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After the Justice And Development Party (AK Party) came to power, the policies of the state towards 
the diaspora changed. Of course, this radical change in politics was also reflected in the voting 
preferences of the diaspora. Identity is an important factor that determines voting behaviour. Thus, 
voting choice of the diaspora is primarily related to identity. This study focuses on to the diaspora 
living in Germany and concludes that there is a strong identity interaction between the AK Party and 
the diaspora. This research asserts that the policies and discourse of the AK Party and Erdoğan are 
directed towards the consolidation of the diaspora. The existence of this interaction with the election 
and demographic statistics of official institutions is supported by the results of previous surveys 
with similar outcomes and the literature related to the German diaspora and compare it with the 
data on Turkey to present a meaningful picture. There is a direct relationship between identity and 
voting behaviour in –the diaspora, especially among AK Party voters. Other factors such as economy, 
domestic political developments, foreign policy, education etc. are essentially dependent variables.

Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi (AK Parti) iktidara geldikten sonra devletin diasporaya yönelik politikaları 
değişmiştir. Elbette siyasetteki bu radikal değişim diasporanın oy tercihlerine de yansımıştır. 
Diasporada kimlik, oy verme davranışını belirleyen önemli bir faktördür. Dolayısıyla diasporanın oy 
verme tercihi öncelikle kimlikle ilişkilidir. Bu çalışma, Almanya’da yaşayan diasporaya odaklanmakta 
ve AK Parti/Erdoğan ile diaspora arasında güçlü bir kimliksel etkileşimi olduğu sonucuna varmaktadır. 
Araştırma, AK Parti ve Erdoğan’ın politika ve söylemlerinin diasporanın konsolidasyonuna yönelik 
olduğunu ileri sürmektedir. Söz konusu ilişki, resmi kurumların seçim ve demografik istatistikleri 
ile benzer sonuçlara sahip önceki araştırmaların sonuçları ve Almanya’daki Türk diasporasına ilişkin 
literatür ile desteklenmekte ve Türkiye’ye ilişkin verilerle karşılaştırılarak anlamlı bir tablo ortaya 
konulmaktadır. Diasporada, özellikle AK Parti’ye oy veren seçmenler arasında, kimlik ve oy verme 
davranışı arasında doğrudan bir ilişki vardır. Ekonomi, iç siyasi gelişmeler, dış politika, eğitim vb. gibi 
diğer faktörler esasen bağımlı değişkenlerdir.
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INTRODUCTION
Diaspora has different definitions under different approaches. 

However, in terms of the definition that can be agreed upon, the 
diaspora is refers to emigrants and their descendants who live outside 
the country of their birth or ancestry, either on a temporary or permanent 
basis, yet still maintain affective and material ties to their countries of 
origin (Rannveig Agunias and Newland, 2012). But strong cultural and 
political ties with the homeland are important because, as Rosca (2019, 
s. 161) and Brubaker (2005) points out, this is one of the elements that 
turns an ordinary immigrant community into a diaspora. The fact that 
the people living in the diaspora have ties with both countries brings up 
many issues. And external voting rights is one of the most important of 
these issues.

External voting rights have been an important topic for diaspora 
research globally (Caramani & Grotz, 2015; Collyer, 2014; Collyer 
& Vathi, 2007; Goldberg & Lanz, 2021; Hartmann, 2015; Lafleur, 
2015; Nohlen & Grotz, 2000; Rhodes & Harutyunyan, 2010; Turcu & 
Urbatsch, 2021). These voting rights are evaluated on the basis of rights 
and obligations. While some researchers approach them negatively 
within the framework of social contract theory (Bauböck, 2005, 2009; 
Blais et al., 2001; Fitzgerald, 2006), others argue that these voting 
rights are both an indicator of democratization and a contributor to the 
ties maintained between the diaspora and homeland (Gamlen, 2006; 
Grace, 2006; Hartmann, 2015; Kelley, 2012; Østergaard-Nielsen, 2003; 
Wucker, 2004). The fact that the right to external voting has become 
such an important research topic due to the fact that states want to 
interact with the diaspora, in order to benefit from the diaspora both in 
lobbying (Levitt, 2001) and in information and money transfer, as well 
as the increased interest of political parties in diaspora votes. 

Umpierrez de Reguero et al. (2021: s. 1-2) state that there are 
three main reasons for the emergence of external voting. The first of 
these is, of course, giving the diaspora the right to vote together with 
democratization (Lafleur, 2015; Rhodes & Harutyunyan, 2010). In this 
way, diaspora gaining the right to vote may come to the fore in order 
to contribute to the efforts of transition to a more effective democracy. 
The second reason is the interaction of a country with its neighbours 
and the world at large (Turcu & Urbatsch, 2015). The positive effect of 
globalization on technology and communication opportunities results in 
countries emulating and even directing one other. External voting rights 
can also come to the fore at this point. The third reason is that diaspora 
votes are thought to have an impact on the results of the elections in the 
homeland (Brand, 2010; Gamlen, 2015). In particular, the adaptation 
of the diaspora to the electoral system in terms of both ideological 
and economic financing of politics becomes an important source of 
motivation.

In this context, the relations between the diaspora and the root 
country have also been a point of interest. For this reason, literature 
has emerged focusing on the representation of the diaspora within the 
framework of the relations between the diaspora and the root country 
(Ancien et al., 2009; Chen et al., 2015; Ho et al., 2015; Margheritis, 
2015), state policies regarding the representation of diasporas are not 
defined in a broad framework, and are mainly limited to dual citizenship 
practices, remittances sent from abroad (Guarnizo, 2003; Lacroix, 2013; 
Resende-Santos, 2016; Spoonley et al., 2003), and external voting 
(Baser Ozturk & Ozturk, 2019; Burgess, 2014; Collyer, 2014). Studies 
on the representation of states and diasporas both analyse the issue from 
different perspectives and re-open the concepts to discussion (Bauböck, 
2009; Collyer, 2014; Lafleur, 2011; Margheritis, 2015; Ragazzi, 2014).

On the other hand, according to Délano Alonso and Mylonas, (2019: 
478)the motivations and objectives of sub-state actors in relation 
to diaspora groups are formed separately from state policies and 
institutions, which on occasion lead to more positive reactions from 
the populations that they target. But in the case of Turkey, religion 
and nationalism are added to politics as important elements that cause 
the diaspora to become an extension of domestic and foreign policy. 
There are several studies investigating the subject in the context of the 
Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi (AK Party) and Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 
in relation to foreign and domestic politics. For example, Dinçşahin 
(2012), Arkilic (2021) and Aytaç and Elçi (2019) explain the AK Party’s 

populist policy; Abadan Unat et al. (2014) show the dynamics of the 
voting behaviour of the diaspora living in Germany; Yanasmayan and 
Kaşlı (2019) discuss the issue through the concept of citizenship; Şahin-
Mencütek and Erdoğan (2016) put forward the AK Party’s diaspora 
participation policies; and Sevi et al. (2020) explain the voting behaviour 
of the diaspora in the context of the diaspora’s socio-economic roots in 
Anatolia. At this point, this article argues that the fundamental diversity 
of voting behaviour in the diaspora is related to the socio-economic and 
identical affiliations of the pioneers as explained by Arkilic (2021); Sevi 
et al. (2020), and Mencütek and Erdoğan (2016). As we claimed, the 
AK Party’s nationalist-conservative policies are very important for the 
diaspora and the relations between these two need to be explained with 
different dimensions.

For this reason, in this study, the diaspora’s voting behaviour is 
examined within the context of identity. Identity critically affects 
voting behaviour through social identity, group norms, or demographic 
preferences (Baysu & Swyngedouw, 2020; Chirco & Buchanan, 2022; 
Condon, 2015; Evrenk & Sher, 2015; Friese et al., 2016; Goldberg, 
2014; Hansen & Tyner, 2021; Hillygus, 2005; Kroeber et al., 2021; 
Otjes et al., 2020; Schoen & Schumann, 2007; Webster & Pierce, 2019). 

This study examined the parliamentary and presidential elections 
held in 2018 from a theoretical perspective. These elections were 
selected specifically as the practice of voting abroad only started to 
settle in 2018, and as two separate votes were cast in this year. This is 
important because when it comes to parliamentary elections, identity 
provides more freedom to voters in terms of party affiliation, but identity 
consolidation can be experienced more since identification with the 
leader will be ensured in leader election. Therefore, the 2018 elections 
demonstrate, simultaneously and separately, how voters are influenced 
by the AK Party, the nationalist-conservative Cumhur İttifakı (People’s 
Alliance), and Erdoğan as a leader. The study was prepared strictly in 
accordance with the rules of scientific and publication ethics.

I. TURKISH DIASPORA IN GERMANY AND 
GENERATIONAL DIFFERENCES
Emergence of the Turkish Diaspora has started with the labour 

migration to European countries and today most of diaspora members 
are labour migrants. On the other hand, although less in number, there 
are also brain drain immigrants and political asylum seekers (Kurds, 
Alevis, Asyrians etc.) among the groups that make up the diaspora 
(Adaman & Kaya, 2012; İçduygu, 2014).

The agreement signed with Germany was the first step of human flow 
from Turkey. In this direct 667.744 workers were sent by the Turkish 
government between 1961-1978 because the Germany demanded 
labour (Turkish Employment Agency, 2011). Secondly, at this time 
when there was a military coup in Turkey, European countries became 
the first place that came to mind for both those fleeing from the military 
coup and those who were opposed to the government. Şahin Mencütek 
and Erdoğan (2016: 177) stated that this situation makes the diaspora 
which is formed by immigrants and asylum seekers from Turkey form 
a heterogeneous structure consisting of different ethnic and religious 
groups. explained that Germany become a meeting point for all kind 
of immigrants with huge numbers. Today approximately 4-6 million 
people which is originally Turkish live in Germany (Abadan-Unat et 
al., 2014; Adar, 2019; McFadden, 2019; Sirkeci et al., 2012: s. 36; Söhn 
& Özcan, 2006: s. 102)
FIGURE 1 | Turkey’s migration history
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At this point there is a generational difference regarding participation 
in elections in Turkey. The cultural and political ties of the Turks 
who have experienced migration are still alive. Among the 3rd and 
4th generation Turks, Turkey does not go beyond being a defining 
element. The first generations define themselves primarily as Turks and 
accept political engagement with Turkey. Younger generations, on the 
other hand, try to live like Germans and define themselves primarily 
as Germans. In this sense, although Turkey has a culturally defining 
characteristic (Abadan-Unat et al., 2014) the motivation of the younger 
generations is to be included in the German society. Young generations 
seem to be more integrated than first and second generations Turks in 
terms of their participation in education, their desires to benefit from 
opportunities, their growing environment and socialization success 
(White, 2014). Older generations draw a more conservative profile 
due to their experiences and demands (Abadan-Unat et al., 2014; 
Moritz, 2010) and they want the younger generations to grow up with 
conservative values like themselves. 

These reasons lead to the emergence of tension and conflict between 
the old and new generations based on the difference of values and 
integration (Şen, 2003; Lodigiani, 2018). For this reason, generations 
who have experienced migration take political trends in Turkey as a 
reference for their voting behaviour and becoming politicized.

II. THE AK PARTY’S FOREIGN POLICY AND 
DIASPORA POLITICS
The AK Party deals with the diaspora problem within the framework 

of its nationalist-conservative foreign policy through three elements: 
remittances, lobbying, and external votes. Turks living abroad are 
valuable elements for the AK Party to implement their nationalist-
conservative policy more globally. Baser Ozturk and Ozturk (2019: s. 
33) quotes Presidential Spokesman İbrahim Kalın by saying that global 
political aspiration is not only about social, political, and economic 
benefits but also about announcing to the rest of the world the story 
of the new Turkey. According to Köşer Akçapar and Bayraktar Aksel 
(2017: s. 139), this new emphasis on Turkey means the establishment 
of a new state elite and shift in power has led to the implementation 
of a new official discourse on modernity and Muslim national identity 
within the country. 

Adamson (2019: s. 224-227) states that the support of conservative 
and Islamist groups, which appear as silent masses in the diaspora, to the 
AK Party was influential in the emergence of this result. In this sense, 
the AK Party’s transition from a neo-Ottomanist line to a nationalist-
conservative line in its foreign policy, including its diaspora policy, did 
not cause a break in the support of the diaspora but rather increased 
consolidation and engagement. Thus, the diaspora gains meaning as an 
indispensable tool of the AK Party’s foreign policy (Şahin-Mencütek & 
Erdoğan, 2016: s. 181). At this point, Kalın’s (2011: s. 18-19) statement 
that Turkey is perceived as a country that could successfully combine 
traditional Islamic-Ottoman culture with socio-economic modernization 
can be examined. 

In this frame, the Erdoğan-led AK Party meant a loud voice and 
resistance against marginalization for the diaspora. In Erdoğan’s words, 
“The ones who still try to squeeze European Turks into the narrow 
patterns of the 1960s do not want to accept the reality of a growing 
and strengthening diaspora” (Anadolu Ajansı). The language he used, 
the symbols he emphasized, his focus on religion and identity, and his 
emphasis on victimhood all reinforced this conviction. Thus, he was 
able to establish a closer interaction with the first two generations of the 
diaspora, who differed from the others in terms of age and educational 
background.

This approach of the AK Party will be argued throughout the studythe 
voting rights of the diaspora is actually one of the parts of a more holistic 
policy. In 2012, the AK Party adopted a voting rights arrangement 
which included the voting process in the host country, and which 
was initiated with the 2014 elections. Through this initial election, as 
Adamson (2019: s. 211) pointed out, the AK Party succeeded in using 
its external voting right effectively as an engagement policy to achieve 
its goals. It also made some new arrangements to maximize the rights 

of the diaspora. 
Baser Ozturk and Ozturk (2019: s. 36-37) emphasize that the AK 

Party wants to see the diaspora as a friend of the nation and use it as 
an outpost to fight the enemies who want to cause chaos in Turkey and 
weaken the country.  In this direction, in addition to the political role 
of YTB and UETD in Germany, the Diyanet’s (Presidency of Religious 
Affairs) (Aydın, 2014) role “as the institutional embodiment of 
monopolizing religion by the state in Turkey and abroad was sustained 
in the post-2003 period” (Köşer-Akçapar & Bayraktar-Aksel, 2017: s. 
146-147).

A further policy practice in which the AK Party applies a close 
branding on the diaspora is to keep the diaspora active in host countries 
and to keep its ideological engagement alive.. Even when the diaspora 
is considered only in terms of the 2018 elections, with its 20% potential 
among the entire electorate, it promises great support for the AK Party 
that cannot be ignored. Thus, while the AK Party is integrating the 
diaspora into politics in Turkey, it also tries to gain an advantage in 
its relations with the host countries through this political spirit as they 
are both a vote pool for the AK Party and an active player in lobbying 
activities. However, as indicated by both Baser Ozturk and Ozturk 
(2019); and Mügge et al. (2021), host country states, particularly 
European countries, historically have not supported this approach and 
policy and reacted to the AK Party’s policies and actions. Germany 
reacted most harshly to this step of the AK Party. Initially, Germany 
closely monitored the AK Party’s rallies within their country, and 
then completely forbid any of Erdogan’s rallies due to his attitude and 
discourse.

III. EFFECT OF IDENTITY ON THE DIASPORA’S 
VOTING BEHAVIOUR
Voting behaviour of Diasporans in homeland elections may differ 

(Fidrmuc, Jan; Doyle; Lafleur and Sánchez-Domínguez): Diaspora 
voters may support the ruling party more intensely than voters in the 
homeland, as in 2006 Ecuador, 2000 Senegal and 2014-2018 Turkey. 
However, as in the 2006 Italian elections, on the contrary, they can give 
intense support to the opposition. There is no theory that can fully explain 
this yet. On the other hand, the reason for these differences exhibited 
by the Diaspora may be based on a socio-cultural agglomeration in a 
structural way, or it may be purely coincidental (Goldberg and Lanz, 
2021; Carmines and Huckfeldt, 1998; Anderson, 2009). At this point, 
the theories put forward by social psychology regarding the voting 
behaviour of individuals gain importance.

Social psychology assumes that identity is a main factor influencing 
voting behaviour. As such, many studies draw attention to factors that can 
be considered components of identity such as emotions, sex, personality 
traits, living conditions, group affiliation, traditions, religion, education 
level, and socio-economic status in order to explain voting behaviour 
(Abadan-Unat et al., 2014; Friese et al., 2016; Gherghina & Tseng, 
2016; Kroeber et al., 2021; Otjes et al., 2020; Schoen & Schumann, 
2007). The success of political parties and leaders is directly related to 
their profile, due to the influence of identity on participation in elections 
and the colour of votes; political parties and leaders gain an advantage to 
the extent that they adapt to the voter’s profile (Baysu & Swyngedouw, 
2020; Chirco & Buchanan, 2022; Goldberg, 2014; Hansen & Tyner, 
2021; Kroeber et al., 2021; Webster & Pierce, 2019). Two factors come 
to the fore in identity-related voting process: personal characteristics 
and group norms and attitudes. Friese et al. (2016: s. 190) stated that 
personal characteristics and attitudes are related to individual beliefs, 
expectations, previous experience and life conditions, values, and group 
norms, and that these can affect perception of a situation by preventing 
the processing of information that allows rational choice. 

The voting behaviour of the diaspora is much more linked to living 
conditions and group identity based on common characteristics such 
as religion, past experiences, and cultural divisions. In terms of the 
present research, the main factors shaping the identity of a majority of 
diasporans are the Islamic and Turkish identities. Research supports the 
notion that Islam is a central element of the identity these diasporans. 
According to research conducted by the INFO GmbH (NTV, 2009), 
believing in God, tradition, power, and influence are values that Turks 
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find much more important than Germans. In the Euro-Turks Barometer 
survey of 2013 (Erdoğan et al., 2013), 61% of the participants answered 
the question of “how do you define yourself” by including Islam in their 
definition. In a survey (Pollack et al., 2016) participants, 47% stated 
that religious rules are more important than the rules of the state they 
live in; 13% stated that they are fundamentalists; nearly 30% stated that 
daily Islamic practices such as wearing modest clothing (i.e. headscarf) 
and not shaking hands are very important; and 32% stated that they 
want to live in a society ruled by the Islamic order. In another study 
conducted by the YTB (Küçükcan, 2011), 35% of the participants 
answered the question “how would you describe yourself” with a 
Muslim emphasis. In the same study, the rate of those who strongly 
agree with the statement “Anti-Islam is the main cause of xenophobia” 
was 54%, while the rate of those who partially agree was 20.5%. The 
results of these studies demonstrate that Islam has the power to shape all 
group affiliations, norms, values and, of course, identity itself.

In the Euro-Turks Barometer survey (Erdoğan et al., 2013), 53% 
of the participants identified themselves as both Turkish and Islamic, 
7% as Turkish and European, and 22% used only the Turkish identity 
to describe themselves. Küçükcan asked participants how they would 
describe themselves and 25.5% of the participants answered as Turks, 
European Turks, or Turks in Europe, while 31.5% responded Muslim 
Turks.

When group affiliations and norms are considered, two main 
theories come to the fore: the theory of resistance and the theory of 
transferability. Gherghina and Tseng (Gherghina and Tseng, 2016: s. 
3-4) define the theory of resistance as the fact that immigrants tend to 
maintain their own values and norms from their root country, making it 
difficult for them to adapt to their host country. On the other hand, the 
transferability theory states that immigrants tend to use their values and 
experiences to adapt to their new country. The reason for the resistance 
seen in the resistance theory is the social and political distance between 
the homeland society and the immigrant group. According to McAllister 
and Makkai, values and experiences brought from the country of origin 
affect experiences and values in the host country. In this case, the group 
tends to be introverted and consolidated by strictly adhering to its norms 
and values. In such a psychology, considering the findings above about 
Islam, integration cannot be seen as a solution. 

On this point, Pollack et al. revealed that Turks in Germany are 
shown as the least willing group to adapt, although they are the largest 
minority group in Germany in this sense. According to the research 
from the INFO GmbH, Turks consider integration into German society 
as assimilation and tend to cling to their own values more. In research 
conducted by the TNS Emnid, participants were asked to respond to 
the question “what do you think contributes to good integration in 
Germany”. 91% of the participants answered, “Learning the German 
language”, 84% said “Adhering to German laws”, and 76% said 
“Good relations with Germans”. Interestingly, according to research 
carried out by the University of Münster (Pollack et al., 2016), almost 
60% of Turks believe that Germans do not accept them as first-class 
citizens due to religious or ethnic reasons. According to YTB research 
(Küçükcan, 2011), 53.8% of Turks in Germany have experienced 
xenophobia, and 28% of men and 78% of women state that do not 
have equal opportunities when compared to Germans. According to 
the results of the Euro-Turks Barometer (Erdoğan et al., 2013), 38% 
of Turks in Germany say that they are discriminated against for being 
Muslims, while 31% say that this happens only some of the time.

In the example of the Turkish diaspora in Germany, most of the 
labour migrants can be categorised under the resistance theory. 
However, as Abadan-Unat et al. (2014) demonstrated, highly qualified 
migrants can be categorised under the transferability theory. This can 
create further polarisation because immigrants evaluated within the 
framework of the transferability theory are more open to change and 
adaptation. Thanks to the education and skills they have, they tend 
not to have issues integrating within the host society; whereas labour 
migrants in Germany come from less educated, less skilled, traditional, 
conservative inlands of Turkey, which leads to integration problems 
(Arkilic, 2021). Resistance theory can be used to explain this example 
as this is the reason the AK Party focuses on European Turks, especially 
those living in Germany, under the leadership of Erdoğan.

The research of Kroeber et al. (2021) demonstrates how social 
characteristics impact voting behaviour. According to this study, the 
age, education level, and socio-economic status of migrants are all 
related to their voting choices. Young people are more likely to be 
protest voters than the elderly (2021: s. 400-401) because they see 
voting as an opportunity to express their identities and therefore, they 
may turn to marginal or small parties. On the other hand, elderly people 
act on the basis of their group belonging and social identities, which are 
tightened under the influence of life experiences and group norms. In 
this case, younger individuals may be seen as impulsive with a tendency 
to protest, while older people are more conservative. In addition to 
age, education is another important factor to explain voting behaviour. 
Studies (Condon, 2015; Hansen & Tyner, 2021; Hillygus, 2005; Kroeber 
et al., 2021) reveal that education has an impact on voting preferences, 
especially since more highly educated individuals have a greater ability 
to process data. Rates of participation and the vote colour can be used 
as evidence of this as, according to this theory (Hansen & Tyner, 2021; 
Kroeber et al., 2021; Schulte-Cloos & Leininger, 2022), educated and 
qualified Turkish citizens in Germany either do not want to go to the 
polls for Turkish elections or are not interested in Turkish politics at all 
and do not take Erdogan’s discourse into account. In this context the 
third and fourth generations of more educated individuals tend not to 
be interested in Turkish politics (Abadan-Unat et al., 2014: s. 27-28). 

Participation rates in the 2018 elections confirm this proposition. 
While the voter turnout in Germany was 45.74%, Erdoğan received 
64.78% of all votes. This statistic shows that highly educated qualified 
Turks do not show enough interest in the elections. figure 2. And Table 
1. clearly explain this situation.

As Arkilic (2021: 2) and Mügge et al. (2021: s. 412-413) have stated, 
AK Party and Cumhur İttifakı (Republican Alliance) voters generally 
consist of religious, less educated, less qualified, lower and middle-
class people, Millet İttifakı (Nation Alliance) voters consist of more 
educated, qualified, secular, and urban people in all European countries 
including Germany. Figure 2. shows both the education level and age 
of voters. The first striking detail in Figure 2. is that the education 
level and age range of voters in Germany and Turkey are quite similar. 
However, the participation rate in Turkey is higher than in Germany. 
As a result of this, votes for Erdoğan and votes for the AK Party were 
12 and 14 points lower, respectively, in Turkey than in Germany. The 
two items creating this difference are participation rate and education/
age. The participation in Turkey is almost twice that of Germany. And 
according to data from the Turkish Statistical Institute, while the rate 
of participation for voters under 40 was 44%, the rate for those 40 and 
over was 56%. These rates were 40% and 50%, respectively, in Turkey. 
According to the German Federal Statistical Institute, at the end of 
2021, the population under the age of 45 was 46%, and the population 
aged 46 and over was 54%.

In addition to these data, as can be seen in right columns of Figure 
2., 52% of the people in the diaspora have low levels of education and 

FIGURE 2 | A Comparison of Election Results and Demographic Traits of the 
Turkish Diaspora in Germany and Turkey.

Source: Turkish Statistical Institute (TUİK), Voters Profile Indicator
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35% have a moderate educational level. Similarly, 48% of the people in 
Turkey have low education levels and 33% have moderate levels. The 
level of education of a significant part of the data on Turks in Germany 
is unknown. However, the data are consistent and meaningful with other 
available data. Moreover, the income status of Turks is in parallel with 
their educational status. According to YTB research (Küçükcan, 2011), 
when questioned on their financial status, 41% of Turks in Germany 
answered “I have no income or I live with a low income”, while nearly 
half stated that their biggest problem is unemployment. Similarly, 
Pollack et al. (2016) also indicated that 51% of Turks barely or with 
little money. Based on these data, it can be claimed that citizens in 
Turkey and Turks in Germany correctly reflect theoretical assumptions 
that the Turkish diaspora in Germany is a diaspora based on identity.

However, group affiliation and group identity are also important 
for voters. According to Evrenk and Sher (2015), voters avoid being 
alone, raising the issue of herd behaviour.  It is wiser for less educated 
and more conservative individuals to follow the wisdom of the herd 
for survival. Being alone in your choices means being insecure and 
excluded in a community with strong solidarity behaviour. Hansen and 
Tyner (2021); and McDonald and Crandall (2015) explain this situation 
using the injunctive norms theory, which states that injunctive norms 
influence behaviour by telling people what to do and showing them the 
way to go. If the individual does not act according to these norms, the 
punishment will be social pressure and social sanctions. Considering 
that Turks living in Germany are a closed structure, they have strong 
communication among themselves and establish close relations both 
in social life and within the scope of association activities. Thus, there 
would be a significant social cost to stray from group decisions and 
norms. This is important because in cases where the ruling party and 
the state are integrated, alignment between the electorate and the 
authoritarian regime leads to the expulsion of partisanship in the root 
country to the diaspora (Burgess, 2018; Yanasmayan & Kaşlı, 2019). 
Therefore, group affiliations in the Turkish diaspora are strongly 
associated with political parties and leaders. As Bornschier et al. (2021) 
point out, if individuals are satisfied with the party and the leader in 
terms of reflecting their social identities, they will continue to follow 
them irrationally. In cases where this does not happen, voters vote for an 
alternative party that they see closest to their identity, giving a message 
to the party and the leader to return to their previous identity positions.

CONCLUSION: MORE THAN A VOTE
The Turkish diaspora is an important example globally of a diaspora 

due to its size, economic volume, cultural diversity, and, of course, 
political power. Thus, it has been garnering more attention from both 
academics and states. This particular research focused on the voting 
behaviour of the diaspora as the place and importance of identity in the 
Turkish diaspora is quite unique. Therefore, while explaining voting 
behaviour, this research claims that this behaviour is primarily and 
mainly based on identity. Moreover, this emphasis on identity follows 
a social fault line in Turkey, and that identity polarization is deeper 
outside of Turkey than in the homeland due to the living conditions 
of the diaspora in the root country. The diaspora was marginalized as 
a party state policy after the AK Party came to power, and this was 

reflected in the election results through the votes from immigrants who 
went to Germany through labour migration and became a part of the 
AK Party’s natural base. Immigrants in the diaspora become willing 
participants to state engagement because of the discrimination and 
xenophobia they are exposed to in their host countries. Therefore, as 
seen by the results of this study, they quickly united around Erdoğan’s 
discourse and identified with his high-profile leadership. The Turkish 
diaspora in Germany is a diaspora where ideological divisions are 
strong, regardless of which wing of politics. This is because the Turks 
who migrated to this country are mostly composed of groups that have 
political and cultural conflicts with the local power forces in Turkey. 
For this reason, political debates in Turkey are reflected more strongly 
on the mass here. For this reason, the values and political attitude 
defended by the AK Party under the strong leadership of Erdoğan are 
more embraced and brought to the forefront by the conservative and 
nationalist masses here, who are subjected to marginalisation.

This study followed an interdisciplinary approach between political 
science and political psychology when examining the relationships 
between identity and voting behaviour. In this study, social identity 
theory, resistance and transferability theory, and injunctive theory were 
put at the centre of the study. The theoretical assumptions were tried 
to be supported with findings from previous studies, statistical data, 
and the results of surveys. In this sense, this current study differs from 
others not only in terms of presenting a solid theoretical foundation, but 
also in bringing together the results of many field studies. Using this 
method, theoretical assumptions and their validity were tested. 

Future studies may focus on the voting preferences of the diaspora 
in upcoming elections. In this sense, the voting preferences of the 
diaspora, the rate of participation in elections, and the discourse during 
the election campaign can be examined.
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