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Abstract

The purpese of this shudy 14 16 develop and validats o pelitical participation scale far vowb, con-
sidering both traditional and digital political participation (DTPFI. The research was cenducted using
458 purticipants from Turkey, Tialy, and Romania, aged between 13 and 19 vears. Explanatary Factor
Anabests (EFA) and Confirmatory Factor Analveis (CFA | were performed to teat the straceural vabidi-
t of the scale. EFA results illustrated ghat scale comisted of three factory and the total vanance was
£1.23%, These factors were Iabeled us “digical political suppert”, “traditional political support” and “dig-
inal political following'”, During confirmasony factor anakhvais, the three-facior smscbore was Tested, and
the resulting inedel produced an sceeprable geodness of i The scale consiam of 39 ilems and the re
lighiliny coeficiants for each subscale vary from 92 and %2 The sesults shew thar the icale is valid
and reliahle o messure raditonal and dagimal political particpation of young people.

Keywards: participation, tradifional political participation, digital politeal participation, seake
development

Introduction

Young people’s participation in social, economuc, and political Life |s 2 major nspect of con-
temporary democracies. Still, voung people have lower levels of political engagement, espe-
cially when we ik aboun raditionn] forms of political participation (ssch as voting and being
members of pohincal ergamzabons ). Starting from the new wlleimnici, vouth disengagement
with and discommectedness from tditional pofitical netiviies, especially voting, is largely ne-
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know ledged (European Commission, 200 1), cansing concerns sbout the firture of demoscra-
ey and the declinmg space for cnvil society { Molder et al , 2021; Putnam, 2000

Palitical participation is defined as an ensemble of citizens” actions aiming to commim-
cate mformation to the govermment about preferences and values, and pressunng govemment
officinls 10 react accordingly (Verbn & Nie, 1972). Political participation can be seen in di-
verse wnditional and nom=rreditional forms, from voung in elestions to serving on o local
council. engaging through pelitical organizations, or, more recently. taking part in enline po-
litical activism. snline boycotts. or participating in enline protests (Valenzueln, 2013}, In-
deed, wirth the parvasiveness of the new commumcation technologies, the oppartunities for
political actions in the digital media environment hove expanded anvd the Internet plays a cns-
ceil rale in examining new fonms of pelitical participaticn. The forins af pamicipation invaolv-
ing digital media are particularly interesting to be studied among young adults. First, because
they are o generation brought up with these new communication technologies, and they are
often described as technological ssvivy; second, because they seem to be the group less inter-
ested in the raditional fonms of political participation, compared with other generntions {ieg.,
baby hoomers)

At the policy level, policymakers are precccupied to promote oot anly tradittonal but *new
fornn” of politicnl participatien, as a way fo invelve more young people. After all, political
engagement is not only “making democracy work , but nlso connects citiens and | rejdisirib-
irtes power among different groups of people and the whiole stwte | Bimber, 2017 ). Hoving ac-
cess 1o power and contesting power is a way of reducing the socio-economic vulnerabilities
of different social groups, Young people remain a vulwernble group in nowasdoyvs socienes af-
fected by the economic crisis, pnd the scarcity of social-economic benefits (e.g_, affordable
hovies, secure poba, health care insurance), It becomeas inmporant not only to stimukite voung
people to engape politically mt different levels, but aluo to understand forms of youth palit-
eal participation — described as Law ful sctivities undertaken by citizens in the mnge 1529 vears
ald who will influence or aim at influencing. changing, or who will affect government, pub-
lic policies, or how institietions are run (Kilanova, 2020; Van Deth, 2001). It is iimportant 1o
consider non-traditional forms of political participation and also digital forms of political par-
ticipation. as young people might think of some of their actions as non-palitical. even though
they are political (Weiss, 2020}

Owr study intends to develop and validate a palitical participation scale focused on both
irpcditionnl and digital political participation. The mum is to define o new instrement emerging
from the scientific [Herature to measure youth political participation. In the followings, we
will present the support from the literanere in having such an instrument 1o measure political
participation and alse the process of structural validation of the new scale (DN gind el Trie-
aifaral Polifical Purkcipatiion — DTPP)

Literature review

There is increased recognition in the academic literture on political participation of the
fact thar voung people are less interested in polivics, as compared with other olcber age groups
{Hen et al.. Z002). Secip-demagraphic charactenstecs such as age. gender. and socioeconam-
ic st have been always considered the main dererminants of political paricipation {Man-
narini ef al., 2008 Verba et al., 1995), To some extent, the differences between the young and
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the oid in pelitical pemicipation are treated a5 a natural effect of thwe lide cycle (Highton &
Wollinger, 2001 ): as people get mintuee, heir interest in politics and their willingness to 1ake
n active rolde i the society normaily mcrenses.

Empimeal evidence shows that younger generations are indezd less engaged in estblinhed
political activities than older gencrations (Zhang, 2022). Young people are less willing to take
part i vanous wditenal polivical sctyinies, such as amending political meenings or working
for the political parties. Alo, vouth voter mout tends to decrease at o higher rate than that
of other (oider) age groups (Dalton 2008; Kitanova, 2020). The rse of a disesnchanted young
generition questions the legimaey of the palitical system itsell and the fomre of demacra-
cy. Nevertheless. the Internet has provided people with the tools to participate i public life
i various ways, It politically mobilizes and engages social groups that were not that involved
in the traditional forms of pelitical participation. for example, vouth, minorities, peopls who
pre wsually under-represented in the political agenda (Boulianne, 2030),

Political participation 5 o multidimensional concept {Ohime, 2019 Verba et al., 1995 Ver-
ba & Wie, 1972). Traditional palitical participation distinguishes between instingtional (.2
voting during the glectiom, being a member of a political party or o pelitical organizatien,
petition signing) and nog-insiiutional forms of participation (e.g., boyootting or sharing the
idens of a polineal pamy or camdidate) (Lo et ol 20215, In the mew, digitnlly conmected eivi-
roimment, new appronches are needed o conceprualize paliticnl participation { Ekman & A=
nd, 2002; Ohune, 2019, Previous research distunguished between online and offline; also
between pctive and passive forme of palineal participation (Bakker & de Vieesse, 200 1; Bode,
2017). Srill, current research studies focused on the way in which people’s online activities,
treafed as non-mstitutional forms of political participation (2.2.. rending political news online
or petting imvolved in comversations about politics in online forums), would influence their
traditional forims of ofline pamicipation (Moeller et al. 2008; Lu et al, 2021}

Few studies that we know of have approached digital political participation as an inde-
peondent form of participation and not as an antecedent of traditional {offline) participation.
In swch studies (Robles et al., 2003; Anduiza et al., 2010, digital political participation was
considered a type of political participation, that comprises the political activities that conld
be carried out only by the use of Imernet tools (example.g., writing an online petition or fol-
lowing a politician online - see Livingstone ¢f al.. 2005}, Seme authers (Robles et al, 2013)
suggesied A reverse fow, considering digital polineal participation s a depesdent variahle
aned otfline-trditienal participation as an independent variable with o positive impact on dig-
rtnl pelitical participation. From this pempective, digial polineal participaion ks been trend-
ed as o form of online participation of those who have been already active in the traditional
(oMing} forms of political engagement. The same authors stated that offline polical partic-
ipation fosters digital political participation, as digital teols could be disposable woals for those
whe are already politically active

In the current study, we approach digital and trditional political participation as focets of
the saine concept and propose o bi-dimensional scale thot would mexsure 1he political partic-
ipation I:r:.' ineluding online and offline activities, and institutional e non-Institutional forms
of participation, Instead of treating the relationship between digital and traditional participa-
tion in terms of antecedents and consequences, we suggest a composite measurement of po-
litical participation, in which the enline indicators nre mirrering the traditionnl indicaton
which have been used to measure political participation. We agree with Radina and Belvasho-
vi's (2021, p. 66) pomt of view that digital and tmditional forms of participation could be tren-
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ed together and not as fundamental different compoments. They are universal forma of polit-
ieal participation (such as petitioning and bovoorting) and seme are typical only for e oie
ling formnl {as onling commenting and sharing content linked to o political party or a
candidate). As o result. we propose o scale of political participation that would include both
tracdhitional and digital forms of partcipation adming to validate o for the young population

Methodology

Mathod and paricipants

First, the wems were developed wathin the reseprch emm, starting from rthe beluviors vk
ed in the liternture which are commonly researched in studies about traditional political par-
ticipanion pivd reapectively digital political pamicipnnon, We select the behoviors most sindied
in studies about political participation and develop items describing such behavion,

The research wsing the Ginal livt of ireme was conducted vaing an onlineg survey among peo-
ple 151029 vearn of age Trom lialy (1T, Remania (RO, and Tuckey (TR), who were recruii-
ed wing Social Networks Sites in all three countries. The tofal sample was N=438 {M age
=211.58, SD =426, M nge IT =23.44; 5D =5.11; M age Ro=233K; 5D =3.07; M ape TR
=11.75, 50 =4.3%6). Although we got o relatively small sample size, the literature indicates
o somple size 5w 10 times larger than the nomber of items (s2e Bryman & Cramer, 2005,
ot at least 300 cases/participants 10 be able 1o conduct an explomtory factor analysis { Tabach-
nick & Fidell. 2013), The distribution of participants by the main secio-demographics i ik
lntrated in Table 1.
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Table . The sample stnscture (N = 458)

L

Soclo-demographics N %
Tk 157 343
Couniries Fraly 146 = ]
Ramar 155 598
Maie 166 342
Gandar
Farmaie =2 B18
15-T8 i3 9.4
1832 290 a5 g
dge In yoars
2328 o 1B
2640 105 229 _
Yas 294 B4.2
Live with your parenis -~ - — S
[ 164 358
TS0 E 105 el
FEi-1500 & BE 188
H i lll'l-HH thl TE0T-2500 & 5 18.4
Incarme 25013500 ¢ 58 128
ES01-5.000 § 24 A2
S000E + it 4.1
.Frlrr-.rrmi'md 34 a3
Lowar sacandy schpol 137 289
Education Leved|Lasi a3
suated school) Uppar secondary school 211 46.1
Bachelar's degres (7] 161
Mlaster's degroe 4 0.8
13 haurs ai 212
46 hours [ 354
Time spent on the Internet | 78 howrs L 180
13- 12 howrs 83 203
Marg than 12 howrs 1% 4.1
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Scale development

In the development process of the Digital and Traditional Political Farticipation (DTPF)
Scale, first, the current scales related 1o political participation and the relevant literature
i Bakker & WVreese, 2001; Wamg. 2007 ; Delli Carpini & Keeter, [993) were reviewsd. We
foumd aut that previesus scales mostly targeted irditionnl political participation and hed tva
dimensions: Traditional (comventional) and Non-Taditional {unconyentional) Political Por-
ticipition. More recent scales hsclided also itlems regarding political participation in digital
media. Based on the liternture review, items related 1o both traditional pnd digitl political por-
ticipation were presenfed by the researchers, using 0 comman larguage { English), and a poal
consisting of 47 items was created. Participants could answer each item using o 5-point Lik-
ert sciile, expressing their level of agreement; 5" = “Cerainly 1 would do /17, “4” = “Proba-
bly Twoukd do i, *3"- ITwould do it, enly in certnin conditions™, *2" — “Most probably Twould
motdo 1™, =17 = “Certanly Twould nat do 11", Experts in political science, sociology, and ed-
ucatien were invited to review the 47-items pool to ensure the external validity. The neces-
sary revisions were made based on the feedback on language and expressions, For the second
step of scale development, this draft scale was transkated into the native langunges of all three
countries by the researchens and a longuage expert. We used a back-tramsbation techmque 1o
create the tinal version of the instrurnent to be further tested on samples of people aged 15
to 29 i Italy, Romaniz. ond Turkey. D gathered through online surveys were tested, using
5P55 12 and AMOS package program for validiny and reliability, resulting in the foonl ver-
sion of the Digraa undd Traof el Polisica! Puvicipaion (DTPR} Scale {see Annex).

Data analysis

Before festing the construct validity, EMO and Bartleft festy were mun to evaluafe whether
ikata are suitable for using fcror analysis and we continued the analysis to show sample ad-
equacy for the complere instmnment. The facrosial analvsis was used 1o check whether the
wowy iems lood on factors thot exclude each other, and o test whether the scale 15 unidimen-
sionnl (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013). Factor loadings of the items obtmined using Varimnx or-
thogoual rotatien were examioed, lems with factor loadmgs lower tham 30 were elimmed
anel the analyses were run again. Facror loadings higher than 30 and ex plained variance high-
er than 40% are pecepted as adequate i behovioral sciences (Kiing, 1994 Scherer et al.,
I9EE}, The nnalyses and findings of the scale development process are presenied below,

Resulls

Construct validity

Exploratory factor analysis [EFA) was performed o test construct validity. Before perform-
ing EFA, Kaiser-Meyer-Dlkin (KEMO | and Bartlett's Sphericity tests estimated the suitabil-
ty of the datn for the frctor analysis, Kaiser-Mever-Olkin value was estimated 1o be KMO= 9355,
Avalue of KMO higher than 060 indscates thot factor analysis 1s adequate for the datn (Field,
2005}, Bartlen’s Sphericity vest vielded significant results {= 2= 14697 df. (T41), p< .01},

A principal components analysis was cenducted to determine the dimenssons of the Dig-
ital mnd Traditional Politicnl Parbicipation Scale. We used Varimas ortho penal rotation fo de-
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termine whether the scale was divided into independent dactors and the factor loadings were
examined. Based on the findings obtained from principal components analysis and the Vari-
mnx arthogonal retation technigque, e with facior loadings lower than 30 were excluded.
Tahle 2 shows the valoes of mean standard deviations and corrected item-totnl corredations
of ingins,

Table 2. The Means, Standard Deviation. and Ttem Total Comelations of DTPP Tteims

liem M=an S0 r | Item Mean 5D r
i.31 21638 | 12150 TEiE i 21659 | 118021 Bz
22 2214 | 122083 | 783 |26 3382 | 132088 | B0
& 2.0430 1. 16582 Az I3 t.9105 1.02414 5A5
i3 217 1m0 | T |45 amex | 1asz | BT
(B 1815 1.05E35 28 L.¥ 1.0854 11055 SE
LA 25873 1377260 a2 L6 18166 BEEM =]
123 28170 139775 | 70 24 23821 | 121139 558 |
|44 Z7a24 | vam07 | 13 116 160 | 930 AT
\8 2o70s | 120188 | Ti2 a7 30780 | 141678 | 56
i.41 L7IO7 | 10643 | 02 AT 3asEl | 142137 | Ba2
i.28 28003 | 141948 | 698 | |i5 18035 | 87T 537
i1 2205 | 12868 | B97 138 areer | 124E25 | EI2
19 20685 | 12119 | B85 L5 20868 | L0048 | 500
-L!' 1,832 B b J8E k14 2AIRR 12430 L5
i 1.8755 1.08485 (B 13 17434 1. 2Bk A
.54 19585 | 193644 | 635 21 11082 | 12td92 | 297
27 1734 | LDOOTE (BB ia 16507 D00z S
.38 2789 | 132020 &5 | |2 ama | raEns 275
36 26000 | 120040 | 673 143 13067 | mesx | 283
110 21812 | 108696 | 650 L1 arre f,ﬁ 251
AT 18362 | 101274 | B54 By 448563 m aﬂﬂ
245 1TENE 183382 Bal 2 44089 | 4TET T
.33 35800 | 1.30011 B4 142 targ | yeb7s | D02
46 aseEd | 1377TE0 | E20

The threshalds for Hem-total correlations can be listed m r= 40 means excellent. 20=1r
= 39 means good. 2-0.29 means morginal =0, |9 means poor. Negative item-total correls-
fions or correlations lower than .30 are undesimble becasse it is accepled that these sine-
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tioms indicate that the items are oot able o distinguinh between participants responding pos-
itively wid those responding negatively. This, we selected anby wteins hiaving posttive it
tatal correlations. higher than 30, Based on the findings, items .21, .9, 12, 143, L1010
i.2, 142 were excluded from the initial scole in the subsequent analyses. The remaining 39
itenms were ised to perfonm Exploratory Factor Analysis {EFA) after excluding the items lows-
er than 30, total correlation coeficients {8 items i totalj,

Table 3. Rotated Components Mafrix on the Factor Strocture of the Seale items

- e
| Factar 1 | Factor 2 | Factor 3

.'m Fiapdyirsg bo comements mats by otherns o polbcal news e
mwm
I.l.lthnm hpﬁﬂ:l!nmdﬂhlnlw i
'Eﬂu:rqmwmwfuuppu“uynm

|31 Pipasiduie . 306

\iz2 Sharing poltical conlent onlne {lnk, video, text. et} | 788 308

g2 | Prsting o ahiring &n oppoding messsags of o lop Jﬂ’
podtical lepic (on the Ingsrmet) i,

e Sharng my paktcal views on tha intemat £l

:LE-IJ T pasticipanle (with reactiors, commenls, oie ) in a 0.

| Inﬂcﬂmwﬂm

lins MMMWWWHH e
Taking part in launching a poltical campaign on tho =

.un !” : TIE
1

I Weite 8 masaage an the Inbemet to suppor & polifcean e

jl8 e & political party b o
1Elwmu*npuﬂn"hnmnrh1ﬂnwm

| 127 | the ideas and tha program of a pofitical party/ polacal | G55 Asa
candidatn

41 Being past of comimars online poliieal prougds) B0 | 388
'hﬂm;hmmmuﬂua :

| 140 g r En A33

[css [ e ———— o
1Mmm:mm

LA | Pamcipating in &n anline suney aboul politics &g 512
Discussing onling poltica issues (o WhalsAap, e

L35 Kassenge:. Zoem, . AR A4

ls | Actively getting missan i a local office af a polbcal s
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Acively peting o mission in the head alfice ol &

political party at the natianal level L
(13 Being i condidate in local elections B2z
. Eﬁ;ﬂﬂ e ey e o
i3 Baing a member of a polical party 204 Fiz
L7 Promating the doctine and ideas of o party Tz
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15 FParlicipaing in a demonsitaiion lor a palical party ar .ﬂ-
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Table 3 reveals that the items are distributed undet three foctors, with factor loadings rang-
ing froam 304 to 830, Also, ench factor had a high cobierence resulting in consistency and a
imeamngiiil whole, Three factors explained &1.23% of the total varnme (F1= 25.13%, F2 =
| 8.09%, F3= i8.00%). In multifactorinl designs, mm explained varinnce between 40% and 60%
and the contribution by ench mctor to the total varmnee i+ comidered adequnre { Tobachnick
& Fidell, 2013), The content validity of the items. under each factor, was examined and the
three factors were labeled, The factor called here digivad polinical mppart {F T comanted of
|6 items; the factor called rwditional palitienl wipport (F2) included 12 items, and the fac-
tor called diginl politcad folfowing (F3) consisted of 11 items. Doe to lower factor loadings.

we decide 10 drop off the following irems from the final seale (with loading less than 0.6 on
a factor): 1.2, L8, 10, i.24; £25: 35, L37, 144,

Tahle 4: Descriptive Smnstics of the DTPP Scale and Subscale

Turkey  taly Romanis

E'F1 Fzr R Tatal | F1 F2 'F! Towal | F !Fﬁ Fa | Total
\Mean | 1833 | 1888 2707 1968 | 2207 1mi1:5n“m 2400 | 2217 | 3678 17_:12
Medion | 1260 | 1823 2000 | 1897 2260 | 1500 3.063 246 | 2800 2083 | 3000 2797
Mode (100 [100 300 187 100 | 100 !rma 323 | 2850 .fun w5 272
 Skowness | 1215 | 868 | -193 | 617 | 372 1205 |-416 | 219 | 270 Im |- 898 | - 105
:I'l:u'u:ﬁ (413|866 708 | .003 m u:;i.nl 608 | THT | -545 !_-m m

Table 4 shows descrprive data for ench country, The Kurmosis and Skewness values for each
country are between - 1.5 and + L5, which are acceptable values (Tobachnick & Fidell, 2013)

The comstruct validity of the 3-factorial model obtained during the EFA was further rest-
ed, using CFA. The standardized scores and the model could be seen in Figure |.
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Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index values was examined for model fir. The results of the
CFA Tor the construct composed ol 39 steams and the three Dictors withait any madification
are presentéd in Table 5.

Table 5. Model Fit Indices nnd Threshebds for Digital and Traditional Political Participa-
ton Seale

Criterion Values Fin bndey
2 g
[ Ak
o D00
F- =z 337
| OTPp
AMSEA =08 firy |
CFl 5] NTE
GF1 = B0 500
MF1 = 10 60

We examined the goodness of it indices and we Tound that the mtio of chesguare 1o the
degree of freedom, =2 (dff) waa 3.37(5). indicating that the model is acceptable (Kine. 2010).
T the ewrent model, RMSEA value i estimated ro be 0,07 1, which is an accepred value in
the liternture. RMSEA value below 05 indicates a good fit. whereas any value betwesn .05
— 05 indicares o close fit (Kline, 200 0). Accondingly, the i indices of the current study were
CFl= 97, GFI= 90, and NFI= .96, In conclusion the model has an scceptable goodmess of
fit with the data based on the aforementioned thresheids. According to Tabachnick and Fi-
cheldl (2003}, a CFI value of 90 or higher: a GFI value of 20 or higher, and an SFI value of
80 or higher are ncceptable.

Table 6. Relinbility Analysis Alpha Coefficients of Digital amd Traditsonal Political Par-
nicipation Scale

| Factars Nusnitsor of Hems Cranbach Alpha
[hgral political support 16 85

| Traditional political support 12 a3

' Digial politieal foflowing 1 a2

' Total 19 s

We caleulated the reliability coefficients for each of the three dimensions of the scale
Cronbach alpha reliability coefficient of the “Digital political suppert” factor consisting of
I iems was 95; the reliability coefficient of the “Traditionnl pelitical support”™ factor con-
sdating of 12 items was .93, and the reliability score of “The digital political following”™ fac-
tor, of 11 items, was (92 (see Table 6. All reliability coefficients were higher than 4 (Leech
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etal, 2005), the new three-dimensional scale of pofifical participation (DTPP) showed high
relinhiliny.

Discussion

The cument study nimed fo develop o scale to measure the pelitical participation of youth
{15 to 29 years of agej by including both the traditional forms of participation (1.e., being a
member of o political party, supporting a party in the election} and the digital forms of poli-
ical participation (e.g., mking part in a political compaign on the Intemet, sharing one’s po-
litical veetws onime). We started from the iden of construgting o b-dimensonal instroment while
treating waditional {offTiney and digital forms of participation as two fMeet of the same con-
cepl; we ebtained a three-dimensional seale which comiprises 39 items: aigifal polisoul nip-
part — |6 iWems; the fron ol Pnfin cul swpport— 12 items; dugrial polinicol follawang =11
ttern, The final imstrment i & composife measurement of paliticol porticipation uwhich we
ingladed digital behaviors thar would indicate pelitical engagement by mirroring the tradi-
tirnal forms of political participation, We then added the new forms of anline behaviors that
have been rated a3 “palitical” by & proup of experts. We further tested the construct validity
of the scale, using Explaratory Factor Analvsis and Confirmatory Factor Analvsis, The final
miedel revealed o three-dimens ional construct, with digital palitical pnrﬁcipntinn being formed
by ilems incdicating political support (for candidates, parties) — items that woeuld reproduce,
in the online environment, the type of support which is normally found in the tradstional forms
of political participation, The model also inchaded a senes of Hems that waould describe o dif-
ferent digital political participation dimemsion, here called “digital political following™ (e.g.,
“follow ing one or more paliticians on Intemet”), which comprises activities that people could
do only in the online environment. Such behayiors would hardly be labeled as political par-
ticipation in the trditicnnl way. Moy people follow what a pelitician says or does using -
ditional media. One might wonder to which extent the “online political following” count as
polinical participation. Nenetheless, digital techuoiogies allow for more complex forms of
palitical participation and more sophisticated ways to engage with poelitics. The agency of
people who engage in such activities online could be better described as “participation” then
engaging in activitess such ag waiching the news on television (using TV sef), When follow-
ing online different politncal content (e.g., the content posted by o party or a partecular politi-
cian) people conld engage in various ways from reacting (comments or other rypes of
standardized reactions) to sharing or even reporting the content, when 10 doss not comgly
with the rules of the anline commmumity. Such reactiens would count ns following politheal
participation i the form we have defined {or wsed) the concept in the Dhgital and Tradition-
ol Pelitical Participation Scale. The instrument shows a bi-dimensional operatipnalization of
political participation {traditional and digital), with the digital dimension hoving conplex ity
in the way items are grouped around in two facton: support and following. Finally, the in-
stremeent (DTPP) indicates that digital political participation might be o more comples tenn
to measure, not necessarily unidimensional, and consisted of forms of engagement that are
not “traditionally™ named *political engagement”

It is waorth mentioning that DTPP is a scale constructed and validated for young people
{1510 29 vears of age) and a similac validation should be performed when such scale will be
used for other age groups. It might be that digital political participation is a multi-dimension-
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al construct enfy in the case of youoth, as we argoed in the current paper, given the salience
of such forms of political engagement to those whe were brought up in societies where the
digital envmonment was part of dailv routime, Sill, digital rechnologies penetiated all aur pers
sonnl and professional Fves amd are not only asvocted wirh young people. Subsequent ar-
femipts o validaie this instrument on other age groups would clanfy the role of digital political
participation when measuring political pamicipation.
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