5). These participants are contributing to the digital sphere, by 

engaging in political matters and speaking out against them, which portrays their civic and agency values. 

Moreover, respondents utilised hashtags to participate in social movements, these included: “#blueforSudan, 

#islamicrelief” (P3) and “#shecan, #imwithher (P6). To summarise this point, the use of social media 

activism has been said to alter the way young people create social movements online (Castells, 2012), in 

addition the use of social media is stated to facilitate an abundance of ideas, an example is the virality of 

memes (Robertson, 2018). 

An activist according to Ekman and Amnå (2012) can range from protesting online or offline, signing social 

change petitions and also acting in civil disobedience (p.295). Therefore, to understand and identify the active 

citizen, two questions were asked: Have you participated in any of the following? (Fixed answers were: 

signed a petition, voted in a political event and given money to charity) And Do you consider yourself an 



   
 

28 
 
 

Activist? When the latter question was asked, alarmingly 51% of respondents claimed they were not activists, 

although contrasting patterns emerge otherwise when more than half of respondents claimed they participated 

in the act of activism. The justification here could reinforce the complexities and polysemic meanings 

attached to the activism. A finding suggested some participants encoded the term activism as a strong and 

direct label. This issue was discussed in the focus group, a few expressed their confusion with the term and 

others maintained they do participate in forms of activism but not always, therefore stating they do not feel 

they should label themselves as activists; “I do express myself on social media to challenge right wing views 

and I have also attended a march, but I feel like I shouldn’t label myself an activist…I feel like my acts are 

not consistent” (P4). Furthermore, another participant shared their thought, “the things I do that you (the 

researcher) say is activism, well I think its just a lifestyle… so surely everyone is an activist if they stand up 

for inequality in one way or another” (P6). Ekman and Amnå (2012) typology on political participation can 

be considered here, these participants are portraying notions of civic engagement by giving money charity, 

political participation by voting and activism by signing petitions; these forms are arguably unifiable when 

discussing active citizenship but also complex when distinguishing the semiotics. An additional way of 

thinking is young people are reluctant to label themselves as activists due to the negative perceptions 

reinforced by media. For example, members of Extinction Rebellion have been suggested to reinforce class 

division and undertake radical mistakes by protesting in London during rush hour, which has resulted in 

perceptions of ‘stupidity’ in the UK media (The Guardian, 2019). 

Overall, the primary findings have closely linked towards the theoretical research undertaken throughout this 

dissertation. The discussion has highlighted vital perspectives on young people as civic agents and enablers 

of social change with an interest politics. Further, the primary research undertaken reaffirms the initial 

propositions that young people engage and interact in politics, and also voice their scepticism with authority 

and new media, emphasising resistance and counter-cultural. Participants were identified as having counter-

cultural notions, meaning their resistant behaviours could be deemed a fluctuating notion, as opposed to the 

working class youth (Hall and Jefferson, 2006). 
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5.0 Conclusion 

The dissertation aim was to explore the active young citizen in today’s new media ecology, addressing the 

dialectical debate that suggests on one side new media as a hegemonic force in the resistance and political 

participation of youth, yet, on the other, new media as a facilitator in the civic, democratic and active notions 

of young citizens. The approach chosen exhibited a systematic exploration into vital theoretical concepts to 

support the analysis, portray the relevancy and situate the social and cultural context of the study. The entirety 

of this research endured vital junctures to reach the end objective of presenting an intrinsic area of exploration 

and accumulating to the cultural studies discourse. 

Primarily, the research commenced by examining the prevalent and complex theory of hegemony, in order 

to provide an in-depth analysis, the section focused on Antonio Gramsci’s notion of the concept. This section 

correlated the first sub-question of research: Why and how are young people counter-cultural? The 

exploration provided a researched account on the powerful institutes in society, media and the governing 

power. This section was vital in conceding a literature towards the concept of resistance; prevalent notions 

of counter-hegemony and the idea of resistance sparking from marginalised communities was key in 

proceeding to answer the crucial sub-questions captivated in this exploration. Notions of counter-culture and 

subcultural theory distinguished significant ideas surrounding class and power in a western society. Lastly, 

the theoretical chapter outlined a vital media discourse, relating to hegemony and resistance in contemporary 

societies. This section provided an intrinsic debate of new media as a hegemonic force or an architect of the 

active young citizen. 

Data from the dual research method allowed for a deeper exploration into the notions of new media and the 

young citizen. Findings supported the notion of young activists utilising new media platforms such as social 

media to evoke their citizenship and ability to strive for social change. In fact, findings revealed the chosen 

young participants to encompass a wide range of civic values and agency notions, from attending social 

movements in an urban realm, whilst also, engaging in the digital public sphere, in line with the ideas from 

influential theorists Castells (2012) and (Habermas, 1997). However, findings highlighted the ostracised 

relationship between young people and hierarchical authority, media and the government were perceived as 
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problematic and preventing civic notions for the young participants. Furthermore, young people were 

perceived as active users of new media (Leadbeater, 2008), though ironically media denoted youth as 

apathetic (Sloam and Henn, 2018), delinquents (Cohen, 1955) and merely consumers (Hall and Jefferson, 

2006) the research has found. 

Moreover, in the beginning, this dissertation was influenced by the recent uprisings in the UK, including 

Brexit, Extinction Rebellion and Youth 4 Climate. The civic and democratic values of these citizens signified 

passion, agency and the ability to resist hegemonic institutions. Further academic research and influence 

from the everyday, inspired this research beyond a broad overview of the current UK ecology, and focused 

on the rebellious undertones and contemporary political participation of the young people surrounding me. 

This dissertation has no doubt influenced my own lens as a young student striving for social change and a 

fairer society, however, in order to not bias this exploration, I have undertaken a supervisory role and 

accepted wider research implications.  

This research added and developed cultural literatures on young people, resistance and new media. However, 

the investigation was relatively small and primarily focused on a nuanced account of young middle class 

citizens. This dissertation has included three vital theories: Hegemony, Resistance and New Media, a 

limitation of proving a triangulation of theories is the lack of inclusion of all aspects of the concept, instead 

the exploration of each theory unpicked specific aspects deemed worthy of examination, this was due to 

restrictions of time limiting factors. Further research would like to involve a wider sample of participants to 

investigate intrinsically on class, resistance and the dialectical use of new media in the UK. Consequently, 

future research would like to include working class young citizens, alongside middle class young citizens, 

thereby investigating any contrasting features of youth culture, resistance and new media. 
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Appendices 

 

Appendix A: Active Citizens Questionnaire 

 

Please note key terms: 

Activism: consists of, boycotting products (for ethical or ideological reasons), signing a 
petition, actively being involved in a social movement, participating in strikes, protests 
and/or demonstrations (Ekman and Amnå, 2012). 

Protest[ing]:  

noun 

a. ‘a strong complaint expressing disagreement, disapproval, or opposition’ 
(Cambridge Dictionary, 2020). 

b. ‘an occasion when people show that they disagree with something by standing 
somewhere, shouting, carrying signs, etc.’ (Cambridge Dictionary, 2020).  

 
Start of questionnaire: 

 

Q1. How old are you? 

o 18-19  

o 20-21  

o 22-23  

o 24-25  

o Other (Please specify) ________________________________________________ 
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Q2. What is your gender? 

o Male  

o Female  

o Other 

o Prefer not to say 
 

Q3. Do you think politics is important? 

o Yes 

o Not sure 

o No 
 
 
 

Q4. Do you consider yourself an Activist? 

o Yes  

o Not Sure 

o No  
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Q5. Have you attended a protest (b) / march? If yes, please specify for what issue. If no, please go to 
question 6. 

o Environmental  

o Gender  

o Political  

o Economical 

o Educational   

o Other (Please specify) ___________________________________ 
 
 
 

Q6. Have you used social media to protest (a) in some way? E.g. (Tweeting #MeToo or sharing a political 
statement) 

o Yes, please provide examples if you can. 
________________________________________________ 

o No  
 

 
 

Q7. What is your preferred way to participate in activism? Please pick only one. 

o Social Media  

o Attending a March/ Protest 

o I do not participate   
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Q9. Do you consider abstaining from voting in a general election a protest (a)? 

o Yes    

o Not sure    

o No    

o Please feel free to elaborate your answer.  

________________________________________________      
    
 

Q8. What are your intentions for protesting (a)? 

o For social change   

o To be a good citizen  

o Because other people do  

o Other, (Please specify) ________________________________________________ 
 

Q10. Have you participated in any of the following? 

o Giving money to charity    

o Voting in a general election or referendum    

o Signing a petition    

o The act of vandalism for political reasons    

o None of the above   
 

End of Questionnaire 
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Appendix B: Focus Group Extract 

 

P3: “I don’t eat meat, like a lot of young people… some vegans are trying to fit in and think it’s cool… but 
I do it for the overall impact… you know like climate change and animal rights, eating meat is morally 
wrong and I think more people, defo young people are coming together and resisting animal products, 
which is so great [emphasis] for social change.” 

 

P5: “I post my art to my followers on Instagram… they feature problems in the world regarding the 
sexualisation of women…I hope young people see my art and it inspires them to speak up and feel 
inspired…especially young women.” 

 

P4: “I do express myself on social media to challenge right wing views and I have also attended a march, 
but I feel like I shouldn’t label myself an activist…I feel like my acts are not consistent…like I’m no Greta 
Thunberg.” 

 

P5: “So the actions I do that you [me the researcher] say is activism…like sharing political stuff on insta 
[Instagram] or going to extinction rebellion protests…well I just think its a lifestyle… so surely everyone is 
an activist if they stand up for inequality then?” 
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Appendix C: Table of Survey Participant Responses 

Question 6: Have you used social media to protest in some way? e.g. (Tweeting 

#MeToo or sharing a political statement) If yes, please specify. 

 

  

climate crisis, gender and racial inequalities, political issues, animal agriculture and welfare, promoting 
plant-based diet 
#blueforSudan #islamicrelief 

Environmental posts about climate change 

Sharing labour bits and bashing Boris on twitter 

MeToo, Brexit 

Arguing against brexit, racism and the chronic underfunding of the services in the UK 

Sharing political statements and encouraging others to vote. 

Sharing Instagram stories about women rights, voting 

I’ve shared posts and often retweeted tweets 

For the NHS, gender equality, 

Using twitter to demonstrate my support for the Labour Party during the most recent general election 

Twitter, sharing my ideas on politics, the environment and women’s rights 

Tweeting politicians about issues E.G. poor funding for mental health services 

Veganism, #shecan, #imwithher 

Sharing articles/posts about LGBTQ, pro-choice, feminist, climate change issues. 

Sharing petitions, sharing news articles 

International women’s day, climate change issues, general election. I have shared politicians tweets. 



   
 

42 
 
 

Appendix D: Table of Survey Participant Responses 

Question 9: Do you consider abstaining from voting in a general election a protest? 
Please specify.  

 

If you don't vote, you can't complain about the outcome 

It's an attempt but not often listened to 

I don’t think it has a big enough impact to be worthwhile 

Because there’s no positive outcome from that unless every single person (politicians and their families 
included) didn’t vote, much more progressive to pick the lesser of two evils. Doesn’t mean you’re their 
biggest fan but much worse could happen (e.g. not voting Hilary left Americans with trump, not hilarys 
biggest fan but she was certainly the lesser of two evils) 
Never it is a right I can’t ignore everyone’s voice should be heard 

No, it’s purely being lazy. 

All the people who don’t vote collectively could have made social change with their votes, instead by not 
speaking they just silenced themselves and allowed themselves to be ignored 

Cannot abandon the right to vote because Women fought too hard and too many people still can’t vote 

I feel as abstaining from a vote is bad moral practice. I’m by far anti-war but our history is what it is, and 
people have given the ultimate sacrifice to uphold democracy and allow us the right to vote. 

Yes although I never have and feel as a women that we should no matter what 

I consider abstaining from voting political apathy - even if you merely spoil your ballot you should 
ALWAYS vote 

Spoiled ballot is better 

By not voting you are still giving your opinion. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


