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Deliverable 6.7 introduces the i-Attune interactive, a public-facing, dialogical-focused tool 

designed to support public reflection on democratic engagement, everyday extremism, and 
political difference. The i-Attune is designed to build democratic capacity, in particular the 

political literacy needed to engage in politics without descending into everyday extremism. 

This deliverable was co-led by Professor Kesi Mahendran and Dr Anthony English of the 

Open University, in close collaboration with software developers Enigma Interactive. 

Aims: The i-Attune asks a series of self-reflective questions which allow the public to 
explore which Democratic Actor Positions (DAPs) they most frequently adopt when 

considering their relationship with democracy. The i-Attune also measures the public’s 

capacity for Everyday Extremism (EES), indicating how far they may be willing to go to 
advance their own political views. These two outcomes are then used to offer the public 

advice on how they can attune to others with whom they politically disagree in order to 

build capacity for dialogue. 

Development: This report offers insight into the conceptual rationale, the reasoning behind 

the interactive’s structure, and the development of its visual design. The report also 
provides an overview of the iterative development process, including pilot testing and soft 

launches in both the UK and Europe. 

Launch: The i-Attune was launched in September 2025 via the Open University’s 

OpenLearn page. A complementary qualitative study was also conducted which, together, 

suggested that i-Attune offers the public opportunities to explore their engagement in 

democratic dialogue with those holding opposing views. 

Recommendations 

Policymakers: The i-Attune offers policymakers a scalable interactive that supports 

democratic citizenship by encouraging self-reflection on political engagement and 

everyday extremism. Its dialogical design avoids labelling individuals as vulnerable to 

extremism, enabling use with diverse groups as part of preventative policy interventions. 

Researchers: The i-Attune provides researchers with an intervention for promoting self-
reflection on democratic citizenship and everyday extremism. It can be empirically tested 

against existing self-reflection measures to examine the value of foregrounding reflective 

heuristics rather than political types, and applied across qualitative, mixed-method, or 

experimental research designs as a methodological tool. 

Practitioners: The i-Attune offers a publicly accessible, non-stigmatising resource to 
support reflection and dialogue among individuals or groups at risk of influence by populist 

anti-democratic voices. Practitioners can use i-Attune to facilitate discussion and self-

exploration around democratic values and how to engage constructively with others who 

hold differing political views. 
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How to navigate this report 

This report introduces the i-Attune, an interactive which allows the public to explore their 

relationship with democracy and how far they could be willing to go for their political view. 

As the i-Attune has the potential to be applied in a number of different research contexts, there 

are three intended audiences for this report.  

• Policymakers looking to implement public-facing initiatives to better understanding the 

publics’ relationships with democratic norms and  political extremism.  

• Researchers interested in developing studies that explore the relationship between 

democratic capacities and political extremism.   

• Practitioners seeking to apply the i-Attune as a self-reflective tool that can be used as 

an intervention.  

Certain sections of the report will be more, or less, relevant based on the aims of the specific 

target audience. Please refer to Table 1 for guidance as to which sections will be most salient.   

Table 1. Target Audience Guidance 

Report Section Policymakers Researchers Practitioners 

1. Introduction     
2. Scientific Framework and Rationale     
3. i-Attune: Initial Build     
4. i-Attune: Prototype     
5. Post-Pilot Review     
6. Visuals: Development Rationale      
7. Dissemination, Communication & Exploitation      
8. Recommendations     

1. Introduction 

  

1.1. i-Attune interactive  

This deliverable reports on the conception, development, implementation and communication 

of the i-Attune Self-Test Interactive Platform, the key public facing engagement tool under 

Work Package 6 (WP6) of the OppAttune project. Its purpose is to provide the public with a 

structured way to reflect on their democratic reasoning style, explore how far they would go 

for their own political views (i.e.: extremism) and support constructive dialogue. As such, the 

i-Attune offers the public the chance for important self-recognition in the context of these 

political polarising times. That is to say explore their political positions and the factors which 

may limit their capacity for connecting with those whom they disagree.  A key aim with the i-

Attune is that it has the capacity to be applied in a variety of contexts in which political 

polarisation is prevalent and/or the risk of engaging in everyday extremism is high. The i-

Attune was initially conceived by lead scientific coordinator Professor Kesi Mahendran at the 

Open University. Alongside co-lead Dr Anthony English, the idea was developed into a 
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structured interactive tool designed to facilitate reflective self-positioning on politically 

relevant issues. OppAttune partners, Dr. Zona Zaric, Dr. Stephen Sawyer, Dr. Rebekah Mifsud, 

Prof. Gordon Sammut, and Dr. Sandra Obradovic, all provided input (e.g.: ideas for questions 

and answers) and feedback on the content and structure (discussed in detail in Section 3). 

Project manager Alex Pękalski played an essential role in coordinating the collaboration with 

software developers Enigma Interactives Ltd (based in the UK), who, from late-2024, worked 

extensively with the co-leads to create the final product. The design philosophy underpinning 

the tool has been publicly documented by Enigma Interactives through their dissemination 

materials: https://www.enigma-interactive.co.uk/news/designing-a-calmer-space-to-discuss-

democracy.  The i-Attune is currently hosted by the Open University’s OpenLearn page and is 

accessible here: https://www.open.edu/openlearn/what-kind-democrat-are-you.  

A key challenge with any public-facing interactive are issues relating to security, inclusivity, 

and accessibility. The data protection and governance of the i-Attune were assured via a GDPR 

review and technical assurance processes. The Open University is the Data Controller, while 

Enigma Interactives Ltd operate as Data Processor for hosting and build services. An 

Information Security Third Party Questionnaire (ISTPQ) conducted by OU Information 

Security in July 2024 rated all assessed areas including access control, vulnerability 

management, cryptography, and incident response as low risk, with no medium or high risks 

identified. Enigma interactives holds UK Cyber Essentials certification, confirming alignment 

with national cybersecurity standards. The interactive is designed for anonymised use. Item 

responses are not linked to personal identifiers. Engagement analytics are limited to aggregate 

behavioural tracking (e.g., start/completion rates, card flips, reveal interactions) for validity 

assurance and future iteration planning. An EDI review was conducted to ensure inclusivity 

and neutrality of language across all content. Video materials were fully captioned and 

supported by drop down transcripts. Accessibility compliance followed OU and WCAG 2.1 

AA expectations, with checks completed prior to launch to ensure compatibility with screen 

readers, mobile navigation and high-contrast modes. 

1.2. Content Overview  

The i-Attune is a free, anonymised online experience that guides the public through reflective 

political prompts to reveal how they tend to behave when democratic disagreement arises. An 

important aspect with the i-Attune, when compared with competitive quizzes or viral 

typologies, is that all positions are presented simultaneously and non-hierarchically, allowing 

the public to explore relational rather than absolute identities. Therefore, rather than identifying 

people as “left vs right” or “moderate vs extremist,” it reveals one of five Democratic Actor 

Positions (DAPs) which describe how individuals approach political tension. As mentioned, 

the tool is structured not to judge but to prompt self-recognition, offering a constructive 

alternative to polarising political diagnostics. The i-Attune offers the public a 20-minute guided 

interaction structured around card-based scenarios, slider inputs and sequential reveals. On 

completion, the public receive feedback framed in balanced strength risk pairings, positioning 

them within one or more of five possible Democratic Actor Positions: Peacemaker, Guardian, 

Avant-Garde, Researcher, and/or Common-Senser (see Table 2). The DAPs offer the public an 

insight into their relationship with democracy and the opportunity to reflect on which other 

https://www.enigma-interactive.co.uk/news/designing-a-calmer-space-to-discuss-democracy
https://www.enigma-interactive.co.uk/news/designing-a-calmer-space-to-discuss-democracy
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/what-kind-democrat-are-you


 
 

9 
 

positions they are likely to attune with and those which they may be discordant from when 

engaged in political dialogue.  

Table 2. Democratic Actor Positions  

Democratic Actor Positions   

Peacemaker  Guardian  Avant-Garde Researcher Common-senser  

     

The Peacemaker 

position  values 

creating a low 

conflict environment 

and is associated with 

progressive values. 

However, there may 

be a failure to 

recognise this conflict 

as a motivating force 

in politics which is, 

to some extent, 

unavoidable for 

polarising issues.  

A Guardian position 

prioritises guarding 

what is deemed to be 

important to that 

individual; be that 

ideas, people, or things. 

This position is 

typically associated 

with a community and 

security focus but also 

risks viewing 

‘outsiders’ as 

threatening as a result.  

The Avant-Garde 

position is based on 

‘outside the box’ 

thinking which rejects 

the status quo and 

hierarchies. This position 

is associated with 

forward-thinking 

creativity but a risk here 

is the potential for 

ignoring established 

solutions to problems. 

The Research position 

highly values basing 

political decision-

making and leadership 

on information and 

analysis. This position 

is associated with data-

driven knowledge but 

risks underestimating 

the emotional power of 

politics as a driving 

force. 

The Common-Sense 

position values 

‘common-sense 

thinking’ when 

discussing politics. 

This position is 

associated with people-

focused pragmatism 

but risks lacking 

political imagination 

and dismissing data-

driven solutions.  

 

Alongside the DAPs, the interactive also offers the user insights into how far they would be 

willing to go for their own political views with the Everyday Extremism Scale (EES). Based 

on a concept developed by the OppAttune project, WP6 colleagues Prof. Gordon Sammut and  
Dr. Rebekah Mifsud (University of Malta) developed a measure of everyday extremism to align 

with the aims of Deliverable 6.1 (Mifsud and Sammut, 2024).  The EES is a self-report measure 

that captures forms of non-violent extremism that have become normalised through everyday 

political actions and interactions. The EES presents the participant with 12 actions ranging 

from more extreme acts (e.g.: intentionally making false accusations against those with 

different political views) to acts aligned with democratic participation (e.g.: promoting a local 

political event). Designed to be incorporated into both large-scale surveys and more dialogical-

focused, reflective interventions, the EES aligned well with the aims of the i-Attune to measure 

the  publics’ potential for endorsing extremism (See Section 3 for a detailed discussion of how 

the EES was modified and incorporated into the interactive). The next section offers an 

overview of the rationale for the conceptual development of the i-Attune interactive. 
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2. Scientific Framework and Rationale  

 

This section focuses on the development and rationale for the five Democratic Actor Positions  

(DAPs) as they are a fundamental part of the self-reflection process for those engaging with 

the interactive. The Everyday Extremism measure is also a fundamental part of the i-Attune, 

however, the development of this has been written about extensively in report D6.1 (Mifsud & 

Sammut, 2024). The five Democratic Actor Positions used within the i-Attune interactive were 

not derived through empirical clustering or typological analysis. Instead, they emerged through 

iterative conceptual discussions among the WP6 team concerning recurring orientations to 

democratic engagement observed across political contexts. This also included presenting and 

discussing these ideas to university colleagues outside of the project (e.g.: Culture and Social 

Psychology research stand at the Open University). The intention here was not to define stable 

political types or categories, but to develop a small set of recognisable positions that could 

function as interpretive reference points for the public. As such, the positions are best 

understood as provisional snapshots of a user’s current orientation to democratic action, 

generated in relation to their responses at a particular moment in time rather than as fixed 

attributes or enduring political identities. 

This design choice is informed by dialogical approaches to identity and political positioning, 

which conceptualise the self as composed of multiple, context-dependent positions rather than 

a single, unified standpoint (Gillespie & Cornish, 2010; Hermans, 2001). From this perspective, 

political engagement is understood as inherently relational and situational, shaped through 

interaction with others, social norms, and institutional contexts, and capable of shifting across 

time and issue domains. Dialogical research on political identity highlights that individuals 

move between different political positions depending on context, audience, and perceived 

stakes, rather than expressing a stable or internally consistent political type (Andreouli & 

Howarth, 2013; Obradović & Draper, 2022, Mahendran, 2018). Reflecting this dialogical logic, 

the i-Attune interactive allows the public to view and explore all Democratic Actor Positions, 

reinforcing the understanding that these positions represent provisional orientations or 

snapshots rather than categorical or hierarchical classifications. The following section offers a 

detailed account of how each stage of the i-Attune was developed for the purposes of creating 

a prototype of the interactive. 

3. i-Attune: Initial Build    

 

Initial scoping meetings between the two co-leads and Enigma Interactive in late 2024 defined 

a deliberate shift away from rapid response “quiz” dynamics towards a reflective, slow-paced 

interaction that would support self-exploration rather than judgement. Prototyping proceeded 

in staged iterations in which Enigma built successive versions of the interactive, which were 

reviewed by OU researchers for content fidelity, sequence pacing, and tone neutrality. The 
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interactive has four stages, all of which have a distinctive purpose, are described in the 

following sections.  

Stage One 

The opening stage of the interactive serves the essential purpose of allowing the user an 

opportunity to slow down and use the interactive as a space for self-reflection as to their own 

relationship with democracy. The opening screen explicitly invites the user to slow down, take 

a break from the pressures of the day, and engage in a reflective exercise (Image 1). (See 

Section 7 for a detailed discussion on the visual development of the i-Attune).  

 

Image 1. i-Attune Opening Page 

3.1. Citizen Questions  

Given the dialogical expertise of both co-leads, it was considered important that the opening 

section should offer the public the opportunity to adopt an I-Citizen position. An I-Citizen 

position is a position where a person orients themselves towards their role in a democracy as 

an active participant (a position which foregrounds civic engagement and responsibility). This 

is consistent with Dialogical Self-Theory, which conceptualises the self as possessing a 

dynamic multiplicity of ‘I positions’ (I-Parent, I-Environmentalist, etc.) that are contextually 

activated and allow individuals to adapt differing perspectives beyond a binary in-group/ out-

group paradigm (Hermans & Hermans-Konopka, 2010; Arvaja, 2024; Mahendran, 2013). This 

opening section of the i-Attune functions as a ‘civic primer’ activating democratic schemas 

(Kahneman, 2011) and offering the opportunity for reflective engagement on the role of 

citizenship in a democracy. This stage presents the public with five questions, of which the first 

four are ranking options. In the example below, the public are asked to rank which of the images 

best represents how democracy really works; be that option (A) Disruptor - Obstructing others 

to make a political point (1 point), (B) Representative - Canvassing for a political cause (2 

points), and (C) Democratic Guardian - Contributing to the vote count and democracy (3 

points) (Figure 1). It was decided the images would not be labelled as the process required a 

level of inference on the user’s part in order to habituate them to engaging with this type of 

imagery (see Section 6 for details on the rationale for each image).  
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Figure 1. Example of an I-Citizen Position question  

The other type of question is text based, for example: Which should the government prioritise 

when making political decisions? Drag and drop to place in order of preference. (A) The 

Individual (1 point), (B) The Family (2 points), and (C) The Community (3 points). As all four 

questions have this scoring system, a user was categorised as having adopted an I-Citizen 

position on the following criteria: 4 - 7 = non-I-Citizen, 8-12 = I-Citizen position. The fifth 

question was distinctive in that it asks the public to select a policy priority. For example, Which 

policy priority is most important to you? Choose one: A) Use of vaccinations, B) Managing 

immigration, C) Managing trade across borders, D) Prioritising the climate crisis. These 

answers align with the four case studies of the OppAttune project and offered the potential for 

a comparative context with data from the WiDE lens survey (see Appendix B for the complete 

set of questions).  

3.2. Demographic Questions  

Although not conducive to ‘mood setting’ in the way that the first section was, it was considered 

important to capture the demographic features of those interacting with the i-Attune. To this 

end, multiple choice questions were asked about gender identity, age, and place of residency. 

This demographic data can be used to inform future research into democratic capacity and 

political literacy.  

Stage Two 

The second stage allows the public to reflect on their relationship with democracy and how far 

they are willing to go for political issues they consider to be important. All the questions in this 

stage are randomised in terms of the order of presentation.  

3.3. Democratic Actor Positions Section  

Stage two included 10 questions which allows the public to explore their relationship with 

democracy, identify the issues that are important to them and, ultimately, be assigned a 

Democratic Actor Position (or positions) (DAPs). All the questions relate to one of the work 

packages. For example, question 15 is based on the work of colleagues in WP2 on Regulatory 

Rights Pathways (Sawyer, et al. 2024). The questions are presented as either multiple choice 

(8 questions) or as ranking order tasks (2 questions) with the five answer options all aligning 

Which image best represents how democracy really works? Drag 
and drop to place in order of preference. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A B C 
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to one of the five DAPs. To maintain the integrity of the process, the participants were not 

informed of the DAPs until the end of the process, nor how the answer options related to the 

final outcome.  

 

Figure 2. Example of multiple-choice questions in i-Attune 

For the multiple-choice questions, the public are assigned one point to a specific Democratic 

Actor Position based on the answer they provide. For the ranking questions, which were 

included to reduce user fatigue and increase engagement, only the highest-ranking option was 

scored (e.g.: 1 point for the top answer which is then assigned to the relevant DAPs). Alongside 

text-based questions there is an image-oriented question for both a multiple-choice and ranking 

order question. The final Democratic Actor Position score is determined by the number of 

answers selected for each positional track. For example, if a person selects six Common Senser 

answers (out of 10), they are assigned the Common Senser position at the reveal stage. In the 

event of an equal split (e.g.: 5/10 Common-senser, 5/10 for Peacemaker) both positions are 

highlighted in the reveal as a Mixed-Hybrid position (see Stage Three section for details).  

3.4. Everyday Extremism Questions  

The other set of questions in section two focused on measuring how far a person is willing to 

go for their political views, which is based on the Everyday Extremism Scale (EES). There 

were six everyday extremism questions in total, three measuring acts of everyday extremism  

and three measuring acts of legitimate democratic engagement.  The phrasing of the questions 

were slightly modified by the co-leads to provide a uniformity of presentation and ensure 

accessibility. The answers were all based on the Likert scale which scored answers from 0 – 4 

(not legitimate = 0, fully legitimate = 4) then multiplied by a number depending on the content 

of the question. For example, the question below shows one of the questions measuring 

everyday extremism.  

 

 

 

Which group would you trust to defend your democratic rights? Drag and drop to place in order of 
preference.  
A) Human rights organisations.  
B) Independent advocacy groups and community networks.  
C) My own new networks.  
D) Legal counsel and government ministers. 
E) Public consensus and social media. 

Democratic Actor (1 point for 1st position only).  
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 

 

 

 

 

 

Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is legitimate within a political disagreement: 
Deny a political opponent's version of reality, even if you know it to be true.  

0 – Not legitimate, 4 – Fully legitimate 
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Figure 3: Example of Everyday Extremism Scale in i-Attune 

If the user answers ‘Fully Legitimate’ they score 4 points which is then multiplied by 6 for a 

final score of 24. The multiplication score is reduced for examples of acts considered to be 

everyday political activities (as opposed to everyday extremism). The EES answers are then 

totalled to create final everyday extremism score - the higher the score after six questions, the 

more willing a person is likely to enact everyday extremism for their own political views. The 

EES questions were presented as a slider scale to offer the user variation in the response format 

to limit fatigue (see section 6 for details on the visual development of the interactive). A 

participant can potentially score between 0 – 84, which are then categorised into five Citizen 

Positions. Each position denotes a different level of potential for engaging in everyday 

extremism: 1) Anti-Democratic Citizen Position, 2) Engaged Citizen Position, 3) Activist 

Citizen Position, 4) Antagonistic Citizen Position, and 5) Disruptive Citizen Position (the next 

section provides details on each position). The driver for this was to align with the i-Attune’s 

core principle that the final outcomes are capturing the public at a particular time, rather than 

an inflexible categorising process in which the public are labelled ‘extreme’ under all 

circumstances.  

 Stage Three  

The third stage offers the user a reveal of their final Democratic Actor Position and Everyday 

Extremism Score via the prism of a Citizen Position.  

3.5. Reveal Section  

The first part of this section presents the DAPs as a visual image which, if clicked, reveals a 

description of that position (or positions depending on the score). The public may also read 

every other DAPs to offer a context for comparison. For this reveal, the card-turning mechanics 

were selected to slow progression and encourage deliberate engagement rather than impulsive 

clicking.  

 

Image 2. Democratic Actor Position Reveal  

The DAP descriptions (Figure 4) offered the participant an opportunity to reflect on their 

relationship with democracy based on how they answered the questions.  



 
 

15 
 

 

Figure 4. DAP Descriptions 

The next step in the reveal process was to highlight the person’s Everyday Extremism Score – 

in this case, presented as a Citizen Position.  

 

Figure 5. Citizen Position Descriptions  

Stage Four 

The final section offers the public insights into their own capacity to attune, or potential for 

discord, with other DAPs. That is to say, offers the public clear advice on what they can do 

next based on their own position(s) and capacity for extremism. The attunement section 

considers the positions they adopted during the interactive (both DAPs and EES position) and 

Peacemaker  
You value creating a low conflict environment. This position is associated with progressive values but 

may not recognise conflict as a motivating force in politics.  

Guardian  
 You prioritise guarding what is important – be that ideas, people, or things. This position is associated 

with a community-focus but risks viewing others as threatening. 

Avant-Garde 
You tend to reject the status quo and hierarchies. This position is associated with forward-thinking 

creativity but risks ignoring established solutions to problems.  

Researcher  
You value basing your politics on information and analysis. This position is associated with data-

driven knowledge but risks underestimating the emotional power of politics.  

Common-senser  
You value common-sense thinking when discussing politics. This position is associated with people-

focused pragmatism but risks lacking political imagination. 

 

 

 

0 - Anti-Democratic Citizen Position  
Your score suggests you have taken an Anti-Democratic position, which is disconnected from any 

type of democratic participation.  

1-21 – Engaged Citizen Position  
Your score suggests you engage in democratic citizenship. This involves recognising the legitimacy of 

voting and asserting democratic rights. 

22-42 Activist Citizen Position  
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to actively engage in democratic projects, such as 

attending collective events and promoting political causes.  

43-63 Antagonistic Citizen Position  
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to publicly challenge political people if you disagree. This 

position steps over the line when attacks become personal rather than about the political issue.  

64-84 Disruptive Citizen Position 
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to engage in hostile disruptive actions that limit 

the legitimate rights of others to engage in politics and democracy.  
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why a high everyday extremism  score can make it less likely to attune with the positions of 

others.  

3.6. Attunement  

The image and text below is an example of a Peacemaker position - If the person scored as a 

Mixed-Hybrid position, this stage offers them every combination of positions relevant to their 

scores. The user can click on the relevant symbol below to reveal the text which offers them 

attunement informaiton (See Appendix B for all the text relevant to this attunement content).  

 

Image 3. Attunement Reveal  

 

Figure 6. Example of attunement advice based on a Peacemaker DAP 

The concluding part of this final stage offers the public the opportunity to contact the project 

directly via a bespoke interactive email. This section also invites the public to share that they 

participated via social media with three options: Blue Sky, Instagram, and LinkedIn. The next 

two sections offer an overview of the creation of the i-Attune prototype – including the study 

procedure, results and subsequent modifications to the interactive content as a result.  

Peacemaker is attuned to: 

Researcher 
A Peacemaker is attuned to a researcher position’s data-led approach as it focuses on 

rationale thinking over impulsive action.  

Discordant from: 

Guardian & Avant-Garde  
The Guardian position’s focus on protection increases the likelihood of conflict which 

challenges the diplomacy of the Peacemaker. The Avant-Garde position may find peace-
making limits new ideas. 
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4. i-Attune Prototype    

 

Conducted by Dr Anthony English, a prototype version of the i-Attune test was piloted with 

Open University students from across 20 countries, spanning adult age groups from 18 to 65 

+, with a female-majority sample profile (see Table 3). Engagement metrics indicated a high 

completion rate of 92% suggesting that the reflective pacing and style of questions did not 

produce any drop off fatigue. The three areas which participants were most likely to drop out 

were: I-Citizen questions (4 participants), Demographic questions (2 participants), and Vote 

for me films (1 participant). Important to note that the prototype did not include any of the final 

visual content outside of what was essential for the questions (e.g.: two I-Citizen questions, 

Map question). The pilot assessed both usability and interpretability of the i-Attune via a series 

of self-report questions on Qualtrics on completion of the interactive to gather data (See 

Appendix A the complete results).   

Table 3. Pilot Study Sample  

Initial engagement  Final sample Completion rate  

88 81 92% 

Age Gender  Location (top five) 
18-24: 11 

25-34: 18 

35-44: 23 

45-54: 9 

55-64: 11 

65 +: 6 

Prefer not to say: 5 

Male: 22 

Female: 58 

Transgender male: 0 

Transgender Female: 1 

Non-Binary: 0 

Prefer not to say: 2 

United Kingdom: 56   

France: 3   

Serbia: 3   

Germany: 2   

Switzerland: 2   

 

5. Post-Pilot Review  

 

The focus of this section is to highlight the key results from the pilot study that shaped the final 

development stage of the i-Attune (see Appendix A for the full results). On analysis of the 

results, six key areas were identified for review, and in some cases, development based on the 

feedback from the student sample. The following is an overview of these key areas:  

1. Visual appeal  

I-Citizen images 

As to be expected when collecting feedback on aesthetic appeal, there were mixed responses 

(53% found the images appealing to a greater or lesser extent, whilst 46% found them 

unappealing). Some participants did not seem to understand the images had a newsprint 

aesthetic and there was confusion about the meaning of the images. Specifically, the answer 

options for the I-Citizen questions in the opening stage which, for some, were overly similar.   
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Response: The idea that the visuals had a mixed response was considered to be somewhat 

subjective. However, a clear issue for development was the lack of clarity regarding the I-

Citizen questions. These images were redesigned to offer a more concise representation of the 

political activity they were attempting to evoke.  

Maps  

Most of the negative feedback focused on the maps with the  ‘quite unappealing’ option scoring 

the highest among participants (44%). A frequent criticism was the perceived ambiguity of the 

projections and that they did not offer participants any steer.   

Response: Q13’s map answer options were modified to explicitly offer visual differences 

between the Mercator projections and labelling – see Section 6 for an example of the final 

versions. 

2. Navigating the interactive  

The majority of participants scored the interactive’s usability as ‘easy’ or ‘quite easy’  (26% 

and 34% respectively), which was also articulated in the positive text answers.  However, the 

ranking function seemed to cause some confusion as participants did not have an open choice 

as to which answer they selected to rank first (instead they were forced to select the answer 

options from left to right and then rank according to preference). The slider scale received 

positive feedback but accessibility issues (i.e.: size of the dot) was mentioned as an area for 

improvement.  

Response: The ranking function was redesigned so that the user could place any answer in any 

the ranking squares. The slider scale ‘button’ was replaced with a large, visually accessible 

hand that evoked a statue from ancient Greece (to align with the aesthetics of the i-Attune – 

see Section 6 for more details).  

3. Democratic Actor Position questions  

For the question comprehension checks, the participants selected the ‘I understood the 

question’ option for every DAP question, with the exception of Q13 ‘Which map best 

represents how you tend to think about the world?’. Given the earlier feedback on the maps, 

this could have more to do with the answer options than the phrasing of the question. The 

second highest ‘I understood, but the question could be clearer.’ response was for Q20 ‘Rank 

these possible new laws based on which you would least like to see happen in your country’. 

The negative response here could be due to the double negative aspect of the question (which 

was mentioned in the comments section).  

Response: Q20 was rephrased to remove the double negative and offer a more comprehensive 

question (e.g.: Which possible new law in your country is the most important to you?).  

4. Everyday Extremism Scale questions  

For the EES question comprehension checks, ‘I understand the question’ option was selected 

for every item implying there was no confusion in comprehending the content. However, 

several comments suggested the statements need to be more specific.  
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Response: This response from the participants resulted in the co-leads redrafting all the 

everyday extremism question in an attempt to provide a greater level of specificity. For 

instance, the questions were redrafted to include a specific example: ‘Rate the extent to which 

you believe the following action becomes legitimate during an important political event, e.g., 

an election’.   

5. Reveal Section: Democratic Actor Positions, Citizen Positions (e.g.: Everyday 

Extremism Scores), and Attunement descriptions.  

In terms of comprehension, the most consistently positive scores were for the reveal sections 

of the interactive - 73% understood all the DAPs, 59% understood EES scoring, and 69% 

understood the attunement descriptions. For the DAPs, there were positive responses about the 

informative and accessible style. More critically, there were comments about greater 

transparency (e.g.: offering participants their scores in each position), the UK-centric focus of 

the DAPs, and a perceived trivialising of political polarisation as an issue. For the EES reveal 

(The Citizen Positions), it was expected that some would reject the idea that they are ‘extreme’ 

and the feedback confirmed this. Given the potential for rejecting the Citizen Position and 

related EES score, it was suggested that the descriptions should be more in-depth to offer the 

public a greater context for accepting the outcome. The attunement feedback was very positive 

with only a couple of comments suggesting more content should be included for the 

information to feel truly substantive.  

Response: A key area for development with the reveal section was that the everyday extremism 

scores should offer a greater context for what it means to be ‘extreme’. To achieve this, it was 

decided that the scores should be categorised as positions to signify to the user that this is a 

context-dependent outcome rather than a confirmatory statement on the type of political actor 

that they are. To view the results of these changes and all of the final questions, order, etc – 

please refer to Appendix B.  

6. Duration and Shareability  

Only 9% of the participants found the  i-Attune to be overly long and the majority (59%) would 

share it with friends and family, as opposed to sharing with the public (11%) or not at all (30%). 

Response: Prior to the pilot study, there was a concern that the i-Attune was overly long. 

However, evidence from the pilot study has proven this concern to be unfounded. It is noted 

that the pilot study was conducted with students, who may well be more willing to continue 

with a task for over ten minutes.  

Alongside developing of the questions, answers and reveal descriptions based on the participant 

feedback from the pilot study, another important aspect was the visual development of the i-

Attune. 

6. Visuals: Development Rationale  
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A key aim in developing the visual aspects of the i-Attune was creating an interactive that 

offered the public a welcoming space in which to explore their democratic capacities and 

potential for everyday extremism. This is important as evidence (Prats, 2021; Reichert, 2016) 

suggests that the public can lack confidence and assuredness when interacting with public-

facing content which is overtly political. It was decided that the opening page of the interactive 

should attempt to offer a welcoming tone in terms of warm colours and simplified imagery, 

whilst also presenting as a substantive politically focused interactive. After extensive creative 

meetings between the co-leads and Enigma, in which a variety of different interactives were 

analysed and evaluated, it was decided that the i-Attune should attempt to evoke both the 

ancient beginnings of democracy and the current age of protest. To achieve this, columns 

evocative of ancient Greece were used in the opening page alongside silhouettes of the public 

engaging in acts of direct democracy.  The background imagery was designed to evoke a faded 

parchment to speak to the roots of democratic engagement without being overly declarative (as 

shown in Image 1). In the age of fast-moving on-line social media quizzes and polls, the text 

invited the user to ‘take a break’ from the stresses of the day to encourage reflectivity and 

introspection when they consider their relationship with democracy.  

 

Image 4. OpenLearn Launch Page    

The OpenLearn page, where the i-Attune is located within the Open University, is in-keeping 

with this approach in how it encourages the public to explore their relationship with democracy 

to better understand their own political views (without explicitly stating the aims of the i-

Attune) (Image 4).  As discussed in Section 3.4, the Everyday Extremism Scale presented the 

public with a slider scale, as opposed to standard text-based answer options. As shown (Image 

5), the slider evokes the hand of an ancient statue to compliment the established theme, and the 

background parchment style is also present (and remains so throughout the i-Attune). The I-

Citizen stage took a substantial amount of time as the visuals also represented the answers for 

two of the four questions (as discussed in Section 3.1). Therefore, it was essential that the 

visuals represented the type of political action intended so it may function as an answer option. 

As shown in Image 6, the image-based answers were created to evoke a singular type of 

political action. The image background of yellow was selected to distinguish the panel from 

the grey background and offer an aesthetic appeal consistent with the established interactive 
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colours. Another important visual in the second section of the interactive is the map question, 

discussed in Section 5, which evoked a great deal of critical feedback from the pilot study 

participants. As a result of this, it was decided that the maps should offer a greater clarity in 

terms of what each map represents by adding text to the imagery and offering a greater 

distinction between the Mercator projections. As shown in Image 7, the maps with the Mercator 

projections now offer distinctive colours to evoke a key distinguishing element (e.g.: borders 

on the Regions globe) and labels for each map.  

 

Image 5. Example of an Everyday Extremism Question 

 

Image 6. I-Citizen question options (L to R: Consumer, Activist, and Intervener).  

  

Image 7. Final map projection options 
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Deliverable 6.3, the ‘Vote for Me’ films (Political Mobilisation & Followership Tool) was 

included in the DAP questions to offer the public the opportunity to position themselves in 

relation to archetypal political leadership styles - see D6.3 Report for details (English & 

Mahendran, 2026). The footage was edited to create 45-second versions of the films to 

represent one key argument embodied in that style of leadership (e.g.: the Nationalist clip 

focused on a ‘people vs the elites’ narrative). As shown in Image 8, the films were presented 

as polaroid images to evoke the idea of ‘snapshot’ example of political leadership.  

 

Image 8. “Vote for Me” film options 

The Democratic Actor Position symbols are an important visual aspect for the interactive as 

they are the user’s first encounter with the concept of DAPs. As such, they must evoke a key 

aspect of the specific position they are attempting to represent. Table 4 offers a brief overview 

of each symbol and why they were selected. A substantial challenge was to devise imagery 

ideas that evoked the Citizen Positions for the final Everyday Extremism reveal. After a round 

of creative discussions between the co-leads and Enigma, it was decided that a flame offers a 

suitable visual metaphor for the increasing intensity of extremist thinking. For example, the 

Engaged Citizen position (in which the person is enacting democratic rights rather than 

engaging in extremism) is presented as a small set of flames. The flames are yellow and pink 

(colours presented earlier in the interactive) to maintain the aesthetic appeal (Image 9). 

 

Image 9. Citizen Positions   
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Finally, the conclusion screen page was designed so that it offers a clear route to sharing the 

content via prominent social media symbols (e.g.: Blue Sky, etc). The colour pattern was a 

combination of the interactive pink used earlier and the dark blue of the OppAttune logo to 

speak back to the project as a whole and invite further exploration (Image 10). The final 

sections of the report offer an overview of the dissemination, exploitation, communication 

outputs and final recommendations for the relevant stakeholders.  

Table 4: Democratic Actor Position Symbol Rationale  

Democratic Actor Position Symbol Rationale  

Peacemaker  Guardian  Avant-Garde Researcher Common-senser  

     

As the international 

symbol of peace, the 

dove is a recognisable 

image that offers the 

public a clear idea 

about the values of the 

Peacekeeper position. 

 

The padlock image 

presents a sense of 

security and protection, 

which is in-keeping with 

the Guardian position.  

The most difficult of 

the symbols given the 

term’s association 

with the art world. A 

key element here is 

that the image 

represents someone 

thinking ‘outside of 

the box’, which aligns 

with the Avant-Garde 

position.  

This symbol 

represents an 

investigative quality 

relevant of the 

position,  but that is 

also gender neutral 

(many of the 

alternative images 

show men engaging in 

scientific enquiry). 

This symbol for 

common sense 

evokes the idea of 

balancing ‘heart and 

head’ to get to the 

truth of the matter 

(as the person 

perceives it).  

 

 

Image 10. Conclusion Screen page and Shared Feature Logo  
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7. Dissemination, Communication, and Exploitation  

 

7.1. Pre-Launch Activities   

Ahead of the i-Attune launch in the UK, an EDI review was conducted to ensure inclusivity 

and neutrality of language across all content. Video materials were fully captioned and 

supported by drop down transcripts. Accessibility compliance followed OU and WCAG 2.1 

AA expectations, with checks completed prior to launch to ensure compatibility with screen 

readers, mobile navigation and high-contrast modes. Before the UK launch, a public facing soft 

launch took place at the University of Coimbra during an open engagement fair with the public 

in a central square in Coimbra. The launch included optimistic sampling (i.e.: asking passing 

attendees to sit down and engage with the i-Attune using desktop devices). This process evoked 

strong interest from attendees between 25 and 45 years of age, although a barrier to 

participation was the English-only version. However, those who did engage responded 

positively to the final reveal and to the concept of everyday extremism.  

A number of minority usability observations were noted, for example, some policy phrases 

prompted different interpretations depending on political framing. For example, “managing 

immigration” was interpreted as meaning a restriction on movement or support for immigrants. 

Such responses directly reflect the core premise of the OppAttune project that individuals 

approach the same prompt from different Democratic Actor Positions (DAPs). A further 

strategic soft launch was conducted in partnership with the Hammurabi Human Rights 

Organization (HHRO), Iraq, to test how the tool translated in a post-conflict democratic 

transition context. HHRO positioned i-Attune in relation to recent Tishreen protest narratives 

and everyday debates surrounding infrastructure, governance and public services. Messaging 

framed the test as a free virtual training tool helping citizens understand how their own actions, 

while intended as democratic, might appear extreme to others. The reveal also evoked a positive 

response from the public in terms of recognising the value in this approach, which, combined 

with the feedback from Coimbra, offered a positive platform for launching the i-Attune.  

7.2. I-Attune Launch  

The i-Attune was launched on the 30th of September 2025 on the OU’s OpenLearn platform. 

Facilitated by Alexandra Pekalski, the i-Attune was deployed simultaneously on the OppAttune 

website. Media assets were prepared in collaboration with OpenLearn, including subtitled 

video content and a landing page aligned with OppAttune and OU branding. As part of the 

collaboration with Enigma, they provide the hosting under a managed service agreement with 

the OU, including SSL protection, daily backups, and 24/7 monitoring. Pre-release access was 

restricted via basic authentication prior to public launch. The Open University is the Data 

Controller; Enigma interactives Ltd operates as Data Processor for hosting and build services. 

An Information Security Third Party Questionnaire (ISTPQ) conducted by OU Information 

Security rated all assessed areas including access control, vulnerability management, 

cryptography, and incident response as low risk, with no medium or high risks identified. 

Enigma interactives Ltd holds UK Cyber Essentials certification, confirming alignment with 
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national cybersecurity standards. The data protection and governance aspects of data collection 

were assured via GDPR review and technical assurance processes. The interactive is designed 

for anonymised use and, as such,  responses are not linked to personal identifiers. Engagement 

analytics are limited to aggregate behavioural tracking (e.g., start/completion rates, card flips, 

reveal interactions) for validity assurance and future iteration planning. 

7.3. Initial Results  

Based on data collected between October and December 2025, 952 engaged with the i-Attune 

and 288 completed the process. The data shows that 264/92% adopted an I-Citizen position in 

the opening section of the i-Attune. This indicates the opening stage was successful in its 

attempt to create a space for the public to engage with the idea of democracy from the 

beginning. As illustrated on Table 5, most of the public adopted an individual position (as 

opposed to a Mixed-Hybrid Position) in response to questions about the relationship with 

democracy. The Peacemaker (89/31%) and Guardian positions (64/22%) were the two most 

adopted positions, which are contrasting political positions (the former position focuses on 

limiting conflict as a core value whilst the later can be conflict-orientated in defending core 

values). Another notable aspect is the large number who had a Mixed-Hybrid Position 

(48/17%) of two DAPs - the Guardian/ Avant-Garde combination being the most frequent 

outcome. This speaks to the underlying dialogical assumption guiding the development of the 

i-Attune in that the public have the capacity to adopt a range of positions when enacting their 

politics. They have the political literacy to hold different political positions at different times, 

according to context.  

In measuring the Everyday Extremism potential of the public (presented in the reveal section 

as Citizen Positions), analysis shows the Activist position to be overwhelmingly favoured when 

the public were asked to consider how far they would go for their political views (162/56%). 

This shows the majority of the public who engaged with the i-Attune participate in democratic 

citizenry when enacting their political views. This is to be expected given the self-selecting 

nature of participation in the i-Attune. That is to say, people who are highly engaged in politics 

are more likely to participate in this type of interactive. To compliment this quantitative data, 

the Open University’s UK team also invited members of the public to complete the i-Attune 

and offer in-person feedback about their experiences on an open forum with other participants. 

The results from this confirmed the interactive does offer the opportunity to reflect on their 

relationship with democracy and insights into how they align (or do not) with the beliefs of 

others. The i-Attune also seems to offer an opportunity for the public to reflect on the skills 

that could be needed to enact democratic citizenry and engage with others (please see report 

D7.3 for details). To maximise the reach of the  i-Attune, the ideas behind developing the 

interactive were featured on the BBC Morning Live programme with the two co-leads 

(https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p0j9t39g).  This coincided with the launch of the i-Attune 

in an attempt to bring national attention to its role in fostering constructive political dialogue. 

Based on the outcomes of these dissemination and communication activities, the final section 

offers key recommendations for the report’s three target groups: policymakers, researchers, and 

practitioners. 

 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p0j9t39g
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Table 5: Final Reveal Scores (Oct – Dec 25)  

Democratic Actor Positions 

Peacemaker  Guardian  Avant-Garde Researcher Common-senser  

     

89 64 36 22 16 

Mixed-Hybrid Positions:  

Two positions: 48 total (Most frequent: Guardian/ Avant-Garde ) 

Three positions: 9 total (Most frequent: Guardian / Avant-Garde / Peacemaker) 

Four positions: 4 (Most frequent: N/A)  

Citizen Positions (Everyday Extremism Scale)  

Engaged  Activist  Antagonistic  Disruptive  Anti-Democratic 

     

79 162 43 3 1 

 

8. Recommendations  

 

The i-Attune offers the public an opportunity to explore their engagement with democratic 

dialogue with those with whom they disagree and increase awareness on how far they would 

be willing to go for their own political positions. As such, the i-Attune offers a number of 

different applications for the following three target groups.  

8.1. Policymakers  

The i-Attune has the potential to be developed into an educational tool that can be implemented 

into programmes which aim to promote democratic citizenship – be that for outreach programs 

with vulnerable groups in the community or in a more formal educational context (e.g.: further 

education institutes). The early indications are that the i-Attune successfully offers members of 

the public a self-reflective tool to support democratic capacity-building between themselves 

and others. Moreover, it could act as part of an initial intervention in allowing the target 
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audience to explore their ability to resist the appeal of extremist narratives. Due to the dialogical 

approach underpinning the creation of the interactive, a key advantage of the i-Attune is that it 

does not confer any definitive conclusions onto the public. Instead, the interactive offers a 

provisional ‘snapshot’ of the user’s current relationship with democratic engagement and 

potential areas of tension with others. This is especially important for any policy imperatives 

using the i-Attune which focus on vulnerable or minority groups in society as it attempts to 

negate any negative categorisation which may exacerbate hostile feelings towards democratic 

norms. As a scalable, online intervention developed within a UK context, it offers a relatively 

low-barrier mechanism for encouraging citizens to examine their own democratic conduct and 

consider how differing orientations to political action coexist within shared democratic 

systems. 

8.2. Researchers  

The i-Attune interactive offers researchers a tool for exploring the phenomena of democratic 

citizenship and/or everyday political extremism. As the Democratic Actor Positions were 

developed as conceptual heuristics (as opposed to classificatory  political ‘types’), they are 

intended to function as dialogical prompts for self-reflection. A key question is to consider the 

extent to which the interactive is effective at offering an opportunity for self-reflection when 

compared to other interventions. A more empirical understanding of the i-Attune’s capacity for 

offering self-reflection in a controlled study would be advantageous in terms of identifying 

areas for development in future iterations of the interactive. Another potential area of interest 

for researchers is to explore the cultural transferability in a systematic way. As discussed, the 

soft launch did indicate that the i-Attune has a potential cross-cultural appeal and application. 

However, the sample and circumstances in which the data was collected do not, nor were they 

intended to, meet the criteria for robust empirical research. Therefore, future research in 

contrasting contexts may offer some insights into the cultural transferability of the key ideas 

within the i-Attune. Finally, the i-Attune could also be used as a methodological tool for 

qualitative, mixed-method, or experimental research examining how individuals understand 

their relationship with democracy. Whilst dialogical in its assumptions, the interactive 

possesses a versatility in how it could be applied as a measure of either everyday extremism or 

democratic citizenry.  

8.3. Practitioners  

The i-Attune interactive has a potential value for practitioners working with community groups 

or individuals that are at risk of becoming extreme in their political views and actions. Be that 

young people, older cohorts or marginalised communities susceptible to misinformation and 

the allure of anti-democratic populism. The format of the i-Attune, i.e.: a publicly available and 

accessible online tool via OpenLearn, offers a structured, yet non-stigmatising, way for 

individuals to reflect on their democratic engagement and potential for extremism. In this 

regard, the i-Attune offers practitioners a tool in which to facilitate group discussions and 

personal explorations on how democracy is understood. Also, it affords practitioners an 

opportunity to instigate discussions around political extremism with those who may be at risk 

of engaging in this type of behaviour or rhetoric. Be that through offering an opportunity for 

self-disclosure on experiences with extremism or as an intervention focused on discussing how 
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to understand and resist the appeal of extremist narratives. Although implementing the i-Attune 

does not require any expertise, interpreting the results and contextualising them for the public 

would likely require some training. Therefore, a future dissemination aim is to create online 

training sessions, via the Open University, that would empower frontline practitioners to 

include the i-Attune as another tool in their working practice.  

In conclusion, Deliverable 6.7 introduces the i-Attune interactive as a dialogical, public-facing 

tool designed to support democratic reasoning, explore personal susceptibilities to political 

extremism and support constructive dialogue. The i-Attune interactive has the potential to be 

used as a standalone reflective intervention or as part of a broader suite of attunement tools 

tailored to specific target groups at risk of normalising everyday extremist practices. An 

important innovation with the i-Attune is that, compared with other public-facing interactives, 

the reveal is presented simultaneously and non-hierarchically. This allows the i-Attune to move 

beyond the parameters of political typologies to offer members of the public as citizen-users a 

non-categorical ‘snapshot’ of a current way of thinking – therefore, offering a space for self-

reflection. The aim is that the i-Attune could be used in a variety of contexts by policymakers, 

researchers and frontline practitioners. By foregrounding self-positioning, comparison across 

perspectives, and a non-judgemental exploration of disagreement, the i-Attune supports public 

awareness of how democratic engagement is enacted, interpreted, and contested. In doing so, 

the tool contributes to OppAttune’s core aim of strengthening democratic capacity and limiting 

the spread of everyday extremism through reflection, dialogue, and attuned participation in the 

public sphere. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

29 
 

References 

 

Andreouli, E., & Howarth, C. (2013). National identity, citizenship and immigration: Putting 

identity in context. Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 43(3), 361–382. 

 

Arvaja, M. (2024). Constructing teacher self in dialogue between multiple I-positions. Journal 

of Constructivist Psychology, 37(2), 123–138. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10720537.2023.2276275 

 

English, A., & Mahendran, K. (2026). My Democracy political actor study: Political 

mobilisation & followership tool (Deliverable D6.3, Grant Agreement No. 101095170). 

OppAttune: Countering Oppositional Political Extremism Through Attuned Dialogue: Track, 

Attune, Limit. The Open University. 

 

Gillespie, A., & Cornish, F. (2010). Intersubjectivity: Towards a dialogical analysis. Journal 

for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 40(1), 19–46. 

 

Hermans, H. J. M. (2001). The dialogical self: Toward a theory of personal and cultural 

positioning. Culture & Psychology, 7(3), 243–281. 

 

Hermans, H. J. M., & Hermans-Konopka, A. (2010). Dialogical self theory: Positioning and 

counter-positioning in a globalizing society. Cambridge University Press. 

 

Mahendran, K. (2018) From polarized We/They opinion on European integration towards 

social representations of public dialogue. Political Psychology, 39 (6),  

doi: 10.1111/pops.12549. 

 

Mahendran, K. (2013) ‘A two-way process of accommodation’ public perceptions of integration 

along the migration-mobility continuum. In U. Korkut, G. Bucken-Knapp, A. McGarry, J. 

Hinnfors, and H. Drake (Eds.) The Discourses & Politics of Migration in Europe. Europe in 

Transition Series. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 

Mahendran, K., & English, A. (2025). Game, set and attune: A political attunement model for 

limiting extreme narratives and building democratic capacity (Deliverable D6.5, Grant 

Agreement No. 101095170). OppAttune: Countering Oppositional Political Extremism 

Through Attuned Dialogue: Track, Attune, Limit. The Open University, UK.  

 

Mifsud, R., & Sammut, G. (2024). Everyday extremism scale (Deliverable D6.1). OppAttune: 

Countering Oppositional Political Extremism through Attuned Dialogue. University of Malta. 

https://oppattune.eu  

Obradović, S., & Draper, H. (2022). Dialogue with difference: Meta-representations in political 

dialogue and their role in constructing the ‘other’. Journal of Social and Political Psychology, 

10 (1),  Article e7529. https://doi.org/10.5964/jspp.7529  

https://oppattune.eu/
https://doi.org/10.5964/jspp.7529


 
 

30 
 

Prats, M. (2021). Political efficacy and participation: An empirical analysis. OECD. 

Reichert, F. (2016). How internal political efficacy translates political knowledge into political 

participation. PMC 

Sawyer, S., Zarić, Z., Dikici Bilgin, H., Kadianaki, I., Anastasiou, E., Panagiotou, E., Lee, S., 

Abbott-Halpin, E., Warda, P., & Warda, W. (2024). Policy toolkit for developing regulatory 

rights pathways (Deliverable D2.1, Grant Agreement No. 101095170). OppAttune: Countering 

Oppositional Political Extremism Through Attuned Dialogue: Track, Attune, Limit. The Center 

for Critical Democracy Studies, The American University of Paris. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

31 
 

Appendices 

 

Appendix A: Pilot Study Results  

Appendix B:i-Attune Structure   
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Appendix A: Pilot Study Results  

I-Citizen questions    

Criteria: 

Highest citizen score = 12 

Lowest citizen score = 4 

4 - 7 = non-I-Citizen, 8-12 = I-Citizen position 

Results: 

58 (69%) = I-Citizen  

26 (31%) = Non-I-citizen 

Q1) Rank in order of preference which image best represents democracy to you.  

 

                  A                                              B                                           C 

 

A) 19 B) 26 C) 43 

Q2) Rank in order of preference which of these the government should prioritise when 

making political decisions.  

(A) The Individual  

(B) The Family  

(C) The Community  

A) 18 B) 21 C) 49 

Q3) Rank in order of preference which image best evokes the idea of a democratic 

citizen. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                 A                                        B                                           C  

A) 24 B) 45 C) 17 

Q4) Rank in order of preference which of these you would most like to be… 

(A) A responsible citizen in my community  

(B) A responsible national citizen  

(C) A responsible citizen of the world 

A) 40 B) 11 C) 34 
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Case study preferences    

Vaccines  Immigration  Protection decision-making  Environment  

11 19 11 44 

 

Democratic Actor Position: Final reveals   

Single Reveals 

Peacemaker Guardian Avant-Garde Researcher Common-

Senser 

17 6 

 

15 22 9 

Double reveals 

Peacemaker / 

Common-

senser 

Common-

senser / 

Researcher  

Peacemaker / 

Researcher  

Avant-Garde / 

Peacemaker 

Guardian / 

Researcher  

3 1 1 2 2 

Triple reveals  

Peacemaker / Researcher/Common-

senser 
Guardian / Common-Senser / Researcher 

2 1 

 

Democratic Actor Position Questions    

Q9) If you could only select one, how would you like others to think of your political 

outlook?  

A) As a peaceful progressive.   

B) As a protector of others.  

C) As an inventive thinker.  

D) As an informed and logical person.  

E) As someone who knows what the people think.   

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

17 16 11 33 6 

Q10) In times of social division, which of the following rights are most important to 

uphold?    

A) Rights to promote social cohesion.  

B) Security measures to limit the threats to community and environment.  

C) The right to protest and challenge the status quo.  

D) Freedom to access information.  

E) Privacy protections to limit government overreach. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

20 11 19 25 8 

Q12) Rank in order of preference which of these approaches you would employ when 

talking politics with a friend who disagrees with you.  
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A) Try to seek resolutions.  

B) Defend what is important to you.    

C) Propose a new unorthodox way of thinking 

D) Persuade them to use data-led arguments.  

E) Appeal to their common-sense. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

27 12 10 18 17 

Q13) Which map best represents how you tend to think about the world?  

A) Galls-Peters (One World) 

B) Mercator – Regions  

C) AuthaGraph – Alternative   

D) Mercator – Largest economies  

E) Mercator – Nation states  

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

18 8 8 10 40 

Q14) Rank in order of preference whom you would most like to defend your 

democratic rights.  

A) Human rights organisations.  

B) Independent advocacy groups and community networks.  

C) My own new networks.  

D) Legal counsel and government ministers.  

E) Public consensus and the media (i.e.: social media). 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

15 16 10 32 11 

Q16) Rank in order of preference, which of the following meme ideas you would be most 

willing to share on social media.  

A) Memes which promote togetherness in polarising times.  

B) Memes which raise awareness about threats to the community  and environment.  

C) Memes which challenge the idea of the status quo.  

D) Memes which educate on the value of objective facts.  

E) Memes which express what everyone is really thinking. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

28 6 6 29 14 

Q17) Which of the following political figures would you be most willing to support?  

A) Progressive  

B) Conservative  

C) Revolutionary 

D) Technocrat  
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E) National Populist   

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

19 12 27 19 4 

Q 18) Which of these qualities should the public want most in a government? 

A) A government that prioritises peacekeeping.   

B) A government that guards what’s important.  

C) A government that is innovative and rejects conventional wisdom.  

D) A government that prioritises data-driven approaches. 

E) A government that prioritises what most people think. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

21 13 9 19 19 

Q20) Rank these possible new laws based on which you would least like to see happen 

in your country.  

A) A law which deregulates media so that violent content is permissible.  

B) A law which allows others free access to your personal information online.  

C) A law that prosecutes anyone who challenges traditional values online.  

D) A law which restricts questions on search engines.  

E) A law which restricts freedom of speech and limits the voice of everyday people on social 

media. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

 

22 17 12 20 10 

Q22) If you had to select one of the following ideas, which would it be?  

A) People who reject progressive values should be re-educated. 

B)  People should be punished for not guarding their community.  

C) The entire political system in your country should be deconstructed.   

D) People who do not understand politics should not be allowed to vote.   

E) Immigrants should be deported if they do not share the same cultural values as the host 

country. 

A) Peacemaker  B) Guardian C) Avant-Garde D) Researcher  E) Common-Senser  

19 6 33 17 6 

 

Everyday Extremism scores     

Overall 

84% Less inclined towards everyday extremism (0-42).  

16% More inclined towards everyday extremism (43-84).  

Mean: 29 

Min: 8, Max: 84 

Q8) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable:  
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Deny a political opponent's version of reality, even if you know it to be true. 

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 0.58 

Q11) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable: 

Criticise political opponents online to provoke angry responses and show them in a bad 

light.  

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 1.25 

Q15) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable: 

Submit allegations of misconduct about the opposition, even if these are untrue.  

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 0.39 

Q19) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable: 

Provide public endorsement to politicians, institutions and/or influencers whose views 

align with yours. 

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 2.99 

Q21) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable: 

Post stickers, signs, and posters in public places 

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 3.10 

Q23) Rate the extent to which you believe the following action is acceptable: 

Promote events for others to attend. 

0 – Not acceptable, 4 – Fully acceptable 

Mean: 3.48 
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Appendix B: i-Attune Structure 

 

Question 
type 

Question 
 

Section / Scoring Final score? 

 Stage One – Citizen 
Questions  

  

1.  
Ranking – 
three 
options (1st, 
2nd, 3rd) 
Image 
answers 
 

Which image best represents 
how democracy really works?  
Drag and drop to place in 
order of preference.  
(A) 

 
 
(B) 

 
 
 
(C)   

 

I-Citizen 
A) 1 point – Disruptor - Obstructing 
others to make a political point.  
B) 2 points – Representative - 
Canvassing for a political cause.  
C) 3 points –Democratic Guardian - 
Contributing to the vote count and 
democracy  
 
Only the 1st choice contributes to the 
final score. 

No – internal use only.  

2.  
Ranking – 
three 
options (1st, 
2nd, 3rd) 
Text 
answers 
 

Which should the government 
prioritise when making 
political decisions?  
Drag and drop to place in order 
of preference.  
(A) The Individual  
(B) The Family  
(C) The Community  

I-Citizen  
A) 1 point  
B) 2 points  
C) 3 points  
 
Only the 1st choice contributes to the 
final score.  

No – internal use only   

3.  
Ranking – 
three 
options (1st, 
2nd, 3rd) 

 
Which action best represents 
being an engaged democratic 
citizen? 
Drag and drop to place in order 
of preference 

I-Citizen 
A) 1 point – Consumer - Buying 
political merchandise (not Trump in 
the final image).  
B) 2 points – Activist - Attending a 
political rally  

No – internal use only.  
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Image 
answers 

(A)  

 
 
(B)   

 
 
(C)  

 

 
C) 3 points – Community-focused - 
Helping someone in your community 
with a different political view.  
 
Only the 1st choice contributes to the 
final score. 

4.  
Ranking – 
three 
options (1st, 
2nd, 3rd) 
Text 
answers 
 

Which would you most like to 
be?  
Drag and drop to place in 
order of preference  
(A) A responsible citizen in my 
community 
(B) A responsible citizen in my 
country 
(C) A responsible citizen in the 
world 

I-Citizen 
A) 1 point  
B) 2 points  
C) 3 points 
 
Only the 1st choice contributes to the 
final score. 

No – internal use only.  

5.  
Multiple 
choice – 4 
options 
(Text and 
Images)  

Which policy priority is most 
important to you? Choose 
one.  
A) Use of vaccinations  
 
B) Managing immigration 
 
C) Managing trade across 
borders  
 
D) Prioritising the climate 
crisis 
  

Case Studies 
(1 point allocated to each image).  
 

No - internal use only (offers 
researchers an overview of 
which case study is most 
important to the public). 

-  I-Citizen score 
Highest citizen score = 12 
(Q1:C = 3, Q2:C = 3, Q3: C = 3, & Q4: C = 3). 
Lowest citizen score = 4 
(Q1: A = 1, Q2: A = 1, Q3: A = 1, Q4: A = 1) 
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Score ranking: 
I-Citizen score: 4 - 7 = non-I-Citizen, 8-12 = I-Citizen position 

 Demographic Questions (all 
on one screen)  

  

6. 
Multiple 
Choice – 5 
options 
Text 
answers 
 

How would you describe your 
gender?  
A) Female 
B) Male 
C) Trans-Female 
D) Trans-Male 
E) Non-binary 
F) Prefer not to say 

Demographic No 

7. 
Multiple 
choice – 9 
options 
Number 
answers 
 

How old are you?  
A) 18–24 
B) 25-34 
C) 35-44 
D) 45–54 
E) 55-64 
F) 65 – 74 
G) 75 – 84 
H) 85 +  
I) Prefer not to say 

Demographic No 

8.  
Drop down 
box 
 

Where do you live?  
 
 
 
 
 

Demographic No 

 Stage Two - Democratic 
Actor Position & Everyday 
Extremism questions  

 

9. 
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action is 
legitimate within a political 
disagreement:  
 
Deny a political opponent's 
version of reality, even if you 
know it to be true.  
0 – Not legitimate  
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully legitimate  

Everyday Extremism 
Likert score x 6 = EE score for this item.  
(e.g.: 4 x 6 = 24).  

Yes  

10.  
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options 
Text 
answers 
(WP6) 

How would you like others to 
think of your political outlook?  
Choose one 
A) As a peaceful progressive 
B) As a protector of others  
C) As an inventive thinker 
D) As an informed and logical 
person 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer).  
Each of the five answers align with a 
Democratic Actor Position. 
A) Peacemaker 
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 

Yes  
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E) As someone who knows 
what the people think  

 

11. 
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options   
Text 
answers 
(WP2) 
 

In times of social division, 
which rights are most 
important to you? 
Choose one. 
A) Rights to promote social 
cohesion 
B) Measures to limit the 
threats to community and 
environment  
C) The right to protest and 
challenge the status quo 
D) Freedom to access 
information 
E) Privacy protections to limit 
government overreach 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer)  
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 

Yes  

12. 
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action is 
legitimate when posting on 
social media platforms:  
 
Criticise political opponents 
online to provoke angry 
responses and show them in a 
bad light.  
0 – Not Legitimate  
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully Legitimate  

Everyday Extremism  
Likert score x 5 = EE score for this item.  

Yes  

13. 
Drag and 
Drop into 
an order 
1st, 2nd, 3rd, 
4th, & 5th  
5 options 
Text 
answers 
(WP6) 

When talking politics with a 
friend who disagrees with you, 
which strategy would you 
use?  
Choose one 
A) Try to seek resolutions.  
B) Defend what is important to 
you.  
C) Propose a new unorthodox 
way of thinking 
D) Persuade them to use data-
led arguments.  
E) Appeal to their common-
sense.  

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 

Yes  

14. 
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options   
Map images 
(WP6) & text 
below.  

Which map of the world most 
appeals to you?  
 
A)  

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
 
A) Peacemaker  
Galls-Peter: One world  
 
B) Guardian 

Yes  
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One World (Gall-Peters) 
 
 
B)  

 
 
Regions (Mercator) 
 
 
C)   
 

 
 
Alternative (AuthaGraph)  
 
D)  
 

 
 
Largest Economies (Mercator)  
 
 
E) 
 

Mercator: Regions  
 
C) Avant-Garde  
 AuthaGraph: Alternative  
 
D) Researcher  
Mercator – Largest Economies  
 
E) Common-senser  
Mercator: Nation State  
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Nation State (Mercator)  
 

15. 
Drag and 
Drop into 
an order 
1st, 2nd, 3rd, 
4th, & 5th  
5 options 
Text 
answers 
(WP2) 

Which group would you trust 
to defend your democratic 
rights?  
Drag and drop to place in 
order of preference 
A) Human rights 
organisations.  
B) Independent advocacy 
groups and community 
networks.  
C) My own new networks.  
D) Legal counsel and 
government ministers. 
E) Public consensus and 
social media. 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for 1st position only).  
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 
 

Yes  

16. 
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action 
becomes legitimate during an 
important political event, e.g., an 
election.  
Submit allegations of 
misconduct about the 
opposition, even if these are 
untrue.  
0 – Not Legitimate 
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully Legitimate  

Everyday Extremism 
Likert score x 4 = EE score for this item.  

Yes  

17. 
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options 
Text 
answers 
(WP4) 

Which meme idea would you 
be most willing to share on 
social media?  
Choose one.  
A) Memes which promote 
togetherness in polarising 
times  
B) Memes which raise 
awareness about threats to 
the community and 
environment  
C) Memes which challenge 
the idea of the status quo  

(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker 
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 

Yes  
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D) Memes which educate on 
the value of objective facts  
E) Memes which express what 
everyone is really thinking 

18. 
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options.  
Video clips  
(WP6) 

Which politician would you be 
most willing to vote for? 
Watch all of the 45-second 
films and then choose one.  
 
A)  

 
 
B) 

 
 
C) 

 
 
D)   

 
 
E)  

 
 
 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 
 

Yes  

19.  
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options 
Text 
answers 
(WP6) 

Which type of government do 
you think the public should 
want? 
Choose one 
A) A government that 
prioritises peacekeeping  
B) A government that 
prioritises guarding what is 
important 
C) A government that is 
innovative and rejects 
conventional wisdom 
D) A government that 
prioritises data-driven 
approaches  
E) A government that 
prioritises what most people 
think 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 

Yes  
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20.  
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action is 
legitimate during an important 
political event, e.g., an election.  
Provide public endorsement 
to politicians, institutions, 
and/or influencers whose 
views align with yours. 
0 – Not Legitimate 
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully Legitimate  

Everyday Extremism 
Likert score x 3 = EE score for this item.  

Yes  

21. 
Multiple 
choice 
5 options 
 Text 
answers  
(WP3) 
 
 

Which possible new law in 
your country is the most 
important to you? 
Choose one 
A) A law which regulates 
social media so that 
polarising content is reduced. 
B) A law which prosecutes 
others for accessing your 
personal information online.  
C) A law that protects anyone 
promoting ideas challenging 
traditional values.  
D) A law which allows greater 
‘freedom of information’ 
access to the public.  
E) A law which protects 
freedom of speech for 
ordinary people on social 
media 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker  
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 

Yes  

22. 
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action is 
legitimate within a political 
campaign in your local area 
Post stickers, signs, and 
posters in public places.  
0 – Not Legitimate  
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully Legitimate  

Everyday Extremism 
Likert score x 2 = EE score for this item. 

Yes  

23.  
Multiple 
choice – 5 
options 
Text 
answers 
(WP6) 

If you had to select one of the 
following radical ideas, which 
would it be?  
A) People who reject 
progressive values should be 
re-educated 
B)  People should be punished 
for not guarding their 
community 

Democratic Actor  
(1 point for the selected answer) 
A) Peacemaker 
B) Guardian  
C) Avant-Garde  
D) Researcher  
E) Common-senser 
 

Yes  
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C) The entire political system 
in your country should be 
deconstructed 
D) People who do not 
understand politics should 
not be allowed to vote  
E) Immigrants should be 
deported if they do not share 
the same cultural values as 
the host country 

24.  
Likert scale 
– 5 options 
Sliding 
scale 
presentatio
n  
 

Rate the extent to which you 
believe the following action is 
legitimate during an important 
political event, e.g., an election.  
Promote events for others to 
attend.  
0 – Not Legitimate  
1 
2 
3 
4 – Fully Legitimate  

Everyday Extremism 
Likert score x 1 = EE score for this item.  

Yes  

    

- Democratic Actor Position score  
Final position is determined by number of answers selected for each positional track (e.g.: 6/10 
answers relating to E) Common Senser track = Common-senser reveal).  
In the event of an equal split (e.g.: 5/10 Common-senser, 5/10 for Peacemaker) both positions are 
highlighted.  

- Everyday Extremism score  
Add six item totals = Final Everyday Extremism score.  
Score ranking: 
0 – Anti-Democratic Citizen Position  
1-21 – Engaged Citizen Position  
22-42 Activist Citizen Position  
43-63 Antagonistic Citizen Position  
64-84 Disruptive Citizen Position 

                                                                              Stage Three – Reveal  
Democratic Actor Position 

(DAP) 
Potential outcomes: 
1) One overall DAP score (e.g.: Guardian) = Your Democratic Actor Position is Guardian.  
The image is highlighted but the participant also has the opportunity to read every DAP.  
2) Two or more equal scores (e.g.: Researcher, Guardian, & Peacemaker) = Your Democratic Actor 
Position is Mixed-Hybrid 
All the relevant images are highlighted but with the opportunity to read every DAP.  
 

10 of the questions explored your Democratic Actor Position, which shows how you engage in democratic thinking.  

Your Democratic Actor Position(s) are.  
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 Democratic Actor Position 

The descriptions for each position on located on the reverse of the corresponding image.  
A) Peacemaker  

You value creating a low conflict environment. This position is associated with progressive values but 
may not recognise conflict as a motivating force in politics.  

B) Guardian  
 You prioritise guarding what is important – be that ideas, people, or things. This position is associated 

with a community-focus but risks viewing others as threatening.  
C) Avant-Garde 

You tend to reject the status quo and hierarchies. This position is associated with forward-thinking 
creativity but risks ignoring established solutions to problems.  

D) Researcher  
You value basing your politics on information and analysis. This position is associated with data-driven 

knowledge but risks underestimating the emotional power of politics.  
E) Common-senser  

You value common-sense thinking when discussing politics. This position is associated with people-
focused pragmatism but risks lacking political imagination.  

          Everyday Extremism Score  
Reveal everyday extremism score and explanation.  

Score ranking: 
  

  
Six of the questions measured your capacity for Everyday Extremism. 

 
What is Everyday Extremism? 

Everyday Extremism is when on-line and offline narratives containing extreme political ideas become 
normalised into our everyday lives. 

 
Everyday Extremism can seem harmless but has the potential to spread and become oppressive, 

impair your own democratic skills, and limit the ability of others to engage in democracy.   
 
 

Based on the answers provided, your score is _ out of 84. 
 
Engaged Citizen Position  
Score 1 -21 
Your score suggests you engage in democratic citizenship. This involves recognising the legitimacy of 
voting and asserting democratic rights.  
 
Activist Citizen Position 
Score 22 – 42  
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to actively engage in democratic projects, such as attending 
collective events and promoting political causes.  
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Antagonistic Citizen Position  
Score 43 –63 
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to publicly challenge political people if you disagree. This 
position steps over the line when attacks become personal rather than about the political issue.  
 
Disruptive Citizen Position  
Score 64-84 
Your score suggests you feel it is legitimate to engage in hostile disruptive actions that limit the legitimate 
rights of others to engage in politics and democracy.  

 
Anti-Democratic Citizen Position  
Score 0 
Your score suggests you have taken an Anti-Democratic position, which is disconnected from any type of 
democratic participation.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  Attunement  
The attunement section offers participants advice for attuning with other positions based on their DAP and 

EE score. 
 

The i-Attune tries to capture the extent to which you can attune to others with whom you disagree. Click on 
the Democratic Actor Positions to find out more about who you may be attuned to and discordant from. If 

you achieved a mixed-hybrid position, you are able to navigate contradictory arrangements with other 
positions.  

 
A high Everyday Extremism score could make you less able to attune to different positions and may limit 

your democratic capacities.  
 

A) Peacemaker 
Attuned to: 
Researcher 

A Peacemaker is attuned to a researcher position’s data-led approach as it focuses on rationale 
thinking over impulsive action.  

Discordant from: 
Guardian & Avant-Garde  

The Guardian position’s focus on protection increases the likelihood of conflict which challenges the 
diplomacy of the Peacemaker. The Avant-Garde position may find peace-making limits new ideas.  

B) Guardian 
Attune to: 

Common-senser 
These two positions can be complimentary as they both value the community and how changes impact 

on people.  
Discordant from: 

Avant-Garde & Peacemaker  
An Avant-Garde position challenges status-quo ideas about what should be protected in ways that a 

Guardian may find provocative. The Peacemaker position’s focus on diplomacy may seem unrealistic to 
a Guardian.  
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C)  Avant-Garde 
Attuned to:  
Researcher  

This position does not attune easily with others as it involves thinking outside the box. However, an 
Avant-Garde may attune to the Researcher position’s approach to data if it creates novel ideas.  

Discordant from: 
Peacemaker & Guardian & Common-senser  

A focus on peace-making, common-sense thinking or guarding may frustrate the Avant-Garde position 
as they all could limit the potential for novel ideas to emerge.  

D) Researcher 
Attune to: 

Peacemaker & Avant-Garde 
Researchers are likely to attune with the Peacemaker position as it creates a stable environment for 

data-driven politics and may welcome novel ideas from the Avant-Garde position.  
Discordant from: 
Common-senser 

The Researcher may find the Common-Senser position simplistic and limiting when discussing 
complex political issues. 

E)  Common-Senser 
Attuned to: 

Guardian 
These two positions can be complementary as they both value the community and how changes 

impact on people.  
Discordant from: 

Researcher & Avant-Garde 
Guardians may find the Researcher position’s data-driven ideas disconnected from the real-world 

experiences of people and the Avant-Garde position too elite.  
  

 

 
 

Do you find this interesting? 
Want to know more? 
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We hope you enjoyed reflecting on your political decision-making and developing your 
democratic capacities. 

 

Let people know you have participated! 
 

The i-Attune was developed by political psychologists as part of the OppAttune project. 
OppAttune is funded by UKRI Innovate UK/Horizon-Europe.  

 
www.oppattune.eu/  
iattune@open.ac.uk 

 
Blue Sky  

https://web-cdn.bsky.app/profile/did:plc:4m5oh3uf4ctjcp6dxe7mh56m 
 

Instagram 

https://www.instagram.com/oppattune.project/ 
 

LinkedIn  

https://www.linkedin.com/company/oppattune/posts/?feedView=all 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web-cdn.bsky.app/profile/did:plc:4m5oh3uf4ctjcp6dxe7mh56m
https://www.instagram.com/oppattune.project/
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