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ABSTRACT

SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES AFFECTING POLITICAL
PARTICIPATION OF YOUTH IN TURKEY

Pakhuylu, Serkan
M.S., Department of Psychology
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Nuray Sakalli Ugurlu

December 2013, 99 pages

The aim of the current thesis was to investigate the relationship between social
psychological variables - ego-identity status, self-regulatory focus, and national
identity - and political participation of youth in Turkey. A total of 308 participants
participated to the study. Political participation was measured with Tola’s (2007)
Political Participation Scale (PPS). The PPS has three factors which are active
participation, civic participation, and passive-following. Ego-identity scores was
measured via Extended Version of the Objective Measure of Ego Identity Status
(EOM-EIS-2) developed by Grotevant and Adams (1984), including two subscales
(interpersonal and ideological) and each of them is consisted of four subdomains
(achivement, moratorium, foreclosure, and diffusion). Self regulatory was
measured with Self-Regulatory Focus Scale (SRFS) developed by Lockwood,
Jordan, & Kunda (2002), having two factors which were promotion focus and
prevention focus. National identity was measured with National Identity Scale

which was developed by Cinnirella (1998). Results revealed that the ego-identity
iv



status was related to political participation. While the ideologically-achieved status
was found to be positively related to all three dimensions of political participation,
idelogically-moratorium status was found to be positively associated with only
civic participation. Moreover, idelogically-foreclosure status was found to be
negatively related to civic participation and passive following and ideologically-
diffused status was found to be negatively related to active participation and
passive following. Self-regulatory focus was found to be unrelated with all three
dimensions of political participation. And national identity was negatively related
with two dimensions of political participation (civic participation, and passive
following). Considering that this thesis is the first attempt to empirically examine
the relationships of fundamental social psychological factors with the political
participation of youth in Turkey, findings were discussed on the basis of previous

work in this area.

Keywords: Youth, Political Participation, Ego-Identity Status, Self-Regulatory

Focus, National Identity
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TURKIYE’DEKI GENCLERIN POLITIKAYA KATILIMINI ETKiILEYEN
SOSYAL PSIKOLOJIK UNSURLAR

Pakhuylu, Serkan
Yiiksek Lisans, Psikoloji Boliimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Nuray Sakalli Ugurlu

Aralik 2013, 99 sayfa

Bu tezin amaci sosyal psikolojik degiskenler — kimlik statiisii, benlik diizenleme
odag1 ve ulusal kimlik - ile Tiirkiye’deki genglerin politik katilimlar1 arasindaki
iligkiyi arastirmaktir. Bu ¢alismaya toplam 308 geng¢ katilmistir. Politik katilim
Tola (2007) tarafindan gelistirilmis olan Politik Katilim Olgegi ile dl¢iilmiistiir. Bu
Olcek aktif katilim, sivil katiim ve pasif takip olmak fizere ii¢ faktorden
olusmaktadir. Ego Kimlik statiisii, Ego Kimlik Statiisii Objektif Olgiimii’niin
genisletilmis versiyonuyla 6l¢iilmiistiir (Grotevant & Adams, 1984). Bu dlgek iki
alt olcekten olugmaktadir (kisilerarasi ve ideolojik) ve bu alt dlgekler de dort alt
alandan olugmaktadir (basarili, arayis, bagimli, kargasali). Benlik diizenleme odag,
iki faktorden olusan Benlik Diizenleme Odagi Olgegi (Lockwood, Jordan, &
Kunda, 2002) ile olclilmiistir. Bu faktorler yaklasmaci ve Onleyici odak
faktorleridir. Ulusal kimlik Cinnirella (1998) tarafindan gelistirilmis olan Ulusal
Kimlik Olgegi ile dl¢iilmiistiir. Arastirma sonuglar1 Ego Kimlik Statiisii’niin politik

katilimla ilgili oldugunu gdstermistir. ideolojik-basarili kimlik statiisii politik
vi



katilimin ii¢ boyutuyla da pozitif iligkili bulunurken, ideolojik-arayis kimlik statiisii
sadece sivil katilimla pozitif iligkili bulunmustur. Bunun yaninda ideolojik-bagimli
kimlik statiisti sivil katlilim ve pasif takiple negatif iliskili bulunmus ve ideolojik-
kargasali kimlik statiisii aktif katilim ve pasif takip ile negatif iligkili bulunmustur.
Benlik Diizenleme Odagi ile politik katilmin ii¢ boyutu arasinda da bir iliski
bulunamamistir. Ulusal Kimligin politik katilimin iki alt boyutuyla (sivil katilim ve
pasif takip) negatif iliskili oldugunu gostermistir. Bu tezin Tiirkiye’deki genglerin
politikaya katilimlarinin altinda yatan temel siirecleri ampirik olarak inceleyen ilk
calisma oldugu dikkate alinarak, bulgular bu alandaki 6nceki ¢aligmalar gézéniinde

bulundurularak degerlendirilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Genglik, Politik Katilim, Ego Kimlik Statiisii, Benlik
Diizenleme Odag1, Ulusal Kimlik.

vii



In memory of my dearest grandparents;
Birsen Oral,
Lutfiye Pakhuylu,
and M. Nuri Pakhuylu

viil



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

First of all, I wish to express my sincere gratitude to my thesis supervisor Prof. Dr.
Nuray Sakalli-Ugurlu for her support, guidance, and crucial criticisms throughout
the study. From the beginning of my social psychology journey she always

supported, encouraged, and trusted in me that I can’t thank her enough.

I also would like to thank the Examining Committee Members, Assist. Prof. Dr.
Banu Cing6z Ulu, and Assoc. Prof. Dr. Derya Hasta for their acceptance to become

the jury members and for their invaluable suggestions and contributions.

I also would like to thank to Prof. Dr. Nebi Siimer for his support at the beginning
of the thesis during the decision of the subject of the thesis, preparation of the

questionnaires and data collection.

I want to show my greatest appreciation to my dear friend, Giilgin Akbas. Without
her help it would be very very difficult to finish this thesis. I also want to thank my
colleagues Leman Korkmaz, Ezgi Sakman, and Canan Coskan for their friendship,

concern, support, and help throughout my thesis process. You are my angels.

And my dear family... I want to express my warmest and the most special thanks
to Esin, Mehmet, Sibel and Gokhan Pakhuylu for their endless support and
unconditional love. With the endless support of you everything becomes easier.

Thank you for being with me every time.

X



TABLE OF CONTENTS

ABSTRACT ...ttt ettt ettt ebe et e 1\

OZ ettt ettt ettt en s vi

DEDICATION ...ttt sttt et ettt st eae s viii

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS ..ottt ix

TABLE OF CONTENTS ..ottt et et X

LIST OF TABLES .....oiiiiiitiiiet ettt et xiii
CHAPTER

1. INTRODUCTION. ..ottt sttt ettt e eeas 1

1.1 General IntroduCtion...........cccueeuieniiiniiiiiiiice e e 1

1.2 Political Participation of Youth in Turkey in last 50 years ................ ... 5

1.3 Political PartiCipation .............cccveereeiieeeeiiiieeeiieeeeiieeessenreeeeraeeeens oeas 7

1.3.1 Types of Political Participation ............cccceevveienniiirieicieeens oo 8

1.3.2 Factors Affecting Political Participation ..........ccccccceveeecineennns .. 11

1.3.2.1 Demographic Factors.........ccceeceueieeiiiieiieiiee e o 11

1.3.2.2 Psychological Factors ..........c.cccueeeeiiiieereiiiee e - 13

1.4 Personality : Ego Identity Status..........cccooeviiiiiiiiiniece e 14

1.5 Motivation : Self-Regulatory Focus Theory.........cccceeveeeieeiiiieennens o 17

1.6 Identity : National Identity..........cccevreiiiiieiieiiieee e o 19

1.7 Overview and Hypotheses of the Study .........cooooviiiiiiiiiiiiie e 21

1.7.1 HYPOtheSeS.....eeeeeeiiiie et e 22

2. METHOD ...ttt 25

2.1 PaTtiCIPANTS ...t ettt ettt e et e e eeeeneee e ene e 25

2.2 INSTIUMENES ...ttt e e 27

2.2.1 Political Participation Scale..........ccccceevvveinieirneienieenieenes o 27

X



2.2.2 Extended Version of the Objective Measure of Ego Identity

STATUS .t e s e 30

2.2.3 Self-Regulatory Focus Scale ..........cccoeeeeviiiieecciieiiiie s 33

2.2.4 National Identity Scale.........ccccoeeiveeiiiieeiiie e o 35

2.3 PrOCEAUIE. ...ttt ettt e 36

3 RESULTS Lot st s 37
3.1 Descriptive Statistics on Major Variables............cccoeevivieiiiiiennnenns 37

3.2 Correlations between the Major Variables...........ccceeecivieiiiiienninen 39

3.3 Effect of Self-Regulatory Focus on Political Participation................ .. 42

3.4 Effect of Ego Identity Status on Political Participation..................... .. 44

3.4.1 Predictive Powers of Demographic Variables:Age, Sex,

and Education Level ...t 44

3.4.2 Predicting Active Participation...........cccceeeveeevieiecerieeensneneen o 44

3.4.3 Predicting Civic Participation...........ccoeveeereeeveeiecnineeeneneeeens 44

3.4.4 Predicting Passive FOllowing ...........cccoovvvvevicviiieciieieneiieenn 45

4. DISCUSSION ...ttt ettt et et e e e 47
4.1 Effect of Demographics: Age, Gender, and Education Level............. .. 47

4.2 Political Orientation Differences on Political Participation............... .. 49

4.3 Predictors of Political Participation ............cccceveereeiieeeieie e o 50
4.3.1 Ego Identity Status........cccceeieiiiieeeeii e e e o 50

4.3.1.1 Active Participation .........ccceccceeeeeviereeiiieieeeieeeen 50

4.3.1.2 Civic Participation ..........cccceeceeeeeiieeeeniieeeeeieeeen 52

4.3.1.3 Passive FOlloWINg ........cccceveiiiiieiiiieeeieee e 53

4.3.2 Self-Regulatory FOCUS........ccoiiiiiriiiiieee e 54

4.3.3 National Identity ..........cecooeeiiiiiiirir et o 55

4.4 Conclusions and Main Contributions of the Thesis.........c.ccccccueennnen .. 56

4.5 Limitations of the Study and Suggestions for the Future................... .. 57
REFERENCES ...ttt e ettt s 59

X1



APPENDICES
A. THE QUESTIONNAIRE PACKAGE
B. TURKISH SUMMARY ........ccecen

C. THESIS PHOTOCOPYING PERMISSION FORM........cccccovviiiiiiiinen e

X1l



LIST OF TABLES

TABLES

Table 2.1 Demographics Characteristics of non-student participants

and student PartiCiPants...........cocueeereiiiieeeeii et e et ee s e 26
Table 2.2 Factor Structure of Political Participation Scale ..............cccceeeeneeee. 29
Table 2.3 Factor Structure of EOM-EIS-2 .....c..cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiicc e 31
Table 2.4 Factor Structure of Self-Regulatory Focus Scale............cccueeennnee. 34
Table 2.5 Factor Structure of National Identity Scale ...........ccccvvvveevireeeennenn. 35
Table 3.1 Comparison of Males and Females on Major Variables ................ 38
Table 3.2 Correlations between Study Variables............ccoveeeviiieieeciieee e, 41

Table 3.3 Summary of Regression Analyses for Subfactors of Regulatory
Focus Predicting Active participation, civic participation

and passIVEe-TOIIOWINE ......c..veeiiiiiiie ittt et 43
Table 3.4 Summary of Regression Analyses for Subfactors of Ego Identity
Status Predicting Active participation, civic participation

and passiVe-TOIIOWINIE ......c.euiiiiiiii e e e 46

Xiil






CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 General Introduction

Political participation of youth has recently become an important topic all around
the world. The reason for this is the low turnout rates of youth to the elections and
other non-participatory behaviors that are related with politics such as
demonstrations and strikes. Several studies (e.g., Parkinson, 2007; Sloam, 2007)
have shown that young people do not vote or become members of a political party
across different countries. Looking at the voting behavior, the rates are very low.
For example, Sloam (2007) showed that in the UK. only 39% of population at
ages 18 — 24 voted for general elections in 2001. In Canada federal election of
2000 it was again seen that only 25% of eligible voters were aged between 18-24
(Parkinson, 2007). The situation in America is similar. Only 32.4% of 18-24 aged
voters voted in 1996 election (Youth Non-Voters, 2011). When we consider being
a member or working for a party, the situation is similar. For example in Germany
only two percent of 16 — 29 year olds is a member of a political party (Gaiser &
Rijke, 2008). Another study carried within 27 European countries showed that only
five percent of young people stated that they worked for a political party or action
group (Young Europeans, 2007). An example from Turkey is the congress of one
of the biggest parties, in terms of the parliamentarian number. In this congress the
number of delegates at the ages between 24 — 30 was 19 among the total of 1212

delegates which is approximately 1.6 percent (Anka, 2008). A study conducted by
1



Ar1 (2008) indicated that there is a decrease in voting behavior from 61.5 to 48.0
among youth in 1999 and 2008 respectively. According to the same study the
percentage of youth that want to become a member of parliament fell from 36.1 in
1999, to 22.6 2008 respectively. It is obvious that the participation rates of young

people are very low and is so gradually decreasing.

It is seen that political participation rate is also low in Turkey. When the literature
on political participation is examined, it is found that there are studies carried out in
Turkey about political participation of youth in fields other than psychology such
as Political Science and Public Administration. For example, Parlak (1999) and
Sezdirmez (2008) measured political beliefs of youth and political participation of
youth in their master’s thesis studies. Parlak (1999) found that the membership
rate of university students aged between 17 and 22 was 5.3 %. An interesting
finding from the same study is while the belief that “university students should
participate to the politics actively” decrease with increasing income level, the rate
of the ones that say they will vote in the next election increases with increasing
income. Sezdirmez (2008) measured the political beliefs, future perceptions and
also opinions on European Union of university students. As seen political
participation of youth attracts researchers’ attention from various fields but looking
at the literature it is seen that pscyhologists especially the social psychologists did
not pay much attention to this topic in Turkey. Although there are studies on
political participation in Turkey (e.g., Dalmis & Imamoglu, 2000; Kiral, Dénmez,
& Hasta, 2008), they are not especially concentrated on political participation of

youth and not covered the topics covered in this thesis.

In fact, considerable attention was devoted to the influence of personality on
politics in early political science research (Lane, 1955; Levinson, 1958; McClosky,
1958; Milbrath, 1965; Sniderman, 1975). Recently various studies have revealed
important impacts of personality traits, as measured by the Big Five model, on

various aspects of political behavior (Gerber et al., 2011; Mondak, 2010; Mondak

2



& Halperin 2008; Mondak et al., 2010, 2011) and on political ideology, attitudes
and discussion (Gerber et al., 2010; Hibbing et al., 2011). Other studies have
shown that lower level psychological characteristics such as shyness, agressivity or
conflict avoidance influence voter turnout (Blais & Labbe-St-Vincent, 2011; Denny
& Doyle, 2008). Altogether, these recent studies suggest that psychological
variables are as important as sociological, economical or political ones to

understand participation in politics.

Why the participation of youth to the politics is important? As researchers argue,
citizen participation is at the heart of democracy and democracy is unthinkable
without the ability of citizens to participate freely in politics (Verba, Schlozman, &
Brady, 1995). Consequently, studying political participation of youth is very
essential because low rates of participation means that the freewill of a very large
group is not reflected within the political system. Namely, with low turnout rates,
youth citizens’ interests are not reflected to the democratic system (Voter Turnout,
2011). When we think about the future rather than today, it is also blurry. For
example, Parkinson (2007) has showed that youth that do not vote, are not involved
in the political system also do not vote at the older ages. Leaving the system aside,
politically active people also have a higher well-being (Klar & Kasser, 2009). For a
healthy democracy all citizens must be represented and countries such as Turkey
which has a large youth population have to encourage youth to participate in

politics.

The literature suggest that political behavior which is a result of consequential
political orientations such as political ideology, party identification, and levels of
political participation is formed via socialization (Alwin, Cohen, & Newcomb,
1991; Jennings & Niemi 1982; Jennings, Stoker, & Bowers, 2009; Mattei & Niemi,
1991; Miller & Glass, 1989). In the present thesis I expected that the political
participation of youth can be understood with examination of three main

dimensions, namely, personality, motivation to reach goals, and social identiy that
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are also resulted from socialization. According to Cottam et al. (2004) personality
is a central psychological factor that influence the political behavior. The first
dimension, personality from the psychosocial perspective may be relevant to
political pariticipation because it is the period in which the youth are forming their
political orientations. As known, according to Erikson (1963) from infancy to late
adulthood human beings should pass through eight stages that are a series of
conflicts that result from the interplay between the society and individual in order
to develop a healthy personality. Identity formation is the fifth stage of Erikson’s
(1963) stages and human beings enter this stage at their adoloescence period that is
between 13 and 19. So to see the effect of this stage on political participation in the

period of crisis may shed light on political participation of youth.

The second dimension that may predict the political participation of youth is the
motivation to reach goals which is found to be related to political ideology (e.g.,
Jost et al., 2003; Libenman, Idson, Camacho, & Higgins, 1999 ). According to
Higgins (1997) people have different motivations to reach their goals which are
promotion focus and prevention focus. Promotion focus is the tendency to
approach end-states related to accomplishments and aspirations also known as
gains whereas prevention focus is a tendency to approach end-states related to
duties and responsibilities also known as non-losses. There is evidence that
regulatory focus is related to different levels of openness to change and these levels
are related to idelogies like liberalism and conservatism (Jost et al., 2003;
Libenman, Idson, Camacho, & Higgins, 1999). And it is shown that there are
differences between people with different ideologies in terms of political
participation (e.g., Linn, 1949). So in this study whether a direct effect of this

underlying motivation exists on political participation will be investigated.



According to Cottam et al. (2004) identity is another important concept that is at
the core of political being. The last dimension that may predict the political
paticipation of youth, also resulted from socialization (Muldoon, McLaughlin, &
Trew, 2007) is social identiy which is perceived membership in a relevant social
group. The present study aims at examining the relationship between one’s
identification with a group, Turkish identity, and participation to the politics.
Researchers from other countries (Huddy & Khatib, 2007) argue that national
identification may increase political participation. What about for Turkish youth? Is

national identity related to political participation in Turkey?

As a conclusion, the current thesis aims to contribute to the literature with
investigating the relationships among political participation of youth and the three
main psychological dimensions: personality, motivation to reach goals, and social
identity. In order to reach the aim, in the following sections of the introduction,
firstly a brief history of the youth-movements of Turkey will be summarized.
Afterwards the definitions of political participation, the types of political
participation, and the factors affecting political participation will be summarized
using the relevant literature. And then, the variables, namely ego-identity status as
the personality dimension, self-regulatory focus as the motivation dimension and
national identity as the identity dimension, studied in the study will be presented

and the hypotheses will be explained in the last part.
1.2 Political participation of youth in Turkey in last 50 years

After the Turkish War of Independence the number of well-educated youth was
scarce so the participation of youth to the politics didn’t start until the 1950’s
(Ormeci, 2010). Also the single-party era prevented the youth movement. After the
multi-party system started and the government changed, the movement started to
arise. The Korean war, the agreements between USA and Turkey that let USA to
use Turkey lands for militarian purposes, IMF and loans, arrested left-wing

activists etc. all light the fire of protests and actions. The first event that the youth
5



and the government became encountered was at January, 23 1956 (Aksoy, 2011)
after the speech of Adnan Menderes, the president of Democratic Party, that
threatened universities. After that the youth movement fired and the actions started.
At April, 27 1960 the congress of the association of the students of faculty of
medicine of Istanbul University was striked by the police and the students were
beaten. The next day a very big demonstration started in both Istanbul and Ankara.
Two students were killed in these demonstrations and the government announced
martial law. The result of these events was the 1960 Military Coup. Three
governors were sentenced to death penalty. The 1960 military coup formed a very

liberal constitution and this constitution formed the basis of more active youth.

1968 was the year that the student movements were all around the world. The
youth was wishing revolution. During the 60s, youth freely participated in politics
and freely exclaimed their wish for revolution. The 1971 military memorandum
and the death penalty of three students were the events that started a chaotic
environment. The period of the clash between right-wing and left-wing students
started. Until September 12,1980 military coup, tens of people from both sides
were killed. The military coup September 12 had enormous effects on participation
of youth because it closed all the unions, all political parties, and all non-
governmental institutions and forbidden the parties to form youth and women
branches. Further, the oppressive administration and tortures formed the basis of
de-politicised youth. Studies and personal observations show that the September
12, 1980 military coup has an important effect on political participation of youth
(Arman, 2008). The youth branch of political parties closed for 17 years so that the

participation of youth in the politics decreased enormously after this date.

There was a period that the youth was very active in Turkey as mentioned.
However, the participation of youth in the politics has decreased enormously. It is
important to understand the situation by considering its association with

personality, motivation and social identity. Studying the relations between the
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political participation of youth and the social psychological variables may shed
light on this situation and precautions may be taken and some enhancement
programs may be applied. Before discussing each independent variable of the

thesis, the definition of the political participation will be presented.
1.3 Political participation

Political participation has been defined by several researchers. Milbrath (1965)
defined political behavior as the behavior that affects or intends to affect the
decisional outcomes of government. The definition of political particiaption only
covers govermental outcomes. It does not consider the intends to affect the

decisional outcome of a church or a corporation.

Recently, Hague and Harrop (2007) defined the political participation similar to
Milbrath (1965). However, different from Milbrath (1965), the authors defined the
political participation as any of the many ways in which people seek to influence
the composition or policies of their government. Namely Hague and Harrop (2007)
define political participation as not to affect decisional outcomes but to affect the
composition or policies of the government. According to Hague and Harrop (2007)
citizens contacting their representative and activists campaigning for their favored
candidate are participating in the formal political process. But participation can also
take less conventional forms such as signing a petition, taking part in a

demonstration or even engaging in terrorist acts against the state.

The widest definition is given by Kapani (1997) who defined political participation
as a concept that determines the situations, attitudes, and behaviors of citizen.
According to Kapani (1997) only thinking of the voting behavior will be false and
deficient understanding. Participation includes a large spectrum of attitudes and
behaviors from simple curiosity to intensive act. Accorging to Kapani (1997) these
behaviors range from following the political issues on newspaper, radio and

television to becoming a member of a political party.
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To sum up political participation refers to different mechanisms for the public to
express opinions - and ideally to exert influence — on political desicions. It includes
a range of activities starting from non-participation to active participation. In the
literature there are different types of political participation that were determined
according to the activity and passivity of the citizens. Different definitions exist for
the types of political participation. Now the types of political participation will be

discussed in the next section.

1.3.1 Types of Political Participation

As mentioned in the previous section there are different types of political
participation. According to Dahl (1963) political participation has four dimensions
which are interest, notice, knowledge, and action. Interest means observing the
political events, notice means giving importance to political events, knowledge
means having knowledge on events and problems and action means actively
participating in political events. According to Dahl (1963), these four dimensions
are correlated. For example, compared to people who are irrelevant, people that
have interest, people that notice and people that have knowledge have higher

turnout rates.

The most extensive classification of political participation is made by Milbrath
(1965). According to Milbrath (1965) there are eight dimensions of political
participation. The first dimension is active vs. passive participation. While some of
the citizens actively participating in politics some may be passive. Someone who is
passive may become active when faced with a situation that concern his/her. The
second dimension is overt vs. covert participation. The actions that a citizen takes
may be in front of the other citizens and other actions may be personal. The third
dimension is autonomous vs. compliant participation. Paying taxes is mandatory
but some actions done by a person chosen via freewill. The fourth dimension is
episodic vs. continuous participation. Voting in elections is not continuous but

joining a political party is a continuous action. The fifth dimension is input vs.
8



outtakes participation. While some actions are input to the system like voting,
campaigning, contacting officials some actions are outtakes from the system like
services, public order, justice or demanding school or road. The sixth dimension is
expressive vs. instrumental. Instrumental political activities are primarily oriented
toward concrete goals, such as party victory, the passage of a bill, or the
enhancement of one’s own status, influence, or income. Expressive activities are
aimed at more immediate satisfaction or release of feeling: thus, voting may be a
expressive rather than an instrumental act for those who care less about the
outcome than about the positive feeling they get from casting their ballots; like
parading or saluting the flag, it may become a ritualistic form of rewarding
behavior. The seventh dimension is verbal vs. nonverbal participation. Discussing a
political subject, participating in a panel are verbal participation and participating a
strike or writing a letter are nonverbal participation. The last dimension is social vs.
nonsocial participation. Nearly all kind of political actions require social interaction
but the degree is important. Writing a letter for example needs little social
interaction but campaigning door to door, attending a meeting or joining a party

need much more social interaction.

Milbrath (1965) divided the active vs. passive dimension into three hierarchical
categories. One group only participates passively in politics they do not engage in
any political acts which are called apathetics. The second group is minimally
involved in the acts like voting, initiating a political discussion, attempting to talk
another into voting a certain way, wearing a button or putting a sticker on the car.
The second group is called spectators. The third and quite small group not only
participates above activities but also drawn into the political quarrel. They
contribute time in a political campaign, become an active member in a political
party, attend a caucus or s strategy meeting, and be a candidate for office which are

called gladiators.



Daver (1968) suggests that political participation has three dimensions. Active
citizens that actively participate to the political system, passive citizens that have
less interest in politics and apathetics that do not deal with politics. Cam (1977) had
made a similar classification suggesting three dimensions. Non-participation to the
politics for example not voting, only voting and having interest to the politics other
than voting behavior. Similarly, Cohen, Vigoda and Samorly (2001) classify
political participation into three types. The first one is the active participation.
Active participation includes voting, party and campaign work, community work,
contacting officials, attending political meetings, and protest activities. The second
type of participation is the psychological participation. This type of participation is
defined by Milbrath (1965) as “the degree to which citizens are interested in and
concerned about politics and public affair” (p. 46). Psychological participation
includes behaviors like reading newspapers or magazines about political issues,
arguing political issues with friends etc. The third type of participation is non
participation and can be defined as neither psychological nor actively participating

in politics.

Looking at the classifications it is seen that majority of them uses a three-level
participation. In the current thesis a classification similar to the classification of
Cohen, Vigoda, and Samorly (2001) will be used. But instead of the naming of
Cohen et al. (2001) a different naming is used in this study considering the scale
used which is developed by Tola (2007). According to Tola (2007), there are three
types of political participation which are active-participation, civic-participation,
and passive following. Active participation includes behaviors like joining a
political party, and campaigning for a candidate. Civic participation includes
behaviors like signing a petition and participating in a boycott. Passive following
includes behaviors like following the political issues and reading political

developments in newspapers and magazines.
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Returning to the main topic after discussing the types of political participation, a
question arises. Why do citizens show different participating behaviors? There are
various factors that may affect political participation. In the next section these

factors will be discussed briefly.
1.3.2 Factors Affecting Political Participation

As mentioned, there are various factors affecting political participation such as
economical, sociological, political, and psychological. Looking at the literature on
political participation it is seen that the majority of the researches focused on to
explore the relationship between political participation and demographic factors
and psychological factors have been neglected. In this section first of all the
literature on these demographic variables will be presented and then the main

psychological variables that have been investigated until now will be presented
1.3.2.1 Demographic Factors

In this part the demographic variables studied in the literature on political
participation will be discussed and background will be given about these variables.
There are various factors that affect political participation according to the
literature. Researchers examined age (Cam, 1977; Denver & Hands, 1997; Fahmy,
1996; Mann, 1999), gender (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger, & Bennett, 1999; Capella
& Jamieson, 1996; Conway, Steuernagel, & Ahern, 1997; Inglehart & Morris,
2003; Melkonian-Hoover, 2008; Welch, 1977), education (Cavanaugh, 1991;
Conway, 1985, 1999; Crotty, 1991; Milbrath, 1965; Rosenstone & Hansen, 1993;
Verba et al.,, 1995), working situation (Jarvis, Montoya, & Mulvoy, 2005),
attending religious activities (Driskell, Embry, & Lyon, 2008), and social-
economic-situation (SES) (Benny & Geiss, 1950; Berelson et al., 1954; Saenger,
1945).
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Age is an important variable since it is one of the few social variables that
significantly associated with non-voting behavior (Fahmy, 1996). Age affects the
future voting behavior of people as shown in Parkinson’s (2007) study which
showed that youth who do not vote, and involve in the political system do not also
vote at older ages. The percentage of youth participants is the smallest among other
groups. College students are less politically engaged than older adults (Mann,
1999). Analysis on 1997 election in Britain showed that after controlling the
variables such as income, educational level and class differences, age is

significantly related with non-voting behavior (Denver & Hands, 1997).

Gender is another factor that is important in political participation. Findings in the
literature showed conflicting results for the interest of women to the politics.
According to some findings women constitute the very high percentage of
nonparticipants. Studies have indicated that women -especially young women- are
less interested than men in following politics in the media, engaging in political
discussion, and getting involved in campaign activities (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger,
& Bennett, 1999; Capella & Jamieson, 1996; Conway, Steuernagel, & Ahern,
1997; Inglehart & Morris, 2003). However, other studies showed the opposite. For
example in a study conducted with factory workers revealed that there is equality
between men and women in terms of level of political engagement (Melkonian-
Hoover, 2008). When other variables are controlled, female employees are more
likely than male employees to engage in political activities. Similarly, Welch
(1977) showed that after controlling for structural and situational factors the

participation among men and women do not differ.

Researchers have considered education and socioeconomic status (SES) as
important factors affecting political participation. Findings demonstrate that
political participation increases with education. People who are politically active
tend to be people with social and economic advantage; they are more likely to be

white, in older age groups, with higher incomes and education levels, and
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religiously observant (Cavanaugh, 1991; Conway, 1999; Crotty, 1991; Milbrath,
1965; Rosenstone & Hansen, 1993; Verba et al., 1995). Education consistently has
been found to be one of the most important components of SES in influencing
political participation. Those with higher levels of education are more likely to vote
and to participate in other forms of electoral activity (Conway, 1985; Verba et al.,
1995). Besides education SES is also an important factor in political participation.
People with higher SES participate in politics more than people with low SES
(Benny & Geiss, 1950; Berelson et al., 1954; Saenger, 1945).

Finally, in the literature other factors like working situation and attending religious
activities were also studied. Studies showed that working non-college youth
participate less than college youth do (Jarvis, Montoya, & Mulvoy, 2005). Also
attending religious activities affect political participation. For example, Driskell,
Embry, and Lyon (2008) found that attending church activities increases political

participation.
1.3.2.2 Psychological Factors

In the literature there are studies that search for the relationships among
psychological characteristics such as personality, shyness, aggressivity, and
conflict avoidance and various aspects of political behavior (Gerber et al., 2011;
Mondak, 2010; Mondak & Halperin, 2008; Mondak et al., 2010, 2011), political
ideology, attitudes and discussion (Gerber et al., 2010; Hibbing et al., 2011) or
voter turnout (Blais & Labbe-St-Vincent, 2011; Denny & Doyle, 2008). For
example in their study Gerber et al. (2011) found that there are statistically
significant and behaviorally important relationships between personality traits and
key measures of political participation. They found that Extraversion and
Emotional Stability are associated with higher levels of participation in a broad

range of political activities.

13



A widely studied variable in the literature is patriotism (Conover et al., 2004;
DeLamater et al., 1969; Gallup, 2008; Huddy & Khatib, 2007; Schatz, Staub, &
Lavine, 1999). In these studies it was found that citizens with high levels of

patriotic attachment tend to be more politically involved than others.

The current study aims to extend this literature with investigating the relationships
among political participation of youth, and three main dimensions which are: ego-
identity status as personality dimension, self-regulatory focus as motivation
dimension, and national identity as identity dimension. In the following sections
the literature on these factors and the predicted effects on political participation of

youth will be discussed.
1.4 Personality : Ego Identity Status

Erikson (1963) described psychosocial development as a series of conflicts that
result from the interplay between society and the individual and human beings
should pass through these stages successfully in order to develop a healthy
personality. These conflicts serve as a turning point in development. According to
Erikson (1963) these conflicts result in either developing a psychological quality or
failing to develop that quality. Accordingly every human being goes through eight
stages from birth to death. Each stage in Erikson's theory is concerned with
becoming competent in an area of life. If the stage is handled well, the person will
feel a sense of mastery, which is sometimes referred to as ego strength or ego
quality. If the stage is managed poorly, the person will emerge with a sense of

inadequacy.

The first stage of Erikson’s (1963) theory is the Infancy. In this stage the children
develop a sense of trust when caregivers provide reliability, care, and affection. A
lack of this will lead to mistrust. In the second stage which is Early Childhood
stage the children need to develop a sense of personal control over physical skills

and a sense of independence. Success leads to feelings of autonomy, failure results
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in feelings of shame and doubt. In the Preschool Stage children need to begin
asserting control and power over the environment. Success in this stage leads to a
sense of purpose. Children who try to exert too much power experience
disapproval, resulting in a sense of guilt. The fourth stage is the School Age and in
this stage children need to cope with new social and academic demands. Success

leads to a sense of competence, while failure results in feelings of inferiority.

Accordingly, identity formation is the fifth stage and constructing a coherent sense
of self and personal identity is a necessary step on the road to adulthood. The
identity achievement is the result of successful resolution of this stage and identity
diffusion is the result of unsuccessful resolution of this stage. According to Erikson
(1963) an identity achievement subject had experienced a crisis and is committed to
an occupation and ideology. The identity diffusion subject may or may not
experience a crisis period but he/she is lack of commitment. Subject has neither

decided about an occupation nor thought about it.

Marcia (1966, 1980) extended the study of Erikson and concluded that instead of
two there are four identity statuses. These four statuses are the interaction of two
independent dimensions, exploration and commitment. Exploration, relates to the
degree of personal assessment one has performed concerning beliefs, roles, and
behaviors that touch on one’s identity. The second, commitment, refers to the extent
to which one has decided to consistently adhere to a particular set of beliefs, roles,
and behaviors that can constitute an identity. The additional two statuses are
moratorium and foreclosure. The moratorium subject is in the crisis period and
his/her commitments are vague. And lastly the foreclosure subject is the one who
does not experience a crisis period but has commitment. But this commitment is
actually the parents’ commitment that they think for their child. In the study the
four identity statuses that Marcia (1980) proposed will be used namely; identity

achievement, identity diffusion, moratorium, and foreclosure.
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Ego-identity status is mostly studied with adolescents (Cakir & Aydin , 2005; Hult,
1979; Schenkel & Marcia, 1972). For example Cakir and Aydin (2005) found that
children of authoritative parents scored significantly higher on identity foreclosure
than those of neglectful parents. Children of permissive parents scored significantly
higher on identity foreclosure than those of neglectful parents. And they found that
female students scored higher on achievement identity status while male students

scored higher on identity foreclosure.

The four identity statuses and their relationships with political participation has not
been studied yet. Actually this variable is important since it measures the four
identity statuses in two main domains which are ideological and interpersonal. So
the ideological domain can shed light on the different participation patterns among
youth during the young adulthood stage. Among youth that score high in
achievement status are expected to participate politics higher than other statuses
since they successfully completed the crisis period and they decided on their
ideologies related to occupation, politics, religious and philosophical worldviews.
Similarly youth in moratorium status are in the crisis period and they are in the
period that they question about their ideologies and occupations. So in this period
an inclination to political activities is expected from these youth. The youth in
foreclosure status has a commitment which is the parents’ commitment that they
chose for him/her. So considering the political climate after 80s it is expected that
the relationship between foreclosure and political participation will be negative.
The youth that score high in identity diffusion is expected to be the least
participatory to the politics, since they failed in the crisis period and do not have an
attachment with an ideology or a political party. A study that measured the
relationships among identity-statuses and voting support these predictions (Gentry,

2010).
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Other than personality people have different motives to attain a goal. The second
dimension that will be investigated is about these motives which is Self-Regulatory
Focus Theory. In the next section Self-Regulatory Focus Theory will be presented

in details.
1.5 Motivation : Self-Regulatory Focus Theory

Self-Regulatory focus theory is a goal pursuit theory formulated by Higgins (1997)
regarding peoples' perceptions in the decision making process. The theory
examines the relationship between the motivation of a person and the way in which
they go about achieving their goal. The theory is an extension of the hedonic
principle. Hedonic principle posits that people are innately motivated to approach
pleasure and avoid pain. This premise is the basic premise of regulatory focus
(Higgins, 1997). Although the regulatory focus relies on hedonic principle it
distinguishes between the kinds of actions and posits that the hedonic principle
work differently for different kinds of actions. For example while nurturance-
related regulation involves a promotion focus, whereas security related regulation
involves a prevention focus. As mentioned there are two dimensions of self
regulatory focus which are promotion focus and prevention focus. A promotion
focus is a tendency to approach end-states related to accomplishments and
aspirations, while a prevention focus is a tendency to approach end-states related to
duties and responsibilities. Regulatory-focus theory proposes that self-regulation in
relation to strong ideals versus strong oughts differs in regulatory focus. Ideal self-
regulation involves a promotion focus, whereas ought self-regulation involves a

prevention focus.
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Pleasure and pain in promotion focus realize as the pleasure and pain as the
presence and the absence of positive outcomes. In promotion focus the parents give
the message to children as “this is what I would ideally like you to do” or “this is
not what I would ideally like you to do”. So promotion focus is related to
advancement, growth and accomplishment. The message giver could be parents,

friends, spouses, coworkers, employers, or other persons (Higgins, 1997).

In prevention focus pleasure and pain from the interactions are experienced as the
absence and the presence of negative outcomes, respectively. The message given to
child is “this is what I believe you ought to do" or "this is not what I believe you
ought to do." So the prevention focus is a concern with protection, safety, and
responsibility. For instance, individuals with promotion focus are generally more

creative than individuals with prevention focus (Friedman & Forster, 2001).

A wealth of research demonstrates the explanatory power of regulatory focus. For
example, regulatory focus has been shown to affect decision-making (Crowe &
Higgins, 1997; Higgins, 2002), goal attainment (Forster, Higgins, & Idson, 1998;
Higgins, Shah, & Friedman, 1997; Shah, Higgins, & Friedman, 1998), prejudice
(Forster, Higgins, & Strack, 2000), and emotional experience (Higgins, 2001;
Higgins, Grant, & Shah, 1999), as well as many other psychological processes.
Also there are some researches that link regulatory focus to openness to change and
conservatism. For example in the study of Jost et al. (2003) political conservatism
was found to be predicted by prevention-oriented regulatory focus. Besides,
Libenman, Idson, Camacho, and Higgins (1999) found that individuals in a
promotion focus are more open to change than individuals in a prevention focus.
Such studies suggest that a relationship between regulatory focus and political

ideology.

Some studies explored the relationship between political ideology and political
participation (e.g., Linn, 1949). In this study the direct effect of regulatory focus on

political participation will be investigated. It is found that promotion focus is
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associated with openness to change, whereas prevention focus is associated with a
preference for stability (Liberman et al., 1999). So it is expected that youth with
higher promotion focus scores will participate in politics more than youth with
higher prevention focus scores which favors stability and do not want a change in

political stuff.

The last dimension that will be investigated is national identity. It has been
wondered that how one’s identification with the Turkish identity may influence
one’s political participation since national identity is found to be associated with

political participation in earlier studies (e.g., Huddy & Khatib, 2007).
1.6 Identity : National Identity

Social Identity Theory represents a rich body of thought and findings on the origins
and consequences of a strong social identity which has had growing influence on
political research in recent years (Gibson & Gouws, 2000; Sniderman,
Hagendoorn, & Prior, 2004). A social identity is typically defined as an awareness
of one’s objective membership in the group and a psychological sense of group
attachment (Tajfel, 1981). Consistent with this definition, Huddy and Khatib
(2007) defined national identity as a subjective or internalized sense of belonging
to the nation and measure it with questions that typically assess social identities

(Huddy, 2001, 2003).

People have a motive for evaluating themselves positively (Oakes, Haslam, &
Turner, 1994). Identity is one of such aspect of human beings. There are two types
of identity, personal identity and social identity. Personal identity refers to
definition of individuals according to their unique social identities and social
identity refers to a person’s self definition in terms of some social group
membership and values related to this group. These two identities may influence

each other and negatively valued identity may affect the other identity.
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Tajfel (1974, 1978) and Tajfel and Turner (1979) suggested that social behavior
occurs along a continuum from interpersonal to intergroup. At the intergroup
extreme all of the behavior of two or more individuals toward each other is
determined by their membership of different social groups or categories. At the
interpersonal extreme the interaction takes place is determined by the personal
relationships between individuals and their individual characteristics. It is argued
that as behavior became more intergroup, attitudes to the outgroup become more
uniform and outgroup members seen as more homogeneous. Accordingly when
individuals cannot solve their identity problems individually a social change belief

system forms.

There are four central concepts in Social Identity Theory (SIT) which are social
categorization, social identity, social comparison, and psychological group
distinctiveness (Tajfel & Turner, 1979). Social categorization is the segmentation
of the world so as to impose order on the environment and provide a locus of
identification for the self; the social identity is the knowledge that one belongs to
certain groups and the value attached to these memberships either positive or
negative. Through social comparison a person decides his/her group’s social
position and status. SIT posits that people try to see their groups distinct and

positive in comparison to other groups.

What happens if one sees his/her group negatively? According to SIT there are
various ways of overcoming this problem. People may see cognitive alternatives to
intergroup situation and by using one or more of the absorption, redefining
characteristics, creativity and direct challenge they may see their groups positively.
If they don’t see cognitive alternatives than with social mobility or by doing
intragroup comparison they may become a member of a new positive group or by

using intragroup comparisons they may see their self’s positive.
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According to Smith (1991) national identity is the most fundamental and inclusive
collective identity that human beings share today. There are definitions that
measure national attachment like Patriotism (symbolic, constructive, and blind
patriotism) and National Pride. But according to Huddy and Khatib (2007) these
definitions have some problems so we need a new definition. According to Huddy
and Khatib (2007) national identity has a number of good measurement properties
when compared to existing measures. One of these properties is that it receives
equal endorsement from conservatives and liberals. Looking at the immigrants it is
seen that it develops with time spent in the United States among immigrants, and
most importantly consistent with the predictions of social identity theory national
identity is the only measure of national attachment to predict political interest and

voter turnout in both student and adult samples.

As mentioned Huddy and Khatib (2007) defined national identity as a subjective or
internalized sense of belonging to the nation. So how this identification affects
political participation? Looking at the literature when the identification increases
conforming to the group norms increases (Theiss-Morse & Whitaker, 2008). If the
group norms promote participating to the politics such as in America, Canada and
Western Europe (Bolzendahl & Coffé, 2013; Dalton, 2006; Raney & Berdahl,
2009) then it is expected that political participation increases with increasing
national identity (Huddy & Khatib, 2007). Whether the civic norms promote
political participation in Turkey is vague. In the current study this relationship will

be investigated.
1.7 Overview and Hypotheses of the Study

In Turkish literature political participation was given importance from disciplines
like Political Science and Public Administration (e.g., Parlak, 1999; Sezdirmez,
2008) and also some psychologists did research on political participation (e.g.,
Dalmis & Imamoglu, 2000; Giildii, 2010; Kiral, Dénmez, & Hasta, 2008; Togan,

2006; Tola, 2007). The variables studied in these studies were socio-political
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identity domains (Dalmis & Imamoglu, 2000), social and political context, personal
characteristics, values and political participation levels of university students with
nationalist, conservative, social democrat, and socialist political identities (Giildii,
2010), relative deprivation, belief in a just world and political participation of
women (Kiral, Donmez, & Hasta, 2008), relationships among political
participation, education, gender, political efficacy, and locus of control (Togan,
2006), the relationships between the level of political participation and the
variables gender, average monthly income, place of residence, and the field of
education (Tola, 2007). The aim of the current study is to extend the literature with

psychological factors that haven’t been investigated yet in Turkey.

As mentioned psychological factors can shed light on the psychological
underlyings of the non-participatory behaviors of youth. In the current study the
political participation of youth will be investigated in three dimensions: ego-
identity status as the personality dimension, self-regulatory focus as the motivation
dimension and national identity as the identity dimension. The main contribution of
this study to literature is that the study will be the first study to explore the
relationships among these three dimensions and political participation of youth.
Studying the relationships between the political participation of youth and these
variables may shed light on the low participatory behaviors of youth and

precautions may be taken and also some enhancement programs may be applied.
The hypotheses of the present study are as follows :
1.7.1 Hypotheses

First of all, the hypotheses related to demographic variables will be presented. The

first three hypotheses are aforementioned hypotheses.
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Hypothesis 1: Consistent with the literature (Cam, 1977; Fahmy, 1996) all the
dimensions of the political participation, namely active participation, civic

participation and passive following, is expected to increase with age.

Hypothesis 2: Basing on the literature which mostly stated that young women are
less interested in political activities such as following politics in the media,
engaging in political discussion etc. (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger, & Bennett, 1999;
Capella & Jamieson, 1996; Inglehart & Morris, 2003), males are expected to

participate to the politics more than females in all three dimensions.

Hypothesis 3: Findings (Conway, 1985; Verba et al., 1995) demonstrated that
political participation increases with education. Consistent with the literature it is
expected that all the three dimensions of political participation will increase with

increasing education level.
The expectations of the thesis on social-psychological variables are as follows:

Hypothesis 4: Consistent with the literature political participation (active
participation, civic participation and passive following) is expected to increase with
increasing national identity scores. However, since there is no study that is showing
the perceived civic norms in Turkey, actual aim is to explore the relationship

between national identity and political participation in Turkish youth sample.

Hypothesis 5: Youth that score high on promotion focus are expected to
participate politics in all three dimensions, more than youth that score high on

prevention focus.

Hypothesis 6: Youth in identity achievement and moratorium statuses are expected
to participate politics in all three dimensions more than other statuses. Youth in

identity achievement status have a commitment to an ideology so it is easy for
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them to show interest to political activities that match with their ideology. Similarly
youth in moratorium status are in the crisis period and they are in the period that
they question about their ideologies and occupations. Therefore in this period an

inclination to political activities is expected from these youth.

Hypothesis 7: Youth in identity foreclosure and identity diffusion statuses are
expected to participate least to the politics in all three dimensions. Youth in identity
foreclosure dimension has a commitment which is the parents’ commitment chosen
for him/her. As a result of this, no interest is expected from these youth. Youth in
identity diffusion status are lack of a commitment hence any interest to political

activities are not expected from these youth.
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CHAPTER 2

METHOD

2.1 Participants

A total of 308 respondents participated in the study. Data were collected via an
online survey. Thirty-nine percent of the participants (N = 121) were male, 61%
were female (N = 187). Age range of the participants was between 17 and 35 with a
mean of 24.58 (SD = 3.78). The majority of the participants were from Ankara (N
= 168) and Istanbul (N = 55) and spent their lives mainly in metropolis or cities (87
%). Of participants, 62% were studying in different universities in Turkey
including Middle East Technical University, and Cukurova University. Remaining
of the participants (38 %) were nonstudents (see Table 2.1). Among them, 93% had
a bachelor or higher degrees and 7% were high school graduates. Regarding the
level of income, 3 (1%) reported that they had income of 500 TL or lower, 23 (7%)
had income between 500 and 1000 TL, 47 (15%) had income between 1000 and
1500 TL, 52 (17%) had income between 1500 and 2000 TL, 91 (30%) reported that
they had income between 2000 and 3000 Turkish Liras (TL), 38(12%) had income
between 3000 and 4000 TL, , and 51 (17%) had 4000 TL or higher income. Finally,
183(59%) of the participants reported that their political orientation was left-wing
and 97 (31%) were placed themselves in the moderate (centrist), and 28(9%) were

with right-wing political view.
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Table 2.1 Demographics Characteristics of non-student participants and

student participants

Non-student respondents Student respondents
N=117) (N=191)
Demographic Variables N Percent n Percent
Gender
Male 36 30.8 % 85 44.5 %
Female 81 69.2 % 106 555 %
Age 24,58 (SD =3.78) 21.70 (SD =2.22)
17-20 1 0.9 % 41 21.5%
21-23 20 171 % 56 29.3%
24 -26 51 43.6 % 60 314 %
27-135 45 384 % 33 173 %
Missing - - 1 0.5 %
Income
Lower 6 51% 20 10.4 %
Middle 63 53.8% 127 66.5 %
Upper 47 40.2 % 42 22 %
Missing 1 0.9 % - -
Region
Metropolis 75 64.1 % 104 54.5%
City 30 25.6 % 59 30.9%
Town 10 8.5% 24 12.6 %
Village 2 1.7 % 4 2.1 %
Occupation
Student - 191 100 %
Non-student 117 100 % -
Educational Level
University or higher 109 93.2% 191 100 %
High School or lower 8 6.8 % -
Political Orientation
Left-Wing 71 60.6 % 112 58.6 %
Moderate 34 29.1 % 63 33%
Right-Wing 12 10.3 % 16 8.4 %
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2.2 Instruments

In addition to demographic questions, four measures were used in the study,
namely, the Political Participation Scale, developed by Tola (2007); the National
Identity Scale developed by Cinnirella (1998) and adapted into Turkish by Hiisnii
(2006); the Self-Regulatory Focus measure, developed by Lockwood, Jordan and
Kunda (2002) and adapted into Turkish adaptation by Dogruyol (2008); and Ego-
Identity Status Questionnaire developed by Grotevant and Adams (1984), revised
by Benion and Adams (1986) and adapted into Turkish by Varan (1990).

2.2.1 Political Participation Scale

Political participation was measured using Tola’s (2007) Political Participation
Scale (PPS). The PPS composed of 21 items measuring different dimensions of
political participation, organization dimension (e.g., “I want to join a political
party”), civic participation (e.g., “I’d like to join a meeting for a civic topic”’) and
passive-following (e.g., “I’d like to make thought broadcast for a political party™).
Additionally 6 items developed by researcher for this study (e.g., “With political
reasons [ boycott some stores or I rather not trade from these stores”) were added to
the PPS. These items were developed to measure the family effect and whether a
boycott activity occurs for political reasons. Totaly 27 items used to measure
political participation on a 5 point Likert-type (1= not at all true of me, and 5= very

true of me). Increasing values mean higher political participation.

Principle components analysis with varimax rotation was performed on 27 items to
assess the factor structure of the PPS. After the extraction, 5 components were
found to have eigenvalues higher than 1. However, Cattel’s scree plot test
suggested three factors. Considering both the scree plot and the original factor-
structure of the questionnaire, it was decided to limit the number of factors to the

three factors.
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As presented in Table 2.2, results of the factor analysis yielded that the three
factors explaining 58 % of the total variance were interpratable. The first factor had
an eigenvalue of 7.0 and explained 27.8 % of the total variance. The second factor
had an eigenvalue of 4.1 and explained 16.4 % of the total variance. The third
factor had an eigenvalue of 3.4 and explained 13.8 % of the total variance. The
loadings of the items ranged between .41 and .84 for the first factor, between .36
and .78 for the second factor and between .75 and .79 for the last factor. Two items
that had a very low loading on factors (3" and 26™ items) were excluded from the

study.

The first factor that consisted of 12 items was named “organization” by Tola
(2007). However, considering the marker items and composition of items it was
called ‘active-participation’. Cronbach’s alpha reliability of the factor was .91. The
second factor consisting of eight items was called ‘civic participation’ with the
alpha reliability of .85. The third factor consisted of four items was named

‘passive-following’ and its alpha reliability was also .86.
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Table 2.2 Factor Structure of Political Participation Scale

Factor 1: Active participation Loadings
(eigenvalue = 7.0; explained variance = 27.8; a. = .91)
1.Bir siyasi partiye iiye olmak isterim. 81
2. Bir siyasi partinin genglik koluna iiye olmak isterim. 81
4. Bir siyasi makam i¢in aday olmay1 planliyorum. .66
5. Siyasetle ilgili bir sivil toplum Orgiitiine iiye olmak isterim. .68
7. Bir siyasi partinin ya da adayin se¢cim kampanyasinda ¢aligmalarda
bulunmak isterim. .84
9. Yeteri kadar param olsa, bir siyasi partinin ya da adayin
kampanyasina para yardimi yapmak isterim. .68
11. Bir siyasi partinin yayinlarini izlerim.
14. Bir siyasi partinin diisiincelerini yaymak isterim. .60
16. Insanlarin siyasi diisiincelerini iiye oldugum partinin siyasi 72
anlayigina gore etkilemek isterim. .65
19. Bir siyasi parti lideri ya da iiyeleriyle iliskide bulunurum.
21. Bir kimseyi belirli bir yonde oy kullanmak i¢in ikna etmeye .68
caligirim. .55
Factor 2: Civic participation
(eigenvalue = 4.1; explained variance = 16.4; a = .85)
13. Toplumsal bir konu i¢in toplu yiiriiylis eylemlerine katilmak isterim. .67
15. Toplumsal bir konuda yanliglara dur demek icin gerekli goriirsem,
bir boykot eylemine katilmak isterim. 72
17. Internet iizerinde gerceklestirilen bir protesto eylemine katilmak
isterim. .63
18. Basin agiklamalarina katilmay1 anlamli bulurum.
20. Yasadigim ¢evre ile ilgili sorunlarin ¢6ziimil igin siyasal yonetimi .36
etkilemeye caligirim. 40
24. Siyasi nedenlerle belirli marka veya markalar1 boykot eder ve/ya
satin almam. 78
25. Siyasi nedenlerle belirli magaza veya magazalardan aligveris
yapmam. .76
27. Siyasi nedenlere dayali imza kampanyalarina imza atarak katilirim.

.60
Factor 3: Passive following
(eigenvalue = 3.4; explained variance = 13.8; a. = .86)
6. Kitle iletisim araglarinda siyasi gelismeleri takip ederim. 7
8. Siyasi konularda fikir yiiriitmek hosuma gider. .79
10. Siyasetle ilgili fikir tartigmalar1 yaparim. 75
22. Dergi ve gazetelerden siyasal olaylar1 diizenli olarak takip ederim. 78
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2.2.2 Extended Version of the Objective Measure of Ego Identity Status
(EOM-EIS-2)

Ego-identity scores was measured using EOM-EIS-2 developed by Grotevant and
Adams (1984), revised by Benion and Adams (1986), and translated into Turkish
by Varan (1990). The presence or absence of crisis and commitment in both
‘Ideological Domain’ (occupation, politics, and religious and philosophical
worldviews) and the ‘Interpersonal Domain’ (friendship, dating, recreation, and sex
roles) was measured with 64 items. Sample items included: “I’'m still trying to
decide how capable I am as a person and what jobs will be right for me”, “I attend
the same church as my family has always attended. I’ve never really questioned
why” and “I haven’t really thought about politics. It just doesn’t excite me very
much”. Two items were used to measure each status for the ‘Interpersonal’ and
‘Ideological’ subscales, each of which consisted of four subdomains, so that each
of the four identity statuses (achieved, foreclosure, moratorium, and diffusion) was
indexed by 16 items (8 for Ideological and 8 for Interpersonal Domains). So the
scale consisted of the 8 factors (ideological-achieved, interpersonal-achieved,
ideological-foreclosure, interpersonal-foreclosure, ideological-moratorium,
interpersonal-moratorium, ideological-diffused, interpersonal-diffused). The scale
was 6-point Likert-type (1= very wrong, and 6= very true). Increasing values mean

higher scores on statuses.

To assess the factor structure, principle components analysis was performed on 64
items. The loadings on factors and alpha scores can be seen in Table 2.3. Since the

interpersonal dimensions are not used in the study they are not given in the table.
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Table 2.3. Factor Structure of EOM-EIS-2

Factor-1 (Ideological-Achieved)
(eigenvalue = 8.32; explained variance = 13; a =.79)

13.Benim i¢in hangi meslegin en uygun olacagim
arastirdiktan sonra, meslegimin ne olacagini belirledim.
18.Var olan cesitli politik goriisleri zaman icerisinde izleyip,
kendimce degerlendirdikten sonra, kendi politik
goriisiimiin ne olacagina kesin bir sekilde karar verdim.
22.Din konusunda aklima ¢esitli sorularin takildigi bir
donem gegirdikten sonra, simdi neye inanip, neye
inanmadigimi iyi biliyorum.

26.Gelecekte kendim i¢in nasil bir hayat istedigim
konusunda c¢esitli seyler diisiindiigiim oldu; ama artik ne
istedigimi kesinlikle biliyorum.

29 Karar vermem zaman aldi ama simdi meslegim i¢in hangi
yonde hareket edecegimi kesinlikle biliyorum.

42 .Politik olarak neye inanacagimi belirleyebilmek i¢in
cesitli goriisler iizerine diislindiim. Simdi bu konu kafamda
netlik kazanmis durumda.

54.Dini konularla ilgili olarak kendime ciddi sorular
sordugum bir donemim oldu ancak simdi, din konusunda
kafamda pek cok sey netlik kazanmis durumda.

64 .Bir birey olarak gelecekte nasil bir hayat istedigim
sorusuna bir yanit bulmaya c¢aligtim, simdi bu konuda
kafamda pek c¢ok sey acgiklik kazanmis durumda.

48

.59

7

.66

.64

.70

Factor-2 (Ideological-Foreclosure)
(eigenvalue = 6.97; explained variance = 11; o = .84)

2.Ana-babamin oy verme, parti tutma gibi politik
konulardaki goriisleri bana her zaman uygun gelmistir.
8.Samimi olmak gerekirse, ana-babamin dini konulardaki
inang ve tutumlarini {izerinde fazla diisiinmeden
benimsedigimi sdyleyebilirim.

12.Gelecekte hayatimin nasil olacagma dair goriislerimi
tamamen ana-babamdan almigimdir.

32.Ana-babamin politik goriis ve tercihleri bana da uygun
geliyor; onlardan edindigim goriisleri degistirme ihtiyact
hissetmiyorum.

49.ileride yasamak istedigim hayat konusunda, ana-babamin
hayatinin benim i¢in ¢ok iyi bir model oldugunu
disiiniiyorum.

52.Bana uygun meslegin hangisi oldugu konusunda her

58

.50

.66

74

73

.82
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"Table 2.3 (continued)"

zaman ana-babamin goriislerini benimsemis ve bu yonde
hareket etmisimdir.

57.Ana-babamin dini inan¢ ve tutumlarini tamamen
benimsemis oldugumdan dolay1, dini konular iizerine
diisiinmem hi¢ gerekmemistir.

62.Meslek secimi konusunda her zaman ana-babamin
goriigleri dogrultusunda hareket etmeyi benimsemisimdir.

74

.80

Factor-3 (Ideological-Moratorium) o = .72
(eigenvalue = 5.08; explained variance = 8; a. =.72)

7. Kendime ve yeteneklerime ger¢ekten uygun bir meslege
karar verebilmek i¢in ¢esitli alternatifleri aragtirtyorum.
Heniiz arayisim bitmis degil.

10. Tam olarak benimsedigim politik bir goriisiim
olmamasina ragmen, cesitli politik goriisleri izliyor ve
hangisinin bana uygun olacagina karar vermeye calistyorum.
15. Su aralar dini konular iizerine epeyce diigiiniiyor, ve
dinin benim i¢in ne anlam ifade ettigini bulmaya
caligstyorum.

33. Gelecekte kendim i¢in nasil bir hayat istedigimi etraflica
diisiiniiyor ve bu konuda bir karara varmaya c¢alistyorum.
40. Dini konular iizerine diisiiniip, kendi bakis agimi1
netlestirmeye caligtyorum.

44. Meslegime heniiz karar vermis degilim ama cesitli
olasiliklar arasindan hangi meslegin bana uygun olacagini
belirlemeye ¢alistyorum.

50. Politika konusundaki gesitli goriisleri izleyerek, kendi
politik goriisiimiin ne olacagini belirlemeye calistyorum.
53. Bir yandan etrafimdaki kisilerin hayatlarin1 izlerken, bir
yandan da ileride kendim i¢in nasil bir hayat istedigimi
belirlemeye ¢alistyorum.

.57

49

49

.62

.69

.55

.61

.65

Factor-4 (Ideological-Diffusion) o = .74
(eigenvalue = 3.45; explained variance = 5.40; a.=.74)

17. Gelecekte nasil bir hayat istedigimi belirlemek gibi bir
caba igerisinde degilim. Bu tiir konularla pek
ilgilenmiyorum.

21. Meslek konusu pek umurumda olmadig1 i¢in meslegimi
belirleme gibi bir arayisim veya ¢abam yok.

27. Dogrusu, politika konusu hi¢ umurumda degil; bu
konulara hi¢ kafa yormuyorum.

31. Dini konularla kafamin mesgul oldugunu séyleyemem,
clinkii bu tiir konular pek ilgimi ¢ekmiyor.

36. Su aralar kendime uygun bir meslege karar verme cabasi

.65

.69

48

47

.59
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"Table 2.3 (continued)"

icinde degilim. Aslinda, bu konuya hi¢ kafa yormuyorum.

39. ileride nasil bir hayat yasamak istedigimi tam 77
bilmiyorum. Dogrusu, bu konu beni hig ilgilendirmiyor.

47. Dini konular hakkinda belirli bir goriisiim yok. Acikgasi .63
bu konuya hi¢ kafami takmiyorum.

59. Benimsedigim belirli bir politik goriis yok, dogrusu bu .53

konuda herhangi bir arayisim da yok.

2.2.3 Self-Regulatory Focus Scale

Self-Regulatory Focus scores were measured by Self-Regulatory Focus Scale
(SRFS) developed by Lockwood, Jordan, & Kunda (2002). Turkish adaptation was
done by Dogruyol (2008). Participants reported to what extent they approve
promotion goals (e.g., “I typically focus on the success I hope to achieve in the
future”) and prevention goals (e.g., “I frequently think about how I can prevent
failures in my life”’). Eighteen items were used to measure ‘promotion focus’ (9
items) and ‘prevention focus’ (9 items) on a 9 point Likert-type (1= not at all true
of me, and 9= very true of me). Increasing values mean higher promotion and

prevention focus.

To assess the factor structure of SRFS, principle components analysis was
performed on 18 items. Results of the factor analysis can be seen in Table 2.4.
After the extraction, 4 components were found to be having eigenvalues higher
than 1. However, the scree plot test suggested 2 factors. Considering both scree
plot and interpretability of factor solution, it was decided to employ two-factor
solution. Eigenvalues of two factors were 4.85 and 4.40 explaining 51.40 % of the
total variance. First factor representing promotion focus explained 26.90 % and the

second factor representing prevention focus explained 24.46 % of the total
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variance. The inter-item correlations ranged from .31 to .71 for promotion focus
and ranged from .19 to .63 for prevention focus. Cronbach’s alpha reliability

coefficients of subscales were .89 for promotion focus and .85 for prevention focus.

Table 2.4. Factor Structure of Self-Regulatory Focus Scale

Factor 1:Promotion Focus
(eigenvalue = 4.85; explained variance = 26.9; o = .89)

1.Genellikle, hayatimdaki olumsuz olaylar engellemeye odakliyimdir. Sl
3. Sik sik umutlarima ve hedeflerime nasil ulasacagimi hayal ederim.

5. Gelecekte idealimde olmak istedigim kisi hakkinda sik¢a 17
diistiniirim.

6. Genellikle, gelecekte elde etmeyi umdugum basarilara odaklanirim. .69
14. Kendimi temel olarak, “idealimdeki ben”’e ulagsmaya ¢aligan; yani .83
umutlarini, arzularini ve hayallerini gerceklestirmeye ¢aligsan biri

olarak goriiyorum. .83
16. Genellikle, yasamimda olumlu sonuglar elde etmeye odaklanirim.

17. Sik sik kendimi, basima gelmesini umut ettigim giizel seyleri .80
yasarken hayal ederim 75
18. Genel olarak, basarisizlig1 dnlemekten ziyade basartya ulagmaya

caba gosteririm. .76

Factor 2:Prevention Focus
(eigenvalue = 4.40; explained variance = 24.46; o = .85)

2. Sorumluluk ve yiikiimliiliikklerimi yeterince yerine getiremeyecegim .65
diye kaygi duyarim.

4. Gelecekte olmaktan korktugum kisi hakkinda sikga diistiniiriim. .69
7. Akademik hedeflerimi basaramayacagimdan dolay1 siklikla 75
endiselenirim.

8. Siklikla derslerimde nasil basariya ulasacagimi diistiniiriim. .66
9. Siklikla kendimi bagima gelmesinden korktugum kétii seyleri .70
yagarken hayal ederim.

10. Siklikla, yagamimdaki olasi basarisizliklar1 nasil 6nleyebilecegimi .62
dusiiniirim.

11. Yasamimda genellikle, kazanglara ulagmaktan ziyade kayiplar .63
onleme egilimi gosteririm.

12. Okuldaki su anki temel amacim derslerim konusundaki isteklerimi .54
gergeklestirmektir.

13. Okuldaki su anki temel amacim derslerim konusunda olasi bir .68
basarisizliktan kaginmaktir.

15. Kendimi temel olarak, “olmam beklenen” kisi olmaya ¢aligan; yani 45

gorevlerini, sorumluluklarini ve yiikiimliiliiklerini yerine getirmeye
¢aligan biri olarak goriiyorum.
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2.2.4 National Identity Scale

National identity scores of participants were measured via the National Identity
Scale (NIS) developed by Cinnirella (1998). Turkish adaptation of the scale was
done by Hiisnii (2006). The scale composed of seven items measuring National
Identity scores of the respondents. Seven items were used to measure National
Identity on a 7 point Likert-type (1= not important, and 7= very important).

Increasing values mean higher identification with the nationality.

Principal component analysis was performed yielded one factor with eigenvalue
4.8 and explaining the 68.4 of the total variance. The results of the factor analysis
can be seen in Table 2.5. The loadings of the items ranged between .56 and .92.

Cronbach’s alpha reliability score of the factor was .92.

Table 2.5. Factor Structure of National Identity Scale

Factor 1: National Identity
(eigenvalue = 4.8; explained variance = 68.4; a. =.92)

1. Kendinizi ne derece Tiirk hissedersiniz? .88
2. Tiirk toplumuyla ne derece giiglii baglar hissedersiniz? .90
3. Tiirk toplumunun bir pargasi olmaktan ne derece memnuniyet .89
hissedersiniz?

4. Ortalama bir Tiirk insanina ne derece benzediginizi diisiiniirsiiniiz? .79
5. Tiirk toplumunun bir pargasi olmak sizin i¢in ne kadar dnemlidir? 92
6. Tiirk toplumunun geneline yapilan elestirileri ne derece kisisel 71
olarak algilar ve rahatsiz olursunuz?

7. Tiirk toplumu diginda bagka bir toplumun {iyesi olmak ister -.55
miydiniz?
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2.3 Procedure

Before the data collection, the ethic committee approval was taken from the METU
Human Participants Ethic Committee (UEAM). After the approval the online
survey announced via Facebook, via mail groups like psy-1 and psi-psi. Also the
survey posted on the newsgroup of METU Computer Engineering department, and
mail sent to the newly accepted students of METU. Totally 308 participants filled

out the online survey.

Participants were required not to write their names or ID to assure for anonymity
and they were informed that their responses will only be used for research
purposes. Participants had informed consent signed before the start of the
questionnaire. Questionnaire administration lasted about 25 minutes. After the
completion of the questionnaire, the participants were debriefed by informing about

the objectives of the study.
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CHAPTER 3

RESULTS

Prior to major analysis, the variables were examined through various SPSS
programs for accuracy of data entry, missing values, and the assumptions of
multivariate analysis. Twenty seven cases were deleted since they did not fill most
of the items in the scales. The missing values on variables were dealt with mean
replacement since the missing rates did not exceed 5%. Throughout this chapter,
first descriptive information regarding the study variables will be presented. Then,
correlations among the study variables will be presented. Finally, regression

analyses regarding the research questions will be demonstrated.
3.1 Descriptive Statistics on Major Variables

Means and standard deviations of the variables can be seen in Table 3.1. The
highest possible score was 5 and lowest possible score was 1 for political
participation. So it can be concluded that active participation scores of the
participants is relatively low (M = 2.40, SD = .83) as compared to civic
participation (M = 3.22, SD = .86) and passive-following (M = 3.75, SD = .89). The
highest score for national identity was 7 so the national identity scores of the
participants was moderate (M = 4.45, SD = 1.24). The results revealed that overall,
participants reported higher levels of promotion focus (M = 6.97, SD = 1.32) and
moderate levels of prevention focus (M = 5.08, SD = 1.62) on Self-Regulatory
Focus Scale. Regarding the subscales of the Ego-Identity Status measure, the mean

of achievement dimension (Ideological, M = 4.21, SD = .87) was the highest among
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other dimensions. The lowest mean scores were from Diffusion (Ideological, M =
2.22, 8D = .79) dimension.

Table 3.1 Comparison of Males and Females on Major Variables

Overall Male Female

Variables M SD M SD M SD t
Active Participation 240 83 244 90 237 .79 -.69
Civic Participation 322 8 3.13 .88  3.28 .84 1.58
Passive Following 375 .89 383 94 370 .85 -1.26
National Identity 445 124 446 128 445 1.21 -.10
Promotion Focus 697 132 6.81 143 7.08 1.24 1.75
Prevention Focus 508 1.62 511 1.54 5.07 1.68 -23
Ideological-Achieved 4.21 87 410 92 428 .83 1.72
Ideological-Foreclosure 264 89 262 .92 265 .87 37
Ideological-Moratorium 325 90 321 93  3.28 .88 .69
Ideological-Diffusion 222 79 242 92 209 .67 3.61"

*p <.05

Independent-samples T test was used to compare the male and female participants
on the active participation, civic participation, passive-following, national identity,
promotion focus, prevention focus, and ego-identity status variables. There was no
gender differences on the three dimensions of political participation. Gender
differences were significant on only ideological-diffusion #306) = -3.61, p < .05.
Males (M = 2.41, SD = .92) were more ideologically-diffused than females (M =
2.09, SD = .67).

A series of univariate analysis of variance were conducted in order to examine the
differences between three groups with left-wing, right-wing and moderate political

orientation on the major variables. It was found that political groups differed
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significantly in terms of active (F (2, 305) = 8.46, p < .001), civic (F (2, 305) =
17.94, p < .001) and passive (F (2, 305) = 7.33, p < .001) political participation,
indicating that people with left-wing orientation (M = 2.54, SD = .81) reported
higher levels of active participation than those with the moderate political
orientation (M = 2.12, SD = .79). There were no significant differences between left
and right-wing and moderate and right-wing in terms of active participation. In
terms of civic participation left-wing people (M = 3.45, SD = .79) scored higher
than those with right-wing (M = 2.93, SD = .87) and moderate (M = 2.88, SD =
.84). There is no significant difference between those that were right-wing and
moderate. In terms of passive-following there is only difference between left-wing
(M =3.90, SD = .80) and moderate (M = 3.49, SD = .92). Those with left-wing

more passively follow the political issues than those with moderate.

Univariate analysis of variance was conducted to examine the differences between
groups in terms of region lived among political participation. Only a marginally
significant result found between town (M = 2.70, SD = .98) and metropolis (M =
2.44, SD = .85) in terms of political participation ( F(2, 303) = 2.77, p < .10). No

other differences found.
3.2 Correlations between the Major Variables

Pearson correlations were computed to see the pattern and the strength of the
associations between the major variables in the study. As seen in Table 3.2.
participants’ age was positively and significantly correlated with civic participation
(r=.18, p < .01). As expected education level was positively correlated with civic
participation (r = .15, p < .01) but no relationships were found among education

level, active participation, and passive following.

Active participation was strongly correlated with civic participation (» = .60, p <
.01) and passive following (r = .56, p <.01). As expected, active participation was

positively correlated with ideologically-achieved dimension (» = .15, p <.01) and
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negatively correlated with ideologically-diffused dimension (» = -.18, p < .0l).
Unfortunately no correlations were found between active participation and national

identity, promotion focus and prevention focus.

Civic participation was positively correlated with passive following (r = .47, p <

.01), and ideologically-achieved dimension (» = .17, p <.01).

Expectedly, there was a negative correlation with civic participation and national
identity (» = -.21, p < .01). Civic participation was negatively correlated with
ideologically-foreclosed dimension (» = -.13, p < .05), and ideologically-diffused

dimension (» =-.18, p <.01).

Expectedly, passive following was negatively correlated with national identity (r =
-.14, p < .01). Passive following was positively correlated with ideologically-
achieved dimension (» = .31, p <.01) and negatively correlated with ideologically-
foreclosed dimension (» = -.25, p < .01), ideologically-diffused dimension (» = -.37,

p<.01).

Unexpectedly no correlations found between any of the political participation

dimensions and promotion and prevention focus.
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Table 3.2 Correlations between Study Variables

1.Age
2.Sex
3.Education Level
4.Income
5.AP

6.CP

7.PF

8.NI
9.PROF
10.PREF
11.IDACH
12.IDFOR
13.IDMOR
14.IDDIF

1 2 3
-.04 -

607 -160 -
247 .07 207
05 .04 -01

*% £33

18 -09 .15
.09 .07 .10

03 .01 -02
-05  -10 -.03
167 01 -16"
14 11 11
-02  -07 -07
2247 04 207
-05 207 -ar

05 -

08 607 -

01 567 477

-05 -09 -217 -14
02 -02 -05 .06
-08 -03 -11 -03
137 157 a7 317
10 02 -137 -257
-08 -00 .04 -05
-07 -187 -187 -377

*%

19
.09
-.00
327
117

.00

£

.34
.30

.03

£

25
-.26

*%

10

-.03

*%

25

sk

.34

.01

11

-.05

.17
277

12

22
26

sk

13

-.05

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

Note: AP = Active Participation, CP = Civic Participation, PF = Passive Following, NI = National Identity, PROF = Promotion Focus, PREF = Prevention

Focus, IDACH = Ideological-Achieved, IDFOR = Ideological-Foreclosure, IDMOR = Ideological-Moratorium, IDDIF = Ideological-Diffusion



3.3 Effect of Self-Regulatory Focus on Political Participation

Hierarchical regression analyses were performed in order to examine the power of
self-regulatory focus in predicting the three dimensions of political participation. In
these analyses three demographic variables, sex, age, and level of education were
entered in the first step so the effect of these variables was statistically controlled.
The promotion focus and prevention focus were centered and entered in the second
step. The interaction of promotion and prevention focus entered in the third step.
No significant effect found on active participation. The only significant variable on
civic participation was age (B = .15, p < .05). With increasing age civic

participation increases. Again no significant effect found on passive following.
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Table 3.3 Summary of Regression Analyses for Subfactors of Regulatory
Focus Predicting Active participation, civic participation and passive-
following

Active Civic Passive Following
Participation Participation
p p p
Step — 1
Age 10 157 .03
Sex .04 -.08 .09
(1= Women, 2= Men)
Education-Level -.07 .04 .10
F change 78 4.01 2.00
R’ 01 .04 .02
Adjusted R? -.00 .03 01
Step — 2
PROF -.01 -.03 .09
PREF -.03 -.07 -.04
F change 17 1.12 1.08
R’ .01 .05 .03
Adjusted R? -01 03 01
Step-3
PROFxPREF .05 .03 .05
F change .68 28 77
R’ .01 .05 .03
Adjusted R? -.01 03 01
*p<.05

Note: PROF = Promotion Focus, PREF = Prevention Focus
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3.4 Effect of Ego Identity Status on Political Participation

Hierarchical regression analyses were performed in order to examine the power of
identity statuses in predicting the three dimensions of political participation. In
these analyses three demographic variables, sex, age, and level of education were
entered in the first step so the effect of these variables was statistically controlled.
Four identity statuses (IDACH, IDFOR, IDMOR, and IDDIF) were entered in the

second step.

3.4.1 Predictive powers of Demographic variables Age, Sex and Education

Level

The results of hierarchical regression analysis showed that the demographic
variables could only explain the very small portion of the variability among active
participation (R* = .01), civic participation (R° = .04), and passive following (R’ =
.02). Among the regression coefficients only age was significant among civic
participation (f = .15, p < .05). While age increases civic participation also

increases.
3.4.2 Predicting Active Participation

The results of hierarchical regression analysis showed that at Step 2, R was
significantly different from zero, F (11, 295) = 3.79, p<.05. The model could only
explain the 6 % of the variability among active participation (R* = .06). Among the
coefficients only two of them were significant, ideological-achieved (5 = .15, p <
.05) and ideological-diffused (f = -.19, p <.05). By looking at the coefficients we
can conclude that increase in ideological-achievement score increases active

participation, and increase in ideological-diffusion decreases active participation.
3.4.3 Predicting Civic Participation

The results of hierarchical regression analysis showed that the R was significantly
different from zero for both step-1 and step-2, F(3, 303) = 4.08, p < .01 and F(7,
299) = 5.00, p < .001 respectively. Although the F-score was significant, the three
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demographic variables could only explain the 4 % of the variability among civic
participation and only the coefficient of age was significant. At step-2 the IVs
could explain 10 % of the variability among civic participation. Among the
coefficients the three of them were significant which are ideological-achieved (£ =
.19, p < .05), ideological-moratorium (f = .17, p < .05) and ideological-foreclosure
(B =-.13, p <.05). Interpreting the coefficients it could be said that while increase
in ideological-achieved and ideological-moratorium scores increases civic

participation increase in ideological-foreclosure decreases civic participation.
3.4.4 Predicting Passive Following

The results of hierarchical regression analysis showed that the R was significantly
different from zero for only step-2, F(7, 295) = 21.31, p < .001. The three
demographic variables could only explain the 2 % of the variability among passive
following and none of the coefficients was significant. At step-2 the IVs could
explain 24 % of the variability among passive following. Among the coefficients
only three of them were significant which are ideological-achieved (f = .33, p <
.001), ideological-diffusion (f# = -.34, p < .001) and ideological-foreclosure (f = -
17, p < .05). Interpreting the coefficients it could be said that increase in
ideological-achieved score increases passive following. Increase in ideological-

diffusion and ideological-foreclosure scores decrease passive following.
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Table 3.4 Summary of Regression Analyses for Subfactors of Ego Identity
Status Predicting Active participation, civic participation and passive-
following

Active Civic Passive Following
Participation Participation
B B B
Step — 1
Age 10 15 .03
Sex .04 -.08 .09
(1 = Women, 2 = Men)
Education-Level -.07 .04 .10
F change 78 4.08 2.00
R’ 01 .04 .02
Adjusted R? -.00 03 01
Step — 2
IDACH 15 19 337
IDFOR 07 -13" 17
IDMOR -.00 17 .09
IDDIF -19" -.10 =347
F change 3.79 5.00 21.31
R’ .06 10 24
Adjusted R? 03 .08 22

*p <.05, **p<.001

Notes: IDACH = Ideological-Achieved, IDFOR = Ideological-Foreclosure, IDMOR = Ideological-
Moratorium, IDDIF = Ideological-Diffusion
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CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION

The main objective of the current study was to measure the relationships among
political participation of youth, ego-identity status, self-regulatory focus, and
national identity. In this section main findings of the current study are discussed
considering the relevant literature and hypotheses presented in the first chapter.
First of all the effect of demographics on political participation will be presented
and discussed, then the differences between political orientations in terms of
political participation will be presented. After these the effect of the variables on
three dimensions of political participation will be presented and discussed
seperately. Then, major contributions of the study are mentioned. Finally,
limitations of the current study are discussed together with suggestions for future

research.
4.1 Effect of Demographics: Age, Gender, and Education Level

According to the results, age was found to be positively related to only civic
participation not to active participation and passive following. The findings
partially supported the hypotheses relevant to age. While age increases civic
participation also increases. These findings are consistent with the literature (Cam,
1977; Fahmy, 1996). Age seems to be an important variable for civic participation.
Unexpectedly there were no relationships between age and both active participation
and passive following. The active participation scores were relatively low among

all age groups, therefore the groups didn’t differ from each other. Namely the
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active participation of youth is low among all age groups therefore it didn’t yield a
variance among the selected age range, which is 18 and 35. Also the passive
following scores were relatively high compared to both active participation and
civic participation. Since the sample was very educated it can be expected that such
a sample participates to politics at least passively. Again with the same explanation
the high scores in passive following might not yield a variance among the selected
age interval. Actually Parlak (1999) found that there were no differences between
first and last grade university students in terms of participation. This study extends
these findings on participation among youth. If the age range increases consistent
with the literature (Cam, 1977; Fahmy, 1996) it is expected that the relationships

between age and all dimensions of political participation will show up.

In terms of gender, no differences found in the study among all three types of
political participation and gender. The hypothesis 2 was not supported. Looking at
the parliament, to the members of political parties, number of male and female
candidates etc., it can be concluded that males dominate females in political arena.
However, findings of the study did not reflect the gender differences in the
polticial arena. Andersen (1975) found that there is a difference between
housewives and working women in terms of political participation and the rates of
working women are similar to those of men. Considering the education level of the
sample (97.4% with university or higher degree) such a result with no difference on

political participation may be expected.

As expected, education level was found to be positively related to civic
participation. The findings on civic participation is consistent with the literature
(Conway, 1985; Verba et al., 1995) but it should be tested with a sample with
more diverse education levels because the sample of the thesis was not diverse. The
results also demonsrated that there were no significant relationships between
education level, active participation and passive following. The findings were not
predicted and they may be result from non-diverse sample of the thesis. As seen in

the participants section, the sample mostly consisted of university or higher degree
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participants. Consequently, these results may not be surprising. Future studies
should collect data not only from university students but also from different

educational levels in order to get rid of the problem of education level.

4.2 Political Orientation Differences on Political Participation

It was found that those with left-wing orientation had higher scores on active
participation, civic participation and passive following than those with moderate
orientation. However, there was no difference between moderate and right-wing on
all three dimensions. According to Giildii (2010) the left-wing people are scoring
higher than moderate and right-wing people on almost all the questions asked by
him like talking on political issues, joining political meetings, demonstrations, or
protest activites, and trying to persuade others to vote. And on most of them the
moderate and right-wing don’t differ from each other. Giildii (2010) stated that this
difference comes from the nature of being left-wing in Turkey because of the on
going anti-leftist campaigns for years and as a result the leftists are trying to show

their opinions more powerful and trying to persuade people.

The only difference between those with left-wing orientation and right-wing
orientation was seen on civic participation. Those with left-wing orientation
showed more civic participation than those with right-wing. On other two
dimensions -active participation and passive following- these two groups did not
differ. According to Okur (2007), while conservatist parties try to hold political
participation at very low levels, democratic-left parties try to increase political
participation to very high levels. It seems that Okur’s prediction worked as the
difference between left-wing orientation and moderate orientation. But looking at
the left-wing right-wing differences it seems that this prediction only worked for
civic participation among youth. Civic participation dimension is more safer for
youth than active participation, which consists of more safer actions like signing a
petition, and joining a protest on internet. Therefore youth that are interested in
politics may show more civic participation confidently. And the expected

difference between left-wing and right-wing came up for civic participation. As
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mentioned active participation is not so safe for youth in Turkey. According to
Parlak (1999) 41% of the participants that are aged between 17 and 27 stated that
they will participate politics more after graduation and 10% stated that they are not
participating politics actively since they are worried about the consequences. Parlak
(1999) stated that the underlying reasons for this situation should be searched of the
1982 constitution which banned youth to participate party activities until the related
by law changed at 1995. As a result of all these, both left-wing, and right-wing
youth may have low active participation scores and may not present significant

differences on active political participation.
4.3 Predictors of Political Participation

Since the main aim of this thesis was to explore how ego-identity status, self-
regulatory focus, and national identity are associated with political participation
which has three dimensions : active participation, civic participation and passive
following, predictive powers of the concerned variables were investigated,

respectively.
4.3.1 Ego-lIdentity Status

It was found that Ego-Identity Status has significant relationships with the three
dimensions of political participation. These relationships will be discussed

separately in the following sections.
4.3.1.1 Active Participation

As expected, ideologically-achieved and ideologically-diffused dimensions
predicted active participation. While ideologically-achieved dimension was
positively associated with active participation, ideologically-diffused dimension
was negatively associated with active participation. The positive correlation
between ideologically-achieved dimension and active participation may be
explained in terms of the characteristics of idologically-achieved dimension. As

known, a person in identity achievement status experiences a crisis and is
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committed to an occupation and ideology. They are committed to some sort of
ideological ideas and they are clear about their political orientation. These
characteristics may lead the individual to participate in politics. The negative
association between ideologically-diffused dimension and active participation also

may be rely on the characteristics of ideologically-diffused dimension.

The identity diffusion subject may or may not experience a crisis period but he/she
is lack of commitment. Subject has neither decided about an occupation nor
thought about it. Therefore, they haven’t think on political issues so they are vague

on ideological issues. As a result they refrain from participating in politics actively.

Unexpectedly there were no significant relationship between ideologically-
moratorium dimension and active participation. The moratorium participants may
be in the crisis period and their commitments may be vague. They may think about
political issues and may have ideas on ideological issues but these ideas may not
lead them to show active participation because they are not committed to those
ideas. As Parlak (1999) found, youth prefer more safer political activities like
signing a petition or boycotting than protest activities or joining a strike. With
vague commitments it is hard for the youth to show active participation because
they think that if they actively participate in politics they may endanger their

education and after graduation life.

Again unexpectedly there were no significant relationship between ideologically-
foreclosure dimension and active participation. Youth in ideologically-foreclosure
dimension doesn’t experience a crisis period but has a commitment which is the
parents’ commitment that they think for their child. As Kalaycioglu (2007) stated,
the 80s and 90s created de-politicised masses in Turkey. In such an atmosphere the
commitment of parents’ that they think for their child should of course to be in the
direction of de-politicisization. But unfortunately this pattern didn’t occur. Future
studies should explore the political participation of parents’ in relation with the

political participation of their children in detail.
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4.3.1.2 Civic Participation

As expected ideologically-achieved, ideologically-moratorium and ideologically-
foreclosure dimensions predicted civic participation. Both ideologically-achieved
and ideologically-moratorium dimensions were positively associated with civic
participation. However, ideologically-foreclosure dimension was negatively
associated with civic participation. As discussed in the previous section a person in
identity achievement status experiences a crisis and is committed to an occupation
and ideology. As a result they are clear about their political orientations and they
may display activities like signing a petition, and boycotting a trade because of

political reasons more easily.

The subject in moratorium status is in the crisis period and his/her commitments
are vague. They may thought about political issues, but they don’t have a
commitment. As a result these youth may show civic participation confidently
since as mentioned civic participation is more safer than active participation.

Consequently this status was positively associated with civic participation.

The subject in foreclosure status doesn’t have a crisis period but he/she has
commitment which is the commitment their parents’ decide on behalf of him/her.
In such a de-politicised environment (Kalaycioglu, 2007) the parents’ attitude to
political participation may be negative. The characteristics of foreclosure
dimension and the de-politicised enviroment may lead participants not to
demonstrate civic participation. As expected identity-foreclosure dimension was
found to be negatively associated with civic participatipation which involve

activites like signing a petition and joining a protest on internet.

Unexpectedly the ideologically-diffusion status was not significantly associated
with civic participation. Identity diffusion subject may or may not experience a
crisis period but he/she is lack of commitment. Subject has neither decided about
an occupation nor taught about it. This causes them not to think about political

issues, they are vague on ideological issues. As a result it was expected that this
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status would be negatively associated with civic participation but the expectation
was not confirmed in the present thesis. It seems that youth that are high on
ideologically-diffusion status are negatively prone to active participation but they

are are confused on civic participation.
4.3.1.3 Passive Following

As expected ideologically-achieved, ideologically-foreclosure, and ideologically-
diffusion dimensions predicted passive following. While ideologically-achieved
status was positively associated with passive following, ideologically-foreclosure
and ideologically-diffusion dimensions were negatively associated with it.
Compared to active participation and civic participation, passive following is the
least demanding and the safest participation type. As discussed in the previous
sections a person in identity achievement status experiences a crisis and is
committed to an occupation and ideology. And so showing interest in political
developments and following them via newspapers and magazines which are the

activities of passive following may be easier to perform for the participants.

As expected the ideologically-foreclosure status was negatively associated with
passive following. The subject in foreclosure status doesn’t experience a crisis
period but has a commitment which is the commitment their parents’ choose for
them. As Kalaycioglu (2007) stated the 80s and 90s were the era that is
characterized as the creation of de-politicizated youth in Turkey. In such an era the
commitment that parents choose for their child would be non-participation. Some
numbers may help in explaining the nature of that era. After the 80 military coup,
650.000 people arrested, 171 people died via torture, 517 people sentenced to
death, 3.974 professors fired, newspapers didn’t published for nearly a year etc.

Such an empire of fear may lead to this type of commitment.

As expected the ideologically-diffused status was significantly and negatively
associated with passive following. As mentioned before, youth in ideologically-

diffused status may or may not experience a crisis period but they are lack of
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commitment. They have neither decided about an ideology nor taught about it.
Since they do not have a commitment on ideological issues, youth in diffusion

status may be unconcerned with even passively following the political issues.

Further, ideologically-moratorium status was not found to be associated with
passive following. Actually while the degree of political participation decreases
from active participation to passive following it was expected that the effect of
moratorium status will increase since the lower the degree of participation, the
lower the commitment it demands. Namely it is more easy to passively follow the
politics than civic participation and active participation. It is meaningful that with a
vague commitment they don’t show active participation and they didn’t. But while
this vague commitment predicted civic participation it didn’t predicted the less
demanding dimension passive following. More research is needed in order to

understand this contradiction.
4.3.2 Self-Regulatory Focus

There were no relationships among promotion, prevention focus and all three
dimensions of political participation. There is some evidence that self-regulatory
focus is related to different levels of openness to change which are shown to be
related to liberalism and conservatism (Jost et al., 2003; Libenman, Idson,
Camacho, & Higgins, 1999). Liberalism is associated with openness to social
progress and change, whereas conservatism is associated with uncertainty abouth
change and a preference for the status quo (Kerlinger, 1984). As Pattershall (2008)
showed, promotion focus predicted liberal attitudes, whereas prevention focus
predicted conservative ideology. Johnson (2008) found that liberal ideology is
related to higher turnout numbers. Based on these findings, it is possible to argue
that regulatory focus has a direct effect on political participation. However, no
relationships were found between regulatory focus and political participation in the

present study.

54



When the literature on political participation is examined it is seen that there have
been no studies searching the direct effect of regulatory focus on political
participation. The present thesis has tried to examine the assocition between self-
regulation and political participation but no significant results found. Previous
studies explored the relationships of the ideologies liberalism and conservatism.
This relationship may not have occurred in Turkish sample, maybe because of the
perceived political ideologies. The first step for further research may be to explore
the relationships between regulatory focus and perceived socio-political identity
domains such as secular-leftist, nationalist-conservative, and liberal as Dalmis and
Imamoglu (2000) found among Turkish adults and university students. Moreover
further research is needed to fully understand the relationship patterns among

political ideology, openness to change, regulatory focus, and political participation.
4.3.3 National Identity

The results showed that national identity has no relationship with active
participation. That means no matter it is low or high national identity does not have
an influence on active participation. The results also presented that national
identity has a negative relationship with both civic participation and passive
following. These findings contradict with the literature. According to Huddy and
Khatib (2007) political participation increases with national identity. There might
be several reasons for these findings. According to Huddy and Khatib (2007) when
identification with the group increases, conforming to the group norms increases. If
the group norms promote political participation like in America (Huddy & Khatip,
2007) the participation increases. Whether there is such a norm in Turkey is vague.
One study searched for the eighth grade students’ perceptions of being a good
citizen (Misirli-Ozsoy, 2010). Accordingly, while the most of the students see
voting and following political issues as important, more than half of them see
joining a political party as unimportant. And for the expected participation in future
while most of them stated that they are planning to collect signature for a petition

and participate in peaceful protests, again most of them stated that they are
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certainly not going to join a party and not going to write letters to the newspapers
about political topics. Thus it can be concluded that civic participation and passive
following are seen as the properties of a good citizen, but active participation is
not. According to the findings of Misirli-Ozsoy (2010) combined with the findings
of Huddy, and Khatip (2007) there should have been a positive relationship
between national identity and both civic participation and passive following and a
negative relationship between national identity and active participation. But the
results didn’t supported these expectations. One possible explanation of these
findings can be made by the scale used. The national identity scale used measured
the identification with the Turkish identity. But as Sezdirmez (2008) found there
are different identities that people prefer to belong to. He found that while the most
of the Middle East Technical University students prefer the identity of “Turkey
Citizen” the most of the Gazi University students prefer the identity of “Turkish”.
A note from the same study stated that most of the high school students prefer
“Turkey Citizen” identity as their identity preferences. Therefore it is possible that
the scale used was not a good measure for national identity in Turkey. Further
research is needed in order to understand the effect of national identity on political
participation and also to explore the best fit scale in order to measure national

identity in Turkey.
4.4 Conclusions and Main Contributions of the Thesis

The aim of the thesis was to investigate how social psychological variables - ego-
identity status, self-regulatory focus, and national identity — and several
demographic variables (e.g., education, age) affect dimensions of political
participation (active participation, civic participation, and passive following) of
youth in Turkey. The results indicated that ideologically-achieved status was
positively associated with all three dimensions of political participation.
Ideologically-moratorium status was only and positively associated with civic
participation. While ideologically-foreclosure dimension was negatively associated

with civic participation and passive following, ideologically-diffusion status was
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negatively associated with active participation and passive following. Self-
regulatory focus was found to be unrelated with all dimensions of political
participation. Looking at the national identity it was found that national identity

was negatively correlated with civic participation and passive following.

Political participation of youth is a problematic topic recently around the world.
This study showed that this topic is also problematic in Turkey. Youth are
interested in politics but the active participation scores are very low which shows
that youth do not actively participate to the politics. This thesis contributed to the
literature by studying the relationships between social psychological variables and
political participation of youth. This is the first social psychological research on
political participation of youth in Turkey. Also for the first time the the
relationships among the two variables self-regulatory focus and ego-identity status

and political participation of youth were studied.
4.5 Limitations of the Study and Suggestions for the Future

There were also a number of limitations of this study that should be considered in
interpreting the findings and in planning future research. The first shortcoming of
the thesis is the selection of sample. As mentioned online survey was used and
snowball selection method was used. The sample does not constitute a
representative sample. For future research this point should be considered and more
representative sample should be used. In the study the starting point was
socialization and accordingly three related dimensions investigated. But talking on
socialization the effect of family and peers should also be measured and
investigated directly. Future studies should consider this point. Another limitation
of the study is on national identity scale. Since the youth may choose different
identities to belong to about nationality, the scale should be adapted with the most

inclusive identity among youth in order to investigate the relationship between
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national identity and political participation more accurate. Finally, the study relied
on correlational analyses. Future studies may use other methods like longitudinal or
experimental designs to better understand the relations among the variables of the

study.
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APPENDIX A

The Questionnaire Package

Goniillii Katilm ve Bilgilendirme Formu

Sayin katilimer,

Bu ¢ahisma Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi, Psikoloji Béliimii, Sosyal Psikoloji yiiksek
lisans programina bagl olarak Prof. Dr. Nebi Siimer’in danismanliginda yiiriitiilen, Serkan
Pakhuylu’nun yiiksek lisans tez ¢alismasidir. Bu ¢caligmada her soruya vereceginiz yanmitlar
son derece onemli oldugundan, litfen her soruyu dikkatle okuyup size en uygun gelen
cevabi anket i¢indeki yonergeleri dikkate alarak veriniz. Ankette yer alan sorularin dogru
veya yanlis cevabi yoktur ve sizden kimliginizle ilgili hicbir bilgi istenmemektedir.
Vereceginiz bilgiler kimlik bilgileriniz alinmadan tamamiyla gizli tutularak, yalnizca
arastirmacilar tarafindan, grup diizeyinde degerlendirilecektir. Caligmadan elde edilecek
sonuglar sadece bilimsel amagli olarak kullanilacaktir. Ankete katilim tamamen goniilliiliik
esasina dayanmaktadir. Calismada sizi rahatsiz eden herhangi bir soruyla karsilagirsaniz ya
da ankete devam etmek istemezseniz bu durumda anketi yarida birakabilirsiniz. Veri
toplama ve analiz siirecinin sonunda elde edilen bulgularla ilgili tim sorularmiz
cevaplandirilacaktir.

Yardimlariniz ve katiliminiz i¢in tesekkiir ederiz.

Calisma hakkinda daha fazla bilgi almak i¢in; Sosyal Psikoloji yiiksek lisans
ogrencilerinden Serkan Pakhuylu (Tel: 0532 549443 1; E-posta: spakhuylu@yahoo.com)
ile iletisim kurabilirsiniz.

Bu ¢aligmaya tamamen gonilli olarak katidzyorum ve istedigim zaman yar:da
kesip ¢zkabilecegimi biliyorum. Verdigim bilgilerin bilimsel amagcl: yayimlarda
kullanzimasin: kabul ediyorum. (Formu doldurup imzaladiktan sonra uygulayiciya geri

veriniz).
Tarih Imza Arastirmacinin imzasi

S A S

Demografik Bilgi Formu
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I- Yasmiz:
2- Cinsiyetiniz:  [] Erkek [ Kadin
3- Ikamet ettiginiz sehir?
4- Mesleginiz/bolimiiniiz nedir?

Liitfen, asagida yer alan sorular igin size en uygun kutucuga ([X]) ¢arp isareti koyarak
belirtiniz.

5- Egitim Diizeyiniz:

flkokul mezunu [ Ortaokul mezunu [ Lise mezunu []  Meslek Lisesi
mezunu [

Universite Ogrencisi [ Universite mezunu [ Yiiksek Lisans Ogrencisi [
Yiiksek Lisans mezunu [ Doktora 6grencisi [ Doktora mezunu [

6.Hayatimizi en ¢ok nerede gegirdiginiz? ' '
Koy [ Tlge [T Sehir [ Biiyiik sehir (Ankara, [zmir, Istanbul vs.) []

7.Eve giren aylik gelir miktarini igaretleyiniz.

500 TL ve alt1 I 500-1000TL O 1000-1500TL 7 1500-2000TL [
2000-3000TL 1 3000-4000TL 1 4000TL ve tizeril

8.Kendinizi siyasal agidan nerede goriiyorsunuz? Siyasi goriisiiniize en uygun ya da en

yakin rakami agagidaki cetvel iizerinde isaretleyiniz. Sayet bu cetvel iizerinde

tanimlamanin yeterli olmadigini diisliniiyorsaniz, liitfen buraya yaziniz..:

Sol/Sosyalist Goriig Orta Sag/milliyetgi
4 3 2 1 0 | 2 3 4

9.Asagidaki gazetelerden en ¢ok okuduklarinizi 6niine bir (X) koyarak belirtiniz.
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() Aksam Gazetesi
() Birgiin Gazetesi
() Bugiin Gazetesi
() Cumhuriyet Gazetesi
() Evrensel Gazetesi
() Giines Gazetesi
() Haber Tiirk

() Hiirriyet Gazetesi
() Milli Gazete

() Milliyet Gazetesi
() Ortadogu Gazetesi
() Posta Gazetesi

() Radikal Gazetesi
() Sabah Gazetesi
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) Sozcii Gazetesi

) Star Gazetesi

) Sok Gazetesi

) Takvim Gazetesi

) Taraf Gazetesi

) Tiirkiye Gazetesi

) Vakit Gazetesi

) Vatan Gazetesi

) Yeni Asya Gazetesi
) Yenicag Gazetesi

) Yeni Mesaj Gazetesi
() Yeni Safak Gazetesi
() Zaman Gazetesi

() Diger

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(



Siyasal Katihhm

Asagida siyasal olaylara katilimla ilgili bir grup ifade verilmistir. Size en uygun gelen
secenegi “Kesinlikle katilmiyorum”dan “Kesinlikle katiliyorum™a giden 1 ile 5 arasindaki
uygun gordiigiiniiz rakami daire i¢ine alarak belirtiniz.
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1. Bir siyasi partiye {iye olmak isterim. 1 2 314 5
2. Bir siyasi partinin genglik koluna iiye olmak isterim. 1 2 31 4 5
3. Yasal olarak uygun yasa gelince oy kullanirim. 1 2 314 5
4. Bir siyasi makam i¢in aday olmayi planliyorum. 1 2 314 5
5. Siyasetle ilgili bir sivil toplum orgiitiine iiye olmak isterim. 1 2 314 5
6. Kitle iletisim araclarinda siyasi gelismeleri takip ederim. 1 2 314 5
7. Bir siyasi partinin ya da adayin se¢im kampanyasinda 1 2 314 5
calismalarda bulunmak isterim.
8. Siyasi konularda fikir yiiriitmek hosuma gider. 1 2 314 5
9. Yeteri kadar param olsa, bir siyasi partinin ya da adayin 1 2 31 4 5
kampanyasina para yardimi yapmak isterim.
10. Siyasetle ilgili fikir tartigmalar1 yaparim. 1 2 314 5
11. Bir siyasi partinin yaymlarini izlerim. 1 2 314 5

12. Bir siyasi partinin diizenlemis oldugu toplanti, gosteri gibi 1 2 31 4 5
etkinliklere katilirim.

13. Toplumsal bir konu i¢in toplu yiiriiylis eylemlerine katilmak | 1 2 31 4 5
isterim.

14. Bir siyasi partinin diigiincelerini yaymak isterim. 1 2 314 5
15. Toplumsal bir konuda yanlislara dur demek i¢in gerekli 1 2 314 5
goriirsem, bir boykot eylemine katilmak isterim.

16. Insanlarin siyasi diisiincelerini iiye oldugum partinin siyasi 1 2 314 5
anlayigina gore etkilemek isterim.

17. Internet iizerinde gerceklestirilen bir protesto eylemine 1 2 31 4 5
katilmak isterim.

18. Basin agiklamalarina katilmay1 anlamli bulurum. 1 2 314 5
19. Bir siyasi parti lideri ya da iiyeleriyle iligkide bulunurum. 1 2 314 5

20. Yasadigim ¢evre ile ilgili sorunlarin ¢dziimil i¢in siyasal
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yonetimi etkilemeye ¢aligirim.

21. Bir kimseyi belirli bir yonde oy kullanmak i¢in ikna etmeye
caligirim.

22.Dergi ve gazetelerden siyasal olaylar1 duzenli olarak takip
ederim.

23. Herhangi bir durumu degistirmek icin imza toplama
eyleminde bulunurum.

24. Siyasi nedenlerle belirli marka veya markalar1 boykot eder
ve/ya satin almam.

25. Siyasi nedenlerle belirli magaza veya magazalardan
aligveris yapmam.

26. Ailem politik konularla ilgilenmemi olumlu kargilar.

27. Siyasi nedenlere dayali imza kampanyalaria imza atarak
katilirim.
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Ulusal Kimlik

Bu 6l¢ek ulusal kimlikle ilgili 7 maddeden olusmustur. Lviitfen her maddeyi dikkatlice
okuyun. Okudugunuz her maddenin sizin i¢in ne kadar DOGRU veya YANLIS oldugunu,
her maddenin yanindaki 7 segenekten YALNIZCA BIRINI segerek belirtin.

1. Kendinizi ne derece Tiirk hissedersiniz?.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hig Cok
Hissetmem Hissederim
2. Tiirk toplumuyla ne derece giiclii baglar hissedersiniz?
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hic¢ Cok
Hissetmem Hissederim

3. Tiurk toplumunun bir pargast olmaktan ne derece memnuniyet hissedersiniz?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hig Cok
Memnun Degilim Memnunum

4. Ortalama bir Tiirk insanina ne derece benzediginizi diigiiniirsiiniiz?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hig Cok
Benzemem Benzerim

5. Tiirk toplumunun bir pargasi olmak sizin i¢in ne kadar 6nemlidir?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hi¢ Cok
Onemli Degil Onemli

6. Tiirk toplumunun geneline yapilan elestirileri ne derece kisisel olarak algilar ve rahatsiz
olursunuz?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hic¢ Cok
Algilamam Algilarim
7. Tiirk toplumu disinda bagka bir toplumun iiyesi olmak ister miydiniz?
1 2 3 4 S 6 7
Hic¢ Cok
Istemezdim Isterdim

73




Benlik-Diizenleme Odag1

Asagida sizinle ilgili maddeler yer almaktadir. ifadelerin dogru veya yanlis cevabi yoktur.
Liitfen asagida verilen bu ifadeleri kendi duygu ve diigiincelerinize gore degerlendiriniz.
Size en uygun gelen segenegi “Kesinlikle katilmiyorum”dan “Kesinlikle katiliyorum”a
giden 1 ile 7 arasindaki uygun gordiigiiniiz rakam daire i¢ine alarak belirtiniz.
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1. Genellikle, hayatimdaki olumsuz olaylart 1 2134|567

engellemeye odakliyimdir.

2. Sorumluluk ve yiikiimliiliiklerimi yeterince 1 1213|1456/ 7

yerine getiremeyecegim diye kaygi duyarim.

3. Sik stk umutlarima ve hedeflerime nasil L 213145167

ulagacagimi hayal ederim.

4. Gelecekte olmaktan korktugum kisi hakkinda 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
sikca diisiiniirtim.

5. Gelecekte idealimde olmak istedigim kisi 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
hakkinda sik¢a diistiniirim.
6. Genellikle, gelecekte elde etmeyi umdugum L 2134|567

basarilara odaklanirim.

7. Akademik hedeflerimi basaramayacagimdan L2314 )56 7
dolayz siklikla endigelenirim.

8. Siklikla derslerimde nasil bagartya ulasacagimi
disiliniirim.
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9. Siklikla kendimi bagima gelmesinden
korktugum kétii seyleri yasarken hayal ederim.

10. Siklikla, yasamimdaki olast basarisizliklart
nasil dnleyebilecegimi diisiiniirim.

11. Yasamimda genellikle, kazanglara ulagsmaktan
ziyade kayiplar1 onleme egilimi gosteririm.

12. Okuldaki su anki temel amacim derslerim
konusundaki isteklerimi gerceklestirmektir.

13. Okuldaki su anki temel amacim derslerim
konusunda olast bir basarisizliktan kaginmaktir.

14. Kendimi temel olarak, “idealimdeki ben’e
ulagmaya ¢alisan; yani umutlarini, arzularini ve
hayallerini ger¢eklestirmeye ¢alisan biri olarak
goriiyorum.

15. Kendimi temel olarak, “olmam beklenen” kisi
olmaya calisan; yani gorevlerini, sorumluluklarini
ve yukiimliiliikklerini yerine getirmeye calisan biri
olarak goriiyorum.

16. Genellikle, yasamimda olumlu sonuglar elde
etmeye odaklanirim.

17.S1k sik kendimi, bagima gelmesini umut
ettigim giizel seyleri yasarken hayal ederim

18. Genel olarak, basarisizlig1 6nlemekten ziyade
basariya ulagsmaya c¢aba gosteririm.
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Kimlik Statiisii

Bu anket genglerle ilgili 64 maddeden olugmustur. Liitfen her maddeyi dikkatlice okuyun.
Okudugunuz her maddenin sizin i¢in ne kadar DOGRU veya YANLIS oldugunu, her
maddenin yanindaki alti secenekten YALNIZCA BIRINI secerek belirtin. Sayet bir
maddenin birden fazla béliimii varsa, CEVABINIZI MADDENIN TUMUNE GORE
verin.
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1. Arkadaglik iligkilerinin kafami kurcaladigt bir donem oldu | 1 2 31415 6
ama simdi kime arkadas diyecegimi, arkadasliktan ne
anladigimi ¢ok iyi biliyorum.
2. Ana-babamin oy verme, parti tutma gibi politik | 1 2 31415 6

konulardaki goriisleri bana her zaman uygun gelmistir.

3. Kars1 cinsle duygusal iligkilerde heniiz net bir goriisiim | 1 2 31415 6
yok, ama bu konudaki diislincelerimi ve tavrimi netlestirmeye

caligtyorum.

4. Diizenli olarak siirdiirdiigim ve benimsedigim bir bos | 1 2 31415 6
zaman ugrasim olmadig1 gibi, boyle bir ugras bulmaya da
caligmiyorum.

5. Ne ailemi anlamak, ne de kendimi onlara anlatmak gibi bir | 1 2 31415 6

cabam yok; daha agikg¢asi bu tiir konularla pek ilgili degilim.

6. Kars1 cinsle duygusal bir iliskiden ne bekledigimi, ne | 1 2 31415 6
istedigimi sorguladigim bir donem oldu; ama simdi bu konuda
neye inandigimi ¢ok iyi biliyorum.

7. Kendime ve yeteneklerime gercekten uygun bir meslege | 1 2 31415 6
karar verebilmek i¢in gesitli alternatifleri arastiriyorum. Heniiz
arayigim bitmis degil.

8. Samimi olmak gerekirse, ana-babamin dini konulardaki | 1 2 31415 6
inang¢ ve tutumlarini {izerinde fazla diigiinmeden benimsedigimi
sOyleyebilirim.

9. Arkadas se¢imi veya arkadas iligkileri konusunda belli | 1 2 31415 6
bazi prensiblerim yok. Bu tiir prensibler bulmaya da
caligmiyorum.

10. Tam olarak benimsedigim politik bir goriisim olmamasma | 1 2 31415 6
ragmen, cesitli politik goriigleri izliyor ve hangisinin bana
uygun olacagina karar vermeye caligtyorum.

11. Ailemle iligkilerimi disiiniip, gézden gegirdigim bir dénem | 1 2 31415 6
oldu; ama artik onlarla iliskimde ne bekledigimi ve neye 6nem
verdigimi iyi biliyorum.

12. Gelecekte hayatimin nasil olacagma dair goriislerimi | 1 2 31415 6
tamamen ana-babamdan almisimdir.
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13. Benim i¢in hangi meslegin en uygun olacagini arastirdiktan | 1 2 31415 6
sonra, meslegimin ne olacagin belirledim.
14. Arkadaslhik iliskilerinde herhangi bir prensibim yok. Bu | 1 2 31415 6
konuda aklima estigi gibi davrandigim sdyleyebilirim.
15. Su aralar dini konular {izerine epeyce diisliniiyor, ve dinin | 1 2 31415 6
benim i¢in ne anlam ifade ettigini bulmaya g¢aligtyorum.
16. Kars1 cinsle duygusal iliski konusunda, ana-babamin | 1 2 31415 6
benden bekledigi ve istedigi sekilde hareket etmek benim igin
onemlidir.
17. Gelecekte nasil bir hayat istedigimi belirlemek gibi bir ¢aba | 1 2 31415 6
icerisinde degilim. Bu tiir konularla pek ilgilenmiyorum.
18. Var olan ¢esitli politik goriisleri zaman igerisinde izleyip, | 1 2 31415 6
kendimce  degerlendirdikten sonra, kendi politik goriigiimiin
ne olacagina kesin bir gekilde karar verdim.
19. Bos zamanlarimi degerlendirme bigimimin, ana-babamin | 1 2 31415 6
ugras ve aligkanliklarina oldukg¢a benzedigini soyleyebilirim.
20. Su siralar, duygusal iligkilerde karsimdaki kisiden ne | 1 2 31415 6
bekledigimi ve nelere dnem verdigimi belirlemeye ¢alisiyorum.
21. Meslek konusu pek umurumda olmadigi i¢in meslegimi | 1 2 31415 6
belirleme gibi bir arayisim veya ¢gabam yok.
22. Din konusunda aklima ¢esitli sorularin takildigi bir donem | 1 2 31415 6
gecirdikten sonra, simdi neye inanip, neye inanmadigimi iyi
biliyorum.
23. Arkadas se¢imi ve arkadaglarla iliskiler gibi konularda ana- | 1 2 31415 6
babamla aym goriisleri paylagirim. Goriiglerimi degistirme
ihtiyaci hissetmiyorum.
24. Dogrusunu sdylemek gerekirse, ailemle olan iligkilerimde | 1 2 31415 6
bir bogvermislik icerisindeyim.
25. Bos zamanlarimi degerlendirmek i¢in  gergekten | 1 2 31415 6
benimseyebilecegim bir ugras bulma umuduyla ¢esitli
etkinlikler deniyorum.
26. Gelecekte kendim igin nasil bir hayat istedigim konusunda | 1 2 31415 6
gesitli seyler disiindiigim oldu; ama artik ne istedigimi
kesinlikle biliyorum.
27. Dogrusu, politika konusu hi¢ umurumda degil; bu konulara | 1 2 31415 6
hi¢ kafa yormuyorum.
28. Karsi cinsle duygusal iligki konusunda, ana-babamin goriis | 1 2 31415 6
ve inanglarini tamamen paylastigimi sdyleyebilirim.
29. Karar vermem zaman aldi ama simdi meslegim i¢in hangi | 1 2 31415 6

yonde hareket edecegimi kesinlikle biliyorum.
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30. Arkadaslik iligkilerimi gézden gegirip, sorguluyor ve bu | 1 2 31415 6
konuda ne istedigimi, neye &nem verdigimi belirlemeye
caligtyorum.
31. Dini konularla kafamin mesgul oldugunu séyleyemem, | 1 2 31415 6
ciinkii bu tiir konular pek ilgimi ¢ekmiyor.
32. Ana-babamin politik goriis ve tercihleri bana da uygun | 1 2 31415 6
geliyor; onlardan edindigim goriisleri degistirme ihtiyaci
hissetmiyorum.
33. Gelecekte kendim igin nasil bir hayat istedigimi etraflica | 1 2 31415 6
diisiiniiyor ve bu konuda bir karara varmaya g¢aligtyorum.
34. Ailemle olan iligkilerimde pek ¢ok sey kafami kurcaliyor. | 1 2 31415 6
Onlarla iliskilerimi  nasil diizenleyecegimi  belirlemeye
caligtyorum.
35. Arkadas iliskileri iizerine degerlendirmeler yaptigim bir | 1 2 31415 6
donem gegirdikten sonra, arkadaslikta benim icin gecerli olan
bazi prensibler edindim.
36. Su aralar kendime uygun bir meslege karar verme ¢abasi | 1 2 31415 6
icinde degilim. Aslinda, bu konuya hi¢ kafa yormuyorum.
37. Cesitli bos zaman ugraslar1 denedikten sonra yapmaktan | 1 2 31415 6
gercekten hoslandigim bir (veya birkag) ugras buldum.
38. Arkadagliklarimi her zaman ana-babamdan edindigim | 1 2 31415 6
degerler dogrultusunda siirdiiriiriim.
39. Tleride nasil bir hayat yasamak istedigimi tam bilmiyorum. | 1 2 31415 6
Dogrusu, bu konu beni hig ilgilendirmiyor.
40. Dini konular {izerine disiinip, kendi bakis ag¢imi | 1 2 31415 6
netlestirmeye calistyorum.
41. Pek cok kisi aileleriyle iliskilerini gézden gegirme ihtiyac1 | 1 2 31415 6
hissediyor. Dogrusu, ailemle her zaman ¢ok uyumlu oldugum
i¢in boyle bir ihtiyag hi¢ hissetmemigimdir.
42. Politik olarak neye inanacagimi belirleyebilmek icin ¢esitli | 1 2 31415 6
goriisler tizerine diisiindiim. Simdi bu konu kafamda netlik
kazanmis durumda.
43. Kars1 cinsle duygusal iliskilerimde benim i¢in neyin énemli | 1 2 31415 6
oldugunu bilmiyorum ve bu duruma hi¢ aldirmryorum.
44. Meslegime heniiz karar vermis degilim ama ¢esitli | 1 2 31415 6
olasiliklar arasindan hangi meslegin bana uygun olacagini
belirlemeye caligtyorum.
45. Ailemi ve onlarla iligkilerimi enine boyuna degerlendirdim. | 1 2 31415 6
Onlarla iliskilerim artik tamamen rayma oturmus durumda.
46. Ana-babamin bos zamanlarini degerlendirmek i¢in yaptigr | 1 2 31415 6

etkinlikleri bende aynen benimsemisimdir.
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47. Dini konular hakkinda belirli bir goriisiim yok. Ag¢ik¢asi bu | 1 2 31415 6
konuya hi¢ kafami takmiyorum.
48. Karsi cinsle duygusal iligki konusunda diisiincelerimin ve | 1 2 31415 6
tavrimin pek net olmadigi bir donem yasadim ama simdi bu
konuda ne istedigimi iyi biliyorum.
49. Ileride yasamak istedigim hayat konusunda, ana-babamin 1 31415 6
hayatinin benim i¢in ¢ok iyi bir model oldugunu diisiiniiyorum.
50. Politika konusundaki ¢esitli goriisleri izleyerek, kendi politik | 1 314|516
goriisimiin ne olacagini belirlemeye ¢alisiyorum.
51. Bazen bos zaman ugraslarina takildigim olur ama diizenli | 1 31415 6
olarak siirdiirecegim bir etkinlik bulmak gibi bir derdim yok.
52. Bana uygun meslegin hangisi oldugu konusunda her zaman | 1 31415 6
ana-babamin goriislerini benimsemis ve bu ydnde hareket
etmigimdir.
53. Bir yandan etrafimdaki kisilerin hayatlarin1 izlerken, bir | 1 31415 6
yandan da ileride kendim i¢in nasil bir hayat istedigimi
belirlemeye calistyorum.
54. Dini konularla ilgili olarak kendime ciddi sorular sordugum | 1 31415 6
bir donemim oldu ancak simdi, din konusunda kafamda pek ¢ok
sey netlik kazanmis durumda.
55. Karsi cinsle duygusal iliskilerimde belirli prensiblerim yok. | 1 31415 6
Bu konuda kafama gore takiliyorum.
56. Cesitli bos zaman ugraslariyla ilgilenerek, yapmaktan | 1 31415 6
gergekten hoslanacagim bir (veya birkag) ugras belirlemeye
caligtyorum.
57. Ana-babamin dini inan¢ ve tutumlarmi tamamen | 1 31415 6
benimsemis oldugumdan dolay1, dini konular {izerine diisinmem
hi¢ gerekmemistir.
58. Ailemle iligkilerimi heniiz tam olarak yerine oturtabilmis | 1 31415 6
degilim; bu konudaki diigiincelerimi ve tavrimi netlestirmeye
calistyorum.
59. Benimsedigim belirli bir politik goriis yok, dogrusu bu | 1 31415 6
konuda herhangi bir arayisim da yok.
60. Gegmiste cesitli bos zaman ugraglari denedim ama gimdi | 1 31415 6
hosuma giden ugraslari net bir sekilde belirlemis bulunuyorum.
61. Ailemle her zaman uyumlu iligkiler i¢erisinde olmus, onlarla | 1 31415 6

iligkilerimi gézden gecirme ihtiyaci hi¢ duymamisimdir.
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62. Meslek se¢imi konusunda her zaman ana-babamin goriigleri | 1 31415 6
dogrultusunda hareket etmeyi benimsemigimdir.
63. Su aralar arkadaslik konusunda kafama takilan pek ¢ok soru | 1 31415 6
var; bu konudaki diislincelerime bir aciklik kazandirmaya
caligtyorum.
1 31415 6

64. Bir birey olarak gelecekte nasil bir hayat istedigim sorusuna
bir yanit bulmaya calistim, simdi bu konuda kafamda pek ¢ok
sey agiklik kazanmis durumda.
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APPENDIX B: Turkish Summary

1. GIRIS

Politik katilm son zamanlarda tiim diinyada 6nemli bir konu haline gelmistir.
Bunun nedeni genglerin secimlere katilma oranlarinin diisiik ve diger politikayla
ilgili davramiglara, eylem ve gosteriler gibi, katilim gostermemeleridir. Cesitli
iilkelerde yapilan calismalar (Parkinson, 2007; Sloam, 2007) genclerin oy
kullanmadigin1 veya politik partilere {iye olmadiklarini gostermistir. Oy verme
davranislarina bakildiginda, oranlarin ¢ok diisiik oldugu gériilmektedir. Ornegin,
Sloam (2007) Ingiltere’de 18-24 aras1 niifusun sadece %39’unun 2001 genel
secimlerinde oy kullandiklarin1 gostermistir. Parti iiyeligi veya bir parti igin
calisma durumlarma bakildiginda da durum ayni olmaktadir. Ornek olarak
Almanya’da 16-29 yas aras1 genglerin sadece yiizde ikisi bir politik partiye iiyedir
(Gaiser ve Rijke, 2008). Tiirkiye’den bir Omnek olarak parlamenter sayisi
bakimindan en biiylik partilerden birinin kongre iiye sayisi verilebilir. Bu
kongredeki delegelerden 24-30 yas arasinda olanlarin sayis1 1212 delegenin sadece
19’unu olusturmaktadir, yani yiizde 1.6’sin1 (Anka, 2008). Art (2008) tarafindan
yapilan bir ¢alisma ise oy verme oraninin 1999 ve 2008 segimlerinde 61.5’tan
48.0’e distiiglinii gostermektedir. Genglerin katilim oranlarinin ¢ok diisiik oldugu

ve gitgide azaldig1 acik bir sekilde goriilmektedir.

Aslhinda, ilk politik bilimi aragtirmalarinda kisiligin politika iizerine etkilerine

onemli bir ilgi gosterilmisti (Lane, 1955; Levinson, 1958; McClosky, 1958;

Milbrath, 1965; Sniderman, 1975). Yakin zamanda cesitli caligmalar kigilik

ozelliklerinin c¢esitli politik davraniglar (Gerber ve ark., 2011; Mondak, 2010;
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Mondak ve Halperin 2008; Mondak ve ark., 2010, 2011), politik ideoloji, tutum ve
tartisma (Gerber ve ark., 2010; Hibbing ve ark., 2011) {izerinde 6nemli etkileri
oldugunu ortaya c¢ikarmistir. Diger calismalar ise utangaclik, saldirganlik veya
catismadan kaginma gibi diisiik seviye psikolojik karakteristiklerin segmen katilimi
iizerine etkisini gostermistir (Blais ve Labbe-St-Vincent, 2011; Denny ve Doyle,
2008). Biitiine bakildiginda, bu yakin zamanl c¢alismalar politikaya katilim
iizerinde psikolojik degiskenlerin sosyolojik, ekonomik veya politik degiskenler

kadar 6nemli oldugunu gostermektedir.

Literatiir; politik ideoloji, parti 6zdesimi ve politik katilim seviyesi gibi politik
yonelimlerin bir sonucu olan politik davranmisin sosyallesme siireci sonucu
oldugunu 6nermektedir (Alwin, Cohen ve Newcomb, 1991; Jennings ve Niemi
1982; Jennings, Stoker ve Bowers, 2009; Mattei ve Niemi, 1991; Miller ve Glass,
1989). Bu tezde genglerin politik katilimlarinin kigilik, amacglara ulagma
motivasyonu ve sosyal kimlik olmak iizere ii¢ boyutta incelenerek anlagilabilecegi
onerilmektedir. Cottam ve arkadaslarina (2004) gore kisilik, politik davranisi
etkileyen ana psikolojik faktorlerdendir. Ik boyut psikososyal perspektiften kisilik
politik katilimla iligkili olabilir ¢iinkii bu dénem genclerin politik yonelimlerini
olusturduklar1 bir dénemdir. Bilindigi iizere, Erikson’a (1963) gore bebeklikten geg
eriskin doneme kadar insanoglu saglikli bir kisilik gelistirebilmek adina toplum ve
bireyin etkilesiminden dogan bir seri ¢catismadan olusan sekiz asamadan gegmek
zorundadir. Kimlik olusumu Erikson’un (1963) asamalarinin besincisidir ve
insanoglu ergenlik doneminde yani 13-19 yaglar1 arasinda bu asamaya girmektedir.
Bu asamanin politik katilm iizerindeki etkisini gérmek genglerin politik

katilimlarina 11k tutabilir niteliktedir.

Genglerin politik katilimlarin1 yordayabilecek ikinci boyut politik ideolojiyle
iliskili bulunmus olan (6r., Jost ve ark., 2003; Libenman, Idson, Camacho ve
Higgins, 1999) amagclara ulagma motivasyonudur. Higgins’e (1997) gore insanlar

amaglarina ulagmak i¢in yaklagsmaci ve dnleyici olmak iizere farkli motivasyonlara
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sahiptir. Yaklagmaci odak faktorii bagarma ve isteklerle ilgili nihai durumlara yani
kazanglara yaklagsma egilimiyken Onleyici odak faktorii gérev ve sorumluluklarla
ilgili nihai durumlara yani olmayan zararlara yaklagma egilimidir. Benlik
diizenleme odaginin degisime agikligin ¢esitli seviyeleriyle iliskili oldugunu ve bu
seviyelerin de liberalizm ve muhafazakarlik gibi ideolojilerle iliskili oldugunu
gosteren kanitlar bulunmaktadir (Jost ve ark., 2003; Libenman, Idson, Camacho ve
Higgins, 1999). Ayrica farkli ideolojilere sahip insanlar arasinda politik katilim
agisindan fark oldugu gosterilmistir (6rn., Linn, 1949). Bu ¢alismada bu altta yatan

motivasyonun politik katilim iizerinde direkt etkisi olup olmadig arastirilacaktir.

Cottam ve arkadaslarina (2004) gore kimlik, politik varligin temelinde bulunan bir
baska onemli kavramdir. Genglerin politik katilimlarin1 yordayabilecek ve yine
sosyallesme siireci sonucu olusan (Muldoon, McLaughlin ve Trew, 2007) son
boyut ilgili sosyal gruba algilanan iiyelik olarak tanimlanabilecek olan sosyal
kimliktir. Bu caligma kisinin bir gruba olan aidiyetiyle, Tiirk kimligi, politik
katilim arasindaki iligkiyi aragtirma amacindadir. Bagka iilkelerden aragtirmacilar
(Huddy ve Khatib, 2007) ulusal kimligin politik katilimi arttiracagini iddia
etmektedirler. Peki Tiirk gengligi icin durum nedir? Tiirkiye’deki politik katilimla
ulusal kimlik arasinda bir iligki bulunmakta midir? Bu tez ¢aligsmas1 bu tiir sorulara

cevap arama amacindadir.

Sonug olarak, mevcut tez genclerin politik katilimlariyla ii¢ temel psikolojik boyut
olan kisilik, amaglara ulasma motivasyonu ve sosyal kimlik arasindaki iliskiyi
inceleyerek literatiire katki saglamayir amaglamaktadir. Bu amaca uygun olarak
giris boliimiinde oOncelikle Tiirkiye’deki genclik hareketlerinin kisa bir tarihgesi
Ozetlenecektir. Sonrasinda politik katilm tanimlar, tiirleri ve politik katilim
etkileyen faktorler ilgili yayimlar kullanilarak 6zetlenecektir. Son olarak calismada

kullanilan degiskenler sunulacak ve hipotezler agiklanacaktir.
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1.1. Tiirkiye’nin Son 50 Senesinde Genglerin Politik Katilimlar:

Cok partili sisteme gelinene kadar genglerin politikaya katilmadiklari
goriilmektedir (Ormeci, 2010). Kore savasi, Amerika ve Tiirkiye arasindaki
antlamsalar, IMF ve alinan borglar, tutuklanan sol goriisli aktivistler gibi olaylar
protestolarin ve gosterilerin atesini yakmistir. Siiregiden olaylar 1960 askeri
darbesiyle son bulmus, ii¢ yonetici idam edilmistir. Gelen askeri yOnetim son
derece Ozgiirliik¢ii bir anayasa olusturmus ve daha aktif bir gengligin temelleri
olusmustur. 1968 &grenci hareketlerinin tiim diinyaya yayildigi yil olmustur.
60larda gencler 6zgiirce siyasete katilmig devrim isteklerini haykirmiglardir. 1971
muhtirast ve ii¢ 6grencinin idami kaotik ortamin baslangict olmustur. Sag-sol
kavgalar1 1980 askeri darbesine kadar devam etmistir. Darbenin genglerin politik
katilimlar1 iizerine Onemli etkileri olmustur. Sendikalar, politik partiler, tiim
hiikiimete bagli olmayan kurumlar kapatilmis ve partilerin genglik ve kadin kollar1
kurmalar1 yasaklanmigtir. Caligmalar ve yapilan gozlemler 12 Eylil 1980
darbesinin genglerin politik katilimlar1 iizerinde Onemli etkisi oldugunu

gostermektedir (Arman, 2008).
1.2. Politik Katilim

Politik katilim, halkin farkli mekanizmalarla politik kararlar {izerinde diigiincelerini
ifade etmesi ve ideal olarak etki etmesidir. Katilimsizliktan aktif katilima kadar

cesitli aktiviteleri icerir.
1.2.1. Politik Katihim Tiirleri

Tola’ya (2007) gore politik katilimin {i¢ tiirii bulunmaktadir. Bunlar 6rgiitliiliik,
tavir alma ve izlemedir. Bu ¢alismada politik katilim belirtilen bu ii¢ boyut ile
incelenecektir. Orgiitliiliik politik partiye katilma, bir aday icin kampanya yapma
gibi davraniglar icermektedir. Tavir alma imza kampanyasina katilma, bir boykota
katilma ve izleme politik olaylar1 takip etme ve politik gelismeleri gazete ve
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dergilerden takip etme davraniglarini igermektedir. Mevcut ¢alismada faktor yapisi
ve literatlir incelenerek farkli bir isimlendirme kullanilmistir. Bunlar orgiitliiliik

yerine aktif katilim, tavir alma yerine sivil katilim ve izleme yerine pasif katilimdir.
1.2.2. Politik Katihm Etkileyen Faktorler

Belirtildigi tizere politik katilimi etkileyen ekonomik, sosyolojik, politik ve
psikolojik bir c¢ok faktdr bulunmaktadir. Literatiire bakildiginda g¢aligmalarin
cogunlugunun politik katilim ile demografik degiskenler arasindaki iliskiye
odaklandig1 ve psikolojik faktorlerin ihmal edildigi goriilmektedir. Bu boliimde ilk
once demografik degiskenlerle ilgili literatiir sunulacak ve sonrasinda bu zamana

kadar aragtirilmis olan 6nemli psikolojik faktdrlere yer verilecektir.
1.2.2.1. Demografik Faktorler

Literatiire gore politik katilmi etkileyen cesitli faktorler bulunmaktadir.
Aragtirmacilarin arastirdiklar degiskenler 6zetle; yas (Cam, 1977; Denver ve
Hands, 1997; Fahmy, 1996; Mann, 1999), cinsiyet (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger ve
Bennett, 1999; Capella ve Jamieson, 1996; Conway, Steuernagel ve Ahern, 1997;
Inglehart ve Morris, 2003; Melkonian-Hoover, 2008; Welch, 1977), egitim
(Cavanaugh, 1991; Conway, 1985, 1999; Crotty, 1991; Milbrath, 1965; Rosenstone
ve Hansen, 1993; Verba ve ark., 1995), calisma durumu (Jarvis, Montoya ve
Mulvoy, 2005), dini etkinliklere katilim (Driskell, Embry ve Lyon, 2008), ve
sosyo-ekonomik-durum (Benny ve Geiss, 1950; Berelson ve ark., 1954; Saenger,

1945).

Yas onemli bir degiskendir ¢iinkii oy vermeme davranisiyla anlamli olarak iligkili
bir kac sosyal degiskenden biridir (Fahmy, 1996). ingiltere’deki 1997 segimlerinin
analizleri sonucu gelir, egitim seviyesi ve smif farkliliklar1 kontrol edildiginde

yasin anlamli olarak oy-vermeme davranigiyla iliskili oldugu gosterilmistir (Denver
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ve Hands, 1997). Cinsiyet politik katilim agisindan 6nemli bir diger degiskendir.
Bulgular ¢eligkili sonuglar gostermektedir.

Bir kisim c¢alismalar kadinlarin 6zellikle de gen¢ kadinlarin medyadaki politikay1
takip etmede, politik tartigmalara katilimda ve kampanya aktivitelerin katilimda
erkeklerden daha az ilgili olduklarin1 géstermektedir (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger ve
Bennett, 1999; Capella ve Jamieson, 1996; Conway, Steuernagel ve Ahern, 1997;
Inglehart ve Morris, 2003). Ote yandan diger calismalar tersini gdstermektedir.
Diger degiskenler kontrol edildiginde kadin g¢alisanlarin erkek c¢alisanlara gore
politik aktivitelere katilma egilimleri daha yiiksektir (Melkonian-Hoover, 2008).
Calismalar egitim seviyesi arttikga politik katilimi arttigmm  gostermektedir
(Cavanaugh, 1991; Conway, 1999; Crotty, 1991; Milbrath, 1965; Rosenstone ve
Hansen, 1993; Verba ve ark., 1995). Egitimin yaninda yiiksek sosyo-ekonomik-
duruma sahip insanlar diisiik sosyo-ekonomik-duruma sahip insanlara gore daha
fazla politik katilim gostermektedir (Benny ve Geiss, 1950; Berelson ve ark., 1954;
Saenger, 1945). Yine literatiire gore ¢alisan kolejli olmayan gengler kolejli genglere
gore daha az katilim gostermekte (Jarvis, Montoya ve Mulvoy, 2005) ve dini

etkinliklere katilim politik katilimi arttirmaktadir (Driskell, Embry ve Lyon, 2008).
1.2.2.2.Psikolojik Faktorler

Literatiirde kisilik, utangaclik, saldirganlik ve catismadan kacinma davranis1 gibi
psikolojik 6zelliklerle politik davranisin gesitli agilari, politik ideoloji, tutumlar ve
oy verme arasindaki iliskiler aragtinlmistir (Blais ve Labbe-St-Vincent, 2011;
Denny ve Doyle, 2008; Gerber ve ark., 2010; Gerber ve ark., 2011; Hibbing ve
ark., 2011; Mondak, 2010; Mondak ve Halperin, 2008; Mondak ve ark., 2010,
2011). Mesela caligmalarinda Gerber ve arkadaslar1 (2011) kisilik 6zellikleriyle
politik katilim arasinda anlamli ve tutarh iliskiler bulmustur. Disa doniikliik ve

duygusal denge’nin yiiksek katilim oramyla iligkili oldugunu bulmuslardir.
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Literatiirde sikc¢a calisilan bir diger degisken vatanseverliktir (Conover ve ark.,
2004; DeLamater ve ark., 1969; Gallup, 2008; Huddy ve Khatib, 2007; Schatz,
Staub ve Lavine, 1999). Bu calismalarda yiiksek vatanseverlige sahip vatandaslarin
digerlerine oranlar daha yiiksek seviyede politik katilim gosterdikleri bulunmustur.
Bu tez c¢alismasinda kisilik, motivasyon ve kimlik ana degiskenleri iizerinde

durulacaktir.
1.3. Kisilik: Ego Kimlik Statiisii

Erikson (1963) psikososyal gelisimi bebeklikten gec eriskin doneme kadar
insanoglunun saglikli bir kisilik gelistirebilmek admma toplum ve bireyin
etkilesiminden dogan bir seri ¢atismadan olusan sekiz asamadan ge¢gmek zorunda
olarak tanimlamistir. Erikson’a (1963) gore bu catismalar ya psikolojik nitelik
gelistirerek veya bu niteligi gelistirmekte basarisiz olarak sonuglanmaktadir.
Erikson’un teorisindeki her asama hayatin belli bir alaninda yetkin olmakla
ilgilidir. Eger asama iyi sekilde yonetilirse kisi tistiinlik hissi duymakta ve bu bazen
ego dayaniklilig1 veya ego kalitesi olarak nitelendirilmektedir. Eger asama kotii

yonetilirse yetersizlik hissi ortaya ¢ikacaktir.

Kimlik gelisimi bu asamalarin besincisidir ve yetigkinlige giden yolda uyumlu bir
benlik ve kigisel kimlik olusturmak adina gerekli bir adimdir. Erikson’a (1963)
gore basarili-kimlik 6znesi bir kriz tecriibe etmis ve bu meslek ya da ideolojiye
baghilik gelistirmistir. Basariz-kimlik 6znesi ise bir kriz donemi yasamis
olabilecegi gibi yasamamis da olabilir fakat bir baglilik gelistirmemistir. Ozne bir

meslek hakkinda diisiinmemis ve bir karar vermemistir.

Marcia (1966, 1980) Erikson’un caligmasimi genisletmis ve iki yerine dort kimlik
statiisii oldugu sonucuna varmistir. Bu dort statii iki bagimsiz degiskenin
etkilesiminden dogmaktadir ve bunlar kesfetme ve baghiliktir. Kesfetme, kisinin

kimligine dokunan diisiinceler, roller ve davramislar hakkinda yaptig1 kisisel
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degerlendirmelerin derecesiyle ilgilidir. Baglilik ise kimligi olusturan davranislar,
roller ve davranislar hakkinda karar vermenin derecesiyle ilgilidir. Ek iki statii
kargasali ve bagimhdir. Kargasali 6zne kriz periyodundadir ve bagliliklar1 belli
belirsizdir. Bagimli 6zne ise bir kriz periyodu yasamami ve bagliligi bulunan
Oznedir. Fakat bu baglilik aslinda ailenin cocuklar1 i¢in diislinmiis olduklari
baghliktir. Calismada Marcia’nin  (1980) Onerdigi dort kimlik statiisi
kullanilacaktir; basarili-kimlik, basarisiz-kimlik, kargasali-kimlik ve bagimli-

kimlik.

1.4.Motivasyon: Benlik Diizenleme Odagi

Benlik diizenleme odagi teorisi Higgins (2007) tarafindan formule edilmis,
insanlarin karar verme siirecindeki algilarina iligkin bir amag arayis teorisidir. Teori
kisinin motivasyonu ile amaca ulagmak i¢in kullanilan yol arasindaki iliskiyi
arastirir. Teori hazcilik ilkesinin bir uzantisidir. Benlik diizenleme odagi hazcilik
ilkesine dayanmasma ragmen aksiyonlar arasinda bir ayrim yapar ve farkli
aksiyonlar i¢in hazcilik ilkesinin farkli ¢alistigimi One siirer. Benlik diizenleme
odagmin iki boyutu vardir, yaklagsmaci ve oOnleyici. Yaklasmact odak faktorii
basarma ve isteklerle ilgili nihai durumlara yani kazanclara yaklagma egilimiyken
onleyici odak faktorii gorev ve sorumluluklarla ilgili nihai durumlara yani olmayan
zararlara yaklagsma egilimidir. Bu caligmada benlik diizenleme odaginin politik

katilim iizerinde direkt etkisi olup olmadigi incelenecektir.
1.5.Kimlik: Ulusal Kimlik

Sosyal Kimlik Kurami, son yillarda siyasi arastirmalar {izerinde biiyiiyen bir etkiye
sahip olan giiclii bir sosyal kimligin kdkenleri ve sonuglar ile ilgili diigiince ve
bulgular sunmaktadir (Gibson ve Gouws, 2000; Sniderman, Hagendoorn ve Prior,
2004). Sosyal kimlik tipik olarak kisinin bir gruba objektif iiyeligi ve bu gruba
duydugu psikolojik bagliligin farkindalig: olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Tajfel, 1981).
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Bu tanimla tutarli olarak Huddy ve Khatib (2007) ulusal kimligi ulusa duyulan
subjektif veye icsellestirilmis aidiyet duygusu olarak tanimlamistir (Huddy, 2001,
2003). Kisinin aidiyeti politik katilimi nasil etkilemektedir? Bu caligmada bu

sorunun cevabi arastirilmigtir.
1.6. Calismanin Hipotezleri

Hipotez 1: Literatiirle tutarli olarak (Cam, 1977; Fahmy, 1996) politik katilimin

biitiin boyutlarinin yasla artmasi beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 2: Cogunlukla gen¢ kadinlarin politik aktivitelere daha az ilgi duydugunu
belirten literatiire dayanarak (Bennett, Rhine, Flickinger ve Bennett, 1999; Capella
ve Jamieson, 1996; Inglehart ve Morris, 2003), erkeklerin {i¢ politik katilim

tiirtinde daha fazla katilim gostermesi beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 3: Bulgular politik katilmin egitim seviyesiyle arttigin1 gostermektedir
(Conway, 1985; Verba ve ark., 1995). Literatiirle tutarli olarak egitim seviyesi
arttikca politik katilimin artmasi beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 4: Literatiirle tutarli olarak politik katilimin artan ulusal kimlik puanlariyla

artmasi beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 5: Yaklagmaci odak puanlar yiiksek olan genglerin 6nleyici odak skorlar

yiiksek olan genglerden politikaya daha ¢ok katilmalar1 beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 6: Basarili kimlik ve kargasali kimlik statiisiinde olan genglerin ii¢ boyutta

da daha fazla politik katilim gdstermeleri beklenmektedir.

Hipotez 7: Bagimli kimlik ve basarisiz kimlik statiisiinde olan genglerin ii¢ boyutta

da en az politik katilim gostermeleri beklenmektedir.
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2.YONTEM

2.1 Katihmcilar

Calismaya yaglar1 17 ila 35 (Ortalama = 24.58, Standart Sapma = 3.78) arasinda
degisen 308 katilimci (121 erkek ve 187 kadin) goniillii olarak katilmistir.
Calismaya katilanlarin ¢ogunlugunu 30 yas alti, biiyiik sehirlerde yasayan,

iiniversite 6grencisi veya mezunu kisiler olusturmustur.

2.2 Ol¢iim Araclan
2.2.1 Politik Katihm Olcegi

Politik katilim, Tola’nin (2007) gelistirdigi Politik Katilim Olgegi ile dlciilmiistiir.
Olgek 21 maddeden olusmakta ve 3 farkl katilim boyutunu (6rgiitliiliik, tavir alma
ve izleme) Olgmektedir. Besli likert tipi olan envanterde, cevaplayicilarin
goriiglerini 1 ile 5 arasinda derecelendirmeleri istenmektedir. Yiiksek puan yiiksek
politik katilimi ifade etmektedir. Envanterin alt boyutlarina iliskin i¢ tutarlilik
katsayilarina bakildiginda “aktif katilim” alt boyutu igin .91, “sivil katilim” alt
boyutu igin .85 ve “pasif katilim” alt boyutu i¢in .86 olarak bulunmustur.

2.2.2 Ego Kimlik Statiisii Objektif Olcegi Genisletilmis Versiyonu (EOM-EIS-
2)

Ego-kimlik statiisii skorlar1 Grotevant ve Adams (1984) tarafindan gelistirilmis,
Benion ve Adams (1986) tarafindan gozden gegirilmis ve Tiirkce’ye Varan (1990)
tarafindan cevirilmis olan EOM-EIS-2 &lgegi kullanilarak Slgiilmiistiir. Olcek 64
maddeden ve 8 boyuttan olugsmaktadir. Bu boyutlar ideolojik-basarili, kisilerarasi-
basarili, ideolojik-kararsiz, kisilerarasi-kararsiz, ideolojik-bagimli, kisilerarasi-
bagimli, ideolojik-kargasali ve kisilerarasi-kargasalidir. Altili likert tipi olan
envanterde, cevaplayicilarin goriislerini 1 ile 6 arasinda derecelendirmeleri
istenmektedir. Envanterin alt boyutlarina iliskin i¢ tutarhilik katsayilarina
bakildiginda ideolojik-basarili, ideolojik-bagimli, ideolojik-kargasali ve ideolojik-
basarisiz icin sirasiyla .79, .84, .72 ve .74 olarak bulunmustur.
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2.2.3 Benlik Diizenleme Odag Ol¢egi

Benlik diizenleme odag1 skorlar1 Lockwood, Jordan ve Kunda (2002) tarafindan
gelistirilmis ve Tiirk¢e’ye Dogruyol’un (2008) ¢evrdigi Benli-Diizenleme Odagi
Olcegiyle Olgiilmiistiir. Yaklagsmaci ve Onleyici iki boyutu dlgen 18 maddeden
olugmaktadir. Dokuzlu likert tipi olan envanterde, cevaplayicilarin goriislerini 1 ile
9 arasinda derecelendirmeleri istenmektedir. Yiiksek puan yiiksek yaklagsmaci ve
Onleyici odagi ifade etmektedir. Envanterin alt boyutlarina iliskin i¢ tutarlilik
katsayilarina bakildiginda “yaklagmaci odak™ alt boyutu icin .89, “6nleyici odak”

alt boyutu i¢in .85 olarak bulunmustur.

2.2.4 Ulusal Kimlik Olcegi

Ulusal kimlik skorlar1 Cinnirella (1998) tarafindan gelistirilen ve Tiirkge
uyarlamasi1 Hiisnii (2006) tarafindan yapilan Ulusal Kimlik Olgegi ile dlciilmiistiir.
Olgekte 7 madde bulunmaktadir. Yedili likert tipi olan envanterde, cevaplayicilarin
goriislerini 1 ile 7 arasinda derecelendirmeleri istenmektedir. Yiiksek puan ulusa
daha yiiksek aidiyet hissi anlamina gelmektedir. Yedi maddelik envanterin i¢

tutarlilik katsayis1 .92 olarak bulunmustur.

2.3 Prosediir
Veri toplanmadan &nce ODTU Insan Arastirmalart Etik Kurulu’ndan onay
almmistir. Sonrasinda ¢evrimi¢i anket Facebook ve e-posta gruplarinda

duyurulmustur. Toplamda 308 katilimc1 ¢evrimigi anketi doldurmustur.

Katilimcilardan isimlerini ve kimlik numalarini yazmamalar istenmis ve
katilimcilar cevaplarmin  sadece arastirma amacgli kullanilacagi konusunda
bilgilendirilmislerdir. Anket yaklagik 25 dakika siirmiistiir. Sonrasinda katilimcilar

calismanin amaciyla ilgili olarak bilgilendirilmislerdir.
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3.BULGULAR

3.1 Temel Degiskenlerin Tamimlayici Istatistikleri

Degiskenlerin ortalamalarina ve standart sapmalarina bakildiginda katilimeilarin
sivil katilima (M = 3.22, SD = .86) ve pasif katilima (M = 3.75, SD = .89) kiyasla
daha diisiik aktif katilim puanlarina sahip oldugu goriilmektedir (M = 2.40, SD =
.83). Ulusal kimlik puanlarina bakildiginda katilimeilarin ortalama puanlara sahip
olduklar goriilmektedir (M = 4.45, SD = 1.24). Sonuglar katilimecilarin yiiksek
diizeyde yaklasmaci odak puanlarina (M = 6.97, SD = 1.32) ve ortalama diizeyde
(M =5.08, SD = 1.62) o6nleyici odak puanlarina sahip olduklarini géstermektedir.
Ego-Kimlik  Statiisii  boyutlarina  bakildiginda ideolojik-basarili  boyutun
ortalamasinin (M = 4.21, SD = .87) en yiksek, ideolojik-kargasali boyutun
ortalamasinin (M = 2.22, SD = .79) ise en diisiik oldugu goriilmektedir.

Aktif katilim, sivil-katilim, pasif katilim, ulusal kimlik, yaklasmasi1 odak, dnleyici
odak ve ego-kimlik statiisii degiskenleri agisindan erkek ve kadin katilimcilar
kiyaslamak i¢in bagimsiz-orneklem T-testi uygulanmistir. Politik katilimin {i¢
boyutu acisindan cinsiyet farki bulunmamustir. Cinsiyet farki sadece ideolojik-
kargasal1 boyut iizerinde bulunmustur, t(306) = -3.61, p < .05. Erkekler (M = 2.41,
SD = .92) kadinlara nazaran (M = 2.09, SD = .67) daha yiiksek ideolojik-kargasali

puanlarina sahiptir.

3.2 Temel Degiskenler Arasindaki Korrelasyonlar

Temel degiskenler arasindaki deseni ve iligkinin giiciinii goérebilmek adina Pearson
korrelasyonlart hesaplanmistir. Sivil katilimin, yasla (» = .18, p < .01), egitim
seviyesi ile (» = .15, p < .01), ideolojik-basaril1 boyutla (» = .17, p < .01) pozitif
iligkili, ulusal kimlik (» = -.21, p <.01), ideolojik-bagimli boyut (» = -.13, p < .05)
ve ideolojik-basarisiz (» = -.18, p < .01) boyutla negatif iliskili oldugu bulunmustur.
Aktif katilimin ise, idelojik-basarili boyutla pozitif (» = .15, p < .01) ideolojik-
kargasal1 boyutla negatif (» = -.18, p <.01) iligkili oldugu goriilmiistiir. Beklendigi

gibi pasif katilim, ulusal kimlik (» = -.14, p < .01), ideolojik-bagiml1 boyut (» = -
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.25, p < .01) ve ideolojik-basarisiz boyut ile(r = -.37, p < .01) negatif, ideolojik-
basarili boyutla pozitif iliski (» = .31, p <.01) gézlenmistir. Yaklagmaci ve Onleyici

odak ile politik katilim boyutlar arasinda bir iliski bulunamamagtir.

3.3 Benlik Diizenleme Odagmn Politik Katihm Uzerindeki Etkisi

Benlik diizenleme odaginin politik katilimin {i¢ boyutunu 6ngérme giiclinii test
etmek i¢in hiyerarsik regresyon analizleri ger¢eklestirilmistir. Aktif ve pasif katilim
iizerinde anlaml bir etki bulunamamistir. Tek anlamli etki sivil katilim ve yas

arasindadir (B = .15, p <.05).

3.4 Ego Kimlik Statiisiiniin Politik Katihm Uzerindeki Etkisi

3.4.1 Demografik Degiskenler Yas, Cinsiyet ve Egitim Seviyesinin Ongorii
Giicleri

Hiyerarsik regresyon sonuglari demografik degiskenlerin aktif, sivil ve pasif
katilim iizerindeki varyasyonun ¢ok kiiciik bir kismimi agiklayabildigini
gostermistir (sirastyla R° = .01, R> = .04, R® = .02). Regresyon katsayilarindan
sadece yasin sivil katilim tizerinde anlamli etkisi oldugu goriilmiistiir (5 = .15, p <

05).

3.4.2 Aktif Katthmin Ongoriiciileri

Hiyerarsik regresyon sonuglari ikinci adimda R’nin sifirdan anlamli olarak farkli
oldugunu gostermistir, F (7, 295) = 3.79, p< .05. Model aktif katilim iizerindeki
varyasyonun % 6’smi agiklayabilmistir. Katsayilardan ideolojik-basarili (8 = .15, p
< .05) ve ideolojik-basarisiz (f = -.19, p < .05) olmak iizere sadece ikisi anlamli

bulunmustir.

3.4.3 Sivil Katihmuin Ongériiciileri

Hiyerarsik regresyon sonuglari hem birinci hem ikinci adimda R’nin sifirdan
anlamli olarak farkli oldugunu gdstermistir, sirasiyla F(3, 303) = 4.08, p < .01 and
F(7, 299) = 5.00, p < .001. F degeri anlamli olmasina karsin, iic demografik
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degisken varyasyonun sadece % 4’lnili agiklamis ve katsayilardan sadece yas
anlamli ¢ikmistir. Ikinci adimda bagimsiz degiskenler varyasyonun % 10’unu
aciklayabilmistir. Katsayilardan ideolojik-basarili (f = .19, p < .05), ideolojik-
kargasali (f = .17, p < .05) ve ideolojik-bagimli’nin (f = -.13, p < .05) anlamh

oldugu bulunmustir.

3.4.4 Pasif Katihmin Ongoriiciileri

Hiyerarsik regresyon sonuglar1 sadece ikinci adimda R’nin sifirdan anlamli olarak
farkl1 oldugunu gdstermistir, F(7, 295) = 21.31, p <.001. Ug demografik degisken
varyansin sadece % 2’sini agiklarken hi¢ biri anlamli degildir. ikinci adimda
bagimsiz degiskenler pasif katilm {izerindeki varyansin % = 24’{ini
aciklayabilmistir. Katsayilardan ideolojik-basarili (8 = .33, p < .001), ideolojik-
bagimli (f = -.17, p < .05) ve ideolojik-basarisiz (f = -.34, p < .001) boyutlarinin

anlamli oldugu bulunmustir.

4.TARTISMA

Bu calismanin amaci genclerin politik katilimlartyla, ego-kimlik statiisii, benlik
diizenleme odagi ve ulusal kimlik arasindaki iligkiyi incelemekti. Bu bdliimde
temel bulgular ilgili yaymlar ve birinci boliimdeki hipotezler gbz Oniinde

bulundurularak tartigilmistir.

4.1 Demografiklerin Etkileri: Yas, Cinsiyet ve Egitim Seviyesi

Sonuglara gore yas sadece sivil katilim ile pozitif korrelasyon gdstermistir. Yas
arttikca sivil katihm da artmaktadir. Cinsiyet acisindan bakildiginda politik
katilimin {i¢ boyutunda da cinsiyetler arasinda bir fark bulunmamistir. Beklendigi

gibi egitim seviyesi ile sivil katilim arasinda pozitif korrelasyon vardir.

4.2 Politik Katiim Uzerinde Siyasi Yonelim Farkliiklari
Calismada sol yonelime sahip katilimcilarin  merkezi yonelime sahip

katilimcilardan anlamli sekilde, katilimin {i¢ boyutu yoniinden de yiiksek skorlara
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sahip olduklart bulunmustur. Merkezi yonelime sahip ve sag yonelime sahip
katilimcilar arasinda ise bir fark goriilmemistir. Sol ve sag yonelime sahip
katilimcilar arasinda ise yalnizca sivil katilim agisindan fark vardir. Sol yonelime
sahip katilimcilarin sag yonelime sahip katilimcilara gore daha fazla sivil katilim

gosterdikleri bulunmustur.

4.3 Politik Katiimin Ongériiciileri

4.3.1 Ego-Kimlik Statiisii

Ego-kimlik statiisiiniin politik katilimin {ic boyutuyla da anlamli olarak iligkili
oldugu bulunmustur.

4.3.1.1 Aktif Katihm

Beklendigi lizere, ideolojik-basarili ve ideolojik-basarisiz boyutlar aktif katilimi
yordamistir. Ideolojik-basarili boyut aktif katilimi pozitif yordarken ideolojik-
basarisiz boyut negatif yordamistir. Beklenmedik bir bigimde ideolojik-kargasali ve
ideolojik-bagimli  boyutlar ile aktif katilim arasinda anlamli bir iligki

bulunamamugtir.

Ideolojik-basarili 6znesi politik yonelim konusunda nettir ve belirli ideolojik
goriislere baghdir. Bu &zellikler kisiyi politik katilima ydnlendirebilir. Ideolojik-
basarisiz 6znesi bir kriz donemi yasamis ya da yasamamig olabilir fakat bir
bagliligt yoktur. Bu nedenle politik konular {izerinde diigiinmemis ve belirsiz
olmast olagandir. Dolayistyla politikaya aktif katillm  gostermekten
kaginmaktadirlar. Ideolojik-kargasali 6znesi kriz déneminde olabilir ya da
bagliliklar1 belirsizdir. Parlak’a (1999) gore gengler imza kampanyasina katilmak
veya boykot gibi daha giivenli politik aktiviteleri tercih etmektedirler. Dolayisiyla

baglilik saglanmamis gortisler icin aktif katilim gostermeleri beklenmemektedir.

4.3.1.2 Sivil Katihm
Beklendigi iizere, ideolojik-basarili, ideolojik-kargasali ve ideolojik-bagimli

boyutlar sivil katilimi yordamistir. Hem ideolojik-basarili hem de ideolojik-
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kargasali boyut sivil katilim1 pozitif yordamstir. Ideolojik-bagimli boyut ise sivil
katilmi negatif yordamistir. Buna karsin, beklenmedik bir bigimde ideolojik-

basarisiz boyut ile sivil katilim arasinda anlamli bir iligki bulunamamigtir.

4.3.1.3 Pasif Katihm

Beklenen bigimde, ideolojik-basarili, ideolojik-bagimli ve ideolojik-basarisiz
boyutlar pasif katilimi yordamustir. Ideolojik-basarili boyut pasif katilimi pozitif
yordarken, ideolojik-bagimli ve ideolojik-basarisiz boyutlar ise pasif katilimi
negatif yordamustir. ilaveten, ideolojik-kargasali boyut pasif katilmla iliskili

cikmamustir.

4.3.2 Benlik Diizenleme Odagi
Benlik diizenleme odaginin boyutlar1 olan yaklagsmaci ve 6nleyici odaklarin politik

katilimin {i¢ boyutuyla da bir iliskisi bulunamamastir.

Politik katilim literatiiriine bakildiginda benlik diizenleme odaginin politik katilim
iizerindeki direkt etkisini lgen bir ¢alisma olmadigi goriilmektedir. Onceki
caligmalar liberalizm ve muhafazakarlik gibi ideolojilerle olan iliskiyi arastirmistir.
Bu iliskinin ¢ikmamasmin Tiirkiye ornekleminde algilanan ideolojilerle iliskili
olabilecegi diisliniilmektedir. Gelecek ¢alismalarda oOncelikle bu iligkinin

arastirilmasi 6nerilmektedir.

4.3.3 Ulusal Kimlik
Sonuglar ulusal kimligin aktif katilimla bir iliskisi olmadigmi gostermistir.
Sonuglar ayrica ulusal kimligin sivil katilimla ve pasif katilimla negatif olarak

iligkili oldugunu gostermistir.

Bu bulgular literatiirle ¢elismektedir. Huddy ve Khatib’e (2007) goére ulusal kimlik

puant arttikca politik katilim artmaktadir. Bu bulgularin g¢esitli nedenleri olabilir.

Huddy ve Khatib’e (2007) gore grup O6zdesimi arttikca grup normlarina uyum

artmaktadir. Amerika’da oldugu gibi (Huddy ve Khatib, 2007) grup normlari
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politik katilimi tesvik edici nitelikte oldugunda katilim artmaktadir. Tirkiye’de
boyle bir norm olup olmadifi belirsizdir. Misirli-Ozsoy’un (2010) calismasi
sekizinci sinif 6grencilerinin iyi vatandas algisini arastirmistir. Bu ¢alismaya gore
ogrencilerin cogunlugu oy verme ve politik olaylar: takip etmeyi dnemli goriirken,
yaridan fazlasi politik parti iyeligini Onemsiz goérmektedir. Bu c¢alismadan
cikarilabilecek sonug, sivil katilim ve pasif takip iyi vatandas Ozellikleri olarak
goriiliirken aktif katilim goriilmemektedir. Bu bulgular Huddy ve Khatib’in (2007)
bulgulartyla birlestirildiginde ulusal kimlik ile sivil katilim ve pasif katilim
arasinda pozitif iliski olmast gerekiyordu, fakat sonuglar bu beklentileri
dogrulamadi. Bulgularla ilgili olas1 bir a¢iklama kullanilan 6lgek icin yapilabilir.
Sezdirmez’e (2008) gore insanlar farkli kimliklere ait olmayr se¢mektedir.
Sezdirmez (2008) ODTU b6grencilerinin “Tiirkiye vatandas1” kimligine ait olmay1
secerken Gazi Universitesi dgrencilerinin “Tiirk” kimligine ait olmay1 sectigini
gostermistir. Dolayisiyla kullanilan 6lgegin ulusal kimligi dlgmede yetersiz kalmis
olabilecegi muhtemeldir. Gelecekteki ¢alismalarin bu noktay1 géz oniine almalari

faydali olacaktir.

4.4 Calismanmn Katkilari

Caligmanin amaci sosyal psikolojik degiskenler —ego-kimlik statiisii, benlik-
diizenleme odag1 ve ulusal kimlik— ve demografik degiskenlerin (egitim, yas gibi)
Tiirkiye’deki genclerin politik katilimlarm nasil etkilediklerini arastirmakt.
Genglerin politik katilimlar1 son giinlerde tiim diinyada tartisilan sorunlu bir konu
olarak goriinmektedir. Bu ¢alisma aslinda bu konunun Tiirkiye’de de sorunlu bir
konu oldugunu gostermistir. Gengler politikaya ilgili olmakla beraber aktif katihm
skorlar1 ¢ok diisiik ¢ikmaktadir. Bu tez literatiire sosyal psikolojik degiskenler ile
genglerin politik katilimlar arasindaki iliskiyi calisarak genglerin politik katilim1
iizerine yapilmis ilk sosyal psikolojik ¢alisma olarak katki sunmustur. Ayrica ego-
kimlik statiisii ve benlik diizenleme odagi degiskenleri ilk kez bir calismada

genglerin politik katilimlari ile birlikte ¢calisilmustir.
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4.5 Cahsmanmin Giiclii Yanlari, Simirhliklar1 ve Gelecek Calismalar icin
Oneriler

Caligmanin, sonuglari yorumlarken ve gelecek caligmalar agisindan gz Oniine
alinmas1 gereken bir dizi sinirhiliklart bulunmaktadir. Calismanin ilk smirlilig
orneklem secimidir. Belirtildigi iizere ¢evrim i¢i anket ve kar-topu se¢im yontemi
kullanilmistir.  Orneklem genelleme yapilabilirlik agisindan ilgili ¢ikarimlari
sinirlamaktadir. Sonraki calismalarda, bu smirliliklart bertaraf eden arastirma
desenlerinin kullanilmasi oOnerilir. Caligmanin ¢ikis noktasi sosyallesme siireci
olmustur ve iliskili olan {i¢ boyut incelenmistir. Sosyallesme siireci s6z konusuyken
aile ve arkadaslarin etkisinin de Olciilmesi ve arastirilmasi gerekmektedir. Sonraki
caligmalarin bunu g6z Oniinde bulundurmasi onerilir. Gengler ulusallikla ilgili
farkli kimlikleri tercih edebildiginden, ulusal kimligi en kapsamli sekilde i¢ine
alacak bicimde 6l¢egin uyarlanmasi ve daha net bir bicimde ulusal kimlik ve politik

katilim arasindaki iligskinin aragtirilmasi gerekmektedir.

98



APPENDIX C

THESIS PHOTOCOPYING PERMISSION FORM

TEZ FOTOKOPISI iZiN FORMU

ENSTITU

Fen Bilimleri Enstitiist I:I

Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii

Uygulamali Matematik Enstitiisii I:I

Enformatik Enstitiisi |:|
Deniz Bilimleri Enstitiisii I:I
YAZARIN

Soyadi : PAKHUYLU
Adi : SERKAN
Bolimii : PSIKOLOJI

TEZIN ADI (ingilizce): SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES
AFFECTING POLITICAL PARTICIPATION OF YOUTH IN TURKEY

TEZIN TURU : Yiiksek Lisans Doktora I:I

. Tezimin tamamindan kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi alinabilir. I:I

. Tezimin igindekiler sayfasi, 6zet, indeks sayfalarindan ve/veya bir |:|
boliimiinden kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi alinabilir.

. Tezimden bir bir (1) yil siireyle fotokopi alinamaz.

TEZIN KUTUPHANEYE TESLIiM TARIHI:
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