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Abstract

There are many approaches to analyzing past elections in critical countries, but no valid standardized method yet. The
significant effort focuses on the uncommitted voters in the studies and how they were won. This paper investigates
the elections in the Republic of Turkey between 2002-2011. It focuses on determining the level of attitudes and
expectations of Turkish voters based on the value priority of politics. The investigation answers how people voted as
they did based on their gender, age, education, income and region. A quantitative research method has been designed
to establish a correlation among these variables by collecting data from 4268 voters. The findings resulted in the
formation of an analysis method, called the Scale of Political Values. The scale has three sub-dimensions: the first one
is stability and order-oriented, strong power expectation, the second is developmental, honest, solution-oriented policy
expectation, and the last is strong leadership expectation. Increasing age and decreasing education and income levels
resulted in an increased strong power expectation. As age, education, and income levels increased, the expectation for
developmental, honest, solution-oriented policy received the highest score. This dimension had a linear relation to age,
education, and income level. Gender did not affect both sub-dimensions.
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Soylem, Deger ve Oy Verme: Tiirk Halkinin Siyasal Deger Oncelikleri

Oz

Kiritik tlkelerdeki ge¢mis segimleri analiz etmek i¢in bircok yaklasim bulunmakla birlikte, gecerli bir standartlastirilmis
yontem hentiz yoktur. Calismalar 6zellikle kararsiz segmenlere ve bu segmenlerin siyasi partiler tarafindan nasil ikna
edildigine odaklanmaktadir. Bu makale, Turkiye Cumhuriyeti'nde 2002-2011 arasinda yapilan se¢imleri arastirmaktadir.
Secimlerde Tirk se¢menlerinin tutum ve beklentilerinin, siyasetin deger o6nceligi temelinde belitlenmesi
amaclanmaktadir. Arastirma, insanlarin nasil oy verdiklerini cinsiyet, yas, egitim, gelir ve bolge gibi faktorlere dayanarak
aciklamaktadir. 4268 se¢menden veri toplayarak bu degiskenler arasinda bir iliski kurmak icin nicel bir arastirma
yontemi tasarlandi. Bulgularla Siyasi Degerler Olgegi adli bir 6lcek olusturuldu. Bu 6lgek iic alt boyuttan olugmaktadir:
Tlk alt boyut, istikrar ve diizen odakl giiclu iktidar beklentisini, ikinci alt boyut gelisimsel, diiriist, ¢6ziim odakli politika
beklentisini ve son boyut glgli liderlik beklentisini ifade etmektedir. Arastirmada yagin artmast ve egitim ile gelir
diizeyinin azalmasi sonucunda istikrar ve diizen odakli giicli iktidar beklentisinin arttgi saptanmugtir. Yag, egitim ve
gelir diizeyi arttikca kalkindirmaci, diiriist ve ¢6zim odaklt politika beklentisi en yitksek puant almigtir. Cézim odakl
politika beklentisini ifade eden boyut yas, egitim ve gelir diizeyi ile dogrusal bir iliskiye sahiptir. Cinsiyet, her iki alt
boyut tizerinde de etkili olmamustir.

Anabtar Kelimeler: Deger, siyasal séylem, oy verme, Tiirkiye politikast, secim
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Introduction

This research aims to answer the following questions: what are the attitudes and expectations of the
Turkish voters based on the value priority of politics after 2000? How do demographic variables affect the
attitudes and expectations of the value priorities of politics in Turkey? These questions were studied using
an original scale that fed the political rhetoric in Turkey. This research assumed that political discourses
highly regarded by society had convincing power and that values affected the political decisions of the public.
The research did not attempt to measure nor predict the intention and the tendency for future elections. To
establish conclusive data for the results, the relationship between the value-loaded discourses of politicians’
speeches in the media and the political attitudes and expectations of the voters in Turkey, was also examined
using an analytical model. The research focused on how these political values appeared in the media and
affected voting behavior in terms of demographic variables. The attitudes toward political values were
researched based on the voters’ gender, age, educational background, income level, and region. The results
showed that values affect political discourses and decisions.

To reveal this, we first analyzed the discourse of politicians’ statements in the newspapers in terms of
values in the elections of 2002, 2007, and 2011 (early election). The values that dominated the political
discourse of Turkey during these elections were determined and reported (Kése, 2016; 2019). A qualitative
content analysis utilizing 10 basic values (self-direction, stimulation, hedonism, achievement, power,
security, conformity, tradition, benevolence, and universalism) as stated in the Schwartz Value Scale (1992)
was conducted. Then a scale defined as “the scale of political values” (SPV) was fed through the political
rhetoric in the investigations. In turn, this was utilized as a tool to measure the attitudes and expectations
of the voters on the values that dominated politics (K&se, Yilmaz, Kezer, and Arslan, 2018). Some studies
used European Social Survey (ESS) data for investigating similar cases (Baslevent & Kirmanoglu, 2010;
Schwartz et al., 2014), however, this research is vastly different because it is based entirely on an original,
newly-developed scale that fed with the political rhetoric in Turkey and utilized in various sample groups in
2017. This date is important because, after the 2017 constitutional amendment referendum, Turkey’s long-
standing parliamentary system was exchanged for a presidential system in June 2018.

Earlier studies on the relationship between values and politics in Turkey show that values are related
to the political views of the voters. Baslevent and Kirmanoglu (2010) investigated the role played by Turkish
people’s basic personal values in their political choices by using the European Social Survey (ESS). They
adopted Schwartz’s (1992) theory of basic values. They focused on how the values affect the decisions to
vote for Turkey’s two major political parties, namely the Justice and Development Party (AKP) and the
Republican People’s Party (CHP). These researchers find that the decision to vote for the AKP is negatively
related to openness to change and self-transcendence and the opposite is the case for the CHP. In their
study of 15 countries, which includes Turkey, Schwartz et al. (2014) analyze the data they collect using eight
core political values and 10 basic personal values. The research showed that individual differences in basic
personal values play a critical role in political thinking. Caprara et al. (2018) examined the extent to which
religiosity accounts for ideological orientations in 16 countries from five continents. They found that the
contribution of religiosity to ideology was substantial only in countries where religion played a prominent
role in the public sphere, such as Spain, Poland, Greece, Italy, Slovakia, and Turkey.

Exploring the basic personal values and the meaning of right-left political orientation in 20 countries,
Piurko, Schwartz, and Davidov (2011), compared the personal values with the socio-demographic variables
that were decisive in political orientation. Lane and Ersson (2005) examined the values, that were influential
in politics and pointed to the fact that the boundary between political values and political ideologies was
definite and the values that were valid in politics changed as the politics of the period changed. Caprara et
al. (1999), who examined the elections in Italy in 1994, found there was a significant relationship between
voters' characteristics and political preferences. Again Caprara et al. (2006) used Schwartz's basic theoty of
personal values to test whether two aspects of personality, i.e. personal traits, and values, affect political
preferences. Barnea and Schwartz (1998), in their study of the 1988 Israeli elections, found that the personal
values of individuals were a distinctive feature among various political party voters. Studying the 2006
elections in Italy, Schwartz, Caprara, and Vecchione (2010, 5.423) tested how the motivational structure of
the core values restricts and imparts coherence to political values, assuming that political values are the
manifestations of the basic personal values in the field of politics.

Waheed et al. (2011) analyzed differences and similarities in using values in the political speeches of
six politicians from three different developed and developing countries. They determined that the most
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present basic values in all speeches, regardless of the country being developed or developing, were
benevolence, universalism, stimulation, self-direction, and achievement. The most frequently used basic
values in the speeches from developed countries were universalism and benevolence while in the speeches
from developing countries, they were self-direction and stimulation. In another study in which they
examined news texts in 10 countries in terms of values, Waheed et al. (2013) put forth that the four most
frequently used values in politics were the same in developed and developing countries, but the positive and
negative use of these values varied.

Studies on political preferences and voter behavior are increasing rapidly due to the influence and
decisiveness of politics on power relations in society. While the public opinion polls conducted before the
election try to predict the election results, studies on the political discourse and propaganda techniques are
subject to various analyses ensuing the elections. This study approaches the relationship between the values
and political attitudes originally way to sound strategic answers using a quantitative method.

Method, Participants, and Data Collection

The focus of this research is to determine the level of attitudes and expectations of Turkish voters in
terms of different variables as set against the values embedded in the election rhetoric in Turkey after 2000.
Correlational studies were done to determine the relationship between two or more variables without the
intervention of the variables as earlier studied (Fraenkel, Wallen & Hyun, 2012).

The research population comprises the citizens of the Republic of Turkey, over the age of 18 who are
entitled to vote. Accordingly, the number of participants was determined to be 4268, at the 95% confidence
interval and with +/- 1,5% margin of error. The Turkey Classification of Territorial Units for Statistics
(IBBS-1) has been referred to in sampling. Within the scope of this classification, the sampling was carried
out in 12 regions which are known and thought to represent the whole region. Thus, to get a balanced
representation, Turkey Statistical Area Classification, age, gender, and quotas are carefully designated. The
sampling of the study was formed by a random method provided that it was kept within quotas.

The participants were balanced gender-wise. 2062 of the participants were women and 2126 were men.
Looking at the distribution of the age of the participants, 27.90 percent (f=1191) of them are in the 18-29
age range, 32.85 percent (f=1402), in the 30-44 range; 23.20 percent (f=990) is in the range of 45-59. 16.05
percent (f=685) of the participants were 60 years or older. When education levels were evaluated, the
majority were high school graduates with 42.79 percent (f=1825). Then, respectively, 23.66 percent (f=1009)
with undergraduate and 19.06 percent (f=813) followed by secondary school graduates. The rate of primary
school graduates participating in the research is 11.16 percent (f=4706) and the rate of postgraduates is 3.33
percent (f=142). The participants stated their income levels within the ranges based on minimum wage.
Household income levels from the highest frequency to the lowest are as follows, respectively: 2101-3500
Turkish Liras (31.96%), 1401-2100 TL (29.22%), 3501-4900 TL (15.25%), less than 1400 TL (11.72%). The
range of people with more than TL 4900 remained below 10 percent. 13 participants did not specify their
income level. Most of the participants (91.85%) stated their mother tongue to be Turkish. After Turkish,
eight participants stated a different mother tongue other than Kurdish, Laz, Circassian, and Arabic. Three
of the eight participants indicated English as their mother tongue, while the remaining 5 indicated German,
Albanian, Bulgarian, Persian, and French. 14 participants did not specify their mother tongue.

In the research, SPV was used as the data collection tool. This scale consists of two parts. In the first
part, there are questions about basic demographic information and in the second part, there are statements
about measuring values. In the first part of demographic questions, there are questions about age, gender,
education, income, place of residence, and ethnic identity. Value expressions consist of three dimensions.
Explained variances for factors are 21.12%, 13.72%, and 7.54%. The three-factored construct explains
42.33% of the variance in total. Cronbach Alpha reliability coefficients concerning factors are determined
to be 0.88, 0.90, and 0.76, respectively; and the Cronbach Alpha reliability coefficient for the totality of the
scale is 0.89. It was seen that item-total correlations vary between 0.453 and 0.805. First, under the
“developmental, honest, solution-oriented policy expectation” factor, which collects the highest number of
items on the scale, there are expressions where politics is defined through measurable actions and
achievements, referring to the skills required to achieve the results expected by society. These expressions,
which correspond to the individual needs and welfare expectations of human beings as biological organisms,
provide answers to the questions "What do you think a political party has to do for you to deem it successful,
or what promises of a party would make you vote for it? Second, “The Expectation of Stability and Order-
Oriented Powerful Government” is the dimension that contains statements expressing the expectation of
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regular social interaction and includes power-based statements that prioritize control over people and
resources. Third, expressions based on the understanding that links politics and the power of political actors
to personal charisma and the support they receive from society formed the dimension of “Strong Leadership
Expectation”. The scale consists of 39 items. T-test for independent samples, one-way analysis of variance,
and Kruskall Wallis H test were used to analyze the data. Multiple comparisons were used to investigate the
source of difference between average scores.

Results

Firstly, descriptive statistics were calculated for the three sub-dimensions of SPV: Stability and Order-
Oriented Strong Power Expectation (SOSPE), Developmental, Honest, Solution-Oriented Policy
Expectation (DHSPE), and Strong Leadership Expectation (SLE) as they are used to determine the values
that affect the voting behaviors of individuals.

Table 1. Descriptive Statistics on the Total Scores of the SPV” Sub-dimensions

Statistics SOSPE DHSPE SLE
Minimum 20.00 31.00 5.00
Maximum 68.00 90.00 25.00
Range 48.00 59.00 20.00
Mean 43.79 71,34 15.77
Median 44.00 72.00 16.00
Mode 44.00 76.00 14.00
Standard Deviation 8.50 9.09 4.17
Variance 72.25 82.55 17.43
Skewness 0.005 -0.670 0.018
Kurtosis -0.452 0.631 -0.425

The mean was 43.79 £ 8.50 for the 14-item SOSPE dimension; 71.34 + 9.09 and 15.77 £ 4.17 for the
18-item DHSPE and for the 5-item SLE dimensions, respectively. The skewness coefficients, in the range
of (-1, + 1), and kurtosis coefficients, in the range of (-3, +3), are considered as evidence for the normality
of the data (Cokluk, Sekercioglu & Biytikoztiirk, 2012). When the skewness and kurtosis coefficients are
analyzed, it is seen that the data are normally distributed in all three dimensions.

Since the number of items in the dimensions was different, the mean scores were calculated by taking
the ratio of the total scores of the participants to the number of items in the dimensions. Descriptive
statistics of mean scores are given in Table 2.

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics on the Mean Scores of the SPV Sub-dimensions

Statistics SOSPE DHSPE SLE

Minimum 1.43 1.72 1.00
Maximum 4.86 5.00 5.00
Range 3.43 3.28 4.00
Mean 313 3.96 3.15
Median 3.14 4.00 3.20
Mode 3.14 4.22 2.80
Standard Deviation 0.61 0.50 0.83
Variance 0.37 0.26 0.70
Skewness 0.005 0.670 0.018
Kurtosis -0.452 0.631 -0.425

When the dimensions in the scale were evaluated in terms of mean scores, the mean scores of the
DHSPE dimension (3.96) were higher than the other two dimensions. It can be said that the participation
rates in this dimension, which consists of expressions for individual needs and welfare expectations that will
enable human survival as biological organisms, are higher than in other dimensions.

1. Comparison of the attitudes of individuals toward political values by gender

The mean scores obtained by the participants from the dimensions of the scale of political values
according to their gender are as follows. The scores of the male and female participants in the sub-
dimensions of SPV are parallel to each other.
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Figure 1. Distribution of SDL Mean Scores by Gender

Also, the lowest mean score for both men and women was in the SOSPE dimension, and the highest
mean score was in the DHSPE dimension. It is seen that both men and women have a similar attitude in
terms of support for the understanding of DHSPE, which refers to their ability to do what is necessary to
achieve the results expected by society. The results of the analysis regarding whether the data obtained from
the value scale differ according to gender are shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Resuits of the T-Test on the SP1 scores

N X S df T Sig.
SOSPE

Female 2142 3112 0.606

Male 2126 3144 0608 4266 1.767 0.077
DHSPE

Female 2142 3.963 0.502

Male 2126 3064 0208 4266 0.106 0.915
SLE

Female 2142 3.153 0.834

Male 2126 3154 0836 4266 0.031 0.975

We found that the mean scores obtained from the Political Value Scale did not differ significantly in
three sub-dimensions according to gender (tuzs=1.767, p=0.077; tu26=0.106, p=0.915; tu266=0.031,
p=0.975). In other words, both women and men participating in the study have similar responses in each
one of the three dimensions.

2. Comparison of the attitudes of individuals towards political values according to age

The distribution of the mean scores obtained from the Scale of Political Values according to age ranges
is as follows. After that, the mean scores obtained by the participants from the scale of political values in
three sub-dimensions are presented below.

Table 4. Descriptive Statistics of SP1” Mean Scores by Age Range

SOSPE DHSPE SLE
Age Range N X=S, N X=S, N XS,
18-29 1191 3.08£0.60 1191 3.90£0.51 1191 3.16£0.83
30-44 1402 3.12£0.60 1402 3.94+0.53 1402 3.11+0.82
45-59 990 3.15£0.62 990 4.0210.48 990 3.14£0.84
60 and over 685 3.20%0.61 685 4.04%0.45 685 3.25%0.87
Total 4268 3.13 £0.61 4268 3.96%0.51 4268 3.15%0.84
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Figure 2. Distribution of SDL Mean Scores by Age

The mean score of the participants from the DHSPE dimension was higher than those of the other
two dimensions. In addition, the mean scores for this dimension were the highest in every age range.
According to the high mean scores, it can be said that the participants of each age group attach more
importance to this dimension as it explains politics by associating it with the performances and achievements
that meet the individual needs and welfare expectations of the people. This is because, as Kalender (2005,
s.19) puts forward, people give priority to the individual living space rather than considering general and
universal criteria in their choices and decisions and focus on finding the best solution to their problems.
Based on these data, it is possible to say that the participants in the 45-59 age group give more importance
to developmental and progressive politics than other age groups. In terms of age, the DHSPE dimension is
the most effective one for the age group sixty and over in voting behavior. When the data in Table 4 is
examined, the scores obtained in the SOSPE and DHSPE dimensions increase as the age range increases.
The notable meaning is the mean of participants aged 60 years and over in the SLE dimension. Whether
the scores obtained differed statistically according to the age range in all three dimensions were analyzed
and the results of the analysis were presented in Table 5.

Table 5. ANOIVA Results by Age Range of SPV” Scores

Variance Source Sum of df Mean F Sig. Difterence
Squares Square

SOSPE

Between Groups 6.806 3 2.269 6.177 0.000 18-29/45-59,

Within Groups 1566.193 4264 0.367 18-29/60+,

Total 1573.000 45-59/60+

DHSPE

Between Groups 11.723 3 3.908 15.492 0.000 18-29/45-59,

Within Groups 1075.466 4264 0.252 30-44/45-59,

Total 1087.189 4267 28512599//66%1’

SLE

Between Groups 9.448 3 3.149 4.529 0.004

Within Groups 2965.253 4264 0.695 285__2599//66%1’

Total 2974.701 4267

As a result of the analysis, it was seen that there was a significant difference between the mean scores
of the participants in terms of age (F(3,4204=06.177, p<0.01). As seen in Table 4, the lowest mean score in the
sub-dimension is in the 18—29-year age range, and the highest mean score is in the age range 60 and over.
There was a significant difference between the mean score of the participants between the ages of 18-29
and the mean score of the participants who were over 45 years old. Participants between the ages of 18-29
scored lower in this dimension than the participants aged 45 and over. Similarly, the mean scores of the
participants in the 30-44 age group were significantly lower than the mean score of the participants aged 60
and over. It was observed that the age variable had a small effect on SOSPE scores (n?=0.004). The small
effect size value obtained can be interpreted as the age variable does not have a significant effect, although
the difference is statistically significant. The analysis results regarding the dimension of DHSPE are given
below. We can see in Table 4 that the lowest score mean age range is 18-29, and the highest score mean age
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range is 60 and above in the DHSPE dimension. As a result of the difference comparison, the mean scores
of the DHSPE dimension differ significantly according to age ranges (F34264=15.492, p<0.01). The effect
size (n?) value was 0.011. As a result of multiple comparisons, there was a significant difference between the
mean scores of the participants in the age ranges of 18-29 and 45-59 and above 60, as well as a significant
difference between the mean scores of the participants in the age ranges of 30-44 and 45-59 and above 60.
In the other dimensions, the age range with the lowest mean score was 30-44 in the SLE dimension. The
following ranges in sequence are 45-59, 18-29, and 60 and above, respectively. As shown in Table 5, there
is a significant difference between the mean scores (F34260=4.529, p<<0.01). The source of the difference
was found to be between the mean scores of the participants between the ages of 30-44 and 45-59 and the
mean scores of the participants over 60 years of age. The eta-square (n?) correlation coefficient is calculated
to find the effect size for the difference. Effect sizes (12), at the level of 0.01, 0.06, and 0.14, ate interpreted
as small, medium, and large, respectively (Biytikoztiirk, 2012). The effect size of the square value is 0.003.
The calculated value shows that the differences obtained have a small effect and that the age variable does
not have a significant effect on "strong leadership expectation" scores.

3. Comparison of the attitudes of individuals towards political values according to their
educational status

The mean scores of the DHSPE dimension are higher than the other two dimensions at each
educational level. The distribution of the mean scores obtained from the Scale of Political Values according
to the educational status of the participants is as follows.

Table 6. Descriptive Statistics of SPV Mean Scores by Participants' Educational Status

SOSPE DHSPE SLE

Educational Status N X=Ss N X=Ss N X=Ss

Primary 476 3.2940.60 476 3.91+0.54 476 3.42+0.81
Middle School 813 3.19%0.60 813 3.95+0.51 813 3.33+0.81
High School 1825 3.15%+0.59 1825 3.97+0.49 1825 3.15%0.80
University 1009 3.00%0.61 1009 3.991+0.54 1009 2.95+0.86
Postgraduate 142 2.8510.64 142 3.93+0.49 142 2.79+0.84
Total 4265 3.1310.61 4265 3.96+0.51 4265 3.15+0.84

SLE e 3 ] 5

DHSPE 3 7]

SOSPE B —— 3,15
3,00
2,85
0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50
® Primary ® Middle School m High School University Postgraduate

Figure 3. Distribution of SPV” Mean Scores by Education

While there was a steady and limited (small) increase in the DHSPE dimension up to the graduate
level, a difference was observed in postgraduate education, and the means decreased. Thus, it can be said
that the tendency to define and vote through the actions and achievements that can be measured in politics,
or the tendency to vote with rational expectations, is at the forefront at every education level. When the
scores of the SOSPE sub-dimension were examined, it was seen that the mean scores decreased significantly
when the education level increased. As education increases, the tendency to vote with individual needs and
the expectation of prosperity increases, while the tendency towards strong power and leader-centeredness,
shaped by the expectation of dominance and control and backed by authoritarian tendencies, decreases.
Finally, while primary and secondary school graduates do not differ significantly between themselves, as the
level of education increases for other groups, the mean SLE scores decrease significantly. In the SLE
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dimension, there is a negative relationship between educational level and strong leadership expectations. As
the level of education increases, the tendency to associate politics with the leader as an authority or power
to be obeyed decreases. Findings regarding whether the mean scores have statistically significant differences
are given in Table 7.

Table 7. ANOVA Results of SPV” Scores by Education

Variance Source Sum of Squares df ;Wezn F Sig. Difference*
quare

SOSPE

Between Groups 43.392 4 10.848 30.274 0.000 1.3.1-4.1-5. 2-4

Within Groups 1526.493 4260 0.358 2_\5’ 3. 4’ 3_5’ 4_5’

Total 1569.885 4264 T

DHSPE

Between Groups 2777 4 0.694 2.730 0.028

Within Groups 1083.570 4260 0.254 -

Total 1086.347 4204

SLE

Between Groups 123.412 4 30.853 46.122 0.000 13.1-4.1-5. 2.3

Within Groups 2849.686 4260 0.669 P 4’ 2_5’ 3. 4’ 3_5’

Total 2973.097 4264 T

*1: Primary School, 2: Middle School, 3: High School, 4: University, 5: Postgraduate

According to the ANOVA results, there was a significant difference between the mean scores of
SOSPE in terms of educational status (F42600=30.274, p<0.01). As a result of multiple comparisons, the
mean scores of the postgraduates were significantly lower than those of the other categories. While the
mean score of the postgraduate participants was 2.85, the mean of undergraduates, being the closest mean,
was 3.00, and the mean of primary school graduates was 3.29, having the highest figure. Similarly, the
SOSPE scores of undergraduates are significantly different from the mean scores of participants in other
categories. The effect size value is 0.03. As can be seen in Table 6, there is no significant difference between
the mean scores in the DHSPE dimension according to educational status (F260=2.730, p>0.01). There
is a significant difference between the mean scores of the SLE dimension according to the level of education
(Fu42600=46.122, p<0.01). The eta square value (effect size) of the difference is 0.04. When the source of the
difference is investigated, it was found there are significant differences between the mean scores of
postgraduate and primary, secondary, and high school graduates, and there are differences between the same
scores of the undergraduates and primary, secondary, and high school graduates. However, a significant
difference was found between the mean scores of the primary and high school graduates against the high
school, and again a significant difference between the high school and secondary school participants, against
the high school.

4. Comparison of individuals' attitudes towards political values according to income level

Another important variable of the research is income level. Table 8 shows the distribution of the mean
scores of the participants according to income level. The mean scores obtained by the participants from the
scale are shown in Figure 4.

Table 8. Descriptive Statistics of SPV” Mean Scores by Income Level

SOSPE DHSPE SLE
Income Level (TL) N X+, N X+, N X+,
Less than 1400 500 3.19£0.60 500 3.90£0.56 500 3.28%0.84
Betw. 1401-3500 2611 3.14£0.60 2611 3.96£0.49 2611 3.19£0.81
Betw. 3501-6300 966 3.09£0.61 966 3.97£0.49 966 3.04£0.87
More than 6301 178 2.94%0.68 178 4.08%0.60 178 2.88%0.87
Total 4255 3.13%0.61 4255 3.9620.50 4255 3.15%0.83
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Figure 4. Distribution of SPV” Mean Scores by Income Level

The highest mean scores of all income groups was the DHSPE dimension just like age and education
variables. In terms of this dimension, the mean score of individuals with income less than 3500TL is
significantly lower than those with income of more than 6301TL. The higher income levels, the higher the
tendency to vote with the expectation of concretizing abstract concepts such as development and progress
through actions, that is, to vote with rational expectations. This increase is more visible in the upper-income
group, which has more than 6301TL income.

When the means of the SOSPE sub-dimension are examined, the groups with income less than
3500TL do not differ significantly among themselves, but the means decrease significantly as the income
level increases in the other groups. Similarly, in the SLE dimension, the mean scores of the groups with
income less than 3500TL are significantly higher than the groups with income more than 3501TL. It can be
said that there is a reverse relationship between SOSPE and SLE dimensions and income. In other words,
as the income increases, the expectation of strong power shaped by authoritarian tendencies and leader-
centered tendencies decreases, and the same tendency increases as the income decreases. Table 9 shows
whether the mean scores in the three sub-dimensions differ according to income level.

Table 9. ANOLVA results of SPV Scores by Income Level

Zaaance Sum of Squares df Mean F Sig. Difference*
ource Square

SOSPE

Between Groups 9.610 3 3.203 8.759 0.000 13,14
Within Groups 1554.640 4251 0.366 2_4’ 3_4’
Total 1564.250 4254 i
DHSPE

Between Groups 4171 3 1.390 5.493 0.001

Within Groups 1075.897 4251 0.253 1-4,2-4
Total 1080.067 4254

SLE

Between Groups 35.717 3 11.906 13.317 0.000 13,14
Within Groups 2922.572 4251 0.688 273’ 274’
Total 2958.289 4254 >

*1: Less than1400TL, 2: Betw.1401-3500TL, 3: Betw. 3501-6300TL, 4: More than 6301TL

It is seen that there is a significant difference between the mean scores obtained by the participants in
the sub-dimension of SOSPE in terms of their income level (F34251=8.759, p<<0.01). The conspicuous
difference is especially between the mean points of the participants who have more than 6301TL and other
participants. While the groups with income less than 3500TL do not differ significantly between themselves,
the mean scores of SOSPE decrease significantly as the income level increases in the other groups. This
finding indicates that the lower-income group is more likely to seek stability and power than the middle-
and upper-income groups. Similarly, there is a significant difference between the mean scores of the
participants' DHSPE dimension according to the income levels of the participants (F.4251y=5.493, p<0.01).
The mean score of individuals with income less than 3500TL is significantly lower than those with income
higher than 6301TL. The expectation of progressive and developmental policies of the upper-income group
is significantly higher than the other lower- and middle-income groups. Finally, again, there is a significant
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difference in the scale mean scores of the participants according to the income level of the participants
(F4251=13.317, p<0.01). The mean score of the groups with income less than 3500TL is significantly higher
than the groups with income more than 3500TL. In other words, the expectation of strong leadership in
the lower-income group is higher than those of the middle- and upper-income groups. Impact sizes for the
three sub-dimensions are 0.006, 0.004, and 0.012, respectively. These values show that income level has a
small/weak effect on the sub-dimensions of the scale of political values.

5. Comparison of the attitudes of individuals towards the scale of political values by region

As in age, education, and income, the dimension with the highest mean scores by region is DHSPE.
This finding shows that the values that the participants take into consideration in their voting behavior are
the values corresponding to the problems and expectations of daily life, such as the economy in terms of
sustaining their lives and security in terms of living away from threat perception. The mean scores of the

participants from the Scale of Political Values according to their regions are shown in Table 10 and Figure
5.

Table 10. Descriptive Statistics of SPV” Mean Scores by Region

SOSPE DHSPE SLE
Region N X+Ss N X+Ss N X+Ss
Ankara 421 3.06£0.63 421 3.9410.59 421 3.02£0.79
Antalya 533 3.01%0.61 533 3.84%0.52 533 3.04%0.83
Bursa 419 3.13%0.62 419 4.27+0.48 419 2.84%+1.02
Erzurum 111 3.07£0.45 111 3.8810.31 111 3.06x0.73
Gaziantep 363 3.19£0.65 363 3.8410.62 363 3.14£0.67
Istanbul 814 3.17£0.49 814 3.7510.44 814 3.28%0.72
Tzmir 592 3.09%0.71 592 4.11+0.37 592 3.144+0.93
Kayseri 213 3.14%0.56 213 4.271+0.36 213 3.351+0.86
Malatya 185 3.03%+0.57 185 3.93+0.48 185 3.18%0.82
Tekirdag 201 3.09£0.54 201 4.06x0.47 201 3.11£0.82
Trabzon 151 3.17£0.68 151 3.98+0.50 151 3.50£0.77
p— Zonguldak
SLE —— Gaziantep
F istanbul
Trabzon
= = Kayseri
DHSPE S—
® Bursa
= m Tekirdag
- u izmir
SOSPE = Erzurum
m Ankara
1 ! ! ! ! ! 1 = Malatya
0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50

Figure 5. Distribution of SPV” Mean Scores by Region

When the mean scores of the Political Value Scale were examined by region, the mean scores of the
participants in the study of Zonguldak were the highest in terms of SOSPE. The lowest mean score for the
dimension belongs to the participants in Antalya as shown in Figure 5. When the mean scores of the DHSPE
sub-dimension are considered, the highest mean scores are observed in Bursa and Kayseri regions, while a
lower mean is observed in Istanbul as compared to other regions. Finally, participants in Trabzon and
Zonguldak score higher in the SLE sub-dimension, while participants in Antalya, Ankara, and Bursa have
lower scores.
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Table 11. ANOVA Results of SOSPE and SLLE Scores by Region

Variance Source Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Difference*

SOSPE 1-12, 2-12, 3-12, 4-12, 5-

Between Groups 38.752 11 3.523 9.773 0.000 12,

Within Groups 1534.247 4256 0.360 6-12,7-12,8-12,9-12, 10-
12,

Total 1573.000 4267 1112, 1-6, 2-6, 2-5, 6.9

SLE 1-6,1-8, 1-11, 1-12, 2-3, 2-

Between Groups 120.961 11 10.996 16.400 0.000 6, 2-8,2-11, 2-12, 3-5, 3-6,

Within Groups 2853.741 4256 0.671 3-7, 3-8, 3-9, 3-10, 3-11, 3-
12, 4-11, 4-12, 5-6, 5-11, 5-

Total 2974.701 4267 12,6-12,7-11, 7-12,9-11,
9-12,10-11, 10-12

*1: Ankara 5: Gaziantep 9: Malatya

2: Antalya 6: I:stanbul 10: Tekirdag

3: Bursa 7: Lzmir 11: Trabzon

4: Erzurum 8: Kayseri 12: Zonguldak

The findings of the analysis indicate that there is a significant difference between the mean scores of
SOSPE by regions (Fi1,4240=9.773, p<0.01). When the source of the difference is examined by multiple
comparisons, a significant difference is found in favor of Zonguldak among all regions. Participants from
Zonguldak had the highest “expectation of stability and order-oriented strong power” (3.41). Similarly, there
are significant differences between Istanbul and Ankara, and Antalya and Malatya, respectively. The mean
score of the participants in Ankara is 3.06, the mean score of the participants in Antalya is 3.01, the mean
score of the participants in Malatya is 3.02 and the mean score of the participants in Istanbul is 3.17. In this
sub-dimension, the mean scores of the participants in Istanbul are significantly higher than the mean scores
in the other three regions. Finally, the difference between the mean scores of Antalya and Gaziantep is
significant against Antalya. Although the participants in Antalya have the lowest mean, they do not have a
significant difference in the mean scores in other regions except Gaziantep, Istanbul, and Zonguldak. For
the comparison, the eta square value was calculated as 0.03. This value indicates that the region variable has
little effect on the dependent variable.

According to Table 11, the highest mean score in the SLE dimension belongs to the participants in
Trabzon and the lowest one belongs to the participants in Bursa. There is a significant difference between
SLE mean scores of the regions (F11,4246=16.400, p<0.01). As a result of multiple comparisons made to the
source of the difference, it is seen that the participants with the highest scores in the Trabzon region scored
significantly higher than the participants in Istanbul, Zonguldak, and Kayseri. The participants in the
Zonguldak region, which also has a high score, scored significantly higher than the participants in all regions
except Kayseri and Trabzon. The mean scores of the participants with the lowest score in terms of strong
leadership expectation in the Bursa region are significantly lower than the mean scores of the participants
in 9 regions except Ankara and Erzurum. The eta square value of the difference is 0.04. The results of the
analysis regarding whether the DHSPE dimension mean scores differ according to regions are as follows.

Table 12. Kruskal Wallis Test results of DHSPE scores by regions

Region N Mean Rank df x sIg.
Ankara 421 2124.22 11 554.880 0.000
Antalya 533 1869.28

Bursa 419 2916.70

Erzurum 111 1799.39

Gaziantep 363 1910.02

Istanbul 814 1529.92

Izmir 592 2483.90

Kayseri 213 2903.54

Malatya 485 2044.22

Tekirdag 201 2424.78

Trabzon 151 2264.34

Zonguldak 265 2122.65

As a result of the analysis, a significant difference was found between the mean scores of the
participants in the DHSPE (%1, 4268 =554.880, p=0.000). The effect size of the difference was found to be
0.12. This value shows that the provincial variable has a moderate effect on the total variance in DHSPE
scores. Bonferroni (Dunn’s) test, one of the nonparametric multiple comparison methods, was used to
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investigate the source of the difference. As a result of multiple comparisons, a significant difference was
found in favor of Bursa with 10 regions except Bursa and Kayseri. The mean scores of the participants in
Bursa is higher than the mean score in other regions except Kayseri. Similarly, the mean scores of the
participants in Kayseri are significantly higher than those of the other participants in the other 10 regions
except Bursa. There is a significant difference between the mean scores of the participants in Izmir and the
mean scores of the participants in 9 regions except Tekirdag and Trabzon. When the mean of the rankings
in Table 12 is examined, it is seen that the DHSPE scores of the participants in the Izmir region are lower
than the mean scores of the Bursa and Kayseri regions and they are higher than the mean scores of other
regions. The difference between Tekirdag and Gaziantep, Antalya, Erzurum, Istanbul, Kayseri, and Bursa
is significant. It is seen that the mean score of the participants in the Tekirdag region is lower than the mean
score of the Bursa and Kayseri regions and it is higher than the mean score of other regions.

Conclusion and Discussion

The purpose of this paper was to examine the attitudes and expectations of Turkish voters based on
the value priority of politics after 2000 and how demographic variables affect the attitudes and expectations
on the value priorities of politics in Turkey. The period after 2000 is important because Turkish politics
was dominated by a single party in power for the longest period since 19406, the beginning of the multi-
party-political life in Turkey. Founded in 2001, the Justice and Development Party (AKP) came to power
on November 3, 2002, and it is still in power for the longest period.

The 2000s are also the years of major problems and changes in politics and economy. Turkey entered
the 2000s with high inflation, recession, rising domestic and external debt, and other economic problems
such as unemployment triggered by a financial crisis (K6se and Yilmaz, 2012: 248). Some events that took
place before 2000 accelerated the formation of this situation. The deep state formations were revealed with
the Susurluk Accident in 1996, the developments ensuing the coup on February 28, 1997, considered a
post-modern coup, and the Marmara earthquake in 1999, which undermined the public's trust in politicians.
The economic crisis in 2001 caused the depreciation of the stock market by 29,3 percent, of the Turkish
lira, by 130 %, inflation, by 90 %, and the unemployment of 1,5 million people, leading to a deeply affected
society (Aksin, 2006: 180). In the 2002 election, which was attended by 18 parties reflecting different colors
of the political spectrum, only two parties the newly established AKP and the CHP (Republican People's
Party) were able to overcome the 10 % election threshold.

This research assumed that political discourses highly regarded by society had convincing power
and that values affected the political decisions of the public. Therefore, this study aims to analyze the
manifestation of the value-oriented discourses of political actors reflected in the media, in ordinary people
through demographic variables. For this general purpose, we looked for answers to the following questions.

- Do individuals' attitudes toward political values differ significantly by gender?

- Do individuals' attitudes toward political values differ significantly according to their educational
background?

- Do individuals' attitudes toward political values differ significantly according to their income
levels?

- Do individuals' attitudes toward political values differ significantly according to age ranges?

- Do individuals' attitudes toward political values differ significantly according to the regions in
which they live?

Our main finding is that values such as self-direction, power, security, and achievement have
maximum consideration in the voting behavior of the Turkish electorate, regardless of gender, age,
education, income, and region. These are the individualistic values relating to meeting rational expectations
such as facilitating everyday life, finding solutions to the problems they experience, and meeting the welfare
expectations. In this paper, we categorized these values in the dimension of “developmental, honest,
solution-oriented politics” which corresponds to basic materialistic values such as the physical needs of
people, the need for security, and the need to maintain a sustainable life, which has priority in the hierarchy
of needs. In earlier studies (Baslevent, Kirmanoglu & Senatalar, 2009; Baslevent & Kirmanoglu, 2016), a
consistent relationship was found between economy and value priorities. When these data are evaluated in
line with Turkey's recent economic, political, and social problems, it is understandable that the voter
prioritizes values addressing the expectations of finding solutions to daily problems. Also, the problems
experienced by Turkey and the diversity and intensity of the criteria that the political institution sees as
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success in terms of development, progress, and solution of problems and used as arguments in the process
of convincing the voters have placed this dimension at the top of the list of priorities. It is possible to
explain the high average scores of the "developmental, honest, solution-oriented politics expectation" with
the diversity of values collected in this dimension and the fact that it corresponds to the basic value priorities
of benevolence, security, success, and self-management in the discourses of political actors.

When the distribution of the mean scores of the Scale of Political Values by gender is examined, it is
seen that the mean scores of the male and female participants do not differ in all three sub-dimensions. In
every age group, the highest scores are for the “developmental, honest, solution-oriented” policy
expectations that cotrespond to people's needs and welfare expectations. Especially as the age increases,
the mean scores in this dimension increase. Similarly, the mean scores of the “expectation of stability and
order-oriented strong power” dimension, which corresponds to the expectation of strong power to control
and control people and resources, increases with age. As for “strong leadership expectation”, the mean
scores of the 18-29 age group decrease as the age increases, and the mean scores of the leader-centered
policy understanding dimension are significantly higher than the other age groups, especially in the group
of the participants aged 60 years and over. In other words, strong leadership expectations over 60 years of
age are higher on voting tendencies than in other age groups.

With increasing education levels, the tendency to vote with individual needs and the expectation of
prosperity become stronger. Again, with increasing income levels, the tendency to support strong power
and leadership which is shaped by the expectation of dominance and control, becomes weaker. As income
rises, the tendency to vote with the expectation of concretization of abstract concepts, such as development
and progress through actions, increases. There is a reverse correlation between the income level, and the
“expectation of stability and order-oriented power” and “expectation of strong leadership.” As income
increases, the strong power expectation and leader-centered trends, which are shaped by authoritarian
tendencies, decrease, and vice versa.

In short, regardless of gender, as age, education level, and income increase, the expectation for the
"developmental, honest, solution-oriented policy", the policy expectation that will produce solutions to daily
problems and increase welfare, increases. Again, regardless of gender, as age increases, education level
decreases and income decreases; the expectation of stability and order-oriented strong power- the
expectation of strong power to ensure order and stability in the country, increases. Especially for voters 60
and older and young people (18-29), as the level of education and income decrease, “strong leadership
expectation” and leader-centeredness increase.

Finally, since the value expressions corresponding to different and even conflicting motives,
motivations and expectations in the Schwartz Value Scale are collected under a single factor categorized as
“developmental, honest, solution-oriented policies” and show a scale structure, this dimension is called
“Popular Political Culture Value Scale”. New and different studies using this scale can contribute to the field
by providing up-to-date information about the relationship between political values and voter behavior.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

Siyasetin toplumdaki gii¢ iliskileri tizerinde etkili ve belirleyici olmasi nedeniyle, siyasal tercihler ve se¢men
davranisini anlamaya yonelik arastirmalar hizla artmaktadir. Se¢cim 6ncesi yapilan kamuoyu arastirmalartyla
secim sonugclart tahmin edilmeye calisilirken, secim sonrasinda ise dénemin siyasal iletisim caligmalart ve
propaganda teknikleri cesitli analizlere konu olmaktadir. Siyasal tercihler ve se¢gmen davranist konusu
gecmisten giinimiize ekonomik, politik, sosyolojik, psikolojik, kiltiirel, dinsel ve tarihsel yonii bulunan ¢ok
boyutlu bir konudur. Dolayisiyla her alan siyasete ve secime iliskin olarak farkli degerlendirmeler yaparak

257



KOSE, KEZER, YILMAZ & ARSLAN
Discourse, Value and Voting: Political Value Priorities of the Turkish Public

hem gerceklesmis davranisin nedenini anlamaya hem de yeni se¢cim dénemlerine hazirlanmaya calismaktadir.
Deger ve siyaset iliskisine odaklanan arastirmalar da bunlar arasinda yer almaktadir. Zira davramislarin
ardindaki belirleyicilerden olan degetlerin siyasi yonelimlerin merkezinde oldugunu gésteren pek ¢ok ¢alisma
mevcuttur. “Séylem, Deger ve Oy Verme: Tiirk Halkinin Siyasal Deger Oncelikleri” baslikli bu calisma ise
“2000 sonrast Tiurkiye siyasetinin deger Oncelikleri nelerdir?” sorusuna odaklanmaktadir. Arastirma
kapsaminda ayrica “siyasetin deger Onceliklerine karsi Tirkiye toplumunun tutum ve beklenti diizeyleri
nasildir?; “demografik degiskenler siyasetin deger 6nceliklerine yonelik tutum ve beklentileri nasil etkiliyor?”
gibi sorulara cevap aranmustir. Tirkiye acisindan 2000l yillar siyaset ve ekonomide buyilk sorun ve
degisimlerin yasandigt yillar olmast nedeniyle arastirmada Ornekle olarak secilmistir. Zira tilke 2000lere
yitksek enflasyon, durgunluk, artan i¢ ve dis borg, issizlik gibi ekonomik sorunlarin tetikledigi iktisadi bir
krizle girmistir. Toplumsal ve ekonomik gelismelerin siyasete yansimast ise kaginilmazdir. Arastirma siyasal
aktorlerin medyaya yanstyan séylemlerini degetler agisindan betimlemeyi ve bu deger yikli séylemlerin
siradan insanlardaki karsihigint demografik degiskenler tizerinden ¢6ziimlemeyi amaclamaktadir. Bu genel
ama¢ dogrultusunda ayrica su sorulara yanit aranmustir; Bireylerin siyasal degerlere yonelik tutumlari,
cinsiyete gbre manidar farkliik gOsteriyor mur Bireylerin siyasal degerlere yonelik tutumlari, egitim
durumlarina gére manidar farklilik gésteriyor mu? Bireylerin siyasal degetlere yonelik tutumlari, gelir
diizeylerine gbre manidar farkhhik g&steriyor mur Bireylerin siyasal degerlere yonelik tutumlari, yas
araliklarina gére manidar farkliik gésteriyor mur Bireylerin siyasal degetlere yonelik tutumlari, yasadiklar
bélgelere gére manidar farkhilik gésteriyor mu? Caligmada degerlerin, siyasal sOylemi ve siyasi kararlart
etkiledigi ve dolayistyla toplumda kabul gbren degetlere hitap eden siyasal séylemlerin ikna ediciliginin
yiiksek oldugu distincesinden hareket etmektedir. Bunu ortaya ¢tkarmak tizere 3 Kasim 2002, 22 Temmuz
2007 ve 12 Haziran 2011 se¢im dénemlerinde siyasetgilerin gazetelere yansiyan séylemleri deger acisindan
incelenerek Tirkiye siyaset sGylemine egemen olan degetler belirlenmis ve bu sdylemlere dayali olarak bir
Sleek gelistirilmistir: Siyasal Degerler Olgegi. Bu secim dénemleri Tiirkiye’nin en uzun siireli iktidari olarak
Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisinin iktidara geldigi ve oy oranlarini artirarak kitlesini genislettigi yillardir. Ayrica
2010’larin ortalarindan itibaren Tirkiye glindeminin degismesi ve sonrasinda parlamenter sistemden partili
cumhurbaskanlifi sistemine gegilmesi nedeniyle bu dénemlerin incelenmesi Turkiye toplumu ve siyasetini
anlamak acisindan faydali olacaktir. Arastirmada siyaset séyleminin deger 6nceliklerinin belirlenmesinin
ardindan bu deger 6nceliklerine karst bireylerin tutum ve beklenti diizeylerini tespit etmeye yonelik Turkiye
capinda bir alan aragtirmast yapilmistir. Arastirmada ulusal Slgekte temsili saglamak amaciyla ekonomik,
sosyal, kultiirel ve cografi yonlerden benzer illerin niifus buyiikligh dikkate alinarak olusturulan Tirkiye
Istatistiki Bolge Birimleri Siniflandirmasr’ni (IBBS-1) baz alinmugtir. 12 bélge birimini temsilen 12 ilde
(istanbul, Tekirdag, Izmir, Bursa, Ankara, Antalya, Kayseri, Zonguldak, Trabzon, Erzurum, Malatya,
Gaziantep) 4268 kisiden veri toplanmustir. Calismada yasanilan bolge, yas ve cinsiyet degiskenleri agisindan
kotalar uygulayarak dengeli bir temsil saglanmaya c¢alistimistir. Bu yolla 6ncelikle medyada yer alan siyasal
sOylemler degerler acisindan betimlenmeye ve ardindan bu siyasal degerlerin demografik degiskenler
tzerinden bir haritast ¢tkarilmaya calisilmistir. Arastirmamiz deger konusunda 6ne ¢ikan isimlerden olan
Schwartz’in gelistirdigi deger teorisini temel almaktadir. Analizler sonucunda siyaset séylemini sekillendiren
deger ifadelerinin toplumdaki karsiliginin ti¢ boyut altinda toplandigt saptanmistir. Bu boyutlar faktorlerde
yer alan maddelerin hangi deger boyutlarina denk geldigi g6z 6ntinde bulundurularak adlandirilmistir.
Olgekte en fazla maddenin toplandigt &alkwmndirmacs, diiriist, ¢iiim odakl siyaset beklentisi faktorii altinda,
siyasetin Ol¢llebilen icraatlar ve basarilar Gizerinden tanimlandigi, toplumun bekledigi sonuglari basarmak
icin gerekeni yapma becerilerine génderme yapan, biyolojik organizmalar olarak insanlarin hayatta
kalmalarint saglayacak bireysel ihtiyaglarina ve refah beklentilerine denk gelen ifadeler vardir. Insanlarin
duizenli sosyal etkilesim beklentisinin harekete gecirdigi, insanlar ve kaynaklar tizerinde hakimiyet kurmay:
ve kontrol saglamayt énceleyen giic temelli ifadelerin yer aldigi boyut Istikrar ve diizen odakly giiglii iktidar
beklentisi olarak adlandirilmustir. Siyaseti ve siyasal aktorlerin gliciind kisisel karizmayla ve toplumdan aldigt
destekle iliskilendiren anlayisa dayanan ifadeler giglii liderlik beklentisi boyutunu olusturmustur. Arastirma
sonucunda her cinsiyet, yas, egitim, gelir ve bélgeden katilimcinin ihtiyaclar hiyerarsisinde 6n siralarda yer

alan hayati idame ettirmek icin gereken fiziksel ihtiyaglar ve giivenlik gibi materyalist temel degerlere denk
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gelen “kalkindirmaci, diriist, ¢6zim odakli siyaset beklentisi” boyutuna katilim diizeyinin yiksek oldugu
saptanmistir. Arastirma sonuglart kisaca sunlart ortaya koymustur; kadin-erkek fark: olmaksizin yas arttikea,
egitim duizeyi yukseldikce ve gelir arttikca kalkindirmacs, diiriist, ¢oziim odakls siyaset beklentisinin yani ginlik
sorunlara ¢are tretecek ve refahi artiracak siyaset beklentisinin artti@1 gézlenmistir. Yine cinsiyet
farketmeksizin yas arttikca, egitim diizeyi dustitkee, gelir azaldikca istikrar ve diizen odakle giiclii iktidar
beklentisinin yani tilkede diizen ve istikrart saglayacak giiclii iktidar beklentisi artmaktadir. Ozellikle 60 yas
tzeri kesimde ve genglerde (18-29), egitim diizeyi diistikee ve gelir azaldikea giiglii liderlik beklentisi yani lider
merkezlilik artmaktadur.
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