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Setting the Context



Calls to Reframe Student 
Activism

Nuisance
Learning 

Opportunity



Characteristics of Recent Research on 
Activism

Qualitative 
Methodologies

Identity 
Focused

Issue Focused

• Examples:
• (Linder & Rodriguez, 2012): Student activism in 

response to sexual violence,

• (Muñoz, 2015): Student activists navigating 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) 
and Development, Relief and Education for Alien 
Minors (DREAM) Act policies. 

• (Baker & Blissett, 2017): Institutional 
characteristics that correspond with the 
emergence of the #ITooAm campaign, 

• (Davis, 2018): Examines the Dream Defenders, 
college students whose activism around “Stand 
Your Ground Laws” in Florida manifested in 
spaces beyond their campuses, such as on 
social media and in surrounding communities.



The connection between 
activism and educational 
experiences that institutions 
intentionally offer and promote 
(e.g., HIPs) is pivotal in helping 
institutions understand how 
they might shift to seeing 
student activism as an asset
and an important learning 
outcome.
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Relevant Literature



Operationalizing Activism and High-
Impact Practices

Dimensions of Activism

•Target of Activism Behavior (Hoffman & Mitchell, 
2016)

•Tactics Employed (Barnhardt, 2015)

•Collective or Individualized Benefit (Coleman, 
2009)



Operationalizing Activism and High-
Impact Practices

High-Impact Practices (HIPS)

•HIPS help students experience proven educational practices in a structured 
and prolonged manner

•Learning communities, service-learning courses, research with faculty 
members, internships (e.g., co-op, field experience, student teaching, or 
clinical placement), study abroad programs, and (culminating) senior 
(capstone) experiences, among other practices (Kuh 2009; Kuh et al. 2010)

•Linked to desirable educational outcomes (e.g., improved retention, 
persistence, graduation, and openness to diversity among undergraduate 
students (Kilgo et al. 2015; Kuh et al. 2010; Mayhew et al. 2016))



Student 
Activism

HIP Participation

Student 
Background 

Characteristics

Student 
Involvement

Institutional 
Characteristics



Deliberative 
Dialogue



Civic & 
Political 
Action



Engagement 
Theory





Data & Methods



Data Sources

•2017 Administration of the National 
Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE)

•Supplemental item set on social and 
political activism and perceptions of 
institutional support for political 
engagement was electively administered 
at 25 participating institutions



Participants

•Administered to 7,000 first-year and senior students attending 25 4-year 
institutions

•n=3,257 seniors who completed the supplemental item set

•Response rate of 78.1%. 

•Sample Demographics

•~66% identified as women, identified as white, and attended master’s 
degree-granting institutions. 

•~41% identified as a first-generation student

•~39% attended university elsewhere before arriving at their current 
institution

•~25% lived on campus or in a fraternity or sorority house

•~11% identified as Queer



Measures

•Student Level

•Gender^

•Sexual Orientation^

•Race/Ethnicity^

•Participation in Various HIPs
•(^denotes measures that were recoded using effect coding (Mayhew and 

Simonoff 2015))



Measures

•Institutional Level

•Carnegie Classification Degree Type

•Enrollment Size

•Selectivity



Measures

• Student Activism Factors

• How often they had participated during the current academic year in 10 forms of political 
activism:

• Response Options:

• Never

• Sometimes

• Often

• Very Often

• Participation in various forms of activism on their campuses or in their communities

• Response options:

• Have not decided 

• Do not plan to do

• Plan to do

• Done or in progress

• Ordered by ease of participation or frequency. 





Data Analysis



Limitations

•Generalizability  

•Self-Selection Bias

•Institutional Level Variables

•“Why” questions



What We Found: 

Study Results



Outcome of Interest: Student Activism

Results



Participated in Activism



HIPs & Student Activism
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HIPs & Student Activism
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Discussion

Provisional Role of 
HIPs in Activism 

Behaviors



Discussion

Differences among 
student in STEM 
areas of study
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‘So what?’
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