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ABSTRACT

THE FUSION OF INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP LEVELS: THE CASE OF
POLITICAL PARTY SUPPORTERS WITHIN EXTREME PRO-GROUP
ACTION PROCESS

Ozdemir, Fatih
Ph.D., Department of Psychology
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Tiirker Ozkan

October 2018, 251 pages

The current research aimed to rationalize the relations of opposition political
parties' supporters with local in-group (supporters of the supported political party),
extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling
party and other two opposition parties) in both individual and group levels using
identity and deprivation theories, and answer the question of why people indicate
extreme self-sacrificing behaviors for the sake of in-group members. To be more
precise, this study (i) synthesized the literature on extreme pro-group actions, (ii)
tested the fundamental assumptions of identity fusion theory in multi-political party
context of Turkey for the first time, (iii) investigated the distinctiveness of identity
fusion concept (connectedness and oneness of personal identity with group-based
identity) from in-group identification (identification with group-based identity), and
(iv) explored the indirect effects of identification and identity fusion with local in-
group on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of local in-
group and extended in-group members using the relative deprivation fusion, the
familial ties with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-group, the

perceived invulnerability of local in-group, and the identification and the identity



fusion with extended in-group variables as mediators. In accordance with these
purposes, the data were collected from three opposition parties’ supporters as
Republican People's Party (CHP; N = 320), Peoples' Democratic Party (HDP; N =
215) and Nationalist Movement Party (MHP; N = 150) which were represented in
the parliament of Turkey via November-2015 parliamentary elections. The findings
and mediational models supported the theoretical expectations of the study and
reflected the perceived reality of the current political structure of Turkey and intra- /
inter-political party relations. The fusion of individual and group levels (including
the oneness of individual-based and group-based identities and deprivation
processes) provided a better prediction to rationalize intra- / inter-group relations in
comparison to separate levels. Literature and society need new and comprehensive
perspectives in order to rationalize extreme self-sacrificing behaviors on the behalf
of in-groups. In addition, the current relations between political parties in Turkey do
not only influence the lives of people who live in Turkey but also shape the
conditions and collaborations at the world stage. Therefore, the underlying process
of extreme pro-group actions and identity and deprivation theories on the multi-

political party context deserve further researches.

Keywords: extreme pro-group action, identity fusion, in-group identification,

relative deprivation, opposition political parties' supporters
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BIREY VE GRUP SEVIYELERININ KAYNASIMI: ASIRI GRUP-YANLISI
DAVRANIS SURECINDE SiYASI PARTI DESTEKCILERI ORNEGI

Ozdemir, Fatih
Doktora, Psikoloji Boliimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Tiirker Ozkan

Ekim 2018, 251 sayfa

Mevcut arastirma kimlik ve yoksunluk kuramlarini kullanarak muhalif siyasi
partilerin destekgilerinin yerel i¢-grup (desteklenen siyasi partinin destekgileri),
genis i¢-grup (T.C vatandaslar) ve ti¢ yerel dis-grupla (iktidar partinin ve diger iki
muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) olan iliskilerini birey ve grup seviyelerinde
rasyonellestirmeyir ve kisilerin neden i¢g-grup tiyeleri ugruna asir1 fedakar
davraniglarda bulundugu sorusunu cevaplamayr amaglamistir. Daha ag¢ik olmak
gerekirse, bu g¢alisma (i) asir1 grup-yanlist davranis literatiiriinii sentezlemis, (ii)
kimlik kaynasimi kuraminin temel varsayimlarini ilk defa Tiirkiye’nin ¢oklu-siyasi
parti diizleminde test etmis, (iii) kimlik kaynasimi kavraminin (bireysel kimligin
grup-temelli kimlikle baglantililifi ve birligi) i¢-grup 6zdeslesmesinden (grup-
temelli kimlikle o6zdeslesme) farkliligini incelemis ve (iv) goreli yoksunluk
kaynasimi, yerel i¢-grup ile ailevi baglar, yerel i¢-grup i¢in bireysel etkinlik, yerel
i¢-grubun algilanan saglamligi ve genis i¢-grup ile 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynasimi
degiskenlerini aracit degisken olarak kullanarak yerel i¢-grup ile 6zdeslesme ve
kimlik kaynasiminin yerel i¢-grup ve genis i¢-grup liyeleri ugruna asir1 grup-yanlisi
davraniglar1 onaylama iizerindeki dolayli iligkisini arastirmistir. Bu amaglar

dogrultusunda, Kasim-2015 parlamento secimleriyle Tiirkiye meclisinde temsil

vi



edilen Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi (CHP; N = 320), Halklarin Demokratik Partisi
(HDP; N = 215) ve Milliyetci Hareket Partisi (MHP; N = 150) olmak iizere iig
mubhalefet partisinin destek¢ilerinden veri toplanmistir. Bulgular ve aracilt modeller
calismanin kuramsal beklentilerini desteklemis ve Tiirkiye'nin mevcut siyasi
yapisinin Ve Siyasi parti i¢i / partiler arasi iligkilerin algilanan gercekligini
yansitmistir. Birey ve grup seviyelerinin kaynasimi (birey-temelli ve grup-temelli
kimlikler ve yoksunluk siireglerinin birligini igerir) ayr1 seviyelere kiyasla grup igi /
gruplar arasi iligkileri rasyonellestirmede daha iyi bir 6ngorii saglamistir. Literatiir
ve toplum i¢-grup ugruna asir1 fedakar davranislar1 rasyonellestirmek igin yeni ve
kapsamli yaklagimlara ihtiya¢ duymaktadir. Ek olarak, Tiirkiye’deki siyasi partiler
aras1t mevcut iligkiler sadece Tiirkiye’de yasayan insanlarin hayatini etkilememekte,
ayn1 zamanda diinya sahnesindeki durumlar1 ve isbirliklerini de sekillendirmektedir.
Bu nedenle, asir1 grup-yanlist davranislarin altinda yatan siireg¢ ve ¢oklu-siyasi parti

diizleminde kimlik ve yoksunluk kuramlar1 daha fazla arastirmay1 hak etmektedir.

Anahtar kelimeler: asir1 grup-yanlist davranis, kimlik kaynasimi, ig-grup

0zdeslesmesi, goreli yoksunluk, muhalif siyasi partilerin destekgileri
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

During the operation of Russian police department, Oleg Ivanovich
Okhrimenko sacrificed own life to save the lives of his team members and Russian
citizens. While Oleg and his team were trying to subdue an armed criminal on the
purpose of saving a female hostage, the criminal left the grenade to break police
barricade. Oleg realized the danger, threw himself toward the grenade, and used his
body to decrease the effect of the blast; but he lost his life. Another example is Dr.
Liviu Librescu who was a professor at Virginia Tech in 2007. During the armed
attack on a teenager who had a mental disorder, the professor used his body to close
the door of the classroom with the intent of stop bullets. In other words, he
sacrificed own life with five bullets to save the lives of his students.

The present thesis has focused on the question of why some individuals
make extreme actions and extraordinary sacrifices (e.g., the willingness to fight or
sacrifice own life, etc.) for the sake of in-group members in the multi-political party
context of Turkey. In other words, the main purposes of the present research were to
(i) synthesize the literature on extreme pro-group actions, (ii) test the fundamental
assumptions of identity fusion theory in multi-political party context of Turkey to
predict extreme pro-group behaviors (the willingness to fight and die on the behalf
of in-group), (iii) investigate the distinctiveness of identity fusion concept (identity
fusion theory: connectedness and oneness of personal identity with group-based
identity) from in-group identification (social identity theory: identification with
group-based identity), and (iv) explore the indirect effects of identification and
identity fusion with local in-group on the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors for the sake of local in-group and extended in-group members using the
relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual



agency for local in-group, the perceived invulnerability of local in-group, and the
identification and the identity fusion with extended in-group as mediators.

More particularly, this research was conducted with the participation of
group members of opposition parties which were represented in the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey (TBMM, Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi) through November-
2015 parliamentary elections such as Republican People's Party (CHP, Cumhuriyet
Halk Partisi), Peoples' Democratic Party (HDP, Halklarin Demokratik Partisi) and
Nationalist Movement Party (MHP, Milliyetci Hareket Partisi). We investigated the
relations of party supporters with members of local in-group (supporters of own
political party), extended in-group (citizens of the Republic of Turkey - T.C
citizens, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti vatandaslar1) and three local out-groups (supporters
of ruling party that is Justice and Development Party - AKP, Adalet ve Kalkinma
Partisi, and two other opposition parties) within the framework of identity and
relative deprivation theories, and tested their extreme behaviors on the behalf of
local and extended in-groups. That is why this study also reflects intra- / inter-
political party relations and the current political atmosphere in Turkey.

The thesis consisted of four main chapters. The first chapter, namely
introduction, aimed to explain the study question, clarify the theoretical
background, introduce participant groups, and specify the proposed associations
among variables of the research. The present study tended to understand the
underlying process of extreme pro-group behaviors. As the first purpose of the
introduction section, the meaning of pro-group action was described, and the
importance of the research question was underlined. In the literature, social identity
theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979; 1986) and in-group identification concept are mainly
used to rationalize intergroup relations, and explain pro-group behaviors; but we
also focused on a new approach which is called as identity fusion theory (e.g.,
Swann, Gomez, Seyle, Morales, & Huici, 2009). In order to strengthen the
theoretical background (as the second purpose), we aimed to focus on identity
theories, present the differences between identity fusion and social identity theories,
and highlight the distinctiveness of identity fusion concept from the in-group
identification within the pro-group behavior process. Secondly, besides identity
theories, the relative deprivation theory was also considered to explain interpersonal

and intergroup relationships. That is why the introduction section evaluated possible



associations between identity theories and relative deprivation theory to clarify
extreme pro-group behavior process. As stated previously, supporters of opposition
parties were used as participant groups in the study, and research was conducted in
the political context of Turkey. The relations of participants with local in-group
(supporters of own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local
out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties) were
explored. Therefore, as the third purpose of the introduction section, in order to see
the meaning of being a member of T.C citizen, national identity formation process
in Turkey from the last years of the Ottoman Empire to present time was specified,
and main characteristics of national identity in Turkey (including both ethnocultural
and civic identities) were identified. In addition, the brief history of ruling party
AKP and three opposition parties (including CHP, HDP, and MHP), the meaning of
being a member of these parties (identity of political parties), the current political
conditions and inter-party relations were introduced to inform readers about the
political atmosphere in Turkey. As the last purpose of the introduction section, the
proposed associations among study variables and the proposed hypotheses of the
research were presented.

The second chapter, namely method, introduced the participant profile, the
measures and the procedural part of the current research. The first purpose of the
method section was to specify the demographic characteristics of participants such
as sex, age, occupation, education, income, perceived socio-economic status,
growth place, political party identity, relations with own political party and
perceived closeness to other political parties. Secondly most of the measures, for the
first time, were translated into Turkish, tested in a Turkish sample, and used in the
context of political party supporters. In addition, some measures were newly
derived to test study variables. That is why the factor analysis and reliability and
validity scores of measures constituted an important part of this chapter. In this
way, the second purpose was to present statistics-based quality of measures and
contribute to literature with newly adapted or derived scales which test the
motivation behind the relations of individuals with in-group and out-group
members. Lastly, because of three different participant groups and their different
questionnaire packages, we aimed to clarify the response order of surveys based on
the political party identity of participants.



The third chapter, namely results, indicated the findings of the research
which CHP (N = 320), HDP (N = 215) and MHP (N = 150) supporters participated.
Descriptive study findings, between-political parties and within-political party
comparisons, correlations between study variables for each political party group,
dominance analysis results to predict the extreme behavior tendency on the behalf
of local in-group (supporters of own political party) and extended in-group (T.C
citizens) members, hierarchical regression analysis findings, and the proposed
models to explore the indirect effects of identification and identity fusion with local
in-group on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of local
in-group and extended in-group members were presented. Lastly, the extreme self-
sacrificing behavior tendencies of participants on the behalf of local in-group,
extended ingroup, and local out-group members in multi-group context were
explored using the created vignette, and the findings were reported.

In the last chapter, namely discussion, after a general overview, the findings
of the study were discussed depending on the related literature. The purposes of this
chapter were to make a brief summary, discuss the study findings, specify
theoretical contributions and implications of the current research on the issue of
intra- / inter-group (political party) relations, highlight the study limitations, and
make some suggestions for the further studies.

In the next first part, the concepts of pro-group behaviors and identity will
be defined, and main theoretical perspectives on related literature (including
identity and deprivation theories) to explain pro-group behaviors will be introduced.
While different theoretical approaches are presenting, we will try to highlight the
possible connection among them within a complementary view. In other words, we
will aim to indicate the possibility of a new approach that independently proposed
theoretical perspectives may complement each other, and both individual-based and
group-based variables may explain the pro-group behaviors of individuals.

1.1 Pro-Group Behaviors and Identity

The underlying motivation of pro-group actions has been an ongoing interest
in social sciences. The concept of pro-group action is a comprehensive term and
includes different types of behavior based on different purposes. For example, pro-
group action is mostly named as collective action that is defined as "a group

member engages in collective action any time that he or she is acting as a



representative of the group and where the action is directed at improving the
conditions of the group as a whole " (Wright, Taylor, & Moghaddam, 1990, p. 995).
The pro-group action is identified with intergroup acts and collective purpose such
as improving the current conditions of in-group or resistance to perceived group-
based disadvantage. In order to protect the interests of in-group, the group members
may indicate normative or nonnormative pro-group actions. In other words, group
members may engage in pro-group actions that are acceptable by the norms of
society (including normative pro-group actions such as signing petitions, donating
money, nonviolent demonstrations, etc.); but also they may indicate pro-group
behaviors that break the social norms and are not accepted by the society (including
nonnormative pro-group actions such as sabotage, terrorist activities, etc.) (e.g.,
Wright et al., 1990). However, in the present research, we did not label pro-group
actions as normative or nonnormative. Basically, we have focused on extreme pro-
group behaviors of individuals (e.g., the willingness to fight or sacrifice own life) to
save or protect in-group members within multi-group context.

In order to answer the question of why group members express a behavior
on the behalf of their in-group and understand intergroup relations, social scientists
have mostly used the concept of social identity and social identity-based theories
since the late 1970s. Identity is basically defined as "people’s concepts of who they
are, of what sort of people they are, and how they relate to others” (Hogg &
Abrams, 1988, p. 2), and is differentiated as personal identity and social identity.
The current research proposes that in order to rationalize extreme pro-group
behaviors of people, the important question is how personal and social identities
interact with each other when people assign themselves as a member of the
particular social group. Social identity and identity fusion theories have different
approaches to explain this association. In the next part of the thesis, we will focus
on the differences between identity-based theories and the interaction of personal
and social identities.

1.2 Social Identity Theory

During the 1970s, the mainstream perspectives of American and European
social psychologists which aimed to understand human relations were different
from each other. While Americans were preferring an individualistic and

reductionist approach, European researchers such as Tajfel and Turner focused on



social aspects of human behaviors. They investigated how people perceive the
social world, define themselves, and regulate own daily interpersonal and
intergroup behaviors based on the social group membership. Because of this social
and context-based perspective, Social Identity Theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979) and
the concept of social identity that is "the part of an individual's self-concept which
derives from his knowledge of his membership in a social group (or groups)
together with the value and emotional significance attached to that membership"
(Tajfel, 1978, p. 63) became popular to explain the individual's sense of "who I am"
and rationalize human relations.

Social categorizations, social comparisons, and the need for group
distinctiveness facilitate the formation of social groups and social identities (e.g.,
Tajfel, 1982; Taylor & Moghaddam, 1994). Individuals are in a tendency to classify
other people, things, and situations based on shared attributes, and create particular
categories in order to simplify perceived reality and minimize cognitive effort while
they are making sense of the world (Fiske & Taylor, 1991). Categories provide
prior knowledge and a mental map that is used to interpret the world, conceptualize
one's place in social context and decrease uncertainty - the needs for
meaningfulness, rationalizing the environment, prediction and control the future
actions, and looking for consistency can be defined as intrinsic motivations which
are positively related to subjective well-being (Baumeister & Vohs, 2002). In social
categorization process, people categorize other individuals based on prototypical
and shared characteristics, and these features define the identity of category (group)
that answers the questions of "who they (group members) are" and "how they (group
members) should behave". Based on the study of Tajfel and his colleagues, even if
people do not make any contact with in-group or out-group members, the awareness
for categories and group membership causes the formation of the sense of "we" and
tendency to differentiate in-group from out-group members (Tajfel, Billig, Bundy &
Flament, 1971)

Besides prior needs and intrinsic motivations, individuals also tend to satisfy
the need for belongingness and desire to remove the gap between self and society
(Baumeister, 1991) and want to receive social support from in-group members.
They identify themselves with a particular group, internalize its beliefs, values, and

norms and evaluate the social world from the perspective of in-group to be a real in-



group member (Ozdemir, 2016, Ozdemir & Sakalli-Ugurlu, 2018; Sakalli-Ugurlu &
Ozdemir, 2017); when the identification level of people with in-group increases,
they accept in-group features as self-concepts and an important part of their own
identity. Identification with a particular group and acceptance of its prototypical
characteristics may strengthen the concept of depersonalization (Hogg, Terry, &
White, 1995) that "people perceive and act in line with their in-group prototypes not
as unique individuals" (Okuyan, 2012, p. 10). We should also consider that the
internal structure of groups may be more complex and fluid than assumptions of
prototype-based classical view. The fuzzy set centering can be possible around the
prototype, and group members may indicate some different features, but super-
ordinate goals may keep them together. For example, in the study of Breakwell
(1996), the meaning of being British varied for members of different sub-groups in
Britain and also for individuals of the same sub-group.

People compare themselves and own groups with other groups and their
members to conceptualize their own place in social context, and understand "who
we are (not)", "what we have (not)", and "where we are positioned in social
hierarchy". These social comparisons may be made from an in-group centered
perspective to indicate the superiority of in-group and protect the positive social
identity. In other words, because of high in-group identification and in-group
favoritism tendency - "us" vs. "them" -, individuals may evaluate their groups and
its members more positive than out-group members (Brewer & Kramer, 1985;
Ferguson & Kelly, 1964; Tajfel, 1982; Turner, 1999; Wilder, 1986). People also
focus on within-group similarities and between-group differences to strengthen in-
group coherence and out-group distinctiveness. These all needs and situations bring
in-group members together, motivate people to protect the group interests, and
support pro-group behaviors, but also may increase group-based prejudices toward
out-group members, and may enhance the perceived distance among different
groups.

In the next part of the current research, the literature on identity fusion
theory will be reviewed. The differences between social identity theory (including
in-group identification concept) and identity fusion theory (including identity fusion
concept) will be highlighted. In addition, the role of both individual and group-

based identities on extreme pro-group action process will be clarified.



1.3 Identity Fusion Theory as a New Approach: The Fusion of Personal and
Social Identities

As stated previously, since the late 1970s, Social Identity Theory (Tajfel &
Turner, 1979) and the concept of social or collective identity mostly have been used
to explain the individual's sense of "who | am" and why people participate in pro-
group actions (e.g., Jasper, 2014; van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2013; van
Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). Although the social identity of individuals,
which derives from perceived social group membership-based knowledge and
emotional attachment, becomes an important part of the question "who | am"
(Tajfel, 1978), a few people tend to make extreme pro-group sacrifices. The
survival and self-protection instincts decrease the willingness to perform self-
sacrificing behaviors. If so, in spite of strong intrinsic instincts, why do some people
volunteer to engage in extreme pro-group actions? In recent researches, the concept
of identity fusion, which includes the overlap and union of functionally equal,
agentic and permeable personal and group-based identities and increases the sense
of fusion and oneness with in-group, is used to explain underlying mechanism of
participation in extreme pro-group actions (e.g., Hatvany, Burkley, & Curtis, 2018;
Swann et al., 2009; Swann, Jetten, Gomez, Whitehouse, & Bastian, 2012). In other
words, the identity fusion means "feelings of inseparable connection between self
and group"” (Gomez et al., 2017, p. 673).

In spite of identity fusion may be defined as the conceptual cousin of in-
group identification which is investigated within the theoretical framework of social
identity (e.g., Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Turner, 1999), there are fundamental
differences between identity fusion and in-group identification based on how
personal identity (including idiosyncratic characteristics of person) and social
identity (including self-concepts of person that is derived from social group
membership) interact with pro-group behaviors (Swann et al., 2012). Firstly, social
identity theory proposes the distinction between individual and group-based
identities, and evaluates social behaviors within an interpersonal-intergroup
continuum with a zero-sum association; for example, group-based actions increase
with salient social identity and deactivation of personal identity which is called as
functional antagonism principle (e.g., Levine & Crowther, 2008; Tajfel & Turner,
1979; Turner, 1999; Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987). Secondly,



in-group identification develops with abstract categorical ties and prototypical
characteristics of the identified group rather than individual qualities of in-group
members and unique/personal relationships with these members (depersonalization
hypothesis); this is why individuals perceive themselves and others as categorically
interchangeable with other in-group members (e.g., Hogg, 1993; Hogg & Hardie,
1991). Also, the membership-based (category-based) attraction provides in-group
identification even if individuals do not interact with group members (Stets &
Burke, 2000). Thirdly, within the perspective of social identity theory, in-group
identification is considered as a context-depended variable (salience hypothesis);
the changes in social context influence the identification level with in-group
(Turner, 1999).

On the other hand, identity fusion theory (Swann et al., 2012) proposes that
both personal and group-based identities can be salient at the same time and
functionally equal to one another. In other words, personal and social identities may
be complementary rather than competing with each other. The permeable and
blurred boundaries between salient personal and group-based identities create
synergy (identity synergy principle) which strengthens the motivation behind pro-
group actions. Moreover, because of this created synergy, when identity-fused
individuals perceive challenge toward either personal or group-based identities, it
may spark and amplify the intention to perform the pro-group behavior (e.g., Swann
et al., 2009; Swann, Wenzlaff, & Tafarodi, 1992). Secondly, relational ties principle
of identity fusion theory emphasizes that not only membership-based (category-
based) attraction and categorical ties but also the uniqueness-based attraction
(including unique personal characteristics of in-group members and personal
relations with these members) provides deep relational ties with in-group members.
This is why individuals do not perceive themselves and other members as
categorically interchangeable. Thirdly, according to agentic personal self-principle,
extreme pro-group behaviors of identity-fused people may be evaluated as the
expression of personal identity. Personal agency (including competence for
initiating and controlling the intended action) strengthens the tendency to take
personal responsibility on the behalf of their in-group; this is why after the control
of in-group identification, identity fusion predicts extreme pro-group behaviors of

members (Swann et al., 2009). Lastly, identity fusion is not presented as a social



context-depended variable, and the level of fusion has high stability (irrevocability
principle). Especially, deep relational ties with in-group members protect the
stability of identity fusion level. Even if identity-fused individuals are ostracized by
their in-group members, they may continue to endorse extreme pro-group actions to
reaffirm their attachment to in-group (Gomez, Morales, Hart, Vazquez, & Swann,
2011).

The difference between the concepts of identity fusion and in-group
identification and their associations with a tendency to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors have been tested in a series of different studies. For example, in the
article of Gomez, Brooks et al., (2011) the distinctiveness of identity fusion and in-
group identification was indicated via confirmatory and explanatory factor analyses.
Secondly, when the associations between individuals' perceived quality of life and
the victory or defeat of their political parties in American and Spanish
parliamentary elections were tested, strongly identity-fused individuals internalized
the group-based victory and defeat more than non-identity-fused, low identified and
high identified group members (Buhrmester, Gomez, Brooks, Morales, Fernandez,
& Swann, 2012); because the group membership and its positive and negative
outcomes were perceived as intensely personal by strongly identity-fused people.
However, high identified (not identity-fused) members internalized the victory of
the group, but not its defeat.

Besides that, identity-fused individuals endorsed extreme pro-group actions
(e.g., the willingness to die in order to save in-group members) more than non-fused
and weakly fused group members in different versions of trolley dilemma (e.g.,
Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011; Swann, Gomez, Dovidio, Hart, & Jetten, 2010; Swann,
Gomez, Huici, Morales, & Hixon, 2010). For example, in a version of the trolley
scenario (Swann, Gomez, Dovidio et al., 2010), a group of participants imagined
that "a runaway trolley was about to crash and kill five in-group members (i.e.,
Spaniards) unless the participant jumped from a bridge into the trolley's path" (p.
1178). Then, participants made a decision between two options as "doing nothing"
or "sacrificing themselves to save others". Highly identity-fused individuals chose
self-sacrificing behavior for group members' lives more than non identity-fused
individuals, and they evaluated this option as a morally superior behavior.

Moreover, in other versions of trolley dilemma, strongly identity-fused participants
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endorsed self-sacrificing behaviors to save the lives of local and extended in-group
members, but not out-group members; non-identity-fused members preferred to do
nothing or sacrifice out-group members rather than themselves and local in-group
members; and strongly identity-fused members had greater willingness to sacrifice
their own life for killing people who damage in-group members (Swann, Gomez,
Dovidio et al., 2010).

In order to investigate the connectedness of personal and social identities,
the predictive power of identity activation on extreme pro-group behaviors was
tested. In strongly identity-fused sample, the activation of either personal identity or
social identity amplified extreme pro-group actions, whereas only the activation of
social identity predicted pro-group behaviors in highly identified (non identity-
fused) samples (e.g., Swann et al., 2009; Swann & Buhrmester, 2015; Swann,
Gomez, Buhrmester, Rodriguez, Jimenez, & Vazquez, 2014; Swann, Gomez,
Dovidio et al., 2010). In other words, because of permeable boundaries between
personal and group-based identities, the activation flow can be from personal
identity to social identity or vice versa and supports the willingness to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors.

As stated before, uniqueness-based (relational) attraction can be evaluated as
one of the main underlying factors of extreme pro-group behaviors; individuals
perceive their group as a family rather than a social category based on prototypic
characteristics. This orientation increases family-like ties, perceived connectedness,
shared strength, and reciprocal obligations, as well as collective ties among group
members (Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011; Swann, Buhrmester et al., 2014). This is
why individuals who had higher level of fusion with Spanish identity donated more
money for needy Spanish people than non-fused and weakly fused group members
(Swann, Gomez, Huici et al., 2010); or strongly identity-fused individuals indicated
greater willingness to fight and die for protecting their country (Gomez, Brooks et
al., 2011; Swann et al., 2009); or although strongly identity-fused individuals felt
greater stress and anxiety when group members were in danger, non identity-fused
participants supported the self-preservation motives (Swann, Gomez et al., 2014).

In most of the fusion studies, the identity fusion of individuals toward their
country (e.g., Spanish or American people as a group) has been investigated; but the

question of how individuals establish strong familial and reciprocal ties with all
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group members in larger groups is also critical. These people have a chance to
develop personal relationships or direct contacts with a small portion of the whole
group. This is why researchers emphasize two types of fusion such as local fusion
(including small groups such as tribal units, families, friend groups, small military
units) and extended fusion (including larger groups such as countries, gender
groups, religious groups). The shared important characteristics such as genes or
values keep members together as a family in small groups, whereas these primed
core characteristics are projected to all members and strengthen familial ties even
though individuals do not have any direct relationship with all members in larger
groups. For example, priming the shared biological qualities (in Chinese and Indian
samples) and shared social values (in American and Spanish samples) supported the
association between identity fusion and willingness to fight and die for in-group
members, and familial ties mediated the relationship between identity fusion and
extreme pro-group behaviors; in addition, the awareness toward shared core
characteristics was more important than the perceived positivity or negativity of
these characteristics for identity-fused people (Swann, Buhrmester et al., 2014).

In larger or multi-ethnic groups, the shared core characteristics mostly may
be socio-culturally constructed concepts such as national identity, group-based
values or ideology, episodic memories and history of suffering rather than
biological relatedness, and they strengthen the similarity of group members, and
collective and familial ties (Swann et al., 2012). Especially, the shared negative and
challenging experiences get individuals closer more than the shared positive
experiences (Baumeister, Bratslavsky, Finkenouer, & Vohs, 2001). This is why we
propose that besides the shared core values, bonding experiences such as awareness
for perceived common disadvantage and the sense of perceived (relative)
deprivation may keep individuals together like familial ties, and may strengthen the
endorsement of extreme pro-group actions.

In the following part of the thesis, the social psychology literature on
relative deprivation issue will be reviewed; and the concept of relative deprivation
fusion will be proposed within the theoretical framework of identity fusion. The
present study proposed that the relative deprivation of person may be differently
related to the in-group identification and identity fusion concepts within extreme

pro-group behavior process. This possible differentiated association may provide

12



important information to explain the willingness to perform the extreme pro-group
action.
1.4 Theory of Relative Deprivation

In spite of the negative effects of objective socio-economic deprivation and
inequality (Wilkinson & Pickett, 2010), subjective interpersonal and intergroup
comparisons and interpretations define individuals' awareness and social responses
to perceived inequality (e.g., Osborne & Sibley, 2013; Stouffer, Suchman,
DeVinney, Star, & Williams, 1949). Relative deprivation theory (e.g., Crosby,
1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman, 1966) has proposed that people
subjectively compare themselves with other individual(s), groups or own past
position, and these subjective comparisons lead to the cognitive appraisal which
individual perceives own or his in-group's disadvantaged position (e.g., Smith,
Pettigrew, Pippin, & Biolasiewicz, 2012).

The awareness for one's disadvantaged position can be assumed as the first
step of deprivation. For example, the socio-culturally embedded structural
disadvantage may be internalized and perceived as natural by socially devalued
groups (e.g., Schmitt, Branscombe, & Postmes, 2003; van Zomeren et al., 2008),
and devalued groups such as women, ethnic or religious minorities, and
homosexuals may not be aware of an alternative system to the current structural
system.

Runciman (1966) emphasized the levels of subjective comparisons and
differentiated relative deprivation including egoistic deprivation (individual-based)
and fraternal deprivation (group-based); individuals tend to make interpersonal or
intergroup comparisons whereby they realize personal disadvantage in comparison
to other people or they perceive disadvantage of his/her in-group relative to another
group. In relative deprivation literature, interpersonal and intergroup comparisons
are associated with distinct outcomes; interpersonal comparisons and individual-
based relative deprivation are related to individual-based outcomes including
subjective well-being, life satisfaction, self-esteem, depressive symptoms, stress,
shame, and anxiety (e.g., Osborne & Sibley, 2013; Smith et al., 2012; Smith &
Ortiz, 2002; Walker, 1999; Walker & Mann, 1987), whereas intergroup
comparisons and group-based relative deprivation predict group-based outcomes
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such as pro-group protest, collective action, and social change (e.g., Abrams &
Grant, 2012; Walker & Man, 1987).

Researchers emphasize the importance of same level analysis (e.g., Smith et
al., 2012; Walker & Mann, 1987; Walker & Pettigrew, 1984), and propose that
individual-based outcomes should be tested with interpersonal comparisons and
individual-based relative deprivation, whereas group-based responses should be
investigated using intergroup comparisons and group-based relative deprivation.
Individual-based and group-based deprivations are supposed as almost independent
states with each other, and pro-group actions mostly have been associated with
group-based identity salience, intergroup comparisons and group-based relative
deprivation (e.g., Smith et al., 2012; Walker, 1999; Walker & Mann, 1987). This
perspective reminds the differentiation-based approach toward personal and social
identities which is mentioned in the article of Hogg (1987, 1991, 1993), and
underestimates the role of personal identity salience, interpersonal comparisons and
individual-based relative deprivation on group-based responses. In the literature,
individual-based relative deprivation was not found associated with individual-
based outcomes in each study (Olson, Roese, Meen, & Robertson, 1995), or group-
based relative deprivation did not always predict group-based responses to
perceived disadvantage (Birt & Dion, 1987; Schmitt, Maes, & Widaman, 2010). In
addition, some studies have indicated the relatedness between individual and group
level deprivations. For example, in the study of Pettigrew and colleagues (2008),
group-based relative deprivation significantly mediated the association between
individual-based relative deprivation and prejudice toward out-group. The limited
number of study also suggested that group-based relative deprivation can predict the
participation in pro-group actions; but when individuals also recognize the high
level of individual-based relative deprivation, the motivation behind the pro-group
action and the cognitive allegiance to in-group strengthen (Foster & Matheson,
1995; Tougas & Beaton, 2002). These findings have shown that both interpersonal
and intergroup comparisons may be associated with the same outcome as the pro-
group response. The proposed distinct outcomes can be explained by the point of
comparison rather than the level of comparison. The previous studies have proposed
that individual-based comparisons with a member of out-group may strengthen the

intention to participate in pro-group actions more than individual-based
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comparisons with a member of in-group (Hafer & Olson, 1993); but both
individual-based comparisons with a member of in-group or out-group may increase
the awareness toward shared core bonding conditions or disadvantage.

The present paper proposes that interpersonal and intergroup comparisons
may not be independent concepts. Because of different levels in the comparison
processes, they may be distinct but also complementary in the pro-group action
process. As far as we concerned, we propose a new concept - Relative Deprivation
Fusion - which is the unique form of deprivation, and interpersonal comparisons
and individual-based relative deprivation become fused and overlap with intergroup
comparisons and group-based relative deprivation.

The literature has indicated that even though individuals are aware of the
disadvantaged position of in-group, they may not perceive themselves as a target
exposed to discriminative approach (Taylor, Wright, Moghaddam, & Lalonde,
1990), and it may not predict or may weakly estimate group-based responses
(Taylor, Moghaddam, Gamble, & Zellerer, 1987). However, in the present paper,
the identity fusion may strengthen the fusion of individual and group level relative
deprivations; it means that individual-based perceived unfair disadvantage may
become relevant with group experiences, and individuals may perceive the group-
based disadvantage as personal. In addition to the proposed mediating variables by
the literature (including the familial ties with local in-group, the individual agency
for local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group), the relative
deprivation fusion may mediate the relationship between identity fusion and the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors, and deprivation-fused individuals
may indicate greater willingness to perform extreme self-sacrificing behaviors for
the sake of their in-group members.

In the light of literature on identity fusion (e.g., Stets & Burke, 2000; Swann
et al., 2009; Swann et al., 2012; Swann, Gomez, Huici et al., 2010), we propose that
in the case of high deprivation fusion, the boundaries between salient interpersonal
and intergroup deprivations may be highly permeable, and this may strengthen
individual's cognitive allegiance to in-group. Because of this permeability, the
activation of either individual-based or group-based relative deprivations may
activate the motivation behind group-based responses as well as the activation of

fused personal and social identities of the person in identity fusion theory.
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1.4.1 Perceived unfairness and emotional part of relative deprivation

Researchers have mostly investigated the cognitive magnitude of deprivation
(including the perceived discrepancy between the having position of individual and
other(s)) to predict individual or group-based responses and have ignored the
affective component of relative deprivation. Awareness and cognitive appraisal for
individual's or his/her in-groups' perceived disadvantaged position may not be
sufficient to explain in-group cohesiveness and pro-group actions. For example, if
there is not a direct and influential challenge for existing beliefs and system,
disadvantaged individuals (e.g., women, homosexuals, ethnic or religious
minorities) may have a motivation to justify the current status quo (e.g., Jost,
Banaji, & Nosek, 2004; Jost, Pelham, Sheldon, & Sullivan, 2003). In other words,
because of existential and ideological justification impulses (including belief in a
just world, social dominance orientation, system justification orientation and
conservatism), even if individuals realize their disadvantaged position, they may
evaluate social inequality as fair and natural (e.g., Goregenli, 2015; Hafer & Olson,
1989; Jost & Thompson, 2000). This situation decreases the intensity of deprivation
(including the affective part of deprivation such as anger and resentment) which
may support allegiance to in-group and speed up the pro-group action process. That
is why the perceived fairness toward disadvantaged conditions and individual and
group-based deservingness for the desired outcome also should be taken into
consideration.

Cognitive appraisals about the position of the individual and his in-group are
highly related to group-based emotions (Mackie, Devos, & Smith, 2000; Smith,
Cronin, & Kessler, 2008). The awareness for subjectively unfair and illegitimate
inequality, and not having what person wants and deserves increase negative
emotions (e.g., anger, outrage, resentment, etc.) and blaming toward the source of
perceived disadvantage (e.g., van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2013; van
Zomeren, Spears, Fischer, & Leach, 2004; Weiss, Suckow, & Cropanzano, 1999).
When individual-based perceived unfair and illegitimate disadvantage is relevant
with group experiences and vice versa which is called as relative deprivation fusion,
individuals may feel greater deprivation.

Individual and group-based cognitive and affective components of

deprivation have been evaluated as distinct processes in the literature (e.g., Olson &
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Hafer, 1996; van Zomeren et al., 2008; Walker & Smith, 2002); but these levels and
processes may be more related (fused) than the assumptions of literature. In sum,
according to theory of relative deprivation (Runciman, 1966), if (i) individual sees
that other person, people or himself/herself at different point in time have X, (ii)
individual does not have X, (iii) individual wants X and (iv) individual feels that |
deserve X, person can be defined as deprived. When interpersonal comparisons and
individual level deprivation become relevant with intergroup comparisons and
group-based deprivation, thus may be identified as deprivation fusion.

In order to investigate the extreme pro-group behaviors of individuals within
the framework of theories for identity fusion (in comparison to social identity
theory) and relative deprivation, we have focused on both individual and group
level relations of individuals with members of local in-group (supporters of own
political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and local out-groups (supporters of
ruling party and two other opposition parties). The concept of national identity and
the meaning of being a T.C citizen will be introduced in the next part of the paper.
Political party identities were evaluated as sub-identities of the national identity.
That is why the current conditions in Turkish political atmosphere and identities of
political parties also will be presented.

1.5 National Identity

National identity is evaluated as a larger and complex form of social identity
(Cingoz-Ulu, 2008), and we can see main processes of social identity formation
(including social categorization, social identification, social comparison and group-
based distinctiveness) on the definition of national identity concept that is "a
collective sentiment based upon the belief of belonging to the same nation, and of
sharing most of attributes that make it distinct from other nations" (Guibernau,
2007, p. 11). Smith (1991) proposes shared territory, historical memories, public
culture, legal rights, legal duties, and the economy as basic dimensions of national
identity. Through the features of national identity, members make sense of "who
they are", "how they relate to other nations”, "what is important for their nation" in
wider social context. For example, in some studies (Billiet, Maddens, & Beerten,
2003; Pehrson, Vignoles, & Brown, 2009), national identification and out-group
prejudice are greater in communities which have the ethnocultural-based national

identity rather than civic-based national identity.
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Although the relationship between nationalism and nation is similar to
chicken-egg paradox, historical developments such as equality and freedom
thoughts, capitalism, modernization, and industrialization have triggered the social
transformation of societies, and people were in search of modern types of political
authority. Secondly, from the view of instrumentalists, national identity also has a
political aspect; that is why international factors, domestic conflict, and the leaders
and elites of the community may influence the national identity formation
(Saideman, 2002). In the late-18th century, French and American revolutions
influenced the political structure of the world and initiated the formation of modern
nation-states. The concepts of nation, state and nation-state also gained popularity.
In order to clarify these concepts, as stated in the study of Ergiil (2009), the nation
is mostly described as a human population that people reside in the same territory,
share same social, cultural and historical characteristics, use same linguistic
features, and define themselves as a member of this community. In addition, some
nations use ethnic, religious and geographical dimensions to define themselves. The
state is defined as the administrative body of community in which a group of
individuals is selected by members to represent all nation and its interests. The
approval of people through elections is one of the main differences of modern
nation-states from dictatorships and monarchies. That is why state means both a
body of government and selected a group of people. Thirdly, the nation-state can be
identified as the politically organized form of the nation that is an independent
political unit with a sovereign state in a particular territory. Members behave based
on their citizenship rights and duties. In addition, the unified characteristics of
nation-state define national identity.

There are different nationalism approaches (including "German or Italian
type" and "British or French type") to define the structure of the nation and
influence the content of national identity (Kadioglu, 1996). The discussion between
the concepts of Turk and Turkiyeli (citizen of the Republic of Turkey) can be
evaluated using these approaches. German/Italian type nationalism emphasizes the
importance of organic nation, and homogeneity of individuals based on racial,
ethnic, and religious characteristics. This situation strengthens ethnocultural-based

national identities. German Romantics define members of the nation as an organic
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family which are connected with ethnicity, religion, blood, common language,
traditions, cultural history, and geography.

On the other hand, British/French nationalism explains the term of
belonging to a nation with desires and feelings rather than racial, ethnic, religious or
cultural characteristics of people. In other words, attachment of the person to his/her
nation, desire to live together, collective solidarity, present will to protect national
interests, tendency to make pro-nation sacrifices, and feeling of being at home are
enough to be a member of a nation. It focuses on the relationships (including duties
and rights of both citizens and state) between citizens and state and emphasizes the
importance of individual for the sovereignty and unity of the nation. This
perspective creates civic-based national identities.

National identity is a dynamically constructed concept, and it can be
(re)structured in accordance with the needs of the time (Reicher & Hopkins, 2001).
Its main characteristics may change based on the type of nation-state and unification
strategy to keep members together. That is why the nature of the Republic of
Turkey as a nation-state (Sakli, 2011) should be clarified. In the case of the
Republic of Turkey, ethno-cultural and civic national approaches/identities cannot
be evaluated in a continuum with a zero-sum association. Although Turkish
citizenship is defined with civic terms based on the official declarations, both ethno-
cultural and civic characteristics of Turkish nationalism still can be realized. In
order to understand the national identity formation of the Republic of Turkey, we
should take into consideration the historical background and the process from the
Ottoman Empire to today.

1.6 The Formation of National Identity of the Republic of Turkey

1.6.1 The last years of the Ottoman Empire and identity

In the 19th century, nationalist ideas negatively affected the authority of the
Ottoman Empire which dominated numerous different ethnic, religious, and cultural
groups within its borders and autonomy, freedom, and liberation thoughts became
salient among these groups. Existing unified identities could not be enough to
protect the attachment of minorities to the Empire. Particularly ethnic nationalisms
(e.g., Bulgarians, Serbians, Greeks, Albanians, Arabs, etc.), Balkan Wars (1912-
1913) and World War | (1914-1918) indicated that din-ii devlet insight (all people,

including Sultans, should behave on the behalf of religion and state) and "Millet"
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system (ethnic groups of the Empire were positioned based on their religious
identities) lost its upper unified identity function (Altinay, 2004; Ergiil, 2009). In
order to improve the collective consciousness and prevent the diffuse of the Empire,
different identity perspectives (including Ottomanism, Islamism, and Turkism) were
used by elites and some diverse groups.

Firstly, Ottomanism was added into the agenda with the Tanzimat, and
tended to create a multi-ethnic and multi-religious nation state that all ethnic and
religious groups have the same rights and duties (Akgura, 1991), and the will of
nation, equality, and freedom concepts were emphasized rather than ethnic or
religious features of groups. However, because of the independency desire of ethnic
minorities, liberation movements, and the dominant effect of German-type
nationalism (that emphasizes the political significance of ethnicity and religion) in
Europe, Ottomanism lost its legitimacy to save the Empire (Akgura, 1991).

Islamism was also one of these approaches. Especially, Young Ottomans
such as Namik Kemal, Ali Suavi, Sinasi, and Ziya Pasa supported that Islam and
Muslim community may bring the survival of the Ottoman Empire; because French-
type nationalism of the West may not be appropriate for the East (Akgura, 1991).
However, during the World War I, Muslim societies did not fight with the Ottoman
Empire against non-Muslim enemies in spite of the Cihad (holy war) declaration of
the Ottomans. Quite the contrary, Arabs supported Britain against the Ottomans to
gain their own independence. These cases indicated the inefficiency of Islamists'
thoughts toward Islam-based identity, and modern Islamic state desire to stop the
collapse of the Empire. Nevertheless, Islamic beliefs and religious affiliation did not
lose its effect on the formation of the present national identity of Turkey. Although
the Republic of Turkey defines itself as a secular nation-state through the
constitution in 1937, Islam is still used to answer the question of "who Anatolian
people are" by the majority of Turkish citizens, and political leaders at the present
time. Islam is accepted by major society as one of the cornerstones of Turkish
identity (Ozdemir, 2013).

After the failure of Islamists, nationalist ideas were associated with ethnicity
to save the Ottoman Empire; but, the important effect of religion was not ignored.
Especially in the last years of the Empire, ethnicity and religion were two important

dimensions which were mostly preferred to define the identity of Ottomans. The
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Turkish language also was suggested as a unifying factor. That is why the concepts
of "Muslim Turks" and "Muslim people who speak Turkish" were used in identity
formation process. Especially, Omer Seyfettin who is one of the well-known
Turkish writers emphasized the importance of ethnicity- and religion-based identity
rather than the Ottomanism as a unifying factor.

Because of the loss of big territories, Turkish elites such as Ziya Gokalp, and
Yusuf Akcura turned their focus from protecting the territories of the Empire to
establishing a new Turkish nation. That is why they concentrated on Anatolian
Turks more than whole Muslims and Ottomans. Turkism became a crucial reference
point. Especially, Akgura (1991) highlighted the importance of ethnicity in the
Turkish nation and defined Islam as a secondary factor to keep Turks together.
Akgura also added that religion cannot maintain its social and political effect
without ethnicity.

This brief introduction indicated that different approaches were used to unify
members and construct national identity by elites during the Ottoman Empire, and
the meaning of national identity has changed over the time. As stated previously,
the Republic of Turkey left ethnic and religious characteristics to define its national
identity through the 1937-Turkish constitution. Because of modernization,
civilization and secularization desire civic, linguistic, and political features were
preferred to unify the society, and civic-based national identity was supported
through official records. In spite of the official declaration of the state, the dilemma
between ethnocultural-based and civic-based national identities still is a question of
debate. That is why will specify the national identity of the Republic of Turkey and
its ethnocultural-based and civic-based characteristics in the following part of the
research.

1.6.2 National identity of the Republic of Turkey: Ethnocultural-based
or civic-based

Previous approaches to unify the nation during the Ottoman Empire provide
some clues about the national identity content of the Republic of Turkey; because
current national identity is not completely independent from these approaches. In
the current constitution of Turkey (1982, see article 10), the equality of citizenship
rights for all members regardless of their race, ethnicity, religion, language, gender,

and political view is emphasized and supports civic-based national structure. Also,
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other main characteristics of civic-based national identity (French type) (including
the attachment of the person to his/her nation, and the importance of each member
on unity and continuity of nation, etc.) are highlighted and the rights and duties of
both citizens and state are clarified. However, features of ethnocultural-based
identity (German type) also can be realized on some articles of the constitution. For
example, article 3 defines the official language of the state as Turkish, and the
national anthem as "stiklal Mars1" which includes ethnic and religious discourses.
In addition, some articles use the word of "Turk" rather than "Tiirkiyeli" (citizen of
the Republic of Turkey). In sum, the constitution of Turkey and its national identity
contain both French type and German type identities which are called as double-
faceted formulation. This duality may make national identity as fragile and may
cause some problems in social and political areas.

Turkish nationalism includes both ethno-cultural and civic characteristics.
During the Independence War of Turkey, Mustafa Kemal mostly used the term of
"nation of Turkey" rather than Turks, and aimed to include all ethnic groups (e.g.,
Kurd, Laz, Cherkess etc.) in Turkey. However, this approach changed in the official
declarations of the state after 1923 (Oran, 1993). Especially, during the first years of
the Republic, the issue of ethnic and religious minorities was complicated (Yegen,
2007). Although Islamic discourses and beliefs were mostly used to motivate people
for fighting with enemies during the years of Independent War, the founders of the
Republic tended to eliminate the effect of religion on secularization desire.
However, this time, they focused on ethnic and linguistic features. State-led ethnic
Turkish nationalism increased its effect (Altinay, 2004).

During the first years of the Republic, in order to improve racial aspects of
Turkish culture, to glorify Turkish race and language in the stage of world
civilization history, and to strengthen the connection between Turks and Anatolian
lands, Turkish history was rewritten in the 1930s (Altinay, 2004). Textbooks,
namely The Main Tenets of Turkish History, Turkish History Thesis, Sun-Language
Thesis, and History, were published with the support of Atatiirk to highlight the
superior position of the Turkish race in the world arena. For example, Turks are
identified as "members of a great race that has brought into being different states,

civilizations, and societies in the historical period and in pre-historical times" in
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Tarih [History] textbook (as cited in Altinay, 2004). These textbooks were taught at
the schools for many years.

The duality in Turkish nationalism and national identity also can be
explained through primordial and instrumentalist views. Primordials see the
national identity as a natural, fixed, cultural, and shared history-based construct,
whereas instrumentalists evaluate the national identity as a created cluster by
leaders or elites to unify members together, and manipulate their social behaviors
(Saideman, 2002). In Turkey, national identity falls somewhere between these
concepts. In other words, the national identity of the Republic of Turkey includes
both natural components and leaders' manipulations. In addition to Turkish history
rewriting studies, the manipulation of the Kemalist regime on national identity of
Turkey between the 1920s and 1930s is a good example for instrumentalists' views;
National identity of Turkey was manipulated for disassociating the Republic from
the Ottoman Empire, eluding the perceived image of the Ottomans as "sick man of
Europe", and unifying people under difficult conditions of time for a common
purpose that is independence.

Ethnic and religious features still hide at the behind of civic-based national
identity. Because of this duality, people may perceive strict boundaries between
being a citizen of Turkey and being a member of the Turkish nation. Majority of
people still support the superiority and domination of Turkish identity over other
ethnic groups who live in Turkey, and tend to glorify Turkishness and perceived
national characteristics of Turkish identity such as militaristic skills, religious
beliefs, and conservative norms, (Ozdemir, 2013). Turkishness also is protected by
the state as a sacred component of Turkey. For example, the public denifation
toward Turkishness and the Republic is defined as a crime in the Penal Code of
Turkey. Turkishness subjectively is not assumed equal to being the citizen of
Turkey, and superior Turkishness-based discourses can be realized from the
military to national education system in Turkey.

In the next part of the thesis, we will focus on political party identities (sub-
social identities) within the national identity of Turkey. As stated before, supporters
of opposition parties (including CHP, HDP or MHP supporters), which were
represented in TBMM through November-2015 parliamentary elections, were

defined as participant groups of the present research. We tended to investigate both
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individual and group level relations of people with local in-group (supporters of
own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups
(supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties) within the framework
of identity and relative deprivation theories, and aimed to test their extreme pro-
group behaviors. In the line with these purposes, we will explain the meaning of
being a supporter of AKP, CHP, HDP or MHP, and clarify their political party
identities in the following section of the thesis. In addition, we will explain the
current political atmosphere in Turkey, and describe relations among these political
parties to provide a better perspective for readers who are not familiar with Turkey.
1.7 Political Party Identities (Sub-Social Identities) within the National Identity
of Turkey

The social categories and social identities do not only reflect the present
characteristics of the larger social group. People also come together, create sub-
categories within the larger group and constitute alternative values, and norms to
achieve collective mobilization and to have a better future (Reicher, 2004; Reicher
& Hopkins, 2001). For example, different political party identities within a national
identity may be indicated as an example of this situation.

Political party leaders tend to construct categories and create a salient group
identity based on values, and objectives of the party and they try to improve the
current conditions of the population. However, mostly, party leaders construct their
group identity over out-groups (other parties) through "we" and "others" discourses,
subjectively highlight anti-normative actions of out-group members, and
marginalize them. Leaders propose that they will achieve the upward mobilization
of the population in spite of out-group's negative effect. This tendency will be
discussed while the identities of political parties in Turkey are introducing in detail.

Leaders can be defined as identity entrepreneurs who indicate themselves
and their party members as representatives of the nation and reflect the identity of
the party (including values, norms, objectives, and program of the party) in phase
with national identity. That is why we can claim that all parties perceive the identity
of the nation from their own perspective, and define national identity based on their
political party values. In the present study, larger group (T.C citizens) and sub-
group (political parties) memberships of person are named as extended in-group and

local in-group memberships, respectively. Before understanding the meaning of
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being a supporter of AKP, CHP, HDP or MHP (respectively), the vote percentage
and number of seats of each political party were presented based on the results of
last six parliamentary elections (see Table 1.1).

Table 1.1
Represented Parties in TBMM based on the Results of the Last Six Parliamentary Elections
24 1 7 12 22 3
June November June June July November
Political 2018 2015 2015 2011 2007 2002
arties a (b) a (b) a (b) a (b) a (b) a (b)
AKP 42.56 (295) 49.5(317) 40.8(258) 49.8(327) 46.7(341) 34.3(365)
CHP 22.65(146) 25.3(134) 24.9(132) 25.9(135) 20.8(112) 19.4(177)
HDP 11.70 (67)  10.7 (59) 13.1(80)  —eeeemm eeeeeen e
MHP 11.10 (49) 11.9 (40) 16.2 (80) 13 (53) 143 (71) -
Independents 6.6 (35) 5.2 (26) 1(8)
Total 88.01% 97.4% 95% 95.3% 87% 54.7%
(557)* (550) (550) (550) (550) (550)

Note. a = vote percentage in parliamentary elections; b = number of seats held in national parliament.
10% is the election threshold to be represented in the parliament as a party. Data were received from
the database of the Supreme Election Committee (YSK, 2017; 2018).

*The number of seats held in national parliament was increased as 600 on 24" June 2018. Good
Party (IYI Parti) had 43 seats via 2018 parliamentary elections; but, the present study focused on the
situation after 2015 parliamentary elections (1% November) due to the data collection time period
between 10-May-2016 and 15-April-2017.

1.7.1 Political party identity of AKP: Being an AKP supporter

Most of AKP founders have an organic bond with conservative and pro-
Islamist parties of Turkey; whereas the party defines itself as the conservative
democrat. AKP represents right-wing political view, but it also supports modern
democratic values (e.g., the secularization of the state; the sense of the social state;
the equality of all citizens regardless of their ethnicity, sex, beliefs, and political
view; the civic-based nationalism; the respect for basic human rights, and freedoms;
defining the policies of the state based on democracy) due to its party program. In
other words, AKP tends to perform democratic practices within the limitation of
Islamic and traditional norms, and values. The party positions itself as the guard of
unity and solidarity of Turkey and ends the party program with the words of
"everything will be better with us, with the help of Allah" (Party Program of AKP,
n.d.).
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According to the party program, the will of the nation should be valued
above all else, and democratic values (including human rights and freedoms of both
majority and minority groups; pluralism; and respect for all religious, and ethnic
groups) should be protected. However, when the actions of the party are evaluated,
we can say that majority determines the future of all citizens, and the decision of
majority dominates society such as referendums for the constitutional amendments
in 2007 (68.95% said Yes; 31.05% said No), 2010 (57.88% said Yes; 42.12% said
No), and 2017 (51.41% said Yes; 48.59% said No) (YSK, 2017).

In recent years, conservative and religious aspects of Turkish nation
gradually increased its effect on society. Based on the thesis study of Karakas-
Kokce (2010), the reasons for the current increasing conservatism can be seen in the
modernization process that was conducted during the early decades of the Republic
of Turkey. Because of the imposed modernization in Turkey from elites or
intellectuals to ordinary people via top-down mechanisms, there was a huge gap
between center and periphery. The center tried to dominate the periphery, and some
religious, ethnic, and economic groups of people were excluded from the political
and social decision mechanisms. For example, during the first years of the
Republic, the state tended to replace Islamism with Turkish nationalism,
(Bruinessen, 1992). Kemalist system and its civilizing project aimed to create a new
Western value system in Turkish society, but profoundly internalized Islamic
beliefs were in conflict with this purpose. Because of secularism, modernization and
westernization desires, religious groups were perceived as a threat toward the
secular and Kemalist regime, and they were kept under control and marginalized.
Even so, the Kemalist regime could not decrease the effect of the Islamic and
traditional value system on society.

Internalized Islamic beliefs and traditional values strengthened the effect of
pro-Islamist parties on the Turkish policy. Especially, Necmettin Erbakan played an
important role in the future of the religious movement. He identified himself with
the traditional values of Turkey, and the periphery rather than the center. In spite of
military coups and closure of pro-Islamist parties, the rising vote rates of Islamist
movement can be realized from the 1991 election until today. Erbakan and Sunni-
Islamist and conservative Welfare Party (RP, Refah Partisi) increased the voting

rate in 1995 elections as the winning party of the parliament, and this result
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strengthened the conflict between secularist and pro-Islamist ideologies. RP tended
to apply Islamist economy, objected Westernization desire, and supported Islamist
discourses (Yildiz, 2003). Pro-Islamist discourses generated the main part of
Erbakan's speeches, and he defined most of Western political and economic
organizations as Christian formations against Islam. This tendency and dependence
on traditional values increased the support of public on the behalf of RP. However,
both RP and its inheritor, Virtue Party (FP, Fazilet Partisi) were closed by the
Constitutional Court of Turkey because of their perceived actions against
secularism and laicism principle which separates the state from religion.

After that, AKP was established in 2001 by reformist supporters of FP and
received the biggest share of votes (34.6%) in 2002 elections. AKP mostly avoided
to make same mistakes with previous conservative parties (e.g., representing
themselves as anti-Western, strongly Islamist or highly conservative), and tried to
use moderate discourses and protect the balance between Islamism and secularism.
While Erdogan, who is the former leader of AKP and the present president of the
Republic of Turkey, is using the "we and others" metaphor, he defines others as the
enemy of democracy and supporters of Old Turkey (Giines, 2014). Old Turkey
includes one party period of CHP, military coups and disconnectedness between
elites and public. Even if AKP leaders highlight the importance of laicism and
democracy, secularists perceive AKP as a threat for the future of the Republic (Hale
& Ozbudun, 2010).

AKRP defines itself via conservative democratic political identity. Because of
the conservative feature of AKP, the meaning of modernization, universalism, and
change may be different. The modernist understanding of AKP does not externalize
traditional values, its universalism approach gives importance to local whereas the
change means a progressive and reformist process rather than revolutionist
(Akdogan, 2004). AKP evaluates religion as the vital part of life and important
value of humanity, whereas it supports secularism and democracy more than other
previous Islamist parties. Even so, Erdogan and AKP mostly legitimize their
policies with pro-Islamist discourses (Yeni Safak, 2014). In addition, the debates on
abortion; the position of women in the family, work, and society; the mixed-sex
student houses; the use of alcohol; and the domestic violence and femicides indicate

the approach of AKP that is based on traditional gender norms and pro-Islamic
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tendency. Turkey is governed by AKP since 2002 elections (see Table 1.1), and it
won 6 parliamentary elections, 3 presidential elections, and 3 referendums within
16 years.

1.7.2 Political party identity of CHP: Being a CHP supporter

CHP represents the left-wing of the political spectrum, and is defined as a
social democratic party which behaves with democratic values such as secularism,
pluralism, equality, and protecting human rights and freedoms, and the party
positions itself against all types of discrimination (Party Program of CHP, n.d.).
CHP also shapes its identity and party program based on Atatiirk's reforms
(Kemalist ideology; six arrows), namely, republicanism, nationalism, populism,
statism, laicism, and revolutionism. Republicanism associates the source of
sovereignty with the national will which includes all people regardless of their
origins. The Republic takes its power from the equality, unity, and solidarity of all
citizens. Nationalism of CHP is based on political consciousness, pluralism, ideal
solidarity, and citizenship bonds rather than linguistic, ethnic, racial, religious,
sectarian, and regionalist features. Also because of its social democrat aspect, the
party refuses the dominance of any group over economically or politically
disadvantaged groups and tends to highlight the civic-based nationalism. Populism
principle removes the priorities of dominant groups and specifies the source of
political legitimacy as the will of the nation. Statism principle proposes democratic
constitutional state structure and equal distribution of the services of state for all
citizens; these services should be on the behalf of all people. Laicism separates the
state from religion and highlights the importance of secularism. The freedom of
belief and respect for all religious groups are perceived as main necessities to
maintain the unity and continuity of nation. Lastly, based on the revolutionism
principle of CHP, the state should follow the necessities of the time, be open to new
ideas, and solve problems with modern values to catch the era.

CHP was established in 1923 by Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk as the first political
party of the Republic and ruled Turkey from 1923 to 1950. CHP aimed to establish
a secular and modern nation based on the Kemalist ideology and its six arrows.
Especially during the first decades of the Republic, Turkish nationalism was used to
unify people. Islam and religious beliefs were under the control of secularism and

modernization desires; because elites and mostly CHP supporters perceived Islam
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as a threat to modernist reforms (Giirsoy, 2012). That is why the traces of Islam on
social and cultural life were tended to be eliminated. For example, firstly, Caliphate
was removed in 1924. In addition, the education system was separated from the
effect of religion through the law of Tevhid-i Tedrisat, and all educational
institutions were unified under the Ministry of National Education. At the same
year, also, Directorate of Religious Affairs was founded to control the actions of
religious institutions. Civil Code, as an adaptation of the Swiss Civil Code, was
accepted to replace Islam and sharia-based laws in 1926. In addition, Penal and
Commercial Codes of Italians and Germans were adapted to be used in Turkey. The
statement of "Islam is the religion of state" was taken out from the Constitution in
1928. After that, the state was clearly defined as secular in 1937. These changes
inhibited the role of religion in family, politics, economy, and society.

Beside secularism tendency, Turkish nationalism (including both ethno-
cultural and civic features) was dominant in the ruling single-party period of CHP.
In other words, while the party was emphasizing the importance of civic
nationalism and civic-based national identity, it also tended to glorify racial
characteristics of Turks. This approach created a duality for the national identity of
Turkey and strengthened the pressure on other ethnic groups (Yegen, 2007).

In 1950, Democratic Party and its leader Adnan Menderes (DP, Demokrat
Parti) ended the single-party rule of CHP and ruled Turkey until 1960. DP indicated
greater tolerance to Islamic practices and gained the support of the opponents of
CHP. Especially, in the years between 1945 and 1970, pro-Islamist discourses and
religious movements occupied Turkish politics. In 1960, the conflict between CHP
and DP became stronger, and the ruling of DP turned to a repressive regime.
Because of increased conflict and repressive regime of DP, the military seized
power via the military coup, and DP was closed.

In 1961 elections, CHP received the biggest part of the votes by a narrow
margin, and Justice Party (AP, Adalet Partisi) was the second. AP (established in
1961 to support the center-right and conservative political view) can be defined as a
continuation of DP; because most of DP members participated in AP. AP was the
strongest party with CHP in 1965, 1969, 1973 and 1977 elections. However,
because of increasing terrorist activities, political instability, economic problems,

and conflict between rightist and leftist groups, the military took the control again in
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1980. Both AP and CHP were closed with the 1980 military coup. CHP had to stop
its political activities until the political parties law in 1992 that allows the reopening
of closed parties by the military coup. CHP is the main opposition party against
AKP since 2002 elections, and still tends to be dependent on the reforms of the
Republic (see Table 1.1).

1.7.3 Political party identity of HDP: Being a HDP supporter

HDP is related to left-wing political values and emphasizes the importance
of egalitarianism, socialism, and participatory democracy (Party Program of HDP,
n.d.). When we consider its party program, the party mainly uses freedom, equality,
honest politics, democratic party, pro-peace party, pro-labor party, pro-self
government party, pro-gender equality party and green party discourses. To be more
precise, HDP highlights the importance of equal citizenship and the respect for
native linguistic, ethnic, religious, and cultural backgrounds and sexual orientations
of each individual. Based on the party program, in order to support humane living
conditions, HDP underlines the rights of minorities or/and disadvantaged groups
such as Kurdish people, Alawite groups, women, LGBTQ individuals, labors, etc.

HDP can be defined as the continuation of left-wing parties that represent
the rights of Kurdish people in Turkey. Minority parties have to deal with different
barriers in the political system of Turkey. For example, firstly, in order to prevent
Kurdish and religious movements, 1980-83 military regime brought the rule of 10%
election threshold to be represented in TBMM as a political party (Grigoriadis,
2016). Pro-Islamist parties achieved to pass election threshold, but especially pro-
Kurdish parties repeatedly failed to pass 10% voting rate. That is why pro-Kurdish
parties mostly participated in elections with independent candidates. In 2011
parliamentary elections, 36 independent candidates entered into TBMM. Secondly,
lots of pro-Kurdish parties were banned and closed by the Constitutional Court
because of their proposed connections with the Kurdistan Workers' Party (PKK,
Partiya Karkeren Kurdistane) and its terrorist activities.

HDP was founded in 2012, but the party increased its power in 2014 with
the participation of pro-Kurdish Peace and Democracy Party (BDP, Baris ve
Demokrasi Partisi) supporters. Most of the people defined HPD as the political
wing of PKK (Celep, 2014; Grigoriadis, 2016), and this approach was the main

barrier for HDP to receive the support of Turkish people. Nevertheless, HDP took a
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big risk and decided to participate in 2015 parliamentary elections as a political
party rather than independent candidates. HDP tended to reposition itself as
representative of all ethnic groups of Turkey (including Turks), highlight the
importance of the democratic system, secular values, human rights and peace
process, and establish a left-center political profile. The party objected to
authoritarian policies and presidential system desires of AKP. HDP achieved to get
into TBMM in 2015 parliamentary elections as the third opposition party with
13.1% voting rate (see Table 1.1). Especially, the passing of election threshold by
HDP was perceived as a turning point in pro-Kurdish movement and left-wing
politics history (Grigoriadis, 2016), and Selahattin Demirtas was also defined as a
new charismatic leader in politics. HDP did not only received the votes of Kurdish
people but also Turkish seculars (who want to stop the authoritarian policies, aim to
prevent presidential system desires of AKP, perceive HDP as a chance for
democracy and do not identify themselves with mainstream political parties)
supported HDP.

Getting into TBMM of HDP in June 2015 elections can be defined as the
first failure of AKP since 2002 because AKP could not provide the parliamentary
majority to have the single-party government. This situation strengthened the
coalition government (CHP-HDP-MHP) idea, but far-right MHP rejected to
participate in any coalition with HDP because of Turkish-Kurdish nationalism
conflict. AKP and pro-AKP media channels emphasized the importance of single-
party government for stability and economic growth. In addition, the proposed
association between HDP and PKK was underlined, and HDP could not be
successful to convince ordinary party supporters and separate itself from PKK, and
its terrorist activities. Moreover, ethnic polarization and the conflict between PKK
and Turkish state increasingly continued. Terrorist activities in Diyarbakir (June,
2015), Suru¢ (July, 2015) and Ankara (October, 2015) polarized the political
atmosphere in Turkey. These negative situations strengthened the desire of people
toward a strong single-party government, and parliamentary elections were repeated
in October, 2015. HDP again passed 10% election threshold and got into TBMM,
but the party decreased its voting rate from 13.1% to 10.7%, and AKP received
sufficient voting rate to establish the single-party government. HDP still has an

important role as an opposition party in TBMM.
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1.7.4 Political party identity of MHP: Being a MHP supporter

MHP is associated with far-right nationalistic values and primarily tends to
protect the unity and continuity of nation and state, strengthen the national
solidarity, and maintain the basic national characteristics of Turkish nation (Party
Program of MHP, n.d.). MHP does not explicitly highlight the superiority of any
group based on their ethnic or religious features in its current party program.
However, it tends to raise young generations who are attached to the moral and
Islam-based values, and express self-sacrificing and self-devoting behaviors on the
behalf of the Turkish nation. In addition, the party emphasizes the necessity of
national education with the Turkish language and national economy. In spite of its
equality-based party discourses, MHP and its youth branches - namely Ulkiiciis -
are charged with being extra-nationalist and fascist (Arslan, 1999); but, the party
leaders do not accept this type of accusations.

Republican Villagers Nation Party (CKMP, Cumhuriyet¢i Koylii Millet
Partisi) changed its name as MHP in 1969 under the leadership of Alparslan Tiirkes.
In the emblem of the party, the "three crescents” was preferred, and a wolf within a
crescent was used to define Ulkiicii group. Through these symbols, the main
ideology of the party can be understood as Turk-Islam synthesis (Oznur, 1999).
MHP highlighted that Turkish nationalism should be the main principle; because
the Turkish nation has superior features than other nations (Tiirkes, 1995). Tiirkes
defined the Turkish nation as a group of people who shares same historical
consciousness, religion, culture, and territory and live under the same flag of the
same state (Dalmis, 2003). This definition did not evaluate ethnic or religious
minorities of Turkey as Turk.

Tiirkes associated Turkish nationalism with deep love and loyalty to the
Turkish nation. That is why he changed his perspective to define the Turkish nation
and supported that all people who have deep love and loyalty to the Turkish nation,
Turkish state, and Turkish homeland, and tend to express self-sacrifices on the
behalf of Turkish nation's interests can be defined as Turk. Tiirkes also emphasized
the main ideals of Turkish nation through Idealism (Ulkiiciiliik) principle that the
Turkish nation should protect its high level moral, spiritual and humanistic features,
and should be one of the most advanced and economically developed societies.
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Moralism principle of the party supports that the Turkish nation should be
organized and ruled based on the norms of national morality (including Islamic
beliefs, past experiences, and culture). In addition, the party highlights the
importance of self-sacrificing actions as behaviors of moral individuals. This is
related with the social mindedness principle; because the existence and interests of
the nation are more important than personal interests, and all actions should be on
the behalf of the nation.

Scientific attitude principle tends to support the relationship between
scientific development and the future of the nation, but the party also underlines that
national education should strengthen Turkish nationalism and Islam-based morality,
and scientific developments should be used to improve the military and its power.
Otherwise, personal freedom and populism principle of the party supports freedom
and libertarian democracy to protect Turkish nationalism. Besides these, support for
villagers (focusing on the problems of rural areas), support for development
(development using the past, traditions and previous experiences within an
evolutionary perspective rather than discarding them), and support for industry and
technology are other main principles of the party.

In the 1970s, there was a big conflict between rightist and leftist political
groups, and this conflict ended up with the 1980-83 military regime. MHP was
closed in 1981, and some supporters of the party were arrested. Nevertheless,
Ulkiiciis tended to continue their political actions and established a new party in
1983, namely Conservative Party. Two years later, they changed the name of the
party as Nationalist Working Party (MCP, Milliyet¢i Calisma Partisi). In 1987, after
the military regime, Tiirkes participated in MCP and was selected as the leader of
the party. However, because of the 10% election threshold, they could not send any
representative to the parliament. In order to pass the threshold, the party established
an alliance with RP and Reformist Democracy Party (IDP, Islahat¢i Demokrasi
Partisi) in 1991 parliamentary elections, and entered the parliament with 20
representatives.

In 1992, party members changed the name of MCP as MHP with the
permission of the National Security Council. Because of the died of Turkes, Bahgeli
was selected as the leader of the MHP in 1997, and the party provided its biggest

success in 1999 parliamentary elections with 18% vote ratio. It is fact that the
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success of the party was related to the increasing terrorist activities of PKK (tends
to establish an independent Kurdish state in the Southern East Anatolia), and the
highlighted importance of Turkish nationalism (Dalmis, 2003). MHP is represented
as one of the main opposition parties in the parliament through last five
parliamentary elections (see Table 1.1).

1.8 Political Atmosphere in Turkey

Political party leaders aim to maximize their supporters and minimize
members of other parties (Reicher & Hopkins, 1995). In parallel with this tendency,
parties tend to create a social perception based on their own political values which
marginalize other parties' members and defines others' political arguments as anti-
normative. Turkish democracy time to time witnessed intense conflicts between
different political groups such as pro-Westernizations vs traditionals; center vs
periphery; global vs national vs local; ethnocultural vs civic identities, etc (Keyman,
2008). After the 1950s, the conflict between leftist and rightist groups dominated
the politics. In the 1980s, the polarizations between secularist and pro-Islamist
groups, and Turkish nationalists and Kurdish nationalists influenced the political
agenda (Carkoglu & Hinich, 2006; Giirsoy, 2012). All of these conflicts still
indicate their effects at different levels.

The political polarization concept can be considered as an inseparable part
of party systems, and highly associated with ideological distances of parties. In
other words, the existence of extremist parties and their greater conflicting
ideologies (including ethnic, religious, economic, social, political, etc approaches)
increase the polarization level among groups and strengthen us vs them situation
(Kiris, 2011). High polarization supports party (in-group) identification, party (in-
group) favoritism and ideology-based behaviors of group members (Lachat, 2008),
because cognitive categories among parties and perceived group distinctiveness
may be more salient in highly polarized political systems. That is why party leaders
may aim to increase the polarized atmosphere and motivate supporters based on
party values. However, this created polarization also may support out-group
hostility and prevent coalition-based policies.

In 2002 elections, when AKP was selected as ruling party, CHP was the
main opposition. The conflict between secularists and pro-Islamists was represented

through CHP and AKP, respectively; because CHP was the protector of secularist
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principles in the eye of its supporters. AKP legitimizes its authority through
national will and New Turkey discourses, and it blames CHP as the supporter of
Old Turkey that promotes one party period, top-down policies, status quo, military
coups, and elitist mentality rather than periphery, national will, and democracy
(Giines, 2014). Erdogan proposes that people could not freely live their religion
under the pressure of one party period, and periphery (including ordinary
individuals) was dominated based on norms and values of center (including state,
elites, and bureaucracy). Center ignored national will, and religious, traditional and
cultural needs of the periphery, and tried to impose its own westernization,
modernization, and secularization based ideology. The success of AKP in 2002 was
perceived as the victory of periphery over the center.

In other respects, Erdogan (AKP) also criticizes other opposition parties. He
evaluates the policy of MHP as useless and not satisfy the expectations of its
members after the ruling of Bahgeli (Giines, 2014). He mostly defines the
nationalism approach of MHP as racist (Satana, 2012), and associates the service
policy of AKP on the behalf of society with real nationalism. Besides, AKP blames
on HDP to destroy the unity of the Turkish nation and its citizens and claims that
HDP takes its strength from violence and terrorist groups.

As stated previously, after 1980, the second main conflict was based on the
ethnic difference that puts Turkish nationalists against Kurdish nationalists.
Actually, the beginning of this polarization traces to the last years of the Ottoman
Empire and the first years of the Republic of Turkey that Turkism ideology was
salient. Moreover, the duality of national identity in Turkey, which includes both
ethnocultural-based and civic-based identities, and Turkification tendencies of
government strengthened ethnicity-based conflict. Kurdish separatism tendency in
the southeastern region of Anatolia and terrorist actions of PKK still continue to
occupy politics. Because of 10% election threshold, Kurdish nationalists tended to
enter parliament through independent candidates until HDP (that is the continuation
of closed pro-Kurdish parties) and decided to participate in 2015 parliamentary
elections as a party. On the other hand, Turkish nationalists mostly voted MHP;
because MHP was perceived as the main representative of Turkish nationalism. In
addition, some Turkish nationalists also supported AKP due to its conservative and

religious aspects (Giirsoy, 2012).
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The Kurdish question is an ongoing important issue between AKP and HDP.
Kurdish issue may be defined as one of the main ignored topics in Turkey and is
associated with economic conditions rather than ethnic features (Satana, 2012). In
other words, Kurdish problem is limited in economic problems of Southeastern East
with a regional approach, and ethnicity-based disadvantages of people in national
level are ignored. For the first time, in order to end the armed clashes between
Turkish military and PKK, and normalize the Kurdish issue, AKP (as the ruling
party of the Republic of Turkey) initiated a process that is named as the democratic
opening in 2009 (Celep, 2014). Kurdish people took different rights within the
framework of democratization package (2014). For example, the bans toward the
use of Kurdish language in education, media, and political party speeches were
lifted. In addition, new political arrangements were made to support small parties
financially. However, HDP and pro-Kurdish parties criticized the inefficiency of the
peace process and democratization packages and highlighted both socio-economic
and ethnicity-based disadvantages of Kurdish population (Celep, 2014). In addition,
pro-Kurdish parties criticized the high level of election threshold (10%) to get into
TBMM as a political party. Besides the Kurdish issue, HDP also criticizes the
policies of AKP toward democracy, human rights, gender equality, environment,
and distribution of power. It emphasizes the importance of the decentralization of
power and the rights of other disadvantaged groups such as ethnic and/or religious
minorities, LGBTQ individuals, labors, women, etc (Celep, 2014).

In order to understand inter-party relations, the research of Okuyan (2012)
may provide an important insight. Okuyan (2012) conducted a research to see the
effect of political party leaders on the construction of national identity in Turkey
based on their own party's values and collective objectives using meeting speeches
of AKP, CHP and MHP leaders before 2011 parliamentary elections. Research
indicated that territorial integrity, the unity of land, national flag and official
Turkish language discourses were used to clarify the national identity of Turkey by
all three parties' leaders. However, they indicated some differences while they were
emphasizing the bounding factors that keep nation members together. Particularly,
Erdogan (AKP) highlighted the co-religionist feature (Sunni-Islam), Bahgeli (MHP)
underlined the shared culture and history concepts, and Kiligdaroglu (CHP)

emphasized the citizenship bonds to unify members of their own party and Turkey.
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Particularly, AKP is the ruling party of Turkey since 2002. In addition to its
related discourses about the unity and continuity of state, flag, land, and nation,
AKP mostly uses Sunni-Islam and religious features to embrace individuals who
have different ethnic origins or political views (Okuyan, 2012). Erdogan equates
AKP with the public and prefers "we and others" metaphor to specify its position in
society. "We" refers to government and public whereas "others" means illegal,
terrorist and undemocratic groups (Topuz, 2012). Ogiing (2012), is a columnist in
newspaper Radikal, proposes that Erdogan labels all people who criticize policies
and practices of AKP as the public enemy, terrorist, elitist, schemer or pro-coup
against the will of the nation.

MHP leader Bahgeli mostly criticizes the actions of AKP, and proposes that
politicians should behave based on the interests of nation rather than own personal
benefits; but AKP tends to increase own power and wealth, and does not care the
needs of society (Okuyan, 2012). On the other hand, in the speeches of
Kiligdaroglu, the concept of citizenship bonds is often highlighted, and religion is
treated as a cultural component rather than a dominant binding factor. He criticizes
the polarization-based actions of Erdogan and evaluates the policies of AKP as a
threat toward democracy, justice, fairness, freedom, and peace (Okuyan, 2012), and
this situation increases inter-group conflict within society and strengthens perceived
conservative and anti-democratic image of Turkey by other countries. CHP also
supports that AKP focuses on its self-interests rather than national benefits.

In sum, conflicts and polarizations among different groups (including pro-
Westernizations vs traditionals; center vs periphery; global vs national vs local,
ethnocultural vs civic identities; leftists vs rightists; secularists vs pro-Islamists;
Turkish nationalists vs ethnic nationalists, etc.) occupy the political and social
agenda of Turkey from late years of the Ottoman Empire and the first years of the
Republic to the present. Ruling parties define the main ideology of society based on
own political identity. That is why the elected ruling group also influences
relatively advantaged and disadvantaged groups of society. In the next part of the
paper, we will briefly report important cases in the social and political life of
Turkey after November-2015 parliamentary elections to indicate polarizations

among political parties.
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1.8.1 Important Cases in Social and Political Life of Turkey after
November-2015 Parliamentary Elections

Two right-wing (AKP - 49.5%; and MHP - 11.9%), and two left-wing (CHP
- 25.3%; and HDP - 10.7%) political parties passed 10% election threshold and got
into the TBMM through November-2015 parliamentary elections (see Table 1.1).
However, after the November-2015 parliamentary elections, different cases
(including military coup attempt, state of emergency) occupied the social and
political agenda of the Republic of Turkey. These important cases influenced the
intra- / inter-party relations of the opposition parties’ supporters.

The first important case is the military coup attempt that a group within the
Turkish military performed different operations in the major cities of Turkey,
namely Ankara and Istanbul, to overthrow the government of AKP and Erdogan in
the date of 15 July 2016 (e.g., Aljazeera, 2016; Kingsley & Abdul-Ahad, 2016).
Coup plotters, namely Peace at Home Council (Yurtta Sulh Konseyi), proposed that
in order to protect secularism, democracy and human rights against AKP
government and restore the credibility of Turkey in the international arena, the
military had to seize power. Soldiers and tanks positioned in the important locations
of Ankara and Istanbul. In addition, TBMM was bombed by Turkish fighter jets. In
order to stop the coup attempt, thousands of ordinary citizens of the Republic of
Turkey took to the streets, and more than 200 citizens sacrificed their lives. Coup
plotters could not achieve their purposes due to the strong resistance of loyal
soldiers, police, and citizens. Although the AKP government and Erdogan indicated
Fethullah Giilen (who is a powerful businessman, preacher, and the leader of the
religious movement) as the responsible person of the military coup attempt, Giilen
denied the accusations.

The AKP government declared the state of emergency on the date of 20 July
2016 for three months, and it was extended seven times (Hiirriyet, 2018). The
decisions of the AKP government toward the state of emergency were supported by
MHP, whereas CHP and HDP evaluated the state of emergency declarations as a
threat to democracy and human rights, and as a chance for AKP to strengthen its
dictatorial regime (Cumhuriyet, 2016; DW, 2017; Milliyet.a, 2017).

During the period of the state of emergency, the AKP government dismissed

thousands of people (e.g., academicians, journalists, opinion leaders, soldiers, etc.)
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from the profession using delegated legislations (KHKs: Kanun Hiikmiinde
Kararnameler) due to their suspected association with Giilen and the pro-coup
structure (Memurlar.Net, 2017). Left-wing opposition parties criticized these
decisions as illegitimate. According to CHP and HDP, KHKs were used to repress
the dissenter opinions. Lastly, 13 deputies of HDP (including co-leaders of the party
Selahattin Demirtas and Figen Yiilsekdag) and 90 mayors were arrested due to their
accused associations with PKK (Diken, 2017). CHP leader evaluated the current
investigations and detention of elected HDP representatives as disregard the will of
the nation to protect self-interests of AKP (Vatan, 2016). These actions enhanced
the polarization among political parties. Besides all these, the citizens of the
Republic of Turkey used their votes for the constitutional referendum on the 16th
day of April in 2017. The proposed amendments in the constitution were suggested
by the AKP government, and opened the doors of the presidential system rather
than the existing parliamentary system. The proposed amendments were supported
by the leader of MHP (Milliyet.b, 2017); but according to the leaders of CHP and
HDP, the proposed constitutional amendment provided necessary conditions for a
one-man regime and posed danger for the democracy and future of Turkey (Birgiin,
2017; Demirtas, 2017). The collaboration between AKP and MHP has maintained
its efficiency, and the AKP-MHP coalition won the parliamentary elections in 2018.

The important question is whether the supporters of opposition parties share
the same view with party leaders. As stated previously, the present research was
conducted to rationalize the extreme pro-group behaviors of group members and
test their relations with local in-group (supporters of own political party), extended
in-group (T.C citizens), and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and
two other opposition parties) using identity and deprivation theories within the
sample of the opposition parties’ supporters (including CHP, HDP, and MHP). That
is why this research will also provide a chance to understand the intra- / inter-party
relations of CHP, HDP and MHP supporters. The data collection process of the
research was finished on the date of 15 April 2017 that is the day before the

constitutional referendum-2017.
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1.9 The Purpose of the Study

The associations between social identity and group membership-based
behaviors have been mostly investigated by social scientists. However, the
underlying reasons of the participation in extreme pro-group actions and self-
sacrificing behaviors on the behalf of in-group members (e.g., the willingness to
donate a lot of money, fight, sacrifice own life, etc.) have not been clarified yet in
multi-group context. The current research aimed to rationalize the relations of
individuals with local in-group (supporters of own political party), extended in-
group (T.C citizens) and local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other
opposition parties) in both individual and group levels using identity and
deprivation theories, and understand the question of why people indicate extreme
self-sacrificing behaviors for local and extended in-group members. In accordance
with this main purpose, the present study (i) synthesized the literature on pro-group
behaviors.

More particularly, the research will (ii) test the fundamental assumptions of
identity fusion theory in multi-political party context of Turkey to predict extreme
pro-group behaviors, (iii) investigate the distinctiveness of identity fusion concept
(identity fusion theory; connectedness and oneness of personal identity with group-
based identity) from in-group identification (social identity theory; identification
with group-based identity), and (iv) explore the indirect effects of identification and
identity fusion with local in-group on the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors for the sake of local in-group and extended in-group members using the
relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual
agency for local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group as
mediators. In addition, the mediating roles of identification and identity fusion with
extended in-group on the relationship between local in-group based identity
processes and extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of both local and
extended in-groups will be tested.

The assumptions of identity fusion theory, which are used to explain
extreme pro-group actions, mostly were tested by same researcher group in
particular samples (including mostly American and Spanish people) with the
reference to their countries as in-group. The present research will be conducted in

multi-political party context in Turkey with the participation of three opposition

40



parties’ supporters as CHP, HDP, and MHP which were represented in the
parliament of Turkey via November-2015 parliamentary elections. The findings of
the study will not only test the reliability and validity of the identity theories, or not
only provide important information about the extreme pro-group behaviors of
political party supporters, but also the findings will reflect the current political
atmosphere in Turkey (including intra- / inter-party relations, and the association of
opposition parties with national identity).

The current research also aims to improve the theoretical framework of
identity fusion theory using relative deprivation theory and tends to indicate that as
the result of interpersonal and intergroup level relative comparisons, the oneness of
perceived individual-based and local in-group based deprivations (the perceived
illegitimate and unfair disadvantages) may be related with extreme pro-group
behaviors. The relative deprivation fusion concept (that is the unique form of
deprivation: interpersonal comparisons and individual-based relative deprivation
become fused and overlap with intergroup comparisons and group-based relative
deprivation) is proposed by the researchers of the current study. The fusion of
bonding perceived illegitimate individual and group-based deprivations may
support the willingness to perform extreme pro-group actions as the familial ties
with local in-group members, the individual agency for the local in-group and the
perceived invulnerability of local in-group. Briefly, the present research proposes a
new approach that personal and group-based variables (including personal identity
and social identity; relative deprivation in individual and group levels) and
independently proposed theoretical approaches (including identity and deprivation
theories) may be complementary in extreme pro-group action process.

The present study proposes that the perceived advantaged or disadvantaged
position of the person and her/his local in-group in socio-political context may be
related to the in-group identification and identity fusion constructs, and this
situation may form the relations with local in-group, extended in-group and local
out-group members. This is why the same study will be conducted in three different
opposition party supporter samples in order to see the differences on identification
and identity fusion processes, relations with local in-group, extended in-group and

local out-groups, and willingness to perform extreme pro-group actions.
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Besides, the willingness to perform extreme pro-group behaviors will be
tested using different measures (including the scale and vignettes) in order to
understand intra- / inter-political party relations clearly and be sure about the
reliability of the findings. The scale will explore the extreme pro-group behavior
tendency for local and extended groups separately. On the other hand, the vignettes
will test extreme pro-group behaviors when different groups are in danger at the
same time.

1. There will be a strong positive association between in-group identification
and identity fusion constructs; but the extreme pro-group behavior tendency, the
relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual
agency for local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group will
indicate greater positive association with identity fusion in comparison to in-group
identification.

2. Fused individual-based and group-based identities and deprivations will
be stronger predictors of extreme pro-group behavior tendency in comparison to
separate levels.

2.1 Identity fusion will be the dominant predictor of the extreme pro-
group behavior tendency in comparison to in-group identification.
2.2 Relative deprivation fusion will be the dominant predictor of the
extreme pro-group behavior tendency in comparison to separate
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations.

3. Identification and identity fusion with local in-group will positively
predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-
group members, whereas identification and identity fusion with extended in-group
will positively predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of extended in-group members.

3.1 Identification and identity fusion with local in-group will
positively predict the extreme behavior tendency on the behalf of
extended in-group members.

4. The proposed mediating variables by the literature (including the familial
ties with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-group, and the perceived
invulnerability of local in-group) will positively predict the endorsement of extreme

pro-group behaviors on the behalf of both local in-group and extended in-group.
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5. Identity fusion with local in-group will increase the relative deprivation
fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-
group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group which in turn strengthen
the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local and extended
in-group members.

5.1 Identification with local in-group will positively predict the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local
and extended in-group members, but the role of proposed mediators
will be relatively weak or insignificant.

6. ldentification with local in-group will increase identification with
extended in-group; identity fusion with local in-group will increase identity fusion
with extended in-group which in turn strengthen the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors for the sake of extended in-group members.

7. ldentity fusion with local in-group or extended in-group will positively
predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-
group members when either personal identity or social identity is activated using a
threat.

7.1 ldentity fusion with local in-group or extended in-group will
increase the importance of each local and extended in-group member.

8. Relative deprivation fusion will indicate similar pattern with identity
fusion, and positively predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the
behalf of local in-group when either personal identity or social identity is activated
using a threat.

8.1 Relative deprivation fusion will increase the importance of each
local and extended in-group member.

9. The endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors will be for the sake of
extended in-group members rather than local out-group members when both groups
are in danger.

10. The proposed associations will indicate differences based on the political
party identity of the participant.

10.1 Comparisons on between-political parties:
10.1.1 Endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of CHP, HDP, and MHP / identification with CHP,
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HDP, and MHP / identity fusion with CHP, HDP, and MHP
will be stronger among their supporters (local in-group
members).
10.1.2 Endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of T.C citizens / identification with T.C citizens /
identity fusion with T.C citizens will be stronger among MHP
supporters in comparison to CHP and HDP supporters;
stronger among CHP supporters in comparison to HDP
supporters.
10.1.3 Endorsement the extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of AKP / identification with AKP / identity fusion with
AKP will be stronger among MHP supporters in comparison
to CHP and HDP supporters.
10.1.4 Individual-based and group-based relative deprivations
will be stronger among HDP supporters in comparison to
CHP and MHP supporters; stronger among MHP supporters
in comparison to CHP supporters.
10.1.5 Relative deprivation fusion / familial ties with local in-
group / individual agency for local in-group / perceived
invulnerability of local in-group will be stronger among HDP
supporters in comparison to CHP and MHP supporters;
stronger among MHP supporters in comparison to CHP
supporters.

10.2 Comparisons on within-political party:
10.2.1 In the sample of CHP supporters, the strength of
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors / group
identification / identity fusion will change from more to less
for T.C citizens, CHP, HDP, MHP, and AKP, respectively.
10.2.2 In the sample of HDP supporters, the strength of
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors / group
identification / identity fusion will change from more to less
for HDP, T.C citizens, CHP, AKP, and MHP, respectively.
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10.2.3 In the sample of MHP supporters, the strength of
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors / group
identification / identity fusion will change from more to less
for T.C citizens, MHP, AKP, CHP, and HDP, respectively.
10.2.4 In the sample of CHP supporters, the strength of the
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations will
change from more to less when they make comparisons with
AKP, other T.C citizens, MHP, and HDP, respectively.
10.2.5 In the sample of HDP supporters, the strength of the
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations will
change from more to less when they make comparisons with
AKP, other T.C citizens, CHP, and MHP, respectively.
10.2.6 In the sample of MHP supporters, the strength of the
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations will
change from more to less when they make comparisons with
AKP, other T.C citizens, CHP, and HDP, respectively.

10.3 Dominance analysis to predict extreme pro-group behavior

tendency:
10.3.1 When the relative contributions of identification with
local in-group, identity fusion with local in-group, individual-
based and group-based relative deprivations and relative
deprivation fusion variables to predict the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group
members are tested, the highest contribution will be provided
by identity fusion in the samples of CHP and MHP
supporters; by relative deprivation fusion in the sample of
HDP supporters.
10.3.2 When the relative contributions of identification with
extended in-group, identity fusion with extended in-group,
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations and
relative deprivation fusion variables to predict the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of

extended in-group members are tested, the highest
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contribution will be provided by identity fusion in the sample
of HDP supporters; by relative deprivation fusion in the
samples of CHP and MHP supporters.
10.3.3 When the relative contributions of identification and
identity fusion with both local in-group and extended in-
group variables to predict the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of extended in-group members
are tested, the highest contribution will be provided by
identity fusion with extended in-group in the samples of CHP,
HDP, and MHP supporters.

10.4 Hierarchical regression analysis to predict extreme pro-group

behavior tendency on the behalf of local in-group and entended in-

group using the proposed mediating variables by the literature

(including familial ties with local in-group, individual agency for the

local in-group and perceived invulnerability of the local in-group):
10.4.1 After the control of demographic variables (including
sex, age, education level and perceived socio-economic
status), the proposed mediating variables by the literature will
positively predict extreme pro-group behavior tendency on
the behalf of local in-group in the samples of CHP, HDP, and
MHP supporters.
10.4.2 After the control of demographic variables (including
sex, age, education level and perceived socio-economic
status), the proposed mediating variables by the literature will
positively predict extreme pro-group behavior tendency on
the behalf of extended in-group in the samples of CHP, and
MHP supporters; but these associations will not be significant
in the sample of HDP supporters.

10.5 The first mediational models:
10.5.1 In the sample of CHP supporters, identity fusion with
CHP will increase the relative deprivation fusion, the familial
ties with CHP, the individual agency for CHP, and the

perceived invulnerability of CHP which in turn strengthen the
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endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of
CHP and T.C citizens. In addition, the associations between
identification with CHP and mediating variables will be lower
or insignificant in comparison to identity fusion’ associations.
10.5.2 In the sample of HDP supporters, identity fusion with
HDP will increase the relative deprivation fusion, the familial
ties with HDP, the individual agency for HDP, and the
perceived invulnerability of HDP which in turn strengthen the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of
HDP (not for T.C citizens). In addition, the associations
between identification with HDP and mediating variables will
be lower or insignificant in comparison to identity fusion’
associations.
10.5.3 In the sample of MHP supporters, identity fusion with
MHP will increase the relative deprivation fusion, the familial
ties with MHP, the individual agency for MHP, and the
perceived invulnerability of MHP which in turn strengthen
the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf
of MHP and T.C citizens. In addition, the associations
between identification with MHP and mediating variables
will be lower or insignificant in comparison to identity
fusion’ associations.

10.6 The second mediational models:
10.6.1 In the sample of CHP supporters, identification with
CHP will increase identification with T.C citizens; identity
fusion with CHP will increase identity fusion with T.C
citizens which in turn strengthen the endorsement of extreme
pro-group behaviors on the behalf of CHP and T.C citizens.
10.6.2 In the sample of HDP supporters, identification with
HDP will decrease identification with T.C citizens; identity
fusion with HDP will decrease identity fusion with T.C
citizens which in turn strengthen the endorsement of extreme

pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP; decrease the
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endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of
T.C citizens.
10.6.3 In the sample of MHP supporters, identification with
MHP will increase identification with T.C citizens; identity
fusion with MHP will increase identity fusion with T.C
citizens which in turn strengthen the endorsement of extreme
pro-group behaviors on the behalf of MHP and T.C citizens.
10.7 Predicting extreme pro-group behavior tendency in multi-group
context using the created vignettes:
10.7.1 Identity fusion with local in-group will positively
predict extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of
local in-group members when either social identity or
personal identity is activated in the samples of CHP, HDP,
and MHP supporters. Identity fusion with extended in-group
also will have the similar function at both conditions in the
samples of CHP and MHP supporters.
10.7.2 Identity fusion with local in-group or extended in-
group will make each local or extended in-group member
valuable / unexpendable in the samples of CHP, HDP, and
MHP supporters.
10.7.3 Relative deprivation fusion will positively predict
extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local in-group in
the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters when either
personal identity or social identity is activated.
10.7.4 Relative deprivation fusion will increase the
importance of each local in-group member in the samples of
CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters, and of each extended in-
group member in the samples of CHP, and MHP supporters.
10.7.5 The endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors will
be for the sake of extended in-group members rather than
local out-group members when both groups are in danger in
the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters.
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10.8 The perceived distance/closeness between political parties:
10.8.1 In the sample of CHP supporters, AKP will be the
most distant, and HDP will be the closest political party.
10.8.2 In the sample of HDP supporters, MHP will be the
most distant, and CHP will be the closest political party.
10.8.3 In the sample of MHP supporters, HDP will be the
most distant, and AKP will be the closest political party.
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CHAPTER 2

METHOD

2.1 Participants

Data of the study were collected with convenience sampling method and
snowball technique using the QUALTRICS software. We got in contact with related
political party branches, civil society organizations, and academicians in order to
distribute the study announcements. A total of 981 participants clicked the
anonymous link of the research and filled out the online questionnaire package.

The study sample included 320 individuals (N¢emaie = 219; Nppqie= 101)
who defined own political party identity as CHP, and ages changed between 18 and
37 with a mean age of 24.72 (SD = 4.86). The education level of the sample
included undergraduate and graduate degrees (Nyngergraduate = 234; Ngraauate =
86). Participants mostly specified their income in middle levels (N1 o007L and beiow =
22; Nigoirz-3.o00ore = 93; Nzgoirr-sooore = 1007 Nsooirr—7.000re = 59;
N 0017TL and above = 20), With @ mean perceived socio-economic status of 4.24 (SD
= .87) in a 7-point scale. 193 (60.3%) participants have mostly grown up in
metropolis (including Istanbul, Ankara, 1zmir), 30.3% (N = 97) have lived in minor
cities, and 9.4% (N = 30) participants have come from towns. Among 320
participants, 117 (36.6%) people had sympathy for CHP; 72.8% (N = 233) usually
voted for CHP in elections; and 21.9% (N = 70) tried to participate in groups or
activities which organized by CHP. The mean perceived closeness of 322
participants to AKP was 1.25 (SD = .70); to CHP was 5.70 (SD = .97); to HDP was
2.51 (SD = 1.57); and to MHP was 2.33 (SD = 1.33) in a 7-point scale.

There were 215 participants (Nremare = 119; Nipgre= 96) who specified own
political party identity as HDP, and the age range was between 18 and 40 with a
mean age of 25.58 (SD = 5.26). Education level contained undergraduate and
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graduate degrees (Nyngergraduate = 148; Ngraduate = 67). These participants also
indicated their income in middle levels (N1 o007z and vetow = 30; N1.001TL-3.000TL =
64; N3o017L-5.0007L = 68; Nsoo1rr-7.0007L = 315 N7.0017L and above = 22), With a
mean perceived socio-economic status of 3.97 (SD = 1.01) in a 7-point scale. 125
(58.1%) participants have indicated their growth place as metropolis (including
Istanbul, Ankara, 1zmir), 30.7% (N = 66) have grown up in minor cities, and 11.2%
(N = 24) have mostly lived in towns. Among 215 participants, 126 (58.6%) people
had sympathy for HDP; 52.6% (N = 113) usually voted for HDP in elections; and
33% (N = 71) tried to participate in groups or activities which organized by HDP. In
a 7-point scale, the mean perceived closenesses of 215 participants to AKP, CHP,
HDP and MHP were 1.16 (SD = .59), 3.10 (SD = 1.56), 5.89 (SD = .84) and 1.06
(SD = .26), respectively.

The number of individuals who reported own political party identity as MHP
were 150 (Nfemaie = 85; Npmaie= 65), and the age range changed from 18 to 37 with
a mean age of 21.80 (SD = 3.51). Education level of participants were labelled
using undergraduate or graduate degrees (Nyngergraduate = 139; Ngraduate = 11).
Participants mostly reported their income in lower levels (N1 goo7rL and petow = 16;
Nigoiri-z00ore = 76, Nzgoirr-sooorr = 35  Nsooirr—7.000re = 12;
N 001TL and apove = 11), With a mean perceived socio-economic status of 3.83 (SD
= 1.04) in a 7-point scale. 70 (46.7%) participants have spent most of their life in
metropolis (including Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir), 33.3% (N = 50) have grown up in
minor cities, and 20% (N = 30) participants have mostly lived in towns. Among 150
participants, 102 (68%) people had sympathy for MHP; 40% (N = 60) usually voted
for MHP in elections; and 18.7% (N = 28) tried to participate in groups or activities
which organized by MHP. In a 7-point scale, the mean perceived closenesses of 150
participants to AKP, CHP, HDP and MHP were 3.15 (SD = 1.83), 2.91 (SD = 1.55),
1.09 (SD = .42), and 5.74 (SD = 1.09), respectively.

Besides, 296 participants (Nremare = 174; Npqe= 122) specified their
political party identity using other parties rather than CHP, HDP or MHP. These
people have just filled out the demographic information form and did not participate
in the current research. All demographic information about participants can be

considered in Table 2.1.
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Table 2.1

Characteristics of the Study Sample

Demographic Variables

N (%) or M (SD)

-Participants

-Sex
Female
Male

-Age

-Education
Undergraduate
Graduate

-Income
1.000 TL and below
1.001 TL-3.000 TL
3.001 TL-5.000 TL
5.001 TL-7.000 TL
7.001 TL and above

-Perceived Socio-Economic
Status

-Growth Place
Town
Minor city
Metropolis

-Relations with Own Party

I have sympathy for X.

I usually vote for X in
elections.

| try to participate in groups
or activities which are organized

by X.

-Perceived Closeness to Political

Parties in the Parliament
... toward CHP

... toward HDP

... toward MHP

... toward AKP

CHP
supporters

320

219 (68.4%)
101 (31.6%)

24.72
(SD = 4.86)
from 18 to 37

234 (73.1%)
86 (26.9%)

22 (6.9%)
93 (29.1%)
100 (31.3%)
55 (17.2%)
50 (15.6%)

4.24

(SD = .87)

30 (9.4%)
97 (30.3%)
193 (60.3%)

117 (36.6%)
233 (72.8%)

70 (21.9%)

5.70
(SD = .97)
251
(SD = 1.57)
2.33
(SD = 1.33)
1.25
(SD = .70)

HDP
supporters

215

119 (55.3%)
96 (44.7%)

25.58
(SD =5.26)
from 18 to 40

148 (68.8%)
67 (31.2%)

30 (14%)
64 (29.8%)
68 (31.6%)
31 (14.4%)
22 (10.2%)

3.97
(SD =1.01)

24 (11.2%)
66 (30.7%)
125 (58.1%)

126 (58.6%)
113 (52.6%)

71 (33%)

3.10
(SD = 1.56)
5.89
(SD = .84)
1.06
(SD = .26)
1.16
(SD = .59)

MHP
supporters

150

85 (56.7%)
65 (43.3%)
21.80
(SD =3.51)
from 18 to 37

139 (92.7%)
11 (7.3%)

16 (10.7%)
76 (50.7%)
35 (23.3%)
12 (8%)
11 (7.3%)
3.83
(SD = 1.04)

30 (20%)
50 (33.3%)
70 (46.7%)

102 (68%)
60 (40%)

28 (18.7%)

2.91
(SD = 1.55)
1.09
(SD = .42)
5.74
(SD = 1.09)
3.15
(SD = 1.83)

Others

296

174 (58.8%)
122 (41.2%)

24.05
(SD =5.71)
from 18 to 41

253 (85.5%)
43 (14.5%)

41 (13.9%)
116 (39.2%)
72 (24.3%)
30 (10.1%)
37 (12.5%)

3.93
(SD = 1.03)

54 (18.2%)

81 (27.4%)
161 (54.4%)

not available
not available

not available

not available
not available
not available

not available

Note. X was defined based on the political party identity of the participant as CHP, HDP or MHP.
The perceived socio-economic status was measured using a 7-point scale from "1: the lowest status"
to "7: the highest status". In higher scores, participants perceive their socio-economic status at higher
levels. The perceived closeness to political parties was tested in a 7-point scale from "1: very distant"
to "7: very close" for each party. In higher scores, participants perceive the political party as
conceptually closer and more favorable based on their own political ideology.
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2.2 Instruments

The link of the online study (including three different questionnaire
packages) was prepared to reach opposition party supporters (including CHP, HDP,
and MHP) who were defined as participant groups in the present study. Same
measures were used in questionnaire packages, but the reference points were
different based on the political party identity of the participant. Each package was
composed of six sections. Based on the order of sections in the questionnaire, the
first section was used to collect demographic information about the participants. In
the second section, participants indicated group identification and identity fusion
levels with T.C citizens, three opposition parties and ruling party (AKP). The third
section measured individual-based and local in-group based relative deprivations
and relative deprivation fusion levels when participants compared themselves and
their local in-group with other T.C citizens and supporters of other political parties
based on the possessed social and political conditions using individual level and
group level comparisons. The fourth section tested familial ties of participants with
local in-group; measured individual agency for local in-group; and examined
perceived local in-group based invulnerability. The fifth part of the questionnaire
measured the endorsement of extreme pro-group actions on the behalf of T.C
citizens and each political party. The last section tested the willingness of
participants to perform extreme pro-group actions for T.C citizens and each political
party using eight different vignettes which were adapted from trolley dilemma, and
represented hypothetically created different intergroup situations. The response
order of scales based on the reference point (political party identity) were figured in
the procedure part of the current thesis for each there political party groups and their
questionnaire packages (see Table 2.13).

2.2.1 Endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors measure. The scale
was developed by Swann et al., (2009) to measure the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors. The 5 items of scale assess the willingness to fight for in-group,
and few items are "l would fight someone physically threatening another in-group
member," "Hurting other people is acceptable if it means protecting the group”,
whereas the 2 items of scale measure the willingness to die for in-group, and items
are "l would sacrifice my life if it saved another in-group member's life,” "I would

sacrifice my life if it gave the group status or monetary reward to group”. In most

53



studies, 7 items were accepted as conceptually overlapped and highly correlated:;
this is why they were combined into a single factor. Internal consistencies changed
from .64 to .92.

The scale was translated into Turkish in the present study, and used for the
political party context. Three different participant groups, namely CHP, HDP, and
MHP supporters, filled out the same measure five times for local in-group
(supporters of own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local
out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties).
Participants rated items using a 7-point scale from "1: strongly disagree" to "7:
strongly agree". Higher scores indicate a greater willingness to perform extreme
pro-group actions, and fight and die on the behalf of the group.

The principal component factor analysis with the data of CHP supporters (N
= 320) indicated that single factor (7-item) explained 61.33% of the variance with
.88 alpha value when the willingness of participants to perform extreme pro-group
actions for local in-group (CHP) was tested. Item loadings changed from .73 to .83,
and item-total correlation range was between .65 and .75. When CHP supporters
filled out the measure in reference to the group of T.C citizens, 59.09% of the
variance was explained with the alpha value of .88, item loading range of [.70, .86],
and item-total correlation range of [.60, .78]. The alpha scores of measure in
reference to AKP, HDP, and MHP were .71, .76, .77, respectively.

In the sample of HDP supporters (N = 215), the principal component factor
analysis demonstrated that single factor (7-item) explained 53.42% of the variance
with .85 alpha value when participants responded the measure for local in-group
(HDP). Item loadings ranged between .63 and .79, and item-total correlations
changed from .55 to .66. When HDP supporters filled out the measure in reference
to the group of T.C citizens, 53.27% of the variance was explained with the alpha
value of .82, item loading range of [.59, .83], and item-total correlation range of
[.52, .70]. The alpha scores of measure in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP were
.74, .78, .76, respectively.

The principal component factor analysis using the data of MHP supporters
(N = 150) indicated that single factor (7-item) explained 68.31% of the variance
with .92 alpha value when the measure was filled out for local in-group (MHP).

Item loadings changed from .78 to .91, and item-total correlation range was

54



between .69 and .87. When MHP supporters filled out the measure in reference to

the group of T.C citizens, 60.63% of variance was explained with the alpha value of

.89, item loading range of [.74, .82], and item-total correlation range of [.62, .74].

The alpha scores of measure in reference to AKP, CHP, and HDP were .95, .94, .95,

respectively.

In sum, all factor analyses indicated the same factor structure with the

original scale, and statistical findings supported the reliability of translated and

adapted study measure (see Table 2.2 for detailed information).

Table 2.2

Psychometric Characteristics of the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors Measure

CHP supportersin ~ HDP supportersin ~ MHP supporters in
reference to group  reference to group  reference to group
of CHP of HDP of MHP
Item Item Item Item Item Item

loading  total r

loading  total r

loading  total r

Baska bir CHPIi’yi / HDPIi’yi /
MHPIi’yi fiziksel olarak tehdit 73 66
eden biriyle kavga ederdim.

CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler ile
dalga gegen ya da onlara hakaret 79 75
eden biriyle kavga ederdim.

CHPliler'e / HDPliler’e /
MHPliler’e kendilerine hakaret
eden birinden intikam almalar1 i¢in
yardim ederdim.

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i
korumak amaciyla baskalarina
zarar vermek kabul edilebilir bir
durumdur.

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i
korumak i¢in her seyi yapardim.

Bir bagka CHPli'nin / HDPli’nin /
MHPIi’nin hayatini kurtaracaksa, 80 67
kendi hayatimi feda ederdim.

CHPliler'e / HDPliler’e /

MHPliler’e sosyal ve politik statii

ya da 6nemli bir fayda 79 65
saglayacaksa, kendi hayatimi feda

ederdim.

Eigenvalue = 4.29;
Explained variance
(%) = 61.33;
Alpha (o) = .88

.63

.66

.76

.75

.78

79

.75

.55

.58

.65

.63

.64

.66

.59

Eigenvalue = 3.74;
Explained variance

(%) =

53.42;

Alpha (a) = .85

.82

.80

.86

.82

91

.78

79

75

73

.80

75

.87

.69

71

Eigenvalue = 4.78;
Explained variance

(%) = 68.31;

Alpha (a) =.

92
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Table 2.2 (continued). Psychometric Characteristics of the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group
Behaviors Measure

CHP supporters in ~ HDP supporters in ~ MHP supporters in
reference to group  reference to group  reference to group
of T.C citizens of T.C citizens of T.C citizens

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading totalr loading totalr  loading  totalr

Bagka bir T.C vatandagini fiziksel
olarak tehdit eden biriyle kavga 72 .63 .59 54 78 .68
ederdim.

T.C vatandaglar ile dalga gecen ya
da onlara hakaret eden biriyle 77 69 66 62 74 62
kavga ederdim.

T.C vatandaslarina kendilerine
hakaret eden birinden intikam .76 66 77 .64 .80 71
almalari igin yardim ederdim.

T.C vatandaslarini korumak
amaciyla bagkalarina zarar vermek 70 60 79 63 77 67
kabul edilebilir bir durumdur.

T.C vatandaslarini korumak igin

her seyi yapardum. .86 .78 .83 .70 .82 74
Bir bagka T.C vatandasinin
hayatin1 kurtaracaksa, kendi 79 69 74 55 79 71

hayatimi feda ederdim.

T.C vatandaslarina sosyal ve
politik statii ya da 6nemli bir fayda
saglayacaksa, kendi hayatimi feda
ederdim.

a7 .66 .70 .52 .76 .68

Eigenvalue = 4.14; Eigenvalue = 3.73; Eigenvalue = 4.24;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 59.09; (%) = 53.27, (%) = 60.63;
Alpha (o) = .88 Alpha (o) = .82 Alpha (a) = .89

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors measure when each participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters
of own political party) and extended in-group (T.C citizens). Participant groups also rated the
measure for three local out-groups (including ruling party and two other opposition parties). The
alpha values of CHP supporters in reference to AKP, HDP, and MHP were .71; .76; .77, respectively.
The alpha values of HDP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP were .74; .78; .76,
respectively. The alpha values of MHP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and HDP were .95; .94;
.95, respectively.

2.2.2 Vignettes. Five different scenarios were created, and used to test the
extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency of participants for saving local in-group,
extended in-group and local out-group members by Swann and colleagues (Swann,
Gomez, Dovidio et al., 2010; Swann, Gomez et al., 2014).

In the present study, based on the number of local out-group, eight scenarios
were adapted, and used within the context of T.C citizens and represented political
parties in the parliament of Turkey. In the first two vignettes, the activation order of
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social identity (e.g, five local in-group members are in danger: that is a runaway
trolley is about to crush and cause the death of five local in-group members) and
personal identity (e.g., you are in danger: that is a runaway trolley is about to crush
and cause the death of you) was changed, and tested participants’ willingness to
perform extreme self-sacrificing behaviors to save local in-group members' lives. In
the first scenario, participants made a choice between "doing nothing to stop
runaway trolley, and letting the death of five local in-group members" or "sacrifice
own life to save the lives of five local in-group members”. The choices of the
second scenario were "calling five local in-group members for help, and cause the
death of them to save own life" or "sacrifice own life".

In the third vignette, the extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency to save
the lives of five extended in-group members versus the life of a local in-group
member was tested. Based on the scenario, a runaway trolley is about to crush five
extended in-group members. Participants made a choice among "doing nothing to
stop runaway trolley, and letting the death of five extended in-group members”,
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five extended in-group members" or "change
the track of trolley, and cause the death of a local in-group member to save the lives
of five extended in-group members".

In the fourth, fifth and sixth vignettes, extreme self-sacrificing behaviors on
the behalf of extended in-group versus members of three local out-groups were
compared. In the scenario, two runaway trolleys are about to crush and cause the
death of both five extended in-group members and five local out-group members in
two parallel railways. Individuals chose "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys,
and letting the death of both five extended in-group members and five local out-
group members (one of the local out-groups)”, "sacrifice own life to save the lives
of five extended in-group members, and letting the death of local out-group
members" or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five local out-group members,
and letting the death of extended in-group members". Same scenario and choices
were repeated for each three local out-groups based on the local in-group identity,
including ruling party and two other opposition parties.

The seventh vignette tested the extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency of
participants when three local out-groups (based on the political party identity of the

participant, including ruling party and two other opposition parties) are in danger at
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the same time. Based on the vignette, three runaway trolleys are about to crash and
cause the death of local out-group members in three parallel railways. Participants
made a choice among " doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death
of all three local out-groups’ members", "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five
local out-group members (one of the local out-groups)”, "sacrifice own life to save
the lives of five local out-group members (one of the local out-groups)” or "sacrifice
own life to save the lives of five local out-group members (one of the local out-
groups)".

In the last vignette, the extreme self-sacrificing behavior of participant to
save the lives of local in-group members was measured when there are people who
are defined as the threat for local in-group. According to the scenario, a bombing
attack happens during the demonstration of local in-group. Some members of local
in-group are about to jump to the track of a runaway trolley with a panic. At the
same time, terrorists are trying to escape from other track. Participants chose "doing
nothing, and letting the death of local in-group members" or "sacrifice own life to
change the way of the runaway trolley, and trolley crushes terrorists rather than
local in-group members".

Table 2.3, Table 2.4, and Table 2.5 indicate both vignettes and answers for
these hypothetically created scenarios by participant groups who indicated their
political party identity as CHP (N = 320), HDP (N = 215), and MHP (N = 150).
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Table 2.3
Vignettes and Answers of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Vignette 1. Altindan trenyolu gegen bir iist gegitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. Bes CHPli'nin agagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigin1 ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin bu bes CHPli'ye ¢carpmak iizere hizla
yaklastigin1 goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvaym CHPliler'e ¢arpmasina izin verebilirsiniz
ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayarak
CHPliler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin ge¢mesine izin veririm ve bes CHPli 180 (56.2%)
hayatin1 kaybeder.

b. Hayatimi feda etme pahasina, tren yoluna atlayip tramvaym yavaslaylp 140 (43.8%)
durmasin saglarim ve bes CHPli'nin hayatin1 kurtaririm.

Vignette 2. Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldiginizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin hizla size dogru
yaklastigint diigiiniin. 200 metre ileride bes CHPli'nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz size
yardim i¢in geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes CHPIi hizla yaklagan tramvayin farkinda degiller.
Yardim i¢in geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar. Boylece bes CHPIli kendi
hayatlarim kaybederek tramvayin yavaslayip durmasimi saglayacak ve siz hayatta kalacaksiniz. Bu
durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Bes CHPli'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim. 133 (41.6%)
b. Bes CHPli'ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim. 187 (58.4%)

Vignette 3. Kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin, bes T.C vatandasmma dogru hizla yaklastigim
goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatin1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaslarini kurtarmak
icin ya kendi hayatimizi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip tramvayin yavaglayarak durmasini
saglayacaksiniz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayin yoniinii degistireceksiniz ve diger rayda
olan bir CHPIi’nin 6liimiine neden olacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Higbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybeder. 74 (23.1%)

b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandasinin 106 (33.1%)
hayatini1 kurtaririm.

Cc. Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvaymn diger raya sapmasim 140 (43.8%)
saglayarak bir CHPIi'nin 6lmesine neden olurken, bes T.C. vatandaginin
hayatin1 kurtaririm.

Vignette 4. Kontrolden ¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Olimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPli hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes AKPli'nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandagi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatim kaybeder. 189 (59.1%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara 129 (40.3%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 2 (.6%)

Vignette 5. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes HDPli'ye ¢arpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes HDPIi hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatinmiz1 feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes HDPli'nin hayatin
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?
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Table 2.3 (continued). Vignettes and Answers of CHP Supporters

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 191 (59.7%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara 124 (38.8%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 5 (1.6%)

Vignette 6. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes MHPIi’ye ¢arpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes MHPIi hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina MHPIliler’in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes MHPli’nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatini1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatini kaybeder. 186 (58.1%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 131 (40.9%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 3 (.9%)

Vignette 7. Kontrolden ¢ikmig ti¢ tramvay birbirine paralel ii¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes HDPli’ye, diger tramvaymn bes MHPli’ye ve diger tramvayin ise bes
AKPIi’ye carpip, bu kisileri 6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz,
tramvaylar li¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina herhangi
bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki
grup hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve ii¢ grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 248 (77.5%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 28 (8.8%)
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 42 (13.1%)
d. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 2 (.6%)

Vignette 8. Altindan pek ¢ok trenyolunun gegtigi bir Gist gegitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. CHPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gosteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanin ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu flizerinde kosarak uzaklagsmaya c¢alisan bombacilar
goriiyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile CHPliler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatimiz1 feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklasan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya girecek
ve CHPliler yerine bombacilara ¢arpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine izin
verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay CHPliler'e carpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?
N (%)

a. Hicbir sey yapmayip, tramvaymn yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara 111 (34.7%)
atlayan CHPliler'e garpmasina izin veririm.

b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvayin yoniini 209 (65.3%)
degistiririm ve CHPliler'i kurtararak tramvaymn bombacilara ¢arpmasini
saglarim.

Note. The table indicates the vignettes and the answers for these hypothetically created scenarios by
participant group who indicated the political party identity as CHP.
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Table 2.4
Vignettes and Answers of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Vignette 1. Altindan trenyolu gecen bir st gegitte oldugunuzu diigiiniin. Bes HDPli'nin agagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigini ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin bu bes HDPli'ye ¢arpmak iizere hizla
yaklagtigin1 goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin HDPliler'e ¢arpmasina izin verebilirsiniz
ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayarak
HDPliler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin geg¢mesine izin veririm ve bes HDPli 110 (51.2%)
hayatin1 kaybeder.

b. Hayatimi feda etme pahasina, tren yoluna atlayip tramvaym yavaglaylp 105 (48.8%)
durmasin saglarim ve bes HDPli'nin hayatimi kurtaririm.

Vignette 2. Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldiginizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin hizla size dogru
yaklastigint diigiiniin. 200 metre ileride bes HDPli’nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz size
yardim igin geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes HDPIi hizla yaklasan tramvayin farkinda degiller.
Yardim i¢in geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar. Boylece bes HDPIi kendi
hayatlarin1 kaybederek tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayacak ve siz hayatta kalacaksiniz. Bu
durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Bes HDPIli'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim. 49 (22.8%)
b. Bes HDPIli’ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim. 166 (77.2%)

Vignette 3. Kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvaym, bes T.C vatandasimma dogru hizla yaklastigim
goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatin1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaslarini kurtarmak
icin ya kendi hayatimizi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip tramvayin yavaslayarak durmasini
saglayacaksiniz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayin yoniinii degistireceksiniz ve diger rayda
olan bir HDPIi'nin 6liimiine neden olacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandas1 hayatim1 kaybeder. 82 (38.1%)

b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandaginin 80 (37.2%)
hayatini1 kurtaririm.

c. Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvaym diger raya sapmasini 53 (24.7%)
saglayarak bir HDPli'nin 6lmesine neden olurken, bes T.C vatandasinin
hayatin1 kurtaririm.

Vignette 4. Kontrolden ¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Olimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPIli hayatini kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes AKPli'nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 139 (64.7%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 76 (35.3%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 0 (.0%)

Vignette 5. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvaymn ise bes CHPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes CHPIli hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes CHPIi'nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?
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Table 2.4 (continued). Vignettes and Answers of HDP Supporters

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatim kaybeder. 138 (64.2%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara 48 (22.3%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 29 (13.5%)

Vignette 6. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes MHPIi’ye carpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes MHPIi hayatini kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina MHPliler’in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes MHPIli’nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandast hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatini kaybeder. 143 (66.5%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 72 (33.5%)
atlarim.
¢. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 0 (.0%)

Vignette 7. Kontrolden ¢ikmug ii¢ tramvay birbirine paralel {i¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes CHPli'ye, diger tramvaym bes MHPli'ye ve diger tramvayimn ise bes
AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri 6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz,
tramvaylar ii¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina herhangi
bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki
grup hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve li¢ grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 154 (71.6%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 60 (27.9%)
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 0 (.0%)
d. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 1 (.5%)

Vignette 8. Altindan pek ¢ok trenyolunun gectigi bir iist gecitte oldugunuzu diigtiniin. HDPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gosteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanin ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu {izerinde kosarak uzaklagsmaya calisan bombacilar
goriiyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile HDPliler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatinizi feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklagan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya girecek
ve HDPliler yerine bombacilara ¢arpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine izin
verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay HDPliler'e ¢arpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?
N (%)

a. Higbir sey yapmayip, tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara 49 (22.8%)
atlayan HDPliler'e ¢carpmasina izin veririm.

b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvayin yoninii 166 (77.2%)
degistiririm ve HDPliler'i kurtararak tramvaym bombacilara
garpmasini saglarim.

Note. The table indicates the vignettes and the answers for these hypothetically created scenarios by
participant group who indicated the political party identity as HDP.
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Table 2.5
Vignettes and Answers of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Vignette 1. Altindan trenyolu gegen bir {ist gegitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. Bes MHPli'nin agagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigint ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin bu bes MHPli'ye carpmak iizere hizla
yaklagtigin1 goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin MHPliler'e carpmasina izin verebilirsiniz
ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayarak
MHPliler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin gegmesine izin veririm ve bes MHPIi 63 (42%)
hayatin1 kaybeder.

b. Hayatimi feda etme pahasina, tren yoluna atlayip tramvayin yavaslayip 87 (58%)
durmasini saglarim ve bes MHPIli'nin hayatini kurtaririm.

Vignette 2. Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldiginizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin hizla size dogru
yaklastigint diigiiniin. 200 metre ileride bes MHPIi'nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz size
yardim igin geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes MHPIli hizla yaklasan tramvaymn farkinda
degiller. Yardim igin geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar. Boylece bes
MHPIi kendi hayatlarini kaybederek tramvayin yavaglayip durmasini saglayacak ve siz hayatta
kalacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Bes MHPIi'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim. 48 (32%)
b. Bes MHPli'ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim. 102 (68%)

Vignette 3. Kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvaym, bes T.C vatandasimma dogru hizla yaklastigim
goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatin1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaslarini kurtarmak
icin ya kendi hayatimizi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip tramvayin yavaslayarak durmasini
saglayacaksiniz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayin yoniinii degistireceksiniz ve diger rayda
olan bir MHPIi'nin 6liimiine neden olacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)

a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandas1 hayatim1 kaybeder. 17 (11.3%)

b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandasinin 77 (51.3%)
hayatini1 kurtaririm.

c. Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvaym diger raya sapmasini 56 (37.3%)
saglayarak bir MHPli'nin 6lmesine neden olurken, bes T.C. vatandaginin
hayatin1 kurtaririm.

Vignette 4. Kontrolden ¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek itizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Olimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPli hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes AKPli'nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandagi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatim kaybeder. 52 (34.7%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 96 (64%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 2 (1.3%)

Vignette 5. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvaymn ise bes CHPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarimin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes CHPIli hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes CHPIli'nin hayatim
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?
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Table 2.5 (continued). Vignettes and Answers of MHP Supporters

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 48 (32%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 99 (66%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 3 (2%)

Vignette 6. Kontrolden ¢ikmig iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvaym ise bes HDPli’ye carpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek iizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara
atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes HDPIli hayatin1 kaybedecek. Eger
kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina HDPliler’in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes HDPli’nin hayatini
kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 37 (24.7%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara 110 (73.3%)
atlarim.
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 3 (2%)

Vignette 7. Kontrolden ¢ikmig ti¢ tramvay birbirine paralel ii¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes CHPli'ye, diger tramvayin bes HDPli'ye ve diger tramvayin ise bes
AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri 6ldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz,
tramvaylar li¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina herhangi
bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki
grup hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Higbir sey yapmam ve ii¢ grup da hayatin1 kaybeder. 90 (60%)
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 24 (16%)
c. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 0 (.0%)
d. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim. 36 (24%)

Vignette 8. Altindan pek ¢ok trenyolunun gegtigi bir iist gegitte oldugunuzu diigiiniin. MHPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gosteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanin ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu flizerinde kosarak uzaklagsmaya c¢alisan bombacilar
goriiyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile MHPliler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatimiz1 feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklasan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya girecek
ve MHPliler yerine bombacilara garpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine izin
verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay MHPliler'e ¢arpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz?

N (%)
a. Hicbir sey yapmayip, tramvaymn yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara 36 (24%)
atlayan MHPliler'e ¢arpmasina izin veririm.
b. Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvayin yoniini 114 (76%)
degistiririm ve MHPliler'i kurtararak tramvaym bombacilara garpmasini
saglarim.

Note. The table indicates the vignettes and the answers for these hypothetically created scenarios by
participant group who indicated the political party identity as MHP.

2.2.3 Measure of group identification. The single factor (6-item) scale was
developed by Mael and Ashforth (1992) to measure group identification with .83

internal consistency. Few items of the scale are "When someone criticizes my
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group, it feels like a personal insult,” "I am very interested in what members of
other groups think about my group,” "When | talk about my group, | usually say we
rather than they".

In the present study, items were translated into Turkish, and three different
participant groups (supporters of CHP, HDP, and MHP) indicated to what extent
they identify themselves with local in-group (supporters of own political party),
extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling
party and two other opposition parties). Items were rated on a 7-point scale, from
"1: strongly disagree” to "7: strongly agree". Higher scores indicate stronger
identification with the group.

Based on the sample of CHP supporters (N = 320), the principal component
factor analysis demonstrated that single factor (5-item) explained 64.19% of the
variance (a = .86) when the identification level of participants with the group of
CHP was evaluated. Item loadings of the factor changed from .70 to .88, and item-
total correlations were between .56 and .78. When CHP supporters responded the
measure in reference to the group of T.C citizens, 68.42% of the variance was
explained (o = .88) with item loading range of [.74, .89], and item-total correlation
range of [.62, .80]. The alpha scores of the measure in reference to AKP, HDP, and
MHP were .72, .94, .91, respectively.

The principal component factor analysis with HDP supporters (N = 215)
indicated same single (5-item) factor structure and explained 58.89% of the
variance (o = .82) when participants responded the measure for the group of HDP.
Item loadings ranged between .60 and .88, and item-total correlations changed from
44 to .77. When HDP supporters filled out the measure to indicate their
identification with the group of T.C citizens, 66.86% of the variance was explained
(o = .87) with item loading range of [.76, .88], and item-total correlation range of
[.63, .78]. The alpha scores of the measure in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP
were .50, .89, .86, respectively.

When the same analysis was conducted with the participation of MHP
supporters (N = 150) to test their identification with the group of MHP, single factor
(5-item) explained 69.79% of the variance (a = .89). Item loadings changed from
.79 to .87, and item-total correlation range was between .68 and .78. When MHP

supporters filled out the same measure in reference to the group of T.C citizens,
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64.96% of the variance was explained (a = .84) with item loading range of [.68,
.91], and item-total correlation range of [.54, .81]. The alpha scores of measure in
reference to AKP, CHP, and HDP were .92, .95, .83, respectively.

In brief, all factor analyses these were conducted with the participation of
three participant groups to test their identification with local in-group (supporters of
own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups
(supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties) indicated same factor
structure with the original measure. Only one item (i.e., "I am very interested in
what members of other groups think about my group™) was dropped because its
item-total correlation score and association with the alpha value of factor were
problematic in all participant groups and factor analyses. The removal of this item
also increased the explained variance. Statistical findings strengthened the
reliability of translated and adapted single factor (5-item) study measure (see Table

2.6 for detailed information).

Table 2.6
Psychometric Characteristics of the Group Identification Measure

CHP supportersin  HDP supporters in ~ MHP supporters in
reference to group  reference to group  reference to group
of CHP of HDP of MHP

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading  totalr  loading  totalr loading  total r

Birisi CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i /
MHPliler’i elestirdiginde, sahsima 77 64 73 57 79 68
hakaret edilmis gibi hissederim.

CHPliler'den / HDPliler’den /
MHPliler’den bahsederken
genellikle "onlar" yerine "biz" diye
bahsederim.

CHPliler'in / HDPliler’in /

MHPliler’in basarilar1 benim de 85 74 83 68 84 74
basarimdir.

Birisi CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i /
MHPliler’i yiicelttiginde sanki
bana 6vgiide bulunmus gibi
hissederim.

Medyadaki bir haber CHPliler'in /
HDPliler’in / MHPliler’in olumsuz
taraflarini elestirdiginde kendimi
mahgup hissederim.

.88 .78 .88 a7 .87 .78

.70 .56 .60 44 .83 73

Eigenvalue = 3.21; Eigenvalue = 2.95; Eigenvalue = 3.49;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 64.19; (%) = 58.89; (%) = 69.79;
Alpha (a) = .86 Alpha (a) = .82 Alpha (o) = .89
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Table 2.6 (continued). Psychometric Characteristics of the Group Identification Measure

CHP supporters in ~ HDP supporters in ~ MHP supporters in
reference to group  reference to group  reference to group
of T.C citizens of T.C citizens of T.C citizens

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading totalr  loading  totalr loading  total r

Birisi T.C vatandaglarini
elestirdiginde, sahsima hakaret .82 12 .81 .70 .84 74
edilmis gibi hissederim.

T.C vatandaglarindan bahsederken

genellikle "onlar" yerine "biz" diye .80 68 .76 .63 79 .64
bahsederim.

T.C vatandaglarinin basarilari

benim de bagarimdir. 87 18 85 15 80 64

Birisi T.C vatandaglarini
yiicelttiginde sanki bana dvgiide 89 .80 88 78 91 81
bulunmus gibi hissederim.

Medyadaki bir haber T.C
vatandaglarinin olumsuz taraflarini
elestirdiginde kendimi mahgup
hissederim.

74 .62 .79 .65 .68 .54

Eigenvalue = 3.42; Eigenvalue = 3.34; Eigenvalue = 3.25;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 68.42; (%) = 66.86; (%) = 64.96;
Alpha (o) = .88 Alpha (a) = .87 Alpha (o) = .84

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the group identification measure when
each participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political party)
and extended in-group (T.C citizens). The item "Diger gruplarin iiyelerinin kendi grubum hakkinda
ne distindiigiiyle ¢ok ilgiliyim" was removed from the measure because of its low item-total
correlation score and unfavorable association with the alpha value of the measure. All participant
groups also rated the measure for three local out-groups (including ruling party and two other
opposition parties). The alpha values of CHP supporters in reference to AKP, HDP, and MHP were
.72; .94; .91, respectively. The alpha values of HDP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP
were .50; 89; 86, respectively. The alpha values of MHP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and
HDP were .92; .95; .83, respectively.

2.2.4 Verbal identity fusion scale. The measure was developed by Gomez,
Brooks et al., (2011), and the single factor (7-item) scale aims to measure the
identity fusion level of participants (including the connectedness and oneness of
personal identity with group-based identity). Few items of the scale are "I feel
immersed in my group,” "I have a deep emotional bond with my group,” "I make my
group strong"”. Internal consistency scores of the scale changed from .83 to .90.

In the present study, the scale was translated into Turkish and tested in
political party context of Turkey. ltems were adapted to measure what extent three
participant groups (supporters of three opposition parties as CHP, HDP, and MHP)

perceive themselves as identity-fused with other T.C citizens and political parties
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that were represented in the parliament of Turkey through November-2015
parliamentary elections. The scale required responding on a 7-point scale, from "1:
strongly disagree" to "7: strongly agree". Higher scores indicate greater identity
fusion with the group.

The principal component factor analysis with the data of CHP supporters (N
= 320) indicated that the single factor (7-item) explained 68.03% of the variance («
= .92) when the identity fusion of participants with the group of CHP was tested.
Item loadings of single factor varied between .67 and .89, and item-total
correlations changed from .58 to .83. When the connectedness and oneness of CHP
supporters’ personal identity with group-based identity in reference to group of T.C
citizens was tested, 68.79% of the variance was explained (o = .92) with item
loading range of [.61, .92], and item-total correlation range of [.53, .87]. The alpha
scores of the measure in reference to AKP, HDP, and MHP were .87, .93, .92,
respectively.

The same factor analysis was performed with the participation of HDP
supporters (N = 215). The single (7-item) factor structure explained 71.11% of the
variance (o = .93) when participants filled out the measure for the group of HDP.
Item loadings were between .68 and .92, and the item-total correlations changed
from .60 to .88. When HDP supporters responded the same measure to indicate their
identity fusion with the group of T.C citizens, 68.09% of the variance was explained
(o = .92) with item loading range of [.68, .91], and item-total correlation range of
[.60, .85]. The alpha scores of the measure in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP
were .89, .93, .82, respectively.

When the principal component factor analysis was conducted using the data
of MHP supporters (N = 150) to test their identity fusion with the group of MHP,
the same single (7-item) factor structure explained 70.12% of the variance (a = .93).
Item loadings varied from .67 to .93, and item-total correlations were between .59
and .89. When MHP supporters filled out the same measure to indicate the oneness
and connectedness their personal identity with group-based identity in reference to
the group of T.C citizens, 59.10% of the variance was explained (a = .87) with item
loading range of [.35, .90], and item-total correlation range of [.31, .80]. The
internal consistency of the measure in reference to AKP, CHP, and HDP were .96,

.94, .98, respectively.
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Table 2.7

Psychometric Characteristics of the Verbal Identity Fusion Scale

CHP supporters in
reference to group
of CHP

HDP supporters in
reference to group
of HDP

MHP supporters in
reference to group
of MHP

Item Item
loading  total r

Item Item
loading  total r

Item Item
loading  totalr

CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler ile

bir biitiinim.

Kendimi CHPliler / HDPliler /
MHPliler ile biitiinlesmis

hissediyorum.

CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler ile
derin duygusal bir bagim var.
CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler
demek, ben demektir.

CHPliler / HDPIiler / MHPliler
i¢in, diger CHPIi / diger HDPIi /
diger MHPIi grup tiyelerinin
yapacagindan daha fazla sey

yaparim.

CHPliler / HDPIiler / MHPliler
sayesinde gii¢liiyiim.

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i
giiclii hale getiriyorum.

87 .80
.89 .83
.88 .82
.88 .82
.78 .70
.78 71
.67 .58

Eigenvalue = 4.76;
Explained variance
(%) = 68.03;
Alpha (a) = .92

91 .86
92 .88
.85 .78
.90 .86
.82 75
79 72
.68 .60

Eigenvalue = 4.98;
Explained variance
(%) = 71.11;
Alpha (a) = .93

.87 .80
.90 .84
.86 .80
.93 .89
.67 .59
.85 .80
75 .67

Eigenvalue = 4.91;
Explained variance
(%) = 70.12;
Alpha (&) = .93

CHP supporters in
reference to group
of T.C citizens

HDP supporters in
reference to group
of T.C citizens

MHP supporters in
reference to group
of T.C citizens

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading totalr  loading totalr loading  totalr

T.C vatandaglari ile bir biitiinim. 90 85 91 85 75 61
Kendimi T.C vatandaslart ile
biitiinlesmis hissediyorum. 91 85 -89 82 -89 19
T.C vatandaslari ile derin duygusal
bir bagim var. .89 .83 .86 .79 .90 .80
T.C vatandaslar1 demek, ben
demekir. .92 .87 .88 81 .89 .80
T.C vatandaslari i¢in, diger T.C
vatandaglarinin yapacagindan daha 75 67 74 67 69 60
fazla sey yaparim.
T.C toplumu sayesinde gii¢liiytim. 79 72 80 72 76 69
T.C toplumunu giiglii hale

.61 53 .68 .60 .35 31

getiriyorum.

Eigenvalue = 4.82;
Explained variance
(%) = 68.79;
Alpha (a) = .92

Eigenvalue = 4.77;
Explained variance
(%) = 68.09;
Alpha (a) = .92

Eigenvalue = 4.14;
Explained variance
(%) = 59.10;
Alpha («) = .87

69



Table 2.7 (continued). Psychometric Characteristics of the Verbal Identity Fusion Scale

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the verbal identity fusion scale when
each participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political party)
and extended in-group (T.C citizens). All participant groups also rated the measure for three local
out-groups (including ruling party and two other opposition parties). The alpha values of CHP
supporters in reference to AKP, HDP, and MHP were .87; .93; .92, respectively. The alpha values of
HDP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and MHP were .89; .93; .82, respectively. The alpha
values of MHP supporters in reference to AKP, CHP, and HDP were .96; .94; 98, respectively.

In conclusion, all factor analyses (conducted with the participation of three
participant groups to test their identity fusion with local in-group (supporters of own
political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups
(supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties)) indicated the same
factor structure with the original measure. Findings supported the reliability of
translated and adapted single factor (7-item) verbal identity fusion scale (see Table
2.7 for detailed information).

2.2.5 Individual-based and group-based relative deprivation scales. The
5-item egoistic (individual-based) relative deprivation scale was developed by
Ozdemir, Tekes, and Oner-Ozkan (in press) to test when the person compares
herself / himself with other people in individual level, what extent s/he feels
deprived toward the desired outcome. Internal consistency score was .71.

In the present study, individual-based and group-based relative deprivation
sub-scales were derived from 5-item egoistic (individual-based) relative deprivation
scale of Ozdemir and colleagues (in press), and items were revised to measure
individual-based deprivation (5-item) and group-based deprivation (5-item) in the
socio-political context of Turkey. Few items of individual-based deprivation are "I
want to have social and political conditions that the members of other group have"
"l deserve social and political conditions that the members of other group have".
Few items of group-based deprivation are "I wish members of my group have social
and political conditions that the members of other group have,"” "Members of my
group deserve social and political conditions that the members of other group have".
In the present study, members of three participant groups compared themselves
(individual level) and their local in-group (group level; including supporters of own
political party) with member(s) of extended in-group (T.C citizens) and member(s)
of three local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition

parties), and they expressed what extent they perceive individual-based and group-
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based relative deprivations based on the possessed social and political conditions.
Items were rated using a 7-point scale, from "1: strongly disagree" to "7: strongly
agree". Higher scores indicate stronger individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations.

The principal component factor analysis with the data of CHP supporters (N
= 320) demonstrated that the single factor (5-item) explained 62.71% of the
variance (a = .85) when participants compared themselves with other T.C citizens
based on the possessed social and political conditions using individual-level
comparisons and indicated their individual-based deprivation. Item loadings
changed from .62 to .89, and item-total correlations were between .48 and .78.
When participants compared their local in-group (supporters of CHP) with other
T.C citizens based on the possessed social and political conditions using group level
comparisons and expressed the group-based deprivation, the single factor (5-item)
explained 66.28% of the variance (« = .87) with item loading range of [.77, .85],
and item-total correlation range of [.64, .74]. CHP supporters also compared
themselves and their local in-group with three local out-groups (using individual
and group level comparisons) to indicate individual-based and group-based
deprivations. When CHP supporters compared themselves with AKP, HDP, and
MHP using individual-based relative deprivation measure, alpha values were .93;
.89; .95, respectively whereas for group-based relative deprivation measure were
.95;.90; .94.

The principal component factor analysis with the participation of HDP
supporters (N = 215) showed the same single (5-item) factor structure and explained
70.32% of the variance (a« = .89) when individual-based deprivation of participants
was tested in comparison to other T.C citizens. Item loadings varied from .74 to .90,
and item-total correlations were between .62 and .82. When participants indicated
their group-based deprivation in comparison to other T.C citizens using group level
comparisons, the single factor (5-item) explained 74.08% of the variance (o = .89)
with item loading range of [.73, .92], and item-total correlation range of [.62, .83].
HDP supporters also compared themselves and their local in-group with three local
out-groups using individual and group level comparisons. When HDP supporters
compared themselves with AKP, CHP, and MHP using individual-based relative
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deprivation measure, alpha values were .90; .95; .95, respectively whereas for
group-based relative deprivation measure were .92; .97; .97.

The factor analysis using the responses of MHP supporters (N = 150)
indicated that the same single (5-item) factor structure explained 62.37% of the
variance (o = .85) when individual-based deprivation was investigated in
comparison to other T.C citizens. Item loading changed from .71 to .87, and item-
total correlations were between .56 and .77. When participants’ group-based
deprivation in comparison to other T.C citizens was tested, the single factor (5-item)
explained 68.44% of the variance (a = .88) with item loading range of [.76, .87],
and item-total correlation range of [.64, .78]. MHP supporters also compared
themselves and their local in-group (using individual and group level comparisons)
with three local out-groups to express the individual-based and group-based
deprivations. When MHP supporters compared themselves with AKP, CHP, and
HDP using individual-based relative deprivation measure, alpha values were .95;
.95; .96, respectively whereas for group-based relative deprivation measure were
.96; .95; .95.

Table 2.8
Psychometric Characteristics of the Individual-based and Group-based Relative Deprivation Scales

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Individual-based relative Item Item Item Item Item Item
deprivation loading  totalr  loading  totalr loading  total r

Kendimi diger T.C vatandaslari ile

karsilastirdigimda, diger T.C

vatandaglarinin benden daha iyi 80 66 83 73 78 64
sosyal ve politik imkéanlara sahip

oldugunun farkindayim.

Diger T.C vatandaslarinin sahip
oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlara 82 70 86 77 84 73
sahip olmay isterim.

Diger T.C vatandaslarinin sahip

oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlari 62 48 74 62 71 56
hak ettigimi diistintiriim.

Kendimi diger T.C vatandaslari ile
karsilastirdigimda, sahip oldugum
sosyal ve politik imkanlar beni
tatmin etmiyor.

Sosyal ve politik imkanlar
konusunda, diger T.C vatandaslari 89 78 90 82 87 77
benden daha iyi durumda.

81 .67 .86 7 74 .59

Eigenvalue = 3.14; Eigenvalue = 3.52; Eigenvalue = 3.12;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 62.71,; (%) = 70.32; (%) = 62.37,
Alpha (a) = .85 Alpha (o) = .89 Alpha (o) = .85
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Table 2.8 (continued). Psychometric Characteristics of the Individual-based and Group-based
Relative Deprivation Scales

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Group-based relative Item Item Item Item Item Item
Deprivation loading  totalr  loading  totalr loading  total r

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i

diger T.C vatandaglari ile

karsilagtirdigimda, diger T.C

vatandaglarinin CHPliler'den / 77 64 73 62 81 70
HDPliler’den / MHPliler’den daha

iyi sosyal ve politik imkanlara

sahip oldugunun farkindayim.

Diger T.C vatandaslarinin sahip

oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlara

CHPliler'in / HDPliler’in / 85 74 91 81 83 73
MHPliler’in de sahip olmasini

isterim.

Diger T.C vatandaslarinin sahip

oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlari

CHPliler'in / HDPliler’in / 80 68 92 83 76 64
MHPliler’in de hak ettigini

diigiintirim.

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i

diger T.C vatandaglari ile

karsilagtirdigimda, CHPliler'in /

HDPliler’in / MHPliler’in sahip 82 70 84 75 86 76
oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlar

beni tatmin etmiyor.

Sosyal ve politik imkéanlar

konusunda, diger T.C vatandaslari

CHPliler'den / HDPliler’den / 84 73 -89 82 87 78
MHPliler’den daha iyi durumda.

Eigenvalue = 3.31; Eigenvalue = 3.70; Eigenvalue = 3.42;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 66.28; (%) = 74.08; (%) = 68.44;
Alpha (o) = .87 Alpha () = .89 Alpha (o) = .88

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of individual-based and group-based
relative deprivation sub-scales when each participant group filled out the measures for themselves
and local in-group (supporters of own political party) using the individual level and group level
comparisons with other T.C citizens in order to specify their individual-based and group-based
relative deprivations. All participant groups also compared themselves and their local in-group with
three local out-groups in individual and group levels. When CHP supporters compared themselves
with AKP, HDP, and MHP using individual-based relative deprivation measure, alpha values were
.93; .89; .95, respectively whereas alpha values were .95; .90; .94 for group-based relative
deprivation measure. When HDP supporters compared themselves with AKP, CHP, and MHP using
individual-based relative deprivation measure, alpha values were .90; .95; .95, respectively whereas
alpha values were .92; .97; .97 for group-based relative deprivation measure. When MHP supporters
compared themselves with AKP, CHP, and HDP using individual-based relative deprivation
measure, alpha values were .95; .95; .96, respectively whereas alpha values were .96; .95; .95 for
group-based relative deprivation measure.
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In sum, all conducted factor analyses (using the data of three participant
groups to test individual-based and group-based relative deprivations in comparison
to extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling
party and two other opposition parties)) demonstrated the same factor structure with
the original inspired scale. Statistical findings supported the reliability of 5-item
individual-based and 5-item group-based relative deprivation scales (see Table 2.8
for detailed information).

2.2.6 Relative deprivation fusion scale. The 7-item scale was derived from
the verbal identity fusion scale (Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011) in the present study to
measure the connectedness and oneness of individual-based and group-based
relative deprivations. Before the relative deprivation fusion scale, the definitions of
relative deprivation, individual-based relative deprivation, and group-based relative
deprivation were presented for participants. Few items of the scale are "My
individual-based deprivation is one with my local in-group-based deprivation,” "I
have a deep emotional bond with my local in-group-based deprivation,” "When |
eliminate my local in-group-based deprivation, my individual-based deprivation
also will be eliminated".

Three participant groups (supporters of CHP, HDP, and MHP) indicated
what extent their individual-based and local in-group-based relative deprivations are
connected and fused using a 7-point scale, from "1: strongly disagree" to "7:
strongly agree". Higher scores mean greater levels of relative deprivation fusion
which individual-based perceived disadvantage becomes relevant with local in-
group-based perceived disadvantage, and people indicate relative deprivation in
both individual and group levels.

The principal component factor analysis was performed with the sample of
CHP supporters (N = 320), and the single (7-item) factor structure explained
74.09% of the variance (a = .94). Item loadings of factor changed from .80 to .88,
and item-total correlations were between .73 and .83. When HDP supporters filled
out the same scale to specify their relative deprivation fusion levels, 69.31% of the
variance was explained by the same (7-item) factor structure (e = .93) with item
loading range of [.71, .87], and item-total correlation range of [.63, .82]. Scale also
was responded by MHP supporters, and the same (7-item) factor structure explained
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75.64% of the variance (o = .95) with item loading range of [.82, .91], and item-
total correlation range of [.76, .87].

In conclusion, all conducted factor analyses (using the data of three
participant groups to test relative deprivation fusion) demonstrated the same factor
structure as the original inspired scale. Statistical findings supported the reliability
of single factor (7-item) relative deprivation fusion scale (see Table 2.9 for detailed
information).

Table 2.9
Psychometric Characteristics of the Relative Deprivation Fusion Scale

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading  total r loading totalr loading  totalr

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup
liyeligime bagl grup-temelli
yoksunlugum ve birey-temelli
yoksunlugum bir biitiindiir.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup
liyeligime bagl grup-temelli
yoksunlugum ile biitiinlesmis
hissediyorum.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup
liyeligime bagl grup-temelli
yoksunlugum ile derin duygusal bir
bagim var.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup
tiyeligime bagh grup-temelli
yoksunlugum, birey-temelli
yoksunlugum ile aynidir.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup

tiyeligime bagh grup-temelli

yoksunlugumu gidermek igin, diger

CHPliler'in / diger HDPliler’in / 80 13 1 63 83 17
diger MHPliler’in yapacagindan

daha fazla sey yaparim.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup

liyeligime bagh grup-temelli 85 79 82 5 82 76
yoksunlugum beni etkilemektedir.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup

iiyeligime bagl grup temelli

yoksunlugumu giderdigimde, 87 82 .84 78 .86 81
birey-temelli yoksunlugumu da

gidermis olacagim.

87 81 .85 .78 .88 .83

.88 .83 .87 .81 91 .87

87 .82 .87 .82 91 .87

.88 .83 .86 .80 .87 .82

Eigenvalue =5.19; Eigenvalue = 4.85; Eigenvalue = 5.30;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 74.09; (%) = 69.31; (%) = 75.64;
Alpha (a) = .94 Alpha (a) = .93 Alpha (a) = .95

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the relative deprivation fusion scale
when each participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political

party).
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2.2.7 Measure of familial ties. The 3-item scale was developed by Swann,
Buhrmester et al., (2014) to assess perceived relational/familial ties with in-group
members (a = .92). Items of the scale are "Members of my group are like my family
to me," "If someone in my group is hurt or in danger, it is like a family member is
hurt or in danger," "I see other members of group as brothers and sisters".

In the present study, items were translated into Turkish. Supporters of CHP,
HDP, and MHP indicated what extent they perceive the members of own local in-
group (supporters of own political party) as a family member using a 7-point scale,
from "1: strongly disagree" to "7: strongly agree". Higher scores show stronger
familial ties with local in-group members.

The principal component factor analysis was conducted based on the
responses of CHP supporters (N = 320), and the single (3-item) factor structure
explained 85.65% of the variance (« = .92) with item loading range of [.91, .94],
and item-total correlation range of [.80, .86]. HDP supporters (N = 215) also
responded the same scale to indicate their relational/familial ties with the group of
HDP, and 83.82% of the variance was explained by the same (3-item) factor
structure (o = .90) with item loading range of [.91, .93], and item-total correlation
range of [.80, .83]. When same factor analysis was performed with the data of MHP
supporters (N = 150), the same (3-item) factor explained 85.21% of the variance («
=.91) with item loading range of [.91, .94], and item-total correlation range of [.79,
.85].

In sum, all conducted factor analyses (using the data of three participant
groups to test relational/familial ties with local in-group) demonstrated the same
factor structure with the original scale. Statistical findings supported the reliability
of the single factor (3-item) measure of familial ties (see Table 2.10 for detailed

information).
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Table 2.10
Psychometric Characteristics of the Familial Ties Measure

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading totalr loading totalr loading  totalr

CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler
benim i¢in ailem gibidir.

CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi birisi
incindiginde veya tehlikede
oldugunda, sanki bir aile bireyi 94 86 91 80 93 83
incinmis ya da tehlikedeymis gibi

hissederim.

CHPliler'i / HDPliler’i / MHPliler’i

erkek ya da kiz kardeslerim gibi 93 84 93 83 91 79
gorurim.

91 .80 91 .80 .94 .85

Eigenvalue = 2.57; Eigenvalue = 2.52; Eigenvalue = 2.56;
Explained variance Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 85.65; (%) = 83.82; (%) = 85.21;
Alpha (a) = .92 Alpha (&) = .90 Alpha (a) = .91

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the familial ties measure when each
participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political party).

2.2.8 Measure of agency for the group. The 3-item scale was developed
based on the agency concept discussions of Haggard and Tsakiris (2009) to measure
the perceived individual control over group behaviors and was used in the study of
Swann, Gomez, Huici et al., (2010) with .85 internal consistency. Items are "I have
as much control over my group's outcomes as my own actions," "I feel responsible
for what happens to my group,” "I feel responsible for what my group does".

In the present study, the measure was translated into Turkish. Participant
groups (supporters of CHP, HDP, and MHP) indicated what extent they perceive
their individual control over local in-group's actions using a 7-point scale which
ranged from "1: strongly disagree" to "7: strongly agree". Higher scores show a
stronger perceived individual agency for local in-group, and people perceive greater
individual control over own local in-group’s actions.

According to the principal component factor analysis with the data of CHP
supporters (N = 320), the single (3-item) factor explained 78.81% of the variance (a
= .86) with item loading range of [.85, .91], and item-total correlation range of [.68,
.79]. HDP supporters (N = 215) also filled out the scale to specify their perceived
individual agency for the actions of the group of HDP, and 77.23% of the variance

was explained by the same (3-item) factor (« = .85) with item loading range of [.83,
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93], and item-total correlation range of [.64, .82]. When factor analysis was
conducted with the participation of MHP supporters (N = 150), the same (3-item)
factor explained 86.75% of the variance (a = .92). Item loadings changed from .90
to .95, and item-total correlations were between .79 and .89.

In brief, all conducted factor analyses (using the data of three participant
groups to test the perceived individual agency) demonstrated the same factor
structure as the original scale. Statistical findings strengthened the reliability of the
single factor (3-item) measure of agency for the group (see Table 2.11 for detailed

information).

Table 2.11
Psychometric Characteristics of the Agency for the Group Measure

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading totalr  loading  totalr loading  total r

Kendi davraniglarim {izerinde

oldugu kadar CHPliler'in /

HDPliler’in / MHPliler’in 85 68 83 64 20 79
hareketlerinde de s6z sahibiyim.

CHPliler'e / HDPliler’e /
MHPliler’e olan her seyden 91 .79 .93 .82 .95 .89
kendimi sorumlu hissederim.

CHPliler'in / HDPliler’in /

MHPliler’in yaptig1 her seyden 90 76 88 72 94 86

kendimi sorumlu hissederim.
Eigenvalue = 2.36; Eigenvalue = 2.32; Eigenvalue = 2.60;
Explained variance  Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 78.81; (%) = 77.23; (%) = 86.75;
Alpha (o) = .86 Alpha (o) = .85 Alpha (a) = .92

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the agency for the group measure when
each participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political party).

2.2.9 Measure of invulnerability. The 5-item scale was developed by
Gomez, Brooks et al., (2011) to measure the perceived invulnerability with .73
internal consistency. Few items are "In the face of danger, | am convinced that my
group and | will survive," "Anything could damage me or my group," "My group
will be able to cope with any sort of threat".

In the present study, the scale was translated into Turkish. Three participant
groups rated what extent they perceive themselves and local in-group as
invulnerable using a 7-point scale which ranged from "1: strongly disagree” to "7:

strongly agree". Higher scores indicate greater perceived invulnerability, and
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individuals believe that they and their own local in-group have the power to cope
with any sort of threat and danger.

The principal component factor analysis was performed with the data of
CHP supporters (N = 320), and the single (5-item) factor explained 71.46% of the
variance (a = .89) with item loading range of [.80, .88], and item-total correlation
range of [.69, .82]. When HDP supporters (N = 215) responded the scale to indicate
their perceived invulnerability, 59.67% of the variance was explained by the same
(5-item) factor (a = .83). Item loadings ranged from .76 to .82, and item-total
correlations were between .58 and .72. MHP supporters (N = 150) also filled out the
same measure, and 69.39% of the variance was explained by the same (5-item)
factor (e = .89) with item loading range of [.79, .85], and item-total correlation
range of [.68, .76].

In sum, all conducted factor analyses (using the data of three participant
groups to test the perceived invulnerability) indicated the same factor structure as
the original measure. Statistical findings supported the reliability of the single factor
(5-item) measure of invulnerability (see Table 2.12 for detailed information).

Table 2.12
Psychometric Characteristics of the Invulnerability Measure

CHP supporters HDP supporters MHP supporters

Item Item Item Item Item Item
loading  total r loading totalr  loading  totalr

Tehlike kargisinda CHPliler'in /
HDPliler’in / MHPIiler’in ve

kendimin bu durumu atlatacagina 80 69 76 63 19 68
eminim.
Bana ya da CHPliler'e / HDPliler’e
/ MHPliler’e kétii bir sey olmaz. 85 14 76 58 85 76
Higbir sey bana ya da CHPliler'e /
HDPliler’e / MHPliler’e zarar 85 74 77 59 83 72
veremez.
CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler
diger pek ¢ok gruptan daha 84 76 76 64 83 73
dayaniklidir.
CHpPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler her

.88 .82 .82 72 .85 .76

tirlti tehlike ile bas edebilir.

Eigenvalue = 3.57; Eigenvalue =2.98; Eigenvalue = 3.47;
Explained variance  Explained variance Explained variance
(%) = 71.46; (%) =59.67; (%) = 69.39;
Alpha (a) = .89 Alpha («) = .83 Alpha (&) = .89

Note. The table indicates the psychometric characteristics of the invulnerability measure when each
participant group filled out the measure for local in-group (supporters of own political party).
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2.2.10 Demographic information form. At the first part of the
questionnaire packages, the personal information of participants was gathered using
demographic information form. This section asked questions about sex, age,
occupation, city of residence, education level, income, perceived socio-economic
status, growth place and political party identity (supported political party which is
local in-group). Participants also reported their relations with their own party such
as (i) | have sympathy for X, (ii) I usually vote for X in elections, (iii) I try to
participate in groups or activities which are organized by X. Lastly, participants
rated what extent they feel close each political party that was represented in the
parliament of Turkey through November-2015 parliamentary elections.

2.3 Procedure

After the permission of the ethical review board of METU-AERC (Middle
East Technical University - Applied Ethics Research Center), we started to collect
data - using the QUALTRICS software - from the supporters of opposition parties
(namely CHP, HDP and MHP) which had the right of representation in the
parliament of Turkey through November-2015 parliamentary elections. All
measures were prepared in accordance with APA (American Psychological
Association, 2010) ethical standards.

There were three different questionnaire packages due to the number of
opposition parties which were defined as participant groups in the present research.
All three groups answered the same measures, but their reference points were
different based on the participant’s political party identity. Participants were briefly
informed through informed consent form that "the research aims to investigate the
roots of pro-group behaviors based on the socio-political identity variable. The
study is conducted with supporters of opposition parties which were represented in
the parliament of Turkey through November-2015 parliamentary elections. That is
why we kindly request the participation of people who define themselves as a
supporter of CHP, HDP, and MHP; or feel close themselves one of these parties"”. In
addition, the researchers of the study were introduced, and the contact information
was given for further questions of participants. The informed consent form
highlighted the participation on a volunteer basis and the importance of honest
answers. The form also guaranteed that "there is not any question which indicates
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the private identity of participants. All answers will be kept as a secret, and will be
used just by researchers for scientific purposes"”.

In the first part, participants filled out the demographic information form
(including sex, age, occupation, city of residence, education level, income,
perceived socio-economic status and growth place) and indicated their political
party identity which referred to local in-group membership. Also, relations of
participants with local in-group and their perceived closeness to all political parties,
which were represented in the parliament of Turkey via November-2015
parliamentary elections, were asked. In the second section, based on their political
party identity, participants responded to group identification measure and verbal
identity fusion scale for local in-group (supporters of own political party), extended
in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and
two other opposition parties) in counterbalanced order to minimize the order effect.
In the third section, we kindly requested that participants compare themselves and
their local in-group with extended in-group and supporters of three local out-groups
(including ruling party and two other opposition parties) one by one based on the
possessed social and political conditions in individual and group levels. We tested
what extent participants feel individual-based and group-based deprivations using
relative deprivation scales, and we investigated the connectedness and oneness
between individual-based and group-based deprivations through relative deprivation
fusion scale. Fourthly, participants filled out familial ties, individual agency for the
group, and invulnerability measures in reference to local in-group. In the fifth part,
they responded to the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors measure for
local in-group, extended in-group and three local out-groups in counterbalanced
order. In the last section, participants read eight vignettes which include
hypothetically created different intergroup situations to test extreme pro-group
behaviors and indicated how they behave in proposed situations. At the end of the
research, participants were informed with the debriefing form about the theoretical
background and expected findings of the research. In addition, we kindly requested
them to not share the provided knowledge with potential participants. The response
order of scales based on the political party identity of the participant was presented
in Table 2.13.
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Table 2.13

Response Order of Scales based on the Political Party Identity of Participant

Informed Consent Form

Part 1

Demographic Information Form
- sex, age, occupation, city of residence, education level,
income, perceived socio-economic status, growth place

Republican People's Party
(CHP) Supporters

Measures for the relations with
CHP; and the perceived
closeness to political parties
which were represented in the
parliament of Turkey via
November-2015 parliamentary
selections

Part 2

POLITICAL PARTY IDENTITY

Peoples' Democratic Party
(HDP) Supporters

Measures for the relations with
HDP; and the perceived
closeness to political parties
which were represented in the
parliament of Turkey via
November-2015 parliamentary
selections

Part 2

Nationalist Movement Party
(MHP) Supporters

Measures for the relations with
MHP; and the perceived
closeness to political parties
which were represented in the
parliament of Turkey via
November-2015 parliamentary
selections

Part 2

Group identification; and
verbal identity fusion scales in
reference to the groups of CHP
(local in-group), T.C citizens
(extended in-group), and AKP,
HDP and MHP (local out-
groups), in counterbalanced
order

Part 3

Group identification; and
verbal identity fusion scales in
reference to the groups of HDP
(local in-group), T.C citizens
(extended in-group), and AKP,
CHP and MHP (local out-
groups), in counterbalanced
order

Part 3

Group identification; and
verbal identity fusion scales in
reference to the groups of MHP
(local in-group), T.C citizens
(extended in-group), and AKP,
CHP and HDP (local out-
groups), in counterbalanced
order

Part 3

Individual-based; and CHP-
based (local in-group-based)
relative deprivation scales in
comparison to the groups of
T.C citizens, AKP, HDP, and
MHP, in counterbalanced order

Relative deprivation fusion
scale in reference to CHP
membership

Part 4

Individual-based; and HDP-
based (local in-group-based)
relative deprivation scales in
comparison to the groups of
T.C citizens, AKP, CHP, and
MHP, in counterbalanced order

Relative deprivation fusion
scale in reference to HDP
membership

Part 4

Individual-based; and MHP-
based (local in-group-based)
relative deprivation scales in
comparison to the groups of
T.C citizens, AKP, CHP, and
HDP, in counterbalanced order

Relative deprivation fusion
scale in reference to MHP
membership

Part 4

Familial ties; individual
agency; and invulnerability
measures in reference to the
group of CHP

Part5

Familial ties; individual
agency; and invulnerability
measures in reference to the
group of HDP

Part5

Familial ties; individual
agency; and invulnerability
measures in reference to the
group of MHP

Part 5

Endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors measure in
reference to the groups of CHP,
T.C citizens, AKP, HDP, and
MHP, in counterbalanced order

Endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors measure in
reference to the groups of HDP,
T.C citizens, AKP, CHP, and
MHP, in counterbalanced order
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Table 2.13 (continued). Response Order of Scales based on the Political Party Identity of
Participant

Part 6 Part 6 Part 6

Vignettes which test extreme Vignettes which test extreme Vignettes which test extreme
pro-group behaviors in created  pro-group behaviors in created  pro-group behaviors in created
eight intergroup situations eight intergroup situations eight intergroup situations
about the groups of CHP, T.C about the groups of HDP, T.C about the groups of MHP, T.C
citizens, AKP, HDP, and MHP  citizens, AKP, CHP, and MHP citizens, AKP, CHP, and HDP

Debriefing Form

Note. T.C citizens = Republic of Turkey citizens; AKP = Justice and Development Party; CHP =
Republican People's Party; HDP = Peoples' Democratic Party; MHP = Nationalist Movement Party.

As stated previously, the convenience sampling method with snowball
technique was used to reach participant groups, and the data were collected using
the online survey program, namely the QUALTRICS software, in the internet
environment. The announcements and anonymous link of the research were shared
through different social media channels or posted to direct e-mail addresses of
people who were related to political parties and volunteered to participate in the
study. We got in contact with party branches (including youth branches, women’s
branch) and civil society organizations to use their e-mail groups. In order to reach
the supporters of three opposition parties, we also tried to collect data from different
universities (e.g., the rightist political view, tlkiiciis, MHP supporters and MHP
organizations are dominant in Gazi University whereas the leftist political affiliation
is mainly effective in Middle East Technical University). Some faculty members
shared the link of the study with students. Moreover, Sona-System that was
connected with the QUALTRICS software, used to reach the students of Middle East
Technical University. Participants completed the survey in 25-30 minutes, and the

data were collected within 11 months.
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CHAPTER 3

RESULTS

3.1 Descriptive Information about the Study Variables and Between-Political
Parties and Within-Political Party Comparisons

A series of one-way MANOVAs (multivariate analysis of variance) and one-
way repeated measure ANOVAs (analysis of variance) were conducted to see
between-political parties and within-political party differences based on the study
variables such as endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors, group identification,
identity fusion, individual level and group level relative deprivations, relative
deprivation fusion, familial ties with local in-group, agency for local in-group, and
perceived invulnerability of local in-group.

3.1.1 Endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors

There were significant differences on the willingness to perform extreme
pro-group behaviors based on the political party identity of participant; F(10, 1356)
=122.12, p < .001, Wilks’ 1 = .277, ny* = 47. Political party identity differentiated
the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors in the interest of CHP, F(2, 682) =
10.18, p < .001, #p? = .03; HDP, F(2, 682) = 230.13, p < .001, #p? = .40; MHP, F(2,
682) = 141.89, p < .001, 5,2 = .29; T.C citizens, F(2, 682) = 163.47, p < .001, #p> =
.32; and AKP, F(2, 682) = 27.53, p < .001, p? = .08. When three different political
party supporter groups were compared with each other (differences on between-
political parties), the willingness to perform extreme pro-group actions on the
behalf of CHP, HDP, and MHP was greater among their own supporters. MHP
supporters also demonstrated greater willingness to fight and die on the behalf of
T.C citizens in comparison to CHP and HDP supporters whereas CHP supporters
tended to express extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens more than HDP
supporters. Lastly, MHP supporters endorsed the extreme pro-group behaviors on

the behalf of AKP more in comparison to CHP and HDP supporters.
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Within-political party differences were explored using repeated measure
ANOVAs. There were significant changes on the willingness level to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors of CHP supporters based on the reference group,
Fyreennouse geisser(2.21, 703.78) = 250.80, p < .001, np* = .44, (T.C citizens > CHP
> HDP & MHP > AKP). CHP supporters indicated greater willingness to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens than CHP, AKP, HDP, and MHP
whereas they expressed stronger tendency to perform extreme pro-group behaviors
for CHP than AKP, HDP, and MHP. CHP supporters also endorsed the extreme
pro-group behaviors for both HDP and MHP more than AKP.

In the sample of HDP supporters, the endorsement of extreme pro-group

behaviors changed based on the reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(2.25, 481.71) =

168.40, p < .001, 5% = .44, (HDP > T.C citizens > CHP > AKP & MHP). HDP
supporters had a greater tendency to fight and die for HDP than the group of T.C
citizens, AKP, CHP, and MHP whereas they tended to express extreme pro-group
behaviors for T.C citizens more than AKP, CHP, and MHP. In addition, the
willingness of HDP supporters to indicate extreme pro-group behaviors for CHP
stronger than AKP and MHP.

Lastly, the within-group comparisons in the sample of MHP supporters were
examined, and there were significant differences based on the reference group,

Fyreennouse geisser(2-80, 416.46) = 256.71, p < .00, n* = .63, (T.C citizens > MHP

> AKP & CHP > HDP). MHP supporters indicated greater willingness to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens than MHP, AKP, CHP, and HDP
whereas they expressed stronger tendency to perform extreme pro-group behaviors
for MHP than AKP, CHP, and HDP. MHP supporters also endorsed the extreme
pro-group behaviors for both AKP and CHP more than HDP. All significant
between-political parties and within-political party comparisons based on the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors variable can be seen in Table 3.1 with
mean, standard deviation, and confidence interval scores.

3.1.2 Group identification

There were significant differences on the identification level of participants
with particular groups based on the political party identity of participant; F(10,
1356) = 204.25, p < .001, Wilks’ A = .159, np? = 60. Political party identity
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differentiated the group identification with CHP, F(2, 682) = 117.28, p < .001, #p> =
.26; HDP, F(2, 682) = 330.44, p < .001, 5> = .49; MHP, F(2, 682) = 328.68, p <
.001, 7p? = .49; T.C citizens, F(2, 682) = 308.13, p < .001, 5,*> = .48; and AKP, F(2,
682) = 65.45, p < .001, 5> = .16. When three different political party supporter
groups were compared with each other (differences on between-political parties),
the group identifications with CHP, HDP, and MHP were stronger among their own
supporters (local in-group members). Identification with HDP was stronger among
CHP supporters than MHP supporters whereas identification with MHP was greater
among CHP supporters than HDP supporters. MHP supporters indicated stronger
identification with T.C citizens in comparison to both CHP and HDP supporters
whereas CHP supporters demonstrated greater identification with T.C citizens than
HDP supporters. In addition, MHP supporters expressed greater identification with
AKP in comparison to both CHP and HDP supporters.

Within-political party comparisons were tested using repeated measure
ANOVAs. There were significant changes on the group identification level of CHP
supporters based on the reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(2-83, 903.17) = 850.48,
p <.001, #p2 = .73, (T.C citizens > CHP > HDP & MHP > AKP). CHP supporters
identified themselves with T.C citizens more than CHP, AKP, HDP, and MHP
whereas they indicated stronger identification with CHP than AKP, HDP, and
MHP. They also identified themselves with both HDP and MHP more than AKP.

In the sample of HDP supporters, the identification level with particular
groups changed based on the reference group, Fgreennouse geisser(2-56, 547.18) =
303.25, p < .001, #p? = .59, (HDP > T.C citizens > CHP > AKP & MHP). HDP
supporters had a greater identification with HDP than the group of T.C citizens,
AKP, CHP, and MHP whereas they tended to indicate stronger group identification
with T.C citizens than AKP, CHP, and MHP. Moreover, HDP supporters indicated
stronger identification with CHP in comparison to AKP and MHP.

Lastly, the within-group comparisons in the sample of MHP supporters were
examined, and there were significant differences on identification level based on
reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(3-10, 461.22) = 605.29, p < .001, np? = .80, (T.C
citizens > MHP > AKP & CHP > HDP). MHP supporters identified themselves
with T.C citizens more than MHP, AKP, CHP, and HDP whereas they
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demonstrated greater identification with MHP than AKP, CHP, and HDP. MHP
supporters also identified themselves with both AKP and CHP more than HDP. All

significant comparisons based on the group identification can be seen in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1

Means, and Standard Deviations of the Study Variables and Between-Parties and Within-Party

Differences

Participant Groups

Endorsement of
extreme progroup
behaviors for;

between party
differences 95% CI

CHP

HDP

MHP

T.C citizens

AKP

CHP supporters
(N =320)

CHP supporters  HDP supporters  MHP supporters
(N =320) (N =215) (N = 150)

M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
1.97cc (1.09) 1.65hc (.77) 1.61mc (1.03)
1.28ch (.50) 2.65hh (1.16) 1.19mh (.63)
1.27cm (.49) 1.28hm (.56) 2.57mm (1.48)
2.63ct (1.33) 1.88ht (.90) 4.28mt (1.52)
1.19ca (.39) 1.30ha (.56) 1.67ma (1.11)

HDP supporters
(N = 215)

cc > hc [.113, .531]
cc > mc [.131, .600]
hh > ch [1.20, 1.53]
hh > mh [1.26, 1.66]
mm >cm [1.10, 1.49]
mm > hm [1.08, 1.50]
mt > ct [1.35, 1.95]
mt > ht [2.08, 2.72]
ct > ht [.486, 1.02]
ma > ca [.326, .641]
ma > ha [.202, .540]

MHP supporters
(N = 150)

Endorsement of
extreme progroup
behaviors

&

within party
differences

95% ClI

cc < ct [-.850, -.469]
cc > ca [.626, .943]
cc > ch [.530, .851]
cc >cm [.541, .854]
ct>ca[l.24, 1.64]
ct>ch [1.14, 1.56]
ct>cm[1.17, 1.55]
ca < ch[-.164, -.025]
ca<cm[-.154, -.019]

hh > ht [.533, 1.00]

hh > ha [1.12, 1.57]
hh > hc [.776, 1.22]
hh > hm [1.14, 1.60]
ht > ha [.436, .721]

ht > hc [.080, .378]

ht > hm [.450, .754]
ha < hc [-.457, -.242]
hc > hm [.255, .491]

Participant Groups

mm < mt [-2.08, -1.35]
mm > ma [.600, 1.19]
mm > mc [.643, 1.28]
mm > mh [1.05, 1.71]
mt > ma [2.23, 2.99]
mt > mc [2.30, 3.05]
mt > mh [2.72, 3.46]
ma > mh [.268, .700]
mc > mh [.220, .618]

Group identification
with;

between party
differences 95% CI

CHP

HDP

MHP

T.C citizens

AKP

CHP supporters  HDP supporters ~ MHP supporters

(N =320) (N =215) (N =150)

M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
2.97cc (1.38) 1.55hc (.88) 1.64mc (1.09)
1.40ch (.93) 3.39hh (1.36) 1.05mh (.33)
1.28cm (.67) 1.02hm (.17) 3.22mm (1.57)
4.80ct (1.46) 2.68ht (1.41) 6.11mt (.98)
1.10ca (.34) 1.06ha (.23) 1.71ma (1.12)

cc>hc[1.17, 1.67]
cc >mc [1.06, 1.62]
hh > ch [1.78, 2.20]
hh > mh [2.09, 2.60]
ch > mh [.113, .590]
mm >cm [1.74, 2.15]
mm > hm [1.98, 2.42]
cm > hm [.070, .439]
mt > ct [.980, 1.62]
mt > ht [3.08, 3.77]
ct>ht[1.84, 2.41]
ma > ca [.465, .744]
ma > ha [.492, .792]
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Table 3.1 (continued). Means, and Standard Deviations of the Study Variables and Between-Parties
and Within-Party Differences

CHP supporters
(N =320)

HDP supporters
(N =215)

MHP supporters
(N = 150)

Group
identification
&

within party
differences
95% CI

cc < ct [-2.09, -1.58]
cc >ca[1.65, 2.09]
cc >ch[1.33, 1.81]
cc >cm[1.48, 1.92]
ct > ca[3.48, 3.93]
ct>ch [3.12, 3.69]
ct>cm [3.31, 3.75]
ca < ch [-.453, -.150]
ca<cm [-.276, -.073]

hh > ht [.382, 1.05]

hh > ha [2.07, 2.59]

hh > hc [1.56, 2.12]

hh > hm [2.11, 2.63]
ht > ha [1.35, 1.88]

ht > hc [.884, 1.37]

ht > hm [1.38, 1.93]
ha < hc [-.651, -.325]
hc > hm [.363, .699]

Participant Groups

mm < mt [-3.24, -2.53]
mm > ma [1.13, 1.90]
mm > mc [1.15, 2.01]
mm > mh [1.79, 2.55]
mt > ma [4.08, 4.72]
mt > mc [4.14, 4.80]
mt > mh [4.80, 5.31]
ma > mh [.396, .913]
mc > mh [.344, .827]

Identity fusion
with;
CHP

HDP

MHP

T.C citizens

AKP

CHP supporters  HDP supporters ~ MHP supporters
(N =320) (N =215) (N =150)

M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
2.64cc (1.29) 1.54hc (.90) 1.51mc (.87)
1.30ch (.70) 3.02hh (1.46) 1.02mh (.26)
1.25cm (.66) 1.03hm (.21) 3.03mm (1.49)
4.18ct (1.50) 2.36ht (1.36) 5.80mt (.98)
1.06c¢a (.26) 1.08ha (.31) 1.57ma (1.08)

CHP supporters
(N =320)

HDP supporters
(N = 215)

between party
differences 95% ClI

cc > hc [.870, 1.33]
cc > mc [.866, 1.39]
hh > ch [1.52, 1.93]
hh > mh [1.75, 2.24]
ch > mh [.045, .500]
mm >cm [1.57, 1.97]
mm > hm [1.78, 2.21]
cm > hm [.043, .397]
mt > ct [1.31, 1.95]
mt > ht [3.10, 3.80]
ct > ht [1.53, 2.11]
ma > ca [.381, .648]
ma > ha [.354, .641]

MHP supporters
(N = 150)

Identity fusion
&

within party
differences
95% CI

cc <ct[-1.78, -1.30]
cc>call.38,1.78]
cc>ch[1.13, 1.55]
cc>cm[1.18, 1.59]
ct>ca[2.88, 3.35]
ct>ch[2.61, 3.15]
ct>cm [2.70, 3.15]
ca<ch[-.353,-.122]
ca <cm [-.290, -.098]

hh > ht [.310, 1.03]

hh > ha [1.66, 2.23]
hh > hc [1.19, 1.78]
hh > hm [1.71, 2.27]
ht > ha [1.03, 1.53]

ht > hc [.583, 1.05]

ht > hm [1.06, 1.58]
ha < hc [-.636, -.286]
hc > hm [.335, .672]

mm < mt [-3.12, -2.44]
mm > ma [1.07, 1.84]
mm > mc [1.14, 1.88]
mm > mh [1.65, 2.36]
mt > ma [3.92, 4.54]
mt > mc [3.99, 4.59]
mt > mh [4.53, 5.03]
ma > mh [.306, .793]
mc > mh [.297, .680]
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Table 3.1 (continued). Means, and Standard Deviations of the Study Variables and Between-Parties
and Within-Party Differences

Participant Groups

CHP supporters  HDP supporters ~ MHP supporters
(N =320) (N =215) (N = 150)
Individual-level
and group-level M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) between party

relative
deprivations

differences 95% ClI

ERD based
on interpersonal
comparisons with
CHP

FRD based
on intergroup
comparisons with
CHP

ERD based
on interpersonal
comparisons with
HDP

FRD based
on intergroup
comparisons with
HDP

ERD based
on interpersonal
comparisons with
MHP

FRD based
on intergroup
comparisons with
MHP

ERD based
on interpersonal
comparisons with
other T.C citizens

FRD based
on intergroup
comparisons with
other T.C citizens

ERD based
on interpersonal
comparisons with
AKP

FRD based
on intergroup
comparisons with
AKP

2.09chi (1.18)

2.51chg (1.43)

2.82cmi (1.55)

3.18cmg (1.59)

3.80cti (1.38)

4.32ctg (1.43)

5.22cai (1.72)

5.68cag (1.49)

4.60hci (1.55)

5.72hcg (1.31)

4.57hmi (1.85)

5.70hmg (1.50)

4.58hti (1.57)

6.17htg (1.07)

5.80hai (1.27)

6.49hag (.85)

3.49mci (1.77)

3.71mcg (1.74)

2.56mhi (1.97)

2.90mhg (2.11)

4.22mti (1.41)

4.19mtg (1.42)

4.92mai (1.82)

5.20mag (1.69)

hci > mci [.764, 1.45]

hcg > mcg [1.70, 2.32]

mhi > chi [.181, .757]

mhg > chg [.062, .714]

hmi > cmi [1.46, 2.04]

hmg > cmg [2.26, 2.80]

hti > cti [.480, 1.09]
mti > cti [.077, .766]

htg > ctg [1.57, 2.13]
htg > mtg [1.64, 2.32]

hai > cai [.243, .928]
hai > mai [.470, 1.30]

hag > cag [.515, 1.10]
hag > mag [.942, 1.64]
cag > mag [.160, .813]
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Table 3.1 (continued). Means, and Standard Deviations of the Study Variables and Between-Parties

and Within-Party Differences

CHP supporters
(N =320)

HDP supporters
(N =215)

MHP supporters
(N =150)

cti < cai [-1.68, -1.16]
cti > chi [1.48, 1.94]
cti > cmi [.743, 1.21]
cai > chi [2.85, 3.41]
cai > cmi [2.13, 2.66]

Individual level
and group level

hti < hai [-1.51, -.931]
hai > hci [.888, 1.53]

mti < mai [-1.08, -.324]
mti > mci [.339, 1.13]
mti > mhi [1.18, 2.14]
mai > mci [1.02, 1.85]
mai > mhi [1.86, 2.87]

ge'at!"e : chi < cmi [-.926,-544]  hai>hmi [.919, 1.54]  mci > mhi [.480, 1.38]
eprivations
v<vgiLthin art ctg < cag [-1.57, -1.16] htg < hag [-.506, -.134]  mtg < mag [-1.33, -.674]
differer?cesy ctg > chg [1.55, 2.07] htg > hcg [.245, .651] mtg > mcg [.091, .871]
95% CI ctg > cmg [.922, 1.36] htg > hmg [.217, .719] mtg > mhg [.816, 1.78]
cag > chg [2.90, 3.45] hag > hcg [.553, .984] mag > mcg [1.08, 1.89]
cag > cmg [2.25, 2.77] hag > hmg [.556, 1.02] mag > mhg [1.82, 2.79]
chg < cmg [-.886, -.452] mcg > mhg [.360, 1.28]
Participant Groups
CHP supporters  HDP supporters ~ MHP supporters
(N = 320) (N = 215) (N = 150)
between party
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) differences 95% CI
Relative
deprivation 2.95cc (1.49) 3.59hh (1.52) 3.24mm (1.48) hh > cc [.318, .952]
fusion
Familial ties
. hh > cc [.589, 1.27]
Wlth local 2.85c¢c (1.52) 3.78hh (1.66) 3.58mm (1.66) mm > cc [352, 1.14]
in-group
Agency
hh > cc [.375, .952]
for local 1.99cc (1.18) 2.65hh (1.41) 2.69mm (1.63) mm > c¢ [.372, 1.02]
in-group
Eercelved - mm > cc [.724, 1.37]
invulnerability
of local 2.63cc (1.33) 3.32hh (1.27) 3.68mm (1.51) mm > hh [.010, .701]
) hh > cc [.403, .976]
in-group

Note. ERD = egoistic (individual-based) relative deprivation; FRD = fraternal (group-based) relative
deprivation. Between political party and within political party comparisons are indicated by subscripts.
The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second letter means the
reference point of the measure. For example, “"ch" on the measure of the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behavior means the willingness of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group actions for
HDP; "cm" on the measure of group identification indicates the identification of CHP supporters with
MHP; "ct" on the measure of identity fusion means the identity fusion of CHP supporters with T.C
citizens; "cai" and "cag" on the measure of individual and group level deprivations indicate egoistic
(individual-based) and fraternal (group-based) relative deprivations of CHP supporters when they
make interpersonal and intergroup comparisons with AKP based on social and political conditions;
and lastly, "cc" on the measures of relative deprivation fusion, familial ties with local in-group, agency
for local in-group, and perceived invulnerability of local in-group indicate the scores of CHP
supporters in reference to the group of CHP. All variables were tested using a 7-point scale which
ranged from "1: strongly disagree" to "7: strongly agree". Higher scores indicate a greater endorsement
of extreme pro-group behavior, identification with the group, identity fusion with the group, relative
deprivation, familial ties with the local in-group, agency for the local in-group, and perceived
invulnerability of the local in-group.
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3.1.3 Identity fusion

Significant differences were explored on the identity fusion (including
connectedness and oneness of personal identity with group-based identity) with
particular groups based on the political party identity of participant; F(10, 1356) =
180.97, p < .001, Wilks’ J. = .183, np? = .57. Political party identity differentiated the
identity fusion with CHP, F(2, 682) = 88.13, p < .001, 5, = .21; HDP, F(2, 682) =
268.68, p < .001, #p? = .44; MHP, F(2, 682) = 294.18, p < .001, 5,> = .46; T.C
citizens, F(2, 682) = 292.18, p < .001, 5,%> = .46; and AKP, F(2, 682) = 47.73, p <
.001, 5% = .12. When CHP, HDP, and MHP supporter groups were compared with
each other (differences on between-political parties), the identity fusion with CHP,
HDP, and MHP were stronger among their own supporters (local in-group
members). Identity fusion with HDP was stronger among CHP supporters than
MHP supporters whereas identity fusion with MHP also was greater among CHP
supporters than HDP supporters. MHP supporters indicated stronger identity fusion
with T.C citizens in comparison to both CHP and HDP supporters whereas CHP
supporters demonstrated greater identity fusion with T.C citizens than HDP
supporters. Lastly, MHP supporters expressed greater identity fusion with AKP in
comparison to both CHP and HDP supporters.

Within-political party comparisons were examined using repeated measure
ANOVAs. There were significant changes on the identity fusion level of CHP
supporters based on the reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(2.61, 832.91) = 683.66,
p < .001, np? = .68, (T.C citizens > CHP > HDP & MHP > AKP). CHP supporters
indicated greater identity fusion with T.C citizens in comparison to CHP, AKP,
HDP, and MHP whereas they indicated stronger identity fusion with CHP than
AKP, HDP, and MHP. CHP supporters also demonstrated stronger identity fusion
with both HDP and MHP than AKP.

In the sample of HDP supporters, the identity fusion level with particular
groups changed based on the reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(2.48, 530.08) =
192.89, p < .001, #,% = .47, (HDP > T.C citizens > CHP > AKP & MHP). HDP
supporters had a greater identity fusion with HDP than the group of T.C citizens,
AKP, CHP, and MHP whereas they tended to indicate stronger identity fusion with
T.C citizens than AKP, CHP, and MHP. In addition, HDP supporters indicated
stronger identity fusion with CHP in comparison to AKP and MHP.
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Lastly, the within-group comparisons in the sample of MHP supporters were
tested, and there were significant differences on identity fusion level based on
reference group, Fyreennouse geisser(3.04, 452.82) = 651.45, p <.001, ,° = .81, (T.C
citizens > MHP > AKP & CHP > HDP). MHP supporters indicated stronger
identity fusion with T.C citizens than MHP, AKP, CHP, and HDP whereas they
demonstrated greater identity fusion with MHP than AKP, CHP, and HDP. MHP
supporters also indicated stronger identity fusion with both AKP and CHP than
HDP. All significant between-political parties and within-political party
comparisons based on the identity fusion variable and their confidence intervals can
be seen in Table 3.1 with mean and standard deviation scores.

3.1.4 Individual-based and group-based relative deprivations

There were significant differences on individual-based and group-based
relative deprivations based on the political party identity of participant and political
party reference to be used for interpersonal and intergroup comparisons. When
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations of HDP and MHP
supporters in the comparison with CHP (it means that HDP and MHP supporters
compare themselves and their local in-group with CHP members and the group of
CHP based on the possessed social and political conditions using interpersonal and
intergroup comparisons; as a result of this process, they feel individual-based and/or
group-based deprivation) were tested F(2, 362) = 87.69, p < .001, Wilks’ A = .674,
ne® = .33, the political party identity of participant differentiated individual-based
deprivation F(1, 363) = 40.12, p < .001, 5% = .10; and group-based deprivation F(1,
363) = 158.88, p < .001, ;,> = .30. HDP supporters indicated greater individual-
based and group-based deprivations than MHP supporters when both party
supporter groups compared themselves with CHP.

Individual-based and group-based relative deprivations of CHP and MHP
supporters in the comparison with HDP were tested F(2, 467) = 5.26, p < .01,
Wilks’ 7. = .978, n,?> = .02, and the political party identity of participant differentiated
individual-based deprivation F(1, 468) = 10.26, p < .01, #,> = .02; and group-based
deprivation F(1, 468) = 5.47, p < .05, np? = .01. MHP supporters indicated greater
individual-based and group-based deprivations than CHP supporters when both

party supporter groups compared themselves with HDP.
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When individual-based and group-based relative deprivations of CHP and
HDP supporters in the comparison with MHP were tested F(2, 532) = 174.35, p <
001, Wilks’ A = .604, 5> = .40, the political party identity of participant
differentiated individual-based deprivation F(1, 533) = 140.22, p < .001, 5% = .21;
and group-based deprivation F(1, 533) = 340.38, p < .001, #p? = .39. HDP
supporters indicated greater individual-based and group-based deprivations than
CHP supporters when both party supporter groups compared themselves with MHP.

Three different political party supporter groups also were compared with
each other. Individual-based and group-based relative deprivation scores of
supporter groups indicated significant differences when they made interpersonal
and intergroup comparison with other T.C citizens and AKP, F(8, 1358) = 40.49, p
<.001, Wilks’ 2 = .652, > = .19. In detail, the political party identity of participant
differentiated participants’ individual-based deprivation F(2, 682) = 19.21, p <.001,
o> = .05; and group-based deprivation F(2, 682) = 151.08, p < .001, #,% = .31 in the
comparison with other T.C citizens; and individual-based deprivation F(2, 682) =
14.75, p < .001, #p? = .04; and group-based deprivation F(2, 682) = 42.40, p < .001,
np? = .11 in the comparison with AKP. HDP and MHP supporters indicated greater
individual-based deprivation than CHP supporters when they compared themselves
with other T.C citizens (using interpersonal comparisons) whereas HDP supporters
had greater group-based deprivation than both CHP and MHP supporters in the
comparison with other T.C citizens (using intergroup comparisons). In addition,
HDP supporters demonstrated greater individual-based deprivation than both CHP
and MHP supporters in the comparison with AKP. When group-based deprivation
was tested in the comparison with AKP, HDP supporters had greater scores than
both CHP and MHP supporters, but also CHP supporters indicated greater group-
based deprivation than MHP supporters.

Within-political party comparisons were examined using repeated measure
ANOVAs. There were significant changes on the individual-based relative
deprivation of CHP supporters based on the reference group,
Fyreennouse geisser(2.70, 860.09) = 435.68, p < .001, n,* = .58, (AKP > T.C citizens
> MHP > HDP). CHP supporters indicated greater individual-based deprivation
when they compared themselves (using interpersonal comparisons) with AKP
members in comparison to other T.C citizens, HDP, and MHP. In addition, they
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reported greater individual-based deprivation when they made comparisons with
other T.C citizens in comparison to HDP, and MHP. Moreover, when they chose
MHP as a reference point to define their own individual-based deprivation, they got
higher scores in comparison to HDP. Secondly, there were also significant changes
on the group-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters based on the reference
group that is used to make comparisons, Fg eenhouse geisser(2.99, 826.44) = 471.19,
p < .001, 72 = .60, (AKP > T.C citizens > MHP > HDP). The difference pattern of
group-based deprivation was similar to individual-based deprivation. CHP
supporters indicated greater group-based deprivation when they compared their own
group (using intergroup comparisons) with AKP in comparison to other T.C
citizens, HDP, and MHP. In addition, they reported greater group-based deprivation
when they made comparisons with other T.C citizens in comparison to HDP, and
MHP. Moreover, when they chose MHP as a reference point to define their group-
based deprivation, they got higher scores in comparison to HDP.

Within-political party comparisons were also tested in the sample of HDP.
There were significant changes on the individual-based relative deprivation of HDP
supporters based on the reference group that is used to make comparisons, F(3, 642)
=53.82, p <.001, #p2 = .20, (AKP > T.C citizens & CHP & MHP). HDP supporters
indicated greater individual-based deprivation when they compared themselves
(using interpersonal comparisons) with AKP members in comparison to other T.C
citizens, CHP, and MHP. Secondly, there were also significant changes on the
group-based relative deprivation of HDP supporters based on the reference group,
Fyreenhouse geisser(2.76, 589.72) = 42.03, p < .001, 7p* = .16, (AKP > T.C citizens >
CHP & MHP). HDP supporters indicated greater group-based deprivation when
they compared their own group (using intergroup comparisons) with AKP in
comparison to other T.C citizens, CHP, and MHP. In addition, they indicated
greater group-based deprivation when they made comparisons with other T.C
citizens in comparison to CHP, and MHP.

Lastly, within-political party comparisons were explored in the sample of
MHP supporters using repeated measure ANOVA. There were significant changes
on the individual-based relative deprivation of MHP supporters based on the

reference group that is used to make comparisons, Fy,eennouse geisser(2.73, 406.78)
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= 76.17, p < .001, p? = .34, (AKP > T.C citizens > CHP > HDP). MHP supporters
demonstrated greater individual-based deprivation when they compared themselves
(using interpersonal comparisons) with AKP members in comparison to other T.C
citizens, CHP, and HDP. Moreover, they reported greater individual-based
deprivation when they made comparisons with other T.C citizens in comparison to
CHP, and HDP. In addition, when they chose CHP as a reference point to define
their own individual-based deprivation, they got higher scores in comparison to
HDP. Secondly, there were also significant changes on the group-based relative
deprivation of MHP supporters based on the reference group,
Fyreenhouse geisser(2.62, 390.85) = 71.92, p <.001, 7p* = .33, (AKP > T.C citizens >
CHP > HDP). The difference pattern of group-based deprivation was similar to
individual-based deprivation. MHP supporters indicated greater group-based
deprivation when they compared their own group (using intergroup comparisons)
with AKP in comparison to other T.C citizens, CHP, and HDP. In addition, they
reported greater group-based deprivation when they made comparisons with other
T.C citizens in comparison to CHP, and HDP. Lastly, when they chose CHP as a
reference point to define their group-based deprivation, they got higher scores in
comparison to HDP.

As can be seen in Table 3.1, the means of group-based relative deprivation
mostly higher than the means of individual-based relative deprivations. All
significant between-political parties and within-political party comparisons based
on the individual-based relative deprivation and group-based relative deprivation
variables and their confidence intervals can be seen in Table 3.1 with mean and
standard deviation scores.

3.1.5 Relative deprivation fusion, familial ties with local in-group,
agency for local in-group, and perceived invulnerability of local in-group

There were significant differences based on the political party identity of
participant when relative deprivation fusion (including the connectedness and
oneness of individual-based and group-based deprivations), familial ties with local
in-group, agency for local in-group, and perceived invulnerability of local in-group
variables entered into the equation in order to test between-political party
differences, F(8, 1358) = 12.03, p < .001, Wilks’ A = .872, np> = .07. Political party
identity differentiated the relative deprivation fusion, F(2, 682) = 11.59, p < .001,
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ne® = .03; familial ties with local in-group, F(2, 682) = 24.58, p < .001, #p? = .07;
agency for local in-group, F(2, 682) = 21.06, p < .001, #,> = .06; and perceived
invulnerability of local in-group, F(2, 682) = 35.60, p < .001, #p? = .10.

HDP supporters indicated greater relative deprivation fusion than CHP
supporters. In addition, both HDP and MHP supporters demonstrated stronger
familial ties and greater agency for local in-group (supporters of own political
party) than CHP supporters. Lastly, MHP supporters expressed greater perceived
invulnerability for local in-group than CHP and HDP supporters whereas HDP
supporters perceived greater local ingroup-based invulnerability than CHP
supporters. Significant between-political party comparisons and confidence
intervals can be seen in Table 3.1 with mean and standard deviation scores.

3.2 Correlations between the Study Variables

The associations between the study variables were tested using Pearson
bivariate correlations based on the responses of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters. In
the following sections and tables, these associations were presented in detail for
each participant sample.

3.2.1 Correlations in the sample of CHP supporters

There were strong correlations between group identification and identity
fusion constructs, but the extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of CHP
was positively correlated with identity fusion with the group of CHP, and this
association was stronger in comparison to group identification. The associational
difference was smaller, but in the same direction when we considered the
correlations among extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens
and identity fusion, and identification with the group of T.C citizens. Moreover,
local in-group (CHP) based identity fusion and group identification was also
positively but weakly related with the willingness to perform the extreme pro-group
action for extended in-group (T.C citizens).

Besides, familial ties with CHP, individual agency for CHP and perceived
invulnerability of CHP were highly related with identity fusion with CHP rather
than group identification. Also, these variables were positively related with extreme
pro-group action tendency on the behalf of CHP. Same patterns were realized when
participants answered extreme pro-group action tendency, identity fusion and group

identification measures in reference to T.C citizens.
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In addition, the oneness (fusion) of individual and group-based (CHP-based)
deprivations was positively related to pro-group actions for both CHP and T.C
citizens and indicated a greater positive association with identity fusion rather than
group identification. When we evaluate individual and group-based relative
deprivation levels separately, positive associations of these separate levels with
extreme pro-group actions for both CHP and T.C citizens, identity fusion and group
identification with both CHP and T.C citizens, familial ties with CHP, individual
agency for CHP, and perceived invulnerability of CHP were weaker in comparison
to the associations of these variables with relative deprivation fusion.

In the present research, CHP supporters also filled out the measures to
indicate pro-group action tendency, group identification and identity fusion levels
with three local out-groups (including AKP, HDP, and MHP). Moreover, they made
individual and group-based (CHP-based) comparisons with extended in-group and
three local out-groups to specify their deprivations. There were associational
differences among variables based on the reference points of measures. All these
associations and relations with demographic characteristics of participants
(including sex, age, education level and perceived socio-economic status) can be
considered in Table 3.2.

3.2.2 Correlations in the sample of HDP supporters

The sample of HDP supporters indicated similar strong correlations between
group identification and identity fusion constructs in reference to local in-group
(HDP) and extended in-group (T.C citizens), but these correlations a bit stronger in
comparison to the CHP sample. The extreme pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of HDP was positively correlated with identity fusion with the group of
HDP, and this association was a bit stronger in comparison to group identification
variable. The associational difference was at the same direction, but weaker than the
CHP sample when we considered the associations among extreme pro-group action
tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens and identity fusion, and identification with
the group of T.C citizens. Moreover, local in-group (HDP) based identity fusion and
group identification indicated weaker and positive association with the willingness
to perform the extreme pro-group action for extended in-group (T.C citizens).

Besides, familial ties with HDP, individual agency for HDP and perceived

invulnerability of HDP were highly related to identity fusion with HDP rather than
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group identification. Also, these variables were positively related with extreme pro-
group action tendency on the behalf of HDP and indicated same level associations
with the CHP sample. Same patterns were realized when participants answered
extreme pro-group action tendency, identity fusion and group identification
measures on the behalf of T.C citizens, but these associations were weaker than the
sample of CHP.

In addition, the oneness (fusion) of individual and group-based (HDP-based)
deprivations was positively related to pro-group action tendency for the group of
HDP, but not for the group of T.C citizens. Relative deprivation fusion indicated a
greater positive association with identity fusion rather than group identification with
HDP, but these associations were not significant in reference to T.C citizens. When
we evaluate individual and group-based deprivation levels separately, the separate
deprivations indicated positively weaker associations with extreme pro-group action
tendency on the behalf of HDP or non-significant correlations with pro-group action
tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens. In addition, the associations of separate
levels with identity fusion and group identification with HDP, familial ties with
HDP, individual agency for HDP, and perceived invulnerability of HDP were
weaker in comparison to the associations of these variables with relative deprivation
fusion.

In the present research, the measures for pro-group action tendency, group
identification and identity fusion with three local out-groups (including AKP, CHP,
and MHP) were asked. In addition, participants made individual and group-based
(HDP-based) comparisons with extended in-group and three local out-groups to
indicate their deprivations. There were associational differences among variables
based on the reference points of measures like the sample of CHP supporters. All
these associations and relations with demographic characteristics of participants
(including sex, age, education level and perceived socio-economic status) can be
considered using Table 3.3.
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3.2.3 Correlations in the sample of MHP supporters

The sample of MHP supporters indicated similar strong correlations between
group identification and identity fusion constructs for local in-group (MHP) and
extended in-group (T.C citizens). These correlations were a bit stronger than both
CHP and HDP samples for local in-group whereas a bit weaker than both CHP and
HDP samples for extended in-group. The extreme pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of MHP was positively correlated with identity fusion with the group of
MHP, and this association was stronger in comparison to group identification.
These associations were at the same direction, but weaker than CHP sample and
stronger than HDP sample when we considered the associations among extreme
pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens and identity fusion, and
identification with the group of T.C citizens. In addition, local in-group (MHP)
based identity fusion and group identification indicated a moderate and positive
association with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group actions for extended
in-group (T.C citizens). These associations were relatively stronger in the MHP
sample in comparison to both CHP and HDP samples.

Besides, familial ties with MHP, individual agency for MHP and perceived
invulnerability of MHP were highly related with identity fusion with MHP rather
than group identification variable. These variables also were positively related to
the willingness to perform extreme pro-group actions on the behalf of MHP and
indicated stronger associations in comparison to CHP and HDP samples. Same
patterns were realized when participants answered extreme pro-group action
tendency, identity fusion, and group identification measures in reference to T.C
citizens; these associations were also stronger in the sample of MHP in comparison
to CHP and HDP samples.

In addition, the oneness (fusion) of individual and group-based (MHP-
based) deprivations was positively related to pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of both MHP supporters and T.C citizens. These associations were stronger
in comparison to samples of CHP and HDP supporters. Deprivation fusion indicated
a greater positive association with identity fusion with the group of MHP in
comparison to group identification. These associations were in the same direction
but weaker when the measures were filled out in reference to T.C citizens. When we

evaluate individual and group-based deprivation levels separately, the associations
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of these separate levels with extreme pro-group actions for both MHP and T.C
citizens, identity fusion and group identification with both MHP and T.C citizens,
familial ties with MHP, individual agency for MHP, and perceived invulnerability
of MHP were weaker or insignificant in comparison to the associations of these
variables with relative deprivation fusion.

The measures for pro-group action tendency, group identification and
identity fusion with three local out-groups (including AKP, CHP, and HDP) were
requested to answer. In addition, participants made individual and group-based
(MHP-based) comparisons with extended in-group and three local out-groups to
indicate their deprivations. There were associational differences among variables
based on reference points of measures like the samples of CHP and HDP
supporters. All these associations and relations with demographic characteristics of
participants (including sex, age, education level, and perceived socio-economic
status) can be considered using Table 3.4.

3.3 Dominance Analysis to Predict the Extreme Pro-Group Behavior Tendency
using the Study Scales

In order to see the relative importance of the main study variables (namely,
identification with local in-group and extended in-group, identity fusion with local
in-group and extended in-group, individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations, and relative deprivation fusion) on the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group and extended in-group, dominance
analyses were conducted using the samples of CHP (N = 320), HDP (N = 215), and
MHP (N = 150) supporters. In the following sections and tables, dominance
analysis findings were presented in detail for each participant groups, and then,
these findings were compared.

3.3.1 Dominance analysis in the sample of CHP supporters

Dominance analysis was conducted to test the relative importance of local
in-group identity (including identification, and identity fusion with the group of
CHP) and relative deprivation variables on the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of CHP using the sample of CHP supporters. The group
identification with CHP shared 9%; the identity fusion with CHP shared 18%, the
individual-based relative deprivation shared 4%; the group-based relative

deprivation shared 5%; and the relative deprivation fusion shared 16% of variance
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with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of CHP
(see Table 3.5/A). The local in-group identification contributed to %18; the identity
fusion with local in-group contributed to 35%; the individual-based relative
deprivation contributed to 7%; the group-based relative deprivation contributed to
10%; and the relative deprivation fusion contributed to 30% of the total shared
variance. The identity fusion with local in-group had the highest relative
contribution and globally dominated the group identification. In addition, the
relative deprivation fusion had the second highest contribution to the prediction of
the extreme pro-group action tendency for local in-group, whereas the contributions
of separate individual-based and group-based deprivations were relatively lower.

When the extended in-group identity (including identification, and identity
fusion with the group of T.C citizens) and relative deprivation variables were tested,
the group identification with T.C citizens shared 13%; the identity fusion with T.C
citizens shared 17%, the individual-based relative deprivation shared 3%; the
group-based relative deprivation shared 3%; and the relative deprivation fusion
shared 20% of variance with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Table 3.5/B). The extended in-group
identification contributed to 23%; the identity fusion with extended in-group
contributed to 31%; the individual-based relative deprivation contributed to 6%; the
group-based relative deprivation contributed to 5%; and the relative deprivation
fusion contributed to 35% of the total shared variance. The relative deprivation
fusion had the highest relative contribution, and there was a big contributional
difference in comparison to separate individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations. The identity fusion with extended in-group had the second highest
contribution to the prediction of the extreme pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of extended in-group, and its contribution was stronger than the group
identification.

Lastly, the contributions of local in-group and extended in-group identities
on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
were compared. The group identification with CHP shared 1%; the identity fusion
with CHP shared 3%, the group identification with T.C citizens shared 13%; and
the identity fusion with T.C citizens shared 15% of variance with the willingness to

perform extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of T.C citizens (see Table 3.5/C).
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Table 3.5
Dominance Analysis: Variable Intercorrelations and Shared Variance using the Sample of CHP
Supporters

A. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of CHP
in order to Test Local In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

CClI CCIF CTDI CTDG CDF CClI CCIF CTDI CTDG CDF

ccl
CCIF  75%%

CTDI  23*%*  20%* -

CTDG  .20%* 17%*  50%* -

CDF T - < L —

.092 184 .035 .052 159

*x ** ** **x *x
CCPGA 49** 57** 18 17 A oy (%) (%) (10%)  (30%)

B. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

CTI CTIF CTDI CTDG CDF CTI CTIF CTDI CTDG CDF

(o3 1 I—

CTIF N 0 i —

CTDI  .A5%*  20%* -

CTDG .06 03 50** e
CDF L - Y. L S T L —

129 174 .032 .026 196

** **k ** * *k
CTPGA 51 54 16 1328 Ot i) (6%) (%) (35%)

C. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Correlations Shared Variance
CcClI CCIF CTI CTIF CClI CCIF CTI CTIF
cclr -
CCIF JI5%* e
CTI .36%* 33%* e
CTIF 27** 41** A i
.011 .025 131 151

CTPGA 19 27 51 .54 (3%) (8%) (41%) (47%)

**n < .01; *p <.05; CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as participant group (see Appendix N)
Note. Total shared variance with dependent variable is 52% for Table A, 56% for Table B, and 32%
for Table C. The measure of the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior shows the willingness
of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group actions for CHP (CCPGA); and for T.C citizens
(CTPGA). The measure of group identification indicates the identification of CHP supporters with
CHP (CCI); and with T.C citizens (CTI). The measure of identity fusion means the identity fusion of
CHP supporters with CHP (CCIF); and with T.C citizens (CTIF). The measure of individual-based
and group-based deprivation indicates the individual-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters
when they make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens (CTDI) based on social-political
conditions. In addition, the same measure indicates the group-based relative deprivation of CHP
supporters when they make intergroup comparisons with other T.C citizens (CTDG) based on social-
political conditions. CDF = relative deprivation fusion of CHP supporters.
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The local in-group identification contributed to 3%; the identity fusion with local
in-group contributed to 8%; the extended in-group identification contributed to
41%; and the identity fusion with extended in-group contributed to 47% of the total
shared variance. ldentity fusion variables provided greater contribution than group
identification variables to predict the willingness to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors for T.C citizens. The identity fusion with extended in-group had the
highest, the group identification with the extended in-group had the second highest
relative contribution to explain pro-group behaviors for extended in-group (see
Appendix N for all subset regression models).

3.3.2 Dominance analysis in the sample of HDP supporters

Dominance analysis was conducted using the sample of HDP supporters (N
= 215) to test the relative importance of local in-group identity (including
identification, and identity fusion with the group of HDP) and relative deprivation
variables on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP.
The group identification with HDP shared 7%; the identity fusion with HDP shared
12%, the individual-based relative deprivation shared 3%; the group-based relative
deprivation shared 7%, and the relative deprivation fusion shared 15% of variance
with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP
(see Table 3.6/A). The local in-group identification contributed to %16; the identity
fusion with local in-group contributed to 28%; the individual-based relative
deprivation contributed to 7%; the group-based relative deprivation contributed to
16%; and the relative deprivation fusion contributed to 34% of the total shared
variance. The relative deprivation fusion had the highest relative contribution, and
the contributions of separate individual-based and group-based deprivations were
lower. The identity fusion had the second highest contribution to the prediction of
the extreme pro-group action tendency for local in-group, whereas the contribution
of group identification was relatively lower.

When the extended in-group identity (including identification, and identity
fusion with the group of T.C citizens) and relative deprivation variables were tested,
the group identification with T.C citizens shared 7%; the identity fusion with T.C
citizens shared 11%, the individual-based relative deprivation shared 2%; the
group-based relative deprivation shared 0.2%; and the relative deprivation fusion

shared 2% of variance with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group behaviors
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Table 3.6
Dominance Analysis: Variable Intercorrelations and Shared Variance using the Sample of HDP
Supporters

A. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of HDP
in order to Test Local In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

HHI  HHIF HTDI HTDG HDF HHI  HHIF HTDI HTDG HDF

3] I—
HHIF  77%% e

HTDI  21%%  26%% -

HTDG  .21%%  24%%  37%x ..

HDF R sl 1o SV L —

.067 121 .030 .068 146

** ** *x ** *x
HHPGA .46** 51%* 20 24 A8 ey (%) (%) (16%) (34%)

B. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

HTI HTIF HTDI HTDG HDF HTI HTIF HTDI HTDG HDF

(51 1 I—
HTIE  79%%

HTDI 03 03 -

HTDG  -09  -14* 37%* -

HDF 202 -01  .26%% 34

HTPGA .36** 41 08  -03 08 068 .1l 018 002 020

(31%) (51%) (8%) (1%)  (9%)

C. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Correlations Shared Variance
HHI HHIF HTI HTIF HHI HHIF HTI HTIF
HHI -
HHIF TT7%* e
HTI 22%% 07
HTIF 18** 14* TJ9**
.026 .013 .062 .097

HTPGA .24 18 36 41 (13%) (6%) 31%)  (49%)

**n < .01; *p <.05; HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group (see Appendix O)
Note. Total shared variance with dependent variable is 43% for Table A, 22% for Table B, and 20%
for Table C. The measure of the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior shows the willingness
of HDP supporters to perform extreme pro-group actions for HDP (HHPGA); and for T.C citizens
(HTPGA). The measure of group identification indicates the identification of HDP supporters with
HDP (HHI); and with T.C citizens (HTI). The measure of identity fusion means the identity fusion
of HDP supporters with HDP (HHIF); and with T.C citizens (HTIF). The measure of individual-
based and group-based deprivation indicates individual-based relative deprivation of HDP supporters
when they make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens (HTDI) based on social-political
conditions. In addition, the same measure indicates group-based relative deprivation of HDP
supporters when they make intergroup comparisons with other T.C citizens (HTDG) based on social-
political conditions. HDF = relative deprivation fusion of HDP supporters.
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on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Table 3.6/B). The extended in-group identification
contributed to 31%; the identity fusion with extended in-group contributed to 51%;
the individual-based relative deprivation contributed to 8%; the group-based
relative deprivation contributed to 1%; and the relative deprivation fusion
contributed to 9% of the total shared variance. The identity fusion with the extended
in-group had the highest contribution to the prediction of the extreme pro-group
action tendency for them, and its contribution dominated the contribution of
extended in-group identification. The relative deprivation fusion and individual-
based, and group-based deprivations did not have a significant contribution to
predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens in the
sample of HDP supporters.

Thirdly, the contributions of local in-group and extended in-group identities
on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
were compared using the sample of HDP supporters. The group identification with
HDP shared 3%; the identity fusion with HDP shared 1%, the group identification
with T.C citizens shared 6%; and the identity fusion with T.C citizens shared 10%
of variance with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of T.C citizens (see Table 3.6/C). The local in-group identification
contributed to 13%; the identity fusion with local in-group contributed to 6%; the
extended in-group identification contributed to 31%; and the identity fusion with
extended in-group contributed to 49% of the total shared variance. The identity
fusion with extended in-group had the highest, the group identification with the
extended in-group had the second highest relative contribution to explain pro-group
behaviors for extended in-group (see Appendix O for all subset regression models).

3.3.3 Dominance analysis in the sample of MHP supporters

Dominance analysis was also conducted using the sample of MHP
supporters (N = 150) to test the relative importance of local in-group identity
(including identification, and identity fusion with the group of MHP) and relative
deprivation variables on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of MHP. The group identification with MHP shared 11%; the identity fusion
with MHP shared 22%, the individual-based relative deprivation shared 3%; the

group-based relative deprivation shared 9%; and the relative deprivation fusion
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shared 17% of variance with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of MHP (see Table 3.7/A). The local in-group identification
contributed to %17; the identity fusion with local in-group contributed to 36%; the
individual-based relative deprivation contributed to 5%; the group-based relative
deprivation contributed to 15%; and the relative deprivation fusion contributed to
27% of the total shared variance. The identity fusion with local in-group had the
highest relative contribution and globally dominated the group identification. In
addition, the relative deprivation fusion had the second highest contribution to the
prediction of the extreme pro-group action tendency for local in-group, whereas the
contributions of separate individual-based and group-based deprivations were
lower.

When the extended in-group identity (including identification, and identity
fusion with the group of T.C citizens) and relative deprivation variables were tested,
the group identification with T.C citizens shared 6%; the identity fusion with T.C
citizens shared 10%, the individual-based relative deprivation shared 2%; the
group-based relative deprivation shared 4%; and the relative deprivation fusion
shared 16% of variance with the willingness to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Table 3.7/B). The extended in-group
identification contributed to 15%; the identity fusion with extended in-group
contributed to 27%; the individual-based relative deprivation contributed to 6%; the
group-based relative deprivation contributed to 11%; and the relative deprivation
fusion contributed to 41% of the total shared variance. The relative deprivation
fusion had the highest relative contribution and there was a big contributional
difference in comparison to separate individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations. The identity fusion had the second highest contribution to the
prediction of the extreme pro-group action tendency for extended in-group, and its
contribution was stronger than the group identification.

Lastly, the contributions of local in-group and extended in-group identities
on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
were tested. The group identification with MHP shared 3%; the identity fusion with
MHP shared 4%, the group identification with T.C citizens shared 7%; and the
identity fusion with T.C citizens shared 9% of variance with the willingness to

perform extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of T.C citizens (see Table 3.7/C).
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Table 3.7
Dominance Analysis: Variable Intercorrelations and Shared Variance using the Sample of MHP
Supporters

A. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of MHP
in order to Test Local In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

MMl MMIF MTDI MTDG MDF MMI MMIF MTDI MTDG MDF

MMI -

MMIF X Sk —

MTDI .19* 09

MTDG B1**  44**  BHx*

MDF b50**  51** A3 AB**

.108 223 .029 .091 .165

** **k **% **k
MMPGA .58 .66 .07 42 .53 (17%) (36%) (5%) (15%) (27%)

B. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Correlations Shared Variance

MTI  MTIF MTDI MTDG MDF MTI MTIF MTDI MTDG MDF

MTI

MTIF olo R —

MTDI  .22%% 08 -

MTDG  .23** 14  5B5** .o
MDF 28%%  28** 13 45** .

.057 01 .023 .043 155

** ** * ** **
MTPGA .39 43 .16 22 .36 (15%) (27%) (6%) (11%) (41%)

C. Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Correlations Shared Variance
MMI MMIF MTI MTIF MMI MMIF MTI MTIF
MMI -
MMIF 83** e
MTI .35** 24%*% e
MTIF 32*%* .36%* 69*%* e
.028 .044 071 .090

MTPGA .29 32 .39 43 (12%) (19%) (31%) (38%)

**p < .01; *p <.05; MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as participant group (see Appendix P)

Note. Total shared variance with dependent variable is 62% for Table A, 38% for Table B, and 23%
for Table C. The measure of the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior shows the willingness
of MHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group actions for MHP (MMPGA); and for T.C citizens
(MTPGA). The measure of group identification indicates the identification of MHP supporters with
MHP (MMI); and with T.C citizens (MTI). The measure of identity fusion means the identity fusion
of MHP supporters with MHP (MMIF); and with T.C citizens (MTIF). The measure of individual-
based and group-based deprivation indicates the individual-based relative deprivation of MHP
supporters when they make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens (MTDI) based on
social-political conditions. In addition, the same measure indicates the group-based relative
deprivation of MHP supporters when they make intergroup comparisons with other T.C citizens
(MTDG) based on social-political conditions. MDF = relative deprivation fusion of MHP supporters.
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The local in-group identification contributed to 12%; the identity fusion with local
in-group contributed to 19%; the extended in-group identification contributed to
31%; and the identity fusion with extended in-group contributed to 38% of the total
shared variance. The identity fusion with extended in-group had the highest, the
group identification with the extended in-group had the second highest relative
contribution to explain pro-group behaviors for extended in-group (see Appendix P
for all subset regression models).

3.3.4 Comparison of three samples due to dominance analysis findings

The shared variances on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors
for local in-group by the variable set (including local in-group identification,
identity fusion with local in-group, and relative deprivation types) were 52%, 43%,
and 62% at the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters, respectively. The
highest relative contribution among tested variables to predict the willingness to
perform extreme pro-group behaviors for local in-group was provided by the
identity fusion in the samples of CHP, and MHP; by the relative deprivation fusion
in the sample of HDP. The highest prediction of the group identification and the
identity fusion on the endorsement of the extreme pro-group behaviors variable
were among MHP supporters whereas the identity fusion with local in-group
dominated the local in-group identification at all samples. In addition, the relative
deprivation fusion shared a greater amount of variance with extreme pro-group
action tendency for local in-group in comparison to individual-based and group-
based relative deprivations.

When the variable set includes identification, and identity fusion with T.C
citizens and relative deprivation types, the shared variances on the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens were 56%, 22%, and
38% at the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters, respectively. The highest
relative contribution among tested variables to predict the willingness to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens was provided by the identity fusion
with T.C citizens in the sample of HDP; by the relative deprivation fusion in the
samples of CHP, and MHP. The identity fusion with extended in-group dominated
the extended in-group identification at all samples. In addition, the relative
deprivation types did not make a significant contribution to predict extreme pro-

group behaviors for T.C citizens at the sample of HDP supporters, whereas the
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relative deprivation fusion shared a greater amount of variance with extreme pro-
group action tendency for T.C citizens in comparison to individual-based and
group-based relative deprivations at the samples of CHP, and MHP supporters.

Thirdly when local and extended in-group based identification and identity
fusion variables were tested within the variable set, the shared variances on the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens were 32%, 20%, and
23% at the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters, respectively. The extended
in-group based identities predicted the extreme pro-group behaviors for extended
in-group better than local ingroup-based identities at all samples. The identity
fusion with extended in-group dominated the extended in-group identification.

3.4 The Predictive Power of Demographics, and Proposed Mediating Variables

Hierarchical regression analyses were conducted to test the predictive power
of the familial ties with the local in-group, the individual agency for the local in-
group and the perceived invulnerability of the local in-group on the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group (supporters of own
political party) and extended in-group (T.C citizens) using the samples of CHP (N =
320), HDP (N = 215), and MHP (N = 150) supporters. In these analysis,
demographic variables as sex, age, education level and perceived socio-economic
status were controlled at the first step.

3.4.1 Hierarchical regression analysis in the sample of CHP supporters

After demographic variables (including sex, age, education level, and
perceived socio-economic status) were controlled at the first step (F(4, 315) = 1.609,
p = .152), the proposed mediating variables explained a significant amount of
variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of CHP
(4R? = 42, F(7, 312) = 34.47, p < .001). Familial ties with other CHP members (3
= .33; p < .001), individual agency for the group of CHP (5 = .25; p < .001), and
perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP (5 = .23; p < .001) were positively
associated with the endorsement of the extreme behaviors on the behalf of CHP (see
Table 3.8).

In the second analysis, after demographic variables were controlled at the
first step (4R? = .04; F(4, 315) = 3.65, p < .05), the proposed mediating variables
explained a significant amount of variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (4R? = .15, F(7, 312) = 10.71, p <
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.001). Familial ties with other CHP members (# = .14; p < .05), and perceived
invulnerability of the group of CHP (f = .22; p < .05) were positively associated
with the endorsement of the extreme behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (see
Table 3.8).

Table 3.8
Hierarchical Regression Predicting the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf
of CHP and T.C Citizens using Demographics and Proposed Mediating Variables

The endorsement of extreme pro-group The endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of CHP behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
Variables B SEB B 95% ClI B SE B B 95% ClI
Sex .03 A3 .02 [-.223, .292] .09 .16 .03 [-.219, .402]
Age .01 .01 .04 [-.018, .038] -.01 .02 -.02 [-.038, .029]
Edu -.32 .16 -13*  [-.624, -.007] -43 .19 -14*  [-.798, -.055]
SES -.09 .07 -.07 [-.231, .049] -.19 .09 -12*  [-.354,-.017]
F(4, 315) = 1.69 F(4, 315) =3.65
AR? = .02 AR? = .04*
Variables B SEB B 95% ClI B SEB B 95% ClI
Sex A1 .10 .05 [-.085, .312] A2 15 .04 [-.168, .412]
Age -.04 .01 -16*  [-.058, -.013] -.04 .02 -13*  [-.069, -.004]
Edu .10 A2 .04 [-.146, .337] -.13 .18 -.04 [-.478, .227]
SES -.05 .05 -.04 [-.152, .061] -.15 .08 -.10 [-.307, .004]
CFT .24 .04 .33%* [.156, .320] A3 .06 14* [.006, .244]
CAgen .23 .05 25%* [.129, .328] 14 .07 A2 [-.005, .284]
Cinv .18 .04 23%* [.099, .270] 22 .06 22% [.092, .340]
F(7,312) = 34.47 F(7,312) =10.71
AR? = 42** AR? = [15**

**p < .01; *p <.05; N =320

Note. Sex = sex; Age = age; Edu = education level; SES = perceived socio-economic status; CFT =
familial ties of CHP supporters with other CHP members; CAgen = individual agency of CHP
supporters for the group of CHP; Clnv = perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP by CHP
supporters.

3.4.2 Hierarchical regression analysis in the sample of HDP supporters

After demographic variables (including sex, age, education level, and
perceived socio-economic status) were tested at the first step (F(4, 210) = 1.20, p =
.311), the proposed mediating variables explained a significant amount of variance
on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP (4R? =
.36, F(7, 207) = 18.03, p <.001). Familial ties with other HDP members (# = .20; p
< .05), individual agency for the group of HDP (8 = .27; p < .05), and perceived
invulnerability of the group of HDP (5 = .24; p < .05) were positively associated
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with the endorsement of the extreme behaviors on the behalf of HDP (see Table
3.9).

In the second analysis, after demographic variables were controlled at the
first step (F(4, 210) = 389, p = .817), the proposed mediating variables did not
explain a significant amount of variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (F(7, 207) = 1.40, p = .206). (see Table 3.9).

Table 3.9
Hierarchical Regression Predicting the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf
of HDP and T.C Citizens using Demographics and Proposed Mediating Variables

The endorsement of extreme pro-group The endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of HDP behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
Variables B SEB B 95% ClI B SEB B 95% CI
Sex .20 17 .08 [-.130, .522] .04 13 .02 [-.218, .292]
Age .02 .02 .08 [-.018, .051] -.01 .01 -01 [-.027, .026]
Edu -.27 .20 =11 [-.666, .124] .01 .16 .01 [-.300, .318]
SES -.02 .08 -.02 [-.178, .143] .08 .06 .09 [-.050, .201]
F(4,210) =1.20 F(4, 210) =.389
AR? = .02 4R? = 01
Variables B SE B s 95% CI B SEB b 95% CI
Sex .05 13 .02 [-.210, .317] -.01 13 -.01 [-.257, .250]
Age -.01 .01 -.03 [-.034,.022] -.01 .01 -.04 [-.034, .020]
Edu -13 .16 -.05 [-.450, .187] .04 .16 .02 [-.272, .342]
SES -.01 .07 -.01 [-.138,.120] .08 .06 .09 [-.046, .202]
HFT 14 .06 .20* [.025, .258] -.02 .06 -.03 [-.127, .096]
HAgen 22 .07 27* [.090, .357] 11 .07 17 [-.018, .238]
Hinv 21 .06 24* [.091, .337] .05 .06 .07 [-.066, .171]
F(7,207) = 18.03 F(7,207)=1.40
AR?% = .36** AR% = .04

**p <.01; *p<.05; N =215

Note. Sex = sex; Age = age; Edu = education level; SES = perceived socio-economic status; HFT =
familial ties of HDP supporters with other HDP members; HAgen = individual agency of HDP
supporters for the group of HDP; Hinv = perceived invulnerability of the group of HDP by HDP
supporters.

3.4.3 Hierarchical regression analysis in the sample of MHP supporters

After demographic variables (including sex, age, education level and
perceived socio-economic status) were controlled at the first step (41R? = .10; F(4,
145) = 3.99, p < .05), the proposed mediating variables explained a significant
amount of variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of MHP (4R? = .59, F(7, 142) = 44.31, p < .001). Individual agency for the
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group of MHP (5 = .50; p < .001), and perceived invulnerability of the group of
MHP (5 = .28; p < .001) were positively associated with the endorsement of the
extreme behaviors on the behalf of MHP (see Table 3.10).

In the second analysis, after demographic variables were controlled at the
first step (F(4, 145) = .691, p = .599), the proposed mediating variables explained a
significant amount of variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors
on the behalf of T.C citizens (4R? = .21, F(7, 142) = 5.86, p < .001). Familial ties
with other MHP members (5 = .23; p < .05), and perceived invulnerability of the
group of MHP (5 = .34; p < .05) were positively associated with the endorsement of
the extreme behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Table 3.10).

Table 3.10
Hierarchical Regression Predicting the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf
of MHP and T.C Citizens using Demographics and Proposed Mediating Variables

The endorsement of extreme pro-group The endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of MHP behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens
Variables B SEB s 95% ClI B SEB b 95% ClI
Sex .87 .25 29* [.380, 1.35] 33 .26 A1 [-.187, .852]
Age -.02 .04 -.04 [-.095, .062] -.01 .04 -.02 [-.093, .076]
Edu -.63 52 =11 [-1.66, .396] -.10 .56 -.02 [-1.20, .995]
SES .08 12 .06 [-.143, 309] -14 12 -10 [-.386, .099]
F(4, 145) = 3.99 F(4, 145) = .691
AR% = 10* AR? = .02
Variables B SE B B 95% ClI B SE B B 95% ClI
Sex .39 15 A13* [.086, .686] -.04 .25 -.01 [-.521, .446]
Age -.02 .02 -.05 [-.066, .028] .01 .04 .01 [-.073, .079]
Edu -.25 31 -.04 [-.868, .370] -.06 51 -.01 [-1.05, .943]
SES .03 .07 .02 [-.114, .166] -.16 A1 -11 [-.390, .061]
MFT .09 .06 10 [-.042, .211] 21 .10 23* [.001, .410]
MAgen 45 .07 50** [.320, .582] -.05 A1 -.06 [-.265, .156]
Minv .28 .07 28** [.146, .411] .34 A1 34* [.130, .556]
F(7,142) = 44.31 F(7,142) =5.86
AR?% = 59** AR? = 21**

**p < .01; *p <.05; N =150

Note. Sex = sex; Age = age; Edu = education level; SES = perceived socio-economic status; MFT =
familial ties of MHP supporters with other MHP members; MAgen = individual agency of MHP
supporters for the group of MHP; Minv = perceived invulnerability of the group of MHP by MHP
supporters.
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3.4.4 Comparison of three samples due to hierarchical regression
analysis findings

After controlling demographic variables, the proposed mediating variables
by the literature (including the familial ties with the local in-group, the individual
agency for the local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of the local in-
group) significantly predicted the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on
the behalf of local in-group in all three samples (excluding the insignificant
predictive power of familial ties in the sample of MHP). The explained variance on
the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for the local in-group by three
predictors was highest at the samples of MHP, CHP, and HDP supporters,
respectively. When the predictive power of these three variables on the endorsement
of extreme pro-group behaviors for extended in-group was tested, there were
interesting findings. Local in-group based variables did not predict the endorsement
of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens, and the explained
variance was not significant in the sample of HDP supporters. Except for the
individual agency for the local in-group, the proposed mediating variables predicted
the extreme pro-group behavior for T.C citizens at the samples of CHP and MHP.
The explained variance on the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for T.C
citizens was highest at the MHP sample. In addition, the familial ties with MHP
supporters was related with the endorsement of the extreme pro-group behaviors for
T.C citizens rather than on the behalf of MHP supporters.
3.5 Indirect Relationship between Identity and Extreme Pro-Group Behavior
Tendency

The mediational models were tested at the samples of CHP (N = 320), HDP
(N = 215), and MHP (N = 150) supporters (using LISREL 9.1) in order to
investigate the possible indirect effects of identification, and identity fusion with
local in-group on the dependent variables as the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of local in-group and extended in-group. At the first
models, the proposed mediators were the relative deprivation fusion, the familial
ties with the local in-group, the individual agency for the local in-group, and the
perceived invulnerability of the local in-group. On the other way, identification and
identity fusion with the extended in-group were used as possible mediators at the

second mediational models.
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3.5.1 The mediational models in the sample of CHP supporters

The mediating roles of the relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with
CHP members, the individual agency for the group of CHP, and the perceived
invulnerability of the group of CHP on the relationship between identification, and
identity fusion with CHP and extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of
CHP, and T.C citizens were tested at the first model. The relative deprivation fusion
was not a significant mediator that is why it was excluded from the proposed model.
The greater identification with CHP leaded to greater familial ties with CHP
members which in turn increased the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors
for CHP (B = .05; SE = .02; t = 2.91), and T.C citizens (B = .05; SE =.02; t = 2.54)
as can be seen in Figure 3.1. In addition, the group identification with CHP directly
predicted the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for CHP (B = .12, SE = .04, p
=.004). At the same proposed model, the greater identity fusion with CHP
strengthened the familial ties with CHP members, the individual agency for the
group of CHP, and the perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP which in turn
increased the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for CHP (B = .30; SE = .04; t =
8.47). The identity fusion with CHP had also a positive indirect effect on the
extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens through the
familial ties with CHP members, and the perceived invulnerability of the group of
CHP (B = .23; SE = .04; t = 6.40). The proposed model indicated a good fit to the
data; ?(6, N = 320) = 14.34, p = .026, y/df = 2.39, GFI = .99, AGFI = .94, NFI =
.99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .07, 90% CI [.021, .111]. The explained variance was
41% for the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of CHP; 15% for
the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Figure

3.1 for detailed information).

120



ca | — B = 12% SE = .04 —$| CCPGA

B = .30**; SE = .06 B=.16**SE=.05 _W¥
CFT — B=.17**SE=.05

B = .19%*; SE = .04
B = .64**; SE = .06 / CAgen
B =.15%*; SE = .05

B=.58*SE=.04 _—Y Cinv
// ~— \

B =.52**; SE = .05 B =.26**; SE = .06

\

CCIF | — ~| CTPGA

Figure 3.1 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of CHP and T.C Citizens

**p < .01; *p < .05; CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as the participant group.
Note. CCPGA = the willingness of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of CHP; CTPGA= the willingness of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors
on the behalf of T.C citizens; CCI = the identification of CHP supporters with the group of CHP;
CCIF = the identity fusion of CHP supporters with the group of CHP; CFT = the familial ties of
CHP supporters with other CHP members; CAgen = the individual agency of CHP supporters for the
group of CHP; Clnv = the perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP by CHP supporters.
The explained variance was 41% for CCPGA; 15% for CTPGA; 60% for CFT; 39% for
CAgen; and 26% for Clnv.
- The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; %(6, N = 320) = 14.34, p = .026, y?/df
=2.39, GFI =.99, AGFI = .94, NFI = .99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .07, 90% CI [.021, .111].
- The indirect effect of CCl on CCPGA (B = .05; SE = .02; t = 2.91); of CCl on CTPGA (B =
.05; SE =.02; t = 2.54); of CCIF on CCPGA (B = .30; SE =.04; t = 8.47); and of CCIF on
CTPGA (B = .23; SE = .04, t = 6.40) were significant.
- Error covariances were set between CCPGA and CTPGA,; among CFT, CAgen, and Clnv.

At the second proposed model (see Figure 3.2) the mediating roles of
identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens on the relationship between
identification, and identitiy fusion with the group of CHP and the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of CHP, and T.C citizens were tested.
The identification with the group of CHP increased the identification with the group
of T.C citizens which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-group action tendency
for T.C citizens (B = .07; SE = .02; t = 3.32). Secondly, the identity fusion with
CHP increased the identity fusion with T.C citizens which in turn increased the
extreme pro-group action tendency for T.C citizens (B = .14; SE = .03; t = 4.99). In
addition, the identity fusion with CHP was directly associated with the extreme pro-
group action tendency for CHP (B = .46; SE = .03; p < .001). The proposed model
indicated a good fit to the data; »*(7, N = 320) = 12.81, p = .077, ,*/df = 1.83, GFI =
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.99, AGFI = .96, NFI = .99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .05, 90% CI [.000, .094]. The
proposed model explained 31% variance on the extreme pro-group behavior
tendency on the behalf of CHP; 30% variance on the extreme pro-group behavior

tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Figure 3.2 for detailed information).

CCl  |—_ _—»| CTPGA

B =.38**; SE=.04 B =.20**; SE =.06
—_— /

i
CTi B =.33**; SE = .06

—

> CTIF
B = .42** SE = .05

CCIF |= B = .46**: SE = .03 CCPGA

v

Figure 3.2 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of Local In-Group (CHP) and Extended In-Group (T.C Citizens) using both Local In-Group
and Extended In-Group Identities

**p < .01; *p <.05; CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as the participant group.
Note. CCPGA = the willingness of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of CHP; CTPGA= the willingness of CHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors
on the behalf of T.C citizens; CCI = the identification of CHP supporters with the group of CHP;
CCIF = the identity fusion of CHP supporters with the group of CHP; CTI = the identification of
CHP supporters with the group of T.C citizens; CTIF = the identity fusion of CHP supporters with
the group of T.C citizens.
- The explained variance was 31% for CCPGA,; 30% for CTPGA,; 13% for CTI; and 13% for
CTIF.
- The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; y?(7, N = 320) = 12.81, p = .077, y/df
=1.83, GFI = .99, AGFI = .96, NFI = .99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .05, 90% CI [.000, .094].
- The indirect effect of CCl on CTPGA (B =.07; SE =.02; t = 3.32); and of CCIF on CTPGA
(B =.14; SE = .03; t = 4.99) were significant.
- Error covariances were set between CCPGA and CTPGA,; and between CTl and CTIF.

3.5.2 The mediational models in the sample of HDP supporters

The same mediational models were tested using the sample of HDP
supporters. The greater identification with the group of HDP increased the familial
ties with HDP members, the individual agency for the group of HDP, and the
perceived invulnerability of the group of HDP which in turn supported the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP (B = .11; SE =
.03; t = 3.28). In addition, the identification with the group of HDP directly
predicted the pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens (B = .15; SE =
.04; p =.001). At the same proposed model, the greater identity fusion with HDP

leaded to greater relative deprivation fusion, greater familial ties with HDP
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members, greater individual agency for the group of HDP, and greater perceived
invulnerability of the group of HDP which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-
group behavior tendency on the behalf of HDP (B = .30; SE = .04; t = 6.97). The
proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; *(11, N = 215) = 26.22, p = .006,
»*ldf = 2.38, GFI = .97, AGFI = .91, NFI = .98, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .08, 90% ClI
[.041, .120]. The explained variance was 37% for the extreme pro-group behavior
tendency on the behalf of HDP; 05% for the extreme pro-group behavior tendency

on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Figure 3.3 for detailed information).
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Figure 3.3 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of HDP and T.C Citizens

B =.67**; SE = .05 HAgen

**p < .01; *p <.05; HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group.
Note. HHPGA = the willingness of HDP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of HDP; HTPGA= the willingness of HDP supporters to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens; HHI = the identification of HDP supporters with the group
of HDP; HHIF = the identity fusion of HDP supporters with the group of HDP; HDF = the
deprivation fusion of HDP supporters; HFT = the familial ties of HDP supporters with other HDP
members; HAgen = the individual agency of HDP supporters for the group of HDP; Hinv = the
perceived invulnerability of the group of HDP by HDP supporters.
- The explained variance was 37% for HHPGA,; 05% for HTPGA; 42% for HDF; 56% for
HFT; 48% for HAgen; and 26% for Hinv.
- The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; ¥*(11, N = 215) = 26.22, p = .006, x*/df
=2.38, GFI = .97, AGFI = .91, NFI = .98, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .08, 90% CI [.041, .120].
- The indirect effect of HHI on HHPGA (B = .11; SE = .03; t = 3.28); and of HHIF on
HHPGA (B = .30; SE = .04; t = 6.97) were significant.
- Error covariances were set between HHPGA and HTPGA; among HFT, HAgen, and Hinv.

At the second proposed model (see Figure 3.4), the identity fusion with the
group of T.C citizens and the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of

T.C citizens were not significant and these variables were removed from the model.
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The identification with the group of HDP increased the identification with the group
of T.C citizens which in turn decreased the extreme pro-group action tendency on
the behalf of HDP (B = -.08; SE =.03; t = -2.78). In addition, the identification with
HDP directly predicted the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of
HDP (B = .22; SE = .08; p = .005). Secondly, the identity fusion with HDP
decreased the identification with T.C citizens which in turn increased the extreme
pro-group actions on the behalf of HDP (B = .04; SE = .02; t = 2.01). Also, the
identity fusion with HDP directly predicted the extreme pro-group behavior
tendency on the behalf of HDP (B = .26; SE = .07; p = .001). The explained
variance was 32% on the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of
HDP (see Figure 3.4 for detailed information).

HHI | ——

—~— B =.22**; SE = .08
B =.41** SE = 11 \
_#| HTI |- B=-197%se=05 —»| HHPGA
B =-.23% SE = .10 —
— B =.26%*; SE = .07

HHIF | ——

Figure 3.4 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of Local In-Group (HDP) and Extended In-Group (T.C Citizens) using both Local In-Group
and Extended In-Group Identities

**p < .01; *p <.05; HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group.
Note. HHPGA = the willingness of HDP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of HDP; HHI = the identification of HDP supporters with the group of HDP; HHIF = the
identity fusion of HDP supporters with the group of HDP; HTI = the identification of HDP
supporters with the group of T.C citizens.
The explained variance was 32% for HHPGA; and 07% for HTI.
The indirect effect of HHI on HHPGA (B = -.08; SE = .03; t = -2.78); and of HHIF on
HHPGA (B = .04; SE =.02; t = 2.01) were significant.

3.5.3 The mediational models in the sample of MHP supporters

The same mediational models lastly were tested using the sample of MHP
supporters. The greater identification with MHP leaded to greater relative
deprivation fusion and greater perceived invulnerability of the group of MHP which
in turn strengthened the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf
of MHP (B =.09; SE = .04; t = 2.42) and T.C citizens (B = .09; SE = .04; t = 2.23).

At the same model, the identity fusion with the group of MHP increased the relative
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deprivation fusion, the individual agency for the group of MHP, and the perceived
invulnerability of the group of MHP which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of MHP (B = .55; SE = .06; t = 9.13). In addition, the
identity fusion with the group of MHP raised the relative deprivation fusion, the
familial ties with MHP members, and the perceived invulnerability of the group of
MHP which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the
behalf of T.C citizens (B =.29; SE =.07; t = 4.37). The proposed model indicated a
good fit to the data; y?(11, N = 150) = 21.61, p = .028, y%/df = 1.97, GFI = .97,
AGFI = .89, NFI = .99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .08, 90% CI [.026, .130]. The
explained variance was 67% for the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the
behalf of MHP; 21% for the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of

T.C citizens (see Figure 3.5 for detailed information).

MMI | T~ —| MTPGA

B =.23* SE=.12 B=.17* SE = .08

/
\ T2 MDF |7 s-asvse-os /

B =.20* SE=.10

MFT B =.24*;, SE=.09

B =.30*; SE = .13 MAgen

B =.86**; SE = .06 B =.12*, SE =.05

= x*x- =
// B=.80%SE=.06 — Minv_ | B=47%SE=.06 \
‘—

B =.45**; SE = .11

~ B =.30**; SE = .06
MMIF | —~~—.| MMPGA

Figure 3.5 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of MHP and T.C Citizens

**p < .01; *p < .05; MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as the participant group.
Note. MMPGA = the willingness of MHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of MHP; MTPGA= the willingness of MHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens; MMI = the identification of MHP supporters with the group
of MHP; MMIF = the identity fusion of MHP supporters with the group of MHP; MDF = the
deprivation fusion of MHP supporters; MFT = the familial ties of MHP supporters with other MHP
members; MAgen = the individual agency of MHP supporters for the group of MHP; MIinv = the
perceived invulnerability of the group of MHP by MHP supporters.
- The explained variance was 67% for MMPGA; 21% for MTPGA,; 27% for MDF; 59% for
MFT; 53% for MAgen; and 40% for Minv.
- The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; ¥*(11, N = 150) = 21.61, p = .028, x%/df
=1.97, GFI = .97, AGFI = .89, NFI = .99, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .08, 90% CI [.026, .130].
- The indirect effect of MMI on MMPGA (B = .09; SE =.04; t = 2.42); of MMI on MTPGA
(B =.09; SE = .04; t = 2.23); of MMIF on MMPGA (B = .55; SE = .06; t = 9.13); and of
MMIF on MTPGA (B =.29; SE = .07; t = 4.37) were significant.
- Error covariances were set between MMPGA and MTPGA; among MFT, MAgen, and
Minv.
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At the second proposed model (see Figure 3.6), the identification with the
group of MHP increased the identification with the group of T.C citizens which in
turn strengthened the extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C
citizens; but this indirect effect was not significant (t = 1.81). The identity fusion
with MHP increased the identity fusion with T.C citizens which in turn increased
the extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens (B = .12; SE =
.04; t = 2.86). In addition, the identity fusion with MHP directly predicted the
extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of MHP (B = .60; SE = .06; p <
.001). The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; °(7, N = 150) = 8.51, p
=.290, y/df = 1.22, GFI = .98, AGFI = .94, NFI = .98, CFIl = .99, RMSEA = .04,
90% CI [.000, .112]. The model explained 40% variance on the extreme pro-group
behavior tendency on the behalf of MHP; 20% variance on the extreme pro-group
behavior tendency on the behalf of T.C citizens (see Figure 3.6 for detailed

information).

MMI | —_ _—»| MTPGA
B = .22%* SE = 04 B = .28% SE = .15
- wMm | | _—
B = .47%* SE = .15
| vMTF |
B = .26%* SE = .05
MMIF |=— B = .60**: SE = .06 »| MMPGA

Figure 3.6 The Mediational Model to Test the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of Local In-Group (MHP) and Extended In-Group (T.C Citizens) using both Local In-Group
and Extended In-Group Identities

**n < .01; *p <.05; MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as the participant group.
Note. MMPGA = the willingness of MHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of MHP; MTPGA= the willingness of MHP supporters to perform extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens; MMI = the identification of MHP supporters with the group
of MHP; MMIF = the identity fusion of MHP supporters with the group of MHP; MTI = the
identification of MHP supporters with the group of T.C citizens; MTIF = the identity fusion of MHP
supporters with the group of T.C citizens.
- The explained variance was 40% for MMPGA; 20% for MTPGA; 12% for MTI; and 15%
for MTIF.
- The proposed model indicated a good fit to the data; y?(7, N = 150) = 8.51, p =.290, 4%/df =
1.22, GFI = .98, AGFI = .94, NFI = .98, CFIl = .99, RMSEA = .04, 90% CI [.000, .112].
- The indirect effect of MMIF on MTPGA (B = .12; SE = .04, t = 2.86) was significant.
- Error covariances were set between MMPGA and MTPGA, and between MTI and MTIF.
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3.5.4 Comparison of three samples due to mediational models

The first mediational models tested the possible indirect effects of
identification, and identity fusion with local in-group on the dependent variables as
the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group
(supporters of own political party) and extended in-group (T.C citizens) using the
relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with the local in-group, the individual
agency for the local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of the local in-group
as mediating variables. The proposed models explained 41%, 37%, and 67% of the
variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local
in-group; 15%, 05%, and 21% on the behalf of T.C citizens at the samples of CHP,
HDP, and MHP supporters, respectively. All proposed mediating variables
indicated significant relationships at all samples (excluding the relative deprivation
fusion at the sample of CHP supporters), and the mediational models had good fits
to the data. The indirect effects of identity fusion with local in-group on the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for local in-group and extended in-
group were greater in comparison to identification with local in-group at all samples
(excluding the sample of HDP supporters; because there was not a significant
indirect effect of identification and identity fusion with local in-group on the
extreme pro-group behavior tendency for T.C citizens).

Identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens were tested as mediating
variables at the second mediational models. There were important findings in the
sample of HDP supporters. Firstly, the variables as identity fusion with T.C citizens
and extreme pro-group behavior tendency for T.C citizens were removed from the
analyses due to their insignificant roles within the proposed model. Secondly, the
relationship between the mediator (identification with T.C citizens) and the extreme
pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of HDP was negative. In this regard, the
indirect effect of identification with HDP supporters was negative whereas the
indirect effect of identity fusion with HDP supporters was positive. Identification,
and identity fusion with local in-group indirectly related to the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors for T.C citizens through identification and identity
fusion with T.C citizens at the samples of CHP, and MHP supporters (excluding the
insignificant mediating role of identification with T.C citizens at the sample of
MHP supporters). The proposed models explained 31%, 32%, and 40% of the
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variance on the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local
in-group at the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters, respectively. The
explained variance on the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for T.C citizens
was 30%, and 20% at the samples of CHP, and MHP supporters. All models
indicated good fits to the data.
3.6 Predicting the Extreme Self-Sacrificing Behavior Tendency in Multi-Group
Context using the Created Vignettes

Up to this part, scales were used to understand extreme pro-group behavior
tendency of people; but intergroup relations may be more complex in real life.
Starting from this point, eight different hypothetically created scenarios were used
to test the participants’ willingness to perform extreme self-sacrificing behaviors on
the behalf of local in-group, extended in-group and different local out-groups in
multi-group context using the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters. The 1st,
2nd, and 8th vignette had two possible action options whereas other vignettes had
more. In order to predict the actions of participants, hierarchical logistic regression
analysis was conducted for two-choice situations. As predictors, identification and
identity fusion with local in-group entered into the equation at the first step;
identification and identity fusion with extended in-group at the second step;
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations at the third step; and relative
deprivation fusion at the fourth step. Discriminant function analysis was performed
using the same seven predictor variables when the vignette had action choice more
than two options. If the choice was selected by less than 35 participants in a
particular situation, this choice was removed from the analysis due to its low sample
size (Burns & Burns, 2008).

3.6.1 Vignette 1

In the first vignette, the social identity was activated first. Five local in-
group members (supporters of own political party) were in danger: that is a runaway
trolley is about to crush and cause the death of five local in-group members.
Participants made a choice between "doing nothing to stop runaway trolley, and
letting the death of five local in-group members" or "sacrifice own life to save the

lives of five local in-group members" (see Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5).

128



3.6.1.1 Responses for the vignette 1 in the sample of CHP supporters

The first model (including identification, and identity fusion with CHP) was
significant; »*(2) = 9.94, p = .007, explained 4% of the variance in extreme self-
sacrificing behavior tendency and correctly classified 60% of cases. Identity fusion
with CHP was positively associated with the choice of extreme self-sacrificing
behavior; B = .36; SE = .14; Wald »?(1) = 7.02, p = .008, OR = 1.44, 95% CI OR
[1.10, 1.88]. Odd ratio indicated that identity fusion with CHP increases 1.44 times
more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five CHP supporters. When
identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens variables entered into the
equation, the model was significant; x?(4) = 23.70, p < .001. The model explained
10% of the variance in self-sacrificing behavior tendency, and correctly classified
64% of cases. Identity fusion with T.C citizens was positively related to the choice
of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .46; SE = .14; Wald »?(1) =11.61, p = .001,
OR = 1.59, 95% CI OR [1.22, 2.08]. Odd ratio indicated that identity fusion with
T.C citizens increases 1.59 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives
of five CHP supporters. At the next step, individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations were added to the equation. Even though the model was significant;
2%(6) = 25.15, p < .001, entered variables were not significantly related. At the last
step, relative deprivation fusion entered into the equation. The model was
significant; y*(7) = 37.93, p < .001, explained 15% of the variance, and correctly
classified 66% of cases. Relative deprivation fusion was positively associated with
the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .37; SE = .11; Wald
27%(1) =12.23, p <.001, OR = 1.44, 95% CI OR [1.18, 1.77]. Odd ratio indicated that
relative deprivation fusion increases 1.44 times more likely to sacrifice own life to
save the lives of five CHP supporters (see Table 3.11).

3.6.1.2 Responses for the vignette 1 in the sample of HDP supporters

In the sample of HDP supporters, 110 (51.2%) participants chose "doing
nothing to stop runaway trolley, and letting the death of five HDP supporters”
whereas 105 (48.8%) participants chose "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five
HDP supporters”. However, all hierarchical logistic regression steps to predict
extreme self-sacrificing behavior were not significant; »?(2) =5.95, p = .051;
272(4)=6.29, p = .179; 4*(6) =9.72, p = .137; »*(7) = 10.31, p = .172, respectively
(see Table 3.11).
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Table 3.11 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,
HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 1

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy> OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary
ccl -12 13 872 880  [.694,1.14] Block: 42(2) = 9.94, p = .007;
Model: /%(2) = 9.94, p = .007;
*%x 1 1]
CCIF 36 14 702 144 [L10,188] o e K T
CTI -.25 14 347 777 [596,1.01] Block: £(2) = 13.76, p = .001;
Model: ¥*(4) = 23.70, p < .001;
*%
CTIF 46 4 1161 159 [122.208] gl e S
CTDI 09 10 821 110 [.898,1.34] Block: 42(2) = 1.44, p = .486;
-2 _ .
CTDG 11 10 127 896 [740,108) Model:(6) = 2515 p <.00L;

Nagelkerke R?=.10

CDF 37%* 11 1223 144 [118,1.77] Block: x¥(1) = 12.78, p < .001;
Model: »*(7) = 37.93, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?= .15

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy?> OR  95%CIOR The Model Summary

HHI .06 16 120 1.06 [.775,1.44] Block: x%(2) = 5.95, p = .051;
Model: 12(2) = 5.95, p = .051;

HHIF 19 15 166 121 [906,161] o lih
HTI 07 17 194 108 [.774,150] Block: ,2(2) = 339, p = .844;
Model: *(4) = 6.29, p = .179;

HTIF -10 17 3905 [647,127] ol e o
HTDI 01 10 013 101 [.835122] Block: 42(2) = 3.43, p = .180;
-2 —_ —_ .
HTDG 26 16 271 130 [951,178) Model:x(6)=9.72,p=.137,

Nagelkerke R?=.06

HDF 10 13 591 110 [.861,1.41] Block: z3(1) = .593, p = .441;
Model: y?(7) = 10.31, p = .172;
Nagelkerke R?= .06

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy> OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI -14 20 530 867 [.590,1.27] Block: 42(2) =8.73, p = .013;
.2 —_ —_ .

MMIF 46 21 466 158 [1.04,241] Model:y(2)=873,p=.013;

Nagelkerke R?= .08

MTI -.03 25 013 972 [.594,1.59] Block: 42 (2) = .534, p = .766;
Model: 2 (4) = 9.26, p = .055;

MTIF 15 25 3 116 [711,10] ol e
MTDI 05 15 121 949 [707,1.27] Block: A(2) =.199, p = .905;

) _ _ .
MTDG 07 A7 477 107 [771,149] Model:(6) =9.46,p =.149;

Nagelkerke R?= .08

MDF -.04 15 064 964 [.725,1.28] Block: x4(1) = .064, p = .800;
Model: ¥*(7) =9.52, p = .217;
Nagelkerke R?=.08

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the
second letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of CHP supporters, group
identification of CHP supporters with CHP (CCl), and with T.C citizens (CT]I); identity fusion of
CHP supporters with CHP (CCIF), and T.C citizens (CTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of
CHP supporters (CTDI); group-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters (CTDG); relative
deprivation fusion of CHP supporters (CDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable
(Vignette 1); the choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1.
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3.6.1.3 Responses for the vignette 1 in the sample of MHP supporters

The first model (including identification, and identity fusion with MHP) was
significant; y*(2) =8.73, p = .013, explained 8% of the variance in extreme self-
sacrificing behavior tendency and correctly classified 60% of cases. Identity fusion
with MHP was positively associated with the choice of extreme self-sacrificing
behavior; B = .46; SE = .21; Wald »?(1) = 4.66, p = .031, OR = 1.58, 95% CI OR
[1.04, 2.41]. Identity fusion with MHP increased 1.58 times more likely to sacrifice
own life to save the lives of five MHP supporters due to odd ratio. The second,
third, and fourth models were not significant; y?(4) = 9.26, p = .055; 4?(6) = 9.46, p
=.149; 4*(7) = 9.52, p = .217, respectively (see Table 3.11).

3.6.2 Vignette 2

In the second vignette, the personal identity was activated first rather than
the social identity. The participant was in danger: that is a runaway trolley is about
to crush and cause the death of him/her. Participants made a choice between
“calling five local in-group members for help, and cause the death of them to save
own life" or "sacrifice own life" (see Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5).

3.6.2.1 Responses for the vignette 2 in the sample of CHP supporters

Identification and identity fusion with CHP were tested at the first step, and
the model was significant; »?(2) =15.97, p < .001. The explained variance in
extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency was 7%, and the model correctly
classified 62% of cases. Identification with CHP was negatively associated with the
choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = -.29; SE = .13; Wald 4*(1) = 5.03, p
=.025, OR =.749, 95% CI OR [.581, .964]. Odd ratio indicated that identification
with CHP reduces the chance of choosing the "sacrifice own life" option .749 times,
and participants prefer calling five CHP supporters for help and cause the death of
them to save own life. Secondly, there was a positive association between identity
fusion with CHP and extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .54; SE = .15; Wald
272(1) =13.99, p < .001, OR = 1.72, 95% CI OR [1.29, 2.28]. Identity fusion with
CHP increased 1.72 times more likely to sacrifice own life rather than calling five
CHP supporters.

Even though the second and third models were significant; 2(4) = 16.19, p =
.003; x%(6)=17.55, p = .007, respectively, the entered variables were not

significantly related to extreme self-sacrificing behavior. At the last step, relative
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deprivation fusion was added to the equation, and the model was significant;
7(7)=23.11, p = .002. It explained 9% of the variance, and correctly classified
62% of cases. Relative deprivation fusion was positively related to the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .24; SE = .10; Wald »?(1) =5.44, p = .020, OR
=1.27, 95% CI OR [1.04, 1.55]. According to odd ratio, relative deprivation fusion
increased 1.27 times more likely to sacrifice own life rather than calling five CHP
members for help and cause the death of them to save own life (see Table 3.12).

3.6.2.2 Responses for the vignette 2 in the sample of HDP supporters

In the sample of HDP supporters, 49 (22.8%) participants chose "calling five
HDP supporters for help, and cause the death of them to save own life" whereas 166
(77.2%) participants chose "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five HDP
supporters”. However, all hierarchical logistic regression steps to predict extreme
self-sacrificing behavior were not significant; y*(2) = 5.22, p = .074; 4?(4) = 6.35, p
= .174; 4%(6) =12.51, p = .052; »*(7) =12.55, p = .084, respectively (see Table
3.12).

3.6.2.3 Responses for the vignette 2 in the sample of MHP supporters

At the first step, even though the model (including identification, and
identity fusion with MHP) was significant; y°(2) = 6.11, p = .047, entered variables
were not significantly related to extreme self-sacrificing behavior. When
identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens entered into the equation, the
model was still significant; ?(4) = 17.23, p = .002, explained 15% of the variance,
and correctly classified 71% of cases. ldentity fusion with T.C citizens was
positively related to the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .81; SE =
.28; Wald »%(1) =8.36, p = .004, OR = 2.24, 95% CI OR [1.30, 3.88]. Identity
fusion with T.C citizens increased 2.24 times more likely to sacrifice own life rather
than calling five MHP supporters. At the third step, when individual-based, and
group-based relative deprivations were added to the equation, the model was
significant; »?(6) = 22.37, p = .001, explained 19% of the variance, and correctly
classified 73% of cases. The group-based relative deprivation was negatively
related with the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = -.40; SE = .20;
Wald »?(1) = 4.25, p = .039, OR = .667, 95% CI OR [.455, .980]. The group-based
relative deprivation decreased the chance of choosing the "sacrifice own life" option

.667 times, and participants preferred calling five MHP supporters for help and
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Table 3.12 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,
HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 2

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

ccl -29% 13 503 749 [581,.964] Block: %(2) = 15.97, p < .001;
-2 _ .

CCIF 5a%* 15 1399 172 [1.29,228] Model:x(2) =15.97 p <.001;

Nagelkerke R?= .07
CTI .00 13 000  1.00 [.777,1.29] Block: y2(2) = 217, p = .897;

CTIF 04 13 100 960  [.745, 1.24] 'I:l";gd;:('eﬁk(g)R; :166179'p"003'

CTDI -12 10 134 891 [.732,1.08] Block: x%(2) = 1.36, p = .506;

Model: 2(6) = 17.55, p = .007;
CTDG .04 A0 .180 1.04 [.865, 1.25] Nagelkerke R2= .07
CDF 24% 10 544 127 [L1.04,155] Block: 44(1) = 5.56, p = .018;
Model: y?(7) = 23.11, p = .002;
Nagelkerke R?= .09

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR  95%CIOR The Model Summary

HHI .04 19 055  1.05 [.725,1.51] Block: 4%(2) =5.22, p = .074;
Model: 12(2) = 5.22, p = .074;

HHIF 23 18 165 126 [886,179] i e s
HTI 19 20 827 120 [.808,1.79] Block: y2(2) = 1.13, p = .568;
Model: y*(4) = 6.35, p = .174;
HTIF -22 20 112 807 [542,120] e e o
HTDI 13 12 125 114 [907,1.43] Block: 12(2) = 6.15, p = .046;
-2 —_ —_ .
HTDG 27 16 289 131 [960,1.78] Model,(6)=1251,p=.052

Nagelkerke R?=.09

HDF .03 15 043 103 [.768,1.39] Block: y3(1) = .043, p = .837;
Model: 4*(7) = 12.55, p = .084;
Nagelkerke R?= .09

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI -.08 21 133 928 [.619,1.39] Block: 42(2) = 6.11, p = .047;
-2 —_ —_ .

MMIF 37 23 271 145 [932 225 Model:xy(2)=6.11,p=.047;

Nagelkerke R?= .06

MTI -27 27 1.05 762  [453,1.28] Block: 42(2) = 11.12, p = .004;
Model: ?(4) = 17.23, p = .002;

*%*
MTIF 81 28 836 224 [L30,388] o0 L, T
MTDI 07 17 169 107 [771,149] Block: 2(2) =5.14, p = .077;
) _ _ .
MTDG  -40% 20 425 667 [455,.980] Model:x(6)=2237,p=.00L;

Nagelkerke R?= .19

MDF 27 16 281 131 [.955 1.80] Block: x¥(1)=2.84, p =.092;
Model: y*(7) = 25.22, p = .001;
Nagelkerke R2= .22

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the
second letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of HDP supporters, group
identification of HDP supporters with HDP (HHI), and with T.C citizens (HTI); identity fusion of
HDP supporters with HDP (HHIF), and T.C citizens (HTIF); individual-based relative deprivation
of HDP supporters (HTDI); group-based relative deprivation of HDP supporters (HTDG); relative
deprivation fusion of HDP supporters (HDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable
(Vignette 2); the choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1.
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caused the death of them to save own life. When the relative deprivation fusion was
added to the equation at the last step, the model was significant; y?(7) = 25.22, p =
.001, but the entered variable was not significantly related to extreme self-
sacrificing behavior (see Table 3.12).

3.6.3 Vignette 3

In the third vignette, extreme self-sacrificing behavior to save the lives of
five extended in-group members (T.C citizens) versus the life of a local in-group
member (supporter of own political party) was tested. Based on the scenario, a
runaway trolley is about to crush five extended in-group members. Participants
made a choice among "doing nothing to stop runaway trolley, and letting the death
of five extended in-group members", "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five
extended in-group members", or "change the track of trolley, and cause the death of
a local in-group member to save the lives of five extended in-group members" (see
Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5).

3.6.3.1 Responses for the vignette 3 in the sample of CHP supporters

Discriminant function analysis was conducted to predict the choices of CHP
supporters in the vignette 3 using the seven main variables of the study (see Table
3.13). The homogeneity of variance-covariance assumption was met; Box’s M =
52.18, F(56, 182489.16) = .900, p = .685. Two discriminant functions were
calculated. The first function was significant; Wilks’ 1 = .806; x*(14) = 67.54, p <
.001. Explained variance was 18% by the first function. The second discriminant
function was not significant; y(6) = 6.55, p = .365.

The first discriminant function maximally discriminated the choices "doing
nothing to stop runaway trolley, and letting the death of five T.C citizens", and
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five extended T.C citizens". Significant
predictors of the first function were identity fusion with the group of T.C citizens (r
= .78), relative deprivation fusion (r = .49), and identification with the group of T.C
citizens (r = .46). CHP supporters who chose to sacrifice own life for saving the
lives of five T.C citizens indicated greater identity fusion with T.C citizens, greater
relative deprivation fusion, and greater identification with T.C citizens in

comparison to CHP supporters who chose to do nothing to save T.C citizens.
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Table 3.13 Discriminant Function Analysis, and Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the
Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP, HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 3

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Correlations of Predicted
Variables with Functions

Variables  Function 1 Function 2 Function 1 Function 2
CClI -.01 -.54 Canonical .18 .02
RZ

CCIF .26 -.39

CTI 46* .03 Eigenvalue 21 .02
CTIF .78* -.04

CTDI .00 .38 Wilks’ A .806 979
CTDG -.15 .65

CDF A49* -.03 Ve 67.54** 6.55

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Correlations of Predicted
Variables with Functions

Variables  Function 1 Function 2 Function 1 Function 2
HHI .62 .36 Canonical .06 .02
RZ

HHIF .38 .82

HTI 74 -.05 Eigenvalue .07 .02

HTIF 48 19

HTDI .18 43 Wilks’ 2. 919 979

HTDG .29 .23

HDF .50 .35 Va 17.58 4.40
The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI 14 .20 .508 1.15 [.778,1.71] Block: 4*(2) =.930, p = .628;

Model: 12(2) = .930, p = .628;

MMIF -20 21 901 818 [541,124] QO el o
MTI 07 26 072 107 [646,1.78] Block: 4X(2) = .148, p = .928:
Model: *(4) = 1.08, p = .898;

MTIF 11 28 148 899 [523,185] ol e o
MTDI 17 15 127 119 [.880,161] Block: 42(2) = 2.51, p = .285;
-2 —_ —_ .
MTDG 08 18 180 108 [760,153 Model:(6)=3.59,p=.732

Nagelkerke R?= .04

MDF -13 15 758 879  [.657,1.18] Block: y3(1) = .761, p = .383;
Model: *(7) = 4.35, p = .738;
Nagelkerke R?= .04

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the
second letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of MHP supporters,
group identification of MHP supporters with MHP (MMI), and with T.C citizens (MTI); identity
fusion of MHP supporters with MHP (MMIF), and T.C citizens (MTIF); individual-based relative
deprivation of MHP supporters (MTDI); group-based relative deprivation of MHP supporters
(MTDG); relative deprivation fusion of MHP supporters (MDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the
dependent variable (Vignette 3). The choice B was coded as 0, the choice C was coded as 1, the
choice A was removed from the equation due to its low sample size (< 20%) in the sample of MHP
supporters. There were three choice options for CHP supporters and HDP supporters; that is why the
discriminant function analysis was conducted for these samples.
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3.6.3.2 Responses for the vignette 3 in the sample of HDP supporters

Discriminant function analysis was conducted to predict the choices of HDP
supporters in the vignette 3 using the seven main variables of the study (see Table
3.13). The homogeneity of variance-covariance assumption was met; Box’s M =
58.99, F(56, 94838.09) = 1.00, p = .471. Two discriminant functions were
calculated; but both of them were not significant; »%(14)=17.58, p = .227,
22(6) = 4.40, p = .623, respectively.

3.6.3.3 Responses for the vignette 3 in the sample of MHP supporters

Among 150 MHP supporters, only 17 (11.3%) participants chose "doing
nothing to stop runaway trolley, and letting the death of five T.C citizens, and this
option was removed from the analysis due to its low sample size. The hierarchical
logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the choice of participants as
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens", or "change the track of
trolley, and cause the death of a MHP supporter to save the lives of five T.C
citizens". All hierarchical logistic regression steps were not significant; y*(2) = .930,
p = .628; x*(4)=1.08, p = .898; »*(6) =3.59, p = .732; 4*(7)=4.35, p = .738,
respectively (see Table 3.13)

3.6.4 Vignette 4

Extreme self-sacrificing behavior on the behalf of extended in-group (T.C
citizens) versus one of the local out-groups (supporters of the ruling party, AKP)
was compared in the fourth vignette. Both extended in-group members and local
out-group members were in danger at the same time: that is two runaway trolleys
are about to crush and cause the death of both five extended in-group members and
five local out-group members in two parallel railways. Participants made a choice
among "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death of both five
extended in-group members and five local out-group members", "sacrifice own life
to save the lives of five extended in-group members, and letting the death of local
out-group members"”, or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five local out-group
members, and letting the death of extended in-group members" (see Tables 2.3, 2.4,
and 2.5).
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3.6.4.1 Responses for the vignette 4 in the sample of CHP supporters

Among 320 CHP supporters, 2 (.6%) participants chose to sacrifice own life
for saving the lives of five AKP supporters, and this option was removed from the
analysis due to its low sample size. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was
conducted to test the choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway
trolleys, and letting the death of both five T.C citizens and five AKP supporters”, or
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five
AKP supporters”. The first model (including identification, and identity fusion with
CHP) was not significant; ¥%(2) = 1.77, p = .413. Identification and identity fusion
with T.C citizens variables entered into the equation at the second step. The model
was significant; »?(4) = 19.57, p = .001, explained 8% of the variance in self-
sacrificing behavior, and correctly classified 61% of cases. Identity fusion with T.C
citizens was positively associated with the choice of extreme self-sacrificing
behavior; B = .47; SE = .14; Wald »?(1) =12.09, p = .001, OR = 1.61, 95% CI OR
[1.23, 2.10]. Identity fusion with T.C citizens increased 1.61 times more likely to
sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens and let the death of five AKP
supporters. At the third step, individual-based and group-based relative deprivations
were added to the equation. Even though the model was significant; x?(6) = 20.80, p
= .002, entered variables were not significantly related. At the last step, relative
deprivation fusion entered into the equation. The model was significant;
22(7) = 35.58, p < .001, explained 14% of the variance, and correctly classified 64%
of cases. Relative deprivation fusion was positively associated with the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .40; SE = .11; Wald »?(1) =13.91, p < .001,
OR = 1.49, 95% CI OR [1.21, 1.84]. The relative deprivation fusion increased 1.49
times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens when
five AKP supporters were in danger at the same time (see Table 3.14).

3.6.4.2 Responses for the vignette 4 in the sample of HDP supporters

Among 215 HDP supporters, no participant chose to sacrifice own life for
saving the lives of five AKP supporters, and this option was removed from the
analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the
choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the
death of both five T.C citizens and five AKP supporters”, or "sacrifice own life to

save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five AKP supporters".
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The first model was not significant; *(2) = 1.76, p = .415. When identification and
identity fusion with T.C citizens were added to the analysis, the model was
significant; y*(4) = 10.44, p = .034, but the entered variables were not significant
predictors. In the third model, individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations were added to the equation. The model was significant; y(6) = 16.63,
p = .011, explained 10% of the variance, and correctly classified 66% of cases.
Group-based relative deprivation was positively related to the choice of extreme
self-sacrificing behavior; B = .44; SE = .20; Wald »*(1) = 4.96, p = .026, OR = 1.55,
95% CI OR [1.05, 2.27]. Group-based relative deprivation increased 1.55 times
more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens and let the
death of five AKP supporters. At the last model, relative deprivation fusion entered
into the equation. The model was significant; »?(7) = 17.13, p = .017, but relative
deprivation fusion did not significantly predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior
(see Table 3.14).

3.6.4.3 Responses for the vignette 4 in the sample of MHP supporters

Among 150 MHP supporters, 2 (1.3%) participant chose to sacrifice own
life for saving the lives of five AKP supporters, and this option was removed from
the analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the
choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the
death of both five T.C citizens and five AKP supporters”, or "sacrifice own life to
save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five AKP supporters".
The first model was not significant; *(2) = 4.01, p = .134. When identification and
identity fusion with T.C citizens variables entered into equation, the model became
significant; »*(4) =10.66, p = .031, but entered variables were not significant
predictors. When deprivation variables were added, the third and fourth steps of the
analysis were not significant; »*(6) =11.23, p = .082; *(7)=12.57, p = .083,
respectively (see Table 3.14).
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Table 3.14 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,
HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 4

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

cal -.08 13 399 924 [.722,1.18] Block: /2(2) = 1.77, p = .413;
-2 _ —_ .

CCIF 17 14 155 118 [908,154] Model:;*(2)=177,p=.413;

Nagelkerke R?= .01
CTI -17 14 151  .847  [.650,1.10] Block: 4(2) = 17.80, p < .001;

Model: y?(4) = 19.57, p = .001;
**
CTIF A7 A4 12.09 1.61 [1.23,2.10] Nagelkerke R2= .08

CTDI A1 10 1.22 112 [.916,1.37] Block: ¥*(2) =1.23, p = .541;

Model: »?(6) = 20.80, p =.002;
CTDG -.05 A0 274 .950 [.784, 1.15] Nagelkerke R2= .09
CDF A0** 11 13.91 149 [1.21,1.84] Block: z3(1) = 14.79, p < .001;
Model: »(7) = 35.58, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?= .14

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

HHI .06 16 133 1.06 [.770,1.47] Block: x4(2) = 1.76, p = .415;
Model: y?(2) = 1.76, p = .415;

HHIF 08 15 202 100 [806,146] ol e 01
HTI 30 18 205 135 [958 191] Block: ,2(2) = 8.68, p = .013;
Model: ,2(4) = 10.44, p = .034;
HTIF 02 18 007 102 [720,143] Gl e o7
HTDI -.02 10 040 980 [.801,120] Block: /2(2) = 6.19, p = .045;
-2 —_ —_ .
HTDG 44 20 496 155 [105 227] Model:y(6)=16.63 p=.011;

Nagelkerke R?= .10

HDF .09 13 491 110  [.845,1.43] Block: xX(1) = .495, p = .482;
Model: x3(7) = 17.13, p = .017;
Nagelkerke R?= .11

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI -23 20 122 798 [535,1.19] Block: 4%(2) = 4.01, p = .134;
Model: y?(2) = 4.01, p = .134;

MMIF 40 22 328 149 [968,228] o X T, Ty
MTI 23 26 786 126  [758,2.08] Block: /2(2) = 6.64, p = .036;
Model: ,2(4) = 10.66, p = .031;
MTIF 31 26 140 136 [815,228] ol
MTDI -06 16 144 942 [691,128] Block: /2(2) = 573, p = .751;
-2 —_ —_ .
MTDG 13 18 572 114 [808,162] Modelr(6)=11.23,p=.082

Nagelkerke R?= .10

MDF 18 15 134 119 [.884,1.61] Block: xX(1) = 1.34, p = .247;
Model: x%(7) = 12.57, p = .083;
Nagelkerke R2= .11

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second
letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of CHP supporters, group
identification of CHP supporters with CHP (CCl), and with T.C citizens (CTI); identity fusion of CHP
supporters with CHP (CCIF), and T.C citizens (CTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of CHP
supporters (CTDI); group-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters (CTDG); relative deprivation
fusion of CHP supporters (CDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable (Vignette 4); the
choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1, the choice C was removed from the equation due
to its low sample size in samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters (< 20%).
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3.6.5 Vignette 5

Extreme self-sacrificing behavior on the behalf of extended in-group (T.C
citizens) versus one of the local out-groups (supporters of HDP for the CHP sample;
supporters of CHP for the HDP sample; supporters of CHP for the MHP sample)
was compared in the fifth vignette. Both extended in-group members and local out-
group members were in danger at the same time: that is two runaway trolleys are
about to crush and cause the death of both five extended in-group members and five
local out-group members in two parallel railways. Participants made a choice
among "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death of both five
extended in-group members and five local out-group members", "sacrifice own life
to save the lives of five extended in-group members, and letting the death of local
out-group members"”, or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five local out-group
members, and letting the death of extended in-group members" (see Tables 2.3, 2.4,
and 2.5).

3.6.5.1 Responses for the vignette 5 in the sample of CHP supporters

In the sample of CHP supporters (N = 320), 5 (1.6%) participants chose to
sacrifice own life for saving the lives of five HDP supporters, and this option was
removed from the analysis due to its low sample size. The hierarchical logistic
regression analysis was conducted to test the choice of participants as "doing
nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death of both five T.C citizens and
five HDP supporters"”, or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens,
and letting the death of five HDP supporters”. The first model was not significant;
7%(2) = 1.56, p = .458. Identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens variables
entered into the equation at the second step, and the model became significant;
272(4) = 26.74, p < .001. The explained variance was 11%, and 62% of cases were
correctly classified. Identity fusion with T.C citizens was positively associated with
the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .50; SE = .14; Wald
27%(1) =12.81, p < .001, OR = 1.64, 95% CI OR [1.25, 2.16]. Identity fusion with
T.C citizens increased 1.64 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives
of five T.C citizens, and let the death of five HDP supporters. At the third step,
individual-based and group-based relative deprivations were added to the equation.
Even though the model was significant; »%(6) =29.07, p < .001, the entered

variables were not significant predictors. At the last step, relative deprivation fusion
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entered into the equation. The model was significant; »*(7) = 40.01, p < .001,
explained 16% of the variance, and correctly classified 65% of cases. Relative
deprivation fusion was positively associated with the choice of extreme self-
sacrificing behavior; B = .35; SE = .11; Wald »?(1) =10.47, p = .001, OR = 1.42,
95% CI OR [1.15, 1.75]. The relative deprivation fusion increased 1.42 times more
likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens when five HDP
supporters were in danger at the same time (see Table 3.15).

3.6.5.2 Responses for the vignette 5 in the sample of HDP supporters

Among 215 HDP supporters, 29 (13.5%) participants chose to sacrifice own
life for saving the lives of five CHP supporters, and this option was removed from
the analysis due to its low sample size. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis
was conducted to test the choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway
trolleys, and letting the death of both five T.C citizens and five CHP supporters”, or
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five
CHP supporters". The first step was not significant; y*(2) =5.44, p = .066. The
second, third, and fourth steps were significant; »?(4)=13.75, p = .008;
2(6)=19.19, p = .004; 4*(7)=19.32, p = .007, respectively, but the entered
variables did not significantly predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior (see
Table 3.15).

3.6.5.3 Responses for the vignette 5 in the sample of MHP supporters

Among 150 MHP supporters, 3 (2%) participants chose to sacrifice own life
for saving the lives of five CHP supporters, and this option was removed from the
analysis due to its low sample size. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was
conducted to test the choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway
trolleys, and letting the death of both five T.C citizens and five CHP supporters", or
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five
CHP supporters”. The first step (including identification and identity fusion with
MHP) was significant; y%(2) = 6.43, p = .040, explained 6% of the variance, and
classified correctly 68% of cases. Identity fusion with MHP was positively related
to the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .54; SE = .23; Wald »*(1) =
5.33, p=.021, OR = 1.72, 95% CI OR [1.09, 2.72]. The identity fusion with MHP
increased 1.72 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C

citizens when five CHP supporters were in danger at the same time. The second,
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Table 3.15 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,

HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 5

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy> OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

CCl -.10 13 .657 902 [.702,1.16] Block: 4*(2) = 1.56, p = .458;
Model: y?(2) = 1.56, p = .458;

CCIF A7 14 1.52 1.18  [.905, 1.55] Nagelkerke R2= .01

CTI -.07 14 233 963  [.715,1.23] Block: y%(2) =25.17, p <.001;
Model: ¥*(4) = 26.74, p < .001;

**k

CTIF .50 14 12.81 1.64  [1.25,2.16] Nagelkerke R2= .11

CTDI .16 A1 2.23 1.17  [.952,1.44] Block: y*(2) =2.33, p =.312;
Model: ?(6) = 29.07, p < .001;

CTDG -.05 10 226 953 [.780, 1.16] Nagelkerke R2 = .12

CDF .35** A1 10.47 142 [1.15,1.75] Block: y*(1) = 10.95, p = .001;
Model: ?(7) = 40.01, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?= .16

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy* OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

HHI .03 .20 .024 1.03 [.701,1.52] Block: y*(2) =5.44, p = .066;
Model: *(2) = 5.44, p = .066;

HHIF 24 .18 1.84 1.28 [.897,1.82] Nagelkerke R?= .04

HTI .32 .20 2.38 1.37 [.918,2.05] Block: y*(2) =8.31, p =.016;
Model: y?(4) = 13.75, p = .008;

HTIF .06 .20 103 1.07  [.722,1.58] Nagelkerke R2= .11

HTDI .16 13 1.49 1.17  [.908,1.51] Block: y*(2) =5.44, p = .066;
Model: ?(6) = 19.19, p = .004;

HTDG .34 .25 1.94 141  [.870,2.28] Nagelkerke R2= .14

HDF .06 .16 128 1.06 [.769,1.46] Block: y*(1) =.129, p =.720;
Model: *(7) = 19.32, p = .007;
Nagelkerke R?= .15

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)
Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary
MMI -.33 .22 2.31 720 [.472,1.10] Block: 4%(2) = 6.43, p = .040;
. Model: ¥*(2) = 6.43, p = .040;

MMIF 54 .23 5.33 1.72 [1.09, 2.72] Nagelkerke R?= .06

MTI 36 27 1.78 143  [.847,2.41] Block: 42(2) = 6.24, p = .044;
Model: *(4) = 12.67, p = .013;

MTIF .16 27 376 1.18  [.698, 1.99] Nagelkerke R2= .12

MTDI -.07 .16 167 936  [.681,1.29] Block: x*(2) =.169, p =.919;
Model: ?(6) = 12.84, p = .046;

MTDG .05 .18 .065 1.05  [.730, 1.50] Nagelkerke R2= .12

MDF .30 .16 3.47 1.35 [.985,1.84] Block: ¥*(1) = 3.53, p =.060;

Model: x%(7) = 16.37, p = .022;
Nagelkerke R?= .15

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second
letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of HDP supporters, group
identification of HDP supporters with HDP (HHI), and with T.C citizens (HTI); identity fusion of HDP
supporters with HDP (HHIF), and T.C citizens (HTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of HDP
supporters (HTDI); group-based relative deprivation of HDP supporters (HTDG); relative deprivation
fusion of HDP supporters (HDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable (Vignette 5); the
choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1, the choice C was removed from the equation due
to its low sample size in samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters (< 20%).
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third, and fourth steps were significant; y%(4) = 12.67, p = .013; 4%(6) = 12.84, p =
.046; »*(7)=16.37, p = .022, respectively, but the entered variables did not
significantly predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior (see Table 3.15).

3.6.6 Vignette 6

Extreme self-sacrificing behavior on the behalf of extended in-group (T.C
citizens) versus one of the local out-groups (supporters of MHP for the CHP
sample; supporters of MHP for the HDP sample; supporters of HDP for the MHP
sample) was compared in the sixth vignette. Both extended in-group members and
local out-group members were in danger at the same time: that is two runaway
trolleys are about to crush and cause the death of both five extended in-group
members and five local out-group members in two parallel railways. Participants
made a choice among "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death
of both five extended in-group members and five local out-group members",
"sacrifice own life to save the lives of five extended in-group members, and letting
the death of local out-group members"”, or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of
five local out-group members, and letting the death of extended in-group members"
(see Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5).

3.6.6.1 Responses for the vignette 6 in the sample of CHP supporters

Among 320 CHP supporter, 3 (.9%) participants chose to sacrifice own life
for saving the lives of five MHP supporters, and this option was removed from the
analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the
choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the
death of both five T.C citizens and five MHP supporters”, or "sacrifice own life to
save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five MHP supporters".
The first model was not significant; »?(2) = 1.56, p = .459. Identification and
identity fusion with T.C citizens variables entered into the equation at the second
step, and the model became significant; »?(4) = 23.14, p < .001. The explained
variance was 10%, and 61% of cases were correctly classified. Identity fusion with
T.C citizens was positively related to the choice of extreme self-sacrificing
behavior; B = .49; SE = .14; Wald »*(1) =12.69, p < .001, OR = 1.63, 95% CI OR
[1.25, 2.13]. Identity fusion with T.C citizens increased 1.63 times more likely to
sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens and let the death of five MHP

supporters. At the third step, individual-based and group-based relative deprivations
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were added to the equation. Even though the model was significant; : x?(6) = 24.63,
p < .001, the entered variables were not significant predictors. At the last step,
relative deprivation fusion entered into the equation. The model was significant;
2(7) = 45.19, p < .001, explained 18% of the variance, and correctly classified 65%
of cases. Relative deprivation fusion was positively associated with the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .48; SE = .11; Wald »*(1) = 18.80, p < .001,
OR =1.62, 95% CI OR [1.30, 2.01]. The relative deprivation fusion increased 1.62
times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C citizens when
five MHP supporters were in danger at the same time (see Table 3.16).
3.6.6.2 Responses for the vignette 6 in the sample of HDP supporters

Among 215 HDP supporters, no participant chose to sacrifice own life for saving
the lives of five MHP supporters, and this option was removed from the analysis.
The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was performed to test the choice of
participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death of both
five T.C citizens and five MHP supporters"”, or "sacrifice own life to save the lives
of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five MHP supporters”. The first step
was not significant; y*(2) = 2.69, p = .261. When identification and identity fusion
with T.C citizens variables were added, the model became significant;
22(4) =12.41, p = .015, but variables in the model were not significant. At the third
step, individual-based and group-based deprivations entered into the equation. The
third model was significant; y(6) = 18.20, p = .006, explained 11% of the variance,
and classified correctly 68% of cases. Group-based relative deprivation positively
predicted the extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .44; SE = .20; Wald »*(1) =
4.70, p = .030, OR = 1.54, 95% CI OR [1.04, 2.29]. The group-based deprivation
increased 1.54 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five T.C
citizens when five MHP supporters were in danger at the same time. At the last
model, relative deprivation fusion was added. The model was significant;
22(7) =18.30, p = .011, but the added variable did not predict the self-sacrificing
behavior. (see Table 3.16).
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Table 3.16 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,

HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 6

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

CCl -10 13 577 908 [.709,1.16] Block: 4*(2) = 1.56, p = .459;
Model: y?(2) = 1.56, p = .459;

CCIF 17 14 1.49 1.18  [.905, 1.54] Nagelkerke R2= .01

CTI -12 14 791 886  [.679,1.16] Block: y%(2) =21.58, p <.001;
Model: »*(4) = 23.14, p < .001;

*k

CTIF 49 14 1269 163  [1.25,2.13] Nagelkerke R2= .10

CTDI 13 .10 1.48 1.13  [.926,1.39] Block: y*(2) = 1.50, p = .473;
Model: ?(6) = 24.63, p < .001;

CTDG -.07 10 438 936 [[771,1.14] Nagelkerke R2= .10

CDF A8** A1 1880 1.62 [1.30,2.01] Block: *(1) = 20.56, p <.001;
Model: »(7) = 45.19, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?=.18

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR  95%CIOR The Model Summary

HHI -.00 17 .000 998  [.719,1.38] Block: ¥%(2) = 2.69, p = .261;
Model: ¥?(2) = 2.69, p = .261;

HHIF .16 15 1.13 1.18  [.870, 1.60] Nagelkerke R2= .02

HTI .30 .18 2.77 1.35 [.949,1.91] Block: y*(2) =9.72, p = .008;
Model: y?(4) = 12.41, p = .015;

HTIF .05 .18 .079 1.05 [.743, 1.49] Nagelkerke R2= .08

HTDI -.03 10 .061 975  [.795,1.20] Block: ¥%(2) =5.79, p = .055;
Model: *(6) = 18.20, p = .006;

* ’

HTDG 44 .20 4.70 154  [1.04,2.29] Nagelkerke R2= .11

HDF .04 14 107 1.05 [.802,1.36] Block: y4(1) =.107, p = .744;
Model: »(7) = 18.30, p = .011;
Nagelkerke R?= .11

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI -.02 .23 011 977  [.628,1.52] Block: y*(2) =6.14, p = .047;
Model: ¥*(2) = 6.14, p = .047;

MMIF .36 .25 2.07 143  [.878,2.33] Nagelkerke R2= .06

MTI .28 .28 1.01 1.32 [.766,2.29] Block: x*(2) = 8.45, p =.015;
Model: (4) = 14.58, p = .006;

MTIF .35 .29 1.52 142  [.812,2.50] Nagelkerke R2= .14

MTDI .01 .18 .003 1.01 [.715,1.43] Block: ¥*(2) =.005, p = .998;
Model: 2(6) = 14.59, p = .024;

MTDG .00 .20 .000 1.00 [.680, 1.47] Nagelkerke R2= .14

MDF 17 17 941 118 [.843,1.66] Block: y¥(1) = .941, p = .332;

Model: x%(7) = 15.53, p = .030;
Nagelkerke R2= .15

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second
letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of MHP supporters, group
identification of MHP supporters with MHP (MMI), and with T.C citizens (MTI); identity fusion of MHP
supporters with MHP (MMIF), and T.C citizens (MTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of MHP
supporters (MTDI); group-based relative deprivation of MHP supporters (MTDG); relative deprivation
fusion of MHP supporters (MDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable (Vignette 6);
the choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1, the choice C was removed from the equation
due to its low sample size in samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters (< 20%).
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3.6.6.3 Responses for the vignette 6 in the sample of MHP supporters

Among 150 MHP supporters, 3 (2%) participants chose to sacrifice own life
for saving the lives of five HDP supporters, and this option was removed from the
analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the
choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the
death of both five T.C citizens and five HDP supporters”, or "sacrifice own life to
save the lives of five T.C citizens, and letting the death of five HDP supporters". All
four steps were significant; »?(2) =6.14, p = .047; y*(4)=1458, p = .006;
22(6) =14.59, p = .024; 4*(7)=15.53, p = .030, respectively, but the entered
variables did not significantly predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior (see
Table 3.16).

3.6.7 Vignette 7

The seventh vignette tested extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency of
participants when members of three local out-groups (supporters of HDP, MHP,
and AKP for the CHP sample; supporters of CHP, MHP, and AKP for the HDP
sample; supporters of CHP, HDP, and AKP for the MHP sample) were in danger at
the same time. According to the vignette, three runaway trolleys are about to crash
and cause the death of local out-group members in three parallel railways.
Participants made a choice among "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and
letting the death of all three local out-groups' members", "sacrifice own life to save
the lives of five local out-group members (one of the local out-groups)”, "sacrifice
own life to save the lives of five local out-group members (one of the local out-
groups)” or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five local out-group members
(one of the local out-groups)” (see Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5).

3.6.7.1 Responses for the vignette 7 in the sample of CHP supporters

In the sample of CHP supporters (N = 320), 28 (8.8%) participants chose to
sacrifice own life for saving the lives of five HDP supporters, and only 2 (.6%)
participants tended to save the lives of five AKP supporters. These options were
removed from the analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was
conducted to test the choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway
trolleys, and letting the death of all three local out-groups' members"”, or "sacrifice
own life to save the lives of five MHP supporters”. The first model was significant;
74(2)=6.61, p = .037, but the tested variables did not predict the extreme self-
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sacrificing behavior. Identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens variables
entered into the equation at the second step, and the model was significant;
7(4) = 33.52, p < .001, explained 19% of the variance, and classified correctly 86%
of cases. Identity fusion with T.C citizens was positively related to the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .74; SE = .22; Wald »*(1) = 11.59, p = .001,
OR = 2.10, 95% CI OR [1.37, 3.22]. Identity fusion with T.C citizens increased
2.10 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five MHP supporters
when HDP, MHP, and AKP supporters were in danger at the same time. The third,
and fourth steps were significant; y?(6) = 33.59, p < .001; x*(7) = 37.27, p < .001,
respectively, but the entered variables were not significant variables (see Table
3.17).

3.6.7.2 Responses for the vignette 7 in the sample of HDP supporters

Among 215 HDP supporters, no participant chose to sacrifice own life for
saving the lives of five MHP supporters, and only 1 (.5%) participant tended to save
the lives of five AKP supporters. These options were removed from the analysis.
The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was performed to test the choice of
participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the death of all
three local out-groups' members", or "sacrifice own life to save the lives of five
CHP supporters”. The first step was not significant; »*(2) = 4.91, p = .086. When
identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens variables were added, the model
became significant; »?(4) = 10.24, p = .037, explained 7% of the variance, and
classified correctly 72% of cases. ldentification with T.C citizens was positively
related to the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .39; SE = .19; Wald
272(1)=4.12, p = .042, OR = 1.47, 95% CI OR [1.01, 2.13]. Identification with T.C
citizens increased 1.47 times more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of
five CHP supporters when CHP, MHP, and AKP supporters were in danger at the
same time. The third, and fourth steps were significant; »?(6) = 14.20, p = .027;
2A(7) =14.21, p = .048, respectively, but the entered variables were not significant
variables (see Table 3.17).
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Table 3.17 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,
HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 7

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy> OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

ccl 23 18 162 126 [884, 178] Block: 2(2) = 6.61, p = .037;
-2 _ —_ .

CCIF 10 19 200 111 [769,159] Modelx*(2) =661 p=.037,

Nagelkerke R?= .04

CTI .00 22 000  1.00 [.656,1.53] Block: x%(2) = 26.90, p < .001;
Model: ¥*(4) = 33.52, p <.001;

**k
CTIF 74 2 159 210 [an.322] oAt B P
CTDI 03 16 042 103 [760,140] Block: ;2(2) =.074, p = .964;
CTDG .04 16 066 961 [706 131 Model:y(6)=33.59,p<.00L;

Nagelkerke R?=.19

CDF 28 15 358 132  [.990,1.76] Block: X(1) = 3.68, p = .055;
Model: 12(7) = 37.27, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?= .21

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy* OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

HHI 08 18 207  1.08 [.766,1.53] Block: ,2(2) = 4.91, p = .086;
Model: /%(2) = 4.91, p = .086;

HHIF 17 16 110 119 [862,163] ook e s

HTI 30% 19 412 147 [101,2.13] Block: /%(2) = 5.33, p = .069;
Model: /%(4) = 10.24, p = .037;

HTIF -19 19 979 826 [566,121] oo T

HTDI 12 11 132 884 [716,1.09] Block: 42(2) = 3.96, p = .138;

-2 —_ —_ .
HTDG 37 21 318 145 [964, 2.1g] Model:x(6)=14.20,p=.027;

Nagelkerke R?= .09

HDF 01 14 002 101 [.765,1.33] Block: z3(1) =.002, p = .961;
Model: y2(7) = 14.21, p = .048;
Nagelkerke R?=.09

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy> OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary
MMI -13 23 291  .883  [561,1.39] Block: x4(2) = 6.83, p =.033;
Model: 4(2) = 6.83, p = .033;
MMIF .45 24 3.48 1.57 [.977,2.52] Nagelkerke R2= .08
MTI -23 35 420 798 [.404,1.58] Block: 2(2) = 6.54, p = .038;
. Model: x*(4) = 13.36, p = .010;
MTIF .86 41 445 235 [1.06,5.22] Nagelkerke R?= 14
MTDI 26 21 158 130 [.864,1.95] Block: 4(2) = 3.48, p = .176;
-2 — _ .
MTDG  -45 25 330 641 [396,1.04] Model:,(6)=16.84,p=.010,

Nagelkerke R?=.18

MDF -.00 18 000 999 [.706,1.41] Block: 4(1) = .000, p = .994;
Model: y*(7) = 16.84, p = .018;
Nagelkerke R?=.18

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second
letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of CHP supporters, group
identification of CHP supporters with CHP (CCl), and with T.C citizens (CTI); identity fusion of CHP
supporters with CHP (CCIF), and T.C citizens (CTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of CHP
supporters (CTDI); group-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters (CTDG); relative deprivation
fusion of CHP supporters (CDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for dependent variable (Vignette 7); choice
A was coded as 0, choice C was coded as 1 for CHP supporters; choice A was coded as 0, choice B was
coded as 1 for HDP supporters; choice A was coded as 0, choice D was coded as 1 for MHP supporters.
Other choices were removed due to low sample size (< 20%).
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3.6.7.3 Responses for the vignette 7 in the sample of MHP supporters

In the sample of MHP supporters (N = 150), no participant chose to sacrifice
own life for saving the lives of five HDP supporters, and only 24 (16%) participants
tended to save the lives of five CHP supporters. These options were removed from
the analysis. The hierarchical logistic regression analysis was conducted to test the
choice of participants as "doing nothing to stop runaway trolleys, and letting the
death of all three local out-groups' members", or "sacrifice own life to save the lives
of five AKP supporters". The first model was significant; y°(2) = 6.83, p = .033, but
the tested variables did not predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior.
Identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens variables entered into the
equation at the second step, and the model was significant; y*(4) = 13.36, p = .010,
explained 14% of the variance, and classified correctly 72% of cases. ldentity
fusion with T.C citizens was positively related with the choice of extreme self-
sacrificing behavior; B = .86; SE = .41; Wald »%(1) = 4.45, p = .035, OR = 2.35,
95% CI OR [1.06, 5.22]. Identity fusion with T.C citizens increased 2.35 times
more likely to sacrifice own life to save the lives of five AKP supporters when
CHP, HDP, and AKP supporters were in danger at the same time. The third, and
fourth steps were significant; »%(6) = 16.84, p = .010; »*(7) =16.84, p = .018,
respectively, but the entered variables were not significant variables (see Table
3.17).

3.6.8 Vignette 8

In the last vignette, the extreme self-sacrificing behavior of participant to
save lives of local in-group members (supporters of own political party) was
measured when there were people who were defined as a threat for local in-group.
According to the scenario, a bombing attack happens during the demonstration of
local in-group. Some members of local in-group are about to jump to the track of a
runaway trolley with a panic. At the same time, terrorists are trying to escape in
other track. Participants chose "doing nothing, and letting the death of local in-
group members" or "sacrifice own life to change the way of runaway trolley, and
trolley crushes terrorists rather than local in-group members" (see Tables 2.3, 2.4,
and 2.5).
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3.6.8.1 Responses for the vignette 8 in the sample of CHP supporters

The first model (including identification and identity fusion with CHP) was
significant; x%(2) = 18.69, p < .001, explained 8% of the variance in extreme self-
sacrificing behavior tendency and correctly classified 66% of cases. Identity fusion
with CHP was positively related to the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior;
B = .59; SE = .15; Wald »?(1) = 14.53, p < .001, OR = 1.80, 95% CI OR [1.33,
2.43]. ldentity fusion with CHP increased 1.80 times more likely to sacrifice own
life to change the way of the runaway trolley, and trolley crushes terrorists rather
than CHP supporters. The second and third models were significant; y*(4) = 26.50,
p < .001; 4*(6) = 26.66, p < .001, respectively, but the entered variables were not
significant predictors. At the last step, relative deprivation fusion entered into the
equation. The model was significant; y*(7) = 31.00, p < .001, explained 13% of the
variance, and correctly classified 70% of cases. Relative deprivation fusion was
positively associated with the choice of extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .23;
SE = .11; Wald 42(1) = 4.28, p = .039, OR = 1.25, 95% CI OR [1.01, 1.56]. The
relative deprivation fusion increased 1.25 times more likely to sacrifice own life to
save the lives of CHP supporters and stop terrorists (see Table 3.18).

3.6.8.2 Responses for the vignette 8 in the sample of HDP supporters

The first model (including identification and identity fusion with HDP) was
significant; y?(2) = 6.24, p = .044, but the entered variables did not significantly
predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior. In the second step, identification and
identity fusion with T.C citizens variables were added. The model was significant;
22(4) =10.41, p = .034, explained 7% of variance, and classified correctly 78% of
cases. Identity fusion with T.C citizens was negatively related to the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = -.40; SE = .21; Wald »%(1) = 3.87, p = .049,
OR = .688, 95% CI OR [.446, .999]. Identity fusion with T.C citizens reduced the
chance of choosing the "sacrifice own life to save the lives of HDP supporters and
stop terrorists " option .688 times, and participants preferred doing nothing, and
letting the death of HDP supporters. Individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations entered into the model at the third step. The model was significant;
27%(6) = 17.58, p = .007, explained 12% of the variance, and classified correctly 77%
of cases. Group-based relative deprivation was positively related to the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .44; SE = .17; Wald »*(1) = 6.55, p = .010,

150



Table 3.18 Hierarchical Logistic Regression Predicting the Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors of CHP,
HDP, and MHP Supporters in Vignette 8

The Sample of CHP Supporters (N = 320)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

ccl -.24 13 330 .786 [606,1.02] Block: 4%(2) = 18.69, p < .001;

Model: *(2) = 18.69, p <.001;
**k
CCIF 59 15 1453 180 [133,243] \ooondoee” og

CTI 07 14 300 1.08  [.827,1.40] Block: x%(2) = 7.81, p = .020;

-2 - .
CTIF 19 14 193 121 [.926,157] '\N/I;gdeelllée);ég)RZfeﬁo‘M'001’

CTDI 01 11 005  1.01 [.821,1.24] Block: 4%(2) = .161, p = .923;

Model: ?(6) = 26.66, p < .001;
CTDG .03 A0 .099 1.03 [.851, 1.25] Nagelkerke R?= .11
CDF 23* 11 428 125 [1.01,1.56] Block: X(1) = 4.35, p = .037;
Model: 72(7) = 31.00, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R?= .13

The Sample of HDP Supporters (N = 215)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

HHI 33 19 3.06 140 [.960,2.03] Block: X(2) = 6.24, p = .044;
Model: y?(2) = 6.24, p = .044;

HHIF -.04 18 046 962 [677,137] \olirke R2= 04

HTI 27 21 166  1.31 [.869,1.97] Block: z2(2) =4.17, p = .124;
Model: x%(4) = 10.41, p = .034;

_ *
HTIF 40 21 3.87 .668 [.446, .999] Nagelkerke R2= .07
HTDI -16 13 163  .851 [.665,1.09] Block: y3(2) =7.16, p =.028;
-2 _ _ .
HTDG 44 17 655 155 [L11,216] Model (6)=17.58,p=.007;

Nagelkerke R?=.12

HDF 26 15 276 129 [.955,1.75] Block: #2(1) = 2.78, p = .096;
Model: x%(7) = 20.36, p = .005;
Nagelkerke R?= .14

The Sample of MHP Supporters (N = 150)

Variables B SEB Waldy? OR 95% CI OR The Model Summary

MMI .32 .23 1.92 1.38 [.875,2.18] Block: ¥*(2) = 9.60, p =.008;
Model: *(2) = 9.60, p = .008;

MMIF 125 a5 1 [es21s ol OEST
MTI 4% 32 546 200 [113,387] Block: 22(2) = 20.43, p < .001;
Model: 72(4) = 30.03, p < .001;
MTIF 3120 110 13 [765,242 o s O 00
MTDI 19 20 931 823 [555122] Block: 22(2) = 1.21, p = .546;
-2 _ .
MTDG 21 22 956 124 [809,189] Model:,(6)=31.24,p<.00L,

Nagelkerke R?= .28

MDF -20 20 1.04 818 [556,1.20] Block: #2(1) = 1.06, p = .303;
Model: »(7) = 32.30, p < .001;
Nagelkerke R2= .29

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the second
letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of HDP supporters, group
identification of HDP supporters with HDP (HH]I), and with T.C citizens (HTI); identity fusion of HDP
supporters with HDP (HHIF), and T.C citizens (HTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of HDP
supporters (HTDI); group-based relative deprivation of HDP supporters (HTDG); relative deprivation
fusion of HDP supporters (HDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 for the dependent variable (Vignette 8); the
choice A was coded as 0, the choice B was coded as 1.
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OR = 1.55, 95% CI OR [1.11, 2.16]. Group-based relative deprivation increased
1.55 times more likely to sacrifice own life to change the way of the runaway
trolley, and trolley crushes terrorists rather than HDP supporters. At the last step,
relative deprivation fusion entered into the equation. The model was significant;
22(7)=20.36, p = .005, but relative deprivation fusion was not a significant
predictor (see Table 3.18).

3.6.8.3 Responses for the vignette 8 in the sample of MHP supporters

The first model (including identification and identity fusion with MHP) was
significant; »?(2) = 9.60, p = .008, but the entered variables did not significantly
predict the extreme self-sacrificing behavior. In the second step, identification and
identity fusion with T.C citizens variables were added. The model was significant;
27%(4) =30.03, p < .001, explained 27% of the variance, and classified correctly 82%
of cases. Identification with T.C citizens was positively related to the choice of
extreme self-sacrificing behavior; B = .74; SE = .32; Wald »?(1) =5.46, p = .019,
OR =2.09, 95% CI OR [1.13, 3.87]. Identification with T.C citizens increased 2.09
times more likely to sacrifice own life to change the way of the runaway trolley, and
trolley crushes terrorists rather than MHP supporters. The third and fourth models
were significant; y%(6) = 31.24, p < .001; 4 (7) = 32.30, p < .001, respectively, but
the entered variables did not significantly predict the extreme self-sacrificing
behavior tendency of participants (see Table 3.18).

3.6.9 Comparison of three samples due to vignette-based findings

Eight scenarios were added into the questionnaire package to see
participants’ extreme self-sacrificing behavior tendency on the behalf of local in-
group (supporters of own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens), and
local out-groups (supporters of ruling party, and other two opposition parties) when
members of different groups were in danger at the same time (like a real life
situation). In general, identity-based and deprivation-based findings were in
consistent with study hypotheses, and previous analyses of the current research
which tested the dependent variable using the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors measure in the sample of CHP supporters. Identity fusion and relative
deprivation fusion variables positively predicted the willingness to perform extreme
self-sacrificing behaviors for the sake of CHP supporters and T.C citizens in multi-

political party context whereas group identification and separate individual-based /
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group-based relative deprivation variables were not significant predictors. On the
other hand, there were fewer significant associations in the samples of HDP, and
MHP supporters when vignette-based findings were compared with scale-based
findings (see Table 3.19).

Table 3.19
Summary of Vignettes, and Significant Associations in the Samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP
Supporters

Vignette Vignette Vignette Vignette Vignette Vignette Vignette Vignette

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

CHP
Supporters

CClI -*

CCIF +** +x* R
CTI +*

CTI F 5% +* 4 x* +x* 4 x* +**

CTDI

CTDG

CDF 5% +* +* 4 x* +x* 4 x* +*

HDP
Supporters

HHI
HHIF

HTI +*

HTIF *
HTDI

HTDG +* +* *
HDF

MHP
Supporters

MMI

MMIF +* +*

MTI +*
MTIF +** +*

MTDI

MTDG -*

MDF

Note. **p < .01; *p < .05. The first letter of the subscript indicates participant group whereas the
second letter means the reference point of the measure. E.g., at the sample of CHP supporters, group
identification of CHP supporters with CHP (CCl), and with T.C citizens (CT1); identity fusion of
CHP supporters with CHP (CCIF), and T.C citizens (CTIF); individual-based relative deprivation of
CHP supporters (CTDI); group-based relative deprivation of CHP supporters (CTDG); relative
deprivation fusion of CHP supporters (CDF). See Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 to read vignettes. See
Tables 3.11, 3.12, 3.13, 3.14, 3.15, 3.16, 3.17, and 3.18 for detailed information.
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CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION

4.1 Overview

The present research aimed to (i) synthesize the literature on extreme pro-
group behaviors, (ii) test the fundamental assumptions of identity fusion theory in
multi-political party context of Turkey to predict extreme pro-group behaviors (the
willingness to fight and die on the behalf of in-group), (iii) investigate the
distinctiveness of identity fusion concept (identity fusion theory: connectedness and
oneness of personal identity with group-based identity) from in-group identification
(social identity theory: identification with group-based identity), and (iv) explore
the indirect effects of identification and identity fusion with local in-group on the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of local in-group and
extended in-group members using the relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties
with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-group, and the perceived
invulnerability of local in-group as mediators. In addition, the mediating roles of
identification and identity fusion with extended in-group on the relationship
between local in-group based identity processes and extreme pro-group behavior
tendency on the behalf of both local and extended in-groups were tested.

In other words, the research has focused on the question of why individuals
make extreme self-sacrificing behaviors on the behalf of local in-group and
extended in-group in multi-political party context using the theory of social identity
(Tajfel & Turner, 1979; 1986); identity fusion (e.g., Swann et al., 2009); and
relative deprivation (e.g., Crosby, 1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman, 1966).
The relative deprivation fusion concept (that is the unique form of deprivation;
interpersonal comparisons and individual-based relative deprivation become fused
and overlap with intergroup comparisons and group-based relative deprivation) was

proposed by the authors of the current research as inspired by the identity fusion
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theory. The associations of relative deprivation fusion construct with local and
extended in-group based identity processes and extreme pro-group behavior
tendency were tended to explore.

Lastly, we should point out the sample of the research. The study was
conducted with the participation of the members of opposition parties (including
CHP, HDP, and MHP) which were represented in the Grand National Assembly of
Turkey through November-2015 parliamentary elections. Participants filled out the
measures in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political party), extended
in-group (T.C citizens) and three local out-groups (supporters of ruling party AKP
and two other opposition parties). Therefore, the present research did not only test
the theory-based hypotheses but also indicated the intra- / inter-political party
relations, tested the relations of opposition parties with T.C citizens and reflected
the current political atmosphere in Turkey.

The reliability and validity of the adapted or derived study measures will be
discussed in the following part of the thesis. The general and political party-based
findings of the research will be summarized and discussed depending on the related
literature. In addition, theoretical contributions and implications of the study will be
clarified. The limitations and directions for further studies also will be presented.
4.2 Summary and Discussion of the Research Findings

4.2.1 Reliability and validity of the adapted or derived measures

The identity fusion theory (e.g., Swann et al., 2009) is relatively a new
perspective to rationalize extreme pro-group behavior tendency of individuals. The
measures of the theory were tested by the same researcher group using American
and Spanish samples. That is why vignettes (see Tables 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5) and
measures of endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors (7-item), verbal identity
fusion (7-item), familial ties (3-item), agency for the group (3-item), and
invulnerability (5-item) were translated into Turkish and adapted for the context of
political party supporters for the first time. Participants filled out the endorsement
of extreme pro-group behaviors and verbal identity fusion measures in reference to
local in-group, extended in-group and local out-groups. The alpha value range of
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors measure was [.71, .88] for CHP
supporters; [.74, .85] for HDP supporters; and [.89, .95] for MHP supporters. The

internal consistency range of verbal identity fusion scale was [.87, .93] for CHP
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supporters; [.82, .93] for HDP supporters; and [.87, .98] for MHP supporters.
Beside familial ties, agency for the group, and invulnerability measures were
responded in reference to local in-group. The alpha values of familial ties measure
were .92, .90, and .91; of agency for the group measure were .86, .85, and .92; of
invulnerability measure were .89, .83, and .89 in the samples of CHP, HDP, and
MHP supporters, respectively. The measures which were related to the identity
fusion theory (e.g., Swann et al., 2009) indicated the same factor structure with
original scales in three different participant samples. Item loadings, item-total
correlations, eigenvalues, and explained variances were presented in Tables 2.2, 2.7,
2.10, 2.11, and 2.12.

The measure of group identification (6-item; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) also
was translated into Turkish and adapted to political party context for the present
study. Participants filled out the measure in reference to local in-group, extended in-
group and local out-groups. The item of "I am very interested in what members of
other groups think about my group” was problematic depending on its item-total
correlation score and association with internal consistency value in three different
samples. That is why this item was removed from the study. The alpha value range
of group identification measure (5-item) was [.72, .94] for CHP supporters; [.50,
.89] for HDP supporters; and [.83, .95] for MHP supporters. Item loadings, item-
total correlations, eigenvalues, and explained variances were presented in Table 2.6.

Individual-based and group-based relative deprivation scales were derived
from the items of egoistic (individual-based) relative deprivation scale (5-item;
Ozdemir et al., in press). Participants filled out the measures for themselves and
local in-group using interpersonal and intergroup comparisons with other T.C
citizens and local out-groups in order to specify their individual-based and group-
based deprivations based on the possessed social and political conditions. The
internal consistency range of individual-based relative deprivation scale (5-item)
was [.85, .95] for CHP supporters; [.89, .95] for HDP supporters; and [.85, .96] for
MHP supporters. In addition, the alpha value range of group-based relative
deprivation scale (5-item) was [.87, .95] for CHP supporters; [.89, .97] for HDP
supporters; and [.88, .96] for MHP supporters. The factor structure of individual-
based and group-based relative deprivation scales indicated the same pattern with
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the measure of Ozdemir and colleagues (in press). Item loadings, item-total
correlations, eigenvalues, and explained variances were presented in Table 2.8.

Relative deprivation fusion scale was derived from the items of verbal
identity fusion scale (7-item; Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011). The alpha values of the
measure were .94, .93, and .95 in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters,
respectively. The factor structure of the scale was same with the original measure.
Item loadings, item-total correlations, eigenvalues, and explained variances were
presented in Table 2.9.

All translated, adapted or derived measures of the study were reliable
depending on the principal component factor analysis findings and measures’
psychometric characteristics. According to Kline (2000) and Schmitt (1996), the
Cronbach' Alpha value of the factors should be higher than .70 in order to accept
the scale as reliable. In addition, item-total correlations of the measure should be at
least .20 (Aiken, 1994). The alpha scores of all measures were higher than .70
(excluding the alpha value of group identification measure based on HDP
supporters' responses in reference to AKP) in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP
supporters. Moreover, both item loading and item-total correlation scores were
higher than .30. Besides, the associations among variables were consistent with the
hypotheses of the study, socio-political structure of Turkey, and the related
literature. These findings supported the construct validity of the measures. Briefly,
the findings indicated that the present research provided reliable and valid measures
for the literature.

4.2.2 General findings

There was a strong positive association between group identification and
identity fusion constructs in the samples of three opposition parties when the
measures filled out in reference to local in-group, extended in-group, and three local
out-groups; but the extreme pro-group behavior tendency, the relative deprivation
fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-
group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group indicated greater positive
associations with identity fusion in comparison to in-group identification according
to the Pearson bivariate correlations (see Tables 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4) as it was expected
in hypothesis 1. These associations supported that even if identity fusion and group

identification constructs seem conceptually similar, there are fundamental

157



differences between these constructs as proposed by the identity fusion theory (e.g.,
Swann et al., 2009; Swann et al., 2012) depending on identity synergy, relational
ties, agentic personal self, and irrevocability principles of identity fusion theory in
comparison to functional antagonism, depersonalization hypothesis, and salience
hypothesis principles of group identification and social identity theory.

As expected in hypothesis 2, 2.1, and 2.2, fused individual-based and group-
based identities and deprivations were stronger predictors of extreme pro-group
behavior tendency in comparison to separate levels in the samples of CHP, HDP,
and MHP supporters (see Tables 3.5, 3.6, and 3.7). According to dominance
analysis findings, identity fusion was dominant predictor of the extreme pro-group
behavior tendency in comparison to in-group identification. Relative deprivation
fusion was also dominant predictor of the extreme pro-group behavior tendency in
comparison to individual-based and group-based relative deprivations. These
findings indicated the contribution of identity-based and deprivation-based
processes in individual and group levels to predict extreme pro-group behavior
tendency. It was supported that individual level and group level processes may be
complementary, and the fused levels may provide a stronger motivation to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors. The predictive power of fused personal and social
identity on extreme pro-group behavior tendency was known in the related literature
(e.g., Swann et al., 2012; Swann, Wenzlaff, & Tafarodi, 1992). The findings of the
literature were similar in Turkish sample and political party context depending on
the current thesis. Secondly, pro-group behavior was mostly associated with group-
based relative deprivation in the literature (e.g., Abrams & Grant, 2012; Smith et
al., 2012; Walker & Man, 1987). However, this research indicated the importance
of fused individual-based and group-based deprivations to rationalize extreme pro-
group behaviors.

According to the dominance analysis findings and mediational models,
identification and identity fusion with local in-group positively predicted the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group,
whereas identification and identity fusion with extended in-group were positively
related to the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of
extended in-group in the samples of three political party groups as stated in

hypothesis 3. In addition, identification and identity fusion with local in-group
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positively predicted the extreme behavior tendency on the behalf of extended in-
group members as proposed in hypothesis 3.1. However, the strength of these
associations or the importance of identity-based and deprivation-based variables
indicated some differences based on the political party identity of participants and
the relations of the political party with extended in-group (T.C citizens). These
differences will be presented under the title of political party-based findings.

After the controlling of demographic variables, the proposed mediating
variables by the literature (including the familial ties with local in-group, the
individual agency for local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-
group) positively predicted the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of local in-group in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters as
expected in hypothesis 4 (excluding the familial ties with local in-group variable in
the sample of MHP supporters). However, the association of proposed mediating
variables with extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of extended in-
group changed depending on the political party identity of the participant (see
Tables 3.8, 3.9, and 3.10); because individuals may perceive T.C citizens as
extended in-group in different levels based on the political party-based values.
Especially, the associations of mediating variables with extended ingroup-based
pro-group behavior tendency were not significant in the sample of HDP supporters.
This finding can be evaluated as an expected result when the minority-based
political party characteristics of HDP are considered. In addition, the individual
agency for local in-group did not predict extreme pro-group behavior tendency for
the sake of extended in-group in the samples of CHP and MHP supporters. These
differences will be introduced in the next section of the thesis in detail.

In general, identity fusion with local ingroup increased the relative
deprivation fusion, the familial ties with local in-group, the individual agency for
local in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of local in-group which in turn
strengthened the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local
and extended in-group members depending on the mediational models as stated in
hypothesis 5. In addition, identification with local in-group positively predicted the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local and extended in-
group members, but the role of proposed mediators in that relationship was
relatively weak or insignificant (hypothesis 5.1) (see Figures 3.1, 3.3, and 3.5).
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Actually, the related literature findings (e.g., Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011; Swann et
al., 2012) emphasize the indirect relationship between identity fusion and extreme
pro-group behavior tendency through proposed mediators (namely, the familial ties
with local in-group, the individual agency for local in-group, and the perceived
invulnerability of local in-group), and the direct relationship between group
identification and extreme pro-group behavior tendency. However, the new
mediating variable, namely the relative deprivation fusion, was added into the
models at the present research. Also, both local and extended group-based extreme
behavior tendencies were tested at the same time. These additions may influence the
associations among variables. On the other hand, there were differences based on
the political party identity of participants. Firstly, the relative deprivation fusion
was not a significant mediating variable in the sample of CHP supporters. Secondly,
mediating variables predicted the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on
the behalf of local in-group rather than extended in-group in the sample of HDP
supporters. In addition, the associational power among the variables of the models
indicated some differences depending on the participant group. These differences
on the mediational models based on the party identity will be considered at the next
part of the study.

Identification with local in-group increased the identification with extended
in-group; identity fusion with local in-group increased the identity fusion with
extended in-group which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-group behavior
tendency for the sake of extended in-group members (hypothesis 6) in the samples
of CHP and MHP supporters (see Figures 3.2, and 3.6). In addition, identity fusion
with local in-group directly predicted the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of local in-group members. However, there were different
and interesting findings in the sample of HDP supporters (see Figure 3.4). The
identification with local in-group increased the identification with extended in-
group which in turn decreased the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the
behalf of local in-group. On the other hand, the identity fusion with local in-group
decreased the identification with extended in-group which in turn increased the
extreme pro-group behavior tendency for the sake of local in-group. This finding
supported that group identification and identity fusion constructs are different

processes (e.g., Gomez, Brooks et al., 2011). The identification with extended in-
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group, and the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for the sake of extended in-
group variables were removed from the model due to their insignificant
associations. These findings also related to the relationships between local in-group
and extended in-group. The approaches of political parties may differ from each
other while they are evaluating the group of T.C citizens as extended in-group.
These differences will be discussed in the section of political party-based findings.

The present study presented some supportive findings, and indicated that
"identity fusion with local in-group or extended in-group will positively predict the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of local in-group
members when either personal identity or social identity is activated using a threat
(hypothesis 7)" in the samples of CHP and MHP supporters rather than HDP
supporters (see Tables 3.11, and 3.12). These findings were consistent with the
related literature (e.g., Swann & Buhrmester, 2015; Swann, Gomez, Dovidio et al.,
2010), and supported the validity of identity fusion construct as "feelings of
inseparable connection between self and group” (Gomez et al., 2017, p. 673).
Moreover, identity fusion and identification with extended in-group increased the
importance of each local and extended in-group member (hypothesis 7.1) in the
sample of CHP supporters (see Table 3.13); but the association of identity fusion
variable was greater than group identification as expected. This finding reminded
the relational ties principle of the identity fusion theory. People may perceive each
in-group member as unique individuals rather than categorically interchangeable
persons (e.g., Swann et al., 2012).

Relative deprivation fusion also positively predicted the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of local in-group when either personal
identity or social identity is activated (hypothesis 8) in the sample of CHP
supporters (see Tables 3.11, and 3.12) rather than HDP, and MHP supporters.
Besides, relative deprivation fusion increased the importance of each local and
extended in-group member. (hypothesis 8.1) in the sample of CHP supporters (see
Table 3.13). The insignificant findings in the samples of HDP, and MHP supporters
will be criticized at the next part.

Lastly, the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors was for the sake of
extended in-group members rather than local out-group members when both groups
were in danger (hypothesis 9) (see Tables 3.14, 3.15, and 3.16). Almost no
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participant chose to perform the extreme pro-group behavior for the sake of local
out-group members.

As stated before, the findings were not exactly the same for each group of
political party supporters. Intra- / inter-political party relations and their approaches
toward the group of T.C citizens differ due to the main ideology and political
position of the party. These differences will be presented in the next part.

4.2.3 Political party-based findings

Political parties which were used as participant groups of the current study
are positioned at different points of the political spectrum. CHP represents the left-
wing as a social democratic party whereas MHP positions itself at the far-right of
the political spectrum using nationalist and Islam-based values. HDP is defined as
the continuation of left-wing parties that represent the rights of Kurdish people and
other minorities in Turkey. These parties have different intra- / inter-political party
relations depending on their political backgrounds, values, and objectives. Their
relations with the ruling party AKP (AKP represents the right-wing political view as
a conservative democratic party whereas the party has organic ties with highly
conservative and pro-Islamist parties of Turkey) and T.C citizens may also indicate
differences. The definition of national identity and the perception toward the group
of T.C citizens as an extended in-group may differ on the view of party supporter
due to the values and objectives of the party. That is why the proposed associations
among study variables indicated differences based on the political party identity of
the participant as proposed in hypothesis 10.

The ideological conflicts, the relations between political parties in Turkish
political history, the current political atmosphere in Turkey and political party-
based values and objectives should be considered while the political party identity-
based findings are interpreting. As stated in the first chapter of the thesis, after the
1950s, the conflict between leftist and rightist political groups dominated the
politics. In the 1980s, the polarizations between secularist and pro-Islamist groups,
and Turkish nationalists and Kurdish nationalists influenced the political agenda
(Carkoglu & Hinich, 2006; Giirsoy, 2012; Keyman, 2008). After the election of
AKP as the ruling party since 2002, the conflict between secularists and pro-
Islamists was represented by CHP and AKP. The ruling party versus main

opposition party, and periphery versus center discourses also increased the
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ideological distance of AKP and CHP. On the other hand, ethnicity-based conflict
(including the conflict between Turkish nationalist and Kurdish nationalists)
polarized the relations between MHP and HDP. (see Chapter 1 to remember the
political atmosphere in Turkey). In addition, when we consider the location of
parties on the political spectrum as leftist or rightist and evaluate their political
party-based values, we can assume that AKP may be the most ideologically distant
political party, and HDP may be the ideologically closest political party for CHP
supporters. HDP supporters may evaluate MHP as the most distant political party
whereas CHP may be perceived as the closest one. Lastly, MHP supporters may see
HDP as the most distant political party, and perceive AKP as the closest party. The
current relations among political parties, the previous studies (e.g., Celep, 2014;
Giines, 2014; Giirsoy, 2012; Okuyan, 2012), and the findings of the present research
supported these proposed distances. The perceived distances among political parties
may influence the participants' extreme pro-group behavior tendency, group
identification, identity fusion, and relative deprivation in reference to political party
members.

As stated previously, political party supporters may not perceive T.C
citizens as extended in-group in the same way. The definition of national identity
may indicate differences depending on political party-based values and objectives.
For example, the perception of MHP supporters toward T.C citizens as extended in-
group may be strongest because of its national solidarity-based, ethnic, rightist, and
conservative political values (Party Program of MHP, n.d.). However, HDP
supporters may perceive the group of T.C citizens as extended in-group at the
lowest level when we consider the relations of the party with minorities and its pro-
Kurdish ideologies (Celep, 2014; Grigoriadis, 2016). When we regard the history of
CHP, we can say that the national identity definition of CHP and its relations with
the group of T.C citizens may include both ethnocultural and civic characteristics
(Giirsoy, 2012; Yegen, 2007). CHP supporters also may perceive T.C citizens as
extended in-group members, but the roots of this perception may be different in
comparison to MHP supporters which highlight Turkish nationalism. The main
purpose of the current research was to provide theoretical explanations for extreme
pro-group behavior tendency, and we did not aim to specify inter-party relations.

That is why we tended to use neutral labels such as T.C citizens rather than Turkish
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people. However, participants may interpret the group of T.C citizens in different
ways due to the internalized political party identity-based values.

4.2.3.1 Between-political party comparisons

When three political party supporter groups were compared (differences on
between-political parties; see Table 3.1), the endorsement of extreme pro-group
behaviors on the behalf of CHP, HDP, and MHP / the identification with CHP,
HDP, and MHP / the identity fusion with CHP, HDP, and MHP was stronger
among their own supporters (local in-group members) (hypothesis 10.1.1). When
associations with extended in-group were tested, the endorsement of extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens / the identification with T.C citizens /
the identity fusion with T.C citizens was stronger among MHP supporters in
comparison to CHP and HDP supporters; was stronger among CHP supporters in
comparison to HDP supporters (hypothesis 10.1.2). In addition, the associations of
political parties with the ruling party AKP were tested. The endorsement of extreme
pro-group behaviors on the behalf of AKP / the identification with AKP / the
identity fusion with AKP was stronger among MHP supporters in comparison to
CHP and HDP supporters (hypothesis 10.1.3). As an additional information, CHP
supporters had stronger identification and identity fusion with the group of HDP
than MHP supporters'’; of MHP than HDP supporters'.

The separate relative deprivations levels of the party supporters were
compared. Individual-based and group-based relative deprivations were stronger
among HDP supporters in comparison to CHP and MHP supporters; stronger
among MHP supporters in comparison to CHP supporters (hypothesis 10.1.4).
However, when the comparison point changed, some different findings were
realized. For example, when participants compare themselves with other T.C
citizens in individual level depending on the possessed social and political
conditions, both HDP and MHP supporters indicated greater individual-based
deprivation than CHP supporters. Besides, HDP supporters also indicated greater
group-based deprivation than CHP and MHP supporters when they made local
ingroup-based comparisons with the group of T.C citizens. In addition, when
participants compare themselves with AKP supporters using interpersonal
comparisons, HDP supporters indicated greater individual-based deprivation than
both CHP and MHP supporters. In addition, the local ingroup-based deprivation
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was stronger among HDP supporters than CHP and MHP supporters; stronger
among CHP supporters than MHP supporters when they compare their own
political party group with the group of AKP (see Table 3.1). These findings can
become meaningful when the current conditions of political parties are considered.

Lastly, the hypothesis 10.1.5 "Relative deprivation fusion / familial ties with
local in-group / individual agency for local in-group / perceived invulnerability of
local in-group will be stronger among HDP supporters in comparison to CHP and
MHP supporters; stronger among MHP supporters in comparison to CHP
supporters" was tested. HDP supporters indicated greater relative deprivation fusion
than CHP supporters. Both HDP and MHP supporters had greater familial ties and
perceived greater individual agency for their own parties than CHP supporters'. In
addition, MHP supporters perceived greater invulnerability toward their own party
than both CHP and HDP supporters'. The perceived invulnerability was higher
among HDP supporters in comparison to CHP supporters (see Table 3.1).

4.2.3.2 Within-political party comparisons

When within-political party differences were explored, the strength of the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors / the group identification / the identity
fusion changed from more to less for T.C citizens, CHP, HDP, MHP, and AKP,
respectively (hypothesis 10.2.1) (there was not a significant difference between
HDP and MHP reference points) in the sample of CHP supporters; from more to
less for HDP, T.C citizens, CHP, AKP, and MHP, respectively (hypothesis 10.2.2)
(there was not a significant difference between AKP and MHP reference points) in
the sample of HDP supporters; from more to less for T.C citizens, MHP, AKP,
CHP, and HDP, respectively (hypothesis 10.2.3) (there was not a significant
difference between AKP and CHP reference points) in the sample of MHP
supporters (see Table 3.1).

Individual-based and group-based relative deprivations were also tested. The
strength of the individual-based and group-based relative deprivations changed
from more to less when participants made comparisons with AKP, other T.C
citizens, MHP, and HDP, respectively (hypothesis 10.2.4) in the sample of CHP
supporters; from more to less when participants made comparisons with AKP, other
T.C citizens, CHP, and HDP, respectively (hypothesis 10.2.6) in the sample of

MHP supporters. In addition, the individual-based deprivation was higher when
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HDP supporters compared themselves with AKP supporters. Also, group-based
deprivation was higher when HDP supporters compared their political party with
the group of AKP and other T.C citizens, respectively (hypothesis 10.2.5) (see
Table 3.1).

4.2.3.3 Dominance analysis to predict extreme pro-group behavior
tendency

Dominance analyses were conducted to see the relative contributions of
identification with local in-group, identity fusion with local in-group, individual-
based and group-based relative deprivations and the relative deprivation fusion
variables to predict the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf
of local in-group members (supporters of own political party). The highest
contribution was provided by identity fusion in the samples of CHP and MHP
supporters; by relative deprivation fusion in the sample of HDP supporters as
proposed by hypothesis 10.3.1. The perceived individual- and group-based (fused)
disadvantaged conditions had an important role to explain the motivation behind
pro-group behaviors and intra-party relations (Foster & Matheson, 1995; Tougas &
Beaton, 2002) in the sample of HDP supporters in comparison to CHP, and MHP
samples. It may indicate that ideology- / value-based purposes put CHP, and MHP
supporters together whereas the perceived deprivation provides the cognitive
allegiance to supporters of own political party in the sample of HDP. When the
possessed social and political conditions of HDP in the current socio-political
system are considered, these findings are expected.

When the relative contributions of identification with extended in-group,
identity fusion with extended in-group, individual-based and group-based relative
deprivations and relative deprivation fusion variables to predict the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of extended in-group members (T.C
citizens) were tested using dominance analyses, the highest contribution was
provided by identity fusion in the sample of HDP supporters; by relative deprivation
fusion in the samples of CHP and MHP supporters as stated in hypothesis 10.3.2.
These findings indicated that the underlying motivation behind the relations of CHP
and MHP supporters with supporters of own political party and T.C citizens is
different in comparison to the motivation of HDP supporters. This difference may
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be explained considering the current socio-political conditions and political party-
based values.

Lastly, the relative contributions of identification and identity fusion with
both local in-group and extended in-group variables were tested to predict the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of extended in-group
members. The highest contribution was provided by identity fusion with extended
in-group in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters (hypothesis 10.3.3) (see
Tables 3.5, 3.6, and 3.7).

4.2.3.4 Hierarchical regression analysis to predict extreme pro-group
behavior tendency using the proposed mediating variables

Hierarchical regression analyses were conducted to predict extreme pro-
group behavior tendency on the behalf of local in-group (supporters of own political
party) and extended in-group (T.C citizens) using the proposed mediating variables
by the literature (including familial ties with local in-group, individual agency for
local in-group and perceived invulnerability of local in-group). After the control of
demographic variables (including sex, age, education level and perceived socio-
economic status), the proposed mediating variables by the literature positively
predicted extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of local in-group in
the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters (hypothesis 10.4.1) (excluding
familial ties with local in-group in the sample of MHP supporters).

The predictive powers of the proposed mediating variables were also tested
for T.C citizens. After the control of demographic variables (including sex, age,
education level and perceived socio-economic status), the proposed mediating
variables by the literature positively predicted extreme pro-group behavior tendency
on the behalf of T.C citizens in the samples of CHP, and MHP supporters
(excluding individual agency for the local in-group); but these associations were not
significant in the sample of HDP supporters (hypothesis 10.4.2) (see Tables 3.8, 3.9,
and 3.10). Identity fusions with local in-group and extended in-group may have
different meanings in the sample of HDP supporters. Findings were consistent with
political party-based values (including pro-Kurdish- / minority-based ideologies) of
HDP.
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4.2.3.5 The first mediational models

Hypothesis 10.5.1 "in the sample of CHP supporters, identity fusion with
CHP will increase the relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with CHP, the
individual agency for CHP, and the perceived invulnerability of CHP which in turn
strengthen the endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of CHP
and T.C citizens. In addition, the associations between identification with CHP and
mediating variables will be lower or insignificant in comparison to identity fusion’
associations" was tested within the structural equation model using LISREL 9.1.
The relative deprivation fusion was not a significant mediating variable. Therefore,
it removed from the model. The greater identity fusion with CHP strengthened the
familial ties with CHP members, the individual agency for the group of CHP, and
the perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP which in turn increased the
extreme pro-group behavior tendency for CHP. The identity fusion with CHP had
also a positive indirect effect on the extreme pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of T.C citizens through the familial ties with CHP members, and the
perceived invulnerability of the group of CHP. Besides the greater identification
with CHP led to greater familial ties with CHP members which in turn increased the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors for CHP members and T.C citizens.
The association of mediating variables with identity fusion with CHP were higher in
comparison to the identification. In addition, the group identification with CHP
directly predicted the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for CHP members (see
Figure 3.1).

As stated in hypothesis 10.5.2, in the sample of HDP supporters, the greater
identity fusion with HDP leaded to greater relative deprivation fusion, greater
familial ties with HDP members, greater individual agency for the group of HDP,
and greater perceived invulnerability of the group of HDP which in turn
strengthened the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of HDP. The
greater identification with the group of HDP also increased the familial ties with
HDP members, the individual agency for the group of HDP, and the perceived
invulnerability of the group of HDP which in turn supported the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP. However, the mediating
variables were more related to identity fusion with HDP rather than identification.

In addition, there was not a significant direct or indirect (using mediators)
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association between identity fusion with HDP and the willingness to perform
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens. Besides, identification
with the group of HDP directly predicted the pro-group action tendency on the
behalf of T.C citizens (see Figure 3.3). These findings may show that identity fused
people with HDP may not perceive T.C citizens as an extended in-group, but
identified people with HDP may perceive.

Lastly, the same hypothesis (10.5.3) was tested in the sample of MHP
supporters. The identity fusion with the group of MHP increased the relative
deprivation fusion, the individual agency for the group of MHP, and the perceived
invulnerability of the group of MHP which in turn strengthened the extreme pro-
group behaviors on the behalf of MHP. In addition, the identity fusion with the
group of MHP raised the relative deprivation fusion, the familial ties with MHP
members, and the perceived invulnerability of the group of MHP which in turn
strengthened the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of T.C
citizens. When the paths were considered for group identification, the greater
identification with MHP led to greater relative deprivation fusion and greater
perceived invulnerability of the group of MHP which in turn strengthened the
endorsement of extreme pro-group behavior on the behalf of MHP and T.C citizens.
The mediating variables more associated with identity fusion rather than group
identification (see Figure 3.5).

4.2.3.6 The second mediational models

The mediating roles of identification and identity fusion with T.C citizens on
the relationship between political party-based identity processes and endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors for the sake of political party members and T.C
citizens were explored within structural equation models. As stated in the
hypothesis 10.6.1, identification with CHP increased the identification with T.C
citizens; identity fusion with CHP increased the identity fusion with T.C citizens
which in turn strengthened the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf T.C citizens. In addition, the identity fusion with CHP was directly
associated with the extreme pro-group action tendency on the behalf of CHP (see
Figure 3.2).

In the sample of HDP supporters, the hypothesis 10.6.2 "identification with

HDP will decrease identification with T.C citizens; identity fusion with HDP will
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decrease identity fusion with T.C citizens which in turn strengthen the endorsement
of extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of HDP; decrease the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens" was tested. However,
the findings were a bit different than expectations. The identity fusion with the
group of T.C citizens and the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of
T.C citizens were not significant and these variables were removed from the model.
The identification with the group of HDP increased the identification with the group
of T.C citizens which in turn decreased the extreme pro-group action tendency on
the behalf of HDP. In addition, the identity fusion with HDP decreased the
identification with T.C citizens which in turn increased the extreme pro-group
actions on the behalf of HDP. The identification and identity fusion with HDP also
directly predicted the extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf of HDP
(see Figure 3.4).

Lastly, identification with MHP increased the identification with T.C
citizens; identity fusion with MHP increased the identity fusion with T.C citizens
which in turn strengthened the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors on the
behalf of T.C citizens (hypothesis 10.6.3). However, the mediating role of
identification with T.C citizens was not significant in the proposed model.
Moreover, identity fusion with the group of MHP directly predicted extreme pro-
group behaviors for the sake of MHP supporters (see Figure 3.6).

CHP, and MHP supporters indicated a similar pattern and local in-group-
based identity processes positively predicted extended in-group-based identity
processes, and these people expressed the willingness to perform extreme self-
sacrificing behaviors on the behalf of T.C citizens. On the other hand, identity fused
people with HDP did not perceive T.C citizens as an extended in-group. As stated
before, these findings were consistent with values and objectives of political parties.
Besides, all figures supported the distinctiveness of identification and identity
fusion processes (e.g., Swann et al., 2012).

Based on the accepted y?/df (< 5), RMSEA (< .08), GFI (> .85) and AGFI (>
.85) cut-points by the literature, both the first and the second mediational models
indicated a good fit to the data in all samples (Browne & Cudeck, 1992; Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1993; Sharma, Mukherjee, Kumar, & Dillon, 2005). The fit indices
supported the reliability of the study findings.
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4.2.3.7 Predicting extreme pro-group behavior tendency in multi-political
party context using the created vignettes

Hypothetically created vignettes were used to see the extreme pro-group
behavior tendency of participants in the multi-political party context (like a real life
situation) when different local in-group/out-group and extended in-group members
were in danger at the same time. The hypothesis 10.7.1 "identity fusion with local
in-group will positively predict extreme pro-group behavior tendency on the behalf
of local in-group members when either social identity or personal identity is
activated in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters. Identity fusion with
extended in-group also will have the similar function at both conditions in the
samples of CHP and MHP supporters.” was tested using hierarchical logistic
regression analyses in Vignette 1 (including social identity activation) and Vignette
2 (including personal identity activation). The proposed variables did not predict
extreme pro-group behavior tendency of HDP supporters for the sake of HDP
members in both conditions. When the social identity of participants was activated
at the first vignette, identity fusion of CHP supporters with the groups of CHP and
T.C citizens, and identity fusion of MHP supporters with the group of MHP
positively predicted the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for the sake of own
political party members. Moreover, when personal identity was activated at the
second vignette, identity fusion of CHP supporters with the group of CHP, and
identity fusion of MHP supporters with the group of T.C citizens positively
predicted the extreme self-sacrificing behavior on the behalf of own political party
members (see Tables 3.11, and 3.12). The theoretical explanation of these findings
was consistent with previous studies (e.g., Swann et al.,, 2009; Swann &
Buhrmester, 2015; Swann, Gomez, Dovidio et al., 2010).

When hypothesis 10.7.2 "identity fusion with local in-group or extended in-
group will make each local or extended in-group member valuable / unexpendable
in the samples of CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters" was tested using vignette 3, the
findings were not significant at the samples of HDP, and MHP supporters.
However, both identified and identity fused people with T.C citizens perceived each
CHP supporter or T.C citizen as valuable / unexpendable in the sample of CHP
supporters (Swann, Gomez, Dovidio et al., 2010) (see Table 3.13).
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In addition to identity-based processes, relative deprivation-based variables
also were tested to predict the extreme pro-group behavior tendency of participants
in the created vignettes (hypotheses 10.7.3, and 10.7.4). Particularly, relative
deprivation fusion variable was positively related to the extreme self-sacrificing
behavior tendency of CHP supporters rather than HDP, and MHP supporters (see
Tables 3.11, 3.12, and 3.13). Insignificant findings about HDP, and MHP supporters
may be explained with relative aspect of deprivation, and low sample size of these
groups.

Vignette 4, 5, and 6 were used to test the extreme self-sacrificing behavior
tendency of participants when T.C citizens and one of the local out-groups
(supporters of ruling party AKP and two other opposition parties) were in danger at
the same time. All political party groups did not prefer to perform the extreme self-
sacrificing behavior on the behalf of local out-group members in that situation
(hypothesis 10.7.5) (see Tables 3.14, 3.15, and 3.16).

4.2.3.7.1 Perceived distance to other political parties

Hypothesis 10.8 (including 10.8.1, 10.8.2, and 10.8.3) was explored to see
the perceived distance/closeness between political parties. AKP was the most
distant party for CHP supporters, but there was not a significant difference between
HDP and MHP. Secondly, CHP was the closest party for HDP supporters, but the
significant difference could not be found between AKP and MHP. Lastly, HDP was
the most distant party for MHP supporters, but there was not a significant difference
between AKP and CHP (see Tables 2.1, and 3.1). In addition, vignette 7 compared
the self-sacrificing behavior tendency of participants on the behalf of three local
out-groups (see Table 3.17) and provided consistent findings with Tables 2.1, and
3.1

4.2.3.7.2 Predicting extreme pro-group behavior tendency during a terrorist
attack

Turkey has experienced serious terrorist attacks in recent history such as
bombing attacks in Diyarbakir (June, 2015), Suru¢ (July, 2015) and Ankara
(October, 2015). These bombing attacks happened during the public demonstrations
of different political groups. In order to strengthen the perceived reality of
hypothetically created scenario, the bombing attack was added into Vignette 8

rather than a runaway trolley (as a personal curiosity), and the extreme self-
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sacrificing behavior tendency on the behalf of local in-group was tested. When
identity-based variables were considered, identity fusion with local in-group
(supporters of own political party) in the sample of CHP supporters positively;
identity fusion with extended in-group (T.C citizens) in the sample of HDP
supporters negatively; and identification with extended in-group (T.C citizens) in
the sample of MHP supporters positively predicted self-sacrificing behavior
tendency of people to save the lives of local in-group members and stop terrorists
(see Table 3.18). Besides, the relative deprivation fusion positively predicted self-
sacrificing behavior tendency of CHP supporters. Especially, identity-based
findings were consistent with political party-based values of participant groups.
4.3 Theoretical Contributions and Implications

The present study tried to synthesize the literature on pro-group actions, and
answer the question of why people make extreme self-sacrificing behaviors for their
local and extended in-group members. Three important theories of intra / intergroup
relations research area, namely Social Identity Theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979),
Identity Fusion Theory (Swann et al., 2009), and Relative Deprivation Theory (e.g.,
Crosby, 1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman, 1966), were tried to be
integrated. All these theories explain the pro-group behavior with different reasons.
However, when we use them in a complementary perspective, we can explain
greater variances, understand the underlying mechanism of the process, and reach
more reliable and generalizable findings; because the explanation of a pro-group
behavior can be more complicated. The literature needs more comprehensive
studies which test the social construct through related theoretical approaches in
order to see different aspects and rationalize the underlying pattern of social
behavior. In that point, firstly, the comprehensive literature review of the current
study can provide an important source to researchers who deal with intra /
intergroup relations, Turkish national identity, and political structure of Turkey.
Also, the complementary perspective of the thesis may increase the number of
comprehensive studies in the field.

The identity fusion theory can be evaluated as a new theoretical approach,
and its main assumptions were not tested in the Turkish sample, to our knowledge.
The measures of the theory were translated into Turkish with the permission of the

research lab at the University of Texas at Austin, US, and adapted to multi-political
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party context of Turkey for the first time. Maybe, the most important contribution
of the thesis is to introduce the identity fusion theory to Turkish psychology
literature. In addition, while the current study tends to indicate the difference
between in-group identification and identity fusion concepts, it tries to improve the
theoretical perspective of identity fusion theory using relative deprivations theory.
Identity fusion theory proposes the familial ties with in-group, the individual agency
for in-group, and the perceived invulnerability of in-group as mediator variables on
the relationship between identity fusion with in-group and the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behaviors on the behalf of in-group. The current research added
an additional variable, namely the relative deprivation fusion, into the proposed
model. The findings supported that the relative deprivation fusion can be evaluated
as a mediator variable like other mediators.

In spite of the differentiative-based approach of the literature, the current
research aims to integrate individual level and group level identities and relative
deprivations to explain extreme pro-group behavior tendency of people. The study
findings indicate that fused levels explained greater variance on the endorsement of
extreme pro-group behavior in comparison to separate levels. Because, individual
and group levels may create a synergy, and activate each other. This synergy may
provide a greater motivation to make extreme sacrifices on the behalf of in-group.
This approach may bring a new point of view to researchers who especially try to
understand extreme behaviors.

Extreme self-sacrificing pro-group behavior (e.g., fighting or sacrificing
own life for in-group for the sake of in-group members) is an important issue; but
there is not enough research on the literature about these topics. These type of
researches can be conducted to understand the underlying motivation for terrorist
activities. Each year, lots of innocent civil people lose their lives due to terrorist
activities (e.g., suicide attacks, bombing, etc.) in the world. Actually, the question is
the same with the main concern of the current research; why does a person sacrifice
own life for the sake of in-group (terrorist group)? For example, sacred values and
identity fusion constructs were used to predict the willingness of Peshmerga, Iraqi
Army Kurds and Sunni Arab Militiamen members to fight and die at the research of
Gomez et al., (2017).
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The other important contribution of the research is to test the study
assumptions within the multi-political party context of Turkey. The study used the
opposition party supporters (including CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters) who were
represented in the parliament of Turkey via November-2015 parliamentary elections
as participant samples. The study focused on the relations of participants with local
in-group (supporters of own political party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and
three local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties),
and tended to rationalize inter/intra political party relations using three different
theoretical perspectives. The inter- / intra-political party relations do not only define
the future of Turkish society but also shape the conditions and collaborations at the
world stage. The conditions on the Turkish political system rapidly changed due to
unexpected situations especially over the past decade (see the limitations part of the
thesis). While a lot of problems are occupying the agenda of the country, the
reporting inter / intra political party relations in a scientific way can be defined as
an important contribution not only for the psychology field but also for the Turkish
history and political science.

4.4 Limitations and Future Directions

The current study may have some limitations. These limitations should be
taken into consideration while readers or other researchers are interpreting the
findings of the study. Important fluctuates on politics, society and economy may
influence the inter- / intra-political party relations. During the data collection
process (including the dates between 10-May-2016 to 15-April-2017), numerous
problems occupied the agenda of Turkey; e.g., serious conflicts with other countries
/ international organizations, Syrian refugee crisis, terrorist activities and explosions
at the important cities of the country, military coup attempt, expanding state of
emergency, arrest of academicians / journalists / opposition parties’
parliamentarians, and increasing unemployment, inflation and value of foreign
currencies, etc. The data collection process was stopped for a while after tragic
situations (e.g., terrorist bombings, the military coup attempt, etc.) in order to
protect the data from confounding factors. In addition, a lot of people did not want
to participate in a research which is related to politics, and they were afraid to
express their opinions about political parties in that atmosphere. That is why the

data collection process took a long time period.
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Collecting data from CHP and HDP supporters were easier in comparison to
MHP supporters. We got in contact and sent e-mails to political party branches,
civil society organizations, and academicians, but we could not get a supportive
response most of the time. Especially, the number of MHP supporters is still
relatively low. In the further studies, the research assumptions should be tested
using larger samples in order to make reliable generalizations. In addition, the
convenience sampling with snowball technique was used to access participants, but
the random sampling method can be a better option for the generalizability of the
findings.

Besides, there were different significant findings about the underlying
motivation of the endorsement of extreme pro-group behaviors when scale or
vignette was preferred as a measurement instrument for the dependent variable.
Particularly, we have found fewer significant findings when the vignettes were used
in comparison to the scale in order to test the extreme pro-group behavior tendency
in the samples of HDP, and MHP supporters (see Table 3.19). Its reason may be
explained with the multi-political party content of vignettes. Participants rated the
items of scale to indicate the extreme pro-group behavior tendency for each group
separately whereas the vignettes tested the same motivation when different groups
were in danger at the same time in a multi-group context. Secondly, the number of
participants in the samples of HDP and MHP supporters may be the second point
which can be used to explain insignificant vignette-based results. Lastly, the
vignette may not be an appropriate measurement instrument for HDP and MHP
supporters in comparison to the scale. This difference should be clarified in further
studies.

Lastly, the current research can be defined as a correlational study.
Therefore, readers or/and researchers should not make causal explanations while

they interpreting the findings.
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APPENDIX B

INFORMED CONSENT FORM

Sosyo-Politik Kimlik Calismasi

Bilgilendirme ve Goniillii Katihm Formu

Alt1 boliimden olusan bu calisma, Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi (ODTU)
Psikoloji Béliimii 6gretim iiyelerinden Prof. Dr. Tiirker Ozkan danismanliginda, Uzman
Psikolog Fatih Ozdemir tarafindan doktora tezi kapsaminda yiiriitiilmektedir. Caligmanin
amaci; Sosyo-politik kimlik degiskenine bagh olarak grup-temelli davramslar
arastirmaktir. Arastirma Kasim-2015 genel secimlerinde secim barajim1 asarak
Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi'nde temsil hakkina sahip muhalefet partilerin
destekgileri ile yiiriitiilmektedir. Bu sebeple ¢calismaya kendini CHPli (Cumhuriyet
Halk Partisi), HDPIli (Halklarin Demokratik Partisi) ya da MHPIi (Milliyet¢ci Hareket
Partisi) olarak tamimlayan veya kendini bu partilerden en az birine yakin bulan
kisilerin katilmasi istenmektedir. Sizden beklenen, ¢aligmadaki sorular dikkatle okuyup,
diisiincelerinizi en iyi yansitan cevabi segmeniz ve bos soru birakmamanizdir.

Calismaya katilim tamamiyla goniilliilik temelinde olmalidir. Calisma siiresince
sizden kimlik belirleyici hi¢bir bilgi istenmemektedir. Cevaplariniz tamamiyla gizli
tutulacak ve sadece aragtirmacilar tarafindan degerlendirilecektir; elde edilecek bilgiler
bilimsel yayinlarda kullanilacaktir.

Caligma sirasinda doldurulmasi talep edilecek anket, genel olarak kisisel rahatsizlik
verecek herhangi bir ayrinti igermemektedir. Ancak, katilim sirasinda sorulardan ya da
herhangi bagka bir nedenden 6tiirli kendinizi rahatsiz hissederseniz ¢alismay1 yarida birakip
cikmakta serbestsiniz. Bu calismaya katildiginiz i¢in simdiden tesekkiir ederiz. Calisma
hakkinda daha fazla bilgi almak icin arastirma sorumlusu Uzman Psikolog Fatih Ozdemir
(e-posta: psyfatihozdemir@gmail.com) ya da Psikoloji Boliimii dgretim iiyelerinden Prof.
Dr. Tiirker Ozkan (e-posta: ozturker@metu.edu.tr) ile iletisim kurabilirsiniz.

Bu calismaya tamamen goniillii olarak katiiyor ve verdiginiz bilgilerin
bilimsel amac¢h yaymnlarda kullanilmasim kabul ediyorsamiz, yandaki kutucugu
isaretleyiniz: ()
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APPENDIX C

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FORM

Demografik Bilgi Formu

-Cinsiyetiniz: .......c......... SYasiniz: e e,

-Mesleginiz:  ................. -Yasadiginiz sehir: ....................

-*Egitim durumunuz: (] Lisans

() Lisansiistii
*Eger egitiminiz devam ediyorsa su an devam ettiginiz egitim seviyesini, eger egitiminiz
devam etmiyorsa en son tamamladiginiz egitim seviyesini isaretleyiniz.

-Eve giren ortalama aylik maddi geliriniz: () 1.000 TL ve alt1
(J1.001-3.000 TL
(CJ3.001-5.000 TL
(J5.001-7.000 TL
(J7.001 TL ve iizeri

-Kendinizi, hangi sosyo-ekonomik statiide goriiyorsunuz? Asagidaki dlgekte daire i¢ine
alarak belirtiniz.

En alt stati En ust stati
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

-Hayatinizin en biiyiik kismini asagidakilerden hangisinde gegirdiniz?

() Koy/Kasaba/ilge () Diger sehir merkezleri (_Jistanbul/Ankara/izmir
-Politik kimliginizi en iyi sekilde ifade eden siyasi partiyi belirtiniz.

() Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi (CHP) (CJHalklarin Demokratik Partisi (HDP)
(CJ Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi (MHP) (] Diger (Liitfen belirtiniz): .................
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APPENDIX C (continued)

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FORM

-**CHP/HDP/MHP ile olan iligkinizi degerlendirdiginizde asagidaki segeneklerin hangisi
ya da hangileri sizin i¢in dogrudur? (Birden fazla secenegi isaretleyebilirsiniz).

() CHP'ye/HDP'ye/MHP'ye iliskin bir sempatim var.
) Secimlerde genellikle CHP'ye/HDP'ye/MHP'ye oy veririm.
(_JCHP/HDP/MHP tarafindan organize edilen gruplara ya da etkinliklere katilmaya

calisirim.

**Katilimer bir 6nceki soruda politik kimligini hangi siyasi parti olarak belirtti ise (CHP,
HDP ya da MHP) bu soruyu belittigi siyasi partiyi referans alarak cevaplamistir. Eger
"Diger" secenegini isaretledi ise arastirmaya devam edememis ve "Katilim Sonrasi Bilgi

Formu'na yonlendirilmistir.

-Asagidaki siyasi partileri kendinize ne kadar yakin buldugunuzu litfen en uygun rakami
isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Tamamen | Cogunlukla | Kismen | Ne yakin Kismen | Cogunlukla | Tamamen
uzak uzak uzak ne uzak yakin yakin yakin
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi (AKP)
Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi (CHP)
Halklarin Demokratik Partisi (HDP)
Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi (MHP)

R
N N N NN
w| w| w| W w
N N N Y
gl g g o ;o
o| o o o o
NN N NN

Diger (Yakimlik duydugunuz baska bir siyasi parti var
ise belirtiniz) :

ONEMLI NOT: Bu o6lgegin genelinde grup iiyeligi, parti iiyeleri gibi kavramlar
bulunmaktadir. Uyelik ile kastedilen sey bir gruba/partiye resmi bir kayitla iiyelik degil,
kisinin kendisini o partili grubun bir parcasi olarak gérmesi, kendisini o partili gruba ait ya
da yakin hissetmesidir.
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APPENDIX D

ENDORSEMENT OF EXTREME PRO-GROUP BEHAVIORS MEASURE*

Asir1 Grup-Yanhs1 Davramislari Destekleme Olciimii

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne

derece katilip katilmadiginiz1 en uygun rakamu isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katimiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| Bagka bir T.C vatandasini / CHPli'yi / HDPli'yi / MHPli'yi/ AKPli'yi | 1| 2|3|4|5|6|7
fiziksel olarak tehdit eden biriyle kavga ederdim.

2 | T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPlileriledalga | 1| 2| 3| 4| 5| 6| 7
gecen ya da onlara hakaret eden biriyle kavga ederdim.

3| T.C vatandaslarma / CHPliler'e / HDPliler'e / MHPliler'e / AKPliler'e | 1| 2| 3|4|5|6]| 7
kendilerine hakaret eden birinden intikam almalar1 i¢in yardim
ederdim.

4| T.C vatandaslarin1 / CHPliler'i / HDPliler'i / MHPliler'i / AKPliler'i 112(3|4|5|6(7
korumak amaciyla baskalarina zarar vermek kabul edilebilir bir
durumdur.

5| T.C vatandaslarmi / CHPIliler'i / HDPliler'i / MHPliler'i / AKPliler"i 112(3|4|5|6|7
korumak i¢in her seyi yapardim.

6 | Bir bagka T.C vatandasinin / CHPli'nin / HDPli'nin / MHPIi'nin / 112(3|4|5|6(7
AKPli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksa, kendi hayatimi feda ederdim.

7| T.C vatandaglarina / CHPliler'e / HDPliler'e / MHPliler'e / AKPliler'e | 1| 2| 3| 4|5| 6|7
sosyal ve politik statii ya da 6nemli bir fayda saglayacaksa, kendi
hayatimi feda ederdim.

*Mevcut arastirmanin ii¢ farkli katilimeir grubu (séyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu

olgtimii yerel i¢-grup (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgileri), genis i¢-grup (T.C vatandaglari) ve ii¢

farkli yerel dig-grubu (iktidar partisinin ve diger iki muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) referans

alarak dengeli-rastlantisal bir sirada doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP

supporters) filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political

party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three different local out-groups (supporters of

ruling party and two other opposition parties) in counterbalanced-random order.
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APPENDIX E

VIGNETTES
of the Participant Group of CHP Supporters

CHP Destekgileri Katihme1 Grubunun Vinyetler

1- Altindan trenyolu gecen bir iist gegitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. Bes CHPIli'nin agagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigini ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin bu bes CHPli'ye ¢arpmak tizere
hizla yaklagtigini goriiyorsunuz. Hicbir sey yapmayip tramvaym CHPliler'e ¢arpmasina izin
verebilirsiniz ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina tramvayimn yavaslayip

durmasini saglayarak CHPliler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin ge¢mesine izin veririm ve bes CHPIli hayatini1 kaybeder.
b) Hayatimu feda etme pahasima, tren yoluna atlayip tramvayin yavaslayip durmasimi saglarim

ve bes CHPIi'nin hayatin1 kurtaririm.

2- Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldiginizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvaymn hizla size dogru
yaklastigini diisiiniin. 200 metre ileride bes CHPli'nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz size
yardim igin geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes CHPIli hizla yaklasan tramvaym farkinda
degiller. Yardim i¢in geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar. Boylece bes
CHPIi kendi hayatlarmi kaybederek tramvayin yavaglayip durmasini saglayacak ve siz hayatta

kalacaksmiz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Bes CHPIli'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim.

b) Bes CHPli'ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim.

3- Kontrolden ¢ikmus bir tramvayin, bes T.C vatandagina dogru hizla yaklastigini goriiyorsunuz.
Higbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatin1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaslarini kurtarmak igin ya
kendi hayatimizi feda etme pahasina raylara atlaylp tramvaym yavaslayarak durmasini
saglayacaksmiz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayin yoniinii degistireceksiniz ve diger

rayda olan bir CHPli'nin 6liimiine neden olacaksmiz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandagimin hayatini1 kurtaririm.
¢) Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvaymn diger raya sapmasim saglayarak bir CHPli'nin

Olmesine neden olurken, bes T.C. vatandasinin hayatini kurtaririm.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

4- Kontrolden ¢ikmug iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandagina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek tizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPli hayatimi
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
AKPli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaglarmin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

5- Kontrolden ¢ikmus iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes HDPli'ye ¢arpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hi¢cbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oltimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes HDPIi hayatini
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
HDPIli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

c¢) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

6- Kontrolden ¢ikmus iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes MHPIli'ye ¢arpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hi¢bir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasimna T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasmin hayatim1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes MHPli hayatini
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz,
bes MHPIli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatim1 kaybedecek. Bu

durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

c) Kendi hayatim feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

7- Kontrolden ¢ikmus ii¢ tramvay birbirine paralel ii¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes HDPli'ye, diger tramvayin bes MHPli'ye ve diger tramvayin ise bes
AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri 6ldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey
yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar ii¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme
pahasina herhangi bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatim

kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki grup hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Hicbir sey yapmam ve ii¢ grup da hayatini kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
¢) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

d) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

8- Altindan pek ¢ok trenyolunun gectigi bir iist gecitte oldugunuzu diigiiniin. CHPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gdsteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanin ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu iizerinde kosarak uzaklasmaya calisan bombacilar
goriiyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile CHPIiler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklasan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya
girecek ve CHPliler yerine bombacilara ¢arpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayim yoluna devam

etmesine izin verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay CHPliler'e ¢carpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Hicbir sey yapmayip, tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara atlayan CHPliler'e
¢arpmasina izin veririm.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvaym yoniinii degistiririm ve

CHPliler'i kurtararak tramvaym bombacilara carpmasini saglarim.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

VIGNETTES
of the Participant Group of HDP Supporters

HDP Destekgileri Katihmci1 Grubunun Vinyetleri

1- Altindan trenyolu gecen bir iist gegitte oldugunuzu diisliniin. Bes HDPli'nin asagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigini ve kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin bu bes HDPli'ye carpmak iizere
hizla yaklastigin1 goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin HDPliler'e ¢arpmasina izin
verebilirsiniz ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatimzi feda etme pahasina tramvayimn yavaslayip

durmasimi saglayarak HDPliler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin gegmesine izin veririm ve bes HDPIi hayatini kaybeder.
b) Hayatimu feda etme pahasina, tren yoluna atlayip tramvayin yavaslayip durmasii saglarim

ve bes HDPli'nin hayatini kurtaririm.

2- Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldiginizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin hizla size dogru
yaklastigini diisiiniin. 200 metre ileride bes HDPli'nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz size
yardim i¢in geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes HDPIi hizla yaklasan tramvayin farkinda
degiller. Yardim i¢in geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar. Boylece bes
HDPIi kendi hayatlarin1 kaybederek tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayacak ve siz hayatta

kalacaksimiz. Bu durumda ne yaparsimiz;

a) Bes HDPli'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim.

b) Bes HDPli'ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim.

3- Kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin, bes T.C vatandasina dogru hizla yaklastigini gériiyorsunuz.
Hicbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatin1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaslarin1 kurtarmak igin ya
kendi hayatimizi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip tramvaym yavaglayarak durmasini
saglayacaksiniz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayimn yoniini degistireceksiniz ve diger

rayda olan bir HDPli'nin 6liimiine neden olacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Hicbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaririm.
¢) Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvayin dier raya sapmasini saglayarak bir HDPli'nin

6lmesine neden olurken, bes T.C vatandaginin hayatin1 kurtaririm.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

4- Kontrolden ¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek tizere oldugunu gériiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPli hayatini
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, beg
AKPIli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandag1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsimiz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatini kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

5- Kontrolden c¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes CHPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek tizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes CHPIli hayatimi
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
CHPIi'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatim1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

6- Kontrolden ¢ikmis iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes MHPIli'ye ¢arpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek tizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger higbir ey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
Olimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasmnin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes MHPIi hayatini
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz,
bes MHPIli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandasi hayatini kaybedecek. Bu

durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatini kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

7- Kontrolden ¢ikmig ii¢ tramvay birbirine paralel ii¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes CHPli'ye, diger tramvayin bes MHPli'ye ve diger tramvayin ise bes
AKPli'ye carpip, bu kigileri oldiirmek tiizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey
yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar ii¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme
pahasina herhangi bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatini

kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki grup hayatini kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve {i¢ grup da hayatim kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
¢) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina MHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

d) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

8- Altindan pek ¢ok trenyolunun gegtigi bir {ist gegitte oldugunuzu diisiinin. HDPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gdsteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanin ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu {izerinde kosarak uzaklagmaya g¢alisan bombacilar
goriliyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile HDPliler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklasan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya
girecek ve HDPliler yerine bombacilara ¢arpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayin yoluna devam

etmesine izin verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay HDPliler'e ¢arpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Hicbir sey yapmayip, tramvaym yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara atlayan HDPliler'e
¢arpmasina izin veririm.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvaym yoniinii degistiririm ve

HDPliler'i kurtararak tramvayin bombacilara carpmasini saglarim.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

VIGNETTES
of the Participant Group of MHP Supporters

MHP Destekgileri Katihme1 Grubunun Vinyetleri

1- Altndan trenyolu gecen bir iist gecitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. Bes MHPIli'nin asagidaki
raylarda mahsur kaldigin1 ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvaym bu bes MHPli'ye ¢arpmak {izere
hizla yaklastigini goriiyorsunuz. Higbir sey yapmayip tramvayin MHPliler'e ¢arpmasima izin
verebilirsiniz ya da raylara atlayip kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina tramvaym yavaslayip

durmasini saglayarak MHPIiler'i kurtarabilirsiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Hicbir sey yapmayip tramvayin gegmesine izin veririm ve bes MHPIi hayatini kaybeder.
b) Hayatimi feda etme pahasina, tren yoluna atlayip tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglarim

ve bes MHPIli'nin hayatini kurtaririm.

2- Tren raylarinda mahsur kaldigimizi ve kontrolden ¢ikmis bir tramvayin hizla size dogru
yaklastigini diisliniin. 200 metre ileride bes MHPli'nin oldugunu ve eger onlara seslenirseniz
size yardim icin geleceklerini fark ediyorsunuz. Bu bes MHPIi hizla yaklasan tramvayin
farkinda degiller. Yardim icin geldiklerinde siz ve tramvay arasindaki raylarda kalacaklar.
Boylece bes MHPIi kendi hayatlarini kaybederek tramvayin yavaslayip durmasini saglayacak ve

siz hayatta kalacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsimiz;

a) Bes MHPIi'yi 6liim tuzagina ¢ekerek hayatta kalirim.

b) Bes MHPli'ye seslenmem ve hayatimi feda ederim.

3- Kontrolden ¢ikmig bir tramvayin, bes T.C vatandasina dogru hizla yaklagtigini gériiyorsunuz.
Higbir sey yapmazsaniz bu kisiler hayatim1 kaybedecek. T.C vatandaglarim1 kurtarmak i¢in ya
kendi hayatimzi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip tramvayin yavaslayarak durmasini
saglayacaksmiz ya da raylarin makasiyla oynayip tramvayi yoniinii degistireceksiniz ve diger

rayda olan bir MHPIli'nin 6liimiine neden olacaksiniz. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve bes T.C vatandasi hayatim kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip bes T.C vatandasinin hayatini kurtaririm.
¢) Raylarin makasiyla oynarim ve tramvayimn diger raya sapmasini saglayarak bir MHPIli'nin

6lmesine neden olurken, bes T.C. vatandasinin hayatini kurtaririm.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

4- Kontrolden ¢ikmug iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandagina, diger tramvayin ise bes AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
oldiirmek tizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes AKPli hayatimi
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
AKPli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasma T.C vatandaglarmin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

5- Kontrolden ¢ikmus iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes CHPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hi¢cbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oltimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaslarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatim1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes CHPIli hayatimi
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasma CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
CHPli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandagi hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

c¢) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

6- Kontrolden ¢ikmus iki tramvay birbirine paralel iki trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes T.C vatandasina, diger tramvayin ise bes HDPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri
6ldiirmek tizere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar iki grubun da
oliimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatiniz1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu
raylara atlarsaniz, bes T.C vatandasinin hayatim1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes HDPli hayatini
kaybedecek. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, bes
HDPIli'nin hayatin1 kurtaracaksiniz, fakat bes T.C vatandas1 hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda

ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve iki grup da hayatin1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina T.C vatandaglarinin oldugu raylara atlarim.

¢) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

7- Kontrolden ¢ikmis ii¢ tramvay birbirine paralel ii¢ trenyolunda hizla ilerlemektedir.
Tramvaylardan birinin bes CHPli'ye, diger tramvayin bes HDPli'ye ve diger tramvayin ise bes
AKPli'ye carpip, bu kisileri 6ldiirmek {izere oldugunu goriiyorsunuz. Eger hicbir sey
yapmazsaniz, tramvaylar ii¢ grubun da 6liimiine sebep olacak. Eger kendi hayatinizi feda etme
pahasina herhangi bir grubun oldugu raylara atlarsaniz, o gruptaki bes kisinin hayatim

kurtaracaksiniz, fakat diger iki grup hayatin1 kaybedecek. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmam ve ii¢ grup da hayatini1 kaybeder.
b) Kendi hayatim1 feda etme pahasina CHPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.
¢) Kendi hayatimi1 feda etme pahasina HDPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

d) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina AKPliler'in oldugu raylara atlarim.

8- Altindan pek cok trenyolunun gectigi bir iist gecitte oldugunuzu diisiiniin. MHPliler'in
diizenledigi kalabalik bir gosteriye bombali bir saldirida bulunulduguna sahit oluyorsunuz.
Patlamanm ardindan, asagidaki trenyolu lizerinde kosarak uzaklagmaya g¢alisan bombacilar
goriiyorsunuz. Ayni zamanda patlamanin neden oldugu panik ile MHPliler hizla yaklasan bir
tramvayin raylarina farkinda olmadan atlamak iizereler. Bu sartlarda, kendi hayatinizi feda etme
pahasina raylara atlarsaniz, yaklasan tramvay yolunu degistirip bombacilarin bulundugu raya
girecek ve MHPliler yerine bombacilara ¢arpacak. Raylara atlamayip tramvayin yoluna devam

etmesine izin verirseniz, hizla gelen tramvay MHPliler'e ¢arpacak. Bu durumda ne yaparsiniz;

a) Higbir sey yapmayip, tramvayin yoluna devam etmesine ve raylara atlayan MHPliler'e
¢arpmasina izin veririm.
b) Kendi hayatimi feda etme pahasina raylara atlayip, tramvaym yoniinii degistiririm ve

MHPliler'i kurtararak tramvayimn bombacilara ¢arpmasini saglarim.
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APPENDIX F

MEASURE OF GROUP IDENTIFICATION*

Grup Ozdeslesmesi Ol¢iimii

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gbre her bir ifadeye ne
derece katilip katilmadiginizi en uygun rakami isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| Birisi T.C vatandaglarini1 / CHPliler'i / HDPliler'i / MHPliler'i / 112(3|4|5|6|7

AKPliler'i elestirdiginde, sahsima hakaret edilmis gibi hissederim.

2| (Diger milletlerin T.C vatandagslari hakkinda) Diger siyasi partilerin 1/2(3[4|5|6|7
iyelerinin CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler hakkinda ne
diisiindiigliyle ¢ok ilgiliyim.**

3| T.C vatandaslarindan / CHPliler'den / HDPliler'den / MHPliler'den / 112(3|4|5|6|7
AKPliler'den bahsederken genellikle "onlar" yerine "biz" diye

bahsederim.

4| T.C vatandaglarim / CHPliler'in / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in / 1{2{3|4|5(6|7
AKPliler'in basarilar1 benim de basarimdir.

5| Birisi T.C vatandaslarin1 / CHPliler'i / HDPliler'i / MHPliler'i / 112(3|4|5|6|7
AKPliler'i yiicelttiginde sanki bana 6vgiide bulunmus gibi
hissederim.

6 | Medyadaki bir haber T.C vatandaglarinin / CHPliler'in / HDPlilerin/ | 1| 2| 3| 4|5| 6|7
MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in olumsuz taraflarini elestirdiginde kendimi
mahgup hissederim.

*Mevcut aragtirmanin ii¢ farkli katilimer grubu (séyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu 6l¢iimii
yerel i¢-grup (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgileri), genis i¢-grup (T.C vatandaslari) ve ti¢ farkli dig-grubu
(iktidar partisinin ve diger iki muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) referans alarak dengeli-rastlantisal bir

sirada doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters)
filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political party), extended in-group
(T.C citizens) and three different local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition
parties) in counterbalanced-random order.

**The item "(Diger milletlerin T.C vatandaslar1 hakkinda) Diger siyasi partilerin iiyelerinin CHPliler /
HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler hakkinda ne diislindiigiiyle ¢ok ilgiliyim." was removed from the measure

because of its unfavorable psychometric characteristics.
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APPENDIX G

VERBAL IDENTITY FUSION SCALE*

Sézlii Kimlik Kaynasim Ol¢egi

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne
derece katilip katilmadiginizi en uygun rakamu isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile bir 1123 567
biitliniim.

2 | Kendimi T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / 1{2|3 567
AKPliler ile biitiinlesmis hissediyorum.

3| T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile derin | 1| 2| 3 567
duygusal bir bagim var.

4| T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler demek, | 1| 2| 3 567
ben demektir.

5| T.C vatandaslar1 / CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler igin, 1123 567
diger T.C vatandaslarinin / diger CHPIi / diger HDPIi / diger MHPIi /
diger AKPIi grup tiyelerinin yapacagindan daha fazla sey yaparim.

6| T.C toplumu / CHPIiler / HDPIiler / MHPliler / AKPliler sayesinde 1123 5/6|7
gliclilyltim.

7| T.C toplumunu / CHPIliler'i / HDPliler'i / MHPliler'i / AKPliler'i 1123 5/6|7
giiclii hale getiriyorum.

*Mevcut arastirmanin {i¢ farkli katilimci grubu (séyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu

Olgtimii yerel i¢-grup (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgileri), genis i¢c-grup (T.C vatandaglar) ve ii¢

farkli yerel dig-grubu (iktidar partisinin ve diger iki muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) referans

alarak dengeli-rastlantisal bir sirada doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP

supporters) filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political

party), extended in-group (T.C citizens) and three different local out-groups (supporters of

ruling party and two other opposition parties) in counterbalanced-random order.
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APPENDIX H

INDIVIDUAL-BASED AND GROUP-BASED RELATIVE DEPRIVATION SCALES

Birey-Temelli Géreli Yoksunluk Olgegi*

Asagidaki ifadeleri diger T.C vatandaslar1 / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile yaptigimiz
karsilastirmalar sonucu, kendi yasantiniz1 gézoniine alarak dikkatlice okuyup, kendi duygu
ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne derece katilip katilmadigmizi en uygun rakami
isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katimiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1| Kendimi diger T.C vatandaglar1 / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile 112(3|4|5|6|7
karsilagtirdigimda, diger T.C vatandaslarmin / HDPliler'in /
MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in benden daha iyi sosyal ve politik imkanlara
sahip oldugunun farkindayim.

2 | Diger T.C vatandaglarinin / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in 1(2{3|4|5(/6|7
sahip oldugu sosyal ve politik imk&nlara sahip olmay1 isterim.

3| Diger T.C vatandaglarmin / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in 1{2{3|4|5|6|7
sahip oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlari hak ettigimi diisiiniirim.

4| Kendimi diger T.C vatandaglari / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile 1(2{3|4|5(/6|7
karsilastirdigimda, sahip oldugum sosyal ve politik imkanlar beni
tatmin etmiyor.

5| Sosyal ve politik imkanlar konusunda, diger T.C vatandaglar1 / 1{2{3|4|5(6|7
HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler benden daha iyi durumda.

*Ug farkli katilimer grubunun iiyeleri (sdyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) kendilerini genis ic-
grubun tyeleri (T.C vatandaglari) ve ti¢ farkli dig-grubun iiyeleri (iktidar partisinin ve diger iki muhalefet
partisinin destekgileri) ile birey seviyesinde ve dengeli-rastlantisal bir sirada karsilagtirmustir. Sahip
olduklar1 sosyal ve siyasi kosullara bagli olarak ne olgiide birey-temelli yoksunluk algiladiklarini

belirtmislerdir.

*Members of three different participant groups (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters) compared
themselves with member(s) of extended in-group (T.C citizens) and member(s) of three different local
out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other opposition parties) in individual level and
counterbalanced-random order. They expressed what extent they perceive individual-based deprivation
based on the possessed social and political conditions.

*The present version of the measure was used by the group of CHP supporters. The reference points of

the measure were changed for the groups of HDP supporters and MHP supporters.
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APPENDIX H (continued)

Grup-Temelli Goreli Yoksunluk Olgegi**

Asagidaki ifadeleri CHPliler'i diger T.C vatandaslar1 / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler ile
karsilastirarak dikkatlice okuyup, kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne derece

katilip katilmadiginizi en uygun rakamu isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiltyorum | katiltyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| CHPliler'i diger T.C vatandaslar1 / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPlilerile | 1|2|3|4|5|6|7

karsilagtirdigimda, diger T.C vatandaslarinin / HDPliler'in /
MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in CHPliler'den daha iyi sosyal ve politik
imkanlara sahip oldugunun farkindayim.

2| Diger T.C vatandaglarinin / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in 1/2{3|4[5|6|7
sahip oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlara CHPliler'in de sahip
olmasini isterim.

3| Diger T.C vatandaglarinin / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in / AKPliler'in 112|3[4|5|6|7
sahip oldugu sosyal ve politik imkanlar1 CHPliler'in de hak ettigini
diistintirim.

4| CHPliler'i diger T.C vatandaslar1 / HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPlilerile | 1| 2| 3|(4|5|6| 7
karsilastirdigimda, CHPliler'in sahip oldugu sosyal ve politik
imkanlar beni tatmin etmiyor.

5| Sosyal ve politik imkéanlar konusunda, diger T.C vatandaglar1 / 1123|4567
HDPliler / MHPliler / AKPliler CHPliler'den daha iyi durumda.

**Ug farkli katilimer grubunun iiyeleri (s6yle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) yerel ig-gruplarii
(kendi siyasi partisinin destekgileri) genis ig-grubun tyeleri (T.C vatandaglari) ve t¢ farkli yerel dis-
grubun tyeleri (iktidar partisinin ve diger iki muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) ile grup seviyesinde ve
dengeli-rastlantisal bir sirada kargilagtirmigtir. Sahip olduklart sosyal ve siyasi kosullara bagl olarak ne

6lciide grup-temelli yoksunluk algiladiklarini belirtmislerdir.

**Members of three different participant groups (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters) compared
their local in-group (supporters of own political party) with member(s) of extended in-group (T.C
citizens) and member(s) of three different local out-groups (supporters of ruling party and two other
opposition parties) in group level and counterbalanced-random order. They expressed what extent they

perceive group-based deprivation based on the possessed social and political conditions.

**The present version of the measure was used by the group of CHP supporters. The reference points of

the measure were changed for the groups of HDP supporters and MHP supporters.

205




APPENDIX |

RELATIVE DEPRIVATION FUSION SCALE*

Géreli Yokunluk Kaynasim Olcegi

Kisilerin kendilerini diger bireyler, gruplar ya da kendi ge¢misleri ile karsilagtirmalari
sonucu arzulanan durum ile gergekte sahip olduklar1 kosullar arasindaki farki gormeleri, kendi
gorece dezavantajli durumlarinin farkina varmalaria ve yoksunluk durumuna neden olabilir.

- Birey-temelli yoksunluk: Kisinin kendisini diger birey(ler) ile karsilastirmasi
sonucu, diger kisilerin kendisinden daha iyi kosullara sahip oldugunu fark etmesi, kendisinin de
bu imkanlara sahip olmasini istemesi ve bu imkanlari kendisinin de hak ettigini diislinmesi
birey-temelli yoksunluga neden olur.

- Grup-temelli yoksunluk: Kisinin {iyesi oldugu grubu diger gruplar ile
karsilagtirmasi sonucu, diger gruplarin kendi grubundan daha iyi kosullara sahip oldugunu fark
etmesi, kendi grubunun da bu imkénlara sahip olmasini istemesi ve bu imkanlar1 kendi
grubunun da hak ettigini diigiinmesi grup-temelli yoksunluga neden olur.

Birey-temelli yoksunlugunuzun CHPIi / HDPli / MHPIi grup iiyeligine bagh
grup-temelli yoksunlugunuz ile ne derece iliskili oldugunu her bir ifadeyi dikkatlice okuyup,
en uygun rakami isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiltyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup iyeligime bagh grup-temelli 1/2(3]4|5|6|7
yoksunlugum ve birey-temelli yoksunlugum bir biitiindiir.

2 | CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup iiyeligime bagli grup-temelli 1(2{3|4|5(6|7
yoksunlugum ile biitiinlesmis hissediyorum.

3| CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup iiyeligime bagl grup-temelli 11{2{3|4|5|6|7
yoksunlugum ile derin duygusal bir bagim var.

4 | CHPIli / HDPli / MHPIi grup tiyeligime bagl grup-temelli 1(2{3|4|5(/6|7
yoksunlugum, birey-temelli yoksunlugum ile aynidir.

5| CHPIi / HDPIi / MHPIi grup iiyeligime bagl grup-temelli 11{2{3|4|5|6|7

yoksunlugumu gidermek i¢in, diger CHPliler'in / diger HDPliler'in /
diger MHPliler'in yapacagindan daha fazla sey yaparim.

6 | CHPIi / HDPli / MHPIi grup iiyeligime bagl grup-temelli 1(2{3|4|5(6|7
yoksunlugum beni etkilemektedir.
7| CHPIi / HDPIli / MHPIi grup tiyeligime bagl grup temelli 112(3|4|5|6|7

yoksunlugumu giderdigimde, birey-temelli yoksunlugumu da
gidermis olacagim.

*Mevcut aragtirmanin ii¢ farkli katilimei grubu (s6yle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu dlcegi yerel
i¢-grubu (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgilerini) referans alarak doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP supporters)
filled out the scale in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political party).
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APPENDIX J

MEASURE OF FAMILIAL TIES*

Ailevi Baglar Ol¢iimii

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne
derece katilip katilmadiginizi en uygun rakami isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler benim igin ailem gibidir. 112|3[4|5|6|7
2 | CHPIi / HDPIli / MHPIi birisi incindiginde veya tehlikede oldugunda, | 1| 2| 3| 45|67

sanki bir aile bireyi incinmis ya da tehlikedeymis gibi hissederim.
3| CHPliler'i / HDPIiler'i / MHPliler'i erkek ya da kiz kardeslerim gibi 112|3[4|5|6|7
goririm.

*Mevcut arastirmanin ii¢ farkli katilimer grubu (soyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu

6lgtimii yerel i¢-grubu (kendi siyasi partisinin destek¢ilerini) referans alarak doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (hamely CHP, HDP, and MHP

supporters) filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political

party).
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APPENDIX K

MEASURE OF AGENCY FOR THE GROUP*

Grup I¢in Etkin Olma Ol¢iimii

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne
derece katilip katilmadiginiz1 en uygun rakamu isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katimiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| Kendi davranislarim iizerinde oldugu kadar CHPliler'in / HDPliler'in | 1| 2| 3 567
/ MHPliler'in hareketlerinde de s6z sahibiyim.

2 | CHPliler'e / HDPliler'e / MHPliler'e olan her seyden kendimi sorumlu | 1| 2| 3 5|67
hissederim.

3| CHPIliler'in / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in yaptig1 her seyden kendimi 1123 5/6|7
sorumlu hissederim.

*Mevcut arastirmanin ii¢ farkli katilimer grubu (séyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu

ol¢limii yerel i¢-grubu (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgilerini) referans alarak doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (hamely CHP, HDP, and MHP

supporters) filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political

party).
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MEASURE OF INVULNERABILITY*

APPENDIX L

Saglamlik Ol¢iimii

Asagidaki ifadeleri dikkatlice okuyup kendi duygu ve diisiincenize gore her bir ifadeye ne
derece katilip katilmadiginizi en uygun rakami isaretleyerek belirtiniz.

Kesinlikle Cogunlukla Kismen Kismen | Cogunlukla | Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | katilmiyorum | Kararsizim | katiliyorum | katiliyorum | katiliyorum
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1| Tehlike karsisinda CHPliler'in / HDPliler'in / MHPliler'in ve 1{2/3|4|5/6|7
kendimin bu durumu atlatacagina eminim.
2 | Bana ya da CHPliler'e / HDPliler'e / MHPliler'e kotii bir sey olmaz. 1{2|3|4|5/6|7
3| Higbir sey bana ya da CHPliler'e / HDPliler'e / MHPliler'e zarar 1{2/3|4|5/6|7
veremez.
4| CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler diger pek ¢ok gruptan daha 1/2{3|4[5|6|7
dayaniklidir.
5| CHPliler / HDPliler / MHPliler her tiirlii tehlike ile bas edebilir. 1123|4567

*Mevcut arastirmanin {i¢ farkli katilimci grubu (soyle ki CHPliler, HDPliler ve MHPliler) bu

Olciimii yerel i¢c-grubu (kendi siyasi partisinin destekgilerini) referans alarak doldurmustur.

*Three different participant groups of the present research (namely CHP, HDP, and MHP

supporters) filled out the measure in reference to local in-group (supporters of own political

party).

209




APPENDIX M

DEBRIEFING FORM

Sosyo-Politik Kimlik Calismasi

Katihm Sonrasi Bilgi Formu

Bu arasgtirmaya katildiginiz icin ¢ok tesekkiir ederiz. Verdiginiz bilgiler
kaydedilmistir. Asagidaki bilgileri okumak ve arastirmanin amacini1 daha ayrintili bigimde
ogrenmek icin birkag dakikanizi daha ayirmak ister misiniz?

Bu ¢alisma daha once de belirtildigi gibi, Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi (ODTU)
Psikoloji Boliimii 6gretim iiyelerinden Prof. Dr. Tiirker Ozkan damismanlhiginda, Uzman
Psikolog Fatih Ozdemir tarafindan doktora tezi kapsaminda yiiriitiilmektedir. Calismanin
amaci; sosyo-politik kimlik degiskenine bagh olarak grup-temelli davramslar:
arastirmaktir. Arastirma secim barajimm asarak Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi'nde
temsil hakkina sahip muhalefet partilerin destekgileri ile yiiriitiilmektedir. Bu sebeple
caliymaya kendini CHPli (Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi), HDPIli (Halklarin Demokratik
Partisi) ya da MHPIi (Milliyetci Hareket Partisi) olarak tanimlayan veya kendini bu
partilerden en az birine yakin bulan kisilerin katilmasi istenmektedir.

Beklentimiz, kimlik kaynasimi kuraminin ana savlarini ¢oklu grup baglaminda test
ederek kimlik kaynasimi ve ig-grup Ozdeslesmesi kavramlarimin farkliligimi ortaya
koymaktir. Ayrica kimlik kaynasimi kuraminin teorik ¢ergevesini goreli yoksunluk kurami
ile gelistirerek asirt grup-yanlist davraniglarin  nedenlerini anlamaktir. Literatiiriin
farklilastirma temelli yaklasimina ragmen, mevcut ¢alisma birey ve grup seviyelerinin ve
literatiir tarafindan bagimsiz bir sekilde sunulan degiskenlerin asir1 grup-yanlisi davranis
stirecinde birbirlerini tamamlayict siiregler olabilecegini Onermektedir ve bu durum
bireylerin yerel i¢-grup, genis i¢-grup ve yerel dis-grup iiyeleri ile olan iliskilerini
etkileyebilir. Arastirmada hedeflenen, siyasi partileri degerlendirmek degil, siyasi parti
destekgileri 6rnekleminde bu kuram ve degiskenleri bilimsel bir bakisagisi ile test etmektir.

Bu arastirmanin bilimsel dogrulugu gelecekte bu calismaya katilabilecek potansiyel
katilimcilarla yukaridaki bilgilerin paylagilmamasina baghdir. Eger kisilerle bu bilgi
paylasilirsa, katilimcilar dogal olmayan yollarla 6lgekleri cevaplamayi secebilir ve verilerin
bilimsel dogrulugu tehlikeye atilmis olur. Eger bu bilgileri, arastirmaya heniiz katilmamis
diger insanlarla paylasmazsaniz sizlere minnettar oluruz.

Bu calismadan alimacak ilk wverilerin Aralik 2016 sonunda elde edilmesi
amaclanmaktadir.  Elde edilen bilgiler sadece bilimsel aragtirma ve yazilarda
kullanilacaktir. Calismanin sonuglarim1 6grenmek ya da bu aragtirma hakkinda daha fazla
bilgi almak igin arastrmaci Uzman Psikolog Fatih  Ozdemir (e-posta:
psyfatihozdemir@gmail.com) ile iletisim kurabilirsiniz. Bu arastirmaya katildiginiz igin
tekrar tesekkiir ederiz.
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APPENDIX N

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of CHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of CHP Supporters

Table A.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of CHP in
order to Test Local In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? X1 (CClI) X2(CCIF)  X3(CTDIl) X4(CTDG) Xs(CDF)
Null & k=0 .238 329 .033 .196 .048
X1 (CClI) .238 - .098 .005 .006 150
X2 (CCIF) .329 .007 - .004 .006 -.001
X3 (CTDI) .033 210 .300 -
X4(CTDG) .029 214 304 .306 -
Xs (CDF) .196 .048 139 -
k =1 average 120 210 105 .006 .075
XXz .336 - - .004 .005 .230
X1X3 .243 - .097 - .003 .560
X1X4 244 - .097 .002 - -
X1Xs .293
XoX3 333 .007 - - .003 -.001
XoX4 335 .006 - .001 - -
X2Xs .346
X3X4 .042 299 204 - - -
X3Xs .200 140 141 - - -
XaXs .198 143 .048 - - -
k =2 average 119 117 .002 .004 .263
X1X2X3 .340 - - - .002 .250
X1XoX4 341 - - .001 - -
X1X2Xs .352
X1X3X4 .246 - .096 - - -
X1X3Xs .293 - .060 - - -
XoX3X4 .336 .000 - - - -
XoX3X4 .336 -.336 - - - -
XoX3X4 .336 .006 - - - -
k = 3 average -.110 .078 .001 .002 .250
X1 XoX3Xa .342 - - - - .012
X1 XoX3Xs .353 - - - .001 -
X1 XoX4Xs .353 - - .001 - -
X1X3X4Xs .293 - .061 - - -
XoX3XaXs .349 .005 - - - -
k = 4 average .005 .070 .001 .002 131
X1 XoX3X4Xs .354 - - - - -
g/‘g:;é 092 184 035 052 159
(Percentage) (18%) (35%) (7%) (10%) (30%)

Note. CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 52%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (CHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; CCI = group
identification with CHP; CCIF = identity fusion with CHP; CTDI = individual-based relative
deprivation when CHP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens; CTDG =
group-based / CHP-based relative deprivation when CHP supporters make intergroup comparisons
with other T.C citizens; CDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX N (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of CHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of CHP Supporters

Table B.

Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? Xi(CTI)  X2(CTIF)  X3(CTDI) X4(CTDG) Xs(CDF)
Null & k=0 .264 .290 .027 077 .196
X1 (CTI) .264 - .050 .007 .009 .150
X2 (CTIF) .290 .024 - .003 .012 -.001
X3 (CTDI) 027 244 266 -
X4 (CTDG) 016 255 277 286 -
X5 (CDF) 077 196 225 -
k =1 average .180 .205 .099 011 .075
XXz 314 - - .004 011 .230
X1Xs3 271 - .047 - .004 .560
X1X4 273 - .052 .002 - -
X1 Xs 294
XoXs3 .293 .025 - - .009 -.002
XoXa .302 .023 - .000 - -
XoXs .307
X3Xa4 .030 .295 245 - - -
X3Xs .085 .233 .240 - - -
X4Xs .079 246 .196 - - -
k = 2 average .164 156 .002 .008 .263
X1X2X3 318 - - - .007 .250
X1 XoX4 325 - - .000 - -
X1X2Xs .332
X1X3X4 275 - .050 - - -
X1X3Xs .296 - .037 - - -
XaX3X4 .302 .000 - - - -
XaX3X4 .302 -.302 - - - -
XaX3X4 .302 .023 - - - -
k = 3 average -.093 .044 .000 .007 .250
X1 XoX3X4 325 - - - - .012
X1 X2X3Xs .333 - - - .004 -
X1X2X4Xs .337 - - .000 - -
X1X3X4Xs .297 - .040 - - -
XoX3X4Xs 313 .024 - - - -
k = 4 average .024 .042 .000 .006 131
X1 X2 X3XsXs .337 - - - - -
?V";;"gé 129 174 032 026 196
(Percentage) (23%) (31%) (6%) (5%) (35%)

Note. CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 56%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (CHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; CTI = group
identification with T.C citizens; CTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens; CTDI = individual-based
relative deprivation when CHP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens;
CTDG = group-based / CHP-based relative deprivation when CHP supporters make intergroup

comparisons with other T.C citizens; CDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX N (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of CHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of CHP Supporters

Table C.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Additional Contribution of

R? X1 (CCl) X2 (CCIF) X3 (CTI) X4(CTIF)

Null & k=0 .038 .073 .264 290
X1 (CClI) .038 - .035 226 254
X, (CCIF) 073 .000 - 202 220
X3(CTI) 264 .000 011 - .050
X4 (CTIF) 290 .002 .003 024 -

k =1 average .001 .016 151 175
XXz .073 - - 211 220
X1Xs3 .264 - .020 - .050
X1X4q 292 - .001 .022 -
XoXs3 275 .009 - - .042
XoX4 .293 .000 - .024 -
XsX4 314 .000 .003 - -
k = 2 average .003 .008 .086 .104
X1X2X3 284 - - - .034
X1 XoX4 293 - - .025 -
X1X3Xs 314 - .004 - -
XoX3Xa 317 .001 - - -
k = 3 average .001 .004 .025 .034
X1 XoX3Xs 318 - - - -
S\/"e‘igé 011 025 131 151
(Percentage) (3%) (8%) (41%) (47%)

Note. CHP supporters (N = 320) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 32%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (CHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; CCl = group
identification with CHP; CCIF = identity fusion with CHP; CTI = group identification with T.C
citizens; CTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens.
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APPENDIX O

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of HDP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of HDP Supporters

Table A.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of HDP in
order to Test Local In-Group ldentity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? Xi(HHI)  Xa(HHIF)  X3(HTDI) X4(HTDG) Xs(HDF)
Null & k=0 .208 257 .038 233 -.004
X1 (HHI) .208 - .060 .010 021 .150
X2 (HHIF) .257 011 - .005 .014 -.001
X3 (HTDI) .038 .180 224 -
X4 (HTDG) .056 162 .206 215 -
Xs (HDF) .233 -.004 .038 -
k = 1 average .087 132 077 .018 .075
XXz .268 - - .005 .013 .230
X1X3 .218 - .055 - 014 .560
XiX4 .229 - .052 .003 - -
X1Xs 291
XoX3 .262 011 - - .010 -.001
XoXy 271 .010 - .001 - -
XoXs .298
X3Xy .069 212 163 - - -
X3Xs .238 .035 .043 - - -
X4 Xs .239 042 -.007 - - -
k = 2 average .062 .061 .003 012 .263
X1X2X3 273 - - - .009 .250
X1 XoX4 .281 - - .001 - -
X1X2Xs .307
X1 X3X4 232 - .050 - - -
X1X3Xs .294 - .015 - - -
XaX3X4 272 .000 - - - -
XaX3X4 272 -.272 - - - -
XaX3X4 272 .010 - - - -
k = 3 average -.087 .033 .001 .009 .250
X1 XoX3X4 .282 - - - - .030
X1 X2X3Xs .309 - - - .003 -
X1 X2XaXs 312 - - .000 - -
X1 X3XaXs 297 - .015 - - -
XoX3XaXs .303 .009 - - - -
k = 4 average .009 .024 .000 .006 .140
X1 X2X3XaXs 312 - - - - -
g’v‘gg’gé 067 121 030 068 146
(Percentage) (16%) (28%) (7%) (16%6) (34%)

Note. HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 43%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (HDP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; HHI = group
identification with HDP; HHIF = identity fusion with HDP; HTDI = individual-based relative
deprivation when HDP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens; HTDG =
group-based / HDP-based relative deprivation when HDP supporters make intergroup comparisons
with other T.C citizens; HDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX O (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of HDP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of HDP Supporters

Table B.

Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? Xi(HTI)  Xz(HTIF)  X3(HTDI) X4(HTDG) Xs(HDF)
Null & k=0 132 169 .006 .007 125
X1 (HTI) 132 - .041 .004 .000 150
Xo (HTIF) 169 .004 - .004 .001 -.001
X3 (HTDI) .006 130 167 -
X4 (HTDG) .001 135 172 169 -
Xs (HDF) .007 125 163 -
k =1 average .099 136 .059 .001 .075
XX 73 - - .004 .000 .230
X1 X3 136 - .041 - .001 .560
X1Xq 132 - .041 .005 - -
X1Xs 140
XoXs3 73 .004 - - .000 .000
XoX4 170 .003 - .003 - -
X2Xs 176
XXy .011 162 126 - - -
XsXs .010 167 163 - - -
XyXs .011 162 126 - - -
k =2 average .100 .099 .004 .000 .263
X1X2X3 A77 - - - .000 250
X1XoX4 73 - - .004 - -
X1X2Xs .180
X1X3X4 137 - .040 - - -
X1X3Xs 142 - .040 - - -
XoX3Xs 473 .000 - - - -
XoX3Xs 473 -.173 - - - -
XoX3Xs 473 .004 - - - -
k = 3 average -.056 .040 .004 .000 .250
X1 X2 X3Xa A77 - - - - .005
X1X2X3Xs .182 - - - .000 -
X1 XoXsXs .180 - - .002 - -
X1 X3X4Xs 144 - .038 - - -
XaX3XsXs 178 .004 - - - -
k = 4 average .004 .039 .003 .000 128
X1 XoX3X4Xs 182 - - - - -
g/‘gggé 068 111 018 002 020
(Percentage) (31%) (51%) (8%) (1%) (9%)

Note. HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 22%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (HDP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; HTI = group
identification with T.C citizens; HTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens; HTDI = individual-based
relative deprivation when HDP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens;
HTDG = group-based / HDP-based relative deprivation when HDP supporters make intergroup

comparisons with other T.C citizens; HDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX O (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of HDP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of HDP Supporters

Table C.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Additional Contribution of

R? X1 (HHI) Xz (HHIF) X3 (HTI) X4 (HTIF)

Null & k=0 .056 .032 132 169
X1 (HHI) .056 - .001 103 140
Xz (HHIF) 032 025 - 124 152
X3 (HTI) 132 027 024 - 041
X4 (HTIF) 169 027 015 .004 -
k =1 average .026 .013 077 111
XXz .057 - - .104 139
X1Xs3 159 - .002 - .039
X1X4 .196 - .000 .002 -
XoXs3 .156 .005 - - .033
XXy .184 .012 - .005 -
XXy 73 .025 .016 - -
k = 2 average 014 .006 .037 .070
X1X2X3 161 - - - .037
X1 XoX4 196 - - .002 -
X1 X3X4 .198 - .000 - -
XaX3X4 .189 .009 - - -
k = 3 average .009 .000 .002 .037
X1 XoX3X4 .198 - - - -
gv‘(’fr;ag;é 026 013 062 097
(Percentage) (13%) (6%) (31%) (49%)

Note. HDP supporters (N = 215) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 20%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (HDP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; HHI = group
identification with HDP; HHIF = identity fusion with HDP; HTI = group identification with T.C
citizens; HTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens.
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APPENDIX P

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of MHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of MHP Supporters

Table A.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of MHP in
order to Test Local In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? X1 (MMI)  X2(MMIF)  X3(MTDI)  X4(MTDG)  Xs(MDF)
Null & k=0 .336 441 .005 .285 .073
X1 (MMI) .336 - .108 .002 .022 150
X2 (MMIF) 441 .003 - .001 021 -.002
X3 (MTDI) .005 .333 437 -
X4 (MTDG) 179 159 .263 283 -
Xs (MDF) 285 073 477 -
k =1 average 142 .246 .095 .022 .074
XXz 444 - - .000 .019 .230
X1Xs3 .338 - .106 - .039 .560
X1Xq .358 - .105 .019 - -
X1 X5 416
XoXs3 442 .002 - - .028 -.001
X2X4 462 .001 - .008 - -
XoXs 494
XXy 218 .245 159 - - -
X3Xs .285 159 178 - - -
XaXs .326 137 .051 - - -
k = 2 average .109 120 .009 .029 .263
X1X2X3 444 - - - .027 .250
X1X2X4 463 - - .008 - -
X1X2Xs 494
X1X3X4 377 - .094 - - -
X1X3Xs 419 - .075 - - -
XoX3Xa 470 .000 - - - -
XoX3Xa 470 -470 - - - -
XoX3Xa 470 .001 - - - -
k = 3 average -.156 .085 .008 027 .250
X1 XoX3Xa 471 - - - - .034
X1 X2X3Xs 494 - - - 011 -
X1 XoXsXs 501 - - .004 - -
X1 X3XsXs 434 - .071 - - -
XaX3XsXs .505 .000 - - - -
k = 4 average .000 .078 .006 .019 142
X1 XoX3X4Xs .505 - - - - -
g/‘ggé 108 223 029 091 165
(Percentage) (17%) (36%) (5%) (15%) (27%)

Note. MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 62%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (MHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; MMI = group
identification with MHP; MMIF = identity fusion with MHP; MTDI = individual-based relative
deprivation when MHP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens; MTDG
= group-based / MHP-based relative deprivation when MHP supporters make intergroup
comparisons with other T.C citizens; MDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX P (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of MHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of MHP Supporters

Table B.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Extended In-Group Identity and Relative Deprivation

Additional Contribution of

R? Xi(MTI)  Xz(MTIF)  Xs(MTDI)  X4(MTDG)  Xs(MDF)
Null & k=0 152 .183 .026 132 .037
X1 (MTI) 152 - 048 .006 017 150
X2 (MTIF) 183 017 - 016 024 -006
X3 (MTDI) 026 132 173 -
X4 (MTDG) .046 112 .153 161 -
Xs (MDF) 132 .037 .075 -
k =1 average .075 112 .061 .021 .072
X1 X2 .200 - - 011 .018 .230
X1 X3 .158 - .053 - 011 .560
XX .169 - .049 .000 - -
X1Xs 222
XoXs .199 .012 - - 011 -.003
XoXa .207 011 - .003 - -
XoXs .248
X3Xa .049 .169 .120 - - -
X3Xs .146 .065 .072 - - -
XaXs .136 .082 .033 - - -
k = 2 average .068 .065 .005 .013 .262
X1X2X3 211 - - - .008 .250
X1 XoXa .218 - - .001 - -
X1 XoXs .258
X1 X3X4 .169 - .050 - - -
X1 X3Xs .226 - .039 - - -
XoX3Xa .210 .000 - - - -
XoX3Xa .210 -.210 - - - -
XoX3Xa .210 .009 - - - -
k = 3 average -.067 .045 .001 .008 .250
X1 XoX3X4 .219 - - - - .046
X1 X2oX3Xs .265 - - - .000 -
X1 X2 X4 X5 .259 - - .006 - -
X1 X3X4 X5 .226 - .039 - - -
XoX3X4 X5 .258 .007 - - - -
k = 4 average .007 .042 .004 .004 .148
X1 X2X3X4Xs .265 - - - - .
gv\;?';égl;(le 057 101 023 043 155
(Peroentage) (15%) (27%) (6%) (11%) (41%)

Note. MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 38%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (MHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; MTI = group
identification with T.C citizens; MTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens; MTDI = individual-based
relative deprivation when MHP supporters make interpersonal comparisons with other T.C citizens;
MTDG = group-based / MHP-based relative deprivation when MHP supporters make intergroup
comparisons with other T.C citizens; MDF = relative deprivation fusion.
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APPENDIX P (continued)

Dominance Analyses for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the
behalf of MHP and T.C Citizens using the Sample of MHP Supporters

Table C.
Dominance Analysis for the Endorsement of Extreme Pro-Group Behaviors on the behalf of T.C
Citizens in order to Test Local In-Group and Extended In-Group Identities

Additional Contribution of

R? X1 (MMI) X2 (MMIF) X3 (MTI) X4 (MTIF)

Null & k=0 .085 104 152 183
X1 (MMI) .085 - 021 .095 124
X2 (MMIF) 104 .002 - 104 111
X3 (MTI) 152 .028 .056 - .048
X4 (MTIF) 183 .026 032 017 -
k =1 average .019 .036 072 .094
XXz .106 - - .104 110
X1Xs3 .180 - .030 - .040
X1X4q .209 - .007 011 -
XoXs3 .208 .002 - - .025
XoX4 215 .001 - .018 -
XsX4 .200 .020 .033 - -
k = 2 average .008 .023 .044 .058
X1 XoX3 210 - - - .023
X1 XoX4 216 - - 017 -
X1 X3X4 220 - .013 - -
XoX3X4 233 .000 - - -
k = 3 average .000 .013 017 .023
X1 XoX3Xs 233 - - - -
S\/"e‘igé 028 044 071 090
(Percentage) (12%) (19%) (31%) (38%)

Note. MHP supporters (N = 150) were used as the participant group. Total shared variance with the
dependent variable is 23%. The first letter of the script indicates the participant group (MHP
supporters) whereas the second letter means the reference point of the measure; MMI = group
identification with MHP; MMIF = identity fusion with MHP; MTI = group identification with T.C
citizens; MTIF = identity fusion with T.C citizens.
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APPENDIX Q

TURKISH SUMMARY / TURKCE OZET

GIRiS

Grup-yanlis1 davraniglarin altinda yatan motivasyonu anlamak, sosyal
bilimlerin siiregelen ilgi alanlarindan biri olmustur. Ancak, asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranis ve grup tyeleri yararina olagandisi (asir1) fedakarlikta bulunma
durumunun nedenleri heniiz netlestirilmemistir. Mevcut ¢alisma, "neden bazi kisiler
i¢c-grup tyeleri i¢in kavga etme, savasma ya da kendi yasamini feda etmeye razi
olma gibi asir1 grup-yanlisi davranislarda ve olagandisi fedakarliklarda bulunuyor"
sorusunu anlamlandirmay1 ve sosyal kimlik (Tajfel ve Turner, 1979), kimlik
kaynasimi (6rn., Swann, Gomez, Seyle, Morales ve Huici, 2009) ve goreli
yoksunluk (6rn., Crosby, 1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman, 1966)
kuramlarin1 kullanarak grup i¢i / gruplar arasi iliskileri birey ve grup seviyelerinde
rasyonellestiren teorik bir ¢ergeve saglamay1 hedeflenmektedir.

Calismanin temel amagclart (i) asirt grup-yanlist davranig literatiirinii
sentezlemek; (ii) asir1 grup-yanlist davranislart yordamak igin kullanilan kimlik
kaynasimi kuraminin temel varsayimlarini ilk defa Tiirkiye'nin ¢oklu-siyasi parti
diizleminde test etmek; (iii) kimlik kaynasimi kavraminin (kimlik kaynasimi
kurami: bireysel kimlik ve grup-temelli kimligin baglantili ve bir olma hali) i¢-grup
0zdeslesmesiden (sosyal kimlik kurami: grup-temelli kimlikle 6zdeslesme) farkini
incelemek; ve (iv) goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi, yerel ig-grup ile ailevi baglar, yerel
ic-grup i¢in bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan saglamligi degiskenlerini
aract degisken olarak kullanarak yerel i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynagiminin
yerel ic-grup ve genis i¢-grup lyeleri ugruna asirt grup-yanlist davranislar

onaylama tizerindeki dolayli iligkisini arastirmaktir. Ek olarak, yerel ig-grup-temelli
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kimlik siirecleri ve yerel ig-grup ve genis ig-grup iiyeleri ugruna asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranig sergileme egilimi arasindaki iliskide genis i¢-grup ile Ozdeslesme ve
kimlik kaynasiminin araci rolii test edilecektir.

Bu amaglar dogrultusunda mevcut arastirma, Kasim-2015 parlamento
se¢imlerinde Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi'nde temsil hakkina sahip olan muhalefet
partilerinin destekgileriyle (Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi, CHP; Halklarin Demokratik
Partisi, HDP; ve Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi, MHP) ¢oklu siyasi parti diizleminde
yiritilmistir. Katilimeilarin yerel i¢-grup (kisinin destekledigi siyasi partinin
destekgileri), genis i¢-grup (T.C vatandaslar1) ve yerel dis-gruplarla (iktidar partisi
AKP ve diger iki muhalefet partisinin destekgileri) olan birey ve grup
seviyelerindeki iligkileri ve asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis egilimleri incelenmistir. Bu
nedenle arastirma, asir1 grup-yanlis1 davraniglar yordamaya iligkin teorik katkisinin
yant sira Tiirkiye'nin mevcut siyasi atmosferini yansitmasi agisindan da énemlidir.
1.1 Sosyal Kimlik ve Kimlik Kaynasimi Kuramlar

Sosyal Kimlik Kurami (Tajfel ve Turner, 1979) 1970 sonlarindan beri
bireyin "ben kimim" algisint ve kisilerin grup-yanlisi davraniglarda bulunma
motivasyonunu anlamlandirmak amaciyla ilgili literaturde siklikla kullanilmaktadir
(6rn., Jasper, 2014; van Stekelenburg ve Klandermans, 2013; van Zomeren,
Postmes ve Spears, 2008). Sosyal grup tiyeligi-temelli bilgi ve bu tiyelige yiiklenen
duygusal bagliliktan tiireyen ve kiginin benliginin bir pargasi olan sosyal kimlik,
"ben kimim" sorusuna verilen yanitin énemli bir kismini1 olusturmakta (Tajfel,
1978) ve kisiler aras1 ve gruplar arast iligkileri sekillendirmektedir. Ancak az sayida
grup lyesi, grubu i¢in asir1 grup-yanlisi davranig gosterme egilimindedir. Hayatta
kalma ya da kendini koruma iggiidiileri asir1 grup-yanlisi davranig sergilemeye
yonelik egilimi azaltmaktadir. Oyleyse, kisileri asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme
egilimine iten durum nedir? Islevsel olarak esit, etkin ve gecirgen birey-temelli
kimlik ile grup-temelli kimligin birbiriyle 6rtiisme ve kisinin i¢g-grubu ile kaynagma
ve bir olma durumunu vurgulayan kimlik kaynasimi kurami, asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranig sergileme egiliminin altindaki motivasyonu rasyonellestirmek igin son
donem c¢alismalarda kullanilmaktadir (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2009; Swann, Jetten,
Gomez, Whitehouse ve Bastian, 2012). Bir diger deyisle, kimlik kaynasimi benlik
ve grup arasindaki ayrilmaz baglantt durumunu ifade etmektedir (Gomez ve ark.,
2017).
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Kimlik kaynasimi hali sosyal kimlik kurami (6rn., Tajfel ve Turner, 1979;
Turner, 1999) cergevesinde test edilen i¢-grup 6zdeslesmesi durumuyla kavramsal
olarak yakmmig gibi goziikse de, bireysel kimlik ve sosyal kimligin asir1 grup-
yanlis1 davranis egilimiyle etkilesimi dikkate alindiginda kimlik kaynasimi ve ig-
grup O0zdeslesmesi kavramlar1 arasinda farkliliklar oldugu sdylenebilir (Swann ve
ark., 2012). Oncelikle sosyal kimlik kurami bireysel kimlik ve sosyal kimligin
ayrimina dikkat ¢ekmekte ve bireyin sosyal davraniglarii kisiler aras1 — gruplar
arast siireklilik igerisinde sifir toplamli iliskisellikle incelemektedir; 6rnegin grup-
temelli davraniglar bireysel kimlik etkinsizlesirken Sosyal kimligin aktive olmasiyla
aciklanmakta ve bu durum islevsel antagonizma prensibi (functional antagonism
principle) olarak isimlendirilmektedir (6rn., Levine ve Crowther, 2008; Tajfel ve
Turner, 1979; Turner, 1999; Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher ve Wetherell, 1987).
Ikinci olarak, depersonalizasyon varsayimmna gore (depersonalization hypothesis)
ic-grup Ozdeslesmesi grup iiyelerinin kisisel Ozellikleri ve bu bireylerle
deneyimlenen kendine 6zgii / kisisel iliskilerden ziyade, soyut kategorik baglar ve
Ozdeslesilen grubun prototipik o6zellikleriyle gelismektedir; bu nedenle bireyler
kendilerini ve ig-grup tiyelerini diger i¢-grup liyeleri ile degistirilebilir (birbirinin
yerini alabilir) olarak algilamaktadir (6rn., Hogg, 1993; Hogg ve Hardie, 1991).
Ayni zamanda bireyler diger i¢-grup tiyeleri ile dogrudan etkilesime girmeseler bile
iyelik  temelli  (kategori-temelli) c¢ekim, i¢-grup  Ozdeslesmesi  halini
desteklemektedir (Stets ve Burke, 2000). Son olarak ise belirginlik varsayimina
gore (salience hypothesis) sosyal kimlik kurami yaklagimi gercevesinde, i¢-grup
0zdeslesmesi hali baglam-bagimli bir durum olarak nitelendirilmektedir; sosyal
konteksteki degisiklikler i¢-grup ile Ozdeslesme durumunu belirlemekte ve
kuvvetini etkilemektedir (Turner, 1999).

Diger bir taraftan kimlik kaynagimi kurami (Swann ve ark., 2012), bireysel
kimlik ve grup-temelli kimligin ayn1 anda etkin ve birbirine islevsel olarak esit
olabilecegini 6nermektedir. Bireysel kimlik ve sosyal kimlik birbiri ile ¢atigmaktan
ziyade Dbirbirini destekleyerek tamamlayabilir. Kimlik sinerji prensibine gore
(identity synergy principle), etkin birey-temelli ve grup-temelli kimlikler arasindaki
gecisken ve flu smurlar sinerji (gorevdeslik) yaratmakta ve grup-yanlisi davranig
egilimini artirmaktadir. Olusan bu sinerjiden dolayi, kimlik-kaynasimli kisiler

bireysel ya da grup-temelli kimliklerine yonelik bir tehdit algiladiginda, bireylerin
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asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme egilimi artmaktadir (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2009;
Swann, Wenzlaff ve Tafarodi, 1992). ikinci olarak kimlik kaynasimi kuraminin
iliskisel baglar prensibine gore (relational ties principle), sadece iiyelik-temelli
(kategori-temelli) ¢ekim ve grup prototip 6zelliklerine dayali kategorik baglar degil,
tek olma temelli ¢ekim (i¢-grup iiyelerinin kendine has bireysel 6zelliklerini ve
tiyeler ile yasanan kisisel iligkileri icermektedir.) de i¢-grup lyeleriyle iliskisel
baglar1 kuvvetlendirmektedir. Bu sebeple, kisiler kendilerini ve diger grup tyelerini
bir baska i¢-grup tliyesi ile degistirilebilir (birbirinin yerini alabilir) olarak
gormemektedir. Uciincii olarak etkin bireysel 6z prensibine gore (agentic personal
self principle), kimlik-kaynasimli bireylerin asir1 grup-yanlisi davraniglart bireysel
kimligin disa vurusu olarak nitelendirilebilir. Bireysel etkinlik (niyetlenen davranisi
baslatma ve kontrol etme yeterligini igermektedir.) i¢-grup iiyeleri adina bireysel
sorumluluk alma egilimini artirmaktadir; bu sebeple ig-grup 6zdeslesmesi kontrol
edildikten sonra bile kimlik kaynagimi, iiyelerin asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranig egilimini
aciklamistir (Swann ve ark., 2009). Son olarak degismezlik prensibine gore
(irrevocability principle), kimlik kaynagimi sosyal baglam-bagimli bir durum olarak
sunulmamakta ve kimlik kaynasimi halinin gorece sabitligine dikkat ¢ekilmektedir.
Ozellikle, ig-grup iiyeleriyle kurulan derin iliskisel / ailevi baglar kimlik kaynasimi
durumunun sabitligini desteklemektedir. Kimlik-kaynasimli bireyler i¢-grup tiyeleri
tarafindan dislansalar dahi, i¢-gruba yonelik bagi iyilestirmek adina asir1 grup-
yanlisi davranista bulunma egilimini siirdiirmektedir (Gomez, Morales, Hart,
Vazquez ve Swann, 2011).

1.1.1 i¢-grup 6zdeslesmesi ve kimlik kaynasinm farkini gosteren
bulgular

Ic-grup dzdeslesmesi ve kimlik kaynasimi durumlar arasindaki farklilik ve
bu kavramlarin asir1 grup-yanlist davranigi destekleme egilimiyle iliskisi farkli
aragtirmalarda incelenmistir. Gomez, Brooks, Buhrmester, Vazquez, Jetten ve
Swann (2011) kimlik kaynasimi ve ig-grup Ozdeslesmesi kavramlarinin farkini
aciklayici ve dogrulayici faktdr analizleriyle sunmustur. ikinci olarak kisilerin
algiladig: yasam kaliteleri ve destekledikleri siyasi partinin Amerikan ve Ispanyol
ulusal se¢imlerindeki galibiyeti ya da maglubiyeti arasindaki iligki test edildiginde,
yiiksek kimlik-kaynasimli bireyler grup-temelli galibiyeti ve maglubiyeti kimlik-
kaynasimsiz, grup iiyeleriyle diisiik 6zdeslesmis ve yiiksek 6zdeslesmis kisilerden
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daha fazla igsellestirmistir (Buhrmester, Gomez, Brooks, Morales, Fernandez ve
Swann, 2012). Grup iyeligi ve bu iyeligin getirdigi olumlu ve olumsuz ¢iktilar
yiiksek kimlik-kaynasimli kisiler tarafindan yogun bir sekilde bireysel olarak
algilanmistir. Fakat grupla yiiksek 6zdeslesmis (kimlik-kaynasimsiz) grup tyeleri
grup galibiyetini igsellestirirken, maglubiyeti igsellestirmemistir. Bunun yaninda,
kimlik-kaynasimli kisiler farkli vinyetler (senaryolar) ile incelenen asir1 grup-yanlisi
davraniglart (6rn., i¢-grup tyelerinin hayatini kurtarmak i¢in kendi hayatini feda
etme egilimi) kimlik-kaynasimsiz ve diisiik kimlik-kaynasimli kisilerden daha fazla
desteklemistir (6rn., Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011; Swann, Gomez, Dovidio, Hart
ve Jetten, 2010; Swann, Gomez, Huici, Morales ve Hixon, 2010).

Bireysel kimlik ve sosyal kimligin baglantililigini test etmek amaciyla
bireysel ya da sosyal kimlik aktivasyonunun asir1 grup-yanlist davranig egilimi
iizerindeki yordayici giicii degerlendirilmistir.  Yiiksek kimlik-kaynasimli
orneklemde bireysel kimlik ya da sosyal kimligin aktivasyonu asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranis egilimini gili¢lendirirken, yiikksek 06zdeslesmis (kimlik-kaynasimsiz)
orneklemde ise sadece sosyal kimligin aktivasyonu grup-yanlisi davranis egilimini
yordamistir (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2009; Swann ve Buhrmester, 2015; Swann,
Gomez, Buhrmester, Rodriguez, Jimenez ve Vazquez, 2014; Swann, Gomez,
Dovidio ve ark., 2010). Kimlik-kaynasimli tyelerde bireysel kimlik ve sosyal
kimlik arasindaki gecirgen, flu ve Ortlismiis sinirlardan Otiirii, aktivasyon akisi
bireysel kimlikten sosyal kimlige (ya da tersine) olabilmekte ve asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranig sergileme egilimini kuvvetlendirebilmektedir.

Tek olma temelli ¢ekim (iligskisel baglar) asir1 grup-yanlisi davranig
sergileme egilimini yordayan degiskenlerin basinda gelmektedir; bireyler ig-
gruplarmi prototipik dzellikler-temelli sosyal kategorilerden ziyade bir aile olarak
gorebilir. Bu egilim grup tiyeleri arasindaki algilanan bagi, paylasilan birlikteligi ve
karsilikli sorumluluk algisin1 ve ayni zamanda kolektif baglar giiclendirmektedir
(Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011; Swann, Buhrmester ve ark., 2014). Bu nedenle
kimlik-kaynasimsiz ya da zayif kimlik-kaynagimli i¢-grup iiyelerine kiyasla, yiiksek
kimlik-kaynasimli ispanyollar, yardima muhtag Ispanyol vatandaslar igin daha fazla
para bagisinda bulunmustur (Swann, Gomez, Huici ve ark., 2010); ya da yiiksek
kimlik-kaynasimli  bireylerin, iilkelerini korumak adina savasma ve kendi

hayatlarin1 feda etmeye iliskin niyetleri daha kuvvetlidir (Gomez, Brooks ve ark.,
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2011; Swann ve ark., 2009); ya da i¢-grup iiyeleri tehlikede oldugunda yiiksek
kimlik-kaynasimli  kigiler daha giiglii endise ve stres sergilerken, kimlik-
kaynasimsiz bireyler kendini koruma motivasyonu gostermistir (Swann, Gomez ve
ark., 2014).

Kimlik kaynasimi arastirmalarinin ¢ogunda, bireylerin {ilkelerine yonelik
kimlik kaynagim durumlari (6rn., ispanyol ya da Amerikan toplumu) incelenmistir;
ancak genis gruplarda iiyelerin tim grup tiyeleriyle nasil gii¢lii ailevi ve iliskili
baglar kurdugu sorusu Onemlidir. Bu bireyler biitiin grubun sadece simirli bir
kismiyla kisisel iliskiler ve dogrudan etkilesim Kurma olanagma sahiptir. Bu
nedenle arastirmacilar yerel kaynasim (6rn., aile, arkadas gruplari, kiiglik askeri
birimler gibi kiigiik gruplar1 igermektedir.) ve genis kaynagim (6rn., iilkeler, cinsiyet
gruplari, dini gruplar gibi biiyiikk gruplar1 icemektedir.) olmak tizere iki farkli
kaynasim tiiriinii 6nermektedir. Kiigiik gruplarda biyolojik genler ya da temel
degerler gibi paylasilan 6nemli 6zellikler iiyeleri birlikte tutarken, genis gruplarda
ise islenmis merkez Ozellikler (the primed core characteristics) tim iyelere
yansitilir ve bireyler tiim tiyeler ile dogrudan etkilesime girmemis olsalar bile bu
yansitma hali, grup iiyeleri arasi ailevi ve iliskisel baglar1 giiclendirir. Ornegin,
islenmis (primed) paylasilan Dbiyolojik 6zellikler (6rn., Cinli ve Hintli
orneklemlerde) ve paylasilan sosyal degerler (6rn., Amerikan ve Ispanyol
orneklemlerde) kimlik kaynasimi ve i¢-grup iiyeleri ugruna kavga etme ya da
hayatin1 feda etmeye egilimi arasindaki iliskiyi artirmis ve ailevi baglar kimlik
kaynagimi ve asir1 grup-yanlisi davranmig sergileme egilimi arasindaki iliskiye
aracilik etmistir. Kimlik-kaynasimli kisiler igin, paylasilan merkez o6zelliklere
iliskin farkindalik bu 6zelliklerin olumlu ya da olumsuz algilanmasindan daha
mithimdir (Swann, Buhrmester ve ark., 2014). Genis ya da ¢ok etnikli gruplarda
paylasilan merkez 6zellikler biyolojik yakinliktan ziyade ulusal kimlik, grup-temelli
degerler ve ideolojiler, olaysal hafiza ve ortak sikintilar gibi cogunlukla
olusturulmus sosyo-kiiltiirel kavramlardir, ve bu kavramlar grup iyelerinin
benzerligini ve kolektif ve ailevi iligskisel baglari kuvvetlendirir (Swann ve ark.,
2012). Bilhassa paylasilan ortak sorunlar bireyleri paylasilan olumlu deneyimlerden
daha ¢ok birarada tutmaktadir (Baumeister, Bratslavsky, Finkenouer ve \Vohs,
2001). Bu nedenle mevcut ¢alisma paylasilan merkez degerlerin yanisira algilanan

ortak dezavantaja yonelik farkindalik ve goreli yoksunluk halinin literatiir
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tarafindan sunulan yerel i¢-grup ile ailevi baglar, yerel i¢-grup icin bireysel etkinlik
ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan saglamligi degiskenleri gibi kimlik kaynasimi ve ig-
grup iiyeleri ugruna asir1 grup-yanlist davranista bulunma egilimi arasindaki iligkiye
aracilik edebilecegini onermektedir.

Sonraki boliimde goreli yoksunluk kuramina iliskin literatiir taranacak ve
kimlik kaynasimi kurami cergevesinde goreli yoksunluk kaynagimi kavrami
sunulacaktir. Mevcut arastirma asirt grup-yanlist davranig siirecinde goreli
yoksunluk halinin i¢-grup 6zdeslesmesi ve kimlik kaynasimi kavramlariyla farkli
iliskiler gosterebilecegini dnermektedir.

1.2 Goreli Yoksunluk Kuramm

Bireylerin nesnel statiilerine ve nesnel sosyo-ekonomik dezavantajin
olumsuz etkilerine ragmen (Wilkinson ve Pickett, 2010), kisiler aras1 ve gruplar
aras1 0znel karsilastirmalar ve yorumlamalar algilanan esitsizlige iliskin farkinda
olma halini ve gosterilen tepkiyi sekillendirmektedir (6rn., Osborne ve Sibley,
2013; Stouffer, Suchman, DeVinney, Star ve Williams, 1949). Goreli yoksunluk
kuramina gore (6rn., Crosby, 1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman, 1966)
bireyler kendilerini diger kisiler, gruplar ya da kendi ge¢misleriyle kiyaslamaktadir.
Kisiler aras1 ve gruplar arasi 6znel karsilagtirmalar bireyin kendi ya da i¢-grubunun
dezavantajli durumunu algiladig bilissel bir onaya neden olmaktadir (6rn., Smith,
Pettigrew, Pippin ve Biolasiewicz, 2012).

Runciman (1966) 6znel kiyaslamalarin seviyesini ve buna bagl olarak goreli
yoksunlugun birey-temelli ya da grup-temelli olarak farklilagtigin1 vurgulamistir;
bireyler kisiler arasi ya da gruplar arasi karsilagtirmalar yapma egilimindedir ve bu
yolla diger kisilere kiyasla kisisel dezavatajinin ya da diger gruplara kiyasla kendi
ic-grubunun dezavantajinin farkina varmaktadir. Goreli yoksunluk literatiiriinde
kisiler ~arast ve gruplar arast Oznel karsilastirmalar farkli ¢iktilarla
iliskilendirilmektedir; kisiler aras1 karsilagtirmalar ve birey-temelli yoksunluk 6znel
esenlik, yasam doyumu, 6z-saygi, stres, depresyon ve endise gibi birey-temelli
durumlar yordarken (6rn., Osborne ve Sibley, 2013; Smith ve ark., 2012; Smith ve
Ortiz, 2002; Walker, 1999; Walker ve Mann, 1987), gruplar arasi karsilastirmalar
ve grup-temelli yoksunluk hali grup-yanlisi protesto, kolektif eylem ve sosyal
degisim gibi grup-temelli ¢iktilarla iligkilendirilmektedir (6rn., Abrams ve Grant,
2012; Walker ve Man, 1987).
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Arastirmacilar ayni seviye yaklasimin 6nemine dikkat ¢ekmektedir (Orn.,
Smith ve ark., 2012; Walker ve Mann, 1987; Walker ve Pettigrew, 1984); birey-
temelli ¢iktilarin kisiler arasi kiyaslamalar ve birey-temelli yoksunluk haliyle
incelenmesi gerektigi Onerilirken, grup-temelli ¢iktilarin gruplar arasi kiyaslamalar
ve grup-temelli yoksunluk durumuyla test edilmesi gerektigi savunulmustur. Birey-
temelli ve grup-temelli yoksunluklar neredeyse birbiriyle iliskisiz siiregler olarak
sunulmakta, ve grup-yanlisi davranislarin ¢ogunlukla grup-temelli kimlik, gruplar
aras1  kiyaslamalar ve grup-temelli yoksunluk haliyle agiklanabilecegi
onerilmektedir (6rn., Smith ve ark., 2012; Walker, 1999; Walker ve Mann, 1987).
Bu durum Hogg'un makalelerinde (1987; 1991; 1993) bahsedilen bireysel ve sosyal
kimlige yonelik farklilastirma-temelli yaklasimi hatirlatmakta ve grup-temelli
davraniglarda bireysel kimligin, kisiler arasi kiyaslamalarin ve birey-temelli
yoksunlugun etkisini gérmezden gelmektedir. Literatiirdeki bazi ¢aligmalar bu
gortis ile tutarl degildir. Birey-temelli goreli yoksunluk hali her arastirmada birey-
temelli ¢iktilar1 anlamli olarak yordamamistir (Olson, Roese, Meen ve Robertson,
1995), ya da grup-temelli yoksunluk durumu her ¢alismada algilanan dezavantaja
yonelik grup-temelli tepkilerle iligkili bulunmamustir (Birt ve Dion, 1987; Schmitt,
Maes ve Widaman, 2010). Bazi1 arastirmalar ise birey ve grup seviyesindeki
yoksunluk hallerinin birbiriyle iliskili oldugunu desteklemektedir. Ornegin
Pettigrew ve ark., (2008) tarafindan yiiriitiilen arastirmada grup-temelli yoksunluk,
birey-temelli yoksunluk ve dig-gruba yonelik Onyargi arasindaki iligkide araci
degisken roliine sahiptir. Az sayidaki ¢aligma ise ayni anda olusan birey-temelli ve
grup-temelli yoksunluk hallerinin grup-yanlis1 davranig sergileme egilimini
destekleyecegini ve ig-gruba olan bagliligi artiracagini onermektedir (Foster ve
Matheson, 1995; Tougas ve Beaton, 2002). Bu veriler hem kisiler arasi hem gruplar
aras1 kiyaslamalarin grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme egilimiyle iliskili olabilecegi
gorlisiinii desteklemektedir. Mevcut arastirmalar tarafindan onerilen farkl ¢iktilar
kiyaslama Seviyesinden ziyade kiyaslama noktasiyla agiklanabilir. Bulgular
gostemektedir ki i¢-grup iiyesiyle yapilan birey-temelli kiyaslamalardan ziyade, dis-
grup iyesiyle yapilan birey-temelli kiyaslamalar grup-yanlis1 davranig sergileme
egilimini gliglendirmektedir (Hafer ve Olson, 1993). Bu kiyaslamalar paylasilan
dezavantajli duruma yonelik farkindaligi saglayabilir ve yerel i¢-grup ile ailevi

baglar, yerel i¢-grup icin bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan saglamlig:
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degiskenleri gibi kisiyi grup iiyeleri yararina asir1 fedakar davranislar sergileme
egilimine yonlendirebilir.

Mevcut arastirma kisiler aras1 ve gruplar arasi kiyaslamalarin iligkili siiregler
oldugunu 6nermektedir. Kisiler arasi ve gruplar arasi kiyaslamalar grup-yanlisi
davranig siirecinde birbirini destekleyerek bireyin asir1 grup-yanlist davranis
sergileme egilimini kuvvetlendirebilir. Arastirmanin literatiir taramasi ve kimlik
kaynasimi kuraminin varsayimlar1 dikkate alindiginda mevcut ¢calisma, kisiler arasi
kiyaslamalarin ve birey-temelli yoksunluk halinin gruplar arasi kiyaslamalar ve
grup-temelli yoksunluk haliyle kaynastig1 ve ortiistiigti, goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi
olarak adlandirilan yeni bir kavram onermektedir.

Bulgulara gore bireyler i¢-grubun dezavantajli durumunun farkina varsa
dahi, kendilerini bu dezavantaja maruz kaliyor olarak algilamayabilir (Taylor,
Wright, Moghaddam ve Lalonde, 1990), ve bu durum kisilerin grup-temelli
davranis sergileme egilimini azaltabilir (Taylor, Moghaddam, Gamble ve Zellerer,
1987). Fakat mevcut arastirmada birey ve grup seviyesindeki yoksunluk halinin
ortiismesi ve kaynasimi nedeniyle, birey-temelli algilanan adaletsiz dezavantaj, grup
deneyimleriyle iliskili olacaktir, ve bireyler algilanan grup-temelli dezavantaja,
kisisel hayatlarinda da maruz kalacaktir. Kimlik kaynasimi kurami ve ilgili literatiir
dikkate alindiginda (6rn., Stets ve Burke, 2000; Swann ve ark., 2009; Swann ve
ark., 2012; Swann, Gomez, Huici ve ark., 2010), yoksunluk kaynasimi durumunda
etkin kisiler aras1 yoksunluk ve gruplar aras1 yoksunluk arasindaki sinirlar gecirgen
olabilir. Bu durum ig-grup iiyeleri arasindaki algilanan benzerligi ve iligkisel
baghligi artirabilecegi gibi, i¢-grup tiyeleri ugruna asirt grup-yanlist davranis
sergileme egilimini kuvvetlendirebilir.

1.2.1 Algilanan adaletsizlik ve goreli yoksunluk halinin duygusal boyutu

Calismalar ¢ogunlukla birey-temelli ya da grup-temelli davranislar
aciklamak i¢in goreli yoksunlugun bilissel biiyiikliik kismina (kiyaslamalar sonucu
kisinin kendi ve diger kisiler arasinda algiladigi durum farkliligini icermektedir.)
odaklanmakta ve yoksunluk halinin duygusal kismini ihmal etmektedir. Kisinin
kendi ya da i¢-grubunun dezavantajli durumuna yonelik farkindalik hali ve biligsel
onayl ig¢-gruba baglanma ya da grup-yanlisi davranigs sergileme egilimini
yordamayamayabilir. Ornegin mevcut koklesmis inang diizenine ve yapilanmis

sisteme yonelik dogrudan ya da etkili bir karsi ¢ikma olmazsa kadinlar, etnik ya da
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dini azinliklar ve escinseller gibi dezavantajli sosyal gruplar mevcut statiikoyu
dogrulama egilimi gosterebilir (6rn., Jost, Banaji ve Nosek, 2004; Jost, Pelham,
Sheldon ve Sullivan, 2003). Varolussal ve ideolojik egilimlerden dolay1 (6rn., adil
diinya inanci, sosyal hakimiyet yoOnelimi, sistemi mesrulagtirma yonelimi,
muhafazakarlik gibi motivasyonlar1 igcermektedir.) bireyler kendi dezavantajlhi
durumlarmin farkinda olsalar bile bu sosyal esitsizligi adil ya da dogalmis gibi
yorumlayabilir (6rn., Goéregenli, 2015; Hafer ve Olson, 1989; Jost ve Thompson,
2000). Bu durum ig-grup iiyelerine iliskin baglilig1 artiran ve grup-yanlis1 davranis
egilimini kuvvetlendiren goreli yoksunlugun yogunlugunu azaltacaktir. Bu sebeple
dezavantajli duruma yonelik algilanan adillik ve ulasilmak istenen / yoksunlugu
hissedilen ¢iktiyr birey-temelli ve grup-temelli 6znel hak etme algisi dikkate
alimmalidir.

Bireyin kendi ve i¢-grubunun kosullarina yonelik biligsel degerlendirme ve
onay grup-temelli duygularla iliskili bulunmustur (Mackie, Devos ve Smith, 2000;
Smith, Cronin ve Kessler, 2008). Adil ve mesru olmayan esitsizlige yonelik
farkinda olma hali, kisinin arzuladigi ve goérece hak ettigini diislindiigii seye
ulagamamas1 ve algilanan adaletsiz sartlar 6tke ve kizginlik gibi olumsuz duygu
durumunu kuvvetlendirir ve algilanan dezavantajin kaynagma yonelik suglama
egilimini artirir (6rn., van Stekelenburg ve Klandermans, 2013; van Zomeren,
Spears, Fischer ve Leach, 2004; Weiss, Suckow ve Cropanzano, 1999). Mevcut
aragtirma kapsaminda onerilen goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi kavramina gore
bireylerin, algilanan adil ve mesru olmayan birey-temelli dezavantajlarinin grup
deneyimleriyle iliskili oldugunu fark etmeleri ya da algilanan adil ve mesru
olmayan grup-temelli dezavantajli duruma kendi bireysel hayatlarinda maruz
kalmalar1 hissedilen yoksunlugun kuvvetini artirabilir. Bu durum ig-grup iiyelerini
birarada tutma ve asirt grup-yanlisi davranig sergileme siirecinde O6nemli bir
degisken olabilir.

Birey-temelli ve grup-temelli yoksunlugun biligsel ve duygusal boyutlar
calismalarda ayr1 ve iliskisiz siireclermis gibi incelenmektedir (6rn., Olson ve
Hafer, 1996; van Zomeren ve ark., 2008; Walker ve Smith, 2002); fakat bu siiregler
literatiiriin 6nerdiginden daha kuvvetli bir sekilde birbiriyle iliskili ve kaynasimli
olabilir. Ozetle goreli yoksunluk kuramia gére (Runciman, 1966), "(i) birey diger

kisinin, kisilerin ya da eskiden kendisinin bu ¢iktiya sahip oldugunu fark ettiginde,
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(i1)) birey bu c¢iktiya sahip olmadiginda, (iii) birey bu c¢iktiya sahip olmak
istediginde, ve (iv) kendisinin de bu ulasilmak istenen ¢iktiyr hak ettigini
diistindiigiinde”, kisi yoksun olarak nitelendirilmektedir. Kisiler arasi1 kiyaslamalar
ve birey-temelli yoksunluk durumu gruplar arasi1 kiyaslamalar ve grup-temelli
yoksunluk haliyle iligkili oldugunda, bu durum yoksunluk kaynasimi olarak

isimlendirilebilir.

YONTEM

2.1 Katihmcilar

Mevcut ¢alisma kendini CHPli, HDPli ya da MHPIi olarak tanimlayan
muhalif parti destekgilerinin  katilimiyla yiiriitilmiistir. Arastirmanin  verisi
QUALTRICS yazilimi kullanilarak kolayda oOrneklem (convenience sampling)
yontemi ve kartopu (snowball) teknigiyle toplanmistir. Duyurular ve anonim
aragtirma linki sosyal medya yoluyla paylasilmis ya da siyasi partilerle iliskili
kisilerin e-posta adreslerine gonderilmistir. Ek olarak, siyasi parti kollar1 ve sivil
toplum kuruluslariyla iletisime gegilmistir. Universite hocalarmin destegiyle
arastirma linki Ogrencilerle de paylagilmigtir. Toplamda 981 kisi arastirmaya
katilmistir.

Aragtirma 6rnekleminde 320 kisi (Nygain = 219; Neprer = 101) siyasi parti
kimligini CHP olarak tanimlarken, 215 kisi (Nigqin = 119; Nepker = 96) HDPIi ve
150 kisi (Nggain = 85; Nerker = 65) MHPIi oldugunu belirtmistir. 296 kisi (Nygam =
174; Neprer = 122) ise siyasi parti kimligini diger olarak belirtmistir. Siyasi parti
kimligini diger olarak belirten kisilere sadece demografik bilgi formu verilmis ve bu
kisiler aragtirmaya dahil edilmemistir. Katilimcilarin cinsiyet, yas, egitim durumu,
gelir diizeyi, algiladiklar1 sosyo-ekonomi statii, yetisme yeri, kendi siyasi partileri
ile iliskileri ve diger siyasi partilere iligkin algiladiklar1 yakinlik bilgileri Tablo
2.1'de sunulmustur.

2.2 Olciim Araclar:
Mubhalif siyasi partilerin destekgileri i¢in hazirlanan arastirma linki ti¢ farkli

soru formunu igermektedir. Formlarda kullanilan 6l¢timler ayni olsa da 6l¢iimlerin
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referans noktalar1 katilimeinin siyasi parti kimligine gére degismektedir. Formlar
alt1 boliimden olusmaktadir. ilk béliimde demografik sorular yer alirken, ikinci
boliimde kisilerin T.C vatandaglari, {i¢ farkli muhalif parti ve iktidar partisi AKP ile
ozdeslesme ve kimlik kaynasimi1 durumlarmi 6lgen dlgekler bulunmaktadir. Ugiincii
boliim ise katilimcilarin kisiler arasi / gruplar arasi karsilastirmalarla sahip olunan
sosyal ve siyasi imkanlara bagl olarak birey ve grup seviyelerinde goreli yoksunluk
halini ve yoksunluk kaynasimi durumlarini test etmektedir. Dordiincii kisimda ilgili
literatiir tarafindan Onerilen arac1 degiskenler olgiilmiis ve kisiler, yerel i¢g-grup ile
ailevi baglar, yerel i¢-grup i¢in bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan
saglamligr  Olclimlerini  yanitlamistir. Besinci kisimda katilimeilarin - T.C
vatandaslari, ti¢ farklt muhalif parti ve iktidar partisi AKP {iyeleri ugruna asir1 grup-
yanlis1 davraniglar1 onaylama halleri 6l¢ililmiistiir. Son kisimda ise olusturulmus
vinyetlerle katilimcilarin tehlike aninda bu gruplarin tiyelerini korumak adina asirt
fedakar davranislarda bulunma egilimleri test edilmistir (Tablo 2.13). Arastirmada
kullanilan dlgtimler su sekildedir;
- Asirt grup-yanlisi davranislari destekleme 6l¢iimii (Swann ve ark., 2009)
- Vinyetler (Senaryolar) (Swann, Gomez, Dovidio ve ark., 2010; Swann,
Gomez ve ark., 2014)
- Grup 6zdeslesmesi 6lgtimii (Mael ve Ashforth, 1992)
- Sozli kimlik kaynagimi 6l¢egi (Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011)
- *Birey-temelli ve grup-temelli goreli yoksunluk 6l¢ekleri
- **QGoreli yoksunluk kaynasimi dlcegi
- Ailevi baglar 6l¢imii (Swann, Buhrmester ve ark., 2014)
- Grup i¢in etkin olma 6l¢timii (Haggard ve Tsakiris, 2009; Swann, Gomez,
Huici ve ark., 2010)
- Saglamlik 6l¢timii (Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011)
- Demografik bilgi formu
Vinyetler, asir1 grup-yanlist davraniglar1 destekleme, grup 6zdeslesmesi,
sozli kimlik kaynasimi, ailevi baglar, grup icin etkin olma ve saglamlik Sl¢iim
araglari mevcut arastirma kapsaminda Tiirkce'ye terclime edilmis ve siyasi parti
diizlemine uyarlanmistir. *Birey-temelli ve grup-temelli goreli yoksunluk 6l¢ekleri
Ozdemir, Tekes ve Oner-Ozkan (baskida) tarafindan gelistirilen egoistik (birey-

temelli) goreli yoksunluk Ol¢egi maddelerinden tiiretilmistir. **Goreli yoksunluk
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kaynasimi Olg¢egi ise yine mevcut calisma kapsaminda sozlii kimlik kaynasimi
0lcegi (Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011) maddeleri baz alinarak gelistirilmistir. Asir
grup-yanlis1 davraniglar1 destekleme Ol¢iimii (Swann ve ark., 2009) asir1 grup-
yanlist davranis sergileme egilimi bagimli degiskenini her bir grup i¢in tek boyutlu
degerlendirirken, vinyetler (Swann, Gomez, Dovidio ve ark., 2010; Swann, Gomez

ve ark., 2014) ayn1 bagimli degiskeni ¢oklu siyasi parti diizleminde 6l¢miistiir.

BULGULAR ve TARTISMA

3.1 Genel Bulgular

Katilimcilar 6l¢iim araglarini yerel ig-grup, genis ig-grup ve li¢ farkli yerel
dig-grubu referans alarak yanitladiklarinda, {i¢ muhalif siyasi parti 6rnekleminde
grup 6zdeslesmesi ve kimlik kaynasimi kavramlar arasinda gii¢lii pozitif bir iligki
bulunmustur; ancak hipotez 1'de beklendigi gibi asir1 grup-yanlist davranis
sergileme egilimi, goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi, yerel i¢-grup ile ailevi baglar, yerel
ic-grup icin bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan saglamligi i¢-grup
0zdeslesmesine kiyasla kimlik kaynasimiyla daha giiclii pozitif iliski gostermistir
(Tablolar 3.2, 3.3 ve 3.4). Bulgular kimlik kaynasimi ve grup o6zdeslesmesi
durumlarinin kavramsal olarak birbirlerine benzer goriinse dahi kimlik kaynagimi
kuraminin (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2009; Swann ve ark., 2012) onerdigi gibi bu
kavramlar arasinda temel farklar oldugunu desteklemektedir.

Hipotezler 2, 2.1, ve 2.2'de beklendigi ilizere, CHP, HDP ve MHP
destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde kaynasmis birey-temelli ve grup-temelli kimlikler ve
yoksunluklar ayr1 seviyelere kiyasla asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis egilimini daha giiglii
yordamugstir (Tablolar 3.5, 3.6 ve 3.7). Dominans analizi bulgularina goére, kimlik
kaynasimi i¢-grup Ozdeslesmesine kiyasla asiri grup-yanlisi davranig sergileme
egiliminin baskin yordayicisidir. Goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi da birey-temelli ve
grup-temelli goreli yoksunluk durumlarina kiyasla asir1 grup-yanlist davranis
sergileme egilimini daha gii¢lii yordamistir. Dominans analizi birey ve grup
seviyelerinde kimlik-temelli ve yoksunluk-temelli siireglerin asirt grup-yanlisi

davranis egilimini yordamada ne derece katki sagladiklarini test etmektedir.
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Bulgular birey ve grup seviyelerindeki stireglerin birbirlerini tamamlayici nitelikte
olabilecegini ve kaynasmis seviyelerin asir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme
egilimine iliskin daha gii¢lii bir motivasyon sagladigin1 desteklemektedir.
Kaynasmis bireysel ve sosyal kimligin asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis egilimini yordama
giicii ilgili literatiirce bilinmektedir (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2012; Swann ve ark.,
1992). Mevcut ¢alismaya bagli olarak literatiir bulgulari, Tiirk 6rneklemde ve siyasi
parti diizleminde tutarlidir. Ikinci olarak, literatiirde grup-yanlist davranislar
cogunlukla grup-temelli goreli yoksunluk haliyle iliskilendirilmektedir (6rn.,
Abrams ve Grant, 2012; Smith ve ark., 2012; Walker ve Man, 1987). Fakat mevcut
aragtirma asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranig egilimini rasyonellestirmede kaynasmis birey-
temelli ve grup-temelli yoksunluk hallerinin (goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi) 6nemini
gostermistir.

Hipotez 3'te 6nerildigi tizere ii¢ 6rneklemde de dominans analizi bulgular
ve aracili modellere gore, yerel i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynasimi yerel ic-
grup yararina asir1 grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme egilimini pozitif yordarken genis
i¢c-grupla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynagimi genis i¢-grup yararina asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranig egiliminiyle pozitif iligkilidir. Ek olarak, yerel i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme ve
kimlik kaynasimi genis i¢-grup liyeleri yararina asir1 grup-yanlisit davranilari pozitif
yordamustir (hipotez 3.1). Ancak iliskilerin kuvveti ya da kimlik-temelli ve
yoksunluk-temelli degiskenlerin onemi katilimcinin siyasi parti kimligine ve
desteklenen siyasi partinin genis i¢-grupla (T.C vatandaglari) iliskilerine bagh
olarak farkliliklar gostermistir. Bu farklar siyasi parti-temelli bulgular baslig
altinda sunulacaktir.

Hipotez 4'te beklendigi iizere demografik degiskenlerin kontroliinden sonra
literatiir tarafindan Onerilen araci degiskenler (yerel i¢-grupla ailevi baglar, yerel ic-
grup icin bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan saglamligl) tim
orneklemlerde yerel i¢-grup yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranis egilimini pozitif
yordamistir (MHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde yerel ig-grupla ailevi baglar degiskeni
hari¢). Fakat onerilen araci degigkenlerin genis i¢-grup yararma asirt grup-yanlisi
davranig sergileme egilimiyle iligkisi katilimcinin siyasi parti kimligine bagli olarak
degisiklik gostermistir (Tablolar 3.8, 3.9 ve 3.10); ¢iinkii desteklenen siyasi partinin
degerlerine bagli olarak katilimcilarin T.C vatandaslarini genis ig-grup olarak

algilama durumlar1 degismektedir. Ornegin HDP destekgileri rnekleminde, aract
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degiskenlerin (siyasi parti-temelli siire¢lerin) T.C vatandaslar1 yararina asir1 grup-
yanlist davranis sergileme egilimiyle iligkisi anlamli degildir. HDP'nin azinlik grup-
temelli siyasi parti Ozellikleri dikkate alindiginda bu netice beklenen bir bulgu
olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Aracili modellere bakildiginda genel olarak, yerel ig-grupla kimlik
kaynasimi goreli yoksunluk kaynasimini, yerel i¢-grupla ailevi baglari, yerel i¢-grup
icin bireysel etkinligi ve yerel i¢c-grubun algilanan saglamligini artirmis ve bu
durum yerel ve genis i¢-grup iiyeleri yararina asiri grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme
egilimini desteklemistir (hipotez 5). Ek olarak, yerel i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme yerel ve
genis i¢-grup Uyeleri yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranig egilimini pozitif
yordamistir, fakat arac1 degigkenlerin rolii bu iliskide gorece zayif ya da anlamsizdir
(hipotez 5.1) (Figiirler 3.1, 3.3 ve 3.5). lgili literatiir bulgular1 (6rn., Gomez,
Brooks ve ark., 2011; Swann ve ark., 2012) 6nerilen araci degiskenler iizerinden
(yerel ig-grupla ailevi baglar, yerel i¢-grup igin bireysel etkinlik ve yerel ig-grubun
algilanan saglamligl) kimlik kaynasimi ve asir1 grup-yanlisi davranis egilimi
arasinda dolayl iligkiyi vurgularken, grup Ozdeslesmesi ve asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranis egilimi arasindaki dogrudan iliskiye dikkat ¢cekmektedir. Ancak mevcut
aragtirmada goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi araci degisken olarak modele eklenmistir.
Ayn1 zamanda yerel ve genis i¢-grup yararina asirt grup-yanlis1 davranig egilimleri
ayn1 anda test edilmistir. Bu eklemeler degiskenler arasi iligkileri etkilemis olabilir.
Diger taraftan katilimcinin siyasi parti kimligine bagli olarak bazi farklar
bulunmustur. Oncelikle CHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde goreli kimlik kaynasimi
anlamli bir araci degisken degildir. Ikinci olarak, HDP destekgileri 6rnekleminde
aract degiskenler genis i¢-gruptan ziyade yerel i¢-grup yararina asir1 grup-yanlisi
davranig egilimini yordamistir. Ayrica, katilimc1 gruba bagli olarak modellerdeki
degiskenler arasi iliskisel kuvvetler farklilik gostermistir.

CHP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde yerel i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme genis
ic-grupla 6zdeslesmeyi artirmakta; yerel i¢c-grupla kimlik kaynasimi genis i¢-grupla
kimlik kaynasimini artirmakta ve bu durum genis i¢-grup liyeleri yararina asiri
grup-yanlis1 davranig sergileme egilimini desteklemektedir (hipotez 6; Figiirler 3.2
ve 3.6). Fakat MHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde 6zdeslesme tlizerinden giden dolayli
iliski anlamli degildir. Ek olarak, yerel i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi yerel i¢-grup

liyeleri yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranig egilimini dogrudan yordamistir. HDP

234



destekgileri 6rnekleminde ise farkli ve ilging bulgular vardir (Figiir 3.4). Yerel ig-
grupla 6zdeslesme genis i¢-grupla 6zdeslesmeyi artirmis ve bu durum yerel ig-grup
yararina asirt grup-yanlist davranig egilimini azaltmistir. Diger yandan yerel ig-
grupla kimlik kaynasimi genis i¢-grupla 6zdeslesmeyi azaltmis ve bu durum yerel
ig-grup yararina asirlt grup-yanlist davranig egilimini artirmistir. Bu bulgu grup
0zdeslesmesi ve kimlik kaynasimi kavramlarinin farkl siiregler oldugunu destekler
niteliktedir (6rn., Gomez, Brooks ve ark., 2011). Genis i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi
ve genis i¢-grup yararmna asirl grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimi anlamsiz
iliskilerinden &tiirli modelden ¢ikarilmistir. Bu bulgular ayn1 zamanda yerel ve
genis i¢-grup arasindaki iliskilerle ilgilidir. Siyasi partilerin T.C vatandaglarini genis
i¢c-grup olarak algilama durumlar farklilik gosterebilir.

Mevcut ¢alisma HDP destekcilerinden ziyade CHP ve MHP destekgileri
orneklemlerinde, "tehdit algisi kullanilarak bireysel ya da sosyal kimlik aktive
edildiginde yerel ya da genis ic¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi yerel ig-grup iiyeleri
yararina agir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme egilimini pozitif yardayabilir (hipotez
7)" varsayimii destekler bulgular saglamistir (Tablolar 3.11 ve 3.12). Bulgular
literatiirle tutarhidir (6rn., Gomez ve ark., 2017; Swann ve Buhrmester, 2015;
Swann, Gomez, Dovidio ve ark., 2010) ve benlik ve grup arasidaki ayrilmaz iliski
hali olarak tanimlanan kimlik kaynagimi kavramimin gegerligini desteklemistir.
Ayrica CHP destekcileri ornekleminde, genis ic¢-grupla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik
kaynasimi her bir yerel ve genis i¢-grup liyesinin 6nemini artirmistir (hipotez 7.1;
Tablo 3.13) ve beklendigi gibi kimlik kaynasiminin bu iligkideki rolii grup
0zdeslesmesine kiyasla daha kuvvetlidir. Bu bulgu kimlik kaynasimi kuraminin
iliskisel baglar prensibini hatirlatmaktadir. Ig-grup {iyeleri her grup iiyesini,
kategorik olarak degistirilebilecek kisilerden ziyade kendine has (unique) bireyler
olarak algilayabilir (6rn., Swann ve ark., 2012).

Ek olarak, bireysel ya da sosyal kimlik aktive edildiginde goreli yoksunluk
kaynasimi yerel i¢-grup yararina asiri grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimini
CHP destekgileri drnekleminde pozitif yordamistir (hipotez 8; Tablolar 3.11 ve
3.12). Bu bulgu ilgili literatiirdeki ¢alismalar1 destekler niteliktedir (Foster ve
Matheson, 1995; Tougas ve Beaton, 2002). Aym 6rneklemde goreli yoksunluk
kaynasimi, her bir yerel ve genis i¢-grup liyesinin 6nemini artirmistir (hipotez 8.1;

Tablo 3.13).
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Genis i¢-grup (T.C vatandaslar1) ve yerel dis-grup (iktidar partisi veya diger
iki muhalefet partisinden birinin destekgileri) {iyelerinin ayn1 anda tehlikede oldugu
durumda katilimecinin agir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimi vinyet 4, 5 ve
6'da test edilmistir. Katilimcilar boyle bir durumda yerel dis-grup tiyeleri yararina
asir1 grup-yanlist davranis sergilemeyi tercih etmemistir (hipotez 9; Tablolar 3.14,
3.15 ve 3.16).

3.2 Siyasi Parti-Temelli Bulgular

Mevcut ¢alismada katilimci grubu olarak kullanilan siyasi partiler siyasi
yelpazenin farkli noktalarinda konumlanmaktadir. CHP sosyal demokrat parti
olarak sol kanadi temsil ederken, MHP milliyet¢i ve Islam-temelli degerleri
kullanarak kendini siyasi yelpazenin asir1 saginda konumlandirir. HDP ise Kiirt
halkinin ve Tiirkiye'deki diger azinliklarin haklarini temsil eden sol-kanat partilerin
devami olarak tanimlanir. Bu partiler siyasi ge¢mis, deger ve hedeflerine bagl
olarak parti i¢i / partiler arasi iliskilerde farklilik gostermektedir. Bu partilerin
iktidar partisi AKP (AKP muhafazakar demokrat parti olarak sag-kanat siyasi
goriisii temsil etse de Tiirkiye'nin asir1 muhafazakar ve Islam-yanlisi partileriyle
organik baglar1 vardir) ve T.C vatandaslariyla olan iligkileri de farklilasmaktadir.
Ulusal kimlik tanimi ve T.C vatandaslarini genis i¢-grup olarak algilama hali
desteklenen partinin degerlerine ve hedeflerine gore sekillenebilir.  Bu nedenle
hipotez 10'da beklendigi gibi katilimcinin siyasi parti kimligine bagli olarak ¢aligma
degiskenleri arasindaki onerilen iligkiler farklilik gostermistir.

Aragtirmanin siyasi parti kimligi-temelli bulgular1 yorumlanirken ideolojik
catigmalar, Tirkiye'nin siyasi ge¢misinde partiler arasi iliskiler, Tiirkiye'deki
mevcut siyasi ortam ve siyasi parti-temelli degerler ve hedefler dikkate alinmalidir.
Tezin ilk boliimiinde belirtildigi gibi 1950'lerden sonra solcu ve sagci siyasi gruplar
arasindaki catisma Tiirkiye'yi mesgul ederken, 1980'lerde sekularist ve Islam-yanlisi
gruplar ile Tiirk milliyet¢ileri ve Kiirt milliyetcileri arasindaki kutuplagsma siyasi
giindemi etkilemistir (Carkoglu ve Hinich, 2006; Giirsoy, 2012; Keyman, 2008).
AKP'nin 2002'den beri iktidar partisi segilmesiyle sekularistler ve Islam-yanlilari
arasindaki ¢catisma CHP ve AKP tarafindan temsil edilmistir. Ana muhalefet partisi
— iktidar partisi ve merkez — g¢evre sdylemleri CHP ve AKP arasindaki ideolojik
mesafeyi daha ¢ok artirmistir. Diger yandan Tiirk ve Kiirt milliyet¢ileri arasindaki

etnisite-temelli ¢catisma MHP ve HDP arasindaki iligkileri polarize etmistir.
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(Tiirkiye'deki siyasi ortam1 hatirlamak icin tezin Ingilizce béliimiine bakiniz). Ek
olarak, partilerin siyasi yelpazedeki konumlarini dikkate aldigimizda ve siyasi-parti
temelli degerleri gz Oniinde bulundurdugumuzda CHP destekgileri icin AKP'nin
ideolojik olarak en uzak, HDP'nin ise en yakin; HDP destekgileri igin MHP'nin en
uzak, CHP'nin en yakin; MHP destekgileri i¢in ise HDP'nin en uzak, AKP'nin ise en
yakin siyasi parti olarak algilanacagini sdyleyebiliriz. Siyasi partiler aras1 mevcut
iligkiler, dnceki ¢caligsmalar (6rn., Celep, 2014; Giines, 2014; Giirsoy, 2012; Okuyan,
2012) ve mevcut arastirmanin bulgular1 onerilen bu mesafeleri desteklemektedir.
Siyasi partiler aras1 algilanan mesafeler referans alinan partiye gore katilimcinin
asirt grup-yanlist davranis egilimi, grup 6zdeslesmesi, kimlik kaynagimi ve goreli
yoksunluk halini etkileyebilir.

Siyasi partilerin T.C vatandaglariyla iliskileri dikkate alindiginda bu
partilerin destekgileri T.C vatandaslarii aymi sekilde genis i¢-grup olarak
algilamayabilir ve siyasi parti degerlerine bagl olarak ulusal kimlik tanim1 farklilik
gosterebilir. Ornegin MHP destekgileri ulusal birlik-temelli, etnik, sagci ve
muhafazakar siyasi degerlerinden otiirii (Party Program of MHP, n.d.) T.C
vatandaglarini kuvvetli bir sekilde genis i¢-grup olarak algilayabilir. Fakat HDP'nin
azinlik gruplarla ve Kiirt-yanlis1 ideolojilerle iliskisi dikkate alindiginda (Celep,
2014; Grigoriadis, 2016), parti destekgileri T.C vatandaslarim1 ¢ok diisiik seviyede
genis i¢-grup olarak gorebilir. CHP'nin ge¢misini goz Oniine aldigimizda ise
CHP'nin ulusal kimlik tanim1 ve T.C vatandaslariyla iliskilerinin etnokiiltiirel ve
sivil Ozellikler tasidigin1 soyleyebiliriz (Giirsoy, 2012; Yegen, 2007). CHP
destekgileri de T.C vatandaslarini genis ig-grup olarak algilayacaktir; fakat bu
alginin temeli Tirk milliyetciligini vurgulayan MHP destekgilerininkinden farkli
olacaktir. Mevcut arastirmanin temel amacit partiler arast iligkileri
rasyonellestirmekten ziyade asir1 grup-yanlisi davranig egilimine yonelik teorik
aciklamalar saglamaktir. Bu nedenle calismada Tiirk bireylerden ziyade T.C
vatandaslar1 gibi tarafsiz etiketler kullanilmigtir. Fakat siyasi parti kimligi-temelli
igsellestirilmis degerlerden otiirii katilimeilar yine de T.C vatandaslari grubunu
farkl sekilde yorumlayabilir.

3.2.1 Siyasi partiler arasi1 karsilastirmalar

Ug siyasi parti destekci grubu birbiriyle karsilastirildiginda (Tablo 3.1) CHP,
HDP ve MHP yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranislari destekleme / CHP, HDP ve
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MHP'yle 6zdeslesme / CHP, HDP ve MHP'yle kimlik kaynasimi partilerin kendi
destekgileri arasinda daha giigliidiir (hipotez 10.1.1). Genis i¢-grupla iligkiler test
edildiginde T.C vatandaslar1 yararina asir1 grup-yanlisi davranislart destekleme /
T.C vatandaslariyla 6zdeslesme / T.C vatandaslariyla kimlik kaynasimi CHP ve
HDP destekgilerine kiyasla MHP destekgileri arasinda; HDP destekgilerine kiyasla
CHP destekgileri arasinda daha kuvvetlidir (hipotez 10.1.2). Ek olarak, muhalif
siyasi partilerin iktidar partisi AKP'yle iliskisi test edilmistir. AKP yararina asiri
grup-yanlis1 davranislar1 destekleme / AKP'yle 6zdeslesme / AKP'yle kimlik
kaynasimi CHP ve HDP destekgilerine kiyasla MHPliler arasinda daha giigliidiir
(hipotez 10.1.3). Ayrica CHP destekgileri HDP'yle MHP destekgilerinin
gosterdiginden, MHP'yle HDP destekeilerinin  gosterdiginden daha giicli
0zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynagimi gostermistir.

Parti destekcilerinin ayr1 goreli yoksunluk seviyeleri karsilagtirilmistir.
Birey-temelli ve grup-temelli goreli yoksunluklar CHP ve MHP destekgilerine
kiyasla HDPliler arasinda; CHP destekgilerine kiyasla MHPliler arasinda daha
giicliidiir (hipotez 10.1.4). Fakat karsilastirma noktasi degistiginde farkli sonuglar
bulunmugtur. Ornegin katilimcilar kendilerini diger T.C vatandaslariyla birey
diizeyinde sahip olduklar1 sosyal ve siyasi imkanlara gore karsilastirdiklarinda HDP
ve MHP destekgileri CHPlilerden daha fazla birey-temelli yoksunluk gostermistir.
Fakat T.C vatandaslariyla i¢-grup-temelli karsilagtirmalar yapildiginda HDP
destek¢ileri CHP ve MHPlilerden daha giiglii grup-temelli yoksunluk belirtmistir.
Katilimcilar kisiler aras1 karsilagtirmalar yaparak kendilerini AKP destekgileriyle
kiyasladigindaysa HDP destekgileri CHP ve MHPlilerden daha giiclii birey-temelli
yoksunluk  gostermistir.  Katilimcilar  kendi  siyasi  partilerini  AKP'yle
karsilastirdiginda HDP destekcileri CHP ve MHPlilerden daha giiclii; CHP
destekcileri MHPlilerden daha giiclii yerel i¢-grup-temelli yoksunluk sergilemistir
(Tablo 3.1).

Son olarak hipotez 10.1.5 "Goéreli yoksunluk kaynasimi / yerel i¢-grupla
ailevi baglar / yerel i¢-grup i¢in bireysel etkinlik / yerel i¢-grubun algilanan
saglamligt CHP ve MHP destekgilerine kiyasla HDPliler arasinda; CHP
destekgilerine kiyasla MHPliler arasinda daha kuvvetli olabilir” test edildiginde
HDP destekgileri CHPlilerden daha kuvvetli goreli yoksunluk kaynasimina sahiptir.
HDP ve MHP destek¢ileri CHPlilere kiyasla kendi partileriyle giiglii ailevi baglar

238



ve bireysel etkinlik gostermistir. Ayrica MHP destekcileri CHP ve HDPlilerden
daha kuvvetli siyasi parti-temelli saglamlik algilarken, bu algi CHP destekgilerine
kiyasla HDPliler arasinda daha giicliidiir (Tablo 3.1).

3.2.2 Siyasi parti ici karsilastirmalar

CHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde Siyasi parti i¢i farklar test edildiginde asirt
grup-yanlis1 davraniglar1 destekleme / grup 6zdeslesmesi / kimlik kaynasiminin
kuvveti sirastyla T.C vatandaslari, CHP, HDP, MHP ve AKP i¢in giderek azalmistir
(hipotez 10.2.1) (HDP ve MHP referans noktalar1 arasinda anlamli fark yoktur).
HDP destekgileri 6rnekleminde bu degiskenlerin kuvveti sirastyla HDP, T.C
vatandaglari, CHP, AKP, and MHP i¢in giderek azalirken (hipotez 10.2.2) (AKP ve
MHP referans noktalar1 arasinda anlamhi fark yoktur), MHP destekgileri
ornekleminde bu azalma sirasiyla T.C vatandaslari, MHP, AKP, CHP ve HDP i¢in
olmustur (hipotez 10.2.3) (AKP ve CHP referans noktalar1 arasinda anlamli fark
yoktur) (Tablo 3.1).

CHP destekgileri ornekleminde Dbirey-temelli ve grup-temelli goreli
yoksunluklar test edildiginde bu degiskenlerin kuvveti sirasiyla AKP, diger T.C
vatandaslari, MHP ve HDP'yle kiyaslamalar yapildiginda giderek azalirken (hipotez
10.2.4), MHP destekgcileri ornekleminde bu azalma sirasiyla AKP, diger T.C
vatandaslari, CHP ve HDP'yle yapilan kiyaslamalar seklinde olmustur (hipotez
10.2.6). HDP destekgileri ise en giiclii birey-temelli yoksunlugu kendilerini AKP
destekgileriyle kiyasladiginda hissetmistir. Grup-temelli yoksunluksa en yiiksek
sirastyla AKP ve diger T.C vatandaslariyla yapilan kiyaslamalarda belirtilmistir
(hipotez 10.2.5) (Tablo 3.1).

3.2.3 Asir1 grup-yanhsi davrams sergileme egilimi ve dominans analizi

Yerel i¢g-grup tiyeleri (desteklenen siyasi partinin destekgileri) yararina asiri
grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme egilimi yordanirken yerel ig-grupla 6zdeslesme,
yerel i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi, birey-temelli ve grup-temelli goreli yoksunluklar
ve goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi degiskenlerinin katkisi dominans analiziyle
incelenmistir. CHP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde en giiglii katki kimlik
kaynagimi degiskeni tarafindan saglanirken, HDP destekg¢ileri ornekleminde bu
katkiy1 goreli yoksunluk kaynagimi saglamistir (hipotez 10.3.1).

Dominans analizi kullamilarak genis i¢-grup iiyeleri (T.C vatandaglari)

yararina asiri grup-yanlisi davraniglart sergileme egilimi yordanirken genis ic-

239



grupla 6zdeslesme, genis i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi, birey-temelli ve grup-temelli
goreli yoksunluklar ve goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi degiskenlerinin katkisi test
edildiginde HDP destekgileri 6rnekleminde en giiclii katkiyr kimlik kaynagimi
degiskeni yaparken CHP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde en yiiksek katki
goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi tarafindan saglanmistir (hipotez 10.3.2).

Son olarak yerel i¢-grup ve genis i¢-grupla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynagimi
degiskenlerinin genis i¢-grup liyeleri yararina asirt grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme
egilimini yordamadaki katkisi test edilmistir. CHP, HDP ve MHP destekgileri
orneklemlerinde en yiiksek katki genis i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi degiskeni
tarafindan saglanmistir (hipotez 10.3.3) (Tablolar 3.5, 3.6 ve 3.7).

3.2.4 Onerilen araci degiskenleri kullanarak asir1 grup-yanhsi davrams
sergileme egilimini yordama ve hiyerarsik regresyon analizi

Literatiir tarafindan Onerilen araci degiskenleri kullanarak (yerel ig¢-grupla
ailevi baglar, yerel i¢-grup icin bireysel etkinlik ve yerel i¢-grubun algilanan
saglamligl) yerel i¢c-grup ve genis i¢-grup yararina asiri grup-yanlisi davranis
sergileme egilimi hiyerarsik regresyon analiziyle test edilmistir. Demografik
degiskenlerin kontroliinden sonra (cinsiyet, yas, egitim seviyesi ve algilanan sosyo-
ekonomik statii) arac1 degiskenler CHP, HDP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde
yerel ig-grup yararina asirt grup yanlisi davranis egilimini pozitif yordamistir
(hipotez 10.4.1) (MHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde yerel ig-grupla ailevi baglar
harig).

Literatiir tarafindan Onerilen araci degiskenlerin yordayici giicli genis ig-
grup yararina asirt davranig sergileme egilimi igin de test edilmistir. Demografik
degiskenlerin kontroliinden sonra (cinsiyet, yas, egitim seviyesi ve algilanan sosyo-
ekonomik statii), CHP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde araci degiskenler T.C
vatandaglar1 yararmma asir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimini pozitif
yordamistir (MHP destekcileri ornekleminde yerel i¢-grup icin bireysel etkinlik
haric); fakat HDP destekg¢ileri 6rnekleminde bu iligkiler anlamli degildir (hipotez
10.4.2) (Tablolar 3.8, 3.9 ve 3.10).

3.2.5 Aracili ilk modeller

Hipotez 10.5.1 "CHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde CHP'yle kimlik kaynagimi
goreli yoksunluk kaynasimini, CHP'yle ailevi baglari, CHP i¢in bireysel etkinligi ve

CHP'nin algilanan saglamligini artirabilir ve bu durum CHP ve T.C vatandaslari
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yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranis sergileme egilimini kuvvetlendirebilir. Ek olarak
CHP'yle 6zdeslesme ve araci degiskenler arasindaki iligkiler kimlik kaynasiminin
iligkilerine kiyasla daha zayif ya da anlamsiz olabilir" yapisal esitlik modeliyle test
edilmistir. Goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi anlamli katki saglamadigi i¢cin modelden
cikarilmistir. CHP'yle kimlik kaynagimi CHP iiyeleriyle ailevi baglari, CHP grubu
icin bireysel etkinligi ve CHP grubunun algilana saglamligin1 kuvvetlendirmis ve bu
durum CHP yararma asir1 grup-yanlist davranis egilimini artirmistir. CHP'yle
kimlik kaynasimi ayn1 zamanda CHP {iyeleriyle ailevi baglar ve CHP grubunun
algilanan saglamligi iizerinden T.C vatandaslar yararina asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis
egilimiyle dolayli pozitif iliskiye sahiptir. CHP'yle 6zdeslesme ise CHP {iyeleriyle
ailevi baglar1 kuvvetlendirmis ve CHP fiiyeleri ve T.C vatandaslar1 yararina asiri
grup-yanlis1 davranig e8ilimini artirmistir. Araci degiskenlerin kimlik kaynasimiyla
iligkisi 6zdeslesmeye kiyasla daha giicliidiir. Ek olarak CHP'yle 6zdeslesme CHP
tiyeleri yararma asirt grup-yanlist davranis egilimini dogrudan yordamustir (Figiir
3.1).

HDP destekgileri 6rnekleminde HDP'yle kimlik kaynagimi goreli yoksunluk
kaynasimini, HDP iiyeleriyle ailevi baglari, HDP grubu i¢in bireysel etkinligi ve
HDP'nin algilanan saglamligini artirmig ve bu durum HDP yararina asir1 grup-
yanlisi davranig sergileme egilimini desteklemistir (hipotez 10.5.2). HDP'yle
0zdeslesme 1se HDP iiyeleriyle ailevi baglari, HDP grubu i¢in bireysel etkinligi ve
HDP'in algilanan saglamligini artirmis ve bu durum HDP yararma asir1 grup-
yanlist davramis egilimini desteklemistir. Fakat aract degiskenlerin kimlik
kaynagimiyla iligkisi 6zdeslesmeye kiyasla daha kuvvetlidir. Ek olarak HDP'yle
6zdeslesme T.C vatandaslar1 yararina asirt grup-yanlist davranis sergileme egilimini
dogrudan yordamistir (Figtir 3.3).

Son olarak benzer hipotez (10.5.3) MHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde test
edilmistir. MHP'yle kimlik kaynasimi goéreli yoksunluk kaynasimini, MHP grubu
icin bireysel etkinligi ve MHP'nin algilanan saglamligini giiclendirmis ve bu durum
MHP yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranis sergileme egilimini artirmistir. Ayrica
MHP'yle kimlik kaynasimi goreli yoksunluk kaynasimini, MHP {iyeleriyle ailevi
baglar1 ve MHP'nin algilanan saglamligini1 artirarak T.C vatandaslar1 yararina agiri
grup-yanlisi  davranig egilimini  desteklemistir. Grup Ozdeslesmesi hali

incelendiginde MHP'yle 06zdeslesme goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi ve MHP'nin
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algilanan saglamligimi destekleyerek MHP ve T.C vatandaslar1 yararina asir1 grup-
yanlisi davranis egilimini kuvvetlendirmistir. Araci degiskenlerin 6zdeslesmeye
kiyasla kimlik kaynagimiyla iliskisi daha kuvvetlidir (Figiir 3.5).

3.2.6 Aracihi ikinci modeller

Siyasi parti-temelli kimlik siiregleri ve yerel i¢-grup ve T.C vatandaslar
yararina asiri grup-yanlisi davranig sergileme egilimi arasindaki iliskide T.C
vatandaglariyla 6zdeslesme ve kimlik kaynasiminin aract rolleri yapisal esitlik
modelinde test edilmistir. CHP'yle 6zdeslesme T.C vatandaslariyla 6zdesleymeyi;
CHP'yle kimlik kaynagimi T.C vatandaslariyla kimlik kaynagimini artirmis ve bu
durum T.C vatandaglar1 yararina asirt grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme egilimini
desteklemistir (hipotez 10.6.1). Ayrica CHP'yle kimlik kaynasimi CHP yararina
asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranig sergileme egilimiyle dogrudan iliskilidir (Figiir 3.2).

HDP ornekleminde (hipotez 10.6.2) T.C vatandaslariyla kimlik kaynasimi
ve T.C vatandaglart yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimi anlaml
katki saglamadigi i¢in modelden ¢ikarilmistir. HDP'yle o6zdeslesme T.C
vatandaglariyla 6zdeslesmeyi artirarak HDP yararma asir1 grup-yanlisi davranig
sergileme egilimini azaltmistir. Ek olarak HDP'yle kimlik kaynasgimi T.C
vatandaslariyla 6zdeslesmeyi diisiirerek HDP yararina asir1 grup-yanlisi davranis
sergileme egilimini kuvvetlendirmistir. Ayrica HDP'yle 6zdeslesme ve kimlik
kaynasimi HDP yararina asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme egilimini dogrudan
yordamustir (Figiir 3.4).

Son olarak MHP'yle 6zdeslesme T.C vatandaslartyla 6zdeslesmeyi; MHP'yle
kimlik kaynasimi T.C vatandaslariyla kimlik kaynasimin artirarak T.C vatandaglari
yararina asirt grup-yanlisi davranig Sergileme egilimini desteklemistir (hipotez
10.6.3). Ancak 6zdeslesme lizerinden giden dolayli iligki anlamli degildir. Ayrica
MHP'yle kimlik kaynasimi MHP yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme
egilimini dogrudan yordamistir (Figiir 3.6).

3.2.7 Yaratilmis vinyetlerle ¢oklu-siyasi parti diizleminde asir1 grup-
yanlis1 davrams egilimini yordama

Hipotez 10.7.1 "CHP, HDP ve MHP destekgileri drneklemlerinde sosyal
kimlik ya da bireysel kimlik aktive edildiginde yerel i¢-grupla kimlik kaynagimi
yerel i¢-grup tiyeleri yararina asirt grup-yanlisi davranis sergileme egilimini pozitif

yordayabilir. Ayrica CHP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde genis ig-grupla
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kimlik kaynasimi da iki kosulda benzer isleve sahip olabilir" vinyet 1 ve 2'de test
edilmistir. Onerilen degiskenler her iki kosulda HDP destekgilerinin ig-grup
yararina asir1 grup-yanlis1 davranis sergileme egilimini yordamanustir. Ilk vinyette
katilimcilarin sosyal kimligi aktive edildiginde CHP destekcilerinin yerel ig-grup ve
T.C vatandaslariyla; ve MHP destekgilerinin yerel i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi kendi
siyasi parti liyeleri yararina asir1 grup-yanlist davranig sergileme egilimini pozitif
yordamustir. ikinci vinyette bireysel kimlik aktive edildiginde CHP destekgilerinin
yerel i¢-grupla; ve MHP destekg¢ilerinin T.C vatandaslariyla kimlik kaynasimi kendi
siyasi parti Uyeleri yararina asir1 fedakar davranis sergileme egilimini pozitif
yordamugtir (Tablolar 3.11 ve 3.12).

Hipotez 10.7.2 "CHP, HDP ve MHP destekgileri 6rnekleminde yerel ig-grup
ya da genis i¢-grupla kimlik kaynasimi her bir yerel ya da genis i¢-grup iiyesinin
degerli / gézden ¢ikarilamaz oldugu algisin1 destekleyebilir” vinyet 3'te test edilmis
ve HDP ve MHP destekgileri 6rneklemlerinde anlamli sonu¢ bulunamamustir. Fakat
CHP destekgileri ornekleminde T.C vatandaglariyla Ozdeslesme ve kimlik
kaynasimi hali her bir CHP destekg¢isinin ya da T.C vatandasinin degerli / gbzden
c¢ikarilamaz oldugu algisini giiclendirmistir (Tablo 3.13).

Katilimcilarin  agir1 grup-yanlist davranis sergileme egilimini yordamak
amaciyla kimlik-temelli siireclere ek olarak, goreli yoksunluk-temelli degiskenler
¢oklu-siyasi parti diizleminde yaratilmis vinyetlerle test edilmistir (hipotezler 10.7.3
ve 10.7.4). Goreli yoksunluk kaynasimi HDP ve MHP destekgilerinden ziyade CHP
destekgcileri 6rnekleminde asir1 fedakar davranis sergileme egilimiyle pozitif yonde
iligkili bulunmustur (Tablolar 3.11, 3.12 ve 3.13).

Belirtilen bu bulgulara ek olarak vinyet 4, 5 ve 6'da goriildigii lizere, genis
ic-grup ve yerel dis-grup tyelerinin ayni anda tehlikede oldugu durumlarda higbir
katilimc1 6rneklemi (siyasi parti grubu) yerel dig-grup iiyeleri yararina asirt grup-
yanlist davranig sergilemeyi tercih etmemistir (hipotez 10.7.5) (Tablolar 3.14, 3.15
ve 3.16).

3.2.8 Diger siyasi partilere iliskin algilanan uzakhk

Siyasi partiler arasi algilanan uzaklik-yakinlik test edildiginde (hipotez
10.8), CHP destekgileri i¢cin AKP en uzak siyasi partidir; fakat HDP ve MHP'nin
algilanan uzaklig1 arasinda anlamli fark yoktur. HDP destekgileri icin CHP en yakin
parti olarak algilanirken AKP ve MHP arasinda anlamli fark bulunmamigtir. MHP
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destekgileri icinse HDP en uzak partiyken AKP ve CHP arasinda anlamli fark
yoktur (Tablolar 2.1 ve 3.1). Ayrica vinyet 7'de katilimcilarin ii¢ yerel dis-grup
yararina asirt grup-yanlist davranis egilimleri karsilastirilmis ve bu sonuglarla tutarli
bulgulara ulagilmstir.
3.3 Sonuc¢

Mevcut aragtirma "neden bazi kisiler i¢-grup iiyeleri icin kavga etme,
savasma ya da kendi yasamimi feda etmeye razi olma gibi asir1 grup-yanlisi
davraniglarda ve olagandis1 fedakarliklarda bulunuyor" sorusunu anlamlandirmayi
ve sosyal kimlik (Tajfel ve Turner, 1979), kimlik kaynasimi (6rn., Swann ve ark.,
2009) ve goreli yoksunluk (6rn., Crosby, 1976; Davis, 1959; Gurr, 1970; Runciman,
1966) kuramlarmi kullanarak grup i¢i / gruplar arasi iliskileri birey ve grup
seviyelerinde rasyonellestiren teorik bir ¢erceve saglamayi hedeflemistir. Bu hedef
dogrultusunda arastirma, Kasim-2015 parlamento se¢imlerinde Tiirkiye Biiyilik
Millet Meclisi'nde temsil hakkina sahip olan muhalif siyasi partilerin destekgileriyle
yuritilmistir. Bu nedenledir ki mevcut calisma asirt grup-yanlist davranislari
yordamaya iliskin teorik katkisinin yani sira Tirkiye'nin mevcut siyasi atmosferini
yansitmasi agisindan da Onemlidir. Arastirmanin One siirdigli hipotezler analiz
bulgulariyla desteklenmis ve ilgili literatiir, politik kimlik-temelli degerler ve

Tiirkiye'nin mevcut siyasi atmosferiyle uyum gostermistir.
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