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ABSTRACT

The Past Lies in the Present: A Social Psychological Investigation of History

and ldentity

Akarsu, Albina Sila
M.S., Department of Psychology
Supervisor: Asst. Prof. Dr. Banu Cingdz- Ulu
August 2017, 70 pages

Identities are one of the most important features of human beings and they
affect our lives. In the literature, it is suggested that history determines a way
which provides the guideline for the basis of group’s identity as well as the
relationships with other groups. As a form of national identity, collective
narcissism is defined as unrealistic belief of an individual about the
exaggerated greatness of an in-group and it predicts out-group derogation,
collective schadenfreude, and perceived threat from out-group especially for
out-groups with a history of competition or mutual grievances. However,
although it is related with history representations which reflect glorification and
source of pride, collective narcissism has never been studied along with history
representations. Hence, the aim of the present study is to understand whether
there is a relationship between importance attributed to different versions of
history and national identity. Three hundred and forty participants who define
themselves as Turkish participated in the study and they indicated the historical
events of Turkish Republic which they see as important before they completed
Turkish Identification Scale, Collective Narcissism Scale, and Multicultural

Ideology Scale. The factor analysis indicated three categories of historical event

iv



preferences: glorified past, history of the Republic, and recent (critical) history.
The importance given to glorified past was predicted by political orientation,
conservatism, collective narcissism and Turkish national identification.
Importance given to the history of the Republic was only predicted by national
identification whereas the single predictor for emphasizing recent (critical)
history was multiculturalism support. All in all, the results showed that how we
evaluate our past is related to how we define ourselves today, in terms of
varying identities.

Keywords: national identity, representations of history, collective narcissism.
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Geg¢mis Giiniimiizde Yatar: Tarih ve Kimlik Uzerine Sosyal Psikolojik

Bir Inceleme

Akarsu, Albina Sila
Yiiksek Lisans, Psikoloji Bolimii

Tez Danismani: Yard. Dog. Dr. Banu Cing6z Ulu
Agustos 2017, 70 sayfa

Hayatimizi1 etkileyen kimlikler, insanlarin sahip oldugu en énemli 6zelliklerden
biridir. Alan yazinda tarihin grup aidiyeti ve diger gruplarla iliskiler i¢in bir yol
gosterici oldugu sdylenmektedir. Ulusal kimligin bir tiirii olarak kolektif narsisizm,
ait oldugu grubun biiyiikliigii hakkinda ger¢eke¢i olmayan bir inang olarak
tanimlanabilir. Kolektif narsisizmin, 6zellikle gegmise dayali bir rekabet ya da kin
olan gruplar arasinda, dis grubun degerini kiigiiltme, dis grubun zor durumundan
zevk alma ve dis grubu tehdit olarak algilamay1 yordadigi bulunmustur. Bir
yiiceltme ve gurur kaynagi olarak tarihsel olaylar ve kolektif narsisizm daha once
birlikte calisiilmamistir. Bu nedenle, bu calismanin amaci tarih temsilleri ile ulusal
kimlik arasindaki iliskiyi anlamaktir. Kendini Tiirk olarak tanimlayan 340 kisi
caligmaya katilmistir ve katilimcilar Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti tarihine dair tarihsel
olaylar1 degerlendirmislerdir. Daha sonra Tiirk Kimligi ile Ozdeslesme, Kolektif
Narsisizm ile Cokkiiltiirliiliik Ideolojisi 6lgeklerini doldurmuslardir. Sonuglar
tarihin ii¢ temsili oldugunu gostermistir. Bunlardan sanli tarih temsili politik goriis,
muhafazakarlik, Turklik kimligi ile giiclii bir baglilik ve kolektif narsisizm

tarafindan yordanmis, cumhuriyet tarihi temsili Tiirkliikle 6zdeslesme ve yakin
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tarih temsili ise yalnizca ¢ok kiiltiirliiliigii destekleyici goriis tarafindan
yordanmustir. Bu ¢alismanin sonuglar1 ge¢misi nasil yorumladigimizin gliniimiizde
kendimizi farkli kimlikler lizerinden nasil tanimladigimizla iliskili oldugunu
gostermistir.

Anahtar kelimeler: ulusal kimlik, tarih temsilleri, kolektif narsisizm
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Nations and national characters are defined as finite, changeable and products
of historical evolution (Laszlo, 2014). In the literature it is suggested that history
determines a way which provides the guideline for the basis of group’s identity as
well as the relationships with other groups and solutions for present challenges (Liu
& Hilton, 2005). As a result, the historical experiences shape as narratives in
collective memory and history can be seen as a source for national pride-including
narcissism through its nation glorifying eras (Laszlo, 2014). These important features
also give teaching of history a crucial role. Although the history education has the
role of shaping and even constructing national identities, alternative histories can be
accessible by informal channels through collective narratives (Virta, 2016). Hence,
different versions of history and different emphasis for historical events may be
created. For instance, one of the versions can correspond to the formal history
designed by the state and another version can be created as opposed to formal one,
including stories of minorities or a more critical alternative version, which could not
take its place in the formal history books or educational curriculums.

In the world we live in, since ancient times everyone has labels whether they
are directly seen or not and how people define themselves or are seen by others in
terms of identities can shape their lives from daily relationships to their worldview.
As a result of these effects on our lives, understanding different types of identities
and their consequences have gained importance during last decades. The present
study aims to understand the relationship between preference for different versions of
history (mainstream, alternative and so on) and modes of social identities (national,
political, religious). To do so, the present research develops a new scale to measure
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preferences for different historical events and whether these different historical
preferences may be predicted by national identification, collective narcissism, and
multicultural ideology.

From the literature, we know that identities give direction to how people think,
act and feel both at individual and collective levels. According to Tajfel and Turner’s
(1986) Social Identity Theory (SIT), people put themselves in social categories and
as a result how people behave is shaped by the social contexts in terms of the groups
to which they belong. These groups can be sports groups as well as national and
religious groups but their effects on individual and groups are important to consider.
Several studies have shown that when people classify themselves in a particular
social group, i.e. the national in-group, comparative and competitive forms of social
identification are more likely to predict in-group bias and nationalism (Amiot &
Aubin, 2013). In addition, Turner and colleagues (1987) show that when people
define themselves as members of certain groups, they behave in accordance with
their group’s norms, values and understandings and embracement of group
membership as well as striving for positive differentiation of in-group from out-
groups sometimes end up with discrimination as an intergroup phenomenon.
Nevertheless, identities can exist in many forms and one particularly interesting way
of orientation with the group is collective narcissism. Similar to individual
narcissism, people who are high in collective narcissism are closed to criticism and
they perceive criticism as a threat to the group to which they belong (Golec de
Zavala, 2016). Furthermore, according to collective narcissistic logic, there is
nothing wrong with the in-group and because they try to preserve their positive
image of the in-group, they can easily harmonize with the formal conception of
history which does not include ethnic, religious, cultural or sexual minorities and
wrongdoings toward these groups.

In the literature, it has been shown that challenges of multiculturalism have not
been embraced properly in history education in many countries, especially the ones
with a longer history of diversity (Bracey, Gove-Humphries, & Jackson, 2011,
Epstein, 2009). As one of the countries with multicultural structure, in Republic of

Turkey, history textbooks are found to include nation-glorifying views of the
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majority’s past without instances of misdeeds toward minorities (Tarman, 2006).
Hence, in terms of national identity and its reflections in daily life, importance
attributed to different understandings of history has a crucial role and this seems
especially relevant to minorities. However, until now, according to Mandic (2017),
there is a lack of research on the relationship between instrumentalization of history
and individual’s understandings and experiences on nationalism. This emphasis is
important to consider due to the fact that both everyday practice of nationalism and
national identities (i.e. collective narcissism) as well as past of the nation affect our
present. Accordingly, the aim of the thesis is to understand social identities and
importance attributed to different understandings of history.

In order to reach the aims, in this chapter, | start with the history and identity
relationship. Second, | focus on the Social Identity Theory, different forms of
identification and as one of these forms, collective narcissism. After the discussion of
social identities, Turkish national identity in its current context is discussed. Finally,

research questions are stated.

1.1. History and Identity

History has a major role in every nation’s creation (Haste, 2004). The
discipline of history helps us to lighten the past, though it can be seen as more than
past but present and guideline for future. Along the same line as a political resource,
history of a nation can be seen as knowledge of past as well as a source for present
behavior (Cetin, 2004). In addition, how people remember the shared history can be
related to how specific groups construct and shape the shared images of past
(Marques, 2006). Therefore, Cetin (2004) defines history making as national
consciousnesses. In the literature, it is mentioned that teaching a group’s shared past
has a crucial role in the creation of national, ethnic and religious identities. On the
other hand, in the process of nation formation, history education has a vital role if the
society has a history with conflict, violence and mistrust among different groups in it
(Korostelina, 2011). As a result of this, history education can be seen as an important
device when shaping national identities as well as intergroup relations. Furthermore,

the basic functions of history education are demonstrated as developing social
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identity, cohesion, and purpose (Seixas, 2000). History representations, in other
words are ‘shared representations of the past’ provide group members to make a
distinction between ‘us’ and ‘them’ as well as ‘how group members relate to other
people’ and the political dynamics for that group (Tavani et al., 2017; Liu, 2005).
History representations have been shown to include two main themes (Trouillot,
1995). One of them shows emphasis on collective triumphs but other theme refers to
silencing in collective wrongdoings. In a similar way, Turkish history textbooks are
found to include nation-glorifying views of the past without instances of misdeeds
(Tarman, 2006).

In the literature, studies find that national group members have an invisible
agreement about issues related to their social identity via informal social
communication (Marques, 2006). As a result of this, when participants are given
historical events which contradict formal history, they try to reconstruct a negative
historical event more compared to positive event, especially when it involves the in-
group than the out-group (Marques, 2006). In a similar vein, another study, which
focuses on the representations of Greek national identities, found that both the
school textbooks and history teachers’ conceptions indicate that the Greek identity is
in danger and in order to deal with this threat, individuals use denial towards
negative events of the national history, in-group glorification, the idea that their
group suffer from injustice, deprivation and discrimination, and finally an
idealization of the past including severe narcissism and the rejection of external
reality resulting from arrogance (Dragonas, 1998). Because of all these connections,
how people see and give importance to historical events is defined as a social
psychological process (Pennebaker, Paez, & Deschamps, 2006).

Nevertheless, as a rich source for national identification, historical
understanding of it is rarely studied in social psychology. Some studies find that
understanding intergroup relations relies on the histories of groups especially in the
post conflict societies (Bikmen, 2013). Likewise, what is remembered or forgotten as
well as embraced is related to current political circumstances (Korostelina, 2011;
Mandic, 2017).

On the other side of the topic, scholars focus on the curriculum part of history
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education. When we look at the research on history education, for example, in
Ukraine, history textbooks, using in the development of Ukrainian national identity,
are grounded on the opposition to Russia as an out-group with a history of conflict
(Korostelina, 2011). Nonetheless, sometimes in the countries with a multicultural
structure, some groups are perceived as out-group and its reflections can be seen as
politics and daily life. Scholars have demonstrated that challenges of
multiculturalism have not been embraced properly in history education in many
countries, though the situation could progress in different direction in countries with
a longer history of diversity (Bracey, Gove-Humphries, & Jackson, 2011; Epstein,
2009). In relation with this view, some researchers state that there is a strong
relationship between ethnic and cultural background of students in multicultural
societies and their understanding of the past as well as the significance of a historical
event (Epstein, 2009; Levstik, 2008). In these circumstances, there are important
questions regarding formation of national identity on the basis of history: ‘What is
history?” and ‘What events should be used as the key to the national
psyche?’(Reicher & Hopkins, 2001; p. 141). According to literature, importance
given a specific historical event is related to current needs and cultures of a group yet
how people remember the past is also dependent on how specific groups construct
and shape this shared images of the past (Marques, 2006; Pennebaker, 2006). Hence,
due to the fact that collective memory constitutes the context of collective identity,
studying social identities by considering groups’ particular histories gains importance
(Bikmen, 2013). In the light of presented works, therefore, one of the purposes of
this study is to find answers to the questions ‘Which events are used as the key to the
Turkish national psyche?’, ‘Are the identities (political, religious and national)
related to historical understanding?’ and ‘Would the form of national identification
(specifically, collective narcissism) predict participants’ historical preferences?’. To
that end, first, what we mean by identity and its different modes or forms are

presented next, in the context of social identity theory.



1.2. Social Identity Theory

Tajfel (1981, p. 255) defines social identity as “that part of an individual’s self-
concept which derives from his knowledge of his membership of a social group (or
groups) together with the value and emotional significance attached to that
membership.” With the introduction of Social Identity Theory (Tajfel& Turner,
1979), social psychology literature has gained a new and broader perspective for the
understanding of intergroup relations which have had crucial effects on the history of
human being. According to Tajfel (1981), being a member of a group acquires its
meaning in relation to other groups because with a relevant out-group, intergroup
comparison enables determining the defining features of in-group identity. Although
this is the one direction that groups are formed as a “common shelter for their
members from outside threats and dangers”, there is another direction that
individuals can face with many groups. These are national and religious ones, which
represent them, they should fit the one as well as define their place in these networks
(Tajfel, 1981).

As one of the social identities, national identity can be defined as a person’s
identity or sense of belonging to a nation (Smith, 1991). Despite this definition,
national identity can be seen as one of the most important identities which perhaps
have shaped the world history. Research on national identification demonstrates that
it includes both ethnic and civic definitions, with the former one predicting negative
attitudes towards other ethnic groups and immigrants (Yogeeswaran, Adelman,
Parker, &Dasgupta, 2014). Whether it is in the form of ethnic or civic, we can
observe even the crucial consequences of national identification in everyday life.

Although in the modern world we have opportunities which provide us to
travel around the world, meet and even work people from varying national identities,
unfortunately, intergroup contact between individuals do not always end in a good
way. To illustrate, national identification has been found the most consistent
predictor of hostile attitudes towards foreigners in several studies (Brown, Vivian, &
Hewtone, 1999; Pettigrew, 1997). In a study on attitudes towards undocumented

Latino immigrants, researchers have found that mean as well as high levels of group
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narcissism and national in-group identification (as an American) predict more
negative attitudes toward immigrants (Lyons, Coursey, & Kenworthy, 2013).
Moreover, in another study, it is shown that when participants are strongly identified
as Flemish, their attitude towards Moroccans living in Belgium tend to be more
negative (Meeus, Duriez, Vanbeselaere, & Boen, 2010).

On the other hand, in spite of the fact that in-group identification tend to
predict negative attitudes towards minorities or foreigners, some studies investigate
that negative attitudes towards other groups or out-group derogation is not only
caused by strong identification with the in-group but also mediated by other
variables, containing threat to national and in-group definitions and how they define
nation (Meeus, Duriez, Vanbeselaere, & Boen, 2010; Pehrson, Brown, & Zagefka,
2009); others find that relationship between national identification and intergroup
attitudes are mediated by psychological ownership of the country among majority
and minority group members (Brylka, Médhonen, &Jasinskaja-Lahti, 2015). In the
same manner, it is found that a strong identification with the in-group may not be
sufficient to create strong negative attitudes toward the out-group (Brewer,
1999).0ther factors such as sense of “moral superiority” as well as “perceived threat”
by the out-group, can help justifying hate and disapproval toward the out-groups and
can lead to hostility (Brewer, 1999).

Notwithstanding the contribution of research on the national identification
practices, according to Skey (2011), “Social sciences lack a coherent analytical
framework for making sense of these experienced, embodied and imagined practices
of everyday life” (p.9). He claims that because nation is mindlessly embedded to
daily basis, understanding taken-for-granted parts of it gains importance. From the
literature, we know that daily reflections of national identities, for instance prejudice
and out-group rejection, have shown in several studies (Mummendey, Klink, &
Brown, 2001; Pehrson, Vignoles, & Brown, 2009). On the other hand, due to the fact
that the affects, thoughts, and behaviors related to national identification are
complex, members with feelings of strong attachment and pride towards their
national in-group do not have to develop more negative inter-group attitudes

(Reicher & Hopkins, 2001).As a result of the need to understand the underlying
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mechanisms behind identification, research on this area has contributed to the study

of different modes of identification.
1.3. Forms of Identification

Social identity can be seen as “social glue” which holds its members together
in accordance with the group’s collective continuity (van Vugt& Hart, 2004). With
the introduction of Tajfel and Turner’s Social Identity Theory (1981), social
psychological research has gained a new insight. In understanding intergroup
relations, prejudice towards out-groups as well as explanation of in-group solidarity,
social identity has been revealed to have a crucial role (Bikmen, 2013). However, for
a deeper understanding of social identification, researchers have studied different
dimensions of social identity. Some studies examine the different forms of social
identification can take; such as autonomous, which is the group members’ evaluation
of their standing according to group norms and values, and comparative, reflecting
the social comparison between one’s group and others (Tyler & Blader, 2002).
Others point out that in-group identification has a structure with multiple components
which are individual self-stereotyping, in-group homogeneity, satisfaction, and
solidarity with the in-group and finally centrality of the in-group in a member’s life
(Leach et al., 2008).

In addition, Roccas, Klar, and Liviatan (2006) find that national identification
can take two forms: in-group glorification and attachment to the in-group. In the
literature, while attachment to the in-group is found positively related to group based
guilt for past wrongdoings, in-group glorification is found negatively associated with
group based guilt yet positively related to the thoughts regarding justification of the
in-group's past infractions (Figueiredo, Valentim, & Doosje, 2011; Roccas, Klar, &
Liviatan, 2006). As one of the modes of national identification, in-group glorification
can be defined as seeing the in-group superior to other groups and being respectful
for the defining symbols of this group such as national flag, leaders, and norms of the
group. Because of these features, Roccas and colleagues (2006) suggest that what
former researchers have called pseudo-patriotism (Adorno et al., 1950), vertical

collectivism (Triandis & Gelfand, 1998), and blind patriotism (Staub, 1997), show
8



one mode of group identification: glorification. On the other hand, in a similar vein,
genuine patriotism (Adorno et al., 1950), conventional patriotism (Staub, 1997) and
horizontal collectivism (Triandis&Gelfand, 1998) reflect another mode of group
identification: attachment which can be seen as strong identification with the in-
group in an emotionally and contributively. In a similar vein, collective narcissism,
which is defined as an individual’s unrealistic belief about the exaggerated greatness
of an in-group can be classified with former theories such as glorification, blind
patriotism and vertical collectivism (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, &

Jayawickreme, 2009).

1.4. Collective Narcissism

Narcissism which can be defined as exaggerated beliefs in a person’s own
superiority has been one of the important topics in psychology for a long time
(Morf&Rhodewalt, 2001).Until recently research on narcissism has focused on the
individual form of it. However, Golec de Zavala (2011) has introduced the term
collective narcissism which is different and independent from individual narcissism.
Contrary to in-group identification and in-group love, according to Golec de Zavala
and colleagues (2013, p.17), “Political psychologists have been among the first to
mention that not all forms of in-group love are associated with out-group hate.” They
differentiate between more and less aggressive forms of positive national feelings.
Although both forms coincide in positive evaluation of one’s nation, they do
different estimations for attitudes toward national out-groups. Positive identification
with the in-group consolidates promotion of in-group interests (Russell &Russell,
2010), whereas the in-group glorification as collective narcissism can be more proper
in the explanation of out-group discrimination and the justification of out-group
suffering (Brewer, 1999; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, &Bilewicz, 2013).

In the literature, collective narcissism is defined as an individual’s unrealistic
belief about the exaggerated greatness of an in-group (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka,
Eidelson, & Jayawickreme, 2009). Although this in-group can be a religious group
as well as a national one, studies on collective narcissism focus more on national

groups which can be seen as one of the important sources of pride and glory.
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According to Ozkirimli (2013), one of the defining features of official nationalism is
a concern for “survival”, which leads the path to conspiracy theories and gives the
message that there are enemies both within and without. Along the same line,
collective narcissism is found highest among people who keep their national in-group
in positive regard though think that other people outside the nation do not share this
positive view of the in-group (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, &
Jayawickreme, 2009). Furthermore, some studies investigate that collective
narcissism is positively correlated with the various forms of positive in-group regard
such as high collective self esteem, in-group identification, and strong ties with in-
group to the self; others show that collective narcissism is positively related with
conspiracy beliefs and threat from out-group. (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-
Golec, 2013). Collective narcissism as distinct from other forms of in-group
glorification indicates feeling of insecurity and sensitivity to in-group threat (Golec
de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-Golec, 2013). Therefore, because of these domains,
Golec de Zavala and colleagues (2016) describe the collective narcissism as a
“defensive form of in-group positivity”. They find that not all forms of in-group
identification and positivity but collective narcissism predicts direct, indirect as well
as retaliatory intergroup hostility, collective schadenfreude, and hostile actions
towards both the out-group and people from in-group whom they think as threatening
for their in-group. Results of five studies reveal that collective narcissists in Turkey
show collective schadenfreude toward the European economic crisis because of the
feeling of humiliation caused by waiting to be admitted to the European Union
(Golec de Zavala, Peker, Guerra, & Baran, 2016) In Portugal, after they perceive that
Germany is in a better position in the European Union than Portugal, they display
antagonistic attitudes towards Germans and enjoy the German economic crisis.
Collective narcissists in Poland exhibit hostile actions towards both the makers of the
movie about pogroms perpetrated by Poles on their Jewish neighbors and a celebrity
who makes jokes about Polish government. Furthermore, they state that according to
collective narcissistic logic, the in-group is seen as a perfect as if there is nothing
wrong with it. Therefore, collective narcissistic people perceive even a little criticism

as a threat which is directed to in-group’s “perfect image” and if this out-group
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represents a shared history of competition or mutual grievances with their in-group,
people who are high on collective narcissism show negative attitudes toward them
(Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013). Because of the history and identity
relationship, in the light of presented works, how we define themselves in terms of
identities (national, political, and religious) today is expected to predict our
understanding of the past, especially in the countries with a history of conflict. In a
similar vein, Republic of Turkey has a history with conflicts between majority and
minority groups. Despite the controversial situation in this multicultural country,
collective narcissism has been never studied in terms of historical understandings of

people.
1.5. Turkish National Identity

Turkey is a multicultural country which includes various ethnic and religious
groups in it. Nevertheless, in this multicultural diversity with Kurds, Armenians and
Alevis, the majority of people has a national identity as ‘Turk’ and religious identity
as ‘Sunni’. In the literature, it is stated that in multicultural societies, minority groups
can face with two issues. One of them is the maintenance of minority groups’
cultures and the other one is the adaptation to dominant culture (Berry, 2005).
However, for the solution of these issues, both majorities’ tolerance as well as
minorities’ willingness play crucial role.

Notwithstanding its multicultural roots, Republic of Turkey also has a history
of conflicts between ethnic and religious groups, namely majority Sunni Turks and
minorities of Kurds, Armenians / Jews / Greeks (non-Muslims) and Alevis. Yet
Turkey’s national identity politics are established in “granting minority rights rather
than recognizing the different identity of a minority” (Oran, 2014, p. 26). Therefore,
we can say that the majority and the state have been rather reluctant to show
tolerance for this diversity. Oran (2014) states “Turkey assumes that, in terms of the
concept of nation, oneness and unity are the same” while oneness gradually destroys
the unity. Therefore, it can be said that the dynamics between varying identities are
affected by the politics of national identity in Turkey. The 1924 Constitution

describes being ‘Turkish’ as “The people of Turkey regardless of their religion and
11



race would, in terms of citizenship, be called Turkish”. Unfortunately, the daily
reflections of citizenship and national identity in Turkey have been quite different
from this civic definition (Cagaptay, 2006; Kiris¢i, 2000; Yegen, 2004).

Previous research shows that in Turkey, people encounter discrimination
because of their ethnicity and religious attitudes in universities (Toker Gokge, 2013)
as well as in their workplace and in everyday practice (Cagaptay, 2006). Due to the
fact that national identities are shaped in terms of ‘being Turk and Sunni’, materials
in formal history education correspond to representations of history and national
identity authorized by the nation-state. (Goalwin, 2017; Kurtis, Soylu, & Adams,
under review). In addition, history education in Turkey, which is an important tool
for the transmission of collective memory and national identity, (Apple, 1989;
Werstch, 2002) is managed “under the influence of centralist tendencies” (Uygun,
2008) and limits the alternative tools while promoting “state-sponsored denial and
silencing of past atrocities” (Kurtis, Soylu, & Adams, under review). Because how
the groups’ picture their history is related to indicator of group identities (Bikmen,
2013), within this multicultural context with a history of conflicts, national identity
studies have crucial roles in the understanding of intergroup relations and minority as

well as majority behaviors.

1.6. The Present Study

Based on the literature, the present study examines the relationship between
people’s preference for different historical representation and the two forms of
national identity in Turkey. In other words, the importance attributed to different
representations of history and different forms social identities people possess
(strength of national identity and collective narcissism) are thought to be related.
More specifically, as one form of identification, collective narcissism is expected to
predict history understanding which corresponds to glorification of the majority’s
past but excluding alternative critical histories regarding minorities. On the contrary,
positive attitudes toward multiculturalism are expected to have a role in the
preference for a representation of alternative history that is more inclusive of the

minorities. As a secondary aim, the study also develops a scale that measures the
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different forms of historical representations by utilizing a variety of historical events
that people prefer to include (or exclude) in the curriculum for history education.

More specifically, the hypotheses of this thesis are:

Hypothesis 1: There will be multiple versions of historical understanding.

Hypothesis 2: Collective narcissistic tendencies, strong identification with
Turks and opposing multiculturalism would positively predict preference for
mainstream (state-taught) history.

Hypothesis 3: Non- narcissistic attitudes, weaker identification with Turks and
support for multiculturalism would positively predict preference for alternative
(critical) versions of historical events.

In the literature, studies show that information about a shared past is one of the
components of feeling togetherness with the national group (Virta, 2016) because
social identity acquires its meaning from collective memory (Lazslo, 2014).
Although a nation’s history is made by the majority group in the country, the
findings indicate that if the minority’s history representations contradict with the
majority, this would likely induce more hostile relationship between national and
ethnic identity of minorities (Liu and Hilton, 2005). Hence, the present study, firstly,
aims to understand the relationship between history and identity. By doing so, this
thesis purposes to bring a new perspective on national identity studies. Mainly, this
study can contribute to national identity literature in the examination of history
understanding by questioning how people construct their past based on their present

national identities.
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CHAPTER 2

STUDY I (PILOT STUDY)

In order to construct a scale regarding the important historical events of
Republic of Turkey, a pilot study was conducted. This study included two steps: the
selection of historical events from former studies (Kurtis, Soylu, & Adams, under
review) and opinions of academicians in the field about these events in terms of their

importance and relevance in understanding of today’s Turkey.
2.1. Method
2.1.1. Participants

The data was collected through online survey. Ten academics from the political
science, history and sociology departments of Ankara University, Hacettepe
University and Middle East Technical University evaluated historical events of the

Republic of Turkey.
2.1.2 Procedure and Materials

As a first step, most written items from Kurtis and colleagues’ (under review)
study, which participants wrote the most important and relevant events about history
of Turkey, were chosen. The items which correspond to the formal history as well as
informal ones were selected.

To be able to conduct study, an approval from Middle East Technical
University (METU) Human Subjects Ethics Committee (HSEC) was obtained. After
the approval, an online survey was prepared on Qualtrics. The link to the online
survey was shared via e-mail. Participants were given full and correct information

about the aims of the study, i.e., to determine important and relevant events of
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Republic of Turkey. The academics then chose the items with the instruction:
“Please choose —from the list below- what you consider important and relevant to
understand today's Turkey.” and finally they were asked to write if there are any
other important historical events they want to include in this list and also if there are
any historical events they think that should be excluded from the list.

2.2. Results

Results of the pilot study indicated that in line with the experts’ suggestions,
none of the events were excluded, however, some of them were changed and some
others were added to the list. For instance, the event of ‘Syrian war’ was switched to
‘Syrian refugees’ because experts from political science department suggest that not
the war but as a consequence, refugees are important to consider due to the effects of
daily life and politics in Turkey. In addition, an academic from sociology department
recommended that events regarding women rights are deficient both in the list and
history writing which is seen as “his-story” in feminist literature. Hence, in order to
fill this gap in the questionnaire, one of the important dates of history of the republic
of Turkey, ‘women’s suffrage’ was added to the list. All in all, lecturers did not
exclude any events from the questionnaire, but they switched the labels or added
more.

The final list included 65 historical events tapping the curriculum, minority
related events and other important topics of history of Turkey. Sample items include
Ottoman Empire, Battle of Malazgirt, War of Independence as well as the
assassination of Hrant Dink, Soma Mine Disaster and MIT articulated lorries all
pointing to the very recent past of Republic of Turkey. The list of the items may be
found in Table 1, at page 21.
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CHAPTER 3

STUDY Il (MAIN STUDY)

After the scale development for important historical events of Republic of
Turkey, the main study was conducted. This study was designed to construct the

history representations scale and to test the main hypotheses.

3.1. Method

3.1.1. Sample

Participants were 514 young adults who were recruited via convenience
sampling from Middle East Technical University, Kirtkkale University and through
social media. After the data cleaning, only the participants who considered
themselves as Turkish were selected for further analysis (since they were required
to complete the Turkish identity scales). The final sample contained 340
participants (M= 35% and F = 65%), with a mean age of 22.09 (SD = 4.57).Most of
the participants (n = 278, 81%) reported that they spent most of their lives in cities.
Finally, average monthly household income was 4,237.01 Turkish liras (SD =
2837.463) with a range from 500 to 20.000 Turkish liras.

3.1.2. Procedure

Upon the Middle East Technical University Ethics Committee approval,
participants were recruited through convenience and snowball techniques.
After the participants enrolled the study, they were directed to Qualtrics page
that hosted the survey. The survey was conducted in Turkish. Upon entering
the research website, the participants were presented with an informed
consent form. After reading the details of the study and consenting to
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participate by checking a box, they were directed to the questionnaire pages.
If they decided not to participate, or did not consent, they exited the survey
and their data were excluded. All participation was voluntary and participants
were not offered any monetary compensation for their time.

After they started the survey, first of all participants filled out the
demographics form which included the questions about their age, socio-
economic status etc. Furthermore, when they came to Choice of History
Questionnaire, they were given the instruction: “Suppose that the curriculum
of the high school (grades 9-12) history course is to be renewed. Towards this
end, a new history book will be written and used. Furthermore, assume that
when the curriculum is being determined, you are consulted and you are
asked to select the important and relevant topics that will help people to
understand today's Turkey. Below, there are the various events related to the
history of Turkey. Please rate what you consider important and relevant to
understand today's Turkey on the scales provided.” with 65 historical events
from the history of Republic of Turkey. Later, they were asked whether they
define themselves as Turk. If the answer was no, the study ended. If they
answered as yes, they were directed to In-group Identification Scale (Leach et
al., 2008) which consists of 10 items and Collective Narcissism Scale (Golec
de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, & Jayawickreme, 2009) including 9 items. As
a final step, participants were given the Multicultural Ideology Scale (Berry &
Kalin, 1995). The details of the scales are given below in the Materials
section. After the participants completed the questionnaire, at the end of the
study, the debriefing form was presented and they were thanked for their

participation.
3.2. Materials

3.2.1. Demographic Questions: Participants were asked about their age,
gender, the city they spent their lives, educational level, income as well as
whether they belong to any religion, importance of their religious beliefs, the

extent to which they define themselves as conservative, and their political
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orientations. Participants evaluated the question regarding their political
orientation on an 11-point Likert Scale, higher scores showing right wing
political orientation (1= left wing, 6= neutral and 11= right wing). Similarly,
questions about religiousness (In your opinion, how much does your belief in
religion affect your daily life?) and conservatism (How conservative you find
yourself?) were asked to rate on 11-point Likert Scales, 0 as never and 10 as
pretty much. For the hierarchical regression analysis, questions regarding
religiousness and conservativeness were formed into a single measure (r =.79,
p <.01) and composite score was calculated and this was used as a control

variable.

3.2.2. Choice of History Scale: This scale was developed by the researcher in
order to assess people’s evaluation of the events from the history of Turkey
and what they deemed important and relevant. The scale included 65
historical events from the formal history education curriculum, minority
related and other important events from the history of Republic of Turkey.
These events included past events such as the Ottoman Empire, conquest of
Istanbul, War of Independence, 1980 coup d’état as well as much more recent
items such as assassination of Hrant Dink, Soma Mine Disaster and MIT
articulated lorries. Participants were asked to “rate the importance of the
historical events that they see as important and relevant to understand today’s
Turkey”. Participants evaluated the events on slider, from 0 as ‘not important
and relevant’ to100 as ‘very important and relevant’ in terms of their place in
the history of Turkey. The participants were also given an open-ended
question to add their own events or indicate the ones that they would
definitely remove out of the curriculum.

The scale revealed to have three factors (instead of the expected two):
choice of recent (critical/alternative) history, history of the republic and
glorified (distant) past.The whole scale was completed by 274 participants out
of 340. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure was satisfying (KMO =.94) and
Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity statistic was also significant (y2 (2080) =

18



16647.95, p <.001). The analysis pointed out to a model with three factors
(see Table 1).

The first factor, “preference of recent (alternative) history” included 33
events that referred to the late history of Republic of Turkey. The factor
loadings of the items ranged from .45 to .89. The factor had an eigenvalue of
25.11 and explained 38.6 % of total variance. The internal reliability of the
scale was satisfactory (a =.97). Some of the examples of this factor were
“November 2015 Parliamentary Election”, “Roboski Incident” and “Gezi Park
Protests”.

The second factor, “preference of the history of the republic” contained
26 historical events which were related to War of Independence and Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk. This factor had an eigenvalue of 7.60 and accounted for 11.69
% of total variance. The scale was internally reliable (o = .96). Some of the
items that were preferred in this factor were “proclamation of the republic”,
“adoption of civil law” and “1938 Dersim Rebellion”.

The third factor, “preference of the glorified past” included 6 items. The
events of this factor covered the pre-republic period and had the lowest
eigenvalue. The eigenvalue of this factor was 3.30, explaining 5.07 % of total
variance. The scale was found to be reliable (o = .88). Some of the examples
of this factor included “the Crusades”, “the conquest of Istanbul”, and “the
Ottoman Empire”.

In constructing the scales, the six items with the highest factor loadings
for each dimension were selected. This was done in order to make all the three
scales with an equal number of items. Composite measures for the subscales
were constructed by the mean ratings of these 6 items. The scales were found
to be internally reliable with Cronbach’s a = .92, .90 and .88, respectively for

preferences of recent history, history of the republic and glorified past.

3.2.3. Collective Narcissism Scale: Collective Narcissism Scale was developed by
Golec de Zavala and colleagues (2009) in order to assess people’s exaggerated

beliefs about their in-group’s greatness. The scale consists 9 items and participants
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evaluate the items on a 7-point Likert Scale, from 1 ‘strongly disagree’to7 ‘strongly
agree’. Example items are "The world would have been a better place if my group
had a larger say it." and "It does not make me feel sad when people do not take
notice of my group’s success." (Reverse item).The Turkish adaptation of Collective
Narcissism Scale (o = .82) was used to measure Turkish national collective
narcissism (Golec de Zavala et al., 2016).

The principal component analysis was performed using direct oblimin
rotation method. First of all, all items loaded on a single factor, except the seventh
one.
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Table 1
Factor loadings and communalities based on a principal components analysis with
promax rotation for Choice of History Scale (N=274)

Recent History of  Glorified Communalities

History the History
Republic

1 Kasim 2015 Genel Secimi .887 .851
Giilen Cemaati .862 -.349 71
MIT tirlar1 haberleri .853 821
Coziim siireci .850 765
17-25 Aralik .840 167
7 Haziran 2015 Genel Secimi .838 .848
Ergenekon davast .826 .825
AK Partinin iktidara gelmesi 822 -.337 713
28 Subat siireci .812 .812
Balyoz davasi .808 817
Roboski olay1 .806 .7188
Tahir El¢i’nin 6ldirilmesi 7192 q71
HDP'li milletvekillerin .648

174
tutuklanmasi
Suriyeli siginmacilar .750 .635
Hrant Dink'in 6ldiiriilmesi .738 739
DEP'li Milletvekillerinin 814

723
tutuklanmasi
Surug, Ankara, Diyarbakir 762

721
patlamalari
Susurluk olay1 .668 7193
15 Temmuz darbe girisimi .665 405 .683
PKK'nin Kurulusu .653 134
90'lardaki faili meghuller .646 791
Pippa Bacca 626 .629
Gezi Parki olaylari 620 .813
Soma, Ermenek maden .746

. 619

facialari
1980 Darbesi 617 792
ODTU olaylar1 (2010-2013) .608 .703
Maras ve Corum olaylar1 587 47
Muhsm Yazicioglu’nun 586 350 127
Olimii
1993 Madimak olay1 538 .349 .835
68 0grenci hareketi 528 393 877
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Table 1 (cont’d).
Factor loadings and communalities based on a principal components analysis with
promax rotation for Choice of History Scale (N=274)

Dem% Ge;mls, S{usngslan 486 340 -305 167
ve Hiiseyin Inan’1in idami
1960 Darbesi 469 419 818
12 Mart 1971 muhtirasi 453 439 .880
Lozan Antlagmasi 822 .802
TBMM'nin agilmasi .7185 .820
Erzurum Kongresi 182 824
Atatiirk inkilaplar1 149 JA17
Sakarya Muharebesi 736 791
Cumbhuriyetin ilan 135 152
Saltanatin kaldirilmasi 128 137
Medeni Kanunun kabulii 713 142
Kurtulus Savasi .709 q47
Menemen olay1 .681 .804
Sevr Antlagsmasi 679 .738
Kadinlara se¢me ve se¢ilme .685
! . .653
hakkininverilmesi
Canakkale Savasi .650 402 .750
Seyh Saidisyani .641 822
Tek parti donemi .638 801
Atatiirk’tin 6limii 617 .652
31 Mart ayaklanmas1 553 7120
Kibris Baris Harekati 553 J71
Cok partili sisteme gecis 550 .7136
1938 Dersim isyani 339 539 .758
Mesrutiyetin ilan1 .538 389 146
1915 Sarikamis olay1 529 350 761
II. Diinya Savas1 .528 .631
[.Diinya Savas1 .506 359 673
6/7 Eyliil olaylar1 392 497 .803
Ermeni meselesi 427 712
Osmanli Devleti 72 135
Malazgirt Savasi 741 72
Islamiyet’e gecis 719 .673
Istanbul’un fethi 312 672 723
Hagli seferleri 627 .684
Hun imparatorlugu 547 .606
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Different from the former studies, the reverse item formed a separate factor with an
eigenvalue of 1.13. After this item was excluded, another analysis was conducted
employing direct oblimin rotation and the results revealed that Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin
measure (KMO = .86) and Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity statistic gave significant
results (%2 (28) = 582.70, p < .001). All items loaded on a single factor with an
eigenvalue of .72 and explained 58.9 % of the total variance. The final scale included

8items and was found reliable (o = .89).

3.2.4. Turkish Identification Scale: In-group Identification Scale was developed by
Leach and colleagues (2008) in order to assess psychological constructs of
identification with the in-group. The scale has five components, which are individual
self-stereotyping, in-group homogeneity (group-level self- definition dimension),
solidarity, satisfaction, and centrality (group-level self-investment dimension). For
this study, the Turkish version of group level self-investment subscale (Balaban,
2013) was used with 10 items such as “I feel a bond with Turks”, “It is pleasant to be
Turkish” and “I have a lot in common with the average Turk” (Cronbach’s alpha =
.95). Participants evaluated the items on a 7-point Likert Scale, 1 as ‘strongly
disagree’ and 7 as ‘strongly agree’ and higher scores indicated stronger in-group self-
investment, hence identification with Turks.

The whole scale was completed by 336 out of 340 participants and the Kaiser-
Meyer-Olkin measure was satisfying (KMO = .93). In addition, Bartlett’s Test of
Sphericity statistic was also significant (y2 (45) = 3828.9, p <.001), showing that the
correlations between the items were sufficient to run the analysis. All the items
loaded on a single factor, self-investment, with an eigenvalue of 7.27 and explaining

72.7% of the total variance. The scale was found to be internally reliable (o = .96).

3.2.5. Multicultural Ideology Scale: Multicultural Ideology Scale was used to
assess participants’ attitudes toward multiculturalism (Berry and Kalin, 1995). The
scale is composed of 10 items, half of which are reversed. In this study, participants
evaluated the items on a 7-point Likert Scale, from 1 =“strongly disagree”to7 =
“strongly agree”. Higher scores indicated positive attitudes toward multiculturalism.

Two example items are*“A society that has a variety of ethnic and cultural groups is
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more able to tackle new problems as they occur.” and “If people of different ethnic
and cultural origins want to keep their own culture, they should keep it to
themselves.”(Reverse item). The Turkish version of the scale was adapted by
Balaban (2013) and it was found to be reliable (Cronbach’s alpha =.91).

The scale was completed by 330 out of 340 participants. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin
measure (KMO = .80) was sufficient and Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity statistic was
also significant (y2 (45) = 1265.26, p < .001). The analysis revealed a two-factor
solution with a total explained variance of 56.9 %, which was the same as the
adaptation study. First factor, “opposing multiculturalism” included five items with
an eigenvalue of 3.91 and accounted for 39.13 % of the total variance. The remaining
five items constituted a second factor which is “support for multiculturalism” and
had an eigenvalue of 1.78 explaining 17.8 % of total variance. Both opposing and
support for multiculturalism subscales were found reliable (a = .83 and .78,

respectively).
3.3. Results

Before the statistical analyses, the major variables are examined via SPSS for
the missing data and outliers. Initial data contained 514 participants. However, with
the data cleaning, this number reduced (N = 415). For the data analyses, only the
participants who considered themselves as Turkish were included and as a result, the
final sample included 340 participants. The considering oneself-as-Turkish question
was asked toward the middle of the survey. Thus, the participants that dropped out

from the initial scales were automatically excluded in a listwise fashion.

3.3.1. Descriptive Statistics

The sample consisted of 221 women and 119 men. Almost the all of the
participants were undergraduates (92.9%), 22 (6.5%) were either master’s or doctoral
students while only two of them (0.6%) were high school graduates. Most of the
participants (74.7%) reported that they belong to a religion, while the remaining 86

participants said they do not. Furthermore, when participants are asked to indicate
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“how much their belief in religion affect their daily life” mean score for this question
is 5.26 (SD = 3.31) and for the conservativeness, mean score is 4.76 (SD = 3.17).
Finally, mean score of participants in the question regarding political orientation is
5.05 (SD = 3.10). The correlation between the study variables, Cronbach alpha,
means and standard deviations and the sample size for each scale is provided in
Table 2.
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Table 2

Bivariate Correlations of Study Variables

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. Political view 1
2. Turkish identification 399" 1
3. Collective narcissism 367 6137 1
4. Opposing multiculturalism 326" 4817 6377 1
5. Multiculturalism support -1617 -.094 2047 -3527 1
6. Glorified past 3147 3797 1727 139" .055 1
7. History of republic -.099 .076 -.049 -.055 .057 3787 1
8. Recent history -.005 .001 -.039 -125" 1527 3147 385" 1
9. Conservatism 6137 4757 3427 299”7 -.019 3607 -.053 -.049 1
M  5.05 491 4.02 3.43 5.24 61.7 84.6 66.4 5.01
SD  3.10 1.52 1.38 1.42 1.07 21.5 17.5 24.7 3.06
n 340 340 339 333 333 340 338 339 340
a - 96 .89 83 78 .88 96 97 .88

Note. Higher scores on Turkish identification, collective narcissism, opposing multiculturalism, multiculturalism support, conservatism as
well as history preferences indicate higher endorsement of respective constructs. Higher scores of political view show preference for right
wing.

**p<.01, *p<.05



3.3.2. Main Analyses

Prior to performing a hierarchical multiple regression analysis, the relevant
assumptions were tested. The assumption of singularity was met, as the independent
variables (Turkish identification, collective narcissism and multiculturalism) were
not a combination of other independent variables. In addition, residual and scatter
plots revealed the assumptions of normality as well as linearity and homoscedasticity
were satisfied (Pallant, 2001). As a result, a three stage hierarchical multiple
regression was employed with each of the historical events choices (recent history,
history of republic and glorified past) serving as the dependent variable in three
separate analyses. Political view and conservatism were entered at stage one of the
regression to control for political and religious identities. Both collective narcissism
and in-group identification variables regarding Turkish national identity were entered
at stage two, and finally multicultural ideology was entered at stage three.

The hierarchical multiple regression with preference for glorified past as the
criterion variable revealed that only the first two steps were significant (see Table 3).
In model 1, political view and conservatism contributed significantly to the model, F
(2, 329) = 27.38, p < .001 and accounted for 14.3% of the variation in preferences for
glorified past themes. The analysis showed that both right wing political orientation
(6 =.281, p <.001) and conservatism (8 = .132, p < .05) predicted the preference for
glorified past. Furthermore, introducing the national identity variables explained an
additional 5.6% of variation in the history choices and this change in R? was
significant, F (4, 327) = 20.22, p < .001. Therefore, model 2 indicated that when
conservatism and political orientation were controlled, people who have a strong
Turkish identification (5 = .317, p <.001) but have lower scores on collective
narcissism about being Turk (8 =-.129, p <.05) were prone to select historical
events of glorifying the distant past (before the republic). Finally, multiculturalism
variables were added into equation, the variation coming from this variable was 0.7%
and change in R? was not significant, F (6, 325) = 13.99, p = .24. All in all, the
results of Model 3 indicated that when two modes of multiculturalism added into

equation, neither opposing view nor support for multiculturalism predicted people’s
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choices on historical events. On the other hand, political view (left or right wing),
religiousness as a result conservatism and strong Turkish identification were the
strongest predictors of preferences for the glorified past which can be defined as pre-

republican and Islam related glories of the Turkish history.
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Table 3

Summary of Hierarchical Regression Analysis for Variables Predicting Preference for Glorified Past

Variables

Conservatism

Political view

Turkish identification
Collective narcissism
Opposing multiculturalism
Support for multiculturalism
RZ

F for change in R®

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B SEB B B SEB B B SEB B
1.96 0.45 0.28** 1.30 0.47 0.19** 1.20 0.47 0.17*
0.93 0.45 0.13* 0.81 0.45 0.12 0.93 0.46 0.13*
4.33 0.92 0.32** 4.30 0.92 0.31**
-2.01 0.99 -0.13* -1.70 1.12 -0.11
-0.06 1.05 -0.004
1.72 1.08 0.09
0.14 0.19 0.21
27.39** 11.34** 1.42

**p < 01, *p < .05



The second hierarchical multiple regression was performed with history of the
republic serving as the criterion variables and the predictor variables were entered in
the same ways as the former analyses, at stage one, contributions of political view
and conservatism were not significant, F (2, 328) = 1.51, p =.221 with an R? of .009
(see Table 4). Entering the national identity variables explained an additional 2.7% of
variation in the history choices and this change in R? was significant, F (4, 326) =
3.07, p =.01. In model 2, when conservatism and political view were controlled,
only the strength of Turkish identification (and not collective narcissism) predicted
the preference for history of the republic (8 = .222, p =.003). Finally,
multiculturalism variables were added into equation, however, the variation coming
from this step was 0.2%, and the change in R? was non-significant, F (6, 324) = 2.16,
p =.68. These results reveal that among the predictors, neither political orientations,
nor multiculturalism had significant effect in predicting preference for the history of
republic events. Nevertheless, Turkish identification was the sole significant
predictor of preference for the history regarding events related to Mustafa Kemal
Atatlirk and the proclamation of the Turkish Republic.
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Table 4

Summary of Hierarchical Regression Analysis for Variables Predicting Preference for History of the Republic

Variables

Conservatism

Political view

Turkish identification
Collective narcissism
Opposing multiculturalism
Support for multiculturalism
RZ

F for change in R®

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B SE B B B SE B B B SEB B
0.06 0.40 0.10 -0.28 0.42 -0.05 -0.31 0.42 -0.05
-0.58 0.40 -0.10 -0.60 0.40 -0.11 -0.55 0.41 -0.09
2.50 0.82 0.22** 2.54 0.83 0.23**

-1.61 0.86 -0.13 -1.26 1.01 -0.09
-0.53 0.95 -0.04
0.46 0.97 0.03

0.01 0.04 0.04

1.52 4.60* 0.38*

**p < 01, *p < .05



As the last hierarchical multiple regression, recent history was the criterion
variable with the same predictors entered in the same fashion with the previous
models (see Table 5). First of all, at step one, political view and conservatism did
not explain a sufficient variance in explaining the preference for recent history, F
(2, 328) = .53, p = .58, R?=.003. Furthermore, the national identity variables
(Turkish identification and collective narcissism) were entered into equation and
this second model was also not significant, F (4, 326) = .50, p = .74, R? = .006.
Finally, when other variables were controlled, opposing and support for
multiculturalism variables were added into equation, and the variation coming from
multiculturalism variable was 3% and change in R? was significant, F (6, 324) =
2.01, p =.007. In model 3, positive attitudes toward multiculturalism predicts
preference for recent historical themes (# =.131, p = .027). In the end, whole model
showed that choices on recent history including late history of the Turkish Republic
was not predicted by the variables related to identity (political, religious and

national) but support for multiculturalism.
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Table 5

Summary of Hierarchical Regression Analysis for Variables Predicting Preference for Recent History

Variables

Conservatism

Political view

Turkish identification
Collective narcissism
Opposing multiculturalism
Support for multiculturalism
RZ

F for change in R®

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B SE B B B SE B B B SEB B
-0.55 0.56 -0.07 -0.58 0.59 -0.07 -0.75 0.59 -0.09
0.20 0.56 0.03 0.27 0.57 0.03 0.56 0.57 0.07
0.74 1.17 0.05 0.92 1.17 0.06
-1.20 1.26 -0.07 0.34 1.42 0.02
-1.99 1.33 -0.11
3.02 1.36 0.13*
0.003 0.006 0.04
0.54 0.46 4.99**

**p < 01, *p < .05



CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION

The evidence for the relationship between history and national identity comes
from the studies that show the importance of history in the creation of national
identities as well as directing inter-group relations. In the literature, research on
history reveals that denial of history including wrongdoings toward minorities by the
state documented in sources outside the national curriculum was found to relate with
less support for policies regarding minority rights and greater endorsement of ethno-
cultural constructions of identity (Kurtis, Adams, & Soylu, under review).
Furthermore, other studies on history and identity emphasize that shared
representations of the past guide when group members need to make a distinction
between “us” and “others” (Liu, 2005). Hence, the aim of the current study was to
investigate if historical understanding or preference for certain themes in history is
related to forms of national identification and attitudes toward multiculturalism in
Turkish young adults. For this purpose, historical understanding was measured
through preferences on the events of the Republic of Turkey. National identification
was measured by Turkish Identification (Balaban, 2013; Leach et al., 2008) and
Collective Narcissism Scale (Golec de Zavala, Peker, Guerra, & Baran, 2016)
whereas multiculturalism with Multicultural Ideology Scale (Balaban, 2013; Berry &
Kalin, 1995).

The current study was formed on three research questions. One of them was
about importance attributed to different versions of history. Therefore, the hypothesis
was that there will be multiple types of historical understanding, i.e., formal,
alternative and so on. The findings indicated a model with three types: glorified
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history, history of republic and recent history. In other words, what former research
called alternative (critical) history (Virta, 2016), showed itself in the historical
understanding reflecting recent history. Nevertheless, events related to formal history
was divided into two categories as glorified past which are pre-republic but Ottoman
Empire and Islam related events and themes and history of the republic reflecting the
events about Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk and the proclamation of the Turkish republic. In
the light of this information, it can be concluded that people have distinct views on
the past. They see the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic eras as different
parts of the Turkish history, though in the curriculum they are taught as a part of
history of the Turkey. Nevertheless, the results are not unexpected due to the fact that
with the proclamation of the republic, for Turkish people, the new era has begun with
its new institutions, norms and rules.

The second question regarded the relationship between national identification
(collective narcissism and identification with Turks) as well as attitudes toward
multiculturalism and mainstream history preferences. The results revealed that
glorifying historical understanding and history of republic have different predictors.
On the one hand, political orientation, conservatism and greater endorsement of
Turkishness predicted the choices related to glorified past. So it means that glorified
past is predicted by political, religious and national identity markers which can be
seen at the core of today’s politics in Turkey. On the other hand, history of republic
was only predicted by the strength of Turkish identification. However, these findings
are surprising especially in terms of collective narcissism and historical choices
relationship. In this study, collective narcissism was found to negatively predict
preference for the glorified history. However, when we look at the literature,
collective narcissists have a belief about exaggerated greatness of an in-group (Golec
de Zavala, 2009). Therefore, one of the expectations of this study was to find an
association between glorified past of the Turkish nation and Turkish national
collective narcissism yet this expectation was not met.

The final hypothesis tested whether preference for alternative history was
predicted by non-narcissistic attitudes, weaker identification with Turks but support

for multiculturalism. The results revealed that recent history preferences including
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the events related to minorities as well as important incidents of the late history of
the Republic of Turkey was only predicted by the support for multiculturalism. These
results are also surprising because when we think about collective narcissism and in-
group identification, one of the hypotheses of this study was negative prediction of
alternative history, however, the results did not give any prediction from modes of
national identification. That means that alternative history is not predicted by a weak
national identification or perhaps a form of disidentification but it is an entirely
different issue, predicted only by multiculturalism.

Moreover, the results gave an interesting finding which brings another
direction to the study of history preferences and national identity. For the
measurement of historical events, historical events questionnaire with 65 important
events of the Republic of Turkey was designed. The scale measured the preferences
via the question “Choose what you consider important and relevant to understand
today's situation of Turkey” on a 101-point slider. The scale had also two questions
at the end of the scale: “Which other important and relevant events of the Republic of
Turkey do you think included in the questionnaire? and “Which events from the
questionnaire do you think excluded?”. Although participants rated some events,
especially related to minorities, as relevant and important, when the latter two
questions were examined, the views of participants showed another direction related
to former studies (Kurtis, Adams, & Soylu, under review; Tarman,2006). For the
inclusion of new events, participants wrote presidential government, martyrs of July
15", Adnan Menderes as well as Anatolian Seljuk Sultanate, Great Seljuk Empire
and French Revolution. Along the lines of findings, this part also showed the
glorifying and recent history distinction but with a little difference. Participants
wrote the recent events related to the government not the minorities. On the other
hand, for the exclusion (silencing) part, participants’ choices demonstrated an
important finding. Participants wanted to exclude the events of: MIT articulated
lorries, Dersim rebellion, unsolved murders in 90s, arrest of deputies of DEP and
HDP and the assassinations of Hrant Dink and Tahir Elgi. The events of this part are
crucial for many reasons. First of all, all of these events Turkish participants wrote

reflect recent history understanding and related to minorities as well as past
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wrongdoings. Furthermore, although the most of the participants just wrote the event,
one participant specifically indicated the reason as “Because Tahir El¢i supported the
terrorist organization, the event about him should be excluded.”. The findings of this
part, similar to former studies, demonstrate that participants show denial of the past
especially if the events included minorities (Kurtis, Adams, &Soylu, under review).
In addition, another reason behind exclusion of past wrong doings could provide
people to avoid feeling of collective guilt. In the literature, high identifiers with the
in-group is found to less willing to face with the wrongdoings compared to low
identifiers who are likely to think that the right way is to apologize for past atrocities
(Doosje, Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 2004). Therefore, two other research
topics could be generated from this study. One of them is study based on exclusion
of historical events which is thought to be more directly present what former research
called ‘silencing’. Another question could be that a study taking in consideration of
collective guilt in the national identity and historical understanding relationship,
would give better results.

As any piece of research, this study consists of a number of limitations and
open questions for further studies. First of all, although the items of Turkish
Identification Scale and Collective Narcissism Scale reflect similar points,
predictions of collective narcissism did not meet the expectations. Although both
scales have instruction: ‘This scale was designed to measure your thoughts and
feelings related to be Turkish and Turkey’, in Turkish Identification Scale, items
have also the word ‘Turkish’ whereas in Collective Narcissism Scale uses the group
instead of particular name for that group and when participants read the items seeing
the particular name of their national in-group could have aroused a stronger feeling.
Thus, one of the reasons of unexpected results could be related to this and this study
should be replicated with taking into account the suggestion regarding the scale.

Secondly, the sample composed of both undergraduate and graduate students
as well as people who have at least university degree. Because educational level was
high, this also showed itself in the socioeconomic levels of the participants. From the
literature, we know that if the educational level increases, prejudice toward other

ethnic and religious groups decreases (Carvacho et al., 2013). In the study on social
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class and prejudice, Carvacho and colleagues (2013) indicate that both income and
educational level, two indicators of social class, was found to predict prejudice
toward multiple groups such as foreigners, Muslims, homosexuals as well as racism
and anti-Semitism among European sample. Thus, the more representative sample of
Turkish people with a varying educational level would give different results,
especially in terms of attitudes towards multiculturalism and collective narcissism.
All in all, although my hypotheses did not give the results which I expected, |
believe that findings indicated some important points. First of all, it is shown that
identities (political, religious and national) we have today, is related to our views on
past. That is how we define ourselves is a part of how we shape and see our past.
When we look at the politics in Turkey, according to Kalaycioglu (2007)
conservatism came into play as a political code that indicates the right-wing
ideology’s essentials and it is supposed to hold an inclination toward nationalism and
xenophobia and chauvinism, too. Furthermore, conservative belief system shows
itself in Turkish people’s lifestyle and this lifestyle appeals to the golden age of the
past in an industrial period (Kalaycioglu, 2007). In the light of this information,
findings about the relationship between right wing political orientation,
conservatism, and glorifying historical preferences implies that current politics as a
result what mainstream media served on TVs (i.e., Magnificent Century,
Resurrection Ertugrul) and newspapers could be related to people’s choices on
glorified past. Thus, future studies should consider the other important factors that

could influence the national identity and as a result historical understanding.
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APPENDICES

Appendix A. Questionnaire Package

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FORM
Cinsiyetiniz:

CIErkek ] Kadin LDiger

Yasimiz:

Dogum yeriniz:

Yasaminizin biiyiikk bolimiinii gecirdiginiz yer:

LBiiyiiksehir il Oilge 0 Semt
Egitim durumunuz (Su anda kayith oldugunuz okul seviyesi):
O ilkokul

O Ortaokul

CLise

[0 Universite

[] Yiiksek lisans

[0 Doktora

Annenizin egitim durumu (En son tamamladigi okul) :
[0 Okuma yazma bilmiyor

O Tlkokul

O Ortaokul

ClLise

[0 Universite

O Yiksek lisans / Doktora
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7. Babanizin egitim durumu (En son tamamladigi okul):
O ilkokul
O Ortaokul
CLise
O Universite

O Y. lisans / Doktora

8. Ortalama olarak hanenize giren aylik gelir ne kadardir?
9. Herhangi bir dine mensup musunuz?
L1Evet UHayir
10. Size gore dini inanciniz giindelik yasantinizi ne kadar etkiliyor?
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Hig Oldukg¢a
fazla
11. Kendinizi ne kadar muhafazakar bulursunuz?
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Hig Oldukga
fazla
12. Liitfen politik olarak yakin durdugunuz yeri agagida belirtilen aralikta bir say1y1
isaretleyerek belirtiniz.
5 4 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5
Sol Merkez Sag

CHOICE OF HISTORY SCALE
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Farz edelim ki lise (9-12. sinif arasi) tarih dersi miifredatinin yenilenmesine karar
verildi. Bu dogrultuda yeni bir tarih kitab1 yazilacak ve okutulacak. Miifredat
belirlenirken sizin de fikriniz soruldu ve sizden bu kitap i¢in bugiinkii Tiirkiye’yi
anlamamiza yardimci olacak onemli ve ilgili gordiigiiniiz konular1 segmeniz istendi.

Asagida Tirkiye tarihi ile ilgili ¢esitli olaylar siralanmaktadir. Bunlardan Tiirkiye’nin

bugiinkii durumunu anlamak i¢in ne kadar 6nemli ve ilgili gordiigliniizii belirtiniz.

0: Hi¢ 6nemli ya da ilgili degil

100: Son derece 6nemli ve ilgili
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] Hun Imparatorlugu 1 Sakarya Muharebesi
7 Islamiyet’e gegis 1 Saltanatin kaldirilmasi
1 Malazgirt savasi "1 Lozan antlagsmasi
1 Hagh seferleri "1 Cumhuriyetin ilan
1 Osmanl devleti "1 Tek parti donemi
] Istanbul’un fethi 1 Atatiirk inkilaplari
1 Mesrutiyetin ilan1 1 Seyh Said isyan1
1 31 Mart ayaklanmast 1 Medeni Kanun’un Kabulii
"] 1. Diinya Savas1 "] Menemen olay1
11915 Sarikamis olay1 ] Kadinlara segme ve se¢ilme
1 Ermeni meselesi hakkinin taninmasi
1 Canakkale savas1 1 1938 Dersim isyant
1 Kurtulus savast T Atatiirk’lin 6ltimii
1 Erzurum kongresi 71 II. Diinya Savag1
"] TBMM’nin agilmasi 1 Cok partili sisteme gecis
1 Sevr antlagmasi "1 6/7 Eyliil olaylar
1 1960 darbesi



OJ

o o o o o o O o 0o o o oo

N O O D O N O

68 ogrenci hareketleri

12 Mart 1971 mubhtirast
Deniz Gezmis, Yusuf Aslan ve
Hiiseyin Inan’1n idam1
Kibris Baris Harekati

Maras ve Corum olaylari
PKK’nin kurulusu

1980 darbesi

90’lardaki faili mechuller
Madimak olaylar1

DEP’li milletvekillerinin
tutuklanmas1

Susurluk olay1

28 Subat siireci

AK Partinin iktidara gelmesi
HrantDink’in 6ldiiriilmesi
PippaBacca

Muhsin Yazicioglu’nun Sliimii

e e O A A R

O o 0o o

1

Balyoz davasi

Roboski olay1

Ergenekon davasi

ODTU olaylar1 (2010-13)
Gezi parki olaylari

Soma, Ermenek maden facialari
Cozlim siireci

17-25 Aralik

MIT Tirlar1 haberleri

7 Haziran 2015 Se¢imi
Surug, Ankara, Diyarbakir
patlamalar1

1 Kasim 2015 Genel Se¢imi
Tahir El¢i’nin dldiriilmesi
15 Temmuz darbe girigimi
HDP’li milletvekillerinin
tutuklanmasi

Giilen Cemaati

Suriyeli siginmacilar

Varsa, sizin eklemek istediginiz ve yer almasini 6nemli buldugunuz olaylar:

Varsa, ¢cikarmak istediginiz veya olmamasi gerektigini diisiindiigiiniiz olaylar:




TURKISH IDENTIFICATION SCALE

Bu o6lgek Tiirk olmak ve Tiirkiye ile ilgili duygu ve diisiincelerinizi 6l¢gmek iizere

hazirlanmistir. Sorularin dogru ya da yanlis bir cevabi yoktur; ifadeler ise

arastirmacilarin goriislerini yansitmamaktadir. Liitfen her bir ifadeyi okuyup o

konudaki goriisiiniizii 1’den (kesinlikle katilmiyorum) 7°ye (kesinlikle katiliyorum)

derecelendirilmis 6lgekte sizi en iyi yansittiginm diisiindiigiiniiz secenegi isaretleyerek

(yuvarlak i¢ine alarak ya da {lizerine ¢arp1 koyarak) belirtiniz.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle | Katilmiyoru Biraz Ne Biraz Katiliyoru | Kesinlikl
katilmiyoru m katilmiyoru | katiliyorum | katiliyoru m e
m m ne de m katiliyoru
katilmiyoru m
m
1. Tiirklerle aramda bir bag oldugunu 1 2 3 4 6 7
hissediyorum.
2.  Kendimi Tiirklerle dayanigma iginde 1 2 3 4 6 7
hissediyorum.
3. Kendimi Tiirklere bagli hissediyorum. 1 2 3 4 6 7
4. Tiirk olmaktan memnunum. 1 2 3 4 6 7
5. Tirklerin gurur duyacak ¢ok seyi oldugunu 1 2 3 4 6 7
diistiniiyorum.
6. Tirk olmak giizel bir sey. 1 2 3 4 6 7
7. Tiirk olmak bana 1yi bir his veriyor. 1 2 3 4 6 7
8. Tirk oldugum gercegi hakkinda sik sik 1 2 3 4 6 7
diistintirim.
Tiirk oldugum gercegi kimligimin 6nemli bir 1 2 3 4 6 7
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parcasidir.
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COLLECTIVE NARCISSISM SCALE

Bu 6l¢ek Tiirk olmak ve Tiirkiye ile ilgili duygu ve diisiincelerinizi 6l¢mek iizere

hazirlanmistir. Sorularin dogru ya da yanlis bir cevabi yoktur; ifadeler ise

arastirmacilarin goriislerini yansitmamaktadir. Liitfen her bir ifadeyi okuyup o

konudaki goriisiiniizii 1derecelendirilmis Ol¢ekte sizi en iyi yansittigini

diisiindiigliniiz segenegi isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle | Katilmiyor Biraz Ne Biraz Katiliyoru | Kesinlikl
katilmiyor um katilmiyor | katiliyoru | katiliyoru m e

um um m m katiliyoru
ne de m
katilmiyor
um
1. Diger gruplarin, benim grubumun 1 2 3 4 5 6
otoritesini daha gabuk fark etmesini dilerdim.
2. Grubum 6zel muameleyi hak ediyor. 1 2 3 4 5 6
3. Grubum hak ettigi seylerin tlimiinii alana 1 2 3 4 5 6
kadar memnun olmayacagim.
4. Grubumun hak ettigi saygiy1 almasi i¢in 1 2 3 4 5 6
1srar ederim.
5. Bagkalar1 grubumu elestirdiginde bu beni 1 2 3 4 5 6
¢ok kizdirir.
6. Eger grubumun diinyada biiyiik bir s6z 1 2 3 4 5 6
hakki olsaydi, diinya ¢ok daha iyi bir yer olurdu.
7. Insanlar grubumun basarilarin fark 1 2 3 4 5 6
etmeyince iiziilmem.
8. Cok fazla kigi grubumun 6nemini tam 1 2 3 4 5 6

olarak anlamiyor gibi goriiniiyor.
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9. Grubumun gergek degeri ¢ogunlukla

anlasilmaz.

1
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MULTICULTURAL IDEOLOGY SCALE

Asagida Tiirkiye’deki farkli gruplar ve bunlarin ¢esitliligine dair katilabileceginiz ya

da kars1 olabileceginiz bir grup ifade verilmistir. Bu ifadeler etrafta duyabilecegimiz

tiirde ifadeler olup, aragtirmacilarin goriislerini yansitmamaktadirlar. Liitfen her bir

ifadeye ne kadar katildiginizi verilen 6lgekteki rakamlardan size gore en uygun olani,

ifadenin yanindaki bosluga yazarak belirtiniz.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle | Katilmiyoru Biraz Ne Biraz Katiliyoru | Kesinlikl
katilmiyoru m katilmiyoru | katiliyorum | katiliyoru m e
m m ne de m katiliyoru
katilmiyoru m
m
1. Kiiltiirel ve etnik ¢esitliligin Tiirkiye’nintemel 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
bir 6zelligi oldugunu kabul etmeliyiz.
2. Tirkiye’deki 1rksal ve etnik azinliklara 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
kiiltiirel miraslarin1 korumalar1 konusunda
yardimci olmaliy1z.
3. Herkesin etnik ve kiiltiirel ge¢gmisini bir an 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
evvel unutmasi Tiirkiye igin en iyisi olacaktir.
4.  Cesitli etnik ve kiiltiirel gruplardan olusan bir 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
toplum yeni sorunlarla kars1 karsiya
kaldiginda bunlarin tistesinden daha kolay
gelir.
5. Eski yasam tarzlarindan vazgegmeyen etnikve 1 2 3 4 6 7
kiiltiirel gruplar bu iilkenin birligini
zayiflatiyor.
6. Farkli etnik ve kiiltiirel kokenlerden gelen 1 2 3 4 6 7

insanlar kendi kiltiirlerini kendilerine
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7. Birgok etnik ya da kiiltiirel gruba sahip 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
toplumlar, belli basl bir ya da iki kiiltiirel
gruptan olusmus toplumlara gore ulusal birligi

ile ilgili daha ¢ok problem yasar.

9. Etnik azinlik mensubu ebeveynler, gocuklarrm 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

kendi kiiltiirlerini ve dillerini korumaya tesvik

etmelidirler.
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Appendix B. Tiirk¢e Ozet/ Turkish Summary

Gecmis Giiniimiizde Yatar: Tarih ve Kimlik Uzerine Sosyal Psikolojik Bir inceleme

Tarih uluslarin yaratilmasinda biiyiik bir role sahiptir (Haste, 2004) ve tarih
bilimi gegmisi, bugiinii ve gelecegi kapsar. Siyasal bir kaynak olarak bir ulusun tarihi
geemise dair bilgi ve de bugiinkii davranislar i¢in kaynak saglar (Cetin, 2004). Liu ve
Hilton (2005) grup kimligi ve diger gruplarla iliskilerde tarihin yol gosterici
oldugundan bahseder ve bu 6zelliklerinden dolayi tarih, ulusu yiicelten devirleri ile
ulusal kimliklesmenin ve narsisizmin bir kaynagi olarak ele alinabilir (Lazslo, 2014).
Buna ek olarak, insanlarin tarihi nasil hatirladig: belirli bazi gruplarin tarihi nasil inga
ettigi ve sekillendirdigi ile de alakalidir (Marques, 2006). Bu nedenle, Cetin (2004)
tarih yapimini ‘ulusal biling’ olarak tanimlar ve Korostelina (2011) tarih egitiminin
ozellikle farkli gruplar arasinda ¢atisma ge¢misinin oldugu bir toplumda hayati bir
onem tasidigini soyler. Bu nedenlerden dolayz, tarih egitimi ulusal kimliklerin ve
gruplar arasi iligkilerin sekillenmesi bakimindan 6nemli bir ara¢ olarak goriilebilir.
Buna ek olarak, tarih egitiminin temel islevleri ‘sosyal kimligin, uyumun ve
amaclarin gelismesi’ olarak agiklanmaktadir (Seixas, 2000). Tarih temsilleri, diger
bir degisle paylasilan gecmisin temsilleri, grup liyelerine ‘biz’ ve ‘onlar’ arasinda bir
ayrim yapmalarini, grup i¢indeki insanlarin birbirleriyle nasil iligkili olduklarini ve
gruplari igin politik dinamikler saglar (Tavani, 2017; Liu, 2005). Buna ek olarak,
Trouillout’un (1995) calismasi tarihin temel olarak iki temsili oldugunu gostermistir.
Bunlardan ilki kolektif zaferlerin yliceltilmesi, digeri ise kolektif yanlislarin
gormezden gelinmesi ve bu olaylar hakkinda sessiz kalinmasidir. Bu alanda yapilan
caligmalar, ulusal grup tiyelerinin sosyal kimlikleriyle ilgili olaylarda, resmi olmayan
iletisim kanallar1 araciligiyla, goriinmez bir anlasmasi oldugunu gosterir ve bu
baglamda kisilere kendi gruplarinin resmi tarihiyle ¢elisen —olumsuz- olaylar
verildiginde, katilimcilarin bu negatif olaylari, resmi tarihte yer alan pozitif bir

tarihsel olaya oranla daha fazla yeniden yorumlama egilimi gosterdikleri
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bulunmustur (Marques, 2006). Benzer bir sekilde, Yunan ulusal kimligine odaklanan
bir ¢alisma, tarih kitaplarinda ve bireylerin zihinlerinde Yunan ulusal kimliginin
tehdit altinda oldugu temsili ve kisilerin bu tehditle basa ¢ikabilmek i¢in ulusal
tarihteki kotii olaylara yonelik inkar, i¢-grubun yiiceltilmesi, Yunanlarin
adaletsizlige, mahrum birakmaya ve ayrimciliga maruz kaldiklar1 ve son olarak
icinde kibirden kaynakli dis diinyanin reddi ve siddetli narsisizm de i¢eren gegmisin
ideallestirilmesi gibi stratejiler kullandiklar1 bulunmustur (Dragonas, 1998). Bu
nedenlerden dolay1 Pennebaker (2006) tarihsel olaylarin nasil goriildiigii ve
yorumlandiginin ‘tamamen sosyal psikolojik bir siire¢’ oldugunu séylemektedir.
Buna ragmen, ulusal kimliklesme i¢in zengin bir kaynak olarak tarihsel anlayis,
sosyal psikoloji alaninda nadir olarak ¢alisilmis bir konudur. Bu alanda yapilan
calismalarda, gruplar arasi iliskilerin anlagilmasinin 6zellikle catisma sonrasi
toplumlarda gruplarin tarihinde yattig1 belirtilmektedir (Bikmen, 2013). Benzer bir
sekilde, tarihten nelerin hatirlanip nelerin unutuldugunun giincel politik ortamla ilgisi
oldugu bulunmustur (Korostelina, 2011; Mandic, 2017). Tarih ve kimlik konusunda
diger calismalar tarih egitimine odaklanmaktadir. Ornegin, tarih egitimi iizerine
yapilan ¢aligmalara baktigimizda, Ukrayna’da, Ukrayna ulusal kimliginin
gelismesinde kullanilan tarih kitaplarinin ¢atisma ve savas anilarina dair bir gegcmise
sahip olunan Rusya’ya karsitlik {izerinden olustugu goriilmektedir (Korostelina,
2011). Fakat bazen cok kiiltiirlii bir yapiya sahip lilkelerde de, baz1 alt gruplarin dig
grup olarak goriildiigii ve bunun hem siyasi hem de politik yasamda yansimalari
oldugu sdylenebilir. Bilim insanlari, 6zellikle uzun zamandir ¢esitli bir toplum
yapisina sahip olan ve durumun daha farkli olabilecegi toplumlarda ¢ok
kiiltiirliliglin getirdiklerinin tarih egitiminde benimsenmedigini vurgulamaktadir
(Bracey, Gove-Humphries, &Jackson, 2011; Epstein, 2009). Bu goriisle ilgili olarak,
bazi arastirmacilar ¢ok kiiltiirlii yapiya sahip toplumlarda, 6grencilerin etnik ve
kiiltiirel ge¢misleri ile tarih anlayislari ve tarihsel olaylara verdikleri 6nem arasinda
giiclii bir bag bulmustur (Epstein, 2009; Levstik, 2008).Tarih egitiminin ulusal
kimliklerin sekillenmesinde rolii olsa da, alternatif bir tarih anlayisi resmi olmayan
kanallarla saglanabilir ve bu durum farkli tarih anlayislarini ortaya ¢ikarabilir (Virta,

2016).Bu baglamda, ulusal kimlik ve tarihle ilgili sorulmas1 gereken bazi 6nemli
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sorular oldugu sdylenmektedir: ‘Tarih nedir’ ve ‘Ulusal tinin olusturulmasinda hangi
olaylar kullanilmalidir?’ (Reicher & Hopkins, 2001; p. 141). Literatiire gore, belli bir
tarihsel olaya verilen 6nem grubun su anki ihtiyaglar ve kiiltiirii ile yakindan ilgilidir
ama insanlarin ge¢cmisi nasil hatirladiklar1 ayn1 zamanda belirli gruplarin gegmisi
nasil insa ettikleri ve sekillendirdikleri ile de baglantilidir (Marques, 2006;
Pennebaker, 2006). Dolayisiyla, kolektif hafiza kolektif kimlik igerigini olusturdugu
i¢in, sosyal kimliklerin gruplarin 6nemli tarihlerini de dikkate alarak caligmasi onem
kazanmaktadir (Bikmen, 2013). Anlatilan ¢aligmalar 15181nda, bu ¢alismanin
amaglarindan bir tanesi de ‘Tiirk ulusal tininin olusturulmasinda hangi olaylar
kullanilmaktadir?’, ‘Kimliklerin (politik, dini ve ulusal) tarihsel anlayisla bir ilgisi
var midir?’ ve ‘Bireylerin tarihsel anlayiglart ulusal kimlik tiiriiyle (6zellikle kolektif
narsisizm) belirlenebilir mi?’

Yasadigimiz ¢agda gozle goriilsiin ya da goriilmesin herkesin kimlikler
lizerindenbir etikete sahip olmasi nedeniyle, insanlarin kendilerini nasil
tanimladiklar1 ve baskalari tarafindan nasil tanimlandiklari giinliik iliskilerinden
diinya gorislerini kadar birgok seyi sekillendirebilmektedir. Son yillarda psikolojide
insan davranisi, anlamlandirma ihtiyaciyla birlikte bu etiketlerin ve kimliklerin
hayatimizdaki etkilerini anlamaya ¢aligmak da biiyiik 6nem kazandi ve bu alanda
yapilan c¢aligmalardan biliyoruz ki sosyal kimlikler hem bireysel hem de kolektif
diizeyde insanlarin nasil diisiindiiklerini, hissettiklerini ve davrandiklarin etkiliyor.
Tajfel ve Turner’in (1981) Sosyal Kimlik Kurami’na gore insanlar kendilerini
kategorilere koymakta ve bunun sonucunda da davranig bigimleri ve tutumlari bagl
olduklar1 grup ve ortama bagl olarak sekillenmektedir. Tajfel’e (1981) gore bir
grubun iiyesi olmak ancak diger gruplarin varligiyla anlam kazanir ¢ilinkii dig-gruplar
kiyaslama yaparak i¢-grup kimliginin tanimlanmasina yardime1 olur. Gruplarin
olusumu ‘liyeleri i¢in tehditlerden ve tehlikelerden korunacaklari bir barinak’
olmanin yaninda bireyler, dini ve ulusal topluluklar gibi, kendilerini temsil eden
bir¢ok grupla kars1 karsiya kalip, kendilerini tanimlamalari {izerinden bu olusumlarda
yerlerini bulmaya c¢alisabilirler (Tajfel, 1981).

Sosyal kimliklerden biri olarak ulusal kimlik en temel haliyle bireyin bir ulusa

ait hissetmesi ve baglilig1 olarak tanimlanabilir (Smith, 1991).Bu basit taniminin
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yaninda ulusal kimlik, diinya tarihini bile sekillendiren yoniiyle en 6nemli sosyal
kimliklerden biri olarak goriilebilir. Ulusal kimlik {izerine olan arastirmalar, ulusal
kimligin etnik kdkene ve yurttagliga dayali olarak iki tanimlamasinin oldugunu ve
etnik kokene dayali olan ulusal kimlik taniminin diger etnik gruplara ve gé¢gmenlere
yonelik olumsuz tutumlart yordadiginigostermistir (Yogeeswaran, Adelman, Parker,
& Dasgupta, 2014). insanlar modern diinyada baska iilkelere kolayca seyahat
edebilme, baska ulusal kokenden insanlarla tanisip bazen onlarla ayni ¢calisma
ortamini paylasmak gibi imkanlara sahip olsa da, gruplar arasi iligkiler her zaman iyi
bir sekilde sonuglanmayabilir. Ornegin yapilan bircok ¢alismada ulusal kimligin
yabancilara yonelik diismanca davranislarin en tutarl yordayicist oldugu
bulunmustur (Brown, Vivian & Hewtone, 1999; Pettigrew, 1997). Kacak Latin
gdcmenler iizerine yapilan bir ¢calismada, Amerikan kimligiyle aidiyetin ve grup
narsisizminin yliksek oldugu bireylerin gogmenlere yonelik olumsuz tutumlara sahip
oldugu bulunmustur (Lyons, Coursey, & Kenworthy, 2013). Bir baska ¢alismada da
Flaman kimligiyle gii¢lii 6zdeslesmenin, Belgika’da yasayan Faslilarayonelik
olumsuz tutumlar1 yordadigigézlemlenmistir (Meeus, Duriez, Vanbeselaere, & Boen,
2010).

I¢ grupla dzdeslesmenin olumsuz tutumlari belirlemesine karsin, bir¢ok
aragtirma dis gruplara yonelik olumsuz tutumlarin ve dis grubu kiigiiltmenin yalnizca
i¢ grupla kurulan gii¢lii bir bagdan kaynaklanmadigini; i¢ veya ulusal grubun
degerlerine tehdidi, bireylerin ulusu nasil tanimladiklari, gogunluk ve azinliklar
arasinda tilkenin psikolojik istiinliigiiniin kimde oldugunu da iceren diger faktorlerin
de bu olumsuz tutumlara aracilik ettiginigdstermistir (Brylka, M&honen, &
Jasinskaja-Lahti, 2015; Meeus, Duriez, Vanbeselaere, & Boen, 2010; Pehrson,
Brown, & Zagefka, 2009). Benzer bir sekilde Brewer da (1999) i¢ grupla gii¢lii bir
aidiyet kurmanin her zaman dig gruba yonelik diigmanca davraniglar1 agiklamadigina,
‘manevi Ustiinliik” ve ‘tehdit algis1” da dis gruba yonelik nefretin
mesrulastirilmasinda 6nemli rol oynadigini belirtmistir. Literatlirden biliyoruz ki
ulusal kimliklerin 6nyargi ve dis grubun reddedilmesi gibi giindelik hayata
yansimalar1 bir¢ok ¢alismada gosterilmistir (Mummendey, Klink, & Brown, 2001;

Pehrson, Vignoles, & Brown, 2009). Buna karsin, ulusal kimlikle alakali diistinceler,
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duygular ve davranislar karmasik oldugu icin, ulusal gruplarina giiclii bir bag ve
gururla baglanan tiyelerde her zaman olumsuz gruplar arasi tutumlar gelismek
zorunda degildir (Hopkins, 2001). Kimliklesmenin ardinda yatan mekanizmalarin
anlasilmasi ihtiyaciyla birlikte, kimliklesme siirecinin farkli boyutlarina yonelik
calismalar da hiz kazanmustir.

Literatiirde sosyal kimlik, grubun birlikteligi ve uyumu i¢in grup tiyelerini bir
arada tutan bir ‘sosyal birlestirici’ olarak tanimlanmaktadir (vanVugt & Hart, 2004)
ve Sosyal Kimlik Kuram1’yla birlikte sosyal psikolojik arastirmalar yeni bir boyut
kazanmistir. Sosyal kimliklerin daha iyi anlasilabilmesi i¢in bir¢ok arastirmanin
konusu olmus ve arastirmacilar sosyal kimligin farkli boyutlar1 ve de sosyal kimligi
olusturan cesitli bilesenler ortaya ¢ikarmistir (Leach ve arkadaslari, 2008). Bu
aragtirmalardan bir tanesi Roccas ve arkadaslarinin (2006) ulusal kimlik tizerine
yaptig1 ¢caligmadir ve ulusal kimligin iki sekilde oldugunu bulmuslardir. Bunlardan i¢
grubun yiiceltilmesi, bireylerin ait olduguulusal grubu, diger gruplardan {istiin
gorerek, kendi gruplarinin bayrak, ulusal mars ve liderleri gibi tanimlayici
ozelliklerine kars1 hassas ve saygili olmalari ile tanimlanir. Bu yonleriyle i¢ grubun
yiiceltilmesi, kendinden 6nceki sahte yurtseverlik (Adorno ve arkadaslari, 1950),
dikey kolektivizm (Triandis & Gelfand, 1998) ve kor yurtseverlikle (Staub, 1999)
benzerlik gostermektedir. Diger bir taraftan onceki arastirmalarda gercek yurtseverlik
(Adorno ve arkadaslari, 1950), yatay kolektivizm (Triandis & Gelfand, 1998) ve
geleneksel yurtseverlik (Staub, 1999) olarak adlandirilan ulusal kimlik bigimleri
Roccas, Klar ve Liviatan’in bireylerin ulusal gruplariyla duygusal ama ayn1 zamanda
i¢-gruba baglhlik terimine denk gelmektedir. Benzer bir sekilde ait oldugu grubun
bliytikligli hakkinda gergekci olmayan bir inang olarak tanimlanan kolektif narsisizm
de kendinden 6nceki kor yurtseverlik, dikey yurtseverlik ve i¢ grubun yiiceltilmesiyle
birlikte siniflandirilabilir (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, & Jayawickreme,
2009).

Bireyin kendi iistiinliigline olan abartili inanglari olarak tanimlanabilecek
narsisizm uzun zamandir psikolojinin 6nemli konularindan biri (Morf & Rhodewalt,
2001). Yakin zamana kadar arastirmalar narsisizmin bireysel formuna yonelikti.

Fakat Golec de Zavala (2011) bireysel narsisizmden farkli ve bagimsiz olan kolektif
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narsisizmi literatiire kazandirdi. Golec de Zavala ve arkadaglarina (2013) gore,
politik psikologlar, i¢ gruba yonelik biitiin sevgi tlirlerinin dis-gruplara kars1 nefreti
belirlemedigini sdyleyen ilk arastirmacilardi ve politik psikologlar ulusal gruba
yonelik olumlu duygularin az ya da ¢ok saldirgan yonlerini ayirt ettiler. Iki durum da
bireyin ulusunu olumlu degerlendirmesine karsilik gelse de, baska ulusal gruplara
yonelik tutumlar konusunda kolektif narsisizm, dis gruba yonelik ayrimciligin ve dis
grubun kotii durumunun mesrulastirilmasinin agiklanmasinda 6nemli bir yere sahiptir
(Brewer, 1999; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013). Literatiirde kolektif
narsisizm ait oldugu grubun biiytlikliigii hakkinda gergek¢i olmayan bir inang olarak
tanimlanir (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, & Jayawickreme, 2009). Bu grup
dini ya da ulusal bir grup olabilir ama kolektif narsisizm ¢alismalar1 daha ¢ok gurur
ve yiiceltme kaynagi olarak goriilebilecek ulusal gruba odaklanmustir. Ozkirimlr’ya
(2013) gore resmi ulusalciligin tanimlayici 6zelliklerinden birisi komplo teorilerine
de yol agan, igerde ve disarida diismanlar oldugu mesajini veren ‘varligini siirdiirme’
kaygisidir. Benzer bir sekilde, kolektif narsisizm de ulusal grubunu yiicelten ve
ulusun disindaki insanlarin i¢-grubuyla ilgili bu pozitif goriisii paylasmadigini
diisiinen bireylerde yiliksek bulunmustur (Golec de Zavala, 2009). Buna ek olarak
kolektif narsisizm yliksek kolektif 6zsaygi, i¢c-grupla 6zdeslesme, birey ve grup
arasinda giiclii baglar, komplo teorileri ve dis gruplari tehdit olarak algilamayla
pozitif korelasyon gostermistir (Golec de Zavala, 2013).1¢ grubu yiiceltmenin diger
tiirlerinden farkl olarak kolektif narsisizm giivensizlik duygusuna ve i¢-grup
tehditlerine yonelik duyarliliga isaret eder (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-
Golec, 2013). Bu nedenle Golec de Zavala ve arkadaslar1 (2016) kolektif narsisizmi
‘grup i¢ine yonelik pozitifligin savunmaci formu’ olarak tanimlamaktadir ve
caligmalarinda i¢-grupla 6zdeslesmenin biitiin formlarinin degil ama kolektif
narsisizmin dogrudan ve dolayli bunun yani sira misilleme 6zelligi de tagiyan gruplar
aras1 diismanlikla, dis gruplarin zor durumundan zevk almayla ve i¢-gruplari i¢in
tehdit olarak gordiikleri hem grup ici liyelere hem de dis gruplara yonelik diismanca
eylemlerle pozitif bir korelasyon gosterdigini bulmuslardir. Ornek vermek gerekirse,
Tiirkiye’deki kolektif narsislerin Avrupa Birligi’ne alinma siirecinde hissettikleri

asagilanmadan otiirii Avrupa ekonomik krizinden zevk aldiklarigoriilmiistiir. (Golec
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de Zavala ve ark., 2016). Buna ek olarak, kolektif narsistik bir mantiga gore, i¢ grup
higbir yanlis1 olmayacak kadar miikemmel goriilmektedir, bu yiizden kolektif
narsisizme sahip bireyler gruplarina yonelik en ufak elestiriyi i¢ grubun ‘miikemmel
imajina’ yonelik bir tehdit olarak algilarlar. Eger elestiriyi yonelten grup ¢ekismeye
ya da sorunlu bir gegmisi temsil ediyorsa, kolektif narsisler bu gruba yonelik
olumsuz tutumlar beslerler (Golec de Zavala et al., 2013). Tiim bu 6zelliklerine
ragmen, i¢-gruba yonelik sevginin ve dis gruplara yonelik olumsuz tutumlarin 6nemli
bir gostergesi olan kolektif narsisizm, abartili yiiceligin potansiyel bir kaynagi olan
ulusal tarih ve bireylerin ulusal tarih anlayiglar1 baglaminda hig¢ ¢alisiimamustir.

Tiirkiye i¢inde bir¢ok etnik ve dini grubu barindiran ¢ok kiiltiirlii bir tilkedir.
Buna ragmen ve ayni zamanda bu 6zelligiyle ilgili olarak, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti dini
ve etnik gruplar arasinda catisma dolu bir tarihe sahiptir. Berry’ye (2005, 2006) gore
cok kiiltiirlii lilkelerde azinlik gruplar iki durumla kars1 karstyadir. Bunlardan biri
azinlik grubun kiiltiirliniin devam1 digeri ise baskin kiiltiire adapte olmaktir. Fakat bu
iki durumun idare edilebilmesi i¢in hem azinlik gruplarin niyeti hem de ¢ogunluk
grubun hoggoriisii gereklidir. Cok kiiltiirlii temellerine karsin, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti
ayn1 zamanda etnik ve dini gruplar, 6zellikle ¢ogunluk Siinni Tiirkler ve Kiirt,
Ermeni/ Yahudi/ Rum (gayrimiislim) ile Aleviler arasinda ¢atigmali bir tarihe
sahiptir. Fakat Tiirkiye nin ulusal kimlik politikalar1 azinliklarin farkli kimliklerinin
taninmasindan ¢ok azinlik haklariin verilmesi iizerine kuruludur (Oran, 2014, p.
26). Bu nedenle cogunluk ve devletin ¢esitlilige hosgorii gostermesi konusunda
isteksiz oldugu sdylenebilir. Oran (2014) Tiirkiye’nin teklik ve biitiinliigiin ayn1 sey
oldugunu varsaydigini ama tekligin biitiinliigii yok ettigini bu nedenle Tiirkiye’deki
ulusal kimlik politikasinin ¢esitli alt kimlikleri etkiledigini soylemektedir. Buna bagh
olarak, cesitli kimlikler arasindaki dinamiklerin Tiirkiye’nin ulusal kimlik
politikalarindan etkilendigi sdylenebilir. 1924 Anayasasi Tiirk olmay: ‘Tiirkiye'de
din ve 1rk ayirt edilmeksizin vatandaslik bakimindan herkese "Tiirk" denir.” diye
tanimlar. Ne yazik ki, Tiirkiye’de vatandaslik ve ulusal kimligin glindelik hayata
yansimalar1 bu tanimlamadan farklidir (Cagaptay, 2006; Kirisgi, 2000; Yegen, 2004).
Onceki galismalar Tiirkiye’de insanlarm etnik ve dini tutumlarindan dolay1

tiniversitelerde, igyerlerinde ve giinliik hayatin pratiklerinde ayrimciliga maruz
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kaldigin1 gostermistir (Cagaptay, 2006; Toker Gokge, 2013). Ulusal kimlikler “Tiirk
ve Siinni’ olmak tlizerinden sekillendirildigi i¢in, resmi tarih egitiminde kullanilan
materyaller ulus devlet tarafindan miisaade edilen tarih temsillerine karsilik
gelmektedir (Goalwin, in press; Kurtis, Soylu, & Adams, under review). Buna ek
olarak, kolektif hafizanin ve ulusal kimligin aktariminda 6nemli bir arag olan tarih
egitimi (Apple, 1989; Werstch, 2002), Tiirkiye’de ‘merkeziyetci yonelimlerin etkisi
altinda’ (Uygun, 2008) verilmekte ve ‘gecmiste yapilan acimasizliklar konusunda
devlet destekli bir inkar’ saglayarak alternatif kaynaklar1 kisitlamaktadir (Kurtis,
Soylu, & Adams, under review). Gruplarin tarihlerini nasil gosterdikleri, grup
kimliklerinin 6nemli gostergeleri oldugu i¢in (Bikmen, 2013), anlasmazliklarla dolu
bu c¢ok kiiltiirlii durum i¢inde, ulusal kimlik ¢alismalar1 gruplar arasi iliskilerle
azinlik ve ¢ogunluk davranislarinin anlagilmasinda kritik bir 6neme sahiptir. Bu
nedenlerden dolayi, Tiirkiye’de gruplar arasi iliskilerin ve ¢atigsmalarin
anlasilmasinda, bir yiiceltme ve gurur kaynagi olarak insanlarin tarih anlayislari
ulusal kimlik arastirmalar1 bakimindan 6nemli bir kaynak haline gelmektedir.

Literatiir 15181nda, bu ¢aligma Tiirkiye’de tarihsel anlayis ve kimlikler (ulusal,
politik ve dini) arasindaki iliskiyi incelemektedir. Bir baska deyisle, farkli tarihsel
anlayislara atfedilen 6nem ve insanlarin sahip oldugu kimlikler iligkilidir. Buna ek
olarak, kimliklesmenin bir tiirii olarak, kolektif narsisizmin ¢ogunlugun tarihini
yiiceltip azinliklar1 disarida tutan tarihsel anlayisi yordamasibeklenmektedir. Buna
karsin, ¢ok kiiltiirliiliige yonelik olumlu tutumlarin resmi tarihe alternatif olarak
azinliklar1 da kapsayan bir tarih anlayisinin se¢iminde etkili olmasi beklenmektedir.

Daha belirgin olarak, bu tezin hipotezleri su yondedir:

Hipotez 1: Cesitli tarihsel anlayislar olacaktir.

Hipotez 2: Kolektif narsistik tutumlar, Tiirklerle giiclii bir 6zdeslesme ve ¢cok
kiltirliiliik karsiti tutumlar ana akim (resmi yonde) bir tarih anlayisini yordayacaktir.

Hipotez 3: Kolektif narsistik olmayan tutumlar, Tiirklerle zayif bir 6zdeslesme
ve ¢ok kiiltiirliilige yonelik olumlu tutumlar alternatif (elestirel) bir tarih anlayisini
yordayacaktir.

Literatiirde, yapilan ¢alismalar ortak ge¢misin ulusal grupla birlikte

hissetmenin bilesenlerinden biri oldugu yoniindedir (Virta, 2016) ¢linkii sosyal
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kimlik anlamin1 kolektif hafizadan kazanmaktadir (Lazslo, 2014). Tarihler tilkedeki
cogunluk grup tarafindan yapildigi halde, bulgular azinliklarin tarih temsillerinin
cogunlugunkiyle celistigi zaman, ulusal ve etnik kimlikler arasinda diismanca bir
iligkiyi tetikledigini gostermistir (Liu and Hilton, 2005). Bu nedenle, bu ¢alismanin
ilk amaci tarih ve kimlik arasindaki iligskiyi anlamaktir. Bu ¢alisma, bunu yaparak
ulusal kimlik literatiiriine yeni bir perspektif getirmeyi amaglamaktadir. Temel
olarak, bu tez insanlarin ge¢mislerini bugiin nasil insa ettiklerini sorarak tarih
anlayisinin incelenmesinde ulusal kimlik literatiiriine katkida bulunabilir.

Bu amaglarla biri pilot olmak tizere iki ¢caligma yapilmistir. Pilot calisma
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’ dair 6nemli tarihsel olaylarin belirlenmesi amaciyla dizayn
edilmistir. Ik adim olarak daha dnceki Tiirkiye tarihine dair en &nemli olaylarin
yazilmasi istenen ¢alismada (Kurtis, Soylu, & Adams, degerlendirmede) en ¢ok
yazilan tarihsel olaylar secilmistir. Ikinci adim olarak Ankara Universitesi, Hacettepe
Universitesi ve ODTU niin siyaset bilimi, tarih ve sosyoloji béliimlerinden on
hocadan Tiirkiye’nin bugiinkii durumunu anlamak i¢in énemli ve ilgili olduklarini
diisiindiikleri tarihsel olaylart segmeleri istenmistir. Buna ek olarak, varsa ¢ikmasini
veya eklenmesini diisiindiikleri olaylar1 da yazmalar istenmistir. Pilot ¢calismanin
sonucunda katilimcilar herhangi bir olay1 ¢ikarmamuistir, ama bazi olaylarda
degisiklikler yapilip yeni olaylar eklenmistir. Katilimcilarin 6nerileri dogrultusunda
‘Suriye Savast’ olay1 Tirkiye tizerindeki etkileri bakimindan ‘Suriyeli siginmacilar’
olarak degistirilmistir. Buna ek olarak listeye, ‘kadinlara segme ve secilme hakkinin
verilmesi’ gibi kadin tarihi a¢isindan 6nemli olaylar eklenmistir. Sonug olarak,
tarihsel olaylar listesinin son hali Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti tarihine dair Osmanl
Imparatorlugu, Kurtulus Savasi, Hrant Dink’in 6ldiiriilmesi, MIT tirlar1 gibi 65 olay1
icermektedir.

Ana galismanin 6rneklemine Ankara ve Kirikkale illeri ile sosyal medyadan
ulasilmigtir. Calismaya kendini Tiirk ulusal kimligiyle tanimlayan 221 kadin ve 119
erkek katilmistir. Katilimcilarin ortalama yast 22.09°dur. Katilimcilarin ¢ogu (n =
278, 81%) yasamlarinin biiyiik bir bolimiinii biiyiik sehirlerde gecirdiklerini
belirtmistir. Orneklemin biiyiik cogunlugunu (92.9%) lisans 6grencileri

olusturmustur, 22 katilimer yiiksek lisans veya doktora 6grencisi oldugunu ve

64



katilimcilardan yalnizca iki tanesi de egitim diizeyini lise olarak rapor etmistir.
Katilimcilarin evlerine giren aylik gelir ortalamasi 4,237.01 Tiirk Lirasidir. Buna ek
olarak katilimcilarin biiylik cogunlugu (74.7%) bir dine mensup olduklarini
belirtmistir. Katilimcilarin dini inanglarinin giindelik yasantilari tizerindeki etkisi ve
kendilerini ne kadarmuhafazakar tanimladiklarina dair sorular i¢in ortalama skorlar
sirastyla 5.26 ve 4.76’dir (0-hig, 11-oldukga fazla). Son olarak, katilimcilarin siyasi
gorlslerine yonelik soruya verdikleri cevap i¢in ortalama skor 5.05’tir (0-sol gortis,
5-merkez, 11-sag goriis).

Katilimcilar ¢alismaya SONA sistemi tizerinden kayit olduktan sonra ankete ev
sahipligi yapan Qualtrics sayfasina yonlendirilmistir. Arastirma web sitesine
girdikten sonra, katilimcilara bilgilendirilmis bir onay formu sunulmustur. Calismaya
katilim goniilliiliik esasina dayanmistir ve 6grenci 6rnekleminden ¢aligmaya
katilanlar bonus puanalmislardir. Toplam siire yaklagik 30 dakika siirmiistiir.
Katilimcilar dncelikle yas, sosyo-ekonomik durum vb. konularini igceren demografik
form doldurmustur. Katilimcilarin tarihsel anlayislari, bu ¢calisma icin arastirmaci
tarafindan hazirlananTarih Tercihi Envanteri kullanilarakol¢tilmiistiir.
Katilimcilardan, pilot ¢alisma sonrasi elde edilen Tiirkiye tarihine dair 65 olayin
bugtinkii Tiirkiyeyi anlamamizda ne kadar énemli ve ilgili oldugu konusunda
degerlendirmeleri istenmistir (0: hi¢ 6nemli degil, 100: son derece onemli ve ilgili).
Olgek ii¢ faktérden (yakin tarih, cumhuriyet tarihi ve sanl tarih) olusmaktadir ve alt
Olcekler i¢in Cronbach’s alfa skorlari sirastyla .97, .96 ve .88’dir. Katilimcilarin ig-
grup kimligiyle 6zdeslesmeleri, Tiirkliikkle Ozdeslesme Envanteri’nin grup
seviyesinde bireysel yatirim alt 6l¢egi kullanilarak dl¢iilmiistiir (Balaban, 2013;
Leach ve arkadaslari, 2008). Olcegin Cronbach’s alfa skoru. 96°dir. Katilimcilarimait
oldugu grubun biiyiikligli hakkinda gercek¢i olmayan inanglarinin 6l¢iimiinde
Kolektif Narsisizm Olgegi kullanilmus, faktor analizi sonrasi ters maddesi ¢ikarilan
bu 6lgek icin Cronbach’s alfa skoru. 89 olarak bulunmustur (Golec de Zavala ve ark.,
2016). Son olarak, katilimcilarin ¢ok kiiltiirlilliige dair tutumlarinin él¢imiinde
Cokkiiltiirliiliik Ideolojisi Olgegi kullanlmistir. Bu envanterin iki alt dlgegine (¢ok
kiiltiirliilik karsit1 ve ¢ok kiiltiirliiliigii destekleyici) dair Cronbach’s alfa skorlari
sirasiyla . 83 ve .78’dir. Katilimcilardan Tiirkliikle Ozdeslesme, Kolektif Narsisizm
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ve Cok kiiltiirliiliik Ideolojisi 6lgeklerini 7°li Likert dlgegine gore yanitlamalar
istenmistir (1: kesinlikle katilmiyorum, 7: kesinlikle katiliyorum).

Analizlerin sonuglarina gore sanli tarih anlayisi hem siyasi goriis ve
muhafazakarlikla hem de Tirkliikle giiclii bir 6zdeslesmeyle ilintili bulunmustur.
Buna gore sag kanat siyasi yonelim ile muhafazakar bir goriise sahip olanlarin
tarihsel anlayis olarak sanli tarihi sectikleri gosterilmistir. Analize ulusal kimlik
degiskenlerinin girmesiyle Tiirkliikle daha fazla 6zdeslesen bireylerin de sag kanat
yonelime ve muhafazakarliga ek olarak sanli tarih se¢imini belirledigi goriilmiistiir.
Fakat ¢ok kiiltiirliiliik degiskenlerinin analize anlaml1 bir katkis1 olmamustir. Ote
yandan, siyasi goriis (sol ya da sag kanat), muhafazakarlik ve Tiirklerle giicli
ozdeslesme, Tiirk tarihinin Islam ile iliskili olaylarinin yani sira cumhuriyet dncesi
donem seg¢imlerinde yliceltilmis gegmis se¢cimlerinin en giiclii yordayicilartydi. Bir
diger hiyerarsik regresyon analizine gore, ilk agamada siyasi goriis ve
muhafazakarligin katkis1 anlamli bulunmamas, fakat ulusal kimlik degiskenlerinin
eklenmesiyle kolektif narsisizmin degil ama Tiirk halkiyla giiclii bir 6zdeslesmenin,
cumhuriyet tarihi tercihini belirledigi goriilmiistiir. Son olarak, cokkiiltiirliiliik
degiskenleri denklem i¢ine eklenmistir, ancak bu degiskenlerin de anlamli bir katkisi
bulunamamaistir. Sonuglara gore, degiskenler icinden sadece Tiirk kimligi ile giiclii
bir 6zdeslesmenin Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk ve cumhuriyetin ilan edilmesi ile ilgili
olaylarin tercihini 6ngdrdiigli bulunmustur. Son hiyerarsik regresyon sonuclarina
gore siyasi goriis ve muhafazakarlik anlamli olmayan sonuglar ortaya koymustur.
Ulusal kimlik degiskenlerinin (Tiirk kimligi ve kolektif narsisizm) denklem igine
girilmesi de modelde anlamli sonuglara yol agmamistir. Son olarak, diger degiskenler
kontrol edildiginde c¢okkiiltiirliiliige yonelik olumlu tutumlar yakin tarihsel temalar
i¢in tercihi dngdrmiistiir.

Kendinden onceki ¢aligsmalar gibi bu ¢aligma da bir takim kisitlamalar ve
gelecek calismalar icin bazi dneriler igermektedir. ilk olarak, Tiirkiye Kimlik Olgegi
ve Kolektif Narsisizm Olgegi maddelerinin benzer noktalari yansitmasina ragmen,
kolektif narsisizmin 6ngoriileri beklentileri karsilamamistir. Her iki 6lgekte de "Bu
ol¢ek, Tiirk ve Tiirkiye ile ilgili diisiincelerinizi ve duygularinizi 6lgmek igin
tasarlanmistir" yonergesi verilmesine karsin Tiirkliikle Ozdeslesme Olcegi maddeleri
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"Tiirk" kelimesini icerirken, Kolektif Narsisizm Olgeginde Tiirkliik i¢in sadece
‘grubum’ kelimesi kullanilmistir ve katilimcilar ulusal grup igin belli isimleri
okurken bu onlarda gruba dair daha giiglii bir his uyandiriyor olabilir. Bu nedenle,
beklenmedik sonuglarin nedenlerinden biri bununla baglantili olabilir ve bu ¢alisma
oleekler ile ilgili stnirlamalar dikkate alimarak tekrarlanmalidir. Ikinci olarak,
orneklem hem lisans hem de lisansiistii 6grencilerin yani sira en az iiniversite
mezunu olanlardan olusmaktadir. Literatiirde, egitim seviyesi artarsa, diger etnik ve
dini gruplara kars1 6nyarginin azalacagi bulgusu vardir (Carvacho ve digerleri, 2013).
Bu nedenle, daha ¢esitli bir egitim seviyesine sahip 6rneklem, 6zellikle
cokkiiltiirliiliige ve kolektif narsisizme yonelik tutumlar agisindan farkli sonuglar
verebilir. Bagka bir sinirlama, ¢aligmanin tasarima ile ilgili olabilir. Tarihsel olaylarin
Olciilmesi i¢in Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin 65 6nemli olayi ile tarihi olaylar anketi
hazirlanmis, katilimcilarin bu olaylar1 6nem diizeyine gére puanlamalari, varsa
eklemek ve ¢ikarmak istedikleri olaylar1 yazmalari istenmistir. Yeni olaylarin dahil
edilmesi i¢in katilimeilar cumhurbagkanligi se¢imi, 15 Temmuz sehitleri, Adnan
Menderes'in yan1 sira Anadolu Selguklulari, Biiyiik Selguklu Imparatorlugu ve
Fransiz Devrimini yazmistir. Bulgular, bu boéliimde de sanli ve yakin tarih ayrimi
gostermistir. Ote yandan, olaylarm ¢ikarilmasi kismi i¢in, katilimeilarm secimleri
onemli bir bulgu ortaya koymustur. Katilimcilar, MIT tirlar1, Dersim isyani, 90'lx
yillarda faili mechul cinayetler, DEP ve HDP milletvekillerinin tutuklanmasi ve hem
Hrant Dink hem de Tahir El¢i’nin 6ldiiriilmesinin ¢ikarilmasini istemistir. Bu
boliimiin olaylar1 bir¢ok nedenden 6tiirli ¢ok 6nemlidir. Her seyden 6nce, Tiirk
katilimcilarin yazdiklar: bu olaylarin tiimii azinliklarla ve gegmiste yapilan kotii
uygulamalarla ilgilidir. Ayrica, katilimeilarin cogu olay1 yazmis olsa da, bir
katilimei, bunun nedenini '"Tahir El¢i'nin teror orgiitiinii desteklemesi nedeniyle
onunla ilgili olayin hari¢ tutulmasi gerektigini' belirtmistir. Bu boliimiin bulgulari,
eski aragtirmalara benzer sekilde, katilimcilarin, 6zellikle olaylar azinliklari
igeriyorsa (Kurtis, Adams, & Soylu, degerlendirmede) ge¢misi inkar ettiklerini
gostermektedir. Buna ek olarak, gegmisteki yanlis davraniglarin ortadan
kaldirilmasinin ardindaki bir bagka neden, insanlara kolektif su¢luluk duygusunu

yasamamalarini saglayabilir. Literatiirde, i¢ grupla giiclii bir bag kuran bireylerde,

67



grubun gecmiste yaptig1 yanliglarla yiizlesmek konusunda daha az istekli oldugu,
buna karsin i¢ grupla daha az 6zdeslesen bireylerin grubun gegmiste yaptigi yanlislar
konusunda 6ziir dilemenin en dogru yol oldugunu diisiindiigii bulunmustur (Doosje,
Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 2004). Buna ek olarak, Kalaycioglu'na (2007)
gore muhafazakarlik sag kanat ideolojinin temellerini belirten bir siyasi kod olarak
ortaya ¢ikt1 ve bunun da milliyetgilik, yabanci diismanligi ve sovenizme karsi egilimi
olmas1 gerekiyordu. Dahasi, muhafazakar inang sistemi Tiirk halkinin yagsam
bi¢iminde kendini gostermektedir ve bu yasam bi¢imi endiistriyel bir ddonemde
gecmisin altin cagindan medet ummaktadir (Kalaycioglu, 2007). Bu bilgiler 15181nda,
sag kanat siyasi yonelim, muhafazakarlik ve sanli tarih se¢imleri, giincel politika ve
onun bir sonucu olarak medyanin (Muhtesem Yiizyil, Dirilis Ertugrul gibi) ve
gazetelerin ne sundugu ile de alakali olabilir. Tiim bu nedenlerden dolayi, gelecek
caligsmalar ulusal kimligi ve tarihsel anlayisi etkileyen medya ve siyaset gibi diger
faktorlerin yani sira tarihsel olaylarin diglanmasi ve kolektif sucluluk géz dniine
aliarak yapilirsa, arastirma kimlik ve tarih iliskisi ile gruplar arasi1 dinamiklerin

anlasilmasinda daha saglikli sonuglar verebilir.
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IAEK Uyesi IAEK Uyesi
Prof. Dr. Ayhaﬁﬁﬂrbﬁz DEMIR {"f) D&t. DY Yagar KONDAKC)
IAEK Oyesi IAEK Uyesi
Y

¥rd. Do¢ Dr. Plnar KAYGAN Yrd. Bo€ Dr. Emre SELCUK

IAEK Uyesi IAEK Uyesi
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Appendix D. TEZ FOTOKOPISI iZIN FORMU

ENSTITU

Fen Bilimleri Enstittusi

Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii -

Uygulamali Matematik Enstitiisti

Enformatik Enstittisti

Deniz Bilimleri Enstitiisi

YAZARIN

Soyadi : AKARSU
Adi  : ALBINA SILA
Boliimii : PSIKOLOJI

TEZIN ADI (ingilizce) : THE PAST LIES IN THE PRESENT: A SOCIAL
PSYCHOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION OF HISTORY AND IDENTITY

TEZIN TURU : Yiiksek Lisans - Doktora

. Tezimin tamamindan kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi aliabilir.

. Tezimin igindekiler sayfasi, 6zet, indeks sayfalarindan ve/veya bir

boliimiinden kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi aliabilir.

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

TEZIN KUTUPHANEYE TESLIiM TARIiHI:
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