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Executive Summary 
This report (D6.4) focuses on the impact of social-psychological factors on extreme 

attitudes and behaviours, by presenting results from the WIDE Lens survey (see D6.2). 

• WIDE stands for Worldviews, Identifications, Disaffection and Extremism. The 

objective of the survey was to track and delineate the ideological and psychological 

factors that may feed into forms of everyday extremism. Thirteen countries 

participated: Austria, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Cyprus, France, Greece, Germany, 

Kosovo, Malta, Portugal, Serbia, Sweden, Turkey and the UK.  

• The research question was whether system justifying worldviews may lead to 

everyday extremist behaviours (EEB) because of perceived disaffection. We also 

tested the moderation of national and class identifications in the relationship 

between worldviews and disaffection. 

• In Section A we present the WIDE Lens survey rationale and question (A.1) the 

variables (A.2), the method of data collection, the panel information per country 

(A.3), and the strategy of analysis (A.4). In total we have 6,123 participants across 

13 countries. We also tested across countries and used the Ecological Extremism 

Scale (D6.1) 

• The data analysis strategy is threefold: a) Facts sheets present results from 

preliminary descriptive analyses; b) We test everyday extremism scenarios about 

immigration, vaccination and climate change using analyses of variance and 

regression analyses; c) We test the main research question with a moderated 

mediation model using structural equation modelling. 

• In Section B we present, discuss and contextualize results for each country (country 

reports).  

• Key findings are a) levels of EEB are moderate to low as measured by the 

Ecological Extremism Scale; b) beliefs of restricted Social Mobility are a key 

and generally unmediated social-psychological driver of EEB; c) System 

Justification is another key social-psychological driver of EEB, and this positive 

relationship is explained mainly by Institutional Trust; d) the economically 

secure and younger ages are more inclined to EEB. Initial hypothesis is therefore 

only partly verified by the results. 

• In Section C we draw some main conclusions and discuss the results.  
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• The concluding remarks are presented in Section D of the report. References are 

presented in Section E of the report. Research and policy recommendations are 

made in sections B, C and D. 

  



 

Page 12 of 242 

 

 

 

A. General information on the WIDE Lens 

survey 
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A.1. WIDE Lens brief rationale and research question  

The WIDE lens survey was devised to investigate the social psychological drivers of 

everyday extremism. Our point of departure was to unveil the social psychological 

mechanisms that lead to more extreme/polarized actions used in everyday, usual 

settings. 

The theoretical hypothesis we propose is that in everyday life, people will engage in 

such behaviours because, based on their worldviews, they perceive social order as 

disrupted. In other words, people will get polarized and try to promote their own 

position because they feel disaffected with the way society is working.  We also 

consider that this process will be regulated by people’s identifications. Thus, the survey 

was constructed to investigate Worldviews, Identifications, Disaffection, and Everyday 

Extremism.  

Although the survey includes several worldviews, in this report, we focus on two core 

ones: System justification and Opportunity (or not) for Social Mobility. System 

justification literature suggests that people are motivated to justify and defend the 

existing socio-political and economic system, even at the expense of their own interests, 

because this justification reduces uncertainty and threat, making them feel more secure 

(Jost, 2018, Jost, 2020, Jost and Banaji, 1994, Langer et al. 2023; Osborne et al. 2019). 

Thus, we suggest that system-legitimizing worldviews will be a social psychological 

driver to Everyday Extremist Behaviors because people will seek to protect their beliefs 

against those who might want, according to them, to undermine the system. The belief 

in social mobility and the opportunity to change one’s condition individually is also a 

core worldview of the current sociopolitical system (Weber, 1905/2001), contributing 

to the idea of the American Dream. This opportunity for social mobility constitutes a 

core ingredient of the post-WWII social contract whereby strong social welfare states 

and wealth redistribution guaranteed social cohesion on the promise of individual 

mobility and success for the middle class (Panagiotopoulos 2021). This new social 

contract created the perception of stability and a sense of ongoing upward progress for 

generations to come. Moreover, the optimism regarding the “prospect of upward social 

mobility,” the POUM hypothesis, still explains people’s unwillingness to support 

wealth redistribution and policies to reduce inequalities (Benabou & Ok, 2001; Manza 

& Brooks, 2021). Finally, in the social psychological literature, individual social 

mobility has been identified as a key factor of collective action (Tajfel & Turner 1986; 
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Wright, 2001, Wright & Boese, 2015). Therefore, we consider that beliefs about social 

mobility constitute another worldview-driver of EEB.  

In a nutshell, feelings of disaffection with the social order mediate the relationship 

between the above worldviews and EEB. Namely, we hypothesize that people’s 

worldviews will be associated positively with EEB because they feel disaffected with 

how societies are working. Four pillars of disaffection are considered as mediators: a) 

anomia, and the feeling that the social fabric is collapsing at a macro-level 

(Chryssochoou 2018a, Teymoori et al. 2016), b) dissatisfaction with aspects of 

everyday life, c) loss of trust to institutions and, d) dissatisfaction with how democratic 

rights are upheld. Finally, we also test whether the levels of identification with one’s 

nation and class moderate these relationships.  

In this report, we present the findings regarding these hypotheses for each country 

involved in the survey and propose some conclusions including further research 

prospects and policy implications.   

 

A.2. Description of the WIDE Lens survey variables  

(for details, please refer to D6.2) 

• Social Order Representations (adapted from Staerklé, 2009) refers to the 

representations people have of their society and the ways it is regulated. According 

to Staerklé (2015), four lay representations of social organization exist in society: 

a) the “free market” which is shaped by the perception of material conditions and 

an individual view of compliance with social rules that divide people into winners 

and losers, b) one that emphasizes “structural inequalities” and social status and 

that divides people into dominant and dominated, c) "cultural diversity" which 

emphasizes the position of people in a symbolic field of different social affiliations 

that separate "Us" from "Others", and finally d) "moral order" which, at a symbolic 

level, defines people in relation to their compliance with moral rules and separates 

the good from the bad.  

• Social Mobility Beliefs (Chryssochoou, 2018) refers to perceptions about how 

possible individual social mobility is. It is measured with two distinct items a) to 

what extent people believe that those that work hard and have the necessary skills 

will be able to succeed and be socially mobile; b) to what extent people believe that 
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individual mobility is not possible and no matter what they do only those from 

higher classes will succeed. 

• Social Dominance Orientation (Pratto et al., 1994) measures the degree to which 

one may support social hierarchy between high and low status groups. 

• Conspiracy Theories (Staerklé, & Green, 2018; Dimakis, 2023) measures three 

aspects of conspiracy worldviews with three items. The first refers to a generalized 

conspiracy mentality, the second refers to conspiratorial narratives that focus on 

control of the people by powerful yet visible outgroups, the third refers to 

conspiratorial narratives about grand conspiracies with undefined adversaries. 

• System Justification (Kay & Jost, 2003) measures the degree to which one believes 

that the social system in one’s country is just and justified, and that people get what 

they deserve. 

• Worldview Typology (Sammut et al., 2022) is a set of five different worldviews, 

describing the principles and course of action that people may follow within their 

respective social context.  

Identifications and self-positionings measure the degree of sense of belongingness 

with one’s ingroup and these were: 

• National/Class/Global/European Identification (Chryssochoou, 2018)  

• Ethnic/Region/Gender/Religious Identification (devised for WIDE) 

• Social Status (Adler et al., 2000) measures individual self-positioning along a 10-

point continuum of social status. 

• Political self-position (ESS Round 11) measures individual self-positioning on the 

left-right political continuum. 

• Migration Mobility Continuum (Mahendran, 2013) allows to track changes and 

levels of mobility, in particularly in relation to geographical mobility and migration, 

rather than social mobility. 

Disaffection 

• Anomie (Chryssochoou, 2018) measures participants’ sense of dissolution of the 

social fabric and the collapse of social norms (e.g. ‘Corruption is a big problem in 

[country] today’). 

• Everyday Disaffection (devised for WIDE) measures participants’ sense of 

dissatisfaction and frustration with aspects of everyday life, such as personal and 
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family life, work conditions and the relationship with the local community and 

neighborhood. 

• Institutional Trust (ESS Round 11) measures the extent to which participants trust 

institutions in their country. 

• Dimensions of Democracy (devised for WIDE) measure the extent to which 

participants perceive that four key dimensions of democratic principles (democratic 

freedoms, social equality, institutional accountability, popular participation) are 

upheld within their social context. 

• Democracy Satisfaction (ESS Round 11) tracks participants’ level of satisfaction 

with the way democracy works in their country. 

• Political Efficacy (Bene & Boda, 2023) measures perceptions of political 

participation willingness and efficacy. 

• Voicing of Political Opinion (devised for WIDE) measures how free people feel 

to express their opinion, or they feel obstructed by political correctness. 

• Perceived Economic Inequality (Petkanopoulou et al., 2018) measures perception 

and justification of income cleavage. 

• Economic Vulnerability (ESS Round 11) measures the extent to which 

participants feel unable to cope economically. 

Extremism 

• Extremism and Everyday Extremism (for details please refer to D5.1) 

 Everyday extremism is defined as “the ‘ordinary’, everyday narratives and 

practices which (re)produce hostile oppositions between ‘us’ and ‘them’. Extreme 

everyday narratives are part of what may be understood as commonsense, manifest, 

often normalized, in everyday discourse and interaction. What makes such narratives 

extreme is not their ‘abnormality’, but the fact that they communicate an us/them 

opposition built upon a requirement for hostility to the other side(s), to the extent of 

ascribing a lesser value to them, potentially also dehumanizing them. In dialogical 

interactions, oppositions in perspectives can be productive for human development 

and social progress.” (D5.1 p. 9-10) 

 

In the Wide lens survey, we focused on behaviours of everyday extremism 

(Everyday Extremist Behaviours – EEB) by using the extremism ecological scale 

constructed for OppAttune (University of Malta) and is detailed in D6.1 
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• Extremism Ecological Scale.  

Please indicate on the scale provided the extent to which you think each action is 

legitimate… 

1. Deny the opposition’s version, even if true, and claim the opposite, even if false 

(i.e. gaslighting) 

2. Comment, criticize and/or harass (e.g. social media trolling) to provoke angry 

responses from the opposition that put them in a bad light, regardless of the content 

3. Undermine the opposition personally 

4. Disrupt a formally organized event to draw attention 

5. Actively promote and publish your personal views 

6. Vote for candidates who support action that is in line with your views 

7. Become active in local politics 

8. Promote events for others to attend 

 

In addition to the Extremism Ecological Scale (EES) we also measured 

endorsement of everyday extremism in relation to three specific scenarios 

(Scenarios of Everyday Extremist Behaviour - SoEEB) and extremist/populist 

beliefs:  

• Everyday Extremism Scenarios. Based on the EES we employed three different 

scenarios of everyday extremist behaviour (SoEEB) tapping into the issues of 

Climate Change, Immigration and Vaccination. These narratives are examined as 

potential oppositional political contexts that may instigate everyday extremist 

behaviours. Items 1, 4, 5 and 8 from the EES were used to measure the degree to 

which participants would be prepared to act to voice their views on the 

abovementioned issues. 

• Extremist/Populist Beliefs (devised for WIDE) [‘Elections do not matter because 

politicians say one thing before the election and do something different afterwards’, 

‘Politicians' incompetence, selfishness and corruption have led society to decline’, 

‘In politics when one group wins the other loses’, ‘The change that society needs 

will come through a capable leader’] measure extremist attitudes that have to do 

with support for populist/exclusive politics. 
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A.3. Sampling process and table of stratified variables 

A total of 6,123 participants completed the WiDE Lens survey closed-ended 

questionnaire via an electronic platform. The WIDE Lens survey country samples are 

stratified for gender, age group and education level. Gender had a two-level 

stratification parameter (male/female). An option for ‘other’ was provided but was not 

included in the calculation for the stratification. Age was measured by an open-ended 

question, and responses were stratified into five categories (18-24/25-34/35-44/45-

54/55+). Education followed the International Standard Classification of Education 

categorization (ISCED UNESCO, 2011), using three education level groups. The first 

level is up to low secondary education, the second is from high secondary to non-

tertiary and the third is from short-cycle tertiary to doctoral or equivalent level. 

Attention was focused on obtaining a balanced sample in each country for each of these 

criteria. However, sample sizes and compliance with stratification variables parameters 

may be affected by factors that have to do with the context of each country, e.g. internet 

accessibility, size of general population, panel size availability. Description for each 

stratum per country and for the whole sample is shown in Table 1 below. 

 

Table 1. WIDE Lens survey sample description of stratified parameters 

Country Total N 
Gender  Age groups  Education 

Male Female 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+ 1-3 4-5 6-9 

UK 509 247 260 59 98 88 104 160 38 214 257 

Germany 500 251 249 53 86 86 103 172 32 291 177 

France 500 242 258 59 85 86 98 172 21 125 354 

Portugal 498 239 259 96 60 74 102 166 79 268 151 

Greece 529 273 256 53 106 152 99 119 10 261 258 

Austria 499 228 271 88 135 114 70 92 30 250 219 

Sweden 500 254 246 56 101 90 96 157 14 130 356 

Turkey 500 249 251 76 118 114 90 102 42 312 146 

Malta 409 195 213 52 94 93 77 91 20 188 199 

Kosovo 472 236 236 135 173 78 46 40 41 106 325 

Serbia 507 257 250 101 91 122 115 77 251 -* 254 

BiH 290 97 193 82 91 71 35 11 146 -* 140 

Cyprus 410 201 209 47 84 76 64 140 4 132 275 

Total N 6,123 2,969 3,151 957 1,322 1,244 1,099 1,499 728 2,277 3,111 

*Level 2 Edu is N/A in Serbia and BiH 
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A.4. Strategy of Analysis and data presentation 

Below are the reports of all countries participating in the survey. The aim of these 

reports is to situate the WiDE Lens survey findings within the respective sociopolitical 

and sociocultural contexts of each country. Each country is presented separately, and 

all contributing partners highlight key findings that are of specific interest for the social 

context of their country. To allow for cross-country comparison, we also tested the same 

model for each country and provide the findings for the three scenarios described above.  

 

Three analyses are presented for each country.  

• Facts sheets of each country – Each country presents and comments on the 

descriptives of the variables included in the survey that are important in the 

specific context.  

• Scenarios of Everyday Extremist Behaviour (SoEEB) – We analyze whether 

age, education, place of residence and economic vulnerability differentiate the 

everyday extremist behaviours for each of the scenarios (Climate change, 

vaccination, immigration).  

• Testing a moderated mediation model – We test a hypothesis of moderated 

multiple mediation. We examine whether the more one adopts worldviews 

that justify and endorse the existing social and political system (predictor), 

the more they will be susceptible to everyday extremist behaviours – EEB 

(outcome), because of an increased sense of disaffection with social 

arrangements and the function of democracy and power institutions 

(mediators). This relationship may differ depending on the identification with 

nation and social class (moderators). Please see Figure 1 below for a detailed 

model configuration. 

• Tables of analysis per WiDE Lens survey country. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://panteiongr-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/oppattune_panteion_gr/EkGa5EHdwuJIkCri-fT51DIBJm8XkdJ_50MWE8BiONXg7w?e=s2hnAo
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Figure 1. 

A general moderated multiple mediation model. 
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B. Country reports on WIDE Lens survey  
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B.1.1. Austria WIDE Lens survey report introduction 

This report outlines the survey results for Austria. We start with an overview of the 

sample demographics. Next, we highlight key insights derived from the WiDE Lens 

survey data and analysis. The report then discusses the findings related to SoEEB. 

Following that, it examines the socio-psychological factors and pathways that 

contribute to EEB. Finally, it situates the survey results within the Austrian context, 

paying particular attention to developments of the past two years. 

 

B.1.2. Summary of demographics for Austria 

The sample (N=499) consists of 228 (45.7%) men, 271 (54.3%) women. The mean age 

of participants was 39.31 years and 17.6% of participants were aged between 18 and 

24, 27.1% from 25-34, 22.8% from 35-44, 14% from 45-54 and 18.4% were 55 years 

old or more. In terms of education, 6% of participants were ISCED level 1, 50.1% were 

ISCED level 2 and 43.9% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of 

residence, 44.5% of participants resided in a big city, 27.3% in a small city or town and 

23.6% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 68.1% are in 

paid work, 8.6% in education, 6.61% unemployed, 10.8% retired and 5.4% in 

housework or other arrangements. Most participants (83%) are of Austrian citizenship 

and were born in Austria (79.6%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 67.1% are 

dependent on wages as the main household income 8.4% on self-employment, 2.2% on 

farming, 11.4% on pensions, 4% on unemployment benefits, 2.2% on other welfare 

benefits or grants, 2% on types of investment or property and 2.4% on other sources. 

Please see Table 2 below for details. 
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Table 2. Austria demographics (N=499). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 228 (45.7)   

Female 271 (54.3)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  39.31 (14.32)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  88 (17.6)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  135 (27.1)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  114 (22.8)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  70 (14)  

Age group 5 (55+)  92 (18.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   30 (6) 

ISCED level (4-5)   250 (50.1) 

ISCED level (6-9)   219 (43.9) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 222 (44.5)     

A town or a small city 136 (27.3)     

Countryside/village 118 (23.6)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 340 (68.1)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  43 (8.6)    

Unemployed  33 (6.6)    

Retired  54 (10.8)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 27 (5.4)    

Yes/No   
414 (83) 

74 (14.8) 

397 (79.6) 

99 (19.8) 
 

Wages or salaries      335 (67.1) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    42 (8.4) 

Income from farming      11 (2.2) 

Pensions      57 (11.4) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      20 (4) 

Any other welfare or grants      11 (2.2) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    10 (2) 

Income from other sources      12 (2.4) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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In comparison to register data (Statistics Austria, 2024), the Austrian sample is biased 

towards women and younger people: The share of women in the total population is 

50.7% (sample: 54.3%) and the mean age is at 43.4 years (sample: 39.3 years). 

Furthermore, the Austrian sample has a significant overrepresentation of individuals 

with higher education, with 43.9% holding a tertiary degree, compared to only 18.4% 

in the general population1, meaning that the sample is not representative. The 

overrepresentation of highly educated individuals may lead to biases in the results, as 

the perspectives and behaviors of this group do not necessarily reflect those of the 

broader population. Furthermore, the share of persons in paid work is higher in the 

sample compared to the total population (68.1% compared to 49.5%) and the share of 

retirees is twice as high in the Austrian population than in the sample.2 Although it is 

highly important to note that ideologies of inequality and attitudes of group-based 

hatred exist across all segments of society (Fabris, 2019; Drachenfels et al., 2018), and 

especially right-wing extremism is, inter alia, a phenomenon of nationalist elites, 

education plays a crucial role with regard to the prevention of extremist ideologies and 

is a key factor in addressing radicalization and fostering social cohesion. Please see 

details in Table 3 below. 

  

 
1 https://www.statistik.at/en/statistics/population-and-society/education/educational-attainment 
2 https://www.statistik.at/statistiken/arbeitsmarkt/erwerbsstatus. 
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Table 3. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Austrian panel 
% Statistics Austria1 

Gender Male 45.7 49.3 

 Female 54.3 50.7 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 6.0 17.72 
 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 50.1 63.9 
 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 43.9 18.4 

Age-groups 18-24 17.6 9.1 

 25-34 27.1 16.2 

 35-44 22.8 16.5 

 45-54 14.0 16.3 

 55+ 18.4 42.0 

Residential Area A big city 44.5 
Urban: 53.9 

 A town or a small city 27.3 

 Countryside/village 23.6 Rural: 46.1 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
68.1 57.83 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 8.6 4.2 

 Unemployed 6.6 3.5 

 Retired 10.8 25.8 

 Housework, looking after children or other persons 5.4 8.8 

Citizenship Austrian 83.0 80.3 

Birthplace Austria 79.6 77.7 

Income source Wages or salaries  67.1 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  8.4 n/a 

 Income from farming  2.2 n/a 
 Pensions  11.4 25.8 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  4.0 3.5 

 Any other welfare or grants  2.2 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

2.0 n/a 

 Income from other sources  2.4 n/a 
1 Gender, age, citizenship, birthplace, residential area: Statistics Austria, Statistik des Bevölkerungsstandes 2024. 
2 Data for 2021, Statistics Austria; Categories: Primary, secondary and tertiary education.   
3 Employment status: Data for 2022, Statistics Austria, Abgestimmte Erwerbsstatistik.  
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B.1.3. Findings for Austria  

Overall key findings  

• Opposition to social hierarchies: Austrian respondents generally tend to reject 

social hierarchy and support equality of opportunity, while emphasizing respect 

for diversity and equal rights for all communities. 

• Beliefs in blocked social mobility are positively associated with EEB. 

Specifically, the more people in Austria perceive social mobility as blocked, the 

more likely they are to exhibit EEB, while people who sense that individual 

social mobility is guaranteed are less inclined to EEB because they feel that the 

democratic principles are upheld.  

• High regional identity: Regional identification, shaped by the country’s federal 

structure, is slightly stronger than national identification among Austrian 

respondents, while identification with global or European communities remains 

comparatively weaker. People in Austria who identify strongly with the nation 

are more likely to engage in EEB. 

• Disillusionment regarding democratic principles: There is notable 

disillusionment among Austrian respondents regarding democratic principles, 

particularly in relation to the effectiveness of democratic freedoms, institutional 

accountability, and public participation. 

• System justification and EEB: People who justify the social system are more 

likely to engage in EEB, particularly when they trust institutions. This effect is 

observed primarily among those who strongly identify with the nation. 

• Economic divides: Austrian respondents express strong concern over income 

inequality, highlighting a growing demand for economic fairness, as one third 

of the survey participants state that they are struggling economically. 

• Political participation and extreme political activism: The results indicate a 

general disposition towards moderate activism and a reluctance to embrace 

more extreme positions. 
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Description of fact sheets 

 

Worldviews: Social mobility, equality and conspiracy theories 

Regarding worldviews, the survey findings indicate a pronounced preference among 

Austrian participants for social equality and inclusivity. Looking at the variable 

measuring Social Dominance Orientation (Pratto et al., 1994), the majority of 

Austrian respondents reject the concept of a social hierarchy that separates high- and 

low-status groups. Most respondents (strongly) disagree with statements supporting 

such views, with nearly half of them strongly agreeing that everyone should have equal 

opportunities in life. This suggests that, at least among the survey sample, there is a 

widespread belief in equality of opportunity, rejecting the notion of inherent group-

based superiority or inferiority. 

When it comes to perceptions regarding the fairness of the Austrian social system, 

respondents adopt a relatively neutral stance. This neutrality may reflect a recognition 

of both the strengths and weaknesses of the current societal framework and speaks to 

the complexity of measuring and explaining welfare attitudes and deservingness (Grand 

et al., 2023). When looking at the OECD Better Life Index3, Austria generally performs 

well in many dimensions of well-being, however, the past years were marked by 

inflation, insecurities and economic recession. 

While perceptions of the fairness of the current social system are rather neutral, 

respondents show moderate optimism about social mobility, emphasizing the potential 

for upward movement through individual effort. Specifically, the idea that anyone who 

puts in sufficient effort can improve their social standing is slightly more prevalent than 

the opposing view, namely that success is primarily reserved for the upper classes. This 

suggests a moderate but significant optimism about the possibility of social 

advancement, though it may still be tempered by some recognition of structural barriers. 

Interestingly, despite the presence of high levels of anti-immigrant sentiments and 

systemic racism in Austria (see EVS; European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights, 

2024), there is a notable desire for respect for diversity and equal rights across all 

communities in Austria. This comes to the fore, when looking at the four dimensions 

of social order representations in the survey. Here, the desire for respect for diversity 

 
3 https://www.oecdbetterlifeindex.org/countries/austria/ 
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and the recognition of equal rights for all communities in Austria stands out as 

particularly notable. This positive recognition of diversity is most likely connected to 

the overrepresentation of women, young people, and particularly highly educated 

individuals in the survey sample, who may hold more progressive views on inclusivity 

and human rights. Moreover, respondents generally reject socio-structural inequality, 

signaling a preference for a more egalitarian society. In contrast, moral order appears 

to be less of a focal point, suggesting that concerns about societal norms and values are 

not as strongly prioritized by the respondents.  

Interestingly, while general belief in conspiracy theories (such as the notion that 

Freemasons control the world or that vaccines contain harmful substances) remains 

notably below average, there is a slightly above-average approval for more generalized 

conspiracy narratives (such as the idea of control by undefined adversaries and a 

broader skepticism toward science). This is surprising, considering Austria’s history of 

large-scale anti-COVID measures demonstrations and widespread anti-vaccination 

sentiments, which suggest a greater propensity for conspiracy theories. Instead, the data 

indicate a moderate level of susceptibility to conspiracy thinking, particularly when it 

involves ambiguous or undefined adversaries, like “hidden powers”, rather than more 

specific, widely debunked conspiracies. 

 

Strong regional identity and the prevalence of identity markers 

With regard to self-identification, the survey findings show that regional 

identification is somewhat stronger than national identification among Austrian 

respondents, with both levels of identification being more important than any sense of 

belonging to global or European “communities”. This finding aligns with Austria’s 

deep-rooted regional identities, shaped by the country’s federal structure, where 

regional affiliations often carry greater weight in daily life and local politics than 

broader national or international identities.  

Austrian respondents also show above-average identification with class, ethnicity, 

gender, and religion. This suggests that identity categories such as class and ethnicity 

continue to hold substantial relevance and influence, pointing to a relatively strong 

connection to these social markers in Austrian society. This finding corresponds with 

prominent populist and right-wing narratives in Austria, that seek to mobilize followers 

based on identity politics, including those centered around issues like anti-immigration, 
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anti-Islam sentiments, and gender. This suggests that identity markers such as class and 

ethnicity continue to hold substantial relevance and influence and thus have the 

potential to serve as a basis for social divisions in Austrian society, a fact that is highly 

relevant with regard to EEB.  

In terms of political self-positioning, most respondents place themselves in the center-

right of the political spectrum, reflecting broader recent trends in Austria’s political 

landscape, including significant gains for far-right parties and a decline in support for 

left-wing factions. This shift is in line with the most recent election results, where the 

far right has made considerable advances, while traditional left-wing parties have been 

confronted with declining votes. 

When it comes to identification with one’s social class, Austrian respondents generally 

position themselves in the upper middle of the social ladder. This self-assessment 

reflects a moderately optimistic view of one’s social standing, yet it may also indicate 

a certain level of class stability and mirrors the before-mentioned perceived social 

mobility within the Austrian context. This may not be true for the Austrian population 

in general, but it is for survey participants. Also, it corresponds well with the findings 

of the questions related to worldviews, which have indicated a preference for social 

equality. 

 

Disaffection, institutional trust and anomia 

The variable measuring anomia paints a nuanced picture of Austrian society. Many 

respondents express a sense of social disintegration, with the collapse of social norms 

and the erosion of the social fabric receiving the highest scores. Corruption is seen as a 

significant problem, alongside a perceived lack of respect for the law and a growing 

individualistic mindset where “everyone is out for themselves”. The latter sentiment 

receives the highest approval rate, highlighting a widespread concern about societal 

fragmentation and the breakdown of shared values. This reveals significant concerns 

about democratic functioning and economic inequalities.  

While there is a moderate level of disillusionment with democratic principles and 

institutional accountability, respondents generally maintain a neutral stance on the 

overall functioning of democracy, indicating a pragmatic rather than outright rejection 

of democratic systems. While democracy is not outright rejected, it is clear that many 

respondents feel that these democratic ideals are not functioning as effectively as they 
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should, signaling a disconnect between democratic principles and values on the one 

side and democratic practices on the other. Survey responses depict moderate levels of 

disillusionment regarding democratic freedoms, institutional accountability, and public 

participation. However, when evaluating the overall functioning of democracy, many 

respondents adopt a neutral stance, expressing neither strong dissatisfaction nor 

satisfaction. This ambivalence should not be mistaken for a rejection or approval 

of democratic principles as such but rather reflects a pragmatic acknowledgment 

that democratic processes are in order but may not be fully meeting citizens’ 

expectations or needs. 

The survey also reveals significant disparities in trust levels across different institutions. 

The mass media receive the lowest levels of trust, followed by political parties and 

European institutions, all of which receive relatively low levels of trust. On the other 

hand, the scientific community enjoys a much higher level of trust, a result that is 

somewhat surprising given the prevalent skepticism towards science in Austria across 

all segments of society (Starkbaum et al., 2024).  

With regard to political efficacy and the voicing of political opinions, we see that 

Austrian respondents are rather neutral when it comes to their sense of political 

efficacy, meaning they neither feel particularly empowered nor disempowered to 

actively engage in political processes. This neutrality might suggest a level of 

disengagement or frustration with political systems, even if respondents still recognize 

the potential for political involvement. Interestingly, Austrian respondents generally do 

not feel constrained by political correctness when expressing their political opinions. 

This indicates a relatively open environment for political discourse, where people do 

not perceive significant barriers to voicing their beliefs, even in the face of prevailing 

social norms. 

The variable on everyday satisfaction shows that many respondents report satisfaction 

with their personal lives, however, there is more pronounced disaffection with the 

environment of and participation in the local community. This suggests a disconnect 

between personal well-being and broader social or communal engagement and may 

point to a sense of isolation or dissatisfaction with local social structures. 

The variables on economic inequalities and vulnerability are highly interesting, as 

economic insecurities have been rising in Austria. Nevertheless, the perception of 

economic vulnerability varies significantly among respondents. While 65% report 
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feeling financially comfortable or able to manage their income, the remaining third 

struggle to make ends meet. This economic divide may have important implications, as 

those experiencing financial insecurity may be more susceptible to populist or extreme 

political views, as economic distress often drives discontent with the status quo and 

opens the door for more radical solutions. For example, the annual survey of the 

Democracy Monitor (Zandonella, 2024) shows that (dis)satisfaction with the political 

system continues to be most strongly influenced by the economic situation. Regardless 

of these results regarding economic vulnerabilities, Austrian respondents 

overwhelmingly agree that income inequality in the country is quite high, and there is 

a clear consensus that these disparities are unjustified. This reflects growing concern 

about economic fairness and the need for more equitable distribution of wealth and 

resources, which has grown in recent years due to recession and inflation. 

 

Extremist and populist attitudes and three scenarios 

Austrian survey respondents generally lean towards populist attitudes, although the 

majority takes a neutral stance. This is interesting, given the fact that the FPÖ, a 

prominent right-wing populist party (RPP, see Heinisch & Werner, 2019; Heinisch & 

Hauser, 2016; Mudde, 2007), has gained significant support in recent years, reflecting 

a complex relationship between public opinion and political alignment. While 

authoritarian demands for a strong leader receive some approval, more respondents 

(30%) express the belief that politicians are incompetent, selfish, and corrupt, reflecting 

widespread dissatisfaction with political elites. This is partially in line with other 

surveys, like the previously cited Democracy Monitor, which has shown that 

throughout the years, about 20% of the respondents in Austria have been in favor of a 

strong leader, compared to 21% in the Austrian sample (Zandonella, 2024).  

The EEB spans from everyday political engagement and participation to extreme 

political action. The results for Austria reveal that more extreme actions, such as 

disrupting others or promoting radical views, receive relatively little support from 

Austrian respondents. In contrast, activities like expressing personal opinions or 

promoting events are more widely accepted. The more extreme the proposed actions 

are the less agreement they get from the Austrian respondents. This pattern is evident 

in all three scenarios of everyday extremist behaviour (SoEEB) that were part of the 

survey. Additionally, the scenarios revealed stark differences regarding demographics. 
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Overall, younger people and those living in larger cities tend to be more likely to exhibit 

EEB regardless of the topic. 

The climate change scenario has revealed a clear age gap, with younger respondents 

being more prone to EEB, a fact that corresponds well with the developments of climate 

protests. Climate change has emerged as a key issue in Austria, particularly since the 

rise of the Fridays for Future movement in 2019 (School Strike for Climate). What 

started as a rather peaceful movement that centered on global demonstrations organized 

by students, turned towards more disruptive actions when several other organizations, 

like the “Last Generation” started to take action. Between 2022 and 2024, activists 

gained significant media attention in Austria by gluing themselves to streets to block 

traffic and draw attention to their cause. In the context of climate change, we see that 

Austrian survey respondents overwhelmingly reject extreme actions, such as denying 

opposing views even when proven true, with 61% opposing this behavior (totally or at 

least somewhat). However, there is slightly greater acceptance of less radical forms of 

activism, like disrupting organized events to raise awareness. Additionally, the survey 

indicates a strong willingness to engage in discussions on climate change, including 

expressing personal views and promoting related events. Hence, although the oldest age 

group (55+) in the survey is the least likely to engage in everyday extremist behaviors 

(EEB) related to climate change compared to younger age groups, it appears that an 

open-ended dialogue on these issues is still possible. 

The immigration scenario reveals that migration remains a highly contentious issue in 

Austria. Against the background of the before-mentioned high levels of anti-immigrant 

sentiments, the issue of migration remains to be a recurring theme in elections and 

populist speeches that contributes to a division of society. However, regarding the 

willingness to take action on matters regarding migration, we see a similar pattern as 

with climate change. Survey data reveals that there is little willingness to engage in 

more extreme activities and higher approval of the items measuring personal 

views and moderate actions, such as promoting events.  

Although the pandemic has been over for some time and the vaccination scenario is 

therefore not a current issue, some aspects of it, such as the restriction of fundamental 

rights and freedoms, are still being discussed and politically exploited in Austria. 

Moreover, other surveys have shown that more than half of the respondents were 

dissatisfied with the government’s crisis management during the pandemic (Sailer, 
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2023). Nevertheless, also regarding this scenario, the willingness of respondents to 

engage in more or less extreme forms of political actions remains the same as in the 

cases of climate change and immigration and can be best described as moderate. Hence, 

actions deemed extreme – such as those challenging fundamental rights – are largely 

rejected, while discussions or advocacy on the topic are more acceptable. 

Overall, these patterns suggest that Austrian respondents’ attitudes are less about the 

specific issues at hand – climate change, immigration, or vaccination – and more about 

their general individual willingness to engage in political action. The consistent 

response across different topics, with a clear preference for less radical forms of 

participation, indicates a broader trend toward moderate, personal-level engagement 

rather than extreme or disruptive actions. This is further supported by high positive 

correlations between responses across the various scenarios, indicating a general 

disposition towards moderate activism and a reluctance to embrace more extreme 

positions. Therefore, one can argue that the three scenarios are less about the topics as 

such and more about the willingness to engage in any kind of action in general on the 

personal level.  

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

In sum, the findings present a nuanced picture of Austrian society characterized by 

moderate political attitudes, tendencies of social fragmentation, and economic 

inequality. While there is significant disillusionment with democratic institutions, 

which speak to political scandals of the past years, there is also strong support for social 

equality and a general openness to political discourse. The survey results reflect a 

society marked by both pragmatism and frustration, where economic vulnerability and 

dissatisfaction with the status quo seem to have the potential to shape political attitudes. 

While respondents express a willingness for moderate protest and political 

participation, they are less inclined toward extreme or violent measures, suggesting a 

preference for change within the system rather than through radical upheaval. These 

results point to a complex blend of frustration, pragmatism, and a commitment to 

democratic ideals, tempered by growing concerns about corruption and social as well 

as economic inequality. The following section will provide insights into the role of 

sociodemographic categories, before presenting and discussing the moderated 
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mediation model for Austria, which offers insights regarding the factors that promote 

EEB. 

 

B.1.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age, area of residence and economic vulnerability had an 

effect on SoEEB in all three scenarios (analyses of variance and regression analyses).  

More specifically, the oldest age group of 55+ are the least likely to engage in everyday 

extremist behaviours about climate change than all other age groups. On vaccination 

the 45-54 age group are also less willing (as are the 55+) to engage in everyday 

extremist behaviour. On immigration the 45-54 group is less inclined to everyday 

extremist (as are the 55+) behaviour but only when compared to the 25-34 age group. 

Moreover, those living in big cities are more likely to engage in everyday extremist 

behaviour than those living in smaller cities and towns in all three scenarios. Lastly, the 

more people felt economically secure and less vulnerable, the more they were inclined 

to everyday extremist behaviours about issues that concern climate change. 

In conclusion, the younger the one is or the bigger the city they live in, the more they 

are inclined to adopt everyday extremist behaviour when it comes to such issues as 

climate change, immigration and vaccination. Also, the more economically comfortable 

one feels, the more they are inclined to adopt everyday extremist behaviour when it 

comes only to climate change. Notably, education did not differentiate levels of SoEEB. 

  



 

Page 36 of 242 

 

B.1.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 2 

Moderated mediation model for Austria (N=499). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In Austria (Figure 2 above): 

Regarding System Justification 

There was a direct effect of System Justification to EEB that was mediated by 

Institutional Trust, belief in Democratic principles and Everyday disaffection. 

a) The relationship between SJ and EEB was positively mediated by 

institutional trust. In other words, the more people in Austria justified the system 

the more they were inclined to EEB because they trusted the institutions. This 

relationship was stronger for those who identify more with their nation. 

b) The relationship between SJ and EEB was negatively mediated by 

democratic principles. That is, the more people justified the system, the less 

inclined they were to EEB because they believed that the democratic principles 

were upheld in Austria. 

c) The relationship between SJ and EEB was positively mediated by everyday 

disaffection. The more people justified the system in Austria, the more inclined 

they were to EEB because of higher everyday disaffection. 

Thus, concerning the relationship between system justification and EEB our findings 

indicate that the more people find that the Austrian society is just (justifying the system) 

the more they will engage in EEB because a) the trust their institutions and b) they feel 

disaffected in their everyday life. However, the more they find Austrian society as just 

the less they will engage in EEB because they feel that democratic principles are upheld. 

We see here that system justification through trust in institutions especially for those 

who strongly identify with the nation and through feelings of everyday disaffection is 

a driver of everyday extremism. However, there is a potential protective effect of beliefs 

about democratic principles being upheld since the more people find Austrian society 

just, they less they will engage in EEB because they believe that the democratic 

principles are upheld, 

Regarding Social Mobility 

The relationship between beliefs of open individual mobility and EEB was 

positively mediated by democratic principles when class identification was considered. 

That is, the more people believed in the opportunity for individual mobility in Austria, 

the more inclined they were to EEB because of their belief that democratic principles 
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were upheld, and that effect was stronger for those who identified less with their social 

class. 

Obstructed social mobility beliefs was negatively related to EEB because of beliefs 

in institutional trust and positively related to EEB because of feelings of everyday 

disaffection. Thus: 

a) The more people believed that social mobility is obstructed in Austria, the less 

inclined they were to EEB because they had low beliefs in institutional trust. An 

explanation of this effect could be that they feel overall disempowered in the 

sense that they believe that there are no chances of mobility and because they 

do not trust the institutions, they do not feel they would engage in actions. 

b) The more people thought that mobility is obstructed the more inclined they were 

to EEB, because they are less satisfied with their everyday lives. 

These results indicate that for Austrian, obstructed social mobility would lead to more 

EEB because they feel disaffected in their everyday life. However, their low trust in 

institutions would explain why feelings of obstructed social mobility would lead them 

less to engage in EEB.  

In conclusion, we have chosen to  investigate whether worldviews that sustain the social 

system (i.e., system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) 

wage an impact on the willingness to express EEB  because people feel (or not) 

disaffected. Findings for Austria indicate that the more the people adopt a system 

justifying worldview the more they will engage in EEB, because of trust in the 

institutions in Austria. This finding is stronger for those that identify more with the 

nation. This finding suggests that if people in Austria who identify strongly with the 

nation see the system as just and there is trust, they are more empowered to sustain their 

position, albeit with behaviours that trigger polarization and conflict (see items of the 

Everyday Extremism Scale in section A.1).  Seemingly, people would engage more in 

EEB when they justify the system because they feel disaffected in their everyday life. 

Thus, we could say that system justification is a driver of everyday extremist behaviors 

through trust to institutions and everyday disaffection. However, there is a protective 

effect of believing in the democratic principles that would lower engagement in EEB. 

Moreover, if people sense that individual mobility is guaranteed they will be more 

inclined to EEB because they feel that the democratic principles are upheld, especially 

those who identified less with their social class  
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Lastly what is observed is that if people feel that social mobility is blocked, they will 

be more inclined to EEB because they feel disaffected in their everyday life. 

Interestingly beliefs about blocked social mobility would lead to less EEB because 

people do not trust institutions. As the opportunity of social mobility is considered a 

key factor for social cohesion it is important to observe that when people feel 

constrained to their situation without the opportunity for upwards mobility, they might 

be more willing to engage in EEB unless they feel disempowered.  

 

B.1.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Austria findings  

The relationship between perceptions of social mobility and EEB in Austria points to a 

connection between socio-economic factors and political engagement. One key 

observation of the Austrian survey data is that individuals, who perceive their social 

mobility as restricted are more likely to engage in EEB because they are not satisfied 

with their life. This suggests that a sense of limited opportunities for social and 

economic advancement may lead people to adopt extreme actions as a form of protest 

or expression of frustration. Importantly, this connection is not explained by traditional 

measures of disaffection, such as feelings of anomie or general dissatisfaction with 

society, nor does it appear to be influenced by levels of institutional trust or perceptions 

of democratic governance. 

Interestingly and in addition, the data shows an indirect effect of social mobility on 

EEB through a belief in the importance of paying respect for democratic principles. 

This effect is particularly pronounced among individuals, who do not strongly identify 

with their social class. Specifically, for those who feel that social mobility is possible 

and that democratic values are respected, there is a higher inclination toward EEB. This 

may seem counterintuitive at first, as one might expect that the belief in mobility and 

democratic principles would reduce extremist behavior. However, the underlying 

psychological mechanism suggests that these individuals may feel empowered to 

challenge or preserve the social order, especially if they believe the system itself 

supports mobility. 

These correlations show that identity markers continue to play a strong role in Austria. 

People who believe that their social position is fixed and that there is little chance of 
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upward mobility seem to feel trapped, increasing their willingness to engage in actions 

that challenge the status quo. This highlights the importance of perceived opportunities 

for social mobility not only for individual well-being but also for social cohesion. When 

people feel that their chances of improving their situation are blocked, frustration can 

manifest in the form of extreme attitudes and behaviours. 

Such tendencies are in line with the broader socio-economic developments of the past 

years in Austria. Rising economic vulnerabilities, particularly due to inflation, the 

economic crisis, and the ongoing recession, have increased feelings of insecurity among 

the population. Compared to 2022, the number of people living in poverty has risen by 

more than 50% from 201,000 to 336,000 in 2023,4 in relative terms a rise of the share 

in the total population from 2.3 to 3.7%. However, not only the growing cost of living 

has contributed to heightened social divides and propensity of tensions. The COVID-

19 pandemic had a profound impact on everyday life in Austria, turning routines and 

societal norms upside down. The recurring lockdowns led to the suspension of public 

life and the closure of many businesses, schools, and cultural institutions. These 

disruptions not only caused widespread economic insecurity but also triggered a sense 

of social isolation, as people were forced to stay at home and limit their interactions 

with others. The uncertainty surrounding the pandemic, coupled with the fear of illness 

and the rapid changes in regulations, heightened feelings of vulnerability and anxiety 

among the population. The narrative of crisis suddenly became omni-present, amplified 

by the escalating climate crisis and external events like the outbreak of the war in 

Ukraine, which together deepened feelings of global instability and uncertainty. 

The findings from the survey align with these broader societal trends, where issues such 

as climate change and immigration have become increasingly politicized. However, 

although there is a high level of anti-immigrant sentiment, direct large-scale protests 

are relatively rare, with some exceptions. During the pandemic, we saw that many 

people who had not participated in demonstrations before, suddenly took to the streets 

and got active. Interestingly, socio-economic background and demographics didn’t 

seem to matter, and we could observe “unlikely coalitions”. However, when it comes 

to other issues, the survey results confirm other findings, namely that younger 

 
4 https://www.statistik.at/fileadmin/announcement/2024/04/20240425Armut2023.pdf 
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generations and people living in cities are more likely to take action and engage in 

disruptive political activism.  

This politicization as well as political divides are reflected in most recent changes in 

the political landscape. For example, the victories of the right-wing populist FPÖ in 

both national and European Union elections can be seen as a response to some of these 

insecurities. The FPÖ’s anti-immigrant rhetoric and its criticism of the governments’ 

handling the pandemic, have become central to the political discourse. As a result, 

Austria has experienced a government crisis, where it is currently very difficult to form 

a new government, due to political divides.  

In conclusion, the relationship between social mobility perceptions and EEB is shaped 

by a complex mix of individual, societal, and economic factors. While economic 

vulnerabilities, political polarization, and rising social insecurities contribute to the 

growing likelihood of extremist behaviours, addressing issues of social mobility and 

ensuring equitable opportunities for advancement may play a key role in preventing the 

escalation of extremism in Austria. 
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B.2.1. Bosnia and Herzegovina WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report summarizes the survey findings for Bosnia and Herzegovina. Firstly, it 

provides sample descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE 

Lens survey data and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday 

extremist behaviour scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers 

and paths that were found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme 

attitudes. Lastly, it contextualizes survey findings within a national background. 

Literature review is available in the last section of the report. 

 

B.2.2. Summary of demographics for Bosnia and Herzegovina 

The sample (N=290) consists of 97 (33.4%) men and 193 (66.6%) women. The mean 

age of participants was 32.22 years and 28.3% of participants were aged between 18 

and 24, 31.4% from 25-34, 24.5% from 35-44, 12.1% from 45-54 and 3.8% were 55 

years old or more. In terms of education, 50.3% of participants were ISCED level 1 

including higher secondary education, and 48.3% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale 

details). Non-tertiary education was not an option in the Bosnian context. In terms of 

residence, 36.9% of participants resided in a big city, 50.3% in a small city or town and 

12.8% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 63.4% are in 

paid work, 15.5% in education, 15.9% unemployed, 1% retired and 4.1% in housework 

or other arrangements. Most participants (96.9%) are of Bosnian citizenship and were 

born in Bosnia and Herzegovina (86.2%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 72.1% 

are dependent on wages as the main household income 8.6% on self-employment, 4.5% 

on farming, 5.5% on pensions, 1% on unemployment benefits, 0.7% on other welfare 

benefits or grants, 3.1% on types of investment or property and 4.5% on other sources. 

Please see Table 4 below for details.  

The BiH panel has certain limitations therefore it is recommended that comparisons 

with the general population should be considered with high caution. Specifically, our 

sample was especially young in age and was not balanced regarding gender. Education 

is also not representative of the general public except for ISCED level 2. In addition, 

the sample is quite representative of urban area residents. On all other aspects we either 

could not obtain adequate official comparison data or were far from establishing 
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representativeness, which however was not pursued to begin with. Therefore, analysis 

proceed as it was. Please see Table 5 for details on panel-population comparisons. 

 

 

  

Table 4. Bosnia and Herzegovina demographics (N=290). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 97 (33.4)   

Female 193 (66.6)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  32.22 (11.11)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  82 (28.3)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  91 (31.4)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  71 (24.5)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  35 (12.1)  

Age group 5 (55+)  11 (3.8)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   146 (50.3) 

ISCED level (4-5)   n/a 

ISCED level (6-9)   140 (48.3) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 107 (36.9)     

A town or a small city 146 (50.3)     

Countryside/village 37 (12.8)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 184 (63.4)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  45 (15.5)    

Unemployed  46 (15.9)    

Retired  3 (1)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 12 (4.1)    

Yes/No   
281 (96.9) 

9 (3.1) 

250 (86.2) 

40 (13.8) 
 

Wages or salaries      209 (72.1) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    25 (8.6) 

Income from farming      13 (4.5) 

Pensions      16 (5.5) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      3 (1) 

Any other welfare or grants      2 (0.7) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    9 (3.1) 

Income from other sources      13 (4.5) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 5. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Bosnia panel 
% BiH Statistical 

Authority1 
Gender Male 33.4 49 

 Female 66.6 51 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 11.7 22.9 
 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 49.6 47.3 
 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 38.6 29.8 
Age-groups 18-24 24 10.8 
 25-34 36 12.7 

 35-44 20 14.4 

 45-54 15 14.1 

 55+ 5 33.7 

Residential Area A big city 50.3 46.9 

 A town or a small city 36.9 23.3 

 Countryside/village 12.8 29.8 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
63.4 86.7 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 15.5 n/a 

 Unemployed 15.8 13.3 
 Retired 1 20.7 
 Housework, looking after children or other persons 4.3 n/a 

Citizenship BiH 96.9 n/a 

Birthplace BiH 86.2 n/a 

Income source Wages or salaries  72.1 85.9 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  8.6 n/a 

 Income from farming  4.5 6.8 
 Pensions  5.5 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  1 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  0.7 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

3.1 n/a 

 Income from other sources  4.5 n/a 
1Agency for statistic BiH (National Statistical Authority) for 2020 
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B.2.3. Findings for Bosnia and Herzegovina  

Overall key findings  

• High National, Regional, Religion, and Gender Identification – Respondents 

from Bosnia and Herzegovina demonstrate strong ties to their national, regional, 

religious, and gender identities, while global and European identification appears 

to be of relatively lower importance. 

• Moderate Political Orientation Among Respondents – Respondents from Bosnia 

and Herzegovina predominantly identify with moderate positions on the political 

spectrum, as reflected in the mean of 4.65 and a median of 5. The distribution shows 

that 24% chose the central position, while more left-leaning options (1-4) garnered 

significant support. Additionally, nearly a quarter of respondents (23.8%) refused 

to position themselves on the scale, indicating a notable level of political non-

alignment. 

• Distrust in Institutions – Respondents report generally low levels of institutional 

trust, with the highest trust in the scientific community and banks, and the lowest 

trust in political parties, mass media, the national parliament, and the legal system. 

European institutions and NGOs are in the mid-range. 

• Economic Vulnerability and Income Inequality – Respondents in Bosnia report 

significant economic vulnerability, with a majority (56.6%) stating that they are 

coping on their current income, while 13.4% find it difficult and 4.1% find it very 

difficult to make ends meet. Furthermore, there is a strong perception of high 

income inequality, as 40% agree that income differences in the country are very 

high, while a large portion (31.7%) disagrees with the justification of these income 

differences. Additionally, many respondents (39.3%) know people who must work 

multiple jobs to survive, reflecting a widespread concern about economic precarity. 

• Populist Tendencies – Respondents express strong support for populist views, with 

a majority agreeing that politicians' incompetence and corruption have led to 

societal decline and that elections do not matter because politicians often act 

contrary to their pre-election promises. Additionally, a significant portion of 

respondents believe that a capable leader could bring the change society needs, 

while a majority also supports the notion that politics is a zero-sum game, where 

one group's victory means another's loss. 
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• Extremist Tendencies – Support for extreme tactics related to climate change, 

immigration, and vaccination remains moderate, with average values close to the 

midpoint of the scale. While there is no strong endorsement for extreme approaches, 

these topics represent potential sources of societal tension, given the noticeable 

polarization in perceptions among the population. 

 

Description of fact sheets 

 

The demographic data indicates that respondents in Bosnia and Herzegovina are 

relatively young, with a substantial proportion falling within the 18-29 age range. The 

majority of respondents are female, and education levels are notably high, with a 

significant portion holding at least lower secondary or tertiary education. This may 

influence their perspectives on institutional trust and beliefs regarding social mobility. 

There is a moderate belief that individual effort leads to success in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, although a significant portion of respondents remain neutral or disagree. 

On the other hand, a slightly stronger belief exists that individuals from lower social 

classes face significant barriers, even with qualifications, to achieving success. The data 

reflects a moderate belief in moral principles and fairness in society, with notable 

support for rewarding those who contribute the most and living according to moral 

principles. There is also significant support for respecting diversity, though concerns 

about inequality and the presence of economic elites remain prevalent. This suggests a 

gap between the ideal vision of a fair society and the reality of existing social and 

economic structures. 

Based on the data, there is a moderate belief in conspiracy theories in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, with particularly strong support for the idea that personal data is being 

surveilled and used for control. Respondents also showed notable belief in the existence 

of secret organizations and a plan of global dominance by Freemasons. However, there 

is less support for more extreme conspiracy theories, such as vaccines containing new 

diseases or scientists withholding information about climate change. The data for 

Bosnia and Herzegovina shows a slight negative correlation between belief in 

conspiracy theories, especially those involving hidden control, and institutional trust. 

This suggests that while skepticism exists, it is not strongly linked to distrust in 

institutions across all conspiracy beliefs. 
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Respondents in Bosnia and Herzegovina exhibit strong ties to their national, regional, 

religious, and gender identities, while global and European identification holds 

comparatively less significance. The political orientation of respondents is 

predominantly moderate, with a notable portion of respondents aligning with center-

left views. Additionally, a significant percentage of respondents refrained from 

positioning themselves on the political spectrum, suggesting a notable level of political 

non-alignment. 

Distrust in institutions in Bosnia and Herzegovina is widespread, with the highest trust 

placed in the scientific community and banks, while political parties, mass media, the 

national parliament, and the legal system are among the least trusted. Economic 

vulnerability is a significant concern, with more than half of respondents reporting 

struggles to live on their current income, and a strong perception of income inequality. 

Populist views are prevalent, as many respondents believe that political incompetence 

and corruption have led to societal decline, and that elections are ineffective due to 

broken promises by politicians. While extremist views on issues like climate change, 

immigration, and vaccination are moderate, these issues remain potential flashpoints 

for societal division. 

Based on the data for Bosnia and Herzegovina, several key insights emerge. First, 

strong identification with national, regional, religious, and gender identities outweighs 

global or European affiliations, reflecting a more localized sense of identity. Second, 

respondents predominantly hold moderate political views, though a significant portion 

remains politically non-aligned, indicating a level of disconnection from traditional 

political structures. Third, economic vulnerability and income inequality are pressing 

concerns, with many struggling financially and a significant portion perceiving high 

income disparities. Distrust in institutions is notable, with trust primarily in the 

scientific community and banks, while political parties, mass media, and the legal 

system receive the least confidence. Finally, while populist sentiments are strong, 

extremist views on issues like climate change, immigration, and vaccination are more 

moderate, pointing to potential societal divisions around these topics. These findings 

reflect the complex interplay of identity, economic concerns, and political skepticism 

shaping public attitudes in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
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Overall assessment of fact sheets  

Overall, the data reflects a complex interplay of identity, economic insecurity, and 

political skepticism. These dynamics highlight a society grappling with economic 

challenges, institutional distrust, and a strong identification with regional and national 

ties, despite the demographic shifts towards a younger and more educated population. 

In addition, extremist views on topics such as climate change, immigration, and 

vaccination remain moderate, these issues represent potential sources of societal 

division. 

 

B.2.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis (analyses of variance and regression analyses) showed no effects of age, 

education level, residence area, and economic vulnerability on SoEEB. Therefore, it is 

notable that these socioeconomic factors and the perception of economic vulnerability 

do not differentiate the level to which people in Bosnia and Herzegovina are inclined 

to everyday extremist behaviours.  
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B.2.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 3 

Moderated mediation model for Bosnia and Herzegovina (N=290). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  

 

In Bosnia and Herzegovina (Figure 3 above) there was a direct effect of system 

justification on EEB that was mediated by beliefs of respect for democratic principles 

(democracy). In other words, the more people in Bosnia and Herzegovina justify the 

system and find it fair, the more they will be inclined to adopt  EEB, because they 

believe that democratic principles are upheld. However, although system 

National 

Identification 

Social Mobility 

Open Borders 

Class 

Identification 

Everyday 

Disaffection 

Anomie 

Democracy 

Institutional 

Trust 

Everyday 

Extremism 

Behaviours 

System 

Justification 

Social Mobility 

Closed Borders 
- 

- 
- 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ + 

+ 

+ 



 

Page 51 of 242 

 

justification was positively related to institutional trust (the more they believed that the 

system was just the more they trusted the institutions of society) and negatively related 

to anomia (the more they believed the system is just, the less they felt there was an 

anomic state of things in society) these relationships did not explain the link between 

system justification and EEB. 

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility, in this moderated 

mediation model, was only indirectly related to EEB through the belief that democratic 

principles were upheld. This is a similar finding with system justification. Thus, the 

more people in Bosnia and Herzegovina felt that individual mobility was possible the 

more they would adopt EEB because they felt that democratic principles were upheld..  

 On the contrary, the belief about blocked social mobility is positively related to EEB 

and therefore the more one believes that social mobility is blocked the more they 

are inclined to EEB. This relationship, however, is not explained by the disaffection 

variables, or by institutional trust and respect for democratic principles, because 

blocked social mobility is not related to them (there were only simple correlations with 

anomia and respect for democratic principles). 

Finally, national and class identifications had no effect on how these worldviews are 

connected to disaffection factors.   

In conclusion, we have chosen to investigate whether worldviews that sustain the social 

system (system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) wage 

an impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel disaffected or not. 

What was found in Bosnia and Herzegovina is that the more the people find the system 

just the more they are inclined to adopt EEB. This is due to people believing that there 

is respect for democratic principles that are upheld by the system of governance. This 

finding seems to indicate that if people in Bosnia and Herzegovina feel that the system 

they live in is sustained and that democratic principles and rights are upheld, then they 

may feel empowered to safeguard their position and way of life albeit with behaviours 

that might Sustain polarization and conflict (see items of Everyday Extremism Scale in 

section A.1).  

Seemingly, what is observed in this moderated mediation model is that if people believe 

that there are opportunities for individual mobility they will engage in EEB because of 

their belief in democratic principles being upheld. These findings may indicate that both 

system justification and the belief in open opportunities for mobility trigger everyday 
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extremist behaviors through the belief in democratic principles being upheld in the 

country. Moreover, if people believe that individual social mobility is blocked, they 

will engage in EEB without any mediation. As the opportunity of social mobility is 

considered a key factor for social cohesion it is important to remark that through 

different mechanisms or directly social mobility beliefs could be a driver of everyday 

extremism.  

 

B.2.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Bosnia and Herzegovina 

findings  

The findings from the fact sheets, scenarios, and moderated mediation model reveal 

significant insights into the public attitudes and behaviors in Bosnia and Herzegovina 

(BiH). These results must be interpreted within the context of BiH's unique political, 

historical, and socio-economic landscape, which is marked by a complex post-war 

legacy, persistent ethnic divisions, and ongoing challenges in governance, economic 

development, and social cohesion. 

The sample in BiH is predominantly young and highly educated, yet these 

sociodemographic characteristics do not correspond to a strong identification with 

global or European identities. This discrepancy is striking given the significant 

proportion of highly educated individuals, who are often more inclined toward global 

perspectives. However, the findings indicate that national, regional, religious, and 

gender identities are far more salient, and respondents demonstrate a marked disinterest 

in or disconnection from EU and global affiliations. This aligns with the broader 

political and social realities in BiH, where European integration has faced significant 

political and public resistance. The country’s complex political structure, with its 

power-sharing arrangements among three ethnic groups (Bosniaks, Croats, and Serbs), 

often complicates efforts at national cohesion and has fostered a strong sense of identity 

rooted in local and regional affiliations rather than a collective Bosnian identity or 

European aspiration. 

Low level of institutional trust, particularly towards political parties, mass media, and 

the legal system, is a critical reflection of the prevailing disaffection among the Bosnian 

population. This distrust is further compounded by significant economic vulnerability 

with many respondents reporting struggles to meet basic financial needs. These findings 

mirror the persistent challenges BiH faces in terms of economic development, high 
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unemployment rates, and lack of effective governance. Economic inequality remains a 

significant concern, exacerbating societal tensions and contributing to a feeling of 

alienation among the public. The perception of a deeply flawed political system, which 

fails to address the needs of the population, is echoed in the widespread belief in 

corruption and the ineffectiveness of political elites. The frustrations expressed by 

respondents align with the wider sense of political apathy and disillusionment that 

permeate BiH society, where economic hardship and systemic inefficiency undermine 

the public's faith in institutions. 

The findings on populist and extremist tendencies reveal a population that is both 

disillusioned and dissatisfied with the political status quo. Populist sentiments, such as 

the belief that political corruption has led to societal decline and that elections often do 

not lead to meaningful change, are prevalent among respondents. These attitudes reflect 

the broader frustration with political elites, who are often seen as self-serving and 

disconnected from the needs of the public. The moderate support for extreme views on 

climate change, immigration, and vaccination, while not overwhelmingly high, still 

indicates potential flashpoints for societal division. This is particularly concerning in a 

country like BiH, where ethnic and political divisions often intersect with broader 

societal debates, potentially exacerbating polarization and social unrest. 

The moderated mediation model provides valuable insights into the role of social 

mobility beliefs in shaping public attitudes toward everyday extremist behaviors (EEB). 

The perception that social mobility is blocked for individuals from low socioeconomic 

backgrounds was found to be a significant predictor of EEB. This is a critical finding 

in the context of BiH, where socio-economic mobility is perceived as limited, especially 

for marginalized groups. The entrenched political system, coupled with limited 

economic opportunities and widespread inequality, contributes to the sense that the 

system is rigged against certain groups, particularly those from lower socioeconomic 

classes. This perception of blocked social mobility can lead to feelings of disaffection 

and frustration, which may manifest in more extreme views and behaviours. This is 

particularly concerning given the country’s fragile political system and the potential for 

such sentiments to fuel political instability and ethnic tensions. 

Moreover, it is important to highlight that beliefs in democratic principles being 

sustained in the country constitutes the mechanism through which both system 

justification and individual social mobility trigger everyday extremist behaviors.  
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In conclusion, the findings from this study reflect an overview of Bosnia and 

Herzegovina that is grappling with significant challenges in terms of political 

legitimacy, economic stability, and social cohesion. The strong identification with 

national, regional, and religious identities, coupled with low levels of institutional trust, 

points to a deeply polarized society along ethnic and political lines. The disillusionment 

with the political system, combined with widespread economic vulnerability, fosters a 

fertile ground for populist sentiments and a readiness to entertain more extreme 

viewpoints, particularly on issues like social mobility, climate change, and 

immigration. 

These findings are situated within the broader socio-political context of BiH, where 

ethnic and political divisions, economic inequality, and a lack of effective governance 

continue to shape public opinion. The challenges of post-war reconstruction, alongside 

the ongoing difficulties in European integration and internal reform, contribute to a 

sense of stagnation and frustration among the population. The political fragmentation 

of BiH, along with entrenched power structures, limits the opportunities for meaningful 

social and economic change, reinforcing the perceptions of blocked mobility and 

political disaffection. 

In light of these findings, it is clear that any efforts to address public dissatisfaction and 

political extremism in BiH must take into account the deeply rooted ethnic, economic, 

and political divisions that define the country's social fabric. Future policies and 

reforms should focus on promoting social mobility, enhancing economic opportunities, 

and rebuilding trust in political institutions, while also addressing the underlying causes 

of disaffection that fuel populist and extremist tendencies. 
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B.3.1. Cyprus WIDE Lens survey report executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for Cyprus5. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background. Literature is available in 

the last section of the report. 

 

B.3.2. Summary of demographics for Cyprus 

The sample (N=410) consists of 201 (49%) men, 209 (51%) women. The mean age of 

participants was 44.73 years and 11.5% of participants were aged between 18 and 24, 

20% from 25-34, 18.5% from 35-44, 15.6% from 45-54 and 34.4% were 55 years old 

or more. In terms of education, 1% of participants were ISCED level 1, 32.2% were 

ISCED level 2 and 66.8% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of 

residence, 51.2% of participants resided in a big city, 26.1% in a small city or town and 

21% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 74.1% are in paid 

work, 6.6% in education, 7.3% unemployed, 8.3% retired and 3.7% in housework or 

other arrangements. Most participants (93.2%) are of Greek Cypriot citizenship and 

were born in the Republic of Cyprus6 (90.2%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 

76.8% are dependent on wages as the main household income, 5.9% on self-

employment, 0.7% on farming, 10.5% on pensions, 2% on unemployment benefits, 

0.5% on other welfare benefits or grants, 1.2% on types of investment or property and 

2.2% on other sources. Please see Table 6 below for details. 

 
5 Reference to Cyprus stands for the areas controlled by the Republic of Cyprus. 
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Table 6. Cyprus demographics (N=410). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 201 (49)   

Female 209 (51)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  44.73 (14.87)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  47 (11.5)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  82 (20)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  76 (18.5)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  64 (15.6)  

Age group 5 (55+)  141 (34.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   4 (1) 

ISCED level (4-5)   132 (32.2) 

ISCED level (6-9)   274 (66.8) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 210 (51.2)     

A town or a small city 107 (26.1)     

Countryside/village 86 (21)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 304 (74.1)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  27 (6.6)    

Unemployed  30 (7.3)    

Retired  34 (8.3)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 15 (3.7)    

Yes/No   
382 (93.2) 

22 (5.4) 

370 (90.2) 

40 (9.8) 
 

Wages or salaries      315 (76.8) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    24 (5.9) 

Income from farming      3 (0.7) 

Pensions      43 (10.5) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      8 (2) 

Any other welfare or grants      2 (0.5) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    5 (1.2) 

Income from other sources      9 (2.2) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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The comparison between the WIDE Lens survey and CYSTAT, Eurostat and World 

bank data (Table 7 below) reveals both similarities and discrepancies in key 

demographic indicators, including employment, education, and gender distribution. In 

terms of employment, the WIDE Lens survey reports that 74.1% of respondents are in 

paid work, significantly lower than the 89.14% percentage recorded by CYSTAT. It 

also overrepresents the unemployed (7.3%) compared to national statistics (6.14% for 

unemployment). The age distribution differs, with younger age groups (18-24 and 25-

34) being overrepresented in the WIDE Lens sample, while older groups, particularly 

those 55 and above, are slightly inflated (34.4% vs. 29.37%). Furthermore, the WIDE 

Lens survey significantly underrepresents individuals living in towns (51.2% vs. 

66.73%) and those in rural areas (21% vs. 33.33%). In terms of gender, both datasets 

align closely, with the WIDE Lens survey reporting 49% male and 51% female 

respondents, almost identical to CYSTAT’s figures of 48.7% and 51.3%, respectively. 

Educational attainment shows notable variation, with the WIDE Lens sample including 

a higher proportion of individuals with higher education (66.8%) compared to 45.12% 

in the national data, while lower education levels (ISCED 1-3) are underrepresented at 

just 1% versus 17.52% in CYSTAT’s data. The data on income sources lacks full 

comparability, but wages or salaries appear to be the dominant source in both cases. 

Overall, the WIDE Lens survey provides a useful approximation of the population but 

appears to skew younger and slightly less employed, while attracting a more highly 

educated sample compared to actual national statistics. 
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Table 7. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics  

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Cyprus panel 
% Cyprus Statistical 

Authority1 
Gender Male 49 48.71 

 Female 51 51.31 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 1 17.52 

 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 32.2 37.42 

 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 66.8 45.12 

Age-groups 18-24 11.5 5.971* 

 25-34 20 15.321 

 35-44 18.5 15.921 

 45-54 15.6 13.001 

 55+ 34.4 29.371 

Residential Area A big city 51.2 
66.73 

 A town or a small city 26.1 

 Countryside/village 21 33.33 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
74.1 89.14 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 6.6 n/a 

 Unemployed 7.3 6.14 

 Retired 8.3 n/a 

 Housework, looking after children or other persons 3.7 n/a 

Citizenship Greek/ Cypriot 93.2 77.91  

Birthplace Cyprus 90.2 74.61 

Income source Wages or salaries  76.8 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  5.9 n/a 

 Income from farming  0.7 n/a 

 Pensions  10.5 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  2 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  0.5 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

1.2 n/a 

 Income from other sources  2.2 n/a 
1Demographics retrieved from the CYSTAT (National Statistical Authority) for 2021 
2 Eurostat ISCED for 2023 
3CYSTAT provides a statistical division between urban and rural areas  
4 World Bank data for Cyprus total labor force 2023 
*The age category of 18-24 was not presented in CYSTAT. The percentage presented here is for the 20-24 age group 
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B.3.3. Findings for Cyprus  

Overall key findings 

• Gender and Region identities are important to participants while Global and 

European identification are less important.  

• Low System Justification: data reflect low belief that the society and the political 

system in Cyprus are just, and people get what they deserve.   

• Low Social Dominance Orientation and high beliefs in Social Order 

Representations reflect a belief in a rather egalitarian view of society. 

• Ambivalence as to whether Social Mobility is possible or not, slightly favoring the 

idea that social mobility is closed.  

• High Scores on beliefs about corruption, impunity, lack of respect of laws and lack 

of collective consciousness reflect a widespread belief about the dissolution of the 

social fabric.  

• Moderate to low Trust in Institutions and the General Function of Democracy. 

• High perceptions of economic vulnerability and inequality. 

• Low willingness to engage in extremist behaviors regarding climate change, 

immigration and vaccination.  

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

In terms of identification, the data show that the highest identification is shown with 

Gender and Region identities. High gender identification is an interesting finding that 

could be explained by the fact that issues around gender equality have only started to 

be a matter of more open discussion and debate in the social arena. Gender-based 

violence has been discussed more openly in the media during the last few years. This 

has been further emphasized by the decision of the president of the house of 

representatives to propose the legal introduction of the term femicide last year. Given 

that Cyprus, as other Mediterranean countries, presents stronger adherence to 

traditional gender norms (Kamenou, 2016), these discussions may appear as a 

disruption in the ways that gender is viewed in the social arena and thus leading to 

gender identification taking center stage among respondents. Regarding Regional 

Identity, this can be explained by the Greek word used in the questionnaire (“ο τόπος 

μου”) which can be understood as “my country”, rather than a specific city or locale 
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within the country or a specific national/ethnic identity. This shows a strong attachment 

with the country that is prevalent among Cypriots. Given that the country is ethnically 

divided since 1974, and that the issue of ethnic identification is complex and often tense 

(Psaltis & Cakal, 2016), the phrasing of this question may have permitted respondents 

to identify with the nation and the country, while at the same time avoid the tense issue 

of ethnic identification. It is interesting to examine this finding together with the finding 

that European and Global identification are at the lower end. This could be indicative 

of priorities that Cypriots place to national issues over global ones and at the same time, 

it could be attributed to a rising Euroscepticism in the country during the last decade 

(Katsourides, 2016; Agapiou-Josephides, 2012). Still, however, it could also be 

indicative of the ways that Europe is discussed in the social arena as the prototype of 

often unattainable progress that Cypriots look upon but can never truly reach. This 

finding concurs with ideas of occidentalism identified in the Greek context (Bozatzis, 

et al., 2022) as well and more recently observed in Cyprus (Kadianaki et al., 2020). In 

terms of left-right wing identification, data reflect the middle point with a slight 

tendency towards the right. Regarding the social ladder, participants position 

themselves slightly above the midpoint of the scale, which could be explained through 

the demographic characteristics of the sample, the majority being older and highly 

educated, but also could be simply due to social desirability effects common in surveys.  

Moving on to data on worldviews, participants showed a moderate belief in Conspiracy 

Theories. The highest score concerned the belief that personal data are being surveilled 

through the internet, social media and mobile phones and used in ways that control 

individuals and that scientists and governments are holding back truthful information 

about climate change. System Justification scores are rather low, which indicates that 

participants do not find that the political system works as it should, in ways that are 

doing justice to citizens. This finding could also be understood in relation to findings 

about low Institutional Trust, rather moderate scores on beliefs about the existence of 

democratic principles and high scores on Anomia, reflecting a general disillusionment 

and distrust in the political system and the way that society works. Social Dominance 

Orientation scores and Social Order Representations scores point to a rather egalitarian 

view shared generally among participants. Scores on Social Dominance are rather low, 

reflecting a general disagreement with the dominance of certain groups over others in 

society and with the existence of inequality. This concurs with the findings of Social 
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Order Representations. The items that received the highest agreement related to beliefs 

about reducing inequalities between rich and poor and the impact of economic elites on 

others in society. The data also reflects ambivalence as to whether Social Mobility is 

possible or not. Participants almost equally favored the idea that society allows those 

who try hard to succeed and the idea that the upper classes have more chances to 

succeed than lower classes, slightly favoring the latter over the former. This could be 

partly explained by the finding that participants positioned themselves somewhere in 

the middle of the social ladder scale.  

In terms of disaffection, the findings are clear: participants clearly feel that there is a 

dissolution of the social fabric. The existence of corruption, impunity, lack of respect 

of laws and collective consciousness and individualism were largely upheld by 

participants. This can be explained by an observed disillusionment of Greek Cypriots 

with the political system due to corruption scandals and widespread impunity present 

in the country during the last decade (Ellinas & Katsourides, 2021; Droushiotis, 2020, 

2022). This finding concurs with the findings regarding the General Function of 

Democracy and Institutional Trust. Scores on both scales were relatively low indicating 

a general distrust towards a variety of institutions in the country (i.e. parliament, legal 

system, Police, banks, mass media, scientific community, political parties, EU 

institutions and NGOs). Together with the modest scores on political efficacy, these 

findings indicate that respondents feel disillusioned with the main institutions of their 

country and that they don’t feel empowered to act towards change within the current 

political system. While they may feel that they are free to express their opinions, as 

exemplified in moderate belief in existence/function of certain Dimensions of 

Democracy, they do not feel that those who represent the public, in institutional terms, 

are doing justice to the public. In terms of economic inequality, respondents see high 

income differences that are perceived as unjustified and clearly feel that there is 

economic precarity and low wages. This is also reflected in scores of economic 

vulnerability, with the majority of participants having either reported coping or finding 

it difficult to cope with their present income.  

Concluding with findings on extremism, the findings do not suggest a strong will to 

support extremist behaviours on all scenarios of climate change, immigration and 

vaccination. Extremist behaviours regarding immigration seem to receive slightly more 

support over the other two, but differences between the three are rather low. These 
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extremist behaviours may be fueled by this general disaffection that participants report 

particularly related to perceptions of widespread corruption in the country and 

widespread lack of trust in institutions. Respondents probably feel that the political 

system cannot be trusted to deal with major societal challenges.  

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets  

In the sample, older participants and highly educated individuals are generally over-

represented which could introduce biases in the perceptions identified and discussed so 

far, particularly in making generalized claims about the Greek Cypriot population.  

A clear picture reflected in the findings reported is a strong disillusionment with 

institutions of the country and a belief of widespread corruption, impunity, lack of 

respect for laws and lack of collective consciousness. Respondents reflect their distrust 

towards the system and the ways that institutions function in legal and respectful ways 

towards citizens. Given the widespread corruption scandals in the country over the last 

decade, this is not surprising. In terms of worldviews, participants seem to subscribe to 

a more egalitarian society, favoring less cleavage between the poor and the rich but also 

generally less social dominance of the more powerful against the less powerful groups 

in society. While extremism is not particularly favored, there is some degree of 

acceptance that extremist behaviour may be legitimized concerning some major societal 

issues. A closer look at everyday extremist behavior follows in the next section.  

 

B.3.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age and economic vulnerability had an effect on SoEEB 

(following analyses of variance and regression analysis).  

More specifically, the 18-24 age group was more likely to endorse everyday extremist 

behaviours about climate change than all others except for the 34-45 age group. They 

were also more inclined to everyday extremist behaviours regarding immigration. 

Lastly, the more economically vulnerable people felt the more inclined they became to 

adopt everyday extremist behaviour with respect to climate change and vaccination. 

In conclusion, the youngest respondents are more inclined to adopt everyday extremism 

behaviour on climate change and immigration. Also, the more the people feel economic 
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vulnerability, the more they turn to extremist behaviours on climate change and 

vaccination. Notably, residential area did not differentiate the levels of EEB in all three 

scenarios. 

 

B.3.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 4 

Moderated mediation model for Cyprus (N=410).  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In Cyprus (Figure 4 above) there was a direct relationship between system justification 

and EEB, that was mediated by institutional trust, and this effect was stronger for 

those who identified more with their social class. In other words, the more people 

(and this effect was stronger for those who identify with their social class) believed 

that the system in Cyprus is just, the more they were inclined to EEB, because they 

trust the institutions. Moreover, although system justification was negatively related 

to anomia (the more they saw the system as just the less they perceived an anomic state 

of things) and positively related to beliefs that democratic principles are upheld 

(democracy), institutional trust and satisfaction with everyday life these relationships 

did not explain the link between system justification and EEB. 

The belief in the possibility of individual social mobility in this moderated mediation 

model was not related to EEB and to the disaffection variables (institutional trust, 

democracy, everyday disaffection) except for anomia, despite the fact that simple 

correlations were observed. Thus, the belief in individual social mobility does not seem 

to affect EEB. 

Moreover, blocked social mobility was also not related to EEB and to the disaffection 

variables (institutional trust, democracy, everyday disaffection) except for anomia, 

despite simple correlations being observed. Thus, beliefs that social mobility is not 

possible for members of low socioeconomic groups do not seem to affect EEB. 

Finally, national identification had no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection and institutional factors. However, class identification was linked to how 

system justification affects institutional trust.  In conclusion, we have chosen to 

investigate whether worldviews that sustain the social system (system justification and 

beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) impact on the willingness to express 

EEB because people feel (or not) disaffected. What was found for Cyprus is that the 

more the people justify the system the more they are inclined to adopt EEB, because of 

institutional trust and that this effect is stronger for those that identify with their social 

class. This finding indicates that if people who acknowledge a strong bond with their 

social class feel that the system in Cyprus is just and there is trust, this might empower 

them to act to sustain their position albeit their actions and behaviours might polarize 

and invest in conflict (see items of the Everyday Extremist Scale in section A.1).  

Moreover, what is observed is that whether people in Cyprus believe there is a 

possibility for individual upward mobility or whether they believe that this possibility 
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is blocked, when included with the other factors in this moderated mediation they are 

not connected to EEB.  

 

B.3.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Cyprus findings  

The findings from the fact sheets, scenarios, and the model collectively underscore a 

complex interplay of disillusionment with institutions, perceived corruption, and the 

nuanced role of system justification in Cyprus. While widespread distrust and economic 

vulnerability drive support for extremist behaviors as a response to socio-political 

challenges, system justification and institutional trust—especially among those 

strongly identifying with their social class—anchor actions that sustain the status quo. 

This dynamic reflects Cyprus's post-conflict, socio-political divisions, where systemic 

distrust coexists with a reliance on existing structures for stability amidst ongoing 

uncertainty. 

Cyprus’ findings align with the broader trend of a positive relationship between system 

justification and institutional trust, as noted by studies (e.g. Tan et al., 2016). However, 

the Cyprus context reveals a notable characteristic: institutional trust has been steadily 

declining over the years, as evidenced by data from the European Social Survey (ESS, 

2018; ESS, 2020). This decline suggests that fewer individuals are exhibiting high 

levels of institutional trust, reflecting widespread disillusionment with governance and 

institutions. Despite this, those who strongly identify with their social class may still 

turn to system justification to mitigate the uncertainty of everyday life, particularly in 

the post-conflict environment of Cyprus. The divided nature of the island and its 

entrenched socio-political structures contribute to this phenomenon. For individuals in 

such settings, trusting the system can offer a sense of stability and reinforce a safer 

worldview. This trust, even in the face of systemic issues like corruption and impunity, 

allows them to maintain their perceived position within society and navigate the 

complexities of intergroup conflict. In this way, Cyprus provides a unique case study 

of how system justification and institutional trust interplay in contexts marked by 

historical divisions, prolonged conflict, and evolving societal trust dynamics. 

 System justification is often linked to collective actions aimed at maintaining the status 

quo rather than altering it (e.g. Osborne et al., 2019). Consequently, the results 

mentioned could reflect the outcomes of the recent European Parliamentary elections, 

which highlighted the rising influence of right-wing populism and growing 
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dissatisfaction with traditional political parties. This shift may divert focus from 

concerns about social mobility to alternative ways of expressing discontent that, 

ultimately, reinforce the existing system rather than transform it. 
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B.4.1. France WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report provides an analysis of the psychological drivers, identities, and worldviews 

that influence everyday extremist behavior in France, based on the WIDE Lens survey. 

The findings reveal a French population that strongly identifies with national and 

regional identities but exhibits moderate attachment to global and European affiliations. 

While the respondents generally lean toward moderate conservatism, they display low 

trust in political and institutional systems, accompanied by high levels of disaffection 

driven by perceptions of corruption and inequality. Economic precarity and skepticism 

about social mobility contribute to frustrations with traditional politics and a potential 

openness to more radical measures. The study also identifies specific flashpoints—

climate change, immigration, and vaccination—where polarized opinions and 

susceptibility to conspiracy theories are most pronounced. These findings underscore 

the importance of addressing economic and institutional vulnerabilities to mitigate 

extremism and foster social cohesion. The report's insights align with the OppAttune 

project’s broader goals of promoting attuned dialogue and regulatory-rights 

frameworks to counter everyday extremism.  

 

B.4.2. Summary of demographics for France 

The sample (N=500) consists of 242 (48.4%) men and 258 (51.6%) women. The mean 

age of participants was 45.77 years and 11.8% of participants were aged between 18 

and 24, 17% from 25-34, 17.2% from 35-44, 19.6% from 45-54 and 34.4% were 55 

years old or more. In terms of education level, 4.2% of participants were ISCED level 

1, 25% were ISCED level 2, and 70.8% were ISCED level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale 

details). In terms of residence, 28.6% of participants resided in a big city, 38.4% in a 

small city or town and 28.2% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment 

status, 65% are in paid work, 6.6% in education, 6.4% unemployed, 18% retired and 

3.6% in housework or other arrangements. Most participants (96.2%) are of French 

citizenship and were born in France (91.2%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 

67.4% are dependent on wages as the main household income, 2.8% on self-

employment, 2% on farming, 17.4% on pensions, 2.4% on unemployment benefits, 

3.4% on other welfare benefits or grants, 1.8% on types of investment or property and 

2.4% on other sources. Please see Table 8 below for details. 
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Table 8. France demographics (N=500). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 242 (48.4)   

Female 258 (51.6)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  45.77 (15.35)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  59 (11.8)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  85 (17)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  86 (17.2)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  98 (19.6)  

Age group 5 (55+)  172 (34.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   21 (4.2) 

ISCED level (4-5)   125 (25) 

ISCED level (6-9)   354 (70.8) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 143 (28.6)     

A town or a small city 192 (38.4)     

Countryside/village 141 (28.2)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 325 (65)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  33 (6.6)    

Unemployed  32 (6.4)    

Retired  90 (18)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 18 (3.6)    

Yes/No   
481 (96.2) 

17 (3.4) 

456 (91.2) 

42 (8.4) 
 

Wages or salaries      337 (67.4) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    14 (2.8) 

Income from farming      10 (2) 

Pensions      87 (17.4) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      12 (2.4) 

Any other welfare or grants      17 (3.4) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    9 (1.8) 

Income from other sources      12 (2.4) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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The comparison between the WIDE Lens survey sample and national statistics 

reveals several notable trends and deviations that provide insight into the 

representativeness of the sample and broader socio-political dynamics in France. For 

details, please see Table 9 below. 

1. Age and Education Bias 

• The WIDE Lens sample skews older, with a lower percentage of younger 

respondents (18-24) compared to national statistics. This suggests a 

potential underrepresentation of younger perspectives, which may influence 

findings related to political engagement and extremism. 

• Higher education levels are overrepresented, with 70.8% of respondents 

holding tertiary education (ISCED 6-9) compared to a lower national 

average. This could indicate a sample more inclined toward political 

awareness and institutional critique. 

2. Urban vs. Rural Representation 

• The sample underrepresents rural populations while slightly 

overrepresenting urban respondents. Given that rural areas tend to have 

different voting patterns and political concerns, this could impact 

interpretations related to national identity and globalization. 

3. Economic and Employment Disparities 

• The employment rate in the sample (65%) is comparable to national 

statistics, but there is a higher proportion of retired respondents (18%), 

which may contribute to conservative-leaning attitudes. 

• Self-employment and farming incomes are lower in the sample 

compared to national averages, suggesting an underrepresentation of small 

business owners and agricultural workers, who may have distinct political 

and economic views. 

4. Institutional Trust and Social Mobility 

• The sample’s economic composition aligns with broader concerns about 

economic inequality and precarious employment, reinforcing the 

survey’s findings about skepticism toward social mobility. 

• Differences in employment structure and income sources suggest potential 

variations in how different socioeconomic groups perceive institutional 

trust, social cohesion, and populist sentiments. 
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Table 9. Comparison of WIDE Lens Sample and National Statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

 

 

% WIDE Lens 

Survey France Panel  
% INSEE 

Gender Male 48.4 48.5¹ 
 Female 51.6 51.5¹ 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 4.2 20.5² 
 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 25 45.1² 
 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 70.8 34.4² 

Age Groups 18-24 11.8 10.1³ 
 25-34 17 15.3³ 
 35-44 17.2 16.8³ 
 45-54 19.6 20.5³ 
 55+ 34.4 37.3³ 

Residential Area A big city 28.6 35.2⁴ 
 A town or a small city 38.4 32.1⁴ 
 Countryside/village 28.2 32.7⁴ 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, family 

business) 
65 62.8⁵ 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 6.6 7.1⁵ 
 Unemployed 6.4 8.3⁵ 
 Retired 18 17.1⁵ 
 Housework, looking after children, other 3.6 4.7⁵ 

Citizenship French 96.2 94.5⁶ 
Birthplace France 91.2 89.3⁶ 

Income Source Wages or salaries 67.4 65.2⁷ 
 Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming) 
2.8 5.6⁷ 

 Income from farming 2 3.1⁷ 
 Pensions 17.4 19.5⁷ 
 Unemployment/redundancy benefit 2.4 3.2⁷ 
 Any other welfare or grants 3.4 4.8⁷ 
 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property 
1.8 2.3⁷ 

 Income from other sources 2.4 2.3⁷ 
1 INSEE - French National Institute of Statistics and Economic Studies (2023) 
2 Eurostat ISCED classification (2023) 
3 INSEE Age distribution data (2023) 
4 INSEE Census Data on Residential Areas (2023) 
5 INSEE Labor Market Statistics (2023) 
6 INSEE Citizenship and Migration Data (2023) 
7 INSEE Household Income and Wealth Statistics (2023) 
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B.4.3. Findings for France  

The findings of the WIDE Lens survey for France reflect a complex interplay of 

psychological drivers, socio-demographic dynamics, and national context that shapes 

everyday extremist behaviours and attitudes. These insights hold significant 

implications for understanding and addressing the current socio-political climate in 

France. 

 

Overall key findings 

• Strong National and Regional Identities with Weakened Global and 

Institutional Trust: The French respondents demonstrate a robust sense of 

belonging to national and regional identities, which contrasts with their relatively 

weaker identification with European or global affiliations. This localized focus is 

coupled with widespread distrust in institutions and skepticism about democratic 

efficacy. Together, these elements suggest a pivot away from global integration 

toward a more insular view of societal belonging, reflecting broader concerns about 

governance and fairness in social systems. 

• Moderate Conservatism and Frustration with Socioeconomic Mobility: The 

survey indicates a slight center-right leaning in political attitudes, alongside 

dissatisfaction with perceived social mobility. While many respondents express 

belief in meritocratic ideals, they remain skeptical about upward mobility in 

practice. This ambivalence exacerbates frustrations with structural inequalities, 

fostering disaffection and potential openness to alternative or radical political 

solutions. 

• Economic Precarity as a Driver of Disaffection: Economic vulnerability is a 

central theme, with over half of respondents reporting financial strain. The 

perceived economic inequality aligns with reduced institutional trust, contributing 

to a broader disillusionment with traditional politics. Economic challenges are also 

linked to susceptibility to conspiracy theories and radical behaviors in certain 

scenarios, such as climate change, immigration, and vaccination. 

• Everyday Extremism in Specific Contexts: While support for populism and 

extremism is generally moderate, specific scenarios reveal a readiness to engage in 

everyday extremist behaviours. Younger respondents and those in urban areas are 

more likely to exhibit such behaviours, reflecting generational and geographic 
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disparities in engagement with polarizing issues. These findings highlight 

flashpoints where public opinion is most polarized and where extremist narratives 

may gain traction. 

• The Paradox of System Justification: A striking insight from the moderated 

mediation model is the paradoxical role of system justification. Those who perceive 

the system as fair are more inclined to engage in behaviors that perpetuate 

polarization and conflict. This suggests that entrenched beliefs in systemic fairness 

can amplify divisions rather than mitigate them, highlighting the need for nuanced 

interventions. 

 

Contextual Implications for France 

France’s socio-political landscape is marked by enduring tensions between tradition 

and modernity, localism and globalism, and stability and vulnerability. The findings 

suggest that national identity remains a strong unifying factor, even as economic and 

institutional challenges erode public confidence. Specific flashpoints, such as climate 

change and immigration, highlight the need for targeted dialogue and policy 

interventions to address polarization and prevent the normalization of extremist 

behaviors. 

In the current context, these dynamics are amplified by broader challenges, including 

economic recovery, shifts in European unity, and global debates on identity and 

sovereignty. The findings underscore the importance of fostering institutional trust, 

addressing economic inequalities, and promoting inclusive narratives to counter 

disaffection and extremist tendencies. By aligning governance strategies with these 

insights, policymakers can better navigate the complexities of contemporary French 

society and strengthen its democratic fabric. 

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

The demographic profile skews slightly older and highly educated, which may shape 

the perspectives reflected in areas like institutional trust and social mobility beliefs. 

While there’s a moderate belief in individual success based on effort, a more substantial 

group expresses concerns about restricted mobility for those from lower socioeconomic 

backgrounds, highlighting potential societal barriers. The data reflects strong support 
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for moral, fair, and inclusive social structures. However, there is some susceptibility to 

conspiracy thinking, particularly regarding privacy and elite influence, which could 

signal distrust in authority and media. French respondents exhibit strong identification 

with their nation and region, indicating a strong sense of local belonging. Global 

identification is relatively weaker, which may reflect national priorities over global 

ones in identity matters. The center-right leaning aligns with traditional or moderate 

conservative views, possibly reflected in perspectives on social and economic policies. 

A moderate self-assessment on the social ladder implies relative contentment or 

acceptance of one’s social position. Disaffection with the social fabric is high, driven 

by perceptions of corruption and self-interest among the powerful. While democratic 

values are somewhat upheld, there’s notable dissatisfaction with institutional trust, 

pointing to a crisis of confidence in governance. Economic inequality is a significant 

concern. While some manage economically, a substantial portion find it challenging to 

make ends meet, highlighting financial precarity among parts of the population. 

Relatively low support for populism and extremism suggests that some respondents are 

frustrated with traditional politics and may be open to more radical approaches. Specific 

scenarios around climate, immigration, and vaccination highlight areas of polarized 

opinion and potential extremism. 

The overall portrait offered by this data may be summarized in three key points. First, 

there is a sense of belonging to the region and nation over EU and the global. Second, 

relative traditionalism with a certain amount of resistance to extremism and populism 

combined with, third, a reduced trust in institutions, political parties, and political 

efficacy, leading to a generalized sense of democratic disaffection. A study of the 

details of this portrait is important, however, for providing a more accurate 

understanding of the relationship between belonging, extremism and possible 

institutional response. 

The most striking findings from this survey reveal a French population that, despite 

high levels of education (70.8% holding tertiary education) (OECD, 2018) and strong 

attachment to national and regional identities, exhibits some disillusionment with its 

social and political structures. High scores in disaffection indicators, such as 

perceptions of widespread corruption and impunity, alongside low institutional trust, 

highlight a profound skepticism toward the country’s governance. Surprisingly, despite 

France's democratic reputation, respondents showed only moderate satisfaction with 
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democratic functions and expressed doubts about the effectiveness of the system in 

upholding equality and accountability. Furthermore, the data reveals unexpected 

susceptibility to conspiracy beliefs (Douglas et al., 2017), especially concerning 

surveillance and climate change misinformation, suggesting a growing mistrust in 

established information sources (Edelman Trust Barometer, 2022). Economic precarity 

is also more prevalent than anticipated, with 54% of respondents "coping" on their 

income and 4.6% "finding it very difficult" financially, which likely contributes to the 

moderate but present support for populist and, in some cases, extreme attitudes. This 

underlying economic vulnerability, paired with a sense of societal breakdown, has 

fostered an environment where frustration with traditional politics and openness to 

radical measures are rising – a potentially destabilizing trend in an otherwise stable, 

developed nation. 

 

Ambivalence Toward Social Mobility and Meritocracy 

While there is a moderate belief in the idea that hard work can lead to success, the data 

reveals a notable skepticism about the fairness of social mobility in practice. Many 

respondents feel that success is largely closed off to those without privileged 

backgrounds, suggesting that aspirations of meritocracy are dampened by a perceived 

rigidity in social structures. This aligns with Pierre Bourdieu's concept of social capital 

which posits that socioeconomic background significantly impacts social mobility, and 

with recent research on perceptions of social mobility in Europe, which finds increasing 

skepticism about the accessibility of upward mobility (Bourdieu, 1989; Savage, 2015). 

This tension between idealistic and realistic views on mobility might contribute to 

broader frustrations with the socio-economic system. 

 

Conflicted Relationship with Globalization 

The relatively low scores in global identification, contrasted with high national and 

regional attachment, indicate a more insular view of identity among French 

respondents. This sentiment aligns with scholarship on the "local turn" in identity, 

which suggests that in response to globalization and migration, individuals increasingly 

find identity in local and national affiliations rather than global ones (Escobar, 2001; 

Robertson, 1995). While France has traditionally been seen as a global, outward-

looking nation, this data suggests a pivot towards national and local affiliations, perhaps 
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as a reaction to global uncertainties and perceived cultural or economic threats. This 

sentiment aligns with the moderate rise in populist and protectionist attitudes. 

 

Conspiracy Beliefs and Extremism in Specific Scenarios 

It is in the data on conspiracy theories that we have the most interesting flashpoints. 

While the endorsement of conspiracy theories remains slightly below the mean in 

France, there is an extraordinary acceptance and readiness to employ extreme tactics in 

areas like climate change, immigration, and vaccination. These findings are of 

particular importance in the context of the general findings, which remain relatively 

mild in other policies and institutional issues. These findings suggest that in issues tied 

to identity, health, and the environment—where public discourse is often polarized and 

extreme—respondents are more willing to question mainstream narratives and engage 

in more radical behaviours. This pattern also suggests a potential vulnerability to 

misinformation and divisive narratives in certain segments of the population. 

 

Gender and Class as Key Identity Anchors 

Strong identification with gender and social class highlights the importance of these 

dimensions in French social life. This may reflect broader societal trends where issues 

of gender equality and class struggle are prominent in public debate, suggesting that 

social policies targeting these areas would resonate with the population’s sense of self 

and community. 

 

Low Confidence in Political Efficacy 

The modest scores in political efficacy reveal that many respondents feel they lack a 

voice or influence in the political process. This low sense of empowerment could drive 

individuals toward populist alternatives, as they perceive traditional political pathways 

as ineffective for expressing their needs and values. Norris explores the concept of 

"critical citizens" who support democracy in principle but feel disillusioned with 

existing institutions. She links this discontent with increased support for populist and 

anti-establishment leaders who claim to represent the "voice of the people" (Norris, 

1999; 2003). 
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Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The sample is generally solid, especially in gender balance, geographic distribution, 

and reliability for most variables. However, the high education level (70.8% tertiary 

education), older age skew (over 50% +45 yrs old), the fact they are well-settled in their 

location for over 15 years without intention of moving could introduce biases, 

potentially overrepresenting the perspectives of educated and established individuals 

while underrepresenting younger, lower-income, or less formally educated populations. 

Additionally, issues of low reliability in the measure of political voice and the framing 

of conspiracy theory items could affect specific findings. These limitations should be 

kept in mind when interpreting the data, particularly regarding generalized claims about 

the entire French population. However, in many ways, this gives the data particular 

relevance because these populations are generally associated with higher levels of 

political participation and institutional trust.  

In terms of identification, the results show stronger national identification as French 

and to the region at the expense of a global sense of belonging. Similarly, there is less 

identification as a European, suggesting that the average middle-class middle-aged 

voter has a higher tendency to identify first with nation and region and Europe far 

behind. This confirms some recent studies that suggest support for the European Union 

is stronger among the under 35 population.7 

It is also less surprising to see this population as moderately conservative and traditional 

in values, and hence relatively low support for populism and extremism. What is 

striking is that the lack of populism does not seem to translate into institutional trust, 

which is very low for a population that has economic and social stability. Similarly, 

there is a lack of sense of political efficacy.  

Aligning questions of belonging, extremism and the capacity of institutions to respond 

to citizens’ concerns and needs is essential to the regulatory-rights framework outlined 

in the regulatory-rights toolkit (please see deliverable D2.1). As it is suggested in that 

toolkit, any approach to extremism must consider the level of belonging that generates 

a given rights claim. As we have seen throughout the case studies provided in the 

toolkit, the levels of extremism that emerge from these rights claims varies as does the 

ability for institutions to achieve a desired outcome. The reduced sense of political 

 
7 https://www.statista.com/statistics/986180/public-support-of-the-european-union/  

https://www.statista.com/statistics/986180/public-support-of-the-european-union/
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efficacy of institutions combined with the flashpoints around the potentially polarizing 

and extreme views on climate change, vaccination, and immigration suggests that the 

toolkit would be particularly helpful in combining an analysis of belonging with the 

kinds of extremist claims that can be made. Through such a diagnosis, it might be 

possible to improve the efficacy of institutional response.  

 

B.4.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age and area of residence influenced all three SoEEB 

(following analyses of variance and regression analyses).    

More specifically, the three younger age groups of 18-24, 25-34 and 35-44 are more 

likely to engage in everyday extremism than the three older age groups of 35-44, 45-54 

and 55+, except for the vaccination case, where only the youngest age group differed 

and the oldest was the least likely than all. In addition, those living in big cities are more 

likely to engage into everyday extremism than those living in the countryside or villages 

in all three cases. 

In conclusion, the younger one is or the biggest the city they live in, they are more likely 

to engage in everyday extremist behaviour when it comes to issues that have to do with 

climate change, immigration and vaccination. It is notable that education and economic 

vulnerability did not differentiate the levels of EEB in the three scenarios. 

 

  



 

Page 80 of 242 

 

B.4.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 5 

Moderated mediation model for France (N=500). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In France (Figure 5 above) a direct effect of system justification on EEB was positive. 

In other words, the more the people believed that French society was just the more 

they would engage in EEB. However, although system justification was positively 

related to respect for democratic principles, institutional trust and everyday disaffection 

this relationship did not explain the link between system justification and EEB. Also, 

although system justification and anomia were negatively associated, this relationship 

did not explain the link between system justification and EEB.  

In this moderated mediation model, no immediate relationship between individual 

social mobility and EEB was observed. Thus, beliefs about the fact that the borders 

between groups are open do not seem to affect everyday extremist behaviors. 

Moreover, blocked social mobility is related to EEB positively and therefore the more 

one believes that social mobility is blocked the more they are inclined to EEB. This 

relationship, however, is not explained by the disaffection variables or by institutional 

trust and perceptions of a democratic governance. 

Also, neither national nor class identifications have an effect on how these worldviews 

are connected to disaffection factors.   

In conclusion, we have chosen to investigate whether worldviews that sustain the social 

system (system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) wage 

an impact on the willingness to express EEB with either the way people feel or not feel 

disaffected. What was found for France is that the more the people justify the system 

the more they are inclined to adopt EEB. This result indicates that if people in France 

believe that the system is fair and that each gets what each deserves, then they are more 

inclined to adopt such behaviours that might perpetuate polarization and conflict (see 

items of the Everyday Extremist Scale in section A.1). Moreover, beliefs that there are 

opportunities for individual mobility did not relate to EEB. However, if people in 

France feel that social mobility is blocked, they will be inclined to EEB. As the 

opportunity of social mobility is considered a key factor for social cohesion it is 

important to observe that when people feel constrained to their situation without the 

opportunity for upwards mobility, they might be more willing to engage in everyday 

extremist behaviours. 
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Contextualizing System Justification and EEB 

The positive relationship between system justification and EEB suggests a paradox: 

those who perceive the system as just are more inclined to engage in behaviors that 

reinforce conflict and polarization. In the French context, this may reflect the role of 

ideological rigidity and perceived moral righteousness in justifying actions against 

perceived threats to the system. For instance, individuals who strongly support the 

existing order may view their actions as necessary to defend societal values or norms, 

even if these actions escalate opposition and conflict. This aligns with historical patterns 

in France, where political activism often manifests as both defense and critique of 

republican ideals (Rosanvallon, 2007). 

This dynamic also highlights the potential for ideological entrenchment, where system 

supporters may feel compelled to act aggressively to uphold the perceived fairness and 

legitimacy of the societal order. This finding underscores the importance of fostering 

critical engagement with systemic structures rather than uncritical affirmation, as the 

latter can inadvertently fuel divisive behaviors. 

 

Social Mobility and Everyday Extremism 

The findings regarding blocked social mobility provide another critical insight. The 

positive relationship between perceptions of blocked mobility and EEB reflects the 

frustration and resentment that arise from structural constraints. In France, where 

debates about meritocracy and equality are deeply embedded in the national ethos, 

perceptions of limited mobility challenge the foundational narrative of "égalité." This 

contradiction can provoke individuals to express discontent through extremist 

behaviors, especially when traditional avenues for change appear ineffective. 

The absence of a direct relationship between beliefs in open social mobility and EEB 

suggests that optimism about mobility may mitigate extremist tendencies. This points 

to the importance of addressing structural barriers to mobility to reinforce social 

cohesion. Policies that enhance access to education, reduce income inequality, and 

provide opportunities for upward mobility could serve as buffers against the frustrations 

that drive extremist behaviours. 
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Institutional Trust, Anomia, and Moderated Mediation 

The lack of an explanatory role for institutional trust and anomia in the relationship 

between system justification and EEB warrants further reflection. While system 

justification positively correlates with trust in institutions, this trust does not seem to 

moderate or mediate extremist behaviors. This disconnect may stem from the broader 

crisis of confidence in French governance, where institutional trust is often conditional 

and issue-specific rather than broadly encompassing. Additionally, the negative 

association between system justification and anomia reflects a perception that a just 

system reduces societal breakdown; however, this does not necessarily translate into 

reduced polarization. 

 

Implications for Policy and Future Research 

• Fostering Inclusive Narratives: The findings suggest a need to challenge rigid 

narratives that equate system justification with moral superiority. Encouraging 

pluralistic perspectives on justice and fairness can help reduce polarization. 

• Addressing Structural Inequalities: Tackling barriers to social mobility is 

essential. Policies that reduce economic precarity and enhance access to 

opportunities can mitigate the frustrations that lead to EEB. 

• Enhancing Institutional Responsiveness: Building trust in institutions requires 

not only maintaining democratic principles but also ensuring that these 

institutions address citizens' immediate concerns, particularly around mobility 

and equality. 

• Future Research Directions: The relationship between system justification and 

EEB would benefit from qualitative and ethnographic exploration to unpack the 

underlying motivations and perceptions. This could include examining the role 

of identity, cultural narratives, and historical memory in shaping these 

dynamics. 

In conclusion, these findings reflect the dual pressures of ideological rigidity and 

structural frustration in contemporary France. Addressing these pressures requires a 

multifaceted approach that combines institutional reform, economic opportunity, and 

cultural dialogue to promote both stability and inclusivity. 
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B.4.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of France findings  

The findings of the WΙDE Lens survey for France reflect a complex interplay of 

psychological drivers, socio-demographic dynamics, and national context that shapes 

everyday extremist behaviours and attitudes. These insights hold significant 

implications for understanding and addressing the current socio-political climate in 

France. 

Key Synthesis Across Fact Sheets, Scenarios, and Models 

• Strong National and Regional Identities with Weakened Global and 

Institutional Trust: The French respondents demonstrate a robust sense of 

belonging to national and regional identities, which contrasts with their 

relatively weaker identification with European or global affiliations. This 

localized focus is coupled with widespread distrust in institutions and 

skepticism about democratic efficacy. Together, these elements suggest a pivot 

away from global integration toward a more insular view of societal belonging, 

reflecting broader concerns about governance and fairness in social systems. 

• Moderate Conservatism and Frustration with Socioeconomic Mobility: The 

survey indicates a slight center-right leaning in political attitudes, alongside 

dissatisfaction with perceived social mobility. While many respondents express 

belief in meritocratic ideals, they remain skeptical about upward mobility in 

practice. This ambivalence exacerbates frustrations with structural inequalities, 

fostering disaffection and potential openness to alternative or radical political 

solutions. 

• Economic Precarity as a Driver of Disaffection: Economic vulnerability is a 

central theme, with over half of respondents reporting financial strain. The 

perceived economic inequality aligns with reduced institutional trust, 

contributing to a broader disillusionment with traditional politics. Economic 

challenges are also linked to susceptibility to conspiracy theories and radical 

behaviors in certain scenarios, such as climate change, immigration, and 

vaccination. 

• Everyday Extremism in Specific Contexts: While support for populism and 

extremism is generally moderate, specific scenarios reveal a readiness to engage 

in everyday extremist behaviours. Younger respondents and those in urban 
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areas are more likely to exhibit such behaviors, reflecting generational and 

geographic disparities in engagement with polarizing issues. These findings 

highlight flashpoints where public opinion is most polarized and where 

extremist narratives may gain traction. 

• The Paradox of System Justification: A striking insight from the moderated 

mediation model is the paradoxical role of system justification. Those who 

perceive the system as fair are more inclined to engage in behaviours that 

perpetuate polarization and conflict. This suggests that entrenched beliefs in 

systemic fairness can amplify divisions rather than mitigate them, highlighting 

the need for nuanced interventions (Jost, Banaji & Nosek, 2004). 

 

Contextual Implications for France 

France’s socio-political landscape is marked by enduring tensions between tradition 

and modernity, localism and globalism, and stability and vulnerability. The findings 

suggest that national identity remains a strong unifying factor, even as economic and 

institutional challenges erode public confidence. Specific flashpoints, such as climate 

change and immigration, highlight the need for targeted dialogue and policy 

interventions to address polarization and prevent the normalization of extremist 

behaviours. 

In the current context, these dynamics are amplified by broader challenges, including 

economic recovery, shifts in European unity, and global debates on identity and 

sovereignty. The findings underscore the importance of fostering institutional trust, 

addressing economic inequalities, and promoting inclusive narratives to counter 

disaffection and extremist tendencies. By aligning governance strategies with these 

insights, policymakers can better navigate the complexities of contemporary French 

society and strengthen its democratic fabric. 
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B.5.1. Germany WIDE Lens survey report executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for Germany. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WΙDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background.  

 

B.5.2. Summary of demographics for Germany 

The sample (N=500) consists of 251 (50.2%) men, 249 (49.8%) women. The mean age 

of participants was 46.27 years and 10.6% of participants were aged between 18 and 

24, 17.2% from 25-34, 17.2% from 35-44, 20.6% from 45-54 and 34.4% were 55 years 

old or more. In terms of education, 6.4% of participants were ISCED level 1, 58.2% 

were ISCED level 2 and 35.4% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms 

of residence, 35.2% of participants resided in a big city, 43% in a small city or town 

and 18.8% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 67.6% are 

in paid work, 7% in education, 6.2% unemployed, 17% retired and 2.2% in housework 

or other arrangements. Most participants (92.8%) are of German citizenship and were 

born in Germany (88.6%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 60% are dependent 

on wages as main household income, 9.2% on self-employment, 2.8% on farming, 16% 

on pensions, 3.8% on unemployment benefits, 2.8% on other welfare benefits or grants, 

1.8% on types of investment or property and 3.2% on other sources. In conclusion, 

more than half of the participants have an upper secondary to non-tertiary education 

and are in paid work.  Please see Table 10 below for details. 

Despite representativeness was not intended for the German panel, it was close to 

national statistics in terms of gender. However, representativeness for stratification 

variables of age groups and education level was not achieved, except for high education, 

but this should be considered with caution because this applies to ages 25 to 54. Overall, 

apart from gender, unemployment, and citizenship comparable, data are scarce, and 

assessing total representativeness is invalid. Please see Table 11 for specific 

comparisons between German sample and German population. 
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Table 10. Germany Demographics (N=500). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 251 (50.2)   

Female 249 (49.8)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  46.27 (15.63)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  53 (10.6)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  86 (17.2)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  86 (17.2)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  103 (20.6)  

Age group 5 (55+)  172 (34.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   32 (6.4) 

ISCED level (4-5)   291 (58.2) 

ISCED level (6-9)   177 (35.4) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 176 (35.2)     

A town or a small city 215 (43)     

Countryside/village 94 (18.8)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 338 (67.6)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  35 (7)    

Unemployed  31 (6.2)    

Retired  85 (17)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 11 (2.2)    

Yes/No   
464 (92.8) 

35 (7) 

443 (88.6) 

57 (11.4) 
 

Wages or salaries      300 (60) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    46 (9.2) 

Income from farming      14 (2.8) 

Pensions      80 (16) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      19 (3.8) 

Any other welfare or grants      14 (2.8) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    9 (1.8) 

Income from other sources      16 (3.2) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 11. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Germany panel 
% Statistisches 

Bundesamt1 
Gender Male 50.2 49.3 

 Female 49.8 50.7 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 6.4 17.12 

 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 58.2 47.42 

 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 35.4 35.42 

Age-groups 18-24 10.6 7 

 25-34 17.2 12 

 35-44 17.2 13 

 45-54 20.6 12 

 55+ 34.4 38 

Residential Area A big city 35.2 n/a 

 A town or a small city 43 n/a 

 Countryside/village 18.8 n/a 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
67.6 n/a 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 7 n/a 

 Unemployed 6.2 6.53 

 Retired 17 25.4 

 Housework, looking after children or other persons 2.2 n/a 

Citizenship German 92.8 85.5 

Birthplace Germany 88.6 n/a 

Income source Wages or salaries  60 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  9.2 n/a 

 Income from farming  2.8 n/a 

 Pensions  16 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  3.8 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  2.8 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

1.8 n/a 

 Income from other sources  3.2 n/a 
1 31.12.2023 
2 EUROSTAT ISCED levels for age-group 25-54 
3 Data for 2024 from Statistisches Bundesamt 
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B.5.3. Findings for Germany  

Overall key findings 

• System justification leads to everyday extremist behaviours because people in 

Germany trust institutions. 

• Perceptions of blocked social mobility drive everyday extremist beliefs without 

being mediated by feelings of disaffection. 

• Relatively high national, ethnic and regional identification is prevalent among 

respondents in Germany, whereas European and class identifications seem to be 

little bit less important. All identifications except for the regional one are positively 

linked to everyday extremist behaviours. 

• There are strong perceptions of economic inequalities and the more these 

inequalities are justified the more people endorse everyday extremist behaviours. 

• Social disaffection was connected to acceptance of populist attitudes but to a less 

strong support for everyday extreme behaviours. Moreover, everyday extremist 

tendencies were positively related to populist attitudes. 

• Younger people are more prone to everyday extremist behaviours whereas 

education does not seem to make a difference. Moreover, less vulnerable people 

and those living in large cities endorse everyday extremist behaviours in respect to 

immigration related issues. 

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

Regarding worldviews, participants’ perceptions that justify social hierarchy and find 

society fair are moderate. Moreover, expectations of social mobility exist along with 

beliefs (albeit slightly weaker) that there are barriers to social mobility for the 

individuals belonging to lower socioeconomic groups. Conspiracy mentality in 

Germany is moderate and concerns mainly beliefs about the connection between events 

because of secret activities or that certain decisions and truths are withheld from the 

public. This mentality is specified further by the belief that particular groups and elites 

try to surveil and control people. Regarding identifications, gender, regional, ethnic 

and national identifications are strong. On the other hand, global identification is the 

weakest, whereas European, class and religious identifications are more moderately 

supported. This is not surprising given that, unlike France and the UK, for example, the 
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German population has until recently had limited experience of migration due to the 

crises in Syria and Ukraine. In respect to political self-positioning on a left and right 

scale, participants display a center to center-right leaning, with only 5.4% of them 

refusing to position themselves on the scale. Social self-positioning on a social ladder 

of 10 points where 10 means that they have a better status, German participants perceive 

on average that they are at the middle of this ladder and leaning upwards. This might 

reflect the demographics of the sample.  Regarding disaffection factors, participants in 

Germany consider their society as moderately anomic. At the same time there is 

moderate institutional trust and a moderate belief that democratic principles are 

respected. This may be due to the perception in both West and East Germany that the 

public administration is not significantly affected by corruption and functions 

reasonably well. Moreover, people feel ambivalent about whether they are politically 

effective, and whether they can voice their opinions. When asked, they consider that 

they are fairly satisfied with everyday aspects of their life. What German participants 

seem to highlight are the great economic inequalities in Germany which are not 

justified, and participants report commonly to know people in financial difficulty. Most 

participants declare either just coping or finding it difficult to cope with their present 

income and a small, but not negligible percentage, declare that they find it extremely 

difficult to cope financially. These elements picture a society in financial stagnation 

and vulnerable to future instability and potential economic downturns.  

Indeed, during the current political campaign season (2024-2025), there is much talk of 

a structural recession in the German economic system following the failure to 

implement key reforms over the past 10 to 15 years. These deficits and structural 

deficiencies relate, for example, to the energy sector, the shift to green non-fossil fuel 

energy production, the internet infrastructure sector and the development of artificial 

intelligence, as well as the still unfulfilled need to tackle and reduce the rampant 

bureaucratic obstacles in many structural aspects of the German economy. The potential 

for an economic downturn is quite convincingly illustrated by looking at the three main 

axes of German economic success in recent decades, namely (a) cheap energy from 

Russian gas, (b) cheap security and military guarantees from the United States and 

NATO, and (c) rapid export potential in China and Russia - all of which have now 

collapsed, causing much financial strain and uncertainty. Participants in Germany also 

display weak views about the responsibility of corrupted elites for the decline of 
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societies, and about the idea that a strong leader could change things or that elections 

do not matter since politicians will not keep their promises after being elected. 

However, they display a moderate belief about politics as a zero-sum game (when one 

group wins the other loses). Lastly, everyday extreme behaviour (as measured with the 

EES) are not highly supported either in general or as possible actions in relation to 

climate change, vaccination or immigration. We can summarize the above description 

in five key points. Firstly, there is a strong sense of belonging to the nation and to the 

region and a less strong identification with the EU and humanity (global). Secondly, 

there is moderate support for a system justifying worldview, and a stronger one for 

beliefs about social mobility. Thirdly, there is moderate trust in institutions that coexists 

with significant perceptions of social disaffection, while the system of governance is 

represented as democratic. Fourthly, there is moderate support for populist ideas, with 

a stronger perception of politics as a zero-sum game. Finally, the endorsement of forms 

of everyday extremism is not high.  

A more detailed understanding of some of the sociopsychological factors and their 

relationship with everyday extremist actions within the German society is presented 

below. 

 

System justification and individual social mobility beliefs  

Respondents in Germany justify the system moderately and believe that whoever tries 

hard would succeed (perceptions of individual mobility) without denying that 

intergroup borders are closed for those from lower socio-economic classes. These two 

beliefs about social mobility, however, remain uncorrelated indicating that they could 

co-exist. Moreover, they are both positively and significantly correlated with system 

justification. In addition, the more the participants justified the system the more they 

also supported everyday extremist behaviours. This may become more plausible when 

one considers that the level of politicization and civic engagement in some sectors of 

society in Germany is rather high, while active engagement in party politics and the 

structures of party-political participation within established political parties are low. 

The consequence of this may well be that civic political engagement takes place in more 

or less private exchanges or embedded in echo chambers and social media that border 

on or overlap with conspiracy theories. Seemingly the more the people believed in the 

possibility for social mobility the more they would adopt everyday extremist behaviour.  
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Germany both in the West and in East is based on a relatively stable system of social 

welfare, health insurance and unemployment benefits. This may contribute to social 

cohesion and a sense of system justification. However, the social welfare systems are 

under pressure which may contribute to everyday extremist behaviour. It is to be noted 

that both system justifying beliefs and beliefs about social mobility did not correlate 

with populist beliefs. However, blocked social mobility correlated both with everyday 

extremist behaviours and populist beliefs. This is all the more relevant given that social 

mobility in Germany is at a European low in terms of the inclusion of ethnic minorities 

or even just the lower economic strata. The lack of social mobility for the less educated 

working class and ethnic disadvantages has been a much-lamented issue in Germany 

for years, following repeated confirmation of the relevant statistical findings. 

In conclusion, while system justification and beliefs of social mobility present the same 

positive relationship with everyday extremism, each worldview presents a different 

relationship with populist attitudes. The fact that increased support for the system is 

connected to everyday extremism seems counterintuitive but is further discussed in the 

analysis to follow (see section B.5). If we combine this finding with the fact that people 

do not feel politically efficacious and heard by the political establishment, we could 

speculate that system affirmative people are not welcomed by the system in their ways 

to make a constructive contribution, since the system is not very participative/ inclusive. 

They do not get a sense of being asked and acknowledged and thus, they might choose 

to use extremist behaviours. This is in line with the observation above that in the 

German system, which is very much based on formal political parties, much of the 

everyday extremist activity and commitment does not find its way into the discourse of 

the established democratic parties. This would suggest - at the level of 

recommendations - that efforts should be made to make political parties more attractive 

and inclusive for unlikely target groups. This would help to prevent political 

engagement from becoming more or less privatized and increasingly idiosyncratic, for 

example in the context of conspiracy theories and discourses or organized in right-wing 

extremist parties. 

On a conceptual and methodological level, this finding - of a counterintuitive 

correlation between system justification and everyday extremism - may also point to 

the need for a more nuanced concept of so-called everyday extremism, which could 

imply, for example, the need to distinguish between more or less destructive forms of 
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so-called everyday extremism. In such a differentiation, it may seem plausible to 

identify authoritarianism, patterns of devaluation of groups of others and group-focused 

enmity as key criteria for the more destructive forms of everyday extremism. 

Conspiratorial thinking, on the other hand, may be potentially less destructive, 

especially if it is not directly linked to anti-Semitism and other racist ideologies. 

 

Identifications and extreme/populist attitudes and behaviours 

Results show a relatively strong national identification and equally strong ethnic and 

regional identifications. This may imply a localized and communitarian representations 

of what it means to be German or to live in Germany. More inclusive identities, like the 

European and global ones, seem to be a little less important for participants whereas 

class identification is the least supported. National identification related positively and 

strongly to the populist belief about the need of a strong leader and the belief of politics 

as zero-sum game and weakly to the belief that society is declining because of the 

corruption of politicians. It was also moderately related to everyday extremist 

behaviours. Class identification is related strongly to both populist attitudes and to 

everyday extremism. However, European identification is strongly and positively 

related only to everyday extremist behaviour. This identity is only weakly connected to 

the belief that politics is a zero-sum game, and not at all to other populist beliefs. 

Notably, it is connected negatively to the belief that elections do not matter or to the 

belief that the decline of society is due to the corruption of politicians. In other words, 

the more participants identified with Europe, the less they felt that elections are 

unimportant and that politicians are corrupt and responsible for societal decline. In the 

same vein, global community identification is strongly related to everyday extremist 

behaviour, but not to populist attitudes with the exception of a weak positive 

relationship with the belief that politics are a zero-sum game. This is a surprising 

finding assuming that more inclusive identities would lead to more everyday extremist 

behaviour. This finding again might indicate that extreme practices can be used by 

people that are feeling that they have a strong position to defend. 

 

Social, political and individual disaffection and perceived economic inequalities 

Although beliefs about an anomic society in Germany are moderate, they are weakly 

connected to everyday extreme behaviour and strongly to populist beliefs.  
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Lack of political disaffection, in the form of a moderate score for institutional trust 

and the belief that democratic principles (respect for democratic freedoms, 

institutional accountability, popular participation and social equality) are respected, is 

related with stronger support for everyday extremism and not for populist attitudes, 

except for the belief that politics are a zero-sum game. Again, we find here that 

trusting in the institution and believing in democracy maybe connected to everyday 

extremism as measured by our scale (please see section A.1 and deliverable 6.1), 

whereas anomia and disaffection are connected to populism. This finding will be 

discussed later.  Satisfaction with aspects of personal life, such as family, work and 

neighborhood were also positively and strongly related to everyday extremist 

behaviour. Interestingly, being satisfied with everyday life is connected to the belief 

that politics is a zero-sum game and that a strong leader is needed. Lastly, the more 

participants recognized that there are severe income inequalities within German 

society the more they also supported populist attitudes. Moreover, the more 

participants justified these income differences, they also strongly opted for everyday 

extremist behaviour. The results in Germany indicate that trust in the system might be 

a driver for polarization and denial of the opposing views whereas disaffection might 

lead to populist beliefs.   

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The description of the fact sheets for Germany shows a society that moderately justifies 

the social and political system, still trust institutions even though relatively marginally 

and feels that the democratic rights are relatively upheld. However, it is a society that 

also recognizes economic inequalities, does not justify these inequalities and sustains 

the belief that individual mobility exists. However, participants in Germany hold also 

that mobility is restricted for those in lower socioeconomic groups. In conclusion, most 

importantly we found that system justification, institutional trust, and beliefs that 

challenge social mobility are positively connected with everyday extremism. We also 

found that global identification and identification with the EU are connected to 

everyday extremism. This result may reinforce the idea proposed about system 

justification, that people who feel secure and with “high-status” identities use behaviors 

that would support their view and oppose others.   
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B.5.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age, area of residence and economic vulnerability everyday 

extremist behaviours (following analyses of variance and regression analyses).  

More specifically, age had an effect on all three scenarios. Participants aged 18-24 were 

the most inclined to everyday extremist behaviour and those aged 55 or more were the 

least inclined. Moreover, those aged between 25 and 34 were more inclined to adopt 

everyday extremist behaviour than those aged 45-54 years old. Moreover, those living 

in big cities are more willing to engage in everyday extreme behaviour in the 

immigration scenario than those who live in smaller cities and towns. Lastly, the least 

economically vulnerable people were more inclined to everyday extremist behaviour 

about immigration. 

In conclusion, the younger the one is the more likely they are, and the older the one is 

the least likely they are to endorse everyday extremist behaviours, regarding all three 

scenarios. Also, in our study residents of large cities are more inclined to everyday 

extremist behaviour which might contradict other findings in Germany8 or be a result 

of how we defined everyday extremism. Finally, greater economic safety led to greater 

tendency for everyday extremist behaviour about immigration. Notably, education did 

not differentiate the levels of EEB. 

  

 
8 https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossier-rechtsextremismus/261254/gruppenbezogene-
menschenfeindlichkeit-bei-der-polnischstaemmigen-bevoelkerung-in-deutschland/ 
 

https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossier-rechtsextremismus/261254/gruppenbezogene-menschenfeindlichkeit-bei-der-polnischstaemmigen-bevoelkerung-in-deutschland/
https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossier-rechtsextremismus/261254/gruppenbezogene-menschenfeindlichkeit-bei-der-polnischstaemmigen-bevoelkerung-in-deutschland/
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B.5.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 6 

Moderated mediation model for Germany (N=500). 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  

 

In Germany (Figure 6 above) In Germany there was no direct relationship between 

system justification and everyday extremist behaviours (EEB). However, there was an 

indirect relationship that was mediated by institutional trust. In other words, the more 
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positively related to respect for democratic principles, anomia  and disaffection with 

everyday life issues, these relationships did not explain the link between system 

justification and EEB. 

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility was not related to EEB in 

this moderated mediation model. Individual social mobility was also not related to 

disaffection variables except for anomie whilst simple correlations were observable.  

Blocked social mobility, however, is positively related to EEB and therefore the more 

the one believes that social mobility is blocked, the more they are inclined to adopt 

EEB. Despite a positive relationship between the belief in blocked social mobility and 

anomie and a negative one between blocked social mobility and the belief that the 

democratic principles are upheld, these relationships did not explain the effect of 

blocked social mobility beliefs on EEB. 

Finally, national and class identifications had no moderating effect. 

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether worldviews that sustain the social system 

(system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) could wage 

an impact on the willingness to express EEB when people feel/not feel disaffected. 

What was found in Germany was that the more the people justify the system the more 

they are inclined to EEB, because of institutional trust. This finding indicates that if 

people feel that the system in Germany is just and there is trust, this might empower 

them to act to sustain their position albeit their actions and behaviour might polarize 

and situate them in conflicts (see items of the Everyday Extremist Scale in section A.1).  

Moreover, what is observed is that if people believe that there are opportunities for 

individual mobility, they will not engage in EEB whereas if they feel that social 

mobility is blocked, they will do so. As the opportunity of social mobility is considered 

a key factor for social cohesion it is important to observe that when people feel 

constrained to their situation without the opportunity for upwards mobility, they might 

be more likely to engage with EEB.  

 

B.5.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Germany findings  

The empirical findings on Germany are to be seen before the backdrop of the current 

economic and societal situation which has been built up during the last 10 years at least, 

the phase from recuperating from the financial crisis to going through the covid 

pandemic and the war in Ukraine. It may have been due to an unrecognized tendency 
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towards systemic complacency and resistance to change suggesting that since the onset 

of global financial crisis of 2008 Germany has failed to address the resulting economic 

challenges mentioned above including the transformation of the green energy sector, 

the IT sector, and the reduction of bureaucracy. This has been exacerbated by the 

collapse of the three main axes of the German economy as a result of the Russian 

invasion of Ukraine and unreliable US-led geopolitics, namely (a) cheap energy from 

Russian gas, (b) cheap security and military guarantees from the United States and 

NATO and (c) rapid export potential in China and Russia - all of which have now 

collapsed, confirming a sense of financial stagnation and financial insecurity among 

large sections of the population.  

During the same period, the emergence and increasing radicalization of a right-wing 

populist party could be observed. As outlined in the German case study (D5.2): “Most 

prominently, the political party AfD/ “Alternative for Germany” has swiftly gained 

influence, particularly in East Germany, since its foundation in 2013 – and has sharply 

radicalized in its program and rhetoric, while numerous party leaders have been ousted 

in the course of the last 10 years and replaced by even more extremist individuals. 

Currently, some of the AfD Eastern state chapters are officially designated as right-

wing extremist and unconstitutional by Federal intelligence agencies and the Office for 

the Protection of the Constitution.” Looking at Germany as a whole and 2025, it must 

be acknowledged that the right-wing populist and, in large part, extremist AfD party 

won 20.8% of national vote and 2nd place in the Bundestag in the 2025 February 

election. Hence, the empirical findings also reflect an ongoing process of increasing 

normalization and “mainstreaming of right-wing extremist rhetoric around various 

policy issues (as for instance migration, gender equality, climate, health/ vaccinations)” 

(D5.2).  

Germany has been late in experiencing the crumbling of the so-called firewall, but this 

moment has now arrived, partly as a result of the perceived increasing insecurity both 

financially and in terms of personal security in the country. 

Beyond all issues of political discourse and ideology, however, the findings in Germany 

reflect a long-term, continuous development of strongly increasing inequality in 

Western societies – a development that has routinely remained either unacknowledged 

or/and underestimated. "Groups that were largely decoupled from the positive income 

development of the last 25 years leaned particularly strongly towards the AfD (Lux, 
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2018), as well as towards right-wing populism and group-focused enmity (Hans 

Böckler Foundation, 2024; Heitmeyer, 2005; Zick et al., 2011; 2023)." (D5.2) 

Finally, a particular historical event in Germany, reunification and its aftermath, even 

in the fourth decade after the event, has accelerated this dynamic over the last decade. 

As pointed out in D5.2, in this aftermath of the ‘Wende’/reunification, and the 

transformation period since 1989, “there seems to have been an under-articulated and 

under-discussed experience of collective shock on the part of many in the East about 

the biographical realities of reunification and the subsequent effects of 

disempowerment, lack of self-worth, and dignity”. This chronic shock has been passed 

on to young people through mechanisms that social psychologists call transgenerational 

transmission and has contributed to the empirical findings described above. That brings 

us to the economic facts: Household wealth is twice as high in West Germany and only 

two per cent of all German inheritance tax is paid in East Germany (Mau, 2024). 

While these two economic facts are specific to eastern Germany, it is important to note 

that the further increase in such inequality is a nationwide phenomenon, which is why 

the far-right AfD party originated in eastern Germany but has since spread its influence 

across the country winning 2nd place in the national elections of February 2025 with 

20.8% of votes (10.5 millions), just 7.8% short of CDU.  

All the more importantly, these socio-economic and demographic factors apply not only 

to eastern Germany, but to other shrinking societies as well: "The fear of a 'quantitative' 

loss of importance and of being taken advantage of by others strengthens a wagon-

castle mentality and reduces the openness that could be so useful" (Mau, 2024). 

In this respect, the findings for Germany are quite parallel to other democratic societies 

in the West, except for the particularly accelerating effect of German unification in the 

context of a relatively strong social welfare system.  
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B.6.1. Greece WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report summarizes the survey findings for Greece. First, it provides sample 

descriptives. Second, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data and 

analysis. Third, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour scenarios. 

Fourth, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that were found to feed 

into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Last, it contextualizes survey 

findings within a national background. Literature review is available in the last section 

of the report. 

 

B.6.2. Summary of demographics for Greece 

The sample (N=529) consists of 273 (51.6%) men and 256 (48.4%) women. The mean 

age of participants was 41.95 years and 10% of participants were aged between 18 and 

24, 20% from 25-34, 28.7% from 35-44, 18.7% from 45-54, and 22.5% were 55 years 

old or more. In terms of education, 1.9% of participants were ISCED level 1, 49.3% 

were level 2, and 48.8% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of 

residence, 67.1% of participants resided in a big city, 23.1% in a small city or town, 

and 2.3% in a village or the countryside. In terms of employment status, 68.8% is in 

paid employment, 5.9% is in education, 14.4% is unemployed, 7% is retired and 4% is 

doing housework or other responsibilities. Most participants (97.2%) are Greek citizens 

and were born in Greece (90.5%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 67.7% is 

dependent on wages as the main household income, 11% on self-employment, 2.8% on 

farming, 9.5% on pensions, 1.7% on unemployment benefits, 3.6% on other welfare 

benefits or grants, 1.1% on types of investment or property, and 2.5% on other sources. 

Please see Table 12 below for details. 
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Table 12. Greece Demographics (N=529). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n 

(%) 
Gender Age Education 

Male 273 (51.6)   

Female 256 (48.4)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  41.95 (12.82)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  53 (10)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  106 (20)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  152 (28.7)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  99 (18.7)  

Age group 5 (55+)  119 (22.5)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   10 (1.9) 

ISCED level (4-5)   261 (49.3) 

ISCED level (6-9)   258 (48.8) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n 

(%) 
Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 355 (67.1)     

A town or a small city 122 (23.1)     

Countryside/village 44 (2.3)     

In paid work (employee, self-

employed, working for your 

family business) 

 364 (68.8)    

In education (not paid for by 

employer) 
 31 (5.9)    

Unemployed  76 (14.4)    

Retired  37 (7)    

Housework, looking after 

children or other persons 
 21 (4)    

Yes/No   
514 (97.2) 

14 (2.6) 

479 (90.5) 

50 (9.5) 
 

Wages or salaries  
    

358 

(67.7) 

Income from self-employment 

(excluding farming)  
    58 (11) 

Income from farming      15 (2.8) 

Pensions      50 (9.5) 

Unemployment/redundancy 

benefit  
    9 (1.7) 

Any other welfare or grants      19 (3.6) 

Income from investment, 

savings, insurance, or property  
    6 (1.1) 

Income from other sources      13 (2.5) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Sampling was not designed to be representative of the Greek population. However, the 

collected sample closely mirrors national statistics in terms of several variables such as 

gender, citizenship, and birthplace. Regarding education, the sample overrepresents 

higher levels of education, although it is representative of middle levels of education. 

Moreover, the sample overrepresents the 18-24 and 45-54 age categories compared to 

the population, while participants aged 55 and older are underrepresented. In turn, the 

25 -34 age category is close to the national statistics. Regarding residence, inhabitants 

of big cities are overrepresented whereas villagers are underrepresented. However, 

participants from small towns are close to the national percentage. The lack of 

availability of national statistics regarding income and professions does not allow us to 

compare our sample to the population. To that, worth mentioning is that the 

unemployed are slightly more present in our sample whereas people in retirement are 

underrepresented (see also age).  Overall, the WΙDE Lens sample bears many common 

characteristics with the population in Greece. Please see Table 13 for comparisons 

between the sample and the Greek population. 
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Table 13. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Greece panel 
% ELSTAT1 

Gender Male 51.6 48.9 

 Female 48.4 51.1 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 1.9 22.92 
 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 49.3 47.32 
 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 48.8 29.82 

Age-groups 18-24 10 53 
 25-34 20 10.4 

 35-44 28.7 13.7 

 45-54 18.7 15.2 

 55+ 22.5 36.7 

Residential Area A big city 67.1 46.9 

 A town or a small city 23.1 23.3 

 Countryside/village 2.3 29.8 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
68.8 96.34 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 5.9 n/a 

 Unemployed 14.4 11.14 
 Retired 7 23.8 
 Housework, looking after children or other persons 4 n/a 

Citizenship Greek 97.2 92.7 

Birthplace Greece 90.5 88.9 

Income source Wages or salaries  67.7 68.6 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  11 20.4 

 Income from farming  2.8 12.45 
 Pensions  9.5 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  1.7 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  3.6 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

1.1 n/a 

 Income from other sources  2.5 n/a 
1Demographics retrieved from the ELSTAT (National Statistical Authority) for 2021 
2 Eurostat ISCED for 2023  
3 ELSTAT age group 20-24 
4 ELSTAT % of total labor force for 2023 
5 World Bank data for Greece total labor force 2023 
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B.6.3. Findings for Greece  

Overall key findings 

• System justification leads to everyday extremist behaviour through beliefs about 

institutional trust. The more people find Greek society as just the more they will 

engage in everyday extremist behaviors because they trust the institutions because 

whilst people in Greece trust institutions and because people do not see anomie in 

their society.  

• Perceptions of hindered social mobility drive everyday extremist beliefs without 

being mediated by feelings of disaffection. 

• High national, ethnic, and religious identification is prevalent among Greek 

respondents, while European and global identification are not as important. 

However, the latter two are positively linked with everyday extremist behaviour. 

• There are strong perceptions of economic inequalities and the more these 

inequalities are justified the more people endorse everyday extremist behaviour. 

• Populist and extremist tendencies: Frustration with the political system and 

disaffection with society were connected with significant acceptance of populist 

narratives, but less with strong support for everyday extremist behaviour. What was 

also positively connected to everyday extremist behaviour were perceptions of 

intergroup politics as a zero-sum game. 

• Younger people are more prone to adopt everyday extremist behaviour whereas 

people do not differentiate with regard to their levels of education and area of 

residence in relation to their adoption of EEB. In general, less vulnerable people 

endorse everyday extremist behaviour. 

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

Descriptives show that half of the participants are highly educated, and the majority 

live in big cities. Regarding worldviews, perceptions that justify social hierarchy and 

find society fair are relatively weak. However, expectations of social mobility exist 

alongside beliefs that social mobility is somehow obstructed for those in low 

socioeconomic classes. Social order representations (Staerklé, 2015) showed support 

for a representation of an ideal society that would be based on moral values 

differentiating people between good ones (moral) and bad ones (violating moral 



 

Page 107 of 242 

 

values). We also found support for a representation of the social order that, based on an 

endorsement of individualism and individual responsibility, differentiates people 

between winners, who take chances and are rewarded for their contribution and effort, 

and losers, who fail to succeed. It seems that among Greek participants a feeling that 

that society should ideally be based on moral values is prevalent while social success 

remains as an issue of individual responsibility. There are also quite strong perceptions 

that diversity and inclusiveness should ideally be respected. Most importantly, people 

agree that an ideal society should not have significant inequalities between the rich and 

the poor. Finally, people display high levels endorsement of conspiracy theories, 

believing that secret, inter-connected events take place, and the public is of largely 

unaware of them. This mentality is further specified by the belief in that particular 

groups and elites engage in surveillance and controlling people. Regarding 

identifications, gender identification is quite strong. Seemingly national, ethnic, and 

religious ones are high, which could reflect the fact that religion, ethnicity, and 

nationality are interrelated in the Greek context. In contrast, European and global 

identifications are the weakest ones. Finally, people also identify with their class. 

Participants display a center to center-right leaning on a self-positioning scale between 

left and right. Importantly, though, 17% of the sample explicitly refused to position 

oneself on this scale. When asked to position themselves on a social ladder, on average, 

participants perceive themselves in the middle of this ladder and leaning upwards. 

Regarding disaffection factors, perceptions that Greek society is highly anomic are 

strong, while institutional trust and belief that democratic values are being respected 

are low. At the same time, while people feel moderately satisfied with aspects of their 

everyday life, and that their opinion can be voiced, they do not feel politically effective.   

Furthermore, what stands out is their perception that the great economic inequalities in 

Greece are not justified. They also claim to personally know people who face economic 

difficulties. Indeed, in terms of financial management, most people in the sample either 

declare that they "just cope” or find things challenging while on their present income, 

with a considerable percentage of them declaring that they find it extremely difficult to 

cope financially. These elements paint the picture of a society still in financial 

difficulties, losing trust in institutions, and being less satisfied with democracy.    

Lastly, this overall sense of societal crisis, reflected in a disaffection with the way 

society is run, is also captured by a relatively high acceptance of populist narratives 
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(corrupt political elites and failed democratic institutions, a strong leader could change 

things, elections do not matter because politicians do not keep their promises) and a 

moderate support for polarized mentality (politics as a zero-sum game: when one group 

wins the other loses). Finally, support for everyday extremist behaviors (as measured 

with the EES) is low, both in general and as a possible reaction to climate change, 

vaccination, or immigration, specifically.  

We can summarize the above description in four key points. First, there is a strong sense 

of belonging to the nation, while there is a relatively weak identification with the EU. 

Second, clear support of a society based on moral values and individual merit coexists 

with the idea that the Greek society should be more equal and acknowledge the rights 

of different groups (as long as people in them abide by certain moral rules). Third, there 

is an increased distrust in institutions, a strong sense of social disaffection, and a 

significant perception of an absence of democratic rights and principles. Last, there is 

significant support for populist ideas and a moderate/low endorsement of forms of 

everyday extremism. Below we provide a more detailed understanding of some 

sociopsychological factors and their relationship with everyday extremist actions 

within the Greek society. 

 

Perceived status, individual social mobility, and social order beliefs  

When asked to position themselves on a 10-point ladder of social status, on average, 

people positioned themselves at middle to high points. This position was positively 

associated with beliefs about individual mobility. In other words, the more the people 

feel they have a high social status, the more they will believe that they are rewarded by 

the system as a result of their individual efforts. This relationship was not found to be 

associated with the belief that group borders are impermeable and individual mobility 

is impossible. Social mobility, the promise of individual success, is a key factor of 

social cohesion in modern liberal societies (Wright, 2001). What we found in Greece is 

that beliefs about the possibility of individual mobility and beliefs about the restricted 

social mobility are uncorrelated. Beliefs about individual mobility are negatively 

correlated to everyday extremism because people see their society as anomic whereas 

beliefs about a restricted mobility is positively related to everyday extremism either in 

its general form or in specific scenarios. It has been suggested that frustration regarding 

expectations of social mobility in Greek society is a parameter that challenges social 
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cohesion (Panagiotopoulos, 2021). Thus, it appears that perceiving individual mobility 

as impossible is a key factor in displaying everyday extremism. It is also found that the 

relationship between restricted mobility and EEB is unmediated by other social 

psychological factors (see model further down in F.5). 

Regarding system justification, there is a strong and positive relation between the EEB 

in both the general scale and the scenarios. Thus, as is the case with institutional trust 

and democratic rights, the more the one believes that the system is just and functions 

as it should, the more the one will endorse everyday extremist behaviour.  

 

Conspiracy theories, extremist/populist attitudes, and everyday extremist 

behaviour 

We also examined the relationship between conspiracy theories as a possible driver of 

extremist behaviour and attitudes. Recent research suggests that increased beliefs in 

conspiratorial worldviews (van Prooijen et al., 2022), especially related to narratives of 

elites targeting the people to control and manipulate them, leads to enlarge the 

attractiveness of populist ideas as well as a potential normalization of extremist 

attitudes and behaviour. This is particularly true for conspiracy theories that focus on 

scientific knowledge (e.g. on climate change, or COVID-19-related issues) and the 

knowledge of experts (Bruder & Kunert, 2022; Taguieff, 2015). Indeed, our finding is 

that conspiratorial mentality, a general tendency to conspiracy, and specific beliefs 

regarding a conspiring elite wishing to control people, is connected to populist beliefs. 

These worldviews encourage populist and extreme attitudes (e.g. Bergmann 2018; 

Grzesiak-Feldman, 2015). However, only a tendency to conspiracy beliefs in general is 

positively connected to everyday extremism. That means that the more the people 

believe in general conspiracy theories the more they would endorse every extremism as 

behaviour. Interestingly, populist beliefs in general are not connected to EEB. Thus, the 

belief about the necessity for a strong leader does not relate to the endorsement of EEB. 

Moreover, the less the people blame politicians’ incompetence and corruption for the 

decline of society, the more they will engage in such every extremism as behaviour. 

Consistently with other findings such as the ones regarding anomia below this finding 

supports the idea that those who believe in the system and do not feel disaffected are 

those keener to engage in everyday extremism. Notably, though, the more the people 
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believe politics is a zero-sum game (when one group wins the other loses), the more 

they will endorse EEB.  

 

Disaffection with the political system and economic vulnerability 

One of our most important findings concerns the level of social disaffection in Greek 

society. Institutional distrust and a sense of anomia are both prevalent, along with 

beliefs that democratic rights are not upheld. More specifically, democratic principles 

relate to four key dimensions that guarantee the function of contemporary democracies. 

These include respect for democratic freedoms, institutional accountability, popular 

participation, and social equality. The overall score of how democratic the Greek 

society is perceived indicates that people do not describe the current situation as fully 

democratic, and that democracy does not function as it should. People also feel 

politically ineffective. 

Moreover, strong perceptions of economic vulnerability and income injustice contradict 

official projections of stable economic growth9. It is characteristic that 63.5% of the 

respondents ‘find it difficult’ or ‘extremely difficult to cope with their current income’, 

supporting research findings showing that in Greece, even though the risk of poverty 

has declined, it remains significantly over the European average10. These findings are 

almost identical to the recent EUROSTAT research (November 2024), reporting that 

67% of Greeks feel subjectively poor because of increased inflation and declining 

material outcomes11. These factors appear to have deeply affected many layers of Greek 

society over the years, possibly contributing to some already existing distrust and 

disaffection with the system due to the economic crisis (Chryssochoou, 2018a). 

Perceived disaffection in Greece is consistently found in recent research (Dimakis, 

2023). Having said that, feelings of anomie are negatively correlated with everyday 

extremist behaviors (EES), both generally and specifically, regarding scenarios of 

climate change, immigration, or vaccination. This means that the more the anomie is 

perceived, the less the one would engage in extremist actions. Accordingly, we also 

found that the more the participants exhibit higher perceptions of inequalities and the 

 
9 https://economy-finance.ec.europa.eu/economic-surveillance-eu-economies/greece/economic-
forecast-greece_en 
10 https://www.statistics.gr/documents/20181/17860692/Risk+of+Poverty+(+2022+).pdf/1a1b8a05-
538f-c4bb-9b63-e056e83ecb5b?t=1683536337186 
11 https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/w/ddn-20241118-2 
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more they feel economically vulnerable, the less they will adopt extreme behaviour. 

The opposite is true for beliefs about democratic rights, institutional trust, and everyday 

disaffection. Thus, the more the one feels that democratic rights are protected in Greece, 

the more they trust in institutions, the more satisfaction they find in their everyday life, 

the more they will engage in EEB. Our findings indicate that those feeling more secure 

are more inclined in EEB. 

  

Identification with the nation and Europe and extreme/populist attitudes and 

behaviours 

Results show a strong sentiment of national identification, along with strong ethnic and 

religious identifications that may relate to a certain representation of what it means to 

be Greek. This implies a localized and a communitarian shift in terms of national 

identification at the expense of more inclusive identities, like the European or the global 

one, identifications that are, however, less important to Greek participants. Under 

perceived conditions of social threat and economic vulnerability, such identifications 

may “unite or bring together, but can just as easily divide and oppose, depending on the 

associated passions and interests” (Taguieff, 2020, p. 3). The financial crisis in Greece 

has given rise to nationalistic and extreme-right populist narratives, that promote 

protectionist ideas and an othering of both perceived elites and foreign others, in order 

to defend traditional values and re-establish the social order while demoting European 

identification (Chryssochoou, 2018a). However, these identifications were not 

connected with everyday extremist behaviors. On the contrary, European and Global 

identifications were positively connected with such behaviors either generally or in 

context-specific issues. Thus, the more one identifies with other Europeans and 

humanity as a whole, the more they would endorse EEB. Our explanation is that these 

are “high status” identities that empower people to claim their position even by denying 

the opposite one.  

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The description of the fact sheets for Greece shows a society unwilling to justify the 

current state of social order, with no trust in institutions or in the protection of people’s 

democratic rights, which also exhibits great inequalities within. However, this 

disaffection does not drive everyday extremist beliefs. What is positively associated 
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with these behaviors are system-justification beliefs, trust in institutions, a view of 

politics as a zero-sum game, and general beliefs in conspiracies. Moreover, European 

and global identifications are positively connected to these behaviors. Finally, beliefs 

about restricted social mobility are powerful drivers of EEB. 

 

B.6.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education, and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability in everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age and economic vulnerability had an effect on all three 

Scenarios of EEB (following analyses of variance and regression analyses).   

First, regarding climate change, the youngest age group (18-24) was more likely to 

engage in everyday extremism than those aged 35 and more. In addition, those aged 

between 25 and 34 were more likely to engage in extreme behaviour than older groups, 

except for the 45-54 age group. Second, regarding vaccination, the youngest age group 

(18-24) was more likely to engage in everyday extremism than those aged 35 or more, 

and the 25-34 group was more likely to do so only compared to the 55+ age group. Last, 

regarding immigration, the youngest group (18-24) is the most likely to engage in 

everyday extremist behaviour than all other ones. In addition, the more comfortably 

people report coping with their current income, the more likely they are to engage in all 

three SoEEB. This confirms findings from the previous section, namely that the more 

one find the system just and trust  its institutions, the more they will engage in everyday 

extremist actions. 

In conclusion, those that are younger, are more willing to endorse everyday extremist 

behaviours. Moreover, the less economically vulnerable people felt, the more likely 

they were to endorse everyday extremist behaviours. Notably, education and residential 

area did not differentiate the levels of EEB in the three scenarios. 
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B.6.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 7 

Moderated mediation model for Greece (N=529). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  

 

In Greece (Figure 7 above), a direct effect of system justification on EEB was positive 

and was found to be mediated by both anomia and institutional trust. In other words, 

the more the people believed that Greek society was just, the more they would 

engage in EEB because they trusted institutions. Also, the more the people justify 
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not anomic. However, when class identification is considered, this effect is reversed. 

For those who do not identify with their social class, the more they justify the 

system, the less they would engage in EEB because they perceive their society as less 

anomic. 

In addition, although system justification was positively related to respect for 

democratic principles (the more they believed that the system was just the more they 

felt that democratic principles were upheld), this relationship did not explain the link 

between system justification and EEB.  

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility was negatively related to 

EEB because the people believed that the Greek society was anomic.  

However, restricted social mobility was positively related to EEB, and therefore the 

more one believes that social mobility is blocked, the more they are inclined to 

adopt EEB. This relationship, however, is not explained by the disaffection and 

institutional variables, because those were not related to beliefs of restricted social 

mobility (simple correlations for anomie and democracy were observed). 

Finally, national identification has no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection factors. However, class identification regulated the relationship between 

system justification and anomie. In other words, the more the people believe the 

system is just, the less they would sense that there is a dissolution of the social 

fabric and social norms. That effect is stronger for those who identify less with 

their social class.  

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether worldviews that sustain the social system 

(system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) could wage 

an impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel/not feel disaffected. 

What we found for Greece is that the more people justify the system, the more they are 

inclined to EEB because they trust institutions. This indicates that if people think that 

the Greek society is just and if they trust the institutions in Greece, they might be feeling 

strong to safeguard their position, albeit they may do it in ways that might perpetuate 

polarization and conflict. Another finding is that in Greece, the more people believe the 

system is just, the less they hold beliefs that society is anomic making them therefore 

more inclined to adopt EEB. This finding suggests that if people in Greece find the 

system just and if they find that social norms and regulations are observed and the social 

fabric is holding, they are more willing to engage in actions and behaviours that sustain 
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polarization and conflict (see items of the Everyday Extremist Scale in section A.1). 

However, this effect is reversed when we look at the moderation of social class in the 

relationship between system justification beliefs and anomie. In this case, regarding 

those who identified less with their social class, the more they justify the system, the 

less inclined they are to endorse EEB because they do not see their society as anomic. 

Last, through our analysis, we maintain that if people believe in the opportunity for 

individual mobility, they will not engage in EEB because they see society as anomic, 

whereas if they feel that social mobility is restricted, they will do so. Since the 

opportunity for upward social mobility is considered a key factor for social cohesion, it 

is important to note that when people feel constrained to their socio-economic situation, 

they might be more prone to engage in EEB.  

 

B.6.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Greece’s findings  

The role of worldviews in everyday extremist behaviour 

We hypothesized that the more people legitimize the system and believe in individual 

mobility between groups, the more they will engage in everyday extremist behaviour 

(EEB) because they feel disaffected. However, this hypothesis is only partly confirmed 

in the Greek sample. Our key finding regarding worldviews is that the more the people 

justify the system, the more they will engage in EEB, precisely because they trust 

institutions and because they find that the Greek society is not anomic. It appears that 

system justification and trust in institutions solidify peoples’ worldviews and make 

them eager to defend their positions. Moreover, we found that the more the people 

believed in general conspiracy theories and the less economically vulnerable they felt, 

the more inclined they were to endorse EEB.  

Another important finding concerning worldviews was the relationship between beliefs 

about social mobility and EEB. Beliefs about open opportunities for individual 

mobility are not related to these behaviour because people do not see their society as 

anomic. However, the belief that social mobility is obstructed leads to greater 

inclination toward an everyday extremist behaviour and this relationship is not 

mediated by factors of disaffection. This means that the more the people believe there 

is a socioeconomic barrier that stops them from moving upwards individually, the more 

they would endorse polarizing and conflictual actions to sustain their worldviews about 

a social order that is justified in their eyes.  
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National and European identifications and Everyday extremist behaviors 

Regarding identifications, it is important to emphasize that national identification is 

strong among Greek participants, while the level of identification with Europe is the 

second lowest (above global). This could be the outcome of the recent context of the 

economic crisis in Greece where people felt penalized by their European counterparts 

and the voices of Grexit were loud (Lapavitsas, 2012; Prodromitis et al. 2017). It could 

also be argued that the nation still functions as the sole arena of politics where people 

can claim rights and benefits (Chryssochoou, 2018b, Chryssochoou, 2023). This more 

insular societal view may contribute to an endorsement of alternative representations 

of social justice and ‘direct’ or ‘unmediated’ democracy, contrary to mainstream liberal 

politics, juxtaposing a people-nation to the elites or other foreign forces (Taguieff, 

2013). The key finding regarding identifications is that national identification does 

not relate to everyday extremism whereas both global and European ones are positively 

related to it. Thus, the more the people identify with humanity or Europe, the more 

inclined they will be to engage in polarizing behaviour to sustain their views.  

 

A state of general disaffection and perceived social inequality in relation to EEB 

Over the last few years, Greece faced a major financial crisis coupled with a social, 

political, and humanitarian one. These multiple crises left people in a state of political 

disaffection and failed material promises. Indeed, we found that disaffection is high in 

the Greek context. These findings are backed by research that reveals a bleak reality for 

Greek society in terms of income, cost of life, and perceived poverty (please see section 

6.3 for details). People, in general, do not justify the system and feel that inequalities 

are not fair. What is observed in terms of disaffection in Greece is that the more the 

people find their society anomic, the more they perceive economic inequalities in 

Greece as high, and the more people that one personally knows having economic 

troubles, the less the one engages in extremist behaviour. Seemingly, the more 

financially vulnerable the one feels, the less the one would endorse everyday extremist 

behaviour. Thus, contrary to our expectations, disaffection was not found to lead to 

extremist behaviours. On the contrary, the more people justify inequalities, the more 

prone they are to polarized positioning.  

 



 

Page 117 of 242 

 

Everyday extremist behaviour regarding positions about climate change, 

immigration, and vaccination.  

We also looked at whether age, education, area of residence, and economic 

vulnerability explained the endorsement of everyday extremist behaviours in relation 

to specific positions regarding climate change, immigration, and vaccination. It is 

important to emphasize that these three issues have been prominent in Greek society in 

the last few years. Since 2015, Greece has been receiving a considerable number of 

refugees due to the conflicts in the area and the fact that it contains the first European 

border, east of the continent. Moreover, the recent COVID-19 pandemic revived the 

doubts and increased the fear people had about vaccination, extending these feelings to 

larger parts of the population. Finally, Greece recently faced several climate disasters, 

such as wildfires that reached urban areas and major floods, that were associated with 

both climate change and the incompetence of state representatives/politicians. Thus, 

contextualizing everyday extremist behaviour in these issues was important. Apart from 

the context of immigration, official narratives of individual responsibility in protecting 

oneself and lay narratives regarding a state that fails to protect its citizens clashed in 

both other contexts.  

Results showed that younger people and those who are the most financially secure were 

more likely to engage in everyday extremist behaviour on all three issues. It could be 

argued that younger people are more familiar with such behaviour or that due to their 

young age, they are more eager to sustain their positions and beliefs, even in polarizing 

ways. Notably, area of residence and education did not play a role in differentiating 

behaviour in these contexts. However, it is important that the less vulnerable people the 

more they engage in such behaviour.  

 

Contextual Implications for Greece 

Greek society is in a continuous societal and financial crisis. This leads to tension 

between the success story of the Greek economy and people’s experience of instability, 

vulnerability, and shrinking rights. All these have been amplified in the last few years 

by the migrant/refugee crisis and the COVID-19 pandemic.  

Our findings, however, despite perceptions of severe inequalities, low system 

justification, and disaffection with the social order, show that these beliefs were not 

drivers of everyday extremist behaviour in Greece. What we observed is that those who 
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were more inclined to engage in everyday extremism are those who felt less vulnerable, 

who found the society just and not anomic, those who justified inequalities.   

Interestingly also, it was not national identity but the European and global ones that 

were associated with everyday extremism. These unexpected findings can possibly be 

explained by the nature of the behaviour that we used to measure everyday extremism 

(see here section A.1 of the present document and D6.1). Such behaviour could lead to 

individual actions to sustain one’s position but not collective actions of political 

participation, even on behalf of a group. Their everyday character stems from their 

application in social media, where users perform these actions to assert their position 

(except for the actions of becoming active in local politics and disrupting an event to 

attract attention). Thus, we suggest that these actions may be performed by those who 

feel that the current socio-political situation should be defended and perhaps restored. 

These are people who feel that the system is just and that the inequalities found within 

it are acceptable. They might feel less economically vulnerable and believe that their 

European membership gives them access to a group superior to their national one. They 

might want to defend the current situation because it would benefit them and might 

engage with these behaviours to sustain their positions when they feel that a core 

dimension of this system is obstructed, i.e. when social mobility is restricted. This belief 

seems to lead to everyday extremist behaviour unmediated by other beliefs. These 

people might have a general tendency to believe in conspiracy theories portraying a 

conflictual social order, where people are opposed to vaguely identified evil groups 

over time. Thus, there is no forming of a politicized collective identity that would lead 

to any according claims. First, because these people do not seek to change the system 

but to restore a familiar social order, and second, because they address these issues 

individually. Having said that, we could hypothesize that the importance of national 

identity and the belief that social mobility within the country is restricted could lead to 

a deepening of tensions amongst those who feel entitled to this mobility and  see that 

this mobility will not be actualized for them or their offsprings (Chryssochoou, 2018b). 

These people might accuse the elites and the political establishment, or perhaps 

democratic governance in general, of this failure and, therefore, become estranged from 

democracy. Over the last few years, the political scene in Greece has seen the 

development of different parties at the extreme right-wing end. These parties are 

flourishing, perhaps convincing these people to join their ranks. Moreover, the fact that 
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national identity is so prominent might lead to a rally-round-the-flag and localization 

effects in the face of economic, social, and institutional challenges for the EU and the 

national government (Kritzinger et al., 2021). This marks the importance of countering 

severe economic and other material inequalities, and allowing for greater collective 

participation in politics, especially on local and everyday issues, while adopting 

policies that simultaneously acknowledge people’s sovereignty and build societal trust. 

Otherwise, people might exhibit individual behaviour that polarize everyday politics 

dynamizing the principles of a democratic dialogue.  

While these lines are written, Greek society is mobilized around the issue of Justice: 

following a terrible train accident on February 2023 that claimed the life of 57 people 

most of them young. On the 2nd year anniversary there is still no deliberation regarding 

the responsibilities and railway security is still problematic and continuously 

challenged by train staff members. The general strike declared, paralyzed Greece for 

24 hours and saw unprecedented numbers participate in rallies in every corner of the 

country and abroad, in more than 380 cities12. These events point to issues of 

institutional trust and social justice, a lack of safety and opportunities and a sense of 

anomia, which are at the center of nationwide tensions that relate to chronic and 

structural deformities. These feelings of disaffection were symbolized in the central 

slogan of the demonstration “I do not have Oxygen” which is a phrase said from one of 

the victims when she called 112 and captured in the recording.   

 
12 https://www.keeptalkinggreece.com/2025/02/27/tempi-rallies-greece-abroad-lists-feb-28/ 
https://www.tovima.com/society/hundreds-of-rallies-planned-worldwide-over-tempi-train-crash/ 

https://www.keeptalkinggreece.com/2025/02/27/tempi-rallies-greece-abroad-lists-feb-28/
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B.7.1. Kosovo WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report summarizes the survey findings for Kosovo. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WiDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the social-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background. Literature review is 

available in the last section of the report. 

This report examines the socio-political dynamics and interethnic relations in Kosovo, 

focusing on the influence of ethnic identity, governance challenges, and societal 

cohesion. Serbian-majority municipalities in the south are integrated into Kosovo’s 

institutions, while those in the north rely on parallel structures aligned with the Serbian 

government, deepening divisions and fostering interethnic tensions. The Banjskë attack 

in September 2022 further underscored the fragility of Kosovo’s security and the 

heightened risks to interethnic relations. 

Institutional distrust remains widespread, with Albanians expressing some confidence 

in international actors like the EU, while Serbs increasingly rely on non-institutional 

networks. Low Social Dominance Orientation (SDO) scores reflect a shared preference 

for egalitarianism, yet System Justification (SJ) scores reveal stark differences, with 

Albanians showing moderate trust in societal systems and Serbs expressing deep 

skepticism. Economic disparities, particularly in Serbian-majority areas, reinforce 

feelings of marginalization, limiting opportunities for reconciliation. 

Everyday extremist behaviour (EEB) is influenced by age, with younger and older 

individuals more likely to engage in such behaviour. System justification and national 

identification play key roles, with higher identification reducing EEB despite systemic 

distrust. Shared concerns over corruption and moderate optimism for intergroup 

mobility offer potential for collaboration. 
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B.7.2. Summary of demographics for Kosovo 

The sample (N=472) consists of 236 (50%) men and 236 (50%) women. Most of the 

respondents filled out the questionnaire in Albanian (n=406) and some in Serbian 

(n=66). The mean age of participants was 33.15 years. 28.6% of participants were aged 

between 18 and 24, 36.7% from 25-34, 16.5% from 35-44, 9.7% from 45-54 and 8.5% 

were 55 years old or more. In terms of education level, 8.7% of participants were 

ISCED level 1, 22.5% were ISCED level 2, and 68.9% were ISCED level 3 (see A.2 

for ISCED scale details). In terms of residence, 61.9% of participants resided in a big 

city, 20.6% in a small city or town and 16.5% in a village or in the countryside. In terms 

of employment status, 68% are in paid work, 10% in education, 13.1% unemployed, 

3.2% retired and 5.1% in housework or other arrangements. Most participants (94.9%) 

are of Kosovar citizenship and were born in Kosovo (92.8%). Finally, in terms of source 

of income, 65.5% are dependent on wages as main household income, 17.2% on self-

employment, 1.9% on farming, 2.3% on pensions, 0.8% on unemployment benefits, 

1.7% on other welfare benefits or grants, 4.2% on types of investment or property and 

5.9% on other sources. Please see Table 14 below for details and Table 15 for a general 

view of Kosovo national statistics.  

It is important to note that the panel of respondents is skewed in terms of age with most 

of the participants belonging to the younger age groups of 18-24 and 25-34. This also 

affects education level representativeness since data from the panel does not relate to 

national numbers describing ISCED levels of education within Kosovo. However, 

despite comparisons on gender are between percentages and numerical statistics, 

gender is well balanced and represented in our panel. However, it must be highlighted 

that representativeness is not pursued in the WIDE Lens survey and along with lack of 

presenting national statistics in terms of percentages there are certain limitations to be 

considered. 
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Table 14. Kosovo Demographics (N=472). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 236 (50)   

Female 236 (50)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  33.15 (12.39)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  135 (28.6)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  173 (36.7)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  78 (16.5)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  46 (9.7)  

Age group 5 (55+)  40 (8.5)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   41 (8.7) 

ISCED level (4-5)   106 (22.5) 

ISCED level (6-9)   325 (68.9) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 292 (61.9)     

A town or a small city 97 (20.6)     

Countryside/village 78 (16.5)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 321 (68)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  47 (10)    

Unemployed  62 (13.1)    

Retired  15 (3.2)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 24 (5.1)    

Yes/No   
448 (94.9) 

21 (4.4) 

438 (92.8) 

34 (7.2) 
 

Wages or salaries      309 (65.5) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    81 (17.2) 

Income from farming      9 (1.9) 

Pensions      11 (2.3) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      4 (0.8) 

Any other welfare or grants      8 (1.7) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    20 (4.2) 

Income from other sources      28 (5.9) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 15. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample representativeness 

 
 

% WIDE Lens survey 
Kosovo panel 

% Kosovo Agency of 
Statistics1 

Gender Male 50 804,538 

 Female 50 797,977 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 8.7 215,431 

 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 22.5 65,757 

 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 68.9 70,357 

Age-groups 20-24 28.6 16,1467 

 25-29 36.7 141,268 

 30-34 16.5 130,641 

 35-39 9.7 124,912 

 65+ 8.5 116,839 

Residential Area A big city 61.9 795,627 

 A town or a small city 20.6 789,939 

 Village or countryside 16.5 n/a 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 
your family business) 

68 36.3 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 10 9.9 

 Unemployed 13.1 10.7 

 Retired 3.2 173,875 

 Housework, looking after children or other persons 5.1 4 

Citizenship Albanians 94.9 92 

Birthplace Kosovo 92.8 92.9 

Income source Wages or salaries  65.5 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  17.2 0.2 

 Income from farming  1.9 2.4 

 Pensions  2.3 48,783 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  0.8 694,413 

 Any other welfare or grants  1.7 3.6 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 
property  

4.2 375,740 

 Income from other sources  5.9 2.5 
1 Comparable only for categories presented in percentages except for gender 
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B.7.3. Findings for Kosovo 

Overall Key Findings 

• Strong Ethnic Identity: Both Albanian and Serbian respondents in Kosovo exhibit 

a deep attachment to their ethnic identities, significantly shaping their attitudes 

toward institutions, society, and interethnic relations. This dynamic is particularly 

evident in northern Kosovo, where four Serbian-majority municipalities remain 

only partially integrated into Kosovo's institutions. The existence of parallel 

structures in these areas, closely aligned with the Serbian government, exacerbates 

divisions and fosters reliance on alternative governance systems. These challenges 

have been intensified by recent actions from the Government of Kosovo, beginning 

in 2022, to dismantle these parallel structures, and further escalated after the 

Banjskë attack. On September 24, 2022, in the northern village of Banjskë, a heavily 

armed and well-equipped terrorist group launched a military attack, resulting in the 

death of one police officer and the wounding of another. This coordinated assault 

was a direct threat to Kosovo’s territorial integrity and national security, sharply 

increasing the risk of interethnic conflict and further complicating efforts to 

promote stability and reconciliation. 

• Social Dominance Orientation: Respondents demonstrate low scores for Social 

Dominance Orientation, indicating egalitarian attitudes and limited support for 

hierarchical worldviews across both ethnic groups. This preference for equality in 

intergroup relations suggests a potential openness to cooperation, despite deep-

rooted divisions. 

• System Justification: System Justification scores indicate a middle-ground 

tendency to justify societal structures, though there is a notable disparity between 

ethnic groups. Albanians exhibit higher system justification, reflecting relatively 

greater trust in existing societal systems and institutions, likely linked to their 

aspirations for EU integration and governance reform. Conversely, Serbian 

respondents score much lower, signaling deep skepticism and perceptions of 

systemic unfairness, particularly in areas where they feel politically marginalized. 

• Economic Concerns and Social Mobility: Both communities express moderate 

optimism regarding intergroup mobility and opportunities. Notably, perceptions of 

open borders between groups receive relatively high support, reflecting a shared 

recognition of potential pathways for interaction and economic exchange. However, 
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optimism is tempered by systemic barriers, as respondents acknowledge the 

challenges of achieving upward mobility, often tied to unequal access to resources 

and structural inequalities. 

• Institutional Distrust: A significant issue for both communities is the low level of 

trust in key institutions, including government and judicial systems. Respondents 

express skepticism about the capacity of these entities to address societal challenges 

or represent the population effectively. This distrust is exacerbated among Serbian 

respondents. 

• Polarization Between Groups: Persistent divides between Albanians and Serbians 

highlight the difficulty of fostering social cohesion and mutual trust. While 

Albanians maintain a forward-looking perspective, emphasizing cooperation and 

integration with European frameworks, Serbian respondents often adopt a more 

local and traditional outlook, resistant to broader integration narratives. These 

attitudes are shaped by historical legacies, political tensions, and differing 

perceptions of fairness within Kosovo’s societal systems. 

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

Among the Albanian community, higher educational levels correlate with a stronger 

attachment to ethnic and regional identities as well as aspirations for European 

integration. The European Union is perceived as a symbol of progress, providing 

institutional stability, economic opportunities, and governance reforms. Younger 

generations, notably those with higher education, are more likely to adopt a dual 

identity as both Kosovar and European. This dual identification reflects aspirations for 

inclusion in European frameworks, which correlates with optimism for regional 

cooperation and institutional reform. Conversely, Serbian respondents in Kosovo, 

especially those with lower levels of education, strongly prioritize ethnic Serbian and 

local identities, emphasizing cultural and religious heritage. Misinformation, primarily 

sourced from Russian media outlets and disseminated through platforms like Telegram, 

specifically targets the Serbian community in the northern part of Kosovo. These 

disinformation campaigns often portray Western institutions, EU and NATO as 

adversaries, reinforcing skepticism toward European integration and depicting Russia 

as a defender of Serbian identity and political autonomy. 



 

Page 127 of 242 

 

 

Social Concern Among Ethnic Groups in Kosovo 

Both Albanian and Serbian communities in Kosovo are deeply concerned about issues 

such as corruption and the lack of effective governance, which undermine their trust in 

societal institutions. The data indicates that the Albanian community is particularly 

troubled, with a high sense of anomie reflecting a strong consensus on problems 

including corruption and the inefficacy of institutions. These concerns are likely 

exacerbated by notable instances of corruption involving ruling political parties post-

war, which have significantly eroded trust in public institutions and political parties. 

The Serbian community also expresses considerable concern, though their responses 

vary more widely. This variability might be linked to their unstable political 

representation in Kosovo, where Serbian political entities, often influenced or pressured 

by Serbia, and represented by the political party Srpska Lista, have direct ties with the 

Serbian government. This complex political landscape contributes to the high levels of 

anomie and underscores the challenges both communities face in building stable and 

trustworthy governance structures. 

 

Trust in Institutions and Governance 

Trust in institutions remains notably low across both Albanian and Serbian 

communities, reflecting widespread dissatisfaction with political parties, law 

enforcement, and other formal governance structures. Respondents express deep 

frustration with corruption and perceptions of self-serving leadership, believing 

political elites prioritize personal interests over public well-being. For the Albanian 

community, international organizations such as the EU inspire relatively higher trust. 

This reflects a belief that external actors can serve as a catalyst for improving domestic 

governance and addressing institutional shortcomings. In contrast, Serbian respondents, 

exhibit significant skepticism toward Kosovo’s institutions. This mistrust is 

exacerbated by unresolved political disputes, which have led to the withdrawal of 

Serbian representation from public institutions. In response to this exclusion, Serbian 

respondents increasingly rely on alternative, non-institutional networks such as 

religious organizations and local support systems. These structures not only fill 

governance gaps but also reflect a broader rejection of Kosovo’s political systems. 

Addressing this institutional distrust will require transparent governance reforms that 
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promote inclusivity, fairness, and equal representation, particularly in areas affected by 

political fragmentation. 

 

Economic Inequality and Financial Stability 

Economic inequality is a shared concern across both communities but manifests in 

distinct ways. Among Albanians, younger and more educated individuals express 

optimism about economic opportunities linked to EU integration. This optimism stems 

from a belief that European frameworks can provide pathways to economic progress 

and institutional stability. However, persistent challenges remain, particularly youth 

unemployment and income inequality. Upward mobility is often perceived as 

contingent on family networks and social capital rather than merit, limiting 

opportunities for economic advancement. Although facing issues like youth 

unemployment, Albanians typically have better job opportunities within Kosovo, 

particularly in public sectors and industries that engage with international markets. 

However, employment often depends heavily on familial and political connections, 

which can stifle merit-based advancements. In Serbian-majority areas, economic 

frustrations are exacerbated by perceptions of institutional neglect and unequal resource 

distribution. Respondents highlight systemic barriers that reinforce financial instability 

and deepen feelings of marginalization. In response, local safety nets such as religious 

organizations and community networks play a crucial role in mitigating economic 

hardships. These support systems underscore the absence of institutional solutions and 

highlight the need for targeted economic policies that address disparities in resource 

allocation, infrastructure development, and job creation. Employment options for Serbs 

are more limited, often confined to local or community-based roles or in sectors aligned 

with Serbian-supported institutions. These limitations contribute to higher 

unemployment rates and lower income levels compared to their Albanian counterparts. 

 

Polarization and Political Efficacy 

Ethnic polarization continues to present a major obstacle to social cohesion and 

reconciliation in Kosovo. Albanians tend to adopt a forward-looking perspective, 

emphasizing EU integration as both an economic opportunity and a security guarantee. 

This perspective reflects concerns about perceived threats from Serbia and Russia, 

reinforcing their alignment with European frameworks. Conversely, Serbian 
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respondents focus on maintaining traditional and local identities, often resisting broader 

integration narratives due to concerns about preserving their cultural and political 

autonomy. Both communities report low levels of political efficacy, albeit for different 

reasons. Albanian respondents feel disconnected from political processes but remain 

hopeful that reforms and international partnerships will improve participation and 

representation. Serbian respondents, however, express a deeper sense of political 

marginalization, believing their voices are excluded from Kosovo’s decision-making 

structures. This exclusion is particularly acute in northern Kosovo, where unresolved 

disputes further entrench divisions. Addressing these polarized perspectives will 

require mutual trust-building initiatives and the creation of inclusive, collaborative 

frameworks that foster political participation and engagement for both communities. 

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The key social, political, and economic dynamics significantly influence interethnic 

relations between Albanians and Serbs in Kosovo. The fact sheets highlight the 

persistent divide between these communities, shaped by strong ethnic identities, 

historical legacies, and systemic inequalities. While low Social Dominance Orientation 

scores indicate egalitarian attitudes, widespread distrust in institutions and governance 

undermines societal cohesion. Economic inequality and political marginalization 

further deepen these divides, particularly in Serbian-majority areas where alternative 

governance structures are prevalent. Nonetheless, shared concerns about corruption and 

optimism for intergroup economic mobility offer potential pathways for cooperation. 

Overall, the findings underscore the need for inclusive reforms, transparent governance, 

and trust-building initiatives to address these challenges and promote reconciliation. 

 

B.7.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that only age had an effect on the three scenarios of everyday 

extremist behaviour (SoEEB; following analyses of variance and regression analyses).   

More specifically, the two age groups aged 35-44 and 45-54 are less likely to display 

everyday extremism, when compared to the two younger age groups (18-24 and 25-34) 

and the older respondents (55 or more).  
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In conclusion, the younger and the older are more likely than the middle-aged to express 

everyday extremist behaviour regarding climate change, immigration and vaccination. 

It is notable that education, area of residence and levels of economic vulnerability did 

not differentiate levels of EEB in all three scenarios.  

 

B.7.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 8 

Moderated mediation model for Kosovo (N=472). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In Kosovo (Figure 8 above) although there was no direct relationship between system 

justification and EEB, system justification was indirectly related to EEB through 

institutional trust and everyday disaffection. In other words, the more people in 

Kosovo justified the system, the more inclined they were to EEB, because they trusted 

the institutions and because they felt less disaffected with their everyday lives. As in 

other countries those who felt that the society was just and those who felt better in their 

everyday lives were more inclined to everyday extremist behaviour. 

 Moreover, the more the people justify the system the more they will display EEB 

because they feel that their society is not anomic. However, when we take into 

consideration national identification, this effect is reversed and is stronger for those 

with low national identification: thus, the more they justify the system the less they will 

engage in EEB because they feel that their society is not anomic.  Finally, high system 

justification leads to beliefs that democratic rights are upheld; however, this 

relationship does not explain the relationship between system justification and EEB.  

Although there was no direct link between individual social mobility beliefs and 

EEB, we found that social mobility beliefs were indirectly linked to EEB through 

everyday disaffection. In other words, the more people in Kosovo believed that there is 

individual social mobility, the more inclined they were to EEB, because they felt less 

disaffected with their everyday lives. 

On the contrary, blocked social mobility was not related to EEB in this moderated 

mediation model, or to institutional trust, democratic principles, anomie and everyday 

disaffection. This is expected since no simple correlations were observed between 

blocked social mobility and the disaffection and institutional variables, except for 

anomie which had a positive simple correlation.  

Finally, class identification had no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection factors. 

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether worldviews that sustain the social system 

(system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) wage an 

impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel/or not feel disaffected. 

The findings in Kosovo show that the more people believe that the system they live in 

is just the more they will be inclined to EEB because they feel that their society is not 

anomic, because they trust institutions and because they feel less disaffected in their 
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everyday life. Moreover, what is observed is that the more people believed in individual 

mobility the more they will be inclined to EEB because they felt less disaffected in their 

everyday life. Contrary to this and to what is observed in other countries   the belief that 

there is no possibility for individual mobility is not connected with EEB.  

 

B.7.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Kosovo findings  

The findings provide a nuanced understanding of the complex socio-political dynamics 

in Kosovo, where ethnic identity continues to shape perceptions, behaviors, and 

interactions with institutions. While Serbian-majority municipalities in the southern 

part of Kosovo are integrated into the institutional framework, those in the northern 

region maintain parallel governance structures aligned with the Serbian government. 

This persistent reliance on alternative systems exacerbates divisions and deepens 

interethnic tensions, posing significant challenges to integration efforts. The Banjskë 

attack in the northern part of Kosovo in September 2022 further highlights the fragility 

of Kosovo’s security landscape and the heightened risks to interethnic relations, 

emphasizing the urgency of addressing these persistent divides. 

Despite these challenges, the low Social Dominance Orientation (SDO) scores across 

both Albanian and Serbian communities suggest a baseline openness to egalitarianism, 

offering a potential pathway for intergroup cooperation. However, this is 

counterbalanced by stark differences in System Justification (SJ) scores. While 

Albanians demonstrate moderate trust in societal structures, linked to aspirations for 

EU integration, Serbs exhibit profound skepticism, reflecting a sense of systemic 

exclusion and political marginalization. 

Economic concerns also play a pivotal role, with both groups expressing moderate 

optimism about intergroup mobility and open borders. However, systemic inequalities, 

particularly in Serbian-majority areas, limit opportunities and reinforce perceptions of 

economic neglect. Trust in institutions is notably low across both communities, with 

Albanians placing relative trust in international actors like the EU, while Serbs 

increasingly depend on non-institutional networks, further entrenching divisions. 

The findings on scenarios of everyday extremist behaviour (SoEEB) highlight 

additional complexities. Age is a significant predictor, with younger (18–34) and older 

(55+) individuals more likely to engage in SoEBB compared to middle-aged groups 

(35–54). This behaviour is tied to societal frustrations over issues such as climate 
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change, immigration, and vaccination but are not influenced by education, economic 

vulnerability, or area of residence.  

System justification seems to be a driver of extremism because of three factors: trust in 

institutions, lower everyday disaffection and lower perception of anomie. For this last 

factor national identification is important. System justification appears to have a dual 

role: higher system justification increases EEB when national identification is low, but 

this relationship reverses for individuals with higher national identification.  

In the current Kosovo context, where political fragmentation, ethnic polarization, and 

governance challenges persist, these findings highlight the urgent need for targeted 

interventions. Addressing low trust in institutions, systemic inequalities, and political 

marginalization must be priorities to foster societal cohesion.  

Educational and community-driven initiatives are essential to counter everyday 

extremism, particularly among vulnerable age groups. Encouraging critical engagement 

with institutions, fostering national and civic identification, and addressing systemic 

barriers to social mobility can help mitigate the underlying frustrations driving 

extremist behaviour. 
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B.8.1. Malta WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report summarizes the survey findings for Malta. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the social-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background. Literature review is 

available in the last section of the report. 

Findings show that Maltese respondents strongly support maintaining social order and 

demonstrate a strong sense of national and religious identity. While there is belief in 

the possibility of open social mobility, there is a tendency to view the current system 

as unfair or illegitimate. Furthermore, there are also perceptions of social instability and 

disconnection, low institutional trust, and a lack of confidence that democracy is 

functioning as it should. Findings from the moderated mediation model show that the 

belief that the current system is just is linked to greater support for everyday extremist 

behaviour because people trust institutions. The perception of blocked social mobility 

is also associated with greater support for such behaviour. In summary, we note that, 

within the Maltese context, institutional trust and perceptions of social mobility are 

critical factors that are worth addressing in order to counteract support for everyday 

extremism. 

 

B.8.2. Summary of demographics for Malta 

The sample (N=409) consists of 195 (47.7%) men and 212 (51.8%) women, and 2 

(0.5%) participants that opted for ‘other’. Respondents filled out the questionnaire 

partly in English (n=297) and partly in Maltese (n=113). The mean age of participants 

was 42.53 years and 13% of participants were aged between 18 and 24, 23% from 25-

34, 23% from 35-44, 18% from 45-54 and 22.2% were 55 years old or more. In terms 

of education level, 4.9% of participants were ISCED level 1, 46% were ISCED level 2, 

and 49.1% were ISCED level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of residence, 

21.3% of participants resided in a big city, 50.1% in a small city or town and 27.9% in 

a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 71.4% are in paid work, 

7.8% in education, 1.7% unemployed, 12.5% retired and 6.4% in housework or other 
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arrangements. Most participants (98.3%) are of Maltese citizenship and were born in 

Malta (93.4%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 78.7% are dependent on wages 

as main household income, 2.9% on self-employment, 13.9% on pensions, 1% on 

unemployment benefits, 0.5% on other welfare benefits or grants, 2.4% on types of 

investment or property and 0.5% on other sources. Please see Table 16 below for 

details.  

As previously mentioned, respondents were drawn from a Maltese panel. Despite the 

fact that panels do not necessarily guarantee that the sample is true to the population 

demographics, our sample came reasonably close. Table 17 below presents a 

comparison between the demographics of our sample and those reported by the national 

statistics office (NSO, 2023, 2024). Notably gender, residential area, and most types of 

employment align relatively well with the NSO data. However, there are noticeable 

differences in age and educational level. Particularly, our sample overrepresented all 

age groups as well as individuals with ISCED education levels 2 and 3, while those 

with ISCED level 1 were markedly underrepresented. Due to the unavailability of 

national data on income sources, we were unable to draw comparisons. Overall, our 

sample demonstrates a good level of representativeness of the Maltese population. 
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Table 16. Malta Demographics (N=409). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 195 (47.7)   

Female 212 (51.8)   

Other 2 (0.5)   

Age M(SD)  42.53 (15.17)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  53 (13)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  94 (23)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  94 (23)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  77 (18)  

Age group 5 (55+)  91 (22.2)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   20 (4.9) 

ISCED level (4-5)   188 (46) 

ISCED level (6-9)   201 (49.1) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 87 (21.3)     

A town or a small city 205 (50.1)     

Countryside/village 114 (27.9)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 292 (71.4)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  32 (7.8)    

Unemployed  7 (1.7)    

Retired  51 (12.5)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 26 (6.4)    

Yes/No   
402 (98.3) 

4 (1) 

382 (93.4) 

26 (6.4) 
 

Wages or salaries      322 (78.7) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    12 (2.9) 

Income from farming       

Pensions      57 (13.9) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      4 (1) 

Any other welfare or grants      2 (0.5) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    10 (2.4) 

Income from other sources      2 (0.5) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 17. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Malta panel 

% National 

Statistics Office1 

Gender Male 47.7 52.0 

 Female 51.8 48.0 

Education ISCED level 1 (1-3) 4.9 43.0 

 ISCED level 2 (4-5) 46 32.4 

 ISCED level 3 (6-9) 49.1 24.6 

Age groups 18-24 13 7.45 

 25-34 23 17.6 

 35-44 23 16.4 

 45-54 18 12.5 

 55+ 22.2 30.5 

Residential area A big city 21.3 23.6 

 A town or a small city 50.1 52.0 

 Countryside/village 27.9 24.4 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 

71.4 60.6 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 7.8 5.5 

 Unemployed 1.7 2.0 

 Retired 12.5 14.0 

 Housework, looking after children or other 

persons 

6.4 13.3 

Citizenship Maltese 98.3 77.8 

Birthplace Malta 93.4 74.3 

Income source Wages or salaries 78.7 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming) 

2.9 n/a 

 Pensions 13.9 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit 1 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants 0.5 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property 

2.4 n/a 

 Income from other sources 0.5 n/a 
1Demographics retrieved from the Malta National Statistics Office for 2021. 
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B.8.3.  Findings for Malta  

Overall key findings 

• Moderate to Low System Justification: There is a tendency to be relatively 

less inclined to see the current social system as fair, legitimate, or justifiable.  

• High Social Order: Respondents tend to have a relatively stronger preference 

for a stable society. This is the case for all four types of social order identified 

by Staerklé (2009), moral order, free market, social diversity, and structural 

equality. 

• High National Identity: Respondents tend to feel a relatively stronger 

connection to their national identity when compared to both global and 

European identity. 

• High Religious Identity: Respondents tend to feel a relatively stronger 

connection to their religious identity, more so than they do to their national 

identity. 

• Modest Conservatism: There is a relatively modest conservative preference 

reflecting largely centrist views with a slight right leaning. 

• Strong Emigration Sentiments: Nearly half the respondents have reported that 

they have considered leaving the country. This could be linked to a broader 

sentiment amongst respondents that they no longer feel like living in Malta. 

• Anomie: There is a relatively strong tendency to feel discontent and 

disconnected from society as a whole. This may be related to the relatively lower 

levels of institutional trust and the dissatisfaction with the functioning of 

democracy. 

• Economic Inequality: The majority of respondents reported being able to cope 

with the present income, however, there is a relatively strong widespread 

perception of significant income differences, with many reporting knowing 

others who work two or more jobs to make ends meet.  

• Low Support for Everyday Extremism: Maltese respondents show relatively 

low support for everyday extremist actions; however, they demonstrate varying 

levels of support depending on different socially relevant issue. 
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Description of fact sheets 

 

In the following, we draw upon the WIDE lens framework in order to present what we 

consider to be the most significant findings relating to the Maltese sample. In doing so, 

we will begin by discussing the findings pertaining to the construct of worldviews, 

followed by those findings relating to identification, disaffection, and lastly, extremism. 

Overall, respondents report general dissatisfaction with society, which may stem from 

the frustration surrounding the lack of adherence to social norms and values, as well as 

low levels of institutional trust and political efficacy. While there is strong endorsement 

for maintaining social order, support for extremist behaviour is low. This may suggest 

that respondents likely favor more democratic approaches to achieving social order 

rather than extremist actions. 

 

Worldviews 

Moderate to low social dominance orientation and system justification amongst Maltese 

respondents suggests that individuals are less inclined to favor policies that promote 

inequality between groups. Notably, the moderate to low system justification may 

reflect nuanced perceptions that the current system is neither fair nor egalitarian. It is 

also possible that this may reflect the growing tendency to question the legitimacy of 

political institutions that have been exposed as corrupt (Tan et al., 2016). Indeed, this 

may also be supported by the findings relating to stronger inclinations amongst 

respondents to endorse conspiracy theories. While further investigation is needed to 

understand the reason behind such beliefs, it is possible that this may indicate broader 

mistrust of social institutions which may be leading individuals to seek out alternative 

explanations (van Prooijen et al., 2022).  

Another notable finding is a preference for maintaining social order, with particular 

importance given to achieving structural equality. Bourdieu (1989) states that cultural 

and economic capital serve as mechanisms that reinforce class hierarchies, sustaining 

long-term social inequality. Higher scores in social order-social equality suggest that 

respondents are concerned with social inequality and tend to agree that systemic change 

is necessary to tackle it. This finding is further reinforced by a similarly strong 

preference for positive diversity, indicating that respondents perceive diversity in 

society positively. In summary, there is a tendency to agree with the notion that society 
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should prioritize meritocratic achievement (social order – free market), adherence to 

social norms (social order – moral order), the promotion of diversity (social order – 

positive diversity), and ensuring little to no inequality between groups (social order – 

structural inequalities). 

 

Identification 

Maltese respondents reported a stronger national identification and regional 

identification when compared to European identification and global identification. 

Strong national identity has been associated with negative perceptions of outsiders, 

which can hinder social diversity. However, despite this, social diversity is viewed 

positively amongst the respondents, suggesting that there is a general acknowledgement 

of the value that others bring to society. Global identity is a broader construct that relates 

to a sense of belonging that transcends national or regional boundaries. It is well 

established in the literature that individuals find it easier to relate to those who share a 

similar context (e.g., cultural or geographical background) (Newton, 2001). 

Consequently, it is understandable that respondents report stronger national or even 

European identification, where a sense of belonging can be more readily established. 

There is a debate in the literature as to whether globalization is diminishing national 

identification (see, Ariely, 2012). Our findings show that, for Maltese respondents, 

national identity is still held in high regard, suggesting that individuals can maintain a 

strong sense of national identity with an increasingly globalized world. 

It is worth mentioning that while there is a strong level of national and regional 

identification, gender and religious identification is even more pronounced. This 

suggests that gender and religion likely play a more central role in Maltese respondents’ 

sense of identity than national/regional affiliations. Specifically, the finding relating to 

religious identification may highlight the historical significance of religion in Maltese 

society. Religion’s influence is evident in all aspects of Maltese history and social 

policy, including in its traditionally restrictive and highly contested stance on abortion 

laws that is presently taking center stage. 

Lastly when it comes to emigration sentiments, nearly half of the respondents reported 

that they have planned to leave Malta. However, despite feeling that the country has 

changed, many still consider themselves settled in Malta. Moreover, politically, 

respondents leaned slightly to the right with a largely centrist view. Overall, these 
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findings could reflect an underlying sense of instability that could potentially be linked 

to negative perceptions of societal change. 

 

Disaffection 

A notable finding is that respondents reported a relatively high level of anomie. The 

term anomie refers to a state of normlessness and is often used to describe societies 

experiencing an erosion of the standard norms and values (Durkheim, 1893). This 

erosion can disrupt the balance of social regulation, which is fundamental for 

maintaining social order. Indeed, previously it was noted that respondents have a strong 

preference for social order. Additionally, it was also noted that many respondents feel 

as “strangers” in Malta. A desire for social order and a negative perception of social 

change are two elements that Durkheim (1893) propose contribute towards anomie. 

Moreover, the findings also show that there is a high perception of economic inequality, 

which Durkheim also proposed as an additional contributing factor to a state of anomie. 

Teymoori et al (2016) further identified the lack of legitimate and effective leadership, 

along with a lack of trust, as prerequisites for anomie to emerge. Overall, these factors 

collectively facilitate the growing sense of disaffection amongst the respondents, 

especially when also considering the widespread perception that democracy is not 

functioning as it should. It is worthwhile to acknowledge that public scrutiny has 

increased in recent years, particularly following the highly publicized murder of a 

prominent independent journalist. Consequently, this may have heightened public 

perceptions of corruption and low levels of trust in authority, thereby potentially 

offering some alternate insight into the high levels of anomie reported by Maltese 

respondents. 

 

Extremism 

Support for everyday extremist actions (EEB) is low amongst Maltese respondents. 

Therefore, even when given the overall dissatisfaction with authorities and the 

frustration with the current state of society, there is shared perception that everyday 

extremist actions are not an effective means to bring about the desired social order. 

Nevertheless, despite low support for EEB, the context in which these actions occur 

seems to modulate one’s support. Particularly, there is slightly more support for 

everyday extremist actions when they are associated with climate change rather than 
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when they are associated with vaccinations. Due to the urgency surrounding the issue 

of climate change, it is possible that respondents may feel more tolerant of extreme 

measures that may be perceived to offer immediate impact as opposed to conventional 

measures that may be perceived to be less effective. Conversely, since the issue of 

vaccinations is not presently associated with such urgency, respondents may perceive 

everyday extremist actions as less legitimate in such a scenario. 

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The sample is relatively balanced in terms of gender distribution and age. The concept 

of geographic distribution in Malta is not as straightforward given the lack of clear 

differences in the different types of localities. While most participants reported residing 

in a town or small city, the boundaries between a town or small city, the 

countryside/village, and a big city in Malta are not as clear cut. As a result, it is 

challenging to draw any meaningful findings based solely on geographic distribution. 

The distribution of educational level and employment status is quite unbalanced. Most 

respondents have up to a tertiary level of education, reflecting a large proportion of high 

education amongst the respondents. This is followed by those with an upper secondary 

to non-tertiary level of education. In contrast, respondents having up to a lower 

secondary level of education are scarce and relatively underrepresented in our sample. 

Furthermore, when it comes to employment distribution, over 70% reported being in 

paid work whereas the remainder reported still being in 

education/unemployed/retired/housework. Since the Maltese sample is skewed towards 

those with a higher level of education or who are employed, it is important to 

acknowledge a potential bias when interpreting the findings. Indeed, the possibility to 

draw any meaningful conclusion from those with a lower level of education or who are 

unemployed is relatively limited. 

Nonetheless, this should not undermine the findings pertaining to the Maltese sample. 

Particularly, we believe that those findings relating to disaffection provide a 

considerable contribution. It is concerning that Maltese respondents have a negative 

perception of how society is functioning, suggesting that there is a strong sense of 

dissatisfaction with the current state of affairs. When leaders or institutions are viewed 

as illegitimate, individuals are less likely to feel a sense of obligation to cooperate or 

comply (Teymoori et al., 2016). This lack of engagement can manifest into political 
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disengagement, as evidenced by the latest voting behaviour in Malta (see, Meer & 

Zmerli, 2017). While the voter turnout in Malta is high at 85.6% in the most recent 

national elections of 2022, this represents a 6.5% decrease from the 2017 elections, 

reflecting a downward trend in political participation (Electoral Commission of Malta, 

2022). In addition, negative perceptions can also lead to increasing polarization, and 

extremism (see, Meer & Zmerli, 2017). For instance, regarding the former, Mifsud et 

al (2020) reported that anti-multiculturalist views increased from 2010 (41.1%) to 2019 

(55.3%), open or neutral views decreased significantly from 2010 (29.1%) to 2019 

(8.0%). However, regarding the latter, our findings show that it does not yet appear to 

be the case, as Maltese respondents demonstrate low support for everyday extremist 

behaviour. 

 

B.8.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that only age had an effect on the scenarios of everyday extremist 

behaviour (SoEEB) for climate change and immigration (following analyses of 

variance and regression analyses).   

More specifically those between 18 and 24 and those between 25 and 34 were more 

likely to exert everyday extremist behaviour on climate change-related issues than older 

age groups. Also, those between 18 and 24 were more likely to exert everyday extremist 

behaviour on immigration-related issues than other (older) age groups.  

In conclusion, young people are more likely to endorse everyday extremism behaviour 

on issues about climate change and immigration than older people. It is to be noticed 

that education, area of residence and levels of economic vulnerability did not 

differentiate EEB for Maltese people. 
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B.8.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 9 

Moderated mediation model for Malta (N=409). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In Malta (Figure 9 above) a direct effect of system justification on everyday extremist 

behaviour (EEB) was positive and was found to be mediated only by institutional trust. 

In other words, the more the people believed that Maltese society was just, the more 

they were inclined in EEB, because they trusted the institutions. However, when 

national identification was considered, this relationship was reversed. In other words, 

those who did not identify that much with their nation, the more they justified the 

system, the less they were inclined to EEB, because of trust in institutions. Moreover, 

although system justification was positively related to respect for democratic principles 

(the more Maltese people believe the system in Malta is just, the more they believe that 

democratic principles are upheld), and negatively related to anomia and everyday 

disaffection (the more Maltese people believed the system is just, the less they would 

perceive it as anomic and the less they would sense everyday disaffection), these 

relationships did not explain the link between system justification and EEB. 

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility in this moderated 

mediation model was not related to EEB or to the other variables (institutional trust, 

democratic governance, anomia and everyday disaffection) although simple 

correlations exist. Thus, beliefs about the fact that the borders between groups are open 

do not seem to affect EEB. 

Blocked social mobility, however, is positively related to EEB and therefore the more 

one believes that social mobility is blocked the more they are inclined to EEB. This 

relationship, however, is not explained by the disaffection or the institutional variables. 

Finally, class identification had no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection factors.  

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether particular worldviews that sustain the 

social system (system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) 

impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel (or not disaffected). What 

we found in Malta is that the more people justify the system, because they trust 

institutions, the more they are inclined in EEB. However, for people who do not identify 

that much with the nation this relationship is reversed. In other words, the more they 

justify the system, the less inclined they are to EEB because of institutional trust (see 

items of Everyday Extremism Scale in A.1.). A qualitative and ethnographic 

investigation of the findings is advised for a deeper understanding of these findings. 
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Moreover, what is observed is that if people believe that there are opportunities for 

individual mobility, they will not be engaging in EEB whereas if they feel that social 

mobility is blocked, they will do so. As the opportunity of social mobility is considered 

a key factor for social cohesion it is important to observe that when people feel 

constrained to their situation without the opportunity for upwards mobility, they might 

be more likely to engage with EEB.  

 

B.8.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Malta findings  

Two notable findings emerged from this undertaking. First, higher levels of perceived 

system justification and institutional trust are linked to stronger support for everyday 

extremist behaviours. This may be because individuals who perceive the system as just 

and legitimate may feel more protective when it is perceived to be threatened, therefore, 

supporting such behaviours could thought of as a justified response to safeguard the 

system. An unexpected aspect to the finding, however, is that this relationship seems to 

be reversed for respondents when factoring in national identification. Particularly, 

amongst those with a lower level of national identity, perceiving the system as just was 

linked to weaker support for everyday extremist behaviours. It may be the case that the 

relationship observed between system justification, trust and national identification are 

to some extent spurious and confounded by the variables of political allegiance, 

political identification and partisan loyalty. For this reason, we recommend further 

study aimed at replicating the findings to enable additional investigation. 

The second key finding is that blocked social mobility is positively associated with 

support for everyday extremist behaviour; in other words, the less one believes that 

there are opportunities for open social mobility, the more likely one is to support 

everyday extremist behaviour. Day and Fiske (2017) claim that blocked social mobility 

often leads to weaker support for the existing system as individuals may perceive it as 

failing to provide the deserved opportunities. As a result of this, one may be driven to 

seek alternative means that challenge the system. Indeed, our findings not only support 

this notion but also show that, for Maltese respondents, adopting everyday extremist 

behaviour may be considered as one such viable means of challenging the system. 

Overall, the findings indicate that perceived institutional trust, system justification, 

national identification, and social mobility play a significant in role predicting support 

for everyday extremist behaviour. We contend that efforts that are particularly aimed 
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at addressing perceptions of institutional failure and promoting a sense of open social 

mobility are essential for mitigating the appeal of everyday extremism.  
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B.9.1. Portugal WIDE Lens survey report executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for Portugal. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives, addressing demographics aspects such as age, education level, 

employment status and income. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE 

Lens survey data and analysis, and how these conform with, contradict and present new 

research challenges on the Portuguese case. Thirdly, it explains findings about the 

everyday extremist behaviour scenarios, especially the puzzling rapport between social 

justification, high levels of institutional trust and EEB, when mediated by national 

identification. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that 

were found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes, exploring 

the convergent and divergent hypothesis with research conducted in the framework of 

this project. Lastly, it contextualizes survey findings within the national background.  

 

B.9.2. Summary of demographics for Portugal 

The sample (N=498) consists of 239 (48%) men, 259 (52%) women. The mean age of 

participants was 43.76 years, being 19.3% of participants aged between 18 and 24, 12% 

from 25-34, 14.9% from 35-44, 20.5% from 45-54 and 33.3% 55 years old or more. In 

terms of education, 15.9% of participants were ISCED level 1, 53.8% were ISCED 

level 2 and 30.3% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of residence, 

39.8% of participants resided in a big city, 45.6% in a small city or town and 11% in a 

village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 65.7% are in paid work, 

7.6% in education, 13.9% unemployed, 9% retired and 3.6% in housework or other 

arrangements. Most participants (89.4%) are of Portuguese citizenship and were born 

in Portugal (80.7%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 69.3% are dependent on 

wages as main household income, 7.2% on self-employment, 0.6% on farming, 11.8% 

on pensions, 2% on unemployment benefits, 3.2% on other welfare benefits or grants, 

1.8% on types of investment or property and 3.8% on other sources. Please see Table 

18 below for details. 

WIDE Lens sampling is representative of the Portuguese population in terms of gender 

and birthplace. However, the sampling overrepresents middle-level education levels 

and underrepresents lower levels. In terms of age, the sampling is broadly 

overrepresenting older age groups. In terms of residential areas, people living in the 
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countryside are considerably underrepresented. In terms of employment, there is 

overrepresentation of unemployed people and an underrepresentation of retired folk, 

which can impact results, given the country’s ageing profile, which can also be 

confirmed by the underrepresentation of individuals whose main income source are 

pensions. Please see Table 19 below for a detailed comparison. 

 

  

Table 18. Portugal demographics (N=498). 

Variable Levels/ Variables N (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 239 (48)   

Female 259 (52)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  43.76 (15.62)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  96 (19.3)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  60 (12)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  74 (14.9)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  102 (20.5)  

Age group 5 (55+)  166 (33.3)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   79 (15.9) 

ISCED level (4-5)   268 (53.8) 

ISCED level (6-9)   151 (30.3) 

Variable Levels/ Variables N (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 198 (39.8)     

A town or a small city 227 (45.6)     

Countryside/village 55 (11)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 327 (65.7)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  38 (7.6)    

Unemployed  69 (13.9)    

Retired  45 (9)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 18 (3.6)    

Yes/No   
445 (89.4) 

48 (9.6) 

402 (80.7) 

95 (19.1) 
 

Wages or salaries      345 (69.3) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    36 (7.2) 

Income from farming      3 (0.6) 

Pensions      59 (11.8) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      10 (2) 

Any other welfare or grants      16 (3.2) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    9 (1.8) 

Income from other sources      19 (3.8) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 19. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 
  

% WIDE Lens survey 

Portuguese panel 

% INE 

Gender Male 48 47.7 
 

Female 52 52.2 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 15.9 39.71 
 

ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 53.8 28.91 
 

ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 30.3 31.51 

Age-groups 18-24 19.3 7.4 
 

25-34 12 12.7 
 

35-44 14.9 12.7 
 

45-54 20.5 15.1 
 

55+ 33.3 38.1 

Residential Area A big city 39.8 44.92 
 

A town or a small city 45.6 32.32 
 

Countryside/village 11 22.92 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working 

for 

your family business) 

65.7 63.43 

 
In education (not paid for by employer) 7.6 6.73 

 
Unemployed 13.9 6.33 

 
Retired 9 19.73 

 
Housework, looking after children or other 

persons 

3.6 3.13 

Citizenship Portuguese 97.2 90.2 4 

Birthplace Portugal 90.5 90.2 

Income source Wages or salaries 69.3 54.1 
 

Income from self-employment (excluding farming) 7.2 5.9 
 

Income from farming 0.6 n/a 
 

Pensions 11.8 36.2 
 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit 2 3.85 
 

Any other welfare or grants 3.2 n/a 
 

Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property 

1.8 n/a 

 
Income from other sources 3.8 n/a 

1 OECD data, by "Below upper secondary", "Upper Secondary" and "Tertiary" education levels, 2022. 

2 Eurostat data Degree of Urbanization LAU, 2021. 

3 Adapted from PorData, 2023. 

4 Adapted from AIMA, 2023. 

5 Figure applies to incomes from unemployment insurance benefits, other welfare, income from investment, savings or 

insurance and income from other sources. INE, 2022/2023. 
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B.9.3. Findings for Portugal  

Overall key findings 

• Younger people are more prone to portrait everyday extremism behaviour 

in matters concerning climate change. In line with existing literature, climate 

change concerns in Portugal have been spearheaded by youngsters, especially 

high-school and college students (Lee et al., 2020). High-school and college 

students lead mass social mobilization efforts in defense of climate action, 

through both formal and informal means. Protest tactics include several EEBs, 

many “imported” from similar European movements and actions, being also 

frequently associated to other tendentially polarizing issues in the international 

agenda such as the Israel-Gaza war. These groups have disrupted organized 

public events, including throwing green ink at guests and politicians; they have 

vandalized corporation HQ’s; and disrupted traffic, in an effort to raise 

awareness for climate change.  

• The rise of Everyday Extremist Behaviour associated with immigration is 

dependent upon area of residence, residents in large, urban areas being more 

prone to it. Portugal has increasingly become a destination for migration, with 

the rising number of foreigners residing in the country rapidly affecting how 

nationals stand on the issue. In recent years the number of immigrants rose 

considerably in Portugal (AIMA, 2024). Migrant populations have settled 

especially in coastal, large, metropolitan, urban areas, where economic 

opportunities abound. However, important migrant communities can be found 

further inside the country, in more insulated areas. This migration trend has had 

an important impact on the way Portuguese nationals think about this issue. 

Even though the trope that Portugal was and remains a “country of migrants” 

continues widespread, which legitimizes a welcoming, cosmopolitan approach 

to migration, opposition to it has exponentially risen in recent years. This 

oppositional trend is nowadays openly propagated and mobilized by the far-

right, populist Chega (CH) party, currently the third political force in the 

Portuguese Parliament, leading to growing prejudice, discrimination and 

support to exclusionary politics. The WΙDE Lens survey points to a relationship 

between the area of residence and EEB on immigration. This finding is 

supported by anthropological research, presented elsewhere in the framework 
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of the OppAttune project (D5.1 and D5.2). In effect, we found out through 

ethnographic interviews that those living in large, urban areas are more likely 

to show everyday extremist opinions on the issue, supported by narratives of 

perceived identity clashes, ontological insecurity, as well as anxieties associated 

with deteriorating material conditions (e.g. access to public and welfare 

services; pressure on housing markets and inflation). On the contrary, 

immigration is frequently welcomed in the countryside, as it is seen as a source 

of renewed vitality, especially where access to and the maintenance of key 

public services (e.g. schools; cultural and educational services) depend on the 

existence of newcomers, and where businesses rely heavily on the local 

economy. 

• Younger groups have a greater tendency to develop or accept EEB on 

topics associated with migration. Ethnographic interviews suggest that this 

phenomenon is not as associated with xenophobia as a trait of personality, being 

the role played by material conditions such as welfare chauvinism and perceived 

loss of economic opportunities, a key explanation (see D5.1). Additionally, our 

anthropological research shows that both young and older generations reveal 

some level of ontological insecurity towards migrants, especially in the face of 

the growing change in the migration profile which was traditionally more 

prominent from the Portuguese speaking communities from former colonies – 

perceived as culturally closer to the Portuguese imperial heritage. Cultural and 

religious differences were often singled out as reasons towards stringent 

migration controls, specifically differentiated migration policies according to 

migrants’ countries of origin. This visible change in the migration landscape has 

also been accompanied by perceived issues of public safety mobilized by the 

extreme-right discourses, its acceptance being far more salient in large, urban 

areas. However, young age groups showed greater concern for migration control 

and EEB on material grounds, frequently adopting discourses on “welfare 

chauvinism”, fears of social dumping and risks of inflation (especially on the 

housing market). On the other hand, although older individuals did single out 

material conditions as main concerns and drivers for EEB, they did not adopt a 

similar logic towards migrants but often presented a sympathetic view about 

their plight. Some studies point that trends in intergenerational inequality might 
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account for these differences (Leončikas et al., 2023), as recent economic 

shocks (Subprime financial crisis, Covid-19; inflation and housing crises) have 

a disproportionate effect on younger generations. 

• In the Portuguese context, although economic vulnerability is not a 

predictor of everyday extremist behaviour (EEB), social immobility is. This 

seems to confirm the argument that material conditions are drivers of EEB 

when discursively framed or perceived in terms of social injustice. Although 

the WIDE Lens survey reveals that neither education level nor economic 

vulnerability are directly associated with EEB, beliefs of blocked social 

mobility are found to be positively related to the latter. This finding partially 

confirms the ethnographic research developed in the Portuguese context (see 

D5.1 and 5.2), especially the hypothesis that economic conditions per se are not 

enough to constitute drivers for everyday extremism, something existing 

literature on radicalization and extremism seems to confirm (Franc & Pavlović, 

2023). Income and/or wealth inequality and poverty constitute drivers of EEB 

when they are perceived as unjust or portraited as lost opportunities. This 

argument might be reinforced given the results on the three inequality indicators 

found in the facts sheet, especially concerning income inequality and income 

inequality justification. This might also explain why class identification might 

fail to affect EEB, as individuals considering income or wealth inequality as 

unjust do so in relative terms, i.e. based on their relative position and in relation 

to other wealth groups. This research shows that this was particularly salient in 

younger age groups as well as parents of young adults.  

• It is puzzling to explain the relationship between system justification and 

EEB, even though the role played by nationalism might help advancing 

some hypothesis. Despite the relationship found in the WIDE Lens survey 

between system justification and EEB, overall system justification, i.e. the idea 

that Portuguese society is fair and that individuals get what they deserve, scores 

low. In effect, by disaggregating the indicator into its four components, we can 

notice that the mode for three out of four is 1 (1-7 scale). Furthermore, indicators 

on institutional trust also score low overall, which is also in line with the 

Portuguese ethnographic research. The mediation of nationalism in this process 

might shed some light on the conundrum. In effect, disaggregated data shows 
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that trust in the judicial system and police forces scores higher than other 

institutions, which might explain why high institutional trust positively impacts 

EEB. Since this effect is present only in individuals with a strong national 

identification, this finding might align with ethnographic research, which shows 

that a more pronounced national identity, specifically in individuals espousing 

right-wing, populist discourses, tend to show appreciation for police forces and 

the justice system. However, this would fail to explain the link between overall 

high system justification and EEB. 

 

Description of fact sheets  

 

As with any other survey, sample characteristics can influence results. Therefore, 

these might require a contextualization of sampling and correspondent 

population. On demographics, the survey sample is eschewed towards a younger 

population. Portugal is one of the “oldest” countries in the world (UN, 2023), which 

means the age group above +55 is considerably underrepresented (INE, 2024). A 

similar effect takes place on the percentage of respondents whose main income are 

pensions: Portugal has well over 2 million retirees, which means this population is well 

underrepresented in the survey’s sample. Unemployed individuals are overrepresented 

in the survey, which can influence EEB, especially given the weight of blocked social 

mobility (and intergenerational inequality). It is interesting to highlight that about 10% 

of respondents are non-born Portuguese citizens: this might either be related with the 

legal status of former Portuguese African colonies during the dictatorship period (from 

1951 to 1974), which granted the late “returnees” sons and daughters the status of 

nationals when they were born in these territories; or attests to the recent effects of 

migration in the country, illustrating the weight and impact of crescent migration in the 

country. 

 

In terms of identification, the survey highlights existing trends in Portuguese 

society. National, religious and gender identities score high in the survey, a result which 

is in line with our findings. However, one must underscore that despite large numbers 

in national and religious identification, this does not mean that nationalism and religious 

fervor run rampant in Portuguese society: in effect, many identify with Portuguese 
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nationality on basis of its history and culture without falling into derogatory or 

aggressive stances towards the different other. In terms of religious identity, many 

individuals say they are “Catholics by default”, i.e. they were raised Catholic but are 

mostly lapsed Catholics. 

 

Migration remains an option for many Portuguese-born citizens. Migration 

patterns outside Portugal have always been important. In recent years, these trends have 

intensified when economic conditions worsened. Today, the country’s migration profile 

is moving towards more educated classes, especially young college professionals 

looking for opportunities. Migration of skilled Portuguese workers to EU countries (the 

so-called “brain drain) is today a reality. This is well represented in the survey, 

according to which at least 50% of respondents have thought at least once about leaving 

the country. 

 

The survey demonstrates high levels of anomie. Recent trends in Portuguese politics 

and justice system have brought to the forefront a series of corruption scandals, 

involving large fortunes and top political leaders and officials. This has had a staggering 

effect on anomia levels, which the survey clearly accounts for, and which have also 

been found in the OppAttune ethnographic interviews conducted in the country. 

 

Political efficacy and political trust are low. In line with the previous point, recent 

corruption scandals have negatively impacted the way Portuguese society sees its 

political system. Individuals consider state and governmental institutions as both 

untrustful and inept. This stems from both a lack of trust in elected officials as well as 

on civil servants, at both local and national levels, where a mixture of self-interest, 

corruption and incompetence is presented by many as the cause of their loss of trust on 

political institutions. 

 

Inequality is high and unjust. Economic inequality has plagued the Portuguese 

economy and society for years. The country remains highly unequal, in comparison 

with European partners, across social classes and geographies (Abreu, 2023). 
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Overall assessment of fact sheets 

The facts sheet presents a snapshot of Portuguese society that provides important 

information about how individuals see themselves, others and their political, social and 

economic milieu. Beyond the ordinary precautions one must always have when 

assessing survey data, namely the need to contextualize the findings in each specific 

setting, these findings are deemed as very useful both as a macro-level source about the 

country landscape, as well as for comparative exercises with other countries. 

 

B.9.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age had an effect on all three scenarios of everyday extremist 

behaviours (SoEEB), and area of residence had an effect on SoEEB about immigration 

(following analyses of variance and regression analyses).  

More specifically, regarding climate change, those in the 18-24 age group are more 

inclined to everyday extremist behaviours than all the rest, and those in the 25-34 age 

group are more likely to do so when compared to the 55+ group for the same scenario. 

Regarding immigration, the 18-24 and 25-34 age groups are more inclined to everyday 

extremist behaviour than the 45-54 and 55+ age groups. Regarding vaccination, the 18-

24 and 25-34 age groups are more inclined to everyday extremist behaviours from the 

45-54 and 55+ age groups. The 34-45 age group is also more inclined to everyday 

extremist behaviour than the 55+ group. Moreover, only for the immigration scenario, 

residents of large cities are more willing to engage in everyday extremism than residents 

of smaller cities and towns.  

In conclusion, youngsters seem to be more likely than the older population to endorse 

all three SoEEB, emphasizing the need to explore and address everyday extremism in 

the country due to what can be projected to be a growing trend of radicalization and 

polarized politics. Lastly, big city residents are more inclined to everyday extremist 

behaviour about immigration, pointing to the need to develop context-specific policies 

and educational programs to contribute to deconstruct the narratives leading to these 

behaviours (many of them supported by disinformation or misinformation), as well as 

to reinforce integration policies of migrants in these areas. Finally, it should be noted 

that education and economic vulnerability did not differentiate the levels of everyday 

extremist behaviours in Portugal. 
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B.9.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 10 

Moderated mediation model for Portugal (N=498). 
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of identification for moderating factors.  
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pronounced for those that felt a strong identification with the nation. Moreover, 

although system justification was positively related first to respect for democratic 

principles (the more they believed that the system was just the more they felt that the 

democratic principles were upheld) and second negatively to anomia (the more they 

saw the system as just the less they perceived an anomic state in Portugal) and everyday 

disaffection (the more they believed the system is just the less disaffected they felt with 

everyday life issues) these relationships did not explain the link between system 

justification and EEB. 

In this moderated mediation model, the belief about the possibility of individual social 

mobility was not directly related to EEB, but it was indirectly linked through 

institutional trust. In other words, the more people believed that there is individual 

social mobility the more inclined they were to EEB, because of trust in institutions in 

Portugal. Although individual social mobility beliefs were linked to other disaffection 

variables (democracy and everyday disaffection but not anomia), this did not explain 

the relationship between social mobility beliefs and EEB. However, when people 

believed that social mobility was hindered they would engage in EEB directly without 

the mediation of disaffection variables. 

Finally, class identification had no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection and institutional factors. In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether 

worldviews that sustain the social system (system justification and beliefs about the 

possibility for social mobility) impact on the willingness to express EEB because 

people feel/not feel disaffected. What was found for Portugal is that the more the people 

justify the system the more they are inclined to adopt EEB, because of institutional 

trust, and this finding is observed more strongly for those that identify strongly with the 

nation. This finding indicates that if people, who feel strong connection to the nation, 

believe that the system in Portugal is just and there is institutional trust, they might feel 

empowered to act to defend their position albeit their actions and behaviour might 

continue to polarize and sustain conflict (see items of the Everyday Extremist Scale in 

section A.1).  

Moreover, what is observed is that if people believe that there are opportunities for 

individual mobility, they will engage in EEB because they also trust institutions, 

whereas if they feel that social mobility is blocked, they will do so without any 

mediation. As the opportunity of social mobility is considered a key factor for social 
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cohesion it is important to observe that when people feel constrained to their situation 

without the opportunity for upwards mobility, they might be more likely to engage with 

EEB.  

 

B.9.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Portuguese findings  

The survey provided important insights that align with most of the findings resulting 

from ethnographic research in the country. First, immigration is a key aspect of 

contemporary EEB in Portugal, especially in large urban centers. In addition, we also 

found that anti-migrant rhetoric was more prevalent in younger age groups, both for 

cultural and economic reasons. 

Another key aspect relates to blocked social mobility, and its impact on EEB. In effect, 

in several of our interviews social mobility surfaced as a key concern, which alongside 

political corruption, were articulated as causes for supporting right-wing, populist, anti-

democratic attitudes.  

However, an interesting puzzle emerged: the way system justification breeds high 

institutional trust, and how these reflect positively on EEB, in individuals with high 

national identification. A possible explanation might be that nationalist individuals do 

show a high level of trust and support for certain institutions, especially police forces 

and the justice system. However, it is our argument that these would not score high on 

system justification, but quite contrary. This constitutes an interesting starting point for 

further research. 
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B.10.1. Serbia WIDE Lens survey report executive summary 

This report presents a comprehensive analysis of survey findings for Serbia, offering 

valuable insights into the dynamics of everyday extremism and its underlying socio-

psychological drivers. The report begins by outlining the sample descriptives, providing 

an overview of the demographic and contextual framework of the study. It then delves 

into key findings derived from the WIDE Lens survey data and analysis, highlighting 

critical patterns and trends. The subsequent section examines scenarios of everyday 

extremist behaviour (SoEEB), shedding light on their manifestations and implications. 

Further, the report explores the socio-psychological pathways that contribute to 

everyday extremist behaviour (EEB) and extreme attitudes, emphasizing the factors 

that sustain such behaviour. Finally, the findings are contextualized within Serbia’s 

national backdrop, situating them within the broader socio-political and cultural 

environment. A literature review in the concluding section enriches the analysis by 

connecting the findings to existing scholarship and theoretical frameworks. 

 

B.10.2. Summary of demographics for Serbia 

The sample (N=507) consists of 257 (50.7%) men and 250 (49.3%) women. The mean 

age of participants was 39.83 years and 19.93% of participants were aged between 18 

and 24, 17.9% from 25-34, 24.1% from 35-44, 22.7% from 45-54 and 15.2% were 55 

years old or more. In terms of education, 49.5% of participants were ISCED level 1 

including higher secondary education, and 50.1% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale 

details). Non-tertiary education was not an option in the Serbian context. In terms of 

residence, 43% of participants resided in a big city, 46.7% in a small city or town and 

10.3% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 70% are in paid 

work, 8.3% in education, 11% unemployed, 6.1% retired and 4.5% in housework or 

other arrangements. Most participants (98.8%) are of Serbian citizenship and were born 

in Serbia (89.3%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 74.2% are dependent on wages 

as main household income 6.5% on self-employment, 1.8% on farming, 10.1% on 

pensions, 1.6% on unemployment benefits, 1.2% on other welfare benefits or grants, 

1% on types of investment or property and 3.7% on other sources. Please see Table 20 

below for details and Table 21 for the WIDE survey Serbia panel comparison to 

national statistics. 
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Table 20. Serbia demographics (N=507). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 257 (50.7)   

Female 250 (49.3)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  39.83 (13.10)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  101 (19.9)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  91 (17.9)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  122 (24.1)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  115 (22.7)  

Age group 5 (55+)  77 (15.2)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   251 (49.5) 

ISCED level (4-5)   n/a 

ISCED level (6-9)   254 (50.1) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 218 (43)     

A town or a small city 237 (46.7)     

Countryside/village 52 (10.3)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 355 (70)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  42 (8.3)    

Unemployed  56 (11)    

Retired  31 (6.1)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 23 (4.5)    

Yes/No   
501 (98.8) 

6 (1.2) 

453 (89.3) 

54 (10.7) 
 

Wages or salaries      376 (74.2) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    33 (6.5) 

Income from farming      9 (1.8) 

Pensions      51 (10.1) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      8 (1.6) 

Any other welfare or grants      6 (1.2) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    5 (1) 

Income from other sources      19 (3.7) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 21: Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

Serbia panel 
% RZS1 

Gender Male 50.7 48.6 

 Female 49.3 51.4 

Education2 ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 49.5 76.0 
 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) n/a 16.4 
 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 50.1 7.2 

Age-groups3 18-24 12.8 8.6 

 25-34 10 14.1 

 35-44 20 16.8 

 45-54 28.7 16.9 

 55+ 18.7 43.5 

Residential Area A big city 43 n/a 

 A town or a small city 46.7 n/a 

 Countryside/village 10.3 n/a 

Employment4 In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business) 
70 42.2 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 8.3 7.6 

 Unemployed 11 7.1 

 Retired 6.1 28.0 

 Housework, looking after children or other persons 4.5 8.1 

Citizenship Serbian 98.8 99.5 

Birthplace Serbia 89.3 89.7 

Income source Wages or salaries  74.2 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  6.5 n/a 

 Income from farming  1.8 n/a 
 Pensions  10.1 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  1.6 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  1.2 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  
1 

n/a 

 Income from other sources  3.7 n/a 
1Demographics retrieved from the RZS (National Statistical Authority) for 2022 
2 RZS 2022 (0.4% unknown) 
3 RZS 2022 (% of the adult population)  
4 RZS 2022 (% of working age population; 7.1 % other) 
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B.10.3. Findings for Serbia  

Overall key findings 

• Strong National, Religious, and Gender Identification: Serbian respondents 

display a pronounced attachment to their national, religious, and gender identities, 

which significantly shape their worldview and social positioning. In contrast, 

identification with global and European communities is notably weaker, reflecting 

a more localized or inward-looking perspective. This divergence underscores the 

enduring importance of national and cultural identity in shaping collective attitudes 

within Serbia. 

• Centrist Ideological Orientation: The ideological stance of Serbian respondents 

tends to cluster around the center of the political spectrum, with a mean score of 

4.96 on a scale. Most participants position themselves slightly towards the center 

left. This centrist tendency may reflect a pragmatic or cautious approach to political 

alignment, influenced by Serbia’s historical and socio-political context. 

• Low Institutional Trust: A pervasive distrust in institutions characterizes the 

responses, with political parties, mass media, the national parliament, and the legal 

system receiving the lowest trust ratings. Conversely, higher levels of trust are 

placed in the scientific community and banks, highlighting a dichotomy between 

perceived institutional reliability and systemic political disenchantment. This 

widespread distrust indicates a critical gap in public confidence that affects 

governance and societal cohesion. 

• Economic Vulnerability and Precarity: Economic insecurity emerges as a 

dominant concern among respondents. Nearly one-third report significant difficulty 

living on their current income, and only a small minority (18%) describe their 

financial situation as comfortable. The perception of widespread economic 

struggles is compounded by a strong sense of injustice regarding income inequality, 

with many respondents believing that a substantial portion of the population must 

work multiple jobs to make ends meet. This economic precarity is not only a source 

of individual stress but also a potential driver of broader societal discontent. 

• Challenges in Measuring Populist Tendencies: The ExPop (Extremist/Populist 

Scale, please refer to section A.1 for details) measure’s reliability in Serbia is called 

into question due to the country’s unique political landscape, characterized by 

restricted democratic processes and a lack of free and fair elections. Citizens’ 
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responses to questions about political systems and leaders likely reflect systemic 

distrust and dissatisfaction rather than distinct populist or extremist tendencies. This 

structural reality complicates the interpretation of the measure, as it may fail to 

capture nuanced attitudes towards populism within this specific context. The recent 

wave of student protests in Serbia further underscores these complexities. 

Widespread demonstrations, fueled by grievances over government corruption, 

institutional failures, and political repression, illustrate the depth of public 

disillusionment with the current system. Protesters have voiced frustration with the 

ruling party’s dominance over media and political institutions, reinforcing the 

notion that populist attitudes in Serbia may be more reflective of democratic deficits 

rather than ideological extremism. The protests also highlight how public dissent is 

shaped by broader concerns over governance, rule of law, and civic participation 

rather than traditional left- or right-wing populism. This evolving political climate 

suggests that expressions of populist sentiment may be less about ideological 

alignment and more about resistance to an unresponsive and entrenched political 

elite. 

• Moderate Extremist Tendencies: While support for extreme tactics across 

domains like climate change, vaccination, and immigration remains moderate, these 

issues nonetheless represent potential fault lines of societal tension. Their presence 

highlights areas that warrant ongoing monitoring and proactive engagement to 

prevent further polarization or escalation into extremist behaviour. 

Description of fact sheets  

 

The demographic data indicates that respondents are slightly older and highly educated, 

with a notable proportion holding tertiary education. This may influence their 

perspectives on institutional trust and beliefs regarding social mobility. On the one 

hand, people show moderate support for the idea that individual effort leads to success, 

although responses are spread across a range from strong disagreement to strongly 

agree. On the other hand, there is a stronger belief in societal barriers for lower-class 

individuals, indicating that many respondents perceive significant limitations on social 

mobility. The data reflects a moderate belief in moral principles and fairness in society, 

with notable support for rewarding contribution and respecting diversity. However, 
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there is considerable concern about inequality and the presence of economic elites, 

indicating a perceived gap between ideals and the reality of social structures.  

The data suggests a belief in hidden activities and surveillance, especially regarding 

personal data and global dominance theories. However, there is also considerable 

neutrality or skepticism, indicating mixed views on conspiracy theories in Serbia. 

Additionally, the data shows a slight negative correlation between belief in conspiracy 

theories, particularly those involving hidden control and general conspiracy mentality, 

and institutional trust. This suggests that while there is some skepticism, it is not 

strongly tied to distrust in institutions across all types of conspiracy beliefs. Moreover, 

previous research indicates that in Serbia, individuals with lower levels of education 

and at an older age tend to have higher trust in institutions, which may explain the weak 

negative correlation found in this survey. Unlike Western contexts, where conspiracy 

beliefs are often linked to lower institutional trust, in Serbia, trust in the ruling political 

establishment might coexist with belief in certain conspiracy theories, especially among 

those who support the current government. 

Serbian respondents exhibit strong ties to their national, religious, and gender identities, 

while global and European identification holds lesser importance. Their ideological 

positioning is centrist, with the majority identifying closer to the center-left, reflecting 

a moderate political stance. A moderate self-assessment on the social ladder suggests 

relative contentment or acceptance of one's social position. 

Disaffection with the political system in Serbia is high, fueled by widespread 

perceptions of corruption, incompetence, and self-interest among politicians. While 

skepticism about elections persists, there is a strong belief in the potential for a capable 

leader to bring about meaningful change. The perception of politics as a zero-sum game 

reflects a sense of division and competition within the political landscape. While 

institutional trust in Serbia is low, respondents place relatively higher trust in the 

scientific community and banks, while political parties, mass media, and the legal 

system rank among the least trusted. Economic vulnerability is widespread, with nearly 

one-third of respondents struggling to live on their current income and a strong 

perception of unjustified income inequality. Populist and extremist tendencies are 

moderated by Serbia’s unique political context, where systemic distrust in institutions 

overshadows traditional indicators of populism and extremism. Nonetheless, issues 
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such as climate change, vaccination, and immigration remain potential flashpoints for 

societal tension. 

The Serbian data reveals three main insights. First, a strong identification with national, 

religious, and gender identities dominates over global or European connections, 

reflecting the country’s distinct cultural and ideological landscape. Second, economic 

vulnerability and perceived income inequality emphasize a pervasive sense of financial 

insecurity, with institutional trust concentrated in non-political entities like science and 

banks, while political parties, mass media, and the legal system face widespread 

distrust. Third, the population exhibits moderated populist and extremist tendencies, 

highlighting societal tensions around global challenges such as climate change, 

immigration, and vaccination. These dynamics illustrate a complex interplay of 

identity, economic challenges, and societal concerns shaping public attitudes in Serbia. 

The Serbian population’s relationship with its political system is marked by profound 

disillusionment. A significant portion of citizens perceives the system as undemocratic, 

with elections viewed as neither free nor fair and widespread corruption and 

incompetence among politicians fueling systemic distrust. In line with the country’s 

post-communist legacy and political culture, there remains a strong belief in the 

potential for capable leadership to bypass systemic inefficiencies and bring about 

meaningful change. Broader dissatisfaction is compounded by perceptions of 

unjustified income disparities, which limit social mobility and deepen public 

frustration. Furthermore, moderate openness to conspiracy beliefs, particularly 

regarding surveillance and global control, underscores the erosion of trust in democratic 

structures and established information sources. 

 

Ambivalence Toward Social Mobility and Meritocracy 

Public perceptions of social mobility in Serbia reveal a complex ambivalence that 

underscores the tension between individual effort and structural barriers. On one hand, 

there is cautious optimism, as evidenced by a moderate belief that hard work can lead 

to success. This reflects a lingering hope in personal agency and the potential for 

upward mobility. On the other hand, this optimism is eclipsed by a more pervasive 

skepticism toward meritocracy. Respondents show stronger agreement with the 

sentiment that "if one does not come from the upper classes, even if qualified, he/she 

will not succeed." This indicates a widespread perception that privileged connections 
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and socio-economic status, rather than merit, are the true determinants of success. This 

skepticism reflects deeper frustrations with systemic inequalities and perceived 

structural barriers that constrain opportunities for social advancement. These attitudes 

align with broader regional patterns in Southeast Europe, where entrenched socio-

economic hierarchies are seen as significant obstacles to mobility. The findings suggest 

that while some individuals retain hope in meritocratic ideals, many view the system as 

inherently biased, fostering a sense of disillusionment and stagnation. This duality 

highlights the need for policies and initiatives that address these structural barriers and 

rebuild public trust in the possibility of fair and equitable social mobility. 

 

Conflicted Relationship with Globalization and European Integration 

The relatively low scores for global identification, contrasted with high national and 

regional attachments, suggest a more insular view of identity among Serbian 

respondents. This sentiment aligns with theories of the "local turn" in identity, which 

argue that, in response to globalization and migration, individuals increasingly find 

their identity in local and national affiliations rather than global ones (Escobar, 2001; 

Robertson, 1995). While Serbia has historically been connected to broader international 

engagement, particularly in the context of European integration, in the past three 

decades, it has faced political and economic isolation, the failure of EU accession, and 

the challenges associated with societal transformation. These circumstances likely 

contribute to the diminished sense of identification with global and European values, 

instead strengthening national and local affiliations. This shift may also be a reaction 

to global uncertainties, economic hardships, and perceived cultural threats within the 

context of European integration and globalization. This trend aligns with the rise of 

populist and protectionist attitudes, reflecting a desire to safeguard national interests 

and identity in the face of pervasive globalization. 

 

Extreme Behaviour and Conspiracy Beliefs in Key Social Issues 

The data on SoEEB such as climate change, immigration, and vaccination reveal key 

insights. While the overall endorsement of EEB remains moderate, there is a notable 

readiness to engage in more extreme behaviour in these areas. This willingness to 

promote personal views and organize events on climate change, immigration, and 

vaccination is particularly striking, especially when compared to more subdued 
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responses to other issues. These findings suggest that in areas deeply tied to identity, 

health, and the environment—issues often characterized by polarized and highly 

charged public discourse—respondents are more inclined to challenge mainstream 

narratives and adopt more visible and active forms of advocacy. This trend indicates a 

potential susceptibility to the influence of divisive rhetoric and misinformation, 

especially in contexts where these issues are politically sensitive. 

 

Gender and Class as Key Identity Anchors 

The strong identification with gender and the moderate identification with social class 

underscores the significance of these dimensions in Serbian society. While gender 

identity is particularly prominent, reflecting global trends in gender equality, class 

identity appears somewhat less central. This may suggest that issues of gender equality 

resonate more strongly in public discourse, while class struggles, although important, 

do not evoke the same level of collective identification. Social policies addressing 

gender and class inequalities are likely to align with the population’s sense of self, with 

gender-related policies potentially garnering more attention. 

 

Political Alienation and the Rise of Populist Sentiments 

Political alienation emerges as a significant theme among respondents, reflecting a 

profound disconnection from the political and social systems meant to represent them. 

This sense of alienation fosters instability and a perceived lack of control over political 

processes, contributing to feelings of anomie. Such sentiments often erode trust in 

existing institutions, creating a vacuum where individuals are more likely to turn to 

alternatives that challenge the status quo or promise transformative change. Despite a 

relatively low level of political efficacy—where many feel their voices are not 

impactful, there remains a notable degree of political engagement and dissatisfaction 

among respondents. This engagement, driven by a deep desire for systemic change, 

reveals that political apathy is not absolute but rather it coexists with frustration and 

discontent. Moderate support for democratic values is evident, yet opinions are clearly 

divided on how effectively these values are realized in practice. For some, democracy 

remains an ideal, while for others, its perceived shortcomings fuel cynicism. These 

dynamics provide fertile ground for the growth of populist or anti-establishment 

sentiments. Populist leaders, often positioning themselves as the “voice of the people,” 
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appeal to those disillusioned by traditional political structures and institutions. This 

alignment of frustration and hope for alternative solutions underscores the complexity 

of political alienation, where dissatisfaction with the current system drives both 

disengagement and the pursuit of new political narratives that promise empowerment 

and change. 

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

While the gender distribution in the sample is balanced, the age distribution shows a 

skew towards middle-aged respondents, with younger (18-24) and older (55+) groups 

being underrepresented. The education levels are nearly equally split between low to 

middle and high education groups, but the large proportion of highly educated 

individuals (50%) could introduce bias, particularly in research on attitudes and 

opinions. This could lead to overrepresentation of perspectives from more educated 

individuals and underrepresentation of those from lower educational backgrounds. 

Additionally, reliability concerns of the extremist and populist attitudes scale may 

impact the reliability of the findings. Aspects measured in the scale should be 

considered independently so as not to influence the accuracy and interpretation of the 

results. This approach should be kept in mind when interpreting the data, particularly 

regarding generalized claims about the entire Serbian population. 

The findings reveal that Serbian respondents demonstrate a strong sense of national, 

religious, and gender identification, while European and global affiliations are less 

pronounced. Despite the sample being skewed towards the highly educated and younger 

and middle-aged populations – groups generally more inclined towards global or 

European identities – the levels of European and global identification remain notably 

low. This reflects a broader cultural and political tendency toward local and national 

ties rather than external or supranational ones. The ideological positioning of 

respondents is centrist, with a notable lean toward the center-left, suggesting a moderate 

political orientation. Despite a sense of contentment with personal social mobility, there 

is a marked skepticism toward the meritocratic system, with respondents perceiving 

significant barriers for individuals outside of privileged classes to succeed. 

Economic vulnerability and distrust in political institutions are pervasive, with many 

respondents expressing frustration over income inequality and institutional 

inefficiency. This disconnects from the political system, coupled with moderate 
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openness to populist and extremist attitudes, points to a deeply polarized and 

disillusioned public. However, these tendencies appear to be influenced by the 

structural context of Serbia’s political environment, where systemic distrust 

overshadows more traditional forms of populist sentiment. 

The Serbian case reflects a complex interplay between identity, economic insecurity, 

and political alienation. While respondents show low trust in political institutions, they 

exhibit stronger trust in non-political entities such as the scientific community and 

financial institutions. Issues like climate change, immigration, and vaccination remain 

potential sources of societal tension, with moderate support for radical tactics indicating 

a readiness to challenge mainstream views on these matters. This suggests a growing 

susceptibility to divisive rhetoric in politically sensitive areas, particularly as Serbia 

continues to navigate its non-democratic political landscape and ongoing challenges 

with European integration. 

Ultimately, these findings underscore the importance of contextualizing public attitudes 

in Serbia within its unique political and social realities. The weak correlation between 

conspiracy beliefs and institutional trust points to a different dynamic than observed in 

Western contexts, where distrust in institutions often correlates with conspiracy 

theories. In Serbia, trust in the political establishment can coexist with conspiracy 

beliefs, particularly among those aligned with the current regime. These findings 

emphasize the need for a nuanced understanding of how identity, political 

dissatisfaction, and economic insecurity converge in shaping public opinion. 

 

B.10.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that only age influenced everyday extremist behaviours in all three 

scenarios (following analyses of variance and regression analyses).   

More specifically, the two age groups of 18-24 and 25-34 are more likely to endorse 

everyday extremist behaviour about the issue of climate change. Moreover, those 

between 18 and 24 are more likely to endorse everyday extremist behaviour compared 

to all other age groups about issues relevant to immigration. Lastly, those aged 18 to 24 

are more inclined to everyday extremist behaviours than those aged 35 or more, and 

those aged 25 to 34 are more inclined to everyday extremist behaviours only when 

compared to the 55+ age group about issues relevant to vaccination.  
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In conclusion, the youngest are the most likely to endorse everyday extremist 

behaviours on all three issues of climate change, immigration and vaccination. In Serbia 

the youngest age group is the most prone to everyday extremist behaviour in all 

scenarios, followed by the 25-34 age group for climate change and vaccination. 

Notably, education, residential area and economic vulnerability did not differentiate 

levels of everyday extremist behaviour in Serbia. 

 

B.10.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 11 

Moderated mediation model for Serbia (N=507). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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The more the people in Serbia (Figure 11 above) justified the system the more they 

display everyday extremist behaviour (EEB) because they trust the institutions. 

This positive effect is observed only for high social class identifiers when class 

identification is considered. However, when national identification is considered, this 

positive effect is reversed. That is, for low national identifiers, the more they justify 

the system the less they are inclined in EEB because they trust institutions. 

The relationship between system justification and EEB was also positively mediated 

by beliefs that democracy is upheld. The more people justified the system in Serbia, 

the more they would engage in EEB because they felt that democratic principles were 

upheld. 

The relationship between Beliefs about Individual Social Mobility and EEB was 

positively mediated by democracy and institutional trust. The more people believed 

in individual mobility, the more they were inclined to EEB because they also believed 

that democratic rights were upheld and because they trusted the institutions. 

This finding concerning institutional trust had a different effect when national and class 

identifications were considered. This positive effect was observed only for those that 

identify strongly with their nation and was reversed for those who do not identify 

with their social class. Therefore, the more those highly identifying with the nation 

believe in individual mobility, the more inclined they are to EEB, because they trust the 

institutions in Serbia, whereas those who did not identify with their social class they 

would be less likely to engage in EEB because they trust institutions. 

Moreover, the more the people feel that individual mobility is blocked the more 

they will engage in EEB. This relationship, however, is not explained by the 

disaffection variables, despite the existence of positive simple correlations with anomie 

and everyday disaffection. 

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether worldviews that sustain the social system 

(system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) would wage 

an impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel (or not) disaffected. 

What we found for Serbia is that the more the people justify the system the more they 

will engage in EEB, because they trust the institutions in Serbia, and this effect is 

stronger for those with high class identification. However, when national identification 
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is considered, the positive relationship between system justification and EEB becomes 

negative.  

The findings highlight a paradox within Serbian society: those who justify the 

system tend to display more EEB due to their trust in institutions, but this effect 

varies significantly depending on whether their identification is based on class or 

national identity. The ongoing political and social climate in Serbia provides important 

context for understanding this dynamic. Serbia operates under a hybrid regime, where 

formal democratic structures exist but are systematically undermined by restricted 

political competition, media control, and clientelist networks. Over the past decade, 

citizens have witnessed government centralization, suppression of dissent, and a 

shrinking space for political opposition. This has created a paradoxical situation in 

which those who justify the system may be actively participating in its flaws rather than 

challenging them. Individuals with high class identification tend to benefit from these 

structures—either economically or socially—leading them to reinforce system-

justifying behaviour, even if they exhibit intolerance or exclusionary attitudes in 

everyday life. 

The reversal of the relationship when national identity is a moderating factor suggests 

that strong national identification fosters a different kind of institutional trust—one that 

is more collective and less rooted in personal economic standing. Unlike class-based 

identification, which reinforces elite power structures, national identification may 

encourage a broader sense of belonging and responsibility toward societal cohesion. 

Those with strong national identification, who also justify the system may see 

institutions as protectors of national unity rather than self-serving bureaucracies, 

reducing their inclination toward everyday extremism. The ongoing 2024/25 student 

protests further illustrate these tensions. Many protesters reject systemic justifications, 

viewing government institutions as unresponsive and corrupt. This group, often 

composed of younger, educated individuals, exhibits low trust in institutions and strong 

civic engagement—which may reduce their likelihood of engaging in everyday 

extremist behaviors. Conversely, individuals that continue to justify the system, despite 

widespread protests and governance failures, may experience cognitive dissonance. To 

reconcile their institutional trust with evident system failures, they might externalize 

frustrations through social intolerance and extremist rhetoric in daily interactions. 
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Serbia’s growing economic inequality further deepens these divides. Those identifying 

strongly with their social class—particularly middle and upper classes who perceive 

themselves as economically secure—are more likely to defend the system because it 

preserves their status. At the same time, those who experience economic hardship but 

still justify the system may turn to scapegoating vulnerable groups (e.g., migrants, 

opposition activists) as a way to explain societal failures. 

The Serbian media landscape is highly polarized, with pro-government outlets 

reinforcing narratives that justify systemic inequalities while simultaneously framing 

opposition groups, protesters, and marginalized communities as threats. Individuals 

who consume state-aligned media are more likely to trust institutions, justify the 

system, and express exclusionary attitudes toward out-groups, aligning with the 

observed increase in everyday extremist behaviors. 

Moreover, another finding is that if people believe that there are opportunities for 

individual mobility they will engage in EEB because they trust institutions if they are 

strong identifiers with the nation and will not engage in EEB because they trust 

institutions if they are low class identifiers. In addition, if they feel that social mobility 

is blocked, they will be inclined to engage in EEB. As the opportunity of social mobility 

is considered a key factor for social cohesion it is important to observe that when people 

feel constrained to their situation without the opportunity for upwards mobility, they 

might be more likely to engage with EEB. 

 

B.10.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Serbia findings  

The findings from this study reveal a complex interplay between social, political, and 

economic factors shaping attitudes towards everyday extremist behaviours (EEB) in 

Serbia. While age and economic vulnerability play significant roles in shaping 

individuals' propensity to endorse extremist views, it is crucial to understand how these 

factors interact with Serbia’s unique political environment. 

One of the critical contextual factors is the political landscape in Serbia, where a 

populist, undemocratic government has maintained significant support among certain 

demographic groups, particularly among the elderly and less educated populations. The 

ruling party's populist rhetoric has been instrumental in consolidating power, portraying 

the system as just and fair despite widespread political discontent and institutional 
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failure. This has created a paradox where many citizens who experience economic 

vulnerability and social exclusion still maintain a sense of support for the system, due 

in large part to the manipulative and highly effective messaging promoted by the 

government. As a result, even in the face of growing extremism, many individuals still 

align with the government's narrative, particularly those with a lower level of education 

and the elderly, groups that have consistently shown high support for the ruling party. 

Furthermore, the study reveals the role of social mobility in shaping attitudes toward 

extremism. While blocked mobility is linked to an increased likelihood of engaging in 

extremist behaviors, the inequality in Serbia's political system plays a substantial role. 

The country operates under a hybrid regime in which opposition parties do not have 

equal access to the political resources, media, and institutional support needed to 

challenge the ruling party. This un-level playing field hampers the development of a 

truly democratic process and fuels public cynicism. It is in this context that political 

trust – or the lack thereof – becomes a crucial factor. While those who justify the system 

as fair tend to trust its institutions, this trust is not evenly distributed and is weaker 

among those who feel alienated or oppressed by the current system. The younger 

generations, particularly those aged 18-24 and 25-34, are disproportionately affected 

by this environment. These groups are more likely to engage in everyday extremist 

behaviors related to issues like climate change, immigration, and vaccination. This 

tendency is exacerbated by the political disenchantment of youth, who feel politically 

marginalized and excluded from meaningful participation in democratic processes. As 

political alienation increases, so does the inclination to embrace extreme positions, 

especially in response to the government's failure to address key issues such as social 

inequality, economic vulnerability, and environmental concerns. 

The recent wave of student-led protests in Serbia, sparked by grievances over systemic 

corruption and governance failures, exemplifies a broader trend of youth political 

engagement in response to institutional disillusionment. Triggered by a series of 

crises—including a fatal roof collapse in Novi Sad and a deadly fire in a privately-run 

retirement home—these protests have evolved into a nationwide movement demanding 

accountability and structural reform (the Guardian, 2024)13. The momentum has been 

underscored by major events such as January 24, 2025, general strike and the 

 
13 https://www.theguardian.com/world/serbia 
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subsequent 24-hour blockade of Belgrade’s Autokomanda junction (the Guardian, 

2025)14. 

These protests highlight a significant shift in youth political participation, reinforcing 

existing research on political alienation and its relationship with extremism. Studies 

suggest that when democratic institutions fail to offer meaningful avenues for 

engagement, disenchanted youth are more likely to either disengage entirely or adopt 

more radicalized stances (Mudde, 2019; Inglehart & Norris, 2017). The Serbian case 

demonstrates how restricted democratic processes—where opposition parties struggle 

for equal political representation—contribute to widespread skepticism and 

dissatisfaction. The resignation of Prime Minister Miloš Vučević in response to 

mounting protest pressure indicates the growing influence of civic activism, yet it also 

raises concerns about the persistence of structural issues that limit long-term political 

change (the Guardian, 2025). 

Furthermore, the violent incidents accompanying these demonstrations, including 

targeted attacks on protesters by ruling party activists and car-related assaults, reveal a 

climate of polarization and heightened tensions. These dynamics align with studies on 

contentious politics, where perceived governmental inaction and repression can fuel 

cycles of protest and counter-protest (Tarrow, 2011; Della Porta, 2013). The Serbian 

protests, therefore, represent not only a challenge to the existing political order but also 

an indicator of deeper societal fractures that, if unaddressed, could escalate into further 

radicalization among disenfranchised groups. 

This movement must be contextualized within broader discussions on youth 

mobilization, political trust, and systemic accountability. While student protests 

historically serve as catalysts for democratic renewal, their effectiveness depends on 

the state's response and the ability to channel civic engagement into sustainable political 

reform (Meyer & Tarrow, 1998). In Serbia’s case, the protests signal both a demand for 

justice and a warning sign of continued political volatility, emphasizing the urgent need 

for institutional reforms that restore public trust and mitigate the conditions fostering 

political extremism. 

The study reveals a complex dynamic between system justification, institutional trust, 

and extremist behaviors in Serbia. Individuals who perceive the system as fair and 

 
14 https://www.theguardian.com/world/serbia 
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justify its structures are paradoxically more likely to engage in extremist behaviours. 

This relationship is particularly pronounced among those who identify more strongly 

with their social class than with their national identity. While these individuals tend to 

trust institutions, their actions often contribute to societal polarization and conflict. 

This trust in institutions is paradoxical. It exists alongside widespread disillusionment 

with the democratic process and skepticism about traditional political structures' ability 

to represent citizens' needs. This dynamic reflects a deep tension between a surface-

level acceptance of the system and underlying frustrations that might fuel extremist 

tendencies. 

The findings highlight the critical role of Serbia’s political and institutional context in 

shaping factors that contribute to extremism. The country’s populist, undemocratic 

government, coupled with unequal access to resources and political power, creates 

fertile ground for extremist ideologies to flourish. This is particularly evident among 

individuals who feel politically excluded or economically vulnerable. 

To address these risks, it is essential to tackle the root causes of polarization and 

extremism. Key priorities include improving social mobility, restoring faith in 

democratic processes, and reforming political systems to ensure inclusiveness and 

fairness. By addressing these structural issues, Serbia can create a more resilient society 

and reduce the appeal of extremist ideologies. 
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B.11.1. Sweden WIDE Lens survey executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for Sweden. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background. 

 

B.11.2. Summary of demographics for Sweden 

The sample (N=500) consists of 254 (50.8%) men, 246 (49.2%) women. Mean age of 

participants was 45.35 years and 11.2% of participants were aged between 18 and 24, 

20.2% from 25-34, 18% from 35-44, 19.2% from 45-54 and 31.4% were 55 years old 

or more. In terms of education, 2.8% of participants were ISCED level 1, 26% were 

ISCED level 2 and 71.2% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of 

residence, 35.2% of participants resided in a big city, 43% in a small city or town and 

18.8% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 68.4% are in 

paid work, 4.2% in education, 9.6% unemployed, 15.8% retired and 2% in housework 

or other arrangements. Most participants (96.4%) are of Swedish citizenship and were 

born in Sweden (84.2%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 69.8% are dependent 

on wages as the main household income, 2.2% on self-employment, 1% on farming, 

15.6% on pensions, 4.8% on unemployment benefits, 3.4% on other welfare benefits or 

grants, 1.2% on types of investment or property and 2% on other sources. Please see 

Table 22 below for details. 

The Swedish sample was reasonably representative of the total population on several 

variables, including gender and employment (with most of the sample in paid work, 

alongside a representative proportion of unemployed individuals). However, the sample 

was over-educated, with 71% of participants holding the highest levels of education 

compared to 42% of the national population. Age representation was not perfect, 

showing mild over-representation of 18–24-year-olds and greater over-sampling of 35–

44 and 45–55-year-olds, while other age categories were slightly under-sampled. 

Residential area representation was reasonably comparable, particularly for individuals 

living in big cities. However, other aspects of this variable were less representative, 
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possibly due to Statistics Sweden’s definition of an urban area as including towns with 

a population of 200 or more. It remains unclear whether respondents share the same 

perceptions of their residential areas. The sample was also oversampled for both 

citizenship and birthplace. Unfortunately, reliable national-level information on income 

sources was not available for comparison. For details on sample representativeness 

please see Table 23 below. 

 

  

Table 22. Sweden Demographics (N=500). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 254 (50.8)   

Female 246 (49.2)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  45.35 (15.57)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  56 (11.2)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  101 (20.2)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  90 (18)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  96 (19.2)  

Age group 5 (55+)  157 (31.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   14 (2.8) 

ISCED level (4-5)   130 (26) 

ISCED level (6-9)   356 (71.2) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 212 (42.4)     

A town or a small city 192 (38.4)     

Countryside/village 96 (19.2)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 342 (68.4)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  21 (4.2)    

Unemployed  48 (9.6)    

Retired  79 (15.8)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 10 (2)    

Yes/No   
482 (96.4) 

18 (3.6) 

421 (84.2) 

79 (15.8) 
 

Wages or salaries      349 (69.8) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    11 (2.2) 

Income from farming      5 (1) 

Pensions      78 (15.6) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      24 (4.8) 

Any other welfare or grants      17 (3.4) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    6 (1.2) 

Income from other sources      10 (2) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 



 

Page 184 of 242 

 

 

  

Table 23. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics  
Sample Representativeness  

    % WIDE Lens survey  

Swedish panel  

% 

SCB1  

Gender  Male 50.8  50.4  

  Female  49.2  49.6  

Education  ISCED 1-3 (level 1)  2.8  122  

  ISCED 4-5 (level 2)  26  462  

  ISCED 6-9 (level 3)  71.2  422   

Age-groups  18-24  15.57  9.2  

  25-34  11.2  13.3  

  35-44  20  12.2  

  45-54  18  12.1  

  55+  31.4  33.2  

Residential Area  A big city  42.4  40  

  A town or a small city  38.4  48  

  Countryside/village  19.2  12  

Employment  In paid work (employee, self-employed, working for 

your family business)  
68.4  683 

  In education (not paid for by employer)  4.2  n/a  

  Unemployed  9.6  7  

  Retired  15.8  8  

  Housework, looking after children or other persons  2  7  

Citizenship  Swedish  96.4  82  

Birthplace  Sweden  84.2  79.4  

Income source  Wages or salaries   69.8  n/a  

  Income from self-employment (excluding farming)   2.2  n/a  

  Income from farming   1  1.92 

  Pensions   15.6  n/a  

  Unemployment/redundancy benefit   4.8  n/a  

  Any other welfare or grants   3.4  n/a  

  Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property   
1.2  n/a  

  Income from other sources   2.5  n/a  

Demographics retrieved from SCB (Statistics Sweden) for 2023 

Data for age group 25-64   
ELSTAT % of total labor force for 2023 
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B.11.3. Findings for Sweden  

Overall key findings  

• System justification influences everyday extremist behaviour (EEB) through 

institutional trust, beliefs about democratic rights and reduced anomie. People 

who felt that the system is just were more inclined in EEB because they trusted the 

institutions. On the contrary, the more they believed that the system was just they 

were less inclined in EEB because they felt that democratic rights were upheld and 

that their society was not anomic.  However, when social class identification is 

low, system justification amplifies EEB, suggesting that individuals detached from 

class identity may be more susceptible to system-driven behaviors. 

• Obstructed social mobility beliefs are positively related to EEB because of 

anomie. The more people in Sweden believe that individual mobility is obstructed, 

the more inclined they are to EEB, because they believe that Swedish society is 

anomic. 

• Beliefs in individual mobility have a dual effect: fostering institutional trust and 

reducing EEB among those with weaker national identification, while 

simultaneously increasing perceptions of anomia and EEB in other contexts. 

• Higher national identification links institutional trust to EEB, while weaker 

national identification reduces EEB through institutional trust. 

• Economic inequality is acknowledged by respondents, with income disparities 

perceived as unjust. Despite this, these perceptions are not directly linked to EEB. 

The majority of participants reported financial stability, with only a minority 

experiencing economic difficulty. 

• Younger individuals and those living in big cities are more inclined toward EEB, 

while older participants and those in smaller towns or rural areas are less inclined. 

Additionally, greater economic comfort correlates with a higher likelihood of 

endorsing EEB. 

• Means on the EEB scale varied depending on the type of behavior described. More 

aggressive or disruptive actions, such as trolling or gaslighting, received lower 

legitimacy scores, while constructive or participatory actions, such as political 

engagement, were rated as more legitimate, aligning with democratic norms. 
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Description of fact sheets 

 

Descriptives showed that the sample tended towards middle age, with 31.4% of the total 

population being 55 years or older. Additionally, the sample was heavily skewed 

towards being highly educated, with 71.2% of the total population having level 3 

ISCED education indicating an education level between tertiary short cycle to doctoral 

or an equivalent. Housing type of participants was mostly split between big cities 

(35.2%) and small cities or towns (43%). The vast majority of participants held paid 

work (68.4%), possessed Swedish citizenship (96.4%), were born in Sweden (84.2%), 

and were dependent on wages as their main household income (69.8%). Taken together, 

this indicates that the sample is largely well-educated, older people, living in non-rural 

areas, who are currently working and living in the country in which they were born and 

have citizenship too. 

Regarding worldviews, across all five domains, participants held quite moderate views. 

The question which garnered the highest mean (‘Orthodox’) dealt with themes of social 

control, respect for fellow individuals, and community. The wording within the 

question reflects a set of unwritten social modesty codes in the Scandinavian context 

often referred to as ‘Jantelagen’ or ‘The Law of Jante’ which discourage individual 

success in lieu of egalitarian norms (Cappelen & Dahlberg, 2017). Jantelagen is used 

colloquially to describe societal expectations that prioritize humility and equality, 

highlighting the influence of these norms on contemporary Swedish culture.  

These cultural sensibilities and normative social codes were reflected in many answers 

from participants. Differences between open and closed social mobility views is one 

example. ‘Closed border’ views, or the belief that originating from an upper class would 

guarantee success were low. However, ‘open border’ views, or those promoting that 

hard work would lead to success were much higher overall. Further, social order views 

also seemed to indicate egalitarianism with highest being ‘sociostructural equality’, 

which dealt with themes like exploitation by elites and general social inequality. 

Representations of an ideal society as one fostering positive diversity were also high, 

again suggesting equality between members of society. The other two subscales of 

‘moral order’ and ‘free market’ received moderate but not low support. Social 

dominance orientation followed these trends with overall low acceptance. These 

findings align with previous results, reinforcing the idea that Swedish participants 
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generally favor egalitarian and moderate perspectives. The descriptive data support the 

notion of an internalized Swedish self-image as a democratic and egalitarian society 

(Heino, 2009). 

Participants perceive themselves in the middle of the social ladder. Upon closer 

examination, social ladder scores were associated with educational level, indicating that 

more educated persons placed themselves on higher rungs of the ladder.   

System Justification (SJ) views were generally low. This indicates that participants 

tended to not view society as fair or functioning at its highest political potential. 

Younger participants were likely to have moderate SJ views, while all other age groups 

tended to have similar scores to the average of the total population. Men held higher 

scores for SJ compared to women, also this difference was small. SJ was similar across 

educational levels as well.  

Overall, Swedish participants indicated low to moderate beliefs in conspiracy theories. 

‘Conflict/control’ and ‘Mentality’ subscales had the highest means and these were 

modest, while acceptance of the ‘General’ conspiracies was overall on the lower side.  

Overall, the sample tended to be moderate in its levels of institutional trust. 

Institutional trust is a composite variable constructed via the measurement of trust 

across 9 domains. There was a small range of trust scores, with mass media and political 

parties receiving the lowest levels of trust. Conversely, the police and the scientific 

community received the highest ones.  

Moderate views were found on a variety of variables including dimensions and 

functions of democracy, political efficacy, and voicing political opinions. These 

findings suggest that the sample generally holds a balanced and moderate level of 

confidence in these domains, reflecting neither strong cynicism nor unwavering trust. 

Similarly, everyday disaffection was moderately low, indicating low levels of 

disaffection. Perceived anomie was moderate suggesting that participants moderately 

affirmed items which dealt with the dissolution of the social fabric and the collages of 

social norms. Extremist and populist attitudes were also moderate within the sample.   

Everyday extremism scale (EES) scores for the Swedish sample, on the whole, were 

low. This indicates that participants did not feel that everyday extremist behaviours 

(EEB) were legitimate ways of dealing with societal problems. The three scenarios of 

everyday extreme behaviour (SoEEB) also presented low levels of acceptance. This is 

consistent with the EEB levels and suggests that the SoEEB were less likely to evoke 
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EEB within the sample. Exploration of the individual items of the scale, outside of the 

scenarios, revealed a pattern: for the Swedish sample, the more aggressive or disruptive 

EEB, such as gaslighting or disturbing events, had lower scores. Whereas the more 

constructive or participatory EEB, such as becoming active in politics, had higher 

scores. The latter EEB might have been perceived by participants as ‘constructive 

engagement’ techniques which could have aligned with democratic norms (Heino, 

2009).  

Items dealing with inequality had a range of responses. Participants felt the range of 

income differences within Sweden were moderately high and they tended to believe 

that these differences were not justified. However, most respondents were unclear on 

whether they knew individuals working two jobs to make ends meet. This suggests that 

despite mild views towards economic inequality and feelings of unfairness, individuals 

in the sample were less likely to directly perceive work precarity. The measure of 

economic vulnerability showed that the majority of participants (42%) were coping 

with their income, compared to (23.8%) who were living comfortably and (24.4%) who 

found it difficult to live on their present income. This means that 65.8% of the total 

sample was reasonably living on their salaries. Considering the high employment rate 

and educational level of the sample, coupled with higher age, these metrics are perhaps 

unsurprising.  

In terms of political affiliation, the sample on average skewed slightly towards the 

right. This suggests the sample was comprised of both left and right-learning 

individuals, despite a small tendency towards more right-leaning politics.  

Several items assessed participants' levels of identification across different dimensions. 

Class, European and global identification was moderately low. Regional and 

religious identification was slightly higher, while national identification was a bit 

higher. The highest levels of identification were reported for ethnicity and gender. 

However, none of these dimensions demonstrated exceedingly high levels of 

identification. 

The majority of the sample had been living in the same place for 20 or more years 

(42.2%) and felt settled (66.8%). This suggested an entrenched group of participants. 

Moreover, most of the participants did not report feelings of outsiderness within 

Sweden (47.6%). Although a sizable proportion did report feelings of non-inclusion 

sometimes (33%).  
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Overall assessment of fact sheets  

The descriptive data show that the sample largely consisted of middle-aged, well-

educated individuals living in non-rural areas in Sweden, with a majority having 

Swedish citizenship and stable employment. Participants generally held moderate 

views on social and political issues, favoring egalitarian values rooted in Scandinavian 

norms like Jantelagen, which emphasize social modesty and equality. Trust in 

institutions was mixed, with higher trust in police and science but lower confidence in 

media and political parties. Everyday extremism and belief in conspiracy theories were 

low, reflecting a preference for democratic engagement over disruptive behaviors. 

Politically, the sample leaned slightly right but remained diverse in affiliation. Despite 

mild concerns about economic inequality, most participants reported coping well with 

their income. They expressed moderate identification with multiple social dimensions, 

such as national, regional, and ethnic identity, while reporting a strong sense of 

settlement and belonging in their communities. 

 

B.11.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age, area of residence and economic vulnerability had an 

effect on all three SoEEB (following analyses of variance and regression analyses).  

More specifically, the youngest age group (18-24) is the most inclined to EEB 

compared to the rest, and the oldest age group (55+) is the least inclined to do so in all 

scenarios. This could be due to the types of behaviors described within the metric, such 

as ‘trolling’ and gaslighting, as these behaviors are discussed more often in online, 

predominantly youthful spaces. Moreover, it was observed that people who live in big 

cities are more likely to endorse EEB compared to those living in smaller towns and 

villages or countryside in all scenarios. Again, this could reflect the type of behaviors 

included within the metric such as disrupting local meetings or getting involved with 

local politics, which might be more feasible for a person living in a city. Lastly, the 

more the people feel economically comfortable on their current income, the more 

inclined they are to EEB in all scenarios. In conclusion, the youngest and those 

living in big cities are more inclined to EEB. Also, the more the people in Sweden 
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feel greater economic comfort, the more inclined they are to EEB. Notably, education 

did not play a role in the levels of EEB. 

 

B.11.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 12 

Moderated mediation model for Sweden (N=500). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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People justifying the system were more inclined to EEB because they trusted the 

institutions. This is stronger for high national identifiers. However, the effect is reversed 

for those who do not identify with their social class. In other words, these people (low 

class identifiers) would engage less in EEB because they trust the institutions. 

Another mediator of the relationship between system justification and EEB is the belief 

about democratic rights. The more the people in Sweden justify the system, the less 

they will engage in EEB because they feel that the democratic rights are upheld in their 

society. This relationship is stronger for those who identify more with their nation. 

However, this relationship is reversed when social class identification is considered. 

The more people justified the system in Sweden, the more they were inclined to EEB, 

but this effect is observed only for those who identify less with their social class. 

Finally, feelings of anomie are also mediating the relationship between system 

justification and EEB. People who justify the system will not engage in EEB because 

they do not see their society as anomic. However, low class identifiers will engage more 

in EEB because they do not see their society as anomic. 

Beliefs of  individual social mobility are negatively related to EEB, because of 

institutional trust, only when national identification is considered (no simple mediation 

effect observed), and this effect is stronger for those who identify less with the nation. 

Seemingly, beliefs of individual social mobility are positively related to EEB, 

because of belief in democracy, only when national identification is considered (no 

simple mediation effect observed), and this effect is observed only for those who 

identify less with the nation. 

The relationship between obstructed social mobility and EEB is positively 

mediated by anomia. The more people believe in social mobility and the more they 

think society in Sweden is anomic, the more inclined they are to EEB. 

These dynamics suggest that the impact of individual mobility beliefs on EEB is 

mediated by how these beliefs interact with broader perceptions of societal structures 

and individual identity. This also could again be explained by principles of individual 

hard work and fairness dictated by the informal cultural code inherent to ‘Jante’. Within 

the framework of Jante, an individual is meant to apply themselves without necessarily 

believing that they are more deserving than anyone else. Within this belief system, 

social structures such as institutions are meant to work for the collective good, as do 

the people, and view members of society as individuals rather than connecting them to 
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other social identity characteristics such as class. The connection to EEB, in this 

context, could be driven to the types of EEB behaviour, which were seen by the Swedish 

sample as being more rooted in democratic norms, such as getting involved in local 

politics or articulating their own views publicly.  

Obstructed social mobility beliefs are positively related to EEB because of anomie. 

The more people in Sweden believed that there is no individual mobility, the more 

inclined they were to EEB, because they believed that their society is anomic. No other 

disaffection variables mediated the effect of blocked social mobility to EEB.   

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether particular worldviews that sustain the 

social system (system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) 

would wage an impact on people’s willingness to display EEB because people feel/not 

feel disaffected. In Sweden, it appears that, the more the people justify the system, the 

less they are inclined to adopt EEB, because they have a lower sense of anomie. 

However, the effect is reversed when the level of identification with social class is 

considered. This means that those who identify less with their social class will be even 

more inclined to adopt EEB because of a lower sense of anomie. Moreover, the more 

the people justify the system, the more they are inclined to adopt EEB, because of trust 

in institutions in Sweden, and this was stronger for those who have strong national 

identification. However, this positive effect is reversed when the level of identification 

with social class is considered. This means that those who identify less with their social 

class will be even less inclined to EEB because of institutional trust. Moreover, if 

people justify the system and feel democratic principles are upheld, they will feel less 

inclined to EEB, and this effect was more important for those identifying strongly with 

the nation. 

In addition, what is observed in this moderated mediation model for Sweden is that the 

more people believe that there are opportunities for individual mobility, the more they 

will sense an anomic state of things, and this leads to greater inclination to adopt EEB. 

Also, the more people believe in individual mobility, the more they feel that democratic 

principles are upheld, and this leads to greater inclination to EEB, and this effect was 

stronger for those people who do not identify with the nation that much. In addition, it 

was observed that the more people believe in individual mobility, the more they trust 

institutions in Sweden, and therefore the least they are inclined to EEB, and this was 

stronger for those people who do not identify with the nation that much.   
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These findings highlight the role of individual mobility beliefs in shaping behaviours 

and attitudes within the Swedish context. The observed relationships suggest that while 

the belief in individual mobility fosters trust in institutions and discourages EEB, it also 

paradoxically contributes to perceptions of an anomic state and increased EEB for some 

individuals. 

This complexity may be rooted in how individual mobility beliefs interact with broader 

societal and identity frameworks. For those with weaker national identification, the 

belief in upward mobility may reinforce trust in institutions and democratic principles, 

which can either mitigate or encourage EEB depending on the mediator. Conversely, 

the link between individual mobility and anomie might reflect a sense of frustration or 

disillusionment, when the perceived potential for mobility contrasts with personal or 

societal realities. These results underscore the importance of national identity as a 

moderator, suggesting that the identification with the nation influences whether 

individual mobility beliefs are channeled toward constructive or disruptive behavioral 

outcomes. In Sweden, a society often characterized by its egalitarian ideals (Heino, 

2009), these findings may reveal tensions between individual and collective narratives 

of success and fairness. 

Finally, if people in Sweden feel that social mobility is blocked, they will turn to actions 

and behaviours that perpetuate polarization and conflict because they believe that their 

society is anomic. As the opportunity of social mobility is considered a key factor for 

social cohesion it is important to observe that when people feel constrained within their 

situations without the opportunity for upward mobility, they might be more likely to 

engage with EEB. 

 

B.11.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Sweden findings  

The findings from this research provide insights into the drivers of everyday extremist 

behaviours (EEB) within the Swedish context. While system justification and beliefs 

about social mobility emerged as significant factors influencing EEB, their effects were 

moderated by levels of social and national identification. System justification was 

associated with reduced EEB through lower feelings of anomia, but this relationship 

reversed among those with weaker social class identification, increasing their 

inclination to EEB. Similarly, institutional trust mediated the relationship between 

system justification and EEB, with stronger national identification fostering a positive 
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link. Beliefs in individual social mobility presented a dual role: fostering institutional 

trust and reducing EEB for individuals with weaker national identification, while 

simultaneously increasing perceptions of anomia and EEB for others. Conversely, 

perceptions of blocked mobility directly increased EEB, suggesting a link between 

frustration over restricted opportunities and engagement in polarizing behaviours. 

Taken together, these results suggest a complex relationship between identity 

dimensions and structural beliefs, which shape certain behaviourial patterns (i.e., EEB). 

The results also suggest that perceptions of inequality and fairness are related to how 

individuals chose to adopt everyday extremist behaviour.  
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B.12.1. Turkey WIDE Lens survey report executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for Turkey. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the socio-psychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background.  

 

B.12.2. Summary of demographics for Turkey 

The sample (N=500) consists of 249 (49.8%) men, 251 (50.2%) women. The mean age 

of participants was 40.19 years and 15.2% of participants were aged between 18 and 

24, 23.6% from 25-34, 22.8% from 35-44, 18% from 45-54 and 20.4% were 55 years 

old or more. In terms of education, 8.4% of participants were ISCED level 1, 62.4% 

were ISCED level 2 and 29.2% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms 

of residence, 80% of participants resided in a big city, 13.8% in a small city or town 

and 3.4% in a village or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 63.2% are 

in paid work, 7.8% in education, 9.2% unemployed, 12.8% retired and 7% in 

housework or other arrangements. Most participants (94.2%) are of Turkish citizenship 

and were born in Turkey (95%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 75.8% are 

dependent on wages as the main household income, 3.6% on self-employment, 1% on 

farming, 13.4% on pensions, 1.4% on unemployment benefits, 1.2% on other welfare 

benefits or grants, 1.4% on types of investment or property and 2.2% on other sources. 

Please see Table 24 below for details about the survey panel and Table 25 for details 

regarding comparisons between the panel and the general population of Turkey. 
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Table 24. Turkey demographics (N=500). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 249 (49.8)   

Female 251 (50.2)   

Other    

Age M(SD)  40.19 (13.17)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  76 (15.2)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  118 (23.6)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  114 (22.8)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  90 (18)  

Age group 5 (55+)  102 (20.4)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   42 (8.4) 

ISCED level (4-5)   312 (62.4) 

ISCED level (6-9)   146 (29.2) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 400 (80)     

A town or a small city 69 (13.8)     

Countryside/village 17 (3.4)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 316 (63.2)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  39 (7.8)    

Unemployed  46 (9.2)    

Retired  64 (12.8)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 35 (7)    

Yes/No   
471 (94.2) 

13 (2.6) 

475 (95) 

21 (4.2) 
 

Wages or salaries      379 (75.8) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    18 (3.6) 

Income from farming      5 (1) 

Pensions      67 (13.4) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      7 (1.4) 

Any other welfare or grants      6 (1.2) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    7 (1.4) 

Income from other sources      11 (2.2) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 25. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens 

survey Turkey panel 
% TUIK1 

Gender Male 49.8 50.1 

 Female 50.2 49.9 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 8.4 34.5 

 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 62.4 22.1 

 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 29.2 17.4 

Age-groups 18-24 15.2 9.52 

 25-34 23.6 19.5 

 35-44 22.8 19.7 

 45-54 18 15.9 

 55+ 20.4 25.2 

Residential Area A big city 80 n/a 

 A town or a small city 13.8 n/a 

 Countryside/village 3.4 n/a 

Employment In paid work (employee, self-employed, working 

for your family business) 
63.2 70.53 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 7.8 n/a 

 Unemployed 9.2 8.8 

 Retired 12.8 15.4 

 Housework, looking after children or other 

persons 
7 8.6 

Citizenship Turkish 94.2 n/a 

Birthplace Turkey 95 n/a 

Income source Wages or salaries  75.8 n/a 

 Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  

3.6 n/a 

 Income from farming  1 n/a 
 Pensions  13.4 n/a 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  1.4 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  1.2 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

1.4 n/a 

 Income from other sources  2.2 n/a 
1Demographics retrieved from the Turkish National Statistical Institute (TUIK) for 2021 
2 TUIK age group 20-24 
3 TUIK for 2024 3rd quarter 
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B.12.3. Findings for Turkey  

Overall key findings  

• Turkey is highly nationalist society going through an acute economic crisis. Along 

with a strong sense of patriotism and nationalism among the populace (World Value 

Survey, 2018), there exists considerable political polarization fueled by feelings of 

injustice and alienation among different societal factions. Economic difficulties 

have intensified existing political strife. The country has faced recurrent economic 

crises since the 1980s, with the situation becoming particularly dire after 2018, 

when the Turkish lira experienced significant devaluation alongside soaring 

inflation rates (Hubbard, 2022). Residents express growing dissatisfaction over the 

perceived lack of resources in essential sectors such as education, healthcare, and 

job opportunities (Ozerim & Tolay, 2020). 

• A typical result from the survey based on what we know from other countries is the 

finding that younger adults (in their late twenties to early thirties) are more willing 

to take drastic actions or express strong opinions about climate issues than slightly 

older adults. Another unsurprising finding is that people who feel economically 

secure (meaning they have stable jobs, good income, and feel financially safe) are 

more inclined to exhibit everyday extremist behaviors regarding climate change and 

vaccination issues. In other words, when people aren’t financially threatened, they 

are more open to extreme views or actions on these topics.  

• A surprising result is that factors like education level, where people live, and 

national identification did not affect how likely they were to engage in everyday 

extremist behaviors. Age and economic feelings are more significant influences 

over EEB. In other words, the survey shows that economic feelings matter more 

than residential area, education or nationalism for everyday extremism.  

o The importance of economic drivers confirms our analysis in WP5. In WP5 

we have traced anti-immigrant narratives and connected them to 

economic/material concerns, ontological insecurity and social identity 

conflicts (concerns about ethno-national and religious identities and place-

based belonging). The survey confirms that material drivers have a strong 

impact on EEB.  

o However, the relative unimportance of residential area, education or 

nationalism is surprising. Given that education is usually correlated with 
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economic position in Turkey and elsewhere, we would expect a correlation 

to EEB. With regards to residential area, a more sensitive contextual 

instrument would probably be necessary to tease out the effects of 

geography. In WP5, we found that place-based understandings and 

identities are important for interpreting what drives particular narratives and 

what would inhibit social dialogue. Thus, we think residential area should 

matter to interpreting EEB narratives and behaviour.  

o It is interesting that national identification had no effect on how worldviews 

are connected to disaffection and institutional factors, given that Turkey is 

a very nationalist country, where ethno-national and religious identities and 

conflicts are highly salient. Possibly the result could be explained by the fact 

that most survey participants are highly nationalist (by which they mean 

loyalty to different ideas of the nation), so being highly nationalist actually 

has a neutral effect on EEB. 

• In Turkey, anomie played an important role to EEB. It seems that the person’s 

relationship to the system as measured by anomie (i.e. their sense of the dissolution 

of the social fabric and the collapse of the social norms) is the key factor that (in 

combination with others) determines EEB.  

• The survey finds an expected relationship between class identification and a 

favorable view towards the status quo (i.e. a belief that the system is just), which 

can also lead to EEB. 

• A finding that we have a difficult time explaining is that the more one believes that 

social mobility is blocked, the less he/she trusts institutions, and because of that the 

less he/she is inclined to EEB. It is logical that people who believe social mobility 

is blocked will not trust institutions – they think society is unfair. But the finding 

related to EEB participation is surprising: if people do not believe in social mobility 

and do not trust institutions why do they not show higher EEB? A possible reason 

is that they simply don’t believe they can have any effect on the system or bring 

about any change.  

• Everyday disaffection was negatively linked to EEB (the more the everyday 

disaffection, the less the EEB). We might expect that disaffected people could tend 

towards EEB, but here it seems that people who feel more disaffected (meaning 

frustrated about aspects of everyday life, such as personal and family life, work 
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conditions and their relationships with the local community and neighborhood) do 

not want to mobilize for anything, including extreme behavior.  

 

Description of fact sheets 

 

The Turkish respondents, on the one hand, seem to place great importance on moral 

principles, hard work, positive diversity, and sociostructural equality for maintaining 

the social order. On the other hand, they appear to be equally vulnerable to conspiracy 

theories in terms of the power of alleged secret organizations to control and manipulate 

the flow of information on important issues including the vaccines. In a similar vein, 

national, ethnic, and regional identification and even global identification is high, 

although identification with the global community is slightly weaker. Given the 

country’s turbulent relations with the West and especially Europe, the above-average 

level of global identification is beyond expectations.  

On the left-right spectrum, the respondents appear slightly to the right of the center, 

which actually contradicts the voter preferences in the recent general elections, as 

nearly 70% of the population cast their votes for the parties of center-right and far right. 

However, the ideological alignment towards the center-right is consistent with strong 

national and ethnic identification; high support for the importance of moral values and 

the free market in maintaining the social order, and strong sense of citizenship.  

There is a strong concern about corruption, signaling high concern for the dissolution 

of the social fabric. Perceptions about democracy in general and its function along with 

institutional trust are moderate at best, consistent with the disaffection findings. People 

do not feel comfortable voicing their political opinions. However, everyday disaffection 

is not high despite the prevailing strong concerns about economic inequality and 

precarious living conditions.  

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets 

Support for extremism is lower than expected, being slightly above the average, and 

the scenarios over climate, immigration and vaccination are on average. These findings 

from the survey are not compatible with the extant research on polarization in Turkey. 
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B.12.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age – for climate change – and economic vulnerability for 

climate change and vaccination – had an effect on EEB (following analyses of variance 

and regression analyses).  

More specifically, those aged between 25 and 34 were significantly more willing to 

engage in everyday extremist behaviour than the 35-44 age group in relation to climate 

change. Moreover, results showed that the less economically vulnerable the people felt, 

the more inclined they were to everyday extremist behaviour on issues that relate to 

climate change and vaccination. 

In conclusion, the 25-34 compared to the 35-44 age groups were more inclined to 

everyday extremist behaviour in relation to climate change. Also, the more 

economically secure people feel, the more willing they are to endorse everyday 

extremist behaviour about climate change and vaccination. It is notable that education 

and residential area did not differ across the levels of EEB. 
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B.12.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 13 

Moderated mediation model for Turkey (N=500). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  
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In Turkey (Figure 13 above) there was no immediate relationship between system 

justification (SJ) and everyday extremist behaviour (EEB). However, an indirect 

effect was observed between SJ and EEB through anomie, institutional trust and 

everyday disaffection.  

The more people believed that the system in Turkey is just, the more they were inclined 

to adopt EEB, because they feel less anomie. Moreover, this effect was observed only 

for those who did not identify that much with social class, when social class was 

considered. 

Also, the more people justified the system in Turkey, and the more they trusted 

institutions, the more inclined they were to adopt EEB. Finally, the more people in 

Turkey justified the system, and the less disaffected they felt in their everyday lives, 

the more inclined they were to adopt EEB. These positive relationships were observed 

only for those who identified strongly with the nation when national identification was 

considered. 

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility was not directly 

related to EEB in this moderated mediation model. Moreover, there was no indirect 

link between individual social mobility through the disaffection variables, despite 

the fact that simple correlations were observed. 

Blocked social mobility is also positively related to EEB, and this effect is mediated 

by anomie and institutional trust. That is, the more the one believes that social 

mobility is blocked the more they are inclined to adopt EEB, because of a sense of 

anomie about the Turkish society. Also, the more the one believes that social mobility 

is blocked, the less they trust the institutions, and because of that the less they are 

inclined to adopt EEB. 

Beliefs that social mobility is obstructed were also related to EEB through 

everyday disaffection. In other words, the more people believed that individual 

upward mobility is not possible, and the more they felt disaffected with their everyday 

lives (or the less they felt satisfied), the less they were inclined to EEB.  

In conclusion, we have chosen to explore whether worldviews that sustain the social 

system (system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) would 

wage an impact on the willingness to express EEB because people feel/not feel 

disaffected. What was found for Turkey is that the more the people justify the system 
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the more they are inclined to adopt EEB, because of a lower sense of anomie and this 

relationship is found only for those that identify less with social class. Similarly, the 

feeling of anomie mediates the direct effect of blocked social mobility on EEB. In other 

words, the more the people feel that social mobility is blocked, the more they will 

engage in EEB because they feel that their society is anomic. As the opportunity of 

social mobility is considered a key factor for social cohesion it is important to observe 

that when people feel constrained within their situation without the opportunity for 

upward mobility, and there is a feeling of anomie, they might engage in EEB.  

 

B.12.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of Turkey findings  

Turkey is a highly nationalist society grappling with significant economic challenges 

and political polarization. The people value moral principles, hard work, and 

sociostructural equality, while also exhibiting susceptibility to conspiracy theories on 

critical issues like vaccination. The aspiration for a moral social order may lead to 

vulnerabilities that can be exploited by extremist narratives. 

The survey indicates that younger adults, particularly those in their late twenties to early 

thirties, are more inclined to have strong beliefs regarding climate issues compared to 

older generations. Conversely, individuals who feel economically secure are more 

likely to express extreme views on topics such as climate change and vaccination, 

suggesting a correlation between economic stability and everyday extremist attitudes. 

Surprisingly, factors such as education level, residential area, and national 

identification did not significantly influence engagement in everyday extremist 

behaviors (EEB). Instead, age and economic feelings emerged as more critical 

determinants. This finding aligns with OppAttune’s WP5 analyses that link anti-

immigrant sentiments to economic concerns and social identity conflicts in Turkey.  

The concept of anomie, or a breakdown in social norms, plays a crucial role in 

determining EEB. Interestingly, the survey reveals that individuals that perceive social 

mobility as blocked  would engage in EEB because they trust less institutions and find 

Turkish society as anomic. This paradox raises questions about the motivations behind 

extremism; those who feel powerless may not believe their actions can affect change. 

A notable finding is the negative relationship between everyday disaffection and EEB. 

Contrary to expectations that disaffected individuals would lean towards extremism, 
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those feeling frustrated with daily life appear less inclined to mobilize for extreme 

actions. 

Overall, support for extremism in Turkey is lower than anticipated given the prevailing 

conditions. The findings suggest a nuanced interplay between nationalism, economic 

insecurity, class identification, and individual perceptions of social mobility that shapes 

attitudes towards extremism. Understanding these dynamics through further research is 

essential for fostering social dialogue and dissolving everyday extremism. 

 

  



 

Page 207 of 242 

 

 

B.13. United Kingdom 

 

Anthony English 

Murray Kennedy 

and 

Sandra Obradović 

 

The Open University 

  



 

Page 208 of 242 

 

B.13.1. United Kingdom WIDE Lens survey executive summary  

This report summarizes the survey findings for the UK. Firstly, it provides sample 

descriptives. Secondly, it presents key findings based on the WIDE Lens survey data 

and analysis. Thirdly, it explains findings about the everyday extremist behaviour 

scenarios. Fourthly, it delineates the sociopsychological drivers and paths that were 

found to feed into forms of everyday extremism and extreme attitudes. Lastly, it 

contextualizes survey findings within a national background.  

 

Overview of key findings:  

• The young are more extreme than the old: On average, younger populations are 

more likely to endorse everyday extremism behaviour (EEB), compared to older 

generations. This might be reflective of other, intersecting trends, including young 

people's lower participation in formal political processes (such as voting).  

• Worldviews align more, or less, with the endorsement of extremism. While least 

endorsed, on average, by participants in terms of types of worldviews, the 

“Survivor”, was, alongside “Reward”, associated with endorsing everyday 

extremism generally, and scenarios of everyday extremist behaviour (SoEEB) in 

relation to immigration, vaccinations, and climate change.  

• Identification matters for extremism. The analysis in the UK found that stronger 

group attachments (across national, European, and global levels) were associated 

with endorsement of more EEB, as measured by the EES (please see section A.1). 

Of particular interest is the finding that those who identify more with their global 

identity tend to more strongly endorse the use of extreme behaviour to tackle 

climate change.  

• Everyday extremism is pervasive but best understood by reference to examples 

and topics. The UK analysis, especially comparing the results for the 

decontextualized EEB and the applied SoEEB, shows the importance of situating 

everyday extremism in context, to better understand when, how, and why, it 

emerges.  
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B.13.2. Summary of demographics for the United Kingdom 

The sample (N=509) consists of 247 (48.5%) men, 260 (51.1%) women, and 2 

respondents (0.5%) that opted for ‘other’. The mean age of participants was 45.90 years 

and 11.6% of participants were aged between 18 and 24, 19.3% from 25-34, 17.3% 

from 35-44, 20.4% from 45-54 and 31.4% were 55 years old or more. In terms of 

education, 7.5% of participants were ISCED level 1, 42% were ISCED level 2 and 

50.5% were level 3 (see A.2 for ISCED scale details). In terms of residence, 26.1% of 

participants resided in a big city, 49.9% in a small city or town and 17.9% in a village 

or in the countryside. In terms of employment status, 61.6% are in paid work, 3.3% in 

education, 11% unemployed, 17.5% retired and 5.9% in housework or other 

arrangements. Most participants (97.7%) are of British citizenship and were born in the 

UK (85.9%). Finally, in terms of source of income, 58.9% are dependent on wages as 

main household income 6.7% on self-employment, 0.6% on farming, 18.7% on 

pensions, 7.1% on unemployment benefits, 3.1% on other welfare benefits or grants, 

2.4% on types of investment or property and 2.6% on other sources. Please see Table 

26 below for details. 

Given that national statistics are differentially collected across the four nations, we have 

primarily had to draw on statistics from the Office for National Statistics, which covers 

England and Wales only, which we believe accounts for many of the discrepancies in 

Table 27 below. In terms of education, the level of tertiary attainment among 25–64-

year-olds is one of the highest among OECD and partner countries with available data 

(52.7 %, rank 5/47, 2023) which is higher than the percentage for England and Wales 

combined (34.8%), indicative of the absence of Scotland and Northern Ireland in the 

sample. In terms of employment, people in paid work made up 61.5% of the sample 

and the UK employment rate currently sits at 74.9%. Unemployed people made up 11% 

of the sample and the UK unemployment rate is 4.3% (Labour Market Team, 2024). 

The percentage of people over the age of 55 in this sample was 31.4% whereas people 

aged over 55 in England and Wales is 31.12%. The median age of the UK is 40.7 years 

which is roughly similar to the median age of this sample (45.9 years; Clark, 2022B). 

The percentage of people living in urban and rural areas was also roughly similar. In 

2021, the urban population of England and Wales was approximately 84.4% while the 

rural population was around 15.7%. In this sample, 76% of the participants came from 

urban areas (combined two variables) and 17.9% came from rural areas.  
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Table 26. UK demographics (N=509). 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Gender Age Education 

Male 247 (48.5)   

Female 260 (51.1)   

Other 2 (0.4)   

Age M(SD)  45.90 (16.53)  

Age group 1 (18-24)  59 (11.60)  

Age group 2 (25-34)  98 (19.30)  

Age group 3 (35-44)  88 (17.30)  

Age group 4 (45-54)  104 (20.40)  

Age group 5 (55+)  160 (31.40)  

ISCED level 1 (1-3) *   38 (7.5) 

ISCED level (4-5)   214 (42) 

ISCED level (6-9)   257 (50.5) 

Variable Levels/ Variables n (%) Residence Employment Citizenship Birthplace Income 

A big city 133 (26.1)     

A town or a small city 254 (49.9)     

Countryside/village 91 (17.9)     

In paid work (employee, self-employed, 

working for your family business) 
 313 (61.5)    

In education (not paid for by employer)  17 (3.3)    

Unemployed  56 (11)    

Retired  89 (17.5)    

Housework, looking after children or 

other persons 
 30 (5.9)    

Yes/No   
477 (93.7) 

30 (5.9) 

437 (85.9) 

70 (13.8) 
 

Wages or salaries      300 (58.9) 

Income from self-employment (excluding 

farming)  
    34 (6.7) 

Income from farming      3 (0.6) 

Pensions      95 (18.7) 

Unemployment/redundancy benefit      36 (7.1) 

Any other welfare or grants      16 (3.1) 

Income from investment, savings, 

insurance, or property  
    12 (2.4) 

Income from other sources      13 (2.6) 

Note: * International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) 
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Table 27. Comparison of WIDE Lens sample and national statistics 

Sample Representativeness 

  % WIDE Lens survey 

UK panel 
% Office for National 

Statistics
1 

Gender Male 48.5 49 

 Female 

Other 

51.1 

0.4 

51 

Education ISCED 1-3 (level 1) 7.5 42.32 

 ISCED 4-5 (level 2) 42 22.92 

 ISCED 6-9 (level 3) 50.5 34.82 

Age-groups3 18-24* statistics only available as 20-24 range 11.60 6.04 

 25-34 19.30 13.51 

 35-44 17.30 12.99 

 45-54 20.40 13.28 

 55+ 31.40 31.12 

Residential Area A big city, town or small city* 
76 84.4 

 (*combined as urban) 

 Countryside/village 17.9 15.7 (‘rural’ – less than 

10,000 people) 

Employment4 In paid work (employee, self-employed, working 

for your family business) 
61.5 57.2 

 In education (not paid for by employer) 3.3 5.6 

 Unemployed 11 3.4 

 Retired 17.5 21.6 

 Housework, looking after children or other 

persons 
5.9 12.2 

Citizenship British 93.7 90.85 

Birthplace UK 85.9 865 

Income source 6 Wages or salaries  58.9 65 

 Income from self-employment (excluding farming)  6.7 8 

 Income from farming  0.6 n/a 

 Pensions  18.7 16 

 Unemployment/redundancy benefit  7.1 n/a 

 Any other welfare or grants  3.1 n/a 

 Income from investment, savings, insurance, or 

property  

2.4 1 

 Income from other sources  2.6 n/a 
1 ONS covers England and Wales only. Where full UK statistics are available, we have made this clear. 
2 ISCED Percentages based on 2021 ONS Census from England and Wales. ISCED Level 1 is based on combined percentages from "Less 

than basic" and "Basic" education categories. ISCED Level 2 based on "Intermediate" category. Level 3 is based on "Advanced" category. 
3 Based on ONS estimates for England and Wales only 
4 Labour market overview, UK: December 2024 

5 Based on ONS estimates of population of the UK by country of birth and nationality  
6 Income source data taken from GOV.UK Family Resources Survey: Financial year 2020 to 2021 
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B.13.3. Findings for the United Kingdom  

Overall key findings  

Demographic 

• Age differences – the older the person, the less likely they were to endorse either 

the decontextualized everyday extremism measure or any of the case study 

scenarios. This was also found to be the case for belief in conspiracy theories.  

Worldviews     

• A positive correlation was found between Social Dominance Orientation (SDO) 

and a willingness to believe in conspiracy theories.  

• There is a negative correlation between location (e.g.: urban/city, town, and 

rural/ village) and all the extremism variables. As the location shifts (from urban 

to rural), the level of extremist beliefs and/or conspiracy beliefs increases. 

However, location was not found to moderate the relationship between 

conspiracy beliefs and the extremism variables.  

• In terms of the five worldviews developed by Sammut and colleagues (2022), 

the Survivor and Reward worldviews correlated with endorsing a 

decontextualized everyday extremism. These two worldviews were also the 

only significant predictors for the three extremism scenarios -   immigration, 

vaccinations, and climate change. 

Identifications  

• Individuals who identify more strongly with either their nation, Europe, or the 

world will be more likely to endorse decontextualized everyday extremism and 

conspiracy beliefs. Regarding the three extremism scenarios (immigration, 

vaccination, and the environment), European identity was the stronger predictor 

of extremism endorsements when compared with national or global 

identifications. Both high world identification (along with European identity) 

predicted higher environmental extremism endorsement.  

• Individual differences exist in identification patterns, in particular when we look 

at social dominance orientation (SDO). Individuals high in SDO tended to 

identify more with their class identity and national identity. In contrast, SDO 

did not have a significant relationship with either European or Global identity. 

People high on SDO tend to endorse more hierarchical, and group-based social 

structures where inequality between groups is acceptable. These people in turn 
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tend to align more with national and class identities, rather than more broad, 

transnational groups such as ‘Europe’ or ‘all of humanity’. 

• Institutional trust was found to have a positive significant relationship with 

everyday extremism endorsement. However, the converse was not found to be 

the true (i.e.: institutional trust was not a moderating factor on the relationship 

between location and decontextualized everyday extremism endorsements.  

Disaffection  

• The UK analysis suggests that both ideological justification of inequality and 

awareness of economic hardship strongly influence extremist tendencies. 

Positive coefficients for these predictors indicate that higher agreement with 

these statements is associated with increased endorsement of extremist 

behaviour. 

• There is a significant and positive relationship between perceptions of societal 

breakdown (anomie) and the endorsement of everyday extremism. The more 

society’s social fabric is seen as breaking down, the more permissible everyday 

extremist behaviour becomes. However, this finding did not hold for the 

different scenarios (vaccination, immigration and climate change) explored.  

• Greater concern with such issues as political censorship and political 

correctness that affect people’s ability to express their political beliefs and 

opinions is associated with greater endorsement of extremism beliefs. 

• Given the relationship between precarity and right-wing populism, the finding 

that those who agree with the statement ("I know people who have to work two 

and three jobs just to make ends meet") predicted extremist endorsements of the 

immigration scenario was an expected outcome. Surprisingly, it was also found 

that those who justify income discrepancies are more likely to endorse 

decontextualized everyday extremism and in an immigration extremism 

scenario.  

Some counterintuitive findings requiring further investigation: 

• Greater institutional trust (Country’s parliament, legal system, police, banks, 

mass media, scientific community, political parties, European institutions, 

NGOs) is associated with greater endorsement of extremism beliefs.  

• The more satisfied people feel in their everyday life, the more they will endorse 

everyday extremism behaviour (EEB). 
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Description of facts sheets  

 

The UK sample shows some interesting trends. When it comes to worldviews, 

participants in the UK tended to endorse the ‘Localized’ and ‘Orthodox’ worldviews to 

a greater extent than others, with the ‘Survivor’ worldview showing the least 

endorsement by participants. This seems to indicate that, in the UK, participants had a 

world view that was interconnected, both in its problems and solutions, and that success 

in life, and problem solving, depended on rules and regulations being both fixed and 

endorsed. However, this is in contrast with, on average, a general support for conspiracy 

theory mentalities and conspiracies regarding government control and surveillance. 

This indicates a slight mismatch between the worldviews (that rely on just, equal, and 

fair orders and institutions) and the perception that institutions are not transparent or 

truthful.  

On average, participants tended to identify more strongly with their gender identity, 

their regional identities, and their ethnic identities. Other identities, such as religious, 

class, European and Global identities were less strong. In terms of political leaning, 

most people identified themselves as somewhere in the middle, with roughly 13% of 

participants opting to not position themselves on an ideological continuum. When it 

comes to participants’ migration mobility, we find that the majority of participants have 

lived in their current city/town for quite long, with almost a majority having lived in 

the same area for 20 or more years (roughly 46%), followed by 10-20 years (17.5%). 

The majority (65.8%) had never moved away and then returned and have no plans to 

leave their country (53.4%). Interestingly, however, only 31% of our participants 

indicated that they had never felt as an outsider of the UK. If we tally up the percentage 

who answered sometimes, very often, and always, we get 42.6% of the sample. This 

seems to indicate that, while our sample is not very mobile, there are many who have 

experienced feeling like outsiders in their country. This perhaps hints at a perception of 

changing local demographics, with changes occurring around them, despite them 

“staying” the same.  

This analysis is, to some extent, supported by the results on perceptions of anomie, or 

the sense that the social fabric is being slowly ripped apart. On average, participants 

tended to agree that this was the case. They also tended to be, on average, more 
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dissatisfied with everyday life. Economic inequalities and personal economic 

vulnerabilities are of concern. On average, participants considered income differences 

in the UK to be very high and unjustified, with many citing knowing others in 

precarious financial positions. When it came to their own subjective economic 

vulnerability, a majority was either “coping” on present income (43.6%) or finding it 

some, to very, difficult on present income (35%). As such, a significant trend in the UK 

dataset is the notable sense of subjective economic struggle. This is also evidenced by 

the high endorsement of the statement that, in the UK, things would be better if there 

“wasn’t such a large inequality between the rich and the poor”.  

Looking at extremist and populist attitudes, we find in the UK that, on average, 

participants tend to endorse these, indicating a sense of pessimism about current 

democratic efficiency and authority. When it comes to endorsement of SoEEB in 

contexts of climate, immigration, and vaccination, we find on average relatively low to 

moderate levels of support for each. Similarly, in terms of general endorsement of EEB 

there is also moderate support, indicating that they are neither very endorsing nor 

rejecting everyday extremist behaviour.  

 

Overall assessment of fact sheets  

Overall, the UK dataset represents that economic issues are of big concern both 

subjectively and societally among a population that perceives its systems and structures 

as flawed, and society as breaking down. While there is a rather non-mobile population, 

perceptions of societal change and experiences of being an outsider still occur. 

Extremist behaviour is seen as permissible and even endorsed, both in general and in 

the context of specific topical issues (vaccination, immigration and climate) by some 

people, and in some cases, more than others. The analysis seems to indicate that 

worldviews, identities and disaffections together create unique socio-political 

combinations that make some contexts more, or less, ripe for everyday extremism. 

Coupled with concerns about societal and institutional fragility, the support for 

everyday extremist behaviour might reflect the extent to which the extreme is becoming 

the ‘new normal’ in a socio-political climate where traditional forms of participation, 

functioning and authority are increasingly being challenged and questioned, 

particularly among younger generations.   
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B.13.4. The role of sociodemographic categories (age, education and area of 

residence) and levels of economic vulnerability on everyday extremism scenarios 

The analysis showed that age and area of residence had an effect on all three SoEEB 

(following analyses of variance and regression analyses).   

More specifically, the two younger age groups of 18-24 and 25-34 are more likely to 

engage in everyday extremism than the three older age groups of 35-44, 45-54 and 55+. 

Moreover, the 25-34 and the 35-44 age groups are more likely to display everyday 

extremist behaviour about climate change issues than those aged 55+. For 

immigration and vaccination those aged from 25-54 were also more likely to endorse 

everyday extreme behaviours than those aged 55+. In addition, those living in big cities 

are more likely to engage into everyday extremism than those living in the countryside 

or villages in the cases of climate change and vaccination. For immigration, residents 

of both big cities and smaller towns are more likely to endorse everyday extremism 

compared to those living in villages and the countryside. 

In conclusion, the younger the one is or the biggest the city they may live in, they are 

more likely to engage in everyday extremist behaviour when it comes to issues that 

have to do with climate change, immigration and vaccination. Notably, education and 

economic vulnerability did not differentiate the levels of everyday extremist behaviour 

for the three scenarios. 
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B.13.5. Moderated mediation model description and results 

Figure 14 

Moderated mediation model for the UK (N=509). 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: grey arrow and minus sign (-) is for negative relationships between predictors, mediators and 

outcome factors and for low levels of identification for moderating factors, black arrow and plus sign 

(+) is for positive relationships between predictors, mediators and outcome factors and for high levels 

of identification for moderating factors.  

 

In the UK there was no immediate relationship between system justification and  

everyday extremist behaviour (EEB). However, there were two indirect effects of 

system justification on EEB. Firstly, the more people believed that the British society 

was just, the less they would feel there is anomia in society, and because of that the 

more they would endorse EEB, and this relationship was stronger for those that 
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identified less with their social class. Secondly, the more people believed in a just 

British society, the more they would endorse EEB, because of a stronger trust in 

institutions. In addition, system justification was positively related to respect for 

democratic principles, i.e. the more the British people believed that the system was just, 

the more they felt that the democratic principles were upheld, and this relationship did 

not explain the link between system justification and EEB. 

The belief about the possibility of individual social mobility in this moderated 

mediation model was not related to EEB. It was related however to democratic 

governance and anomia, but these relationships did not lead to the endorsement of EEB.  

Institutional trust and everyday disaffection did not relate to individual mobility beliefs 

although simple correlations exist. Thus, beliefs about the fact that the borders between 

groups are open do not seem to affect EEB. 

The relationship between beliefs of obstructed social mobility and EEB was 

positively mediated by anomia. In other words, the more people thought that social 

mobility was obstructed in the UK, the more inclined they were to EEB because they 

felt that their society is anomic.  

Finally, national identification had no effect on how these worldviews are connected to 

disaffection and institutional factors. However, social class regulated the effect of 

system justification on anomia. In other words, the more the people justified the 

system the less they felt that this system is anomic, and this feeling was stronger 

for those that did not identify with their social class that much. 

In conclusion, we have chosen to see whether worldviews that sustain the social system 

(system justification and beliefs about the possibility for social mobility) impact on the 

willingness to express EEB because people feel (or not disaffected). What was found 

in the UK is that the more people justify the system, the more they are inclined to 

perform EEB to support their positions because they trust UK institutions and because 

they feel that their country is not anomic. This last finding is stronger for those who 

identify less with their social class. These interesting findings seem to indicate that if 

people feel that the system in which they live is sustained and there is trust, they might 

feel empowered to sustain their positions albeit with behaviour that might continue 

polarization and conflict (see items in EEB). Moreover, what is observed is that if 

people believe that there are opportunities for individual mobility, they will not be 

engaging in EEB whereas if they feel that social mobility is blocked, they will do so. 
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As the opportunity of social mobility is considered a key factor for social cohesion, it 

is important to observe that when people feel constrained to their situation without the 

opportunity for upwards mobility, they might be more likely to engage with EEB. 

 

B.13.6. Overall assessment and contextualization of UK findings  

The following contextualizes the findings from the model within UK-focused 

psychology literature and in the aftermath of polarizing political events (e.g.: Brexit). 

A general exploratory finding was that the older a person is, the less likely they were 

willing to endorse everyday extremism (be that the decontextualized measure or any of 

the three-case study scenarios).  

 

Worldviews 

There was a positive correlation found between Social Dominance Orientation and both 

national and class identification (although not European or Global identification). This 

suggests that high SDO endorsers are more likely to support hierarchical, group-based 

social structures, such as nationalism and class-based systems. In a UK context, this is 

consistent with findings that Social Dominance Orientation and national identity 

interact in the concept of political decision-making. Specifically, that both SDO and 

national identity are significantly correlated with right-wing orientated political 

endorsements – be that supporting Brexit (Golec de Zavala et al, 2017) or anti-migrant 

attitudes (Undzenas et al, 2022). Geographically focused research (McKay et al., 2021; 

Mitsch et al. 2021) between urban and rural UK residents offers contrasting views 

regarding the importance of environment to influence political distrust (i.e.: is it 

perceived social marginalization regardless of environment or are rural-dwellers more 

suspectable to mistrust?). Analysis of the UK sample found a negative correlation 

between location (e.g.: urban/city, town, and rural/ village) and all the extremism 

variables (i.e.: as the location shifts from urban to rural, the level of extremist beliefs 

and/or conspiracy beliefs increases). However, location does not change or moderate 

the relationship between conspiracy beliefs and the extremism variables (i.e.: urban and 

rural dwellers did not differ in their endorsement behaviour).  

In terms of the five worldviews developed by Sammut and colleagues, both the Survivor 

and Reward worldviews were significant predictors of decontextualized everyday 



 

Page 220 of 242 

 

extremism endorsement. The Survivor worldview is fatalistic and distrusting of others 

whilst the Reward worldview is centered on the potential rewards of hard work. The 

Survivor finding aligns with current UK research (Whittaker et al., 2024) which 

highlights that fatalistic worldviews foster powerlessness and/or resentment, therefore 

creating the potential for more extreme actions or beliefs. Although more unexpected, 

the Reward finding could contribute to EE endorsement because this worldview aligns 

with a Just World Belief (JWB). That is to say, people get what they deserve (i.e.: ‘good 

people’ get good things whilst ‘bad people’ get bad). A worldview which has an implicit 

Just World Belief may prompt a demand for more extreme measures towards any target 

which potentially challenges the prospect that hard work will be rewarded. Indeed, 

those who endorse a Reward worldview may be more likely to have system-justifying 

intentions, as is the case with JWB (Hafer & Choma, 2009; Jost, 2020). Therefore, 

offering another incentive for endorsing everyday extremism behaviours if they risk 

threatening the current UK system.  

 

Identifications 

Analysis shows that those with a stronger sense of identity (be that national, European 

or global) were more likely to endorse a decontextualized idea of everyday extremism 

and conspiracy theories. The idea that a stronger sense of identity has a relationship 

with an increased potential for EEB endorsement aligns with uncertainty-identity 

theory – i.e.: identification-contingent uncertainty reduction has a relationship with 

extremism (Hogg, 2014). For example, an unexpected outcome was the finding that 

European identity was the strongest predictor for all three of the extremism scenarios 

when compared with national and global identities. For the immigration scenario, 

previous research (Kaufmann, 2017; Pickup et al. 2021) suggests that national identity 

would have been the strongest predictor of extremism endorsements here. Given the 

UK’s decision to leave the EU in 2016, strongly identifying as European not only rejects 

this outcome but embodies its own set of political ideals (e.g.: an acceptable of freedom 

of movement, etc.). A speculative consideration here is that everyday extremist actions 

have become normalized by European identifiers because of having to reject years of 

anti-EU sentiments in the press and by the previous government.  

Another notable result was the finding that identifying with a larger community (e.g.: 

Europe or the globe) was a predictor of higher extremism endorsement in climate 
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change scenarios. This aligns with previous Identification of all Humanity (IWAH) 

research in which seeing oneself as part of a global creates distinctive endorsement 

outcomes for specific political issues. Typically, having a strong IWAH is considered 

a positive influence in that it moderates out-group prejudice (Dunwoody & McFarland, 

2017), limits endorsements for politically extreme policies (Bassett & Cleveland, 

2019), and correlates with greater levels of concern for the environment (Lee, 2015; 

Pong, 2021). However, the analysis shows that this environmental concern among 

global identifiers does create a susceptibility towards everyday extremism 

endorsement.  

 

Disaffection 

As research (Curtis, 2021; Zhirnov et al. 2024) indicates there is a relationship between 

precarity and right-wing populism, the results that showed this to be a predictor of 

extremist endorsements for immigration were consistent findings. Indeed, as the item 

was employment-focused precarity, it could be the case that immigration is seen as 

threat to future employment opportunities – which in turn, creates the conditions for 

endorsing extreme measures to limit immigration numbers. More unexpectedly, 

analysis found that those who justify income discrepancies are more likely to endorse 

everyday extremism in the immigration extremism scenario. This contrasts with 

previous findings (van den Bos, 2020) that show feelings of unfairness at the economic 

discrepancies in UK society create a context for extremist endorsements. One factor 

here could be that extremism endorsement relates to an imperative to protect the current 

socio-economic system in the UK from that could be perceived ‘destabilizing factors’ 

(assuming the person doing so is on the ‘beneficial side’ of any income discrepancies). 

This protectionist idea seems to be supported by the other finding that institutional trust 

has a significant relationship with decontextualized everyday extremism endorsement. 

This contrasts with previous research (Caricati, 2019; Langer et al, 2022) which found 

that system justification (i.e.: the psychological tendency to defend and justify the 

overarching social system) has a relationship with how likely (or otherwise) an 

individual will vote for an anti-establishment party. For example, an inclination towards 

justifying the system will reduce the likelihood of voting for political parties as a 

‘protest vote’ against the status quo. A difference here could be that the small acts 

described in the everyday extremism measure could be interpreted as behaviour, which 
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will, ultimately, justify a system's existence. For example, perhaps gaslighting a 

political opponent could be seen as entirely justified if this is in pursuit of a larger goal 

(i.e.: maintaining a system which is considered to be benefiting the individual, their 

family and society more widely). 
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C. Overall Key Findings: social 

psychological drivers of everyday 

extremism 
 

In this report, we present a first attempt to delineate the social psychological drivers of 

everyday extremism through a first analysis of the WIDE lens survey data in 13 

countries. The findings in each country are extremely rich and only a first attempt was 

made to describe and contextualize the facts sheets. In addition, we have tested a 

moderated mediation model to verify our initial research question. Here we summarize 

the key common findings of this analysis. 

• Moderate towards Low levels of Everyday Extremism, as measured by the 

Ecological Extremism Scale (see D1.6). There is no evidence of high levels of 

EEB in the countries surveyed. Notably, the EES measures agreement with 

actions and not with attitudes. The scale used in the WIDE Lens survey 

comports eight weighted items regarding extremism (for its construction see 

D1.6). The four least extreme ones refer to actions of political involvement in 

the democratic process (Actively promote and publish your personal views, Vote 

for candidates who support action that is in line with your views, Become active 

in local politics, Promote events for others to attend). The other four refer to 

actions aiming at depriving the opposite side of the opportunity to present its 

argument (Deny the opposition’s version, even if true, and claim the opposite, 

even if false (i.e. gaslighting), Comment, criticize and/or harass (e.g. social 

media trolling) to provoke angry responses from the opposition that put them in 

a bad light regardless of the content, Undermine the opposition personally, 

Disrupt a formally organized event to draw attention). These actions have been 

drawn from behaviors observed on social media platforms and consist of 

individually performed behaviors. It is important to remember these 

characteristics when we discuss the findings. 

• Perceptions of restricted Social Mobility are a key social psychological 

driver of EEB, and this effect is generally not mediated by disaffection or 

identifications. In most countries (7/13), the more people perceive that social 

mobility is blocked, the more they will endorse EEB. There are only few notable 
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exceptions to this finding. In Cyprus and Kosovo, this relation is absent. 

Possibly, the active ethnic disputes in these countries, and the different ethnic 

narratives, are potentially stronger EEB drivers than social mobility. In Turkey, 

UK and Sweden, this relationship is mediated by feelings of anomie, namely 

the more one believes that social mobility is blocked, the more one is inclined 

to adopt EEB, because of a sense of high anomie in their society. Moreover, in 

Turkey and Austria the more one believes that social mobility is blocked, the 

less one trusts the institutions, and because of that, one is more inclined to EEB. 

The ethnic disputes hypothesis for Kosovo and Cyprus and the mediating effects 

found in the other countries need to be further investigated. Ethnography might 

be one possible course of action. The key finding remains that if people feel 

that social mobility is hindered, they will engage in EEB to promote their 

views. 

• System justification is another key social psychological driver of EEB. 

Counterintuitively, our results suggest that the more society is perceived as just 

and the people as deserving, the more one will engage in EEB out of trust in the 

country’s institutions. In almost all countries, and contrary to our expectations, 

the mechanism that explains the positive relationship between system 

justification and EEB is institutional trust. Apparently, those who are more 

likely to engage in EEB are those who believe in the system and trust the 

institutions. Because of this, they want to “protect” this system against all those 

who they believe undermine it (opposing views). Few countries stand out. In 

France the positive relationship between system justification and EEB was 

unmediated. In Bosnia this positive relationship was not mediated by trust but 

by the belief that the democratic principles were upheld in the country. For 

Sweden this positive relationship between system justification and EEB existed 

but it was qualified by national and class identification giving a more complex 

picture. Again, further research is needed to explain these differences. Finally, 

it is important to note that national and class identifications moderate these 

effects in other countries, further complicating the situation. 

• Young people in all countries (except for Bosnia-Herzegovina where no 

differences are observed) are more prone to EEB compared to older 

generations, primarily for climate change but also in immigration and 
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vaccination scenarios. This could be because behaviors associated with social 

media may be more accessible to younger generations or due to different 

intergenerational concerns about these issues.  

• Education does not seem to differentiate between the endorsement of EEB 

in any of the countries in the different scenarios we used. This, however, could 

be an artifact since our samples comprised an underrepresentation of low-

educated people.  

• People in almost all countries report high levels of disaffection (moderate in 

Austria, Germany, and Sweden), exemplified by high levels of anomie, low 

levels of trust, and low levels of satisfaction with democracy. However, these 

factors, although often correlating with EEB, did not generally explain the 

relationship between worldviews and EEB in the moderated mediation model. 

In some countries, disaffection variables are linked to populist beliefs.  

• In most countries, people report high economic vulnerability, find large 

economic discrepancies, and perceive high economic inequalities that they 

judge as unjust. However, it seems at times that in many countries the less 

economically insecure are keener to endorse EEB. This finding supports the 

idea that EEB may be used by those who feel more secure in their positions 

ideologically and materially to protect the system they believe in.  

• In most countries national, religious, and ethnic identifications are more 

important than European and Global ones. Contrary to expectations, in some 

cases, high European or Global identification is associated with EEB. This 

could be another finding contributing to the idea that those who feel more secure 

in high-status identities are keener to support their beliefs even with polarizing 

behaviour.  

Finally, we observed in many countries a refusal of the participants to position 

themselves on the left-right political scale. Percentages of this refusal differ from 

country to country (for instance from a low 5.4% in Germany, 12.8% in the UK, 17% 

in Greece, 23.8% in Bosnia-Herzegovina, 31.7% in Malta, to a high of 36.2% for 

Kosovo). This finding could indicate that political divisions are changing, and new 

conflicts might arise (perhaps between people and elites in a more populist worldview). 
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D. Concluding Remarks 
 

This report presents findings from panel studies conducted in 13 countries in an attempt 

to provide insight into the social psychological drivers and mechanisms of everyday 

extremist behaviors. Our analyses point to two important drivers: restricted social 

mobility and system justification. Restricted social mobility appears to be a powerful 

driver that is generally unmediated from other beliefs. Other research (Day and Fiske, 

2017) has indicated that greater optimism about mobility prospects is associated with 

lower levels of support for redistribution to reduce inequalities. Similarly, we found 

that when social mobility is perceived as hindered, people will engage in EEB to 

support their views. Further research should clarify how these beliefs interact with 

others to undermine democratic beliefs and participation. Our second key finding 

concerns system justification, the belief that the system is fair, and that people get what 

they deserve. This belief is positively associated with EEB, and the underlying 

mechanism is trust in institutions. We also hypothesized that disaffection would lead 

people who justify the system to seek to protect it through these behaviors. The results 

point to a slightly different direction: people will engage in EEB not because they are 

disaffected but because they trust the institutions they want to protect. Moreover, 

we noticed that in some countries, those who felt less economically insecure, those who 

were less dissatisfied with their everyday life and close environment, or those with high 

levels of European and/or Global identifications would be more likely to engage in 

these behaviors. Perhaps these findings suggest that those who believe in the core 

values of the system feel keener to protect it, even if they use polarizing behaviors that 

counteract democratic processes. This might also be due to the way EEB is measured 

here. It is important to highlight that with the EES, we measure individual political 

behaviors, some of which are within the realms of democratic engagement and some of 

which are denying a democratic dialogue with opposing views. These behaviors are 

weighted in relation to how extreme they are. Given the low levels of EEB observed, 

we could say that people in our sample engage in individual political behaviors to 

sustain their views when they believe in the fairness of the system, and because they 

trust its institutions, they might even engage in polarizing behaviors. In further analyses 

and studies, we should seek to understand the role of these worldviews as well as the 

role of disaffection. There is also a need to look at more collective everyday behaviours 
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of political engagement to have a broader picture of possible failures of the democratic 

processes. Another important finding is that younger generations seem more likely 

to engage in these behaviors. We need to further investigate this finding more 

qualitatively to see whether there are intergenerational conflicts that arise in an era 

where climate change and the future of the planet are prominent social issues. Finally, 

attention should be drawn to the fact that levels of disaffection are high in all countries, 

a quite worrying finding for the state of these societies and people’s engagement with 

democracy there. 

 

A final word of caution pertains to the fact that our samples were not designed to be 

representative of the populations and, therefore, the findings and their descriptions 

should be read bearing in mind that they generally concern urban and highly educated 

populations.  

 

Our findings so far point to two important policy recommendations to reduce the risk 

of everyday extremism: On the one hand, a) rendering real opportunities for upward 

social mobility possible through promoting and supporting public education while 

devising policies that reduce “brain waste” by giving people the opportunity to work in 

jobs associated with their training and education; on the other, b) offering opportunities 

for societal debates about how institutions can be “protected” and supported without 

scapegoating other groups. The reduction of inequalities should be the overall context 

within which these policies could take place. 
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