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Political elections can set the scene for strong political identifications and increased 

motivation for collective action (Turner-Zwinkels & van Zomeren, 2020). This can take the 

form of institutional or conventional collective action such as membership to political parties, 

joining political party rallies or protest voting (Otjes et al., 2019), but it can also take non-

institutional and unconventional forms such as street protests, and raising voice collectively. 

Indeed, as recently exemplified in the sustained post-election protests of opposition voters 

against the authoritarian Belarus regime, unsatisfied by the election results or disagreed with 

the newly elected government’s policies, opposition voters can mobilize with the goal of 

demonstrating dissent and pursuing social change (Tucker, 2007). However, less is known 

about what determines the routes to collective action in a post-election period from the side 

of opposition voters.  

 

We thus focused on opposition voters in Turkey in a post-election period, and we sought to 

test a social identity model of collective action whereby a (politicized) social identity is 

associated with stronger anger and efficacy feelings and in turn collective action (van 

Zomeren et al., 2004; van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). We went beyond previous 

research on collective action in several ways. First, rather than focusing on a single social 

identity, we focused on contextually-relevant diverse political identifications that correspond 

to existing cleavages in Turkey, i.e., leftist, secular and liberal (Baysu & Phalet, 2017). 

Second, we tested this model in two studies that immediately followed the repeated 

Parliamentary elections of 2015. Turkey’s 2015 repeated election cycle presented a unique 

context for testing the role of changing dynamics between identity, anger, and efficacy for 

collective action. Specifically, the first election that took place on 7 June resulted in the 

ruling party’s majority loss in the parliament, potentially giving a sense of efficacy for 

opposition voters. However, under the pretext of the parliamentary failure to form a political 
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coalition, the majority rule decided a snap election on 1 November, which served the ruling 

party to consolidate power and thereby potentially escalating opposition voters’ sense of 

injustice (O’Connor & Baser, 2018). Accordingly, we also explored the role of perceived 

injustice in the second election. Finally, predictors of collective action have been less 

frequently tested in repressive political contexts (for a review, see Ayanian et al., 2020). 

Therefore, our research contributes to this line of collective action research in repressive 

socio-political contexts, like Turkey (Esen & Gümüşçü, 2016). In the remainder of the 

chapter, we first present the social psychology literature on paths toward collective action, 

then describe the political context of Turkey, and finally put forward our expectations.  

 

Paths toward collective action in a post-election period 

 

Collective action is goal-oriented: people engage in collective action as they identify with a 

group and want to improve the conditions of that group (Wright et al., 1990). Such action is 

often aimed at challenging group disadvantage and ending or preventing an injustice through 

collective mobilization. Opposition voters can also mobilize collectively with the goal of 

demonstrating dissent and pursuing social change when they are unsatisfied by the election 

results or disagreed with the newly elected government’s policies (Tucker, 2007; more 

recently Bilali et al., 2020). What predicts then their collective action intentions? Consistent 

body of research in social and political psychology indicates that the central driving forces of 

collective actions are stronger group identification (van Zomeren, Spears, & Leach, 2008), 

anger at collective disadvantage (van Zomeren et al., 2012; van Zomeren et al., 2004), and 

efficacy beliefs about the ability to change the situation (Drury & Reicher, 2005; van 

Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). Combining these factors, the Dual Pathway Model of 

Collective Action (van Zomeren et al., 2004) and Social Identity Model of Collective Action 

(SIMCA, van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008) have received large support in several 

studies across contexts and cultures including Turkey (e.g., Stewart et al., 2019).  

 

Social identities, an individual’s self-concept which derives from the knowledge of one’s 

membership in a social group along with the emotional significance attached to that 

membership (Tajfel, 1974), are central motivators of collective action. They promote a 

group-based understanding of the social world by shifting the focus from “I” to “We”, and 

they provide ground for people to care about their group and motivate them to protect their 

group’s interests or act on its behalf. Across different groups and contexts, the finding 
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persists: the stronger an individual’s identification with their group is, the more likely they 

are to take part in collective action when exposed to a group disadvantage (van Zomeren, 

Spears, & Leach, 2008). Hence, during or following elections when one’s group faces a 

competition, if opposition groups feel threatened or at a disadvantage, social identity could 

predict their engagement in collective action on behalf of their groups. Although much 

interested in the relation between identity and collective action, social and political 

psychological research is scarce when it comes to accounting for the links between distinct 

political identifications and a specific collective action (e.g., Turner-Zwinkels, & van 

Zomeren, 2020).  

 

Previous research indicated that political orientation or ideology is one of the crucial sources 

of identification as a precursor of collective action (Stewart et al., 2019). Furthermore, 

increased conflict between groups over a power struggle sets the scene for further 

politicization and a drive for social change in collective action (Drury & Reicher, 2000). 

Indeed, despite harbouring authoritarianism, political polarization with multiple cleavages 

has also been instrumental for the mobilization of diverse groups by making political 

ideologies more salient (Aytaç et al., 2018; Çakır, 2020). This also resonates with the 

consistent finding that identification with politicized groups predicts collective action in favor 

of the group members due to internalized group norms and an inner obligation to become 

actively involved with the group action (Klandermans, 2014). Therefore, in this research, we 

explore the role of distinct political identifications among opposition voters in predicting 

future collective action intentions against governmental policies.  

 

Social identities also indirectly motivate collective action via collective efficacy, anger 

against collective disadvantage, and perceived injustice against the group (Tausch et al., 

2011; van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008).  Indeed, the motivation to participate in 

collective action can be traced back to two distinct functional paths in social psychological 

research: a strategic/problem-focused path and an affective/emotion-focused path. The 

strategic path is based on collective efficacy beliefs such as ingroup appraisals of control, 

strength, and ability to change the situation (van Zomeren et al., 2004). A sense of collective 

efficacy gives members the belief that through joint effort the group can respond to relevant 

situations, overcome obstacles, struggle against opposing out-groups, and achieve its goals 

(Drury & Reicher, 2005; van Zomeren et al., 2004).  
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The affective path to collective action is based on collectively felt emotions due to strong 

identification with a group, specifically anger against collective disadvantage (and its source). 

Indeed, the predictive power of anger as affect is larger compared to non-affective 

perceptions of disadvantage (van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). Furthermore, the anger 

path to collective action is context dependent in that it relies on the existence and relevance of 

an outgroup (van Zomeren, 2016). The identity-anger path in predicting collective action 

involves several appraisal factors including perception of injustice depending on the context 

of contention (van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008).  

 

According to relative deprivation theory, understanding of unfairness and injustice is central 

for responding to collective disadvantage (Runciman, 1966). Group-based perceptions of 

injustice due to collective disadvantage promote collective action (van Zomeren et al., 2004; 

Wright et al., 1990). Specifically, a group’s perception of unjust disadvantage arouses 

feelings of group-based anger and elicits action tendencies against the source of injustice 

(Mackie et al., 2000). Consistent with this explanation, there is considerable empirical 

support for the mediating role of group-based anger in the relation between perceptions of 

injustice and confrontational collective action (e.g., Tausch et al., 2011; van Zomeren et al., 

2004). As such, group-based emotions such as anger toward the dominant group are seen as 

functional responses to injustice for collective action to redress disadvantages created by the 

breach of either the equality (e.g., discrimination against opposition parties and their voters), 

or the need rule (e.g., voting in a peaceful and secure environment) (van Zomeren, Spears, & 

Leach, 2008). Accordingly, rather than comparing whether the perception of disadvantage or 

feeling anger at the source of disadvantage instigates collective action, we conceptualize 

perception of injustice as an antecedent of feeling anger.  

 

In sum, in line with van Zomeren and his colleagues’ models (2004; van Zomeren, Postmes, 

& Spears, 2008), we tested whether collective beliefs of efficacy and anger in parallel 

mediated the associations between political identifications and collective action against the 

governmental policies across two studies that followed the repeated Parliamentary elections 

of 2015 in Turkey. Considering anger as a functional response to injustice as explained above 

(van Zomeren, Spears, & Leach, 2008), we also explored the mediating role of perceived 

injustice between identity and anger in the second election. Next, we explained the context 

including diverse political identifications in Turkey, and how the election context might have 

shaped the dynamic relationships between identity, anger, and efficacy for collective action.  
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The Political Context of Turkey  

 

In Turkey, the political context has long been characterized by multiple cleavages, high 

asymmetrical intergroup conflicts and persisting social injustices against oppressed groups. 

However, dating back even earlier than 2015, the last ten years can be summarized as a case 

of escalating “authoritarian regime” under the government of AKP (Justice and Development 

Party), a political system defined by competitive authoritarianism, democratic backsliding, 

and conservative neoliberalism (Tansel, 2018; Özdemir, 2020). The escalating 

authoritarianism further deepened ethnic, religious, and ideological cleavages in terms of 

intergroup relations (e.g., Bilali et al., 2018). Following 2015 elections, Turkey’s opposition 

voters were in a socio-political context that provided them with both salient political 

identifications, anger, and efficacy beliefs, and a sense of injustice. Therefore, it is very likely 

that, during post-election periods in 2015, opposition voters from various political groups 

may have been motivated for taking future collective action to counter the politics of the 

consolidated government.  

 

Political identifications  

 

Against this background, we focused on the impact of three political identifications among 

opposition party voters, i.e., left, liberal, and laic/secular, as these correspond to the most 

common political and societal cleavages in Turkey. Besides the usual (equality-based) left-

right and (liberty-based) liberal-conservative cleavages (Carpara, 2020), the two major 

cleavages rooted in the very history of the republic is between religious/pro-Islamists and 

seculars/laics (Agirdir, 2010; Secor, 2001). Political parties, ethnic, religious and nationalist 

groups are dispersed with varying weight to one or two of these major cleavages. This 

dispersion is also reclaimed in political representation in terms of left-right and liberal-

conservative political orientations. For instance, Çarkoğlu (2007) found that, unlike most 

Western profiles, respondents from Turkey seem to accumulate in three groups on the left-

right self-identification scale: Besides left-wingers who describe themselves as progressive, 

tolerant, embracing democratic attitudes with weaker religiosity, and critical of the 

government’s economic policies in contrast to right-wingers who describe themselves as 

more religious, low in societal tolerance, prone to maintenance of the status quo, embracing 

more state authoritarianism, and less democracy, there is a third “centrist” group embracing 

moderate to high level of religiosity and moderate state authoritarianism. However, recent 



6 

 

research conducted during November 2015 election indicates that those who describe 

themselves as “liberal” seem to represent a “centrist” position in terms of left-right 

identification, diverging both from the typical leftist positions such as Marxist, Socialist, or 

Anarchist, and from the nationalist, Islamist or Kemalisti positions, while falling slightly 

short in religiosity (Yılmaz et al., 2016). Going beyond the typical left-right self-

identification scale, Baysu and Phalet (2017) found that several distinct (and partially 

divergent) political identifications such as leftist, liberal, and laic were related to different 

forms and levels of collective action during Gezi Park protests. Similarly in this study, we 

focused on the role of left, liberal, and secular identifications in post-election collective 

action intentions. Beyond contextually-relevant identifications, we also need to zoom in to 

the political context of 2015. 

 

Repeated elections in 2015 

 

We posit that overall, in June elections, opposition voters felt somewhat advantageous as the 

government lost the majority rule in the parliament, whereas in November elections, they felt 

that this advantageous position was unfairly lost. In 2015 elections, the two opposition parties 

representing the leftist and the centrist political positions were HDP (People’s Democratic 

Party) and CHP (Republican People’s Party) respectively. HDP, being one of the main actors 

during the reconciliation process in 2013-2015, represents a left oriented political frame 

while CHP represents the laic, Kemalist, pro-nationalist political frame, mostly occupying the 

centre (Yılmaz et al., 2016).  

 

In June 2015, HDP gained a successful representation in the parliament, going beyond the 

10% threshold to enter the parliament, which resulted in AKP losing its majority in the 

parliament for the first time in 13 years. We argue that this might have increased the sense of 

political efficacy among some opposition groups. Moreover, there were several events in the 

wake of June elections, which might have led some opposition voters to feel angry. These 

events include the break-up of the peace negotiations between the government and PKK 

(Kurdistan Workers’ Party) in March-April, the re-escalation of violence against Kurds 

(Ercan, 2019), criminalization of HDP (O’Connor & Baser, 2018), multiple blasts and attacks 

against HDP’s election offices and pre-election peace rallies (Esen & Gümüşçü, 2016), the 

continuing legal prosecution of CHP’s ex- and by-the-time deputies allegedly for plotting 

against Turkish government (i.e. Ergenekon and Sledgehammer trials), and the 
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criminalization of CHP’s media organs and deputies for exposing the government’s 

corruption scandals and secret military involvement in the Syrian proxy war (Öniş, 2016).  

 

In November 2015, the failure of forming a coalition in the parliament gave the ground for 

the majority to declare a snap repeat-election, which resulted in AKP re-gaining the majority 

seat. The repeated elections were marked by intense harassment of opposition groups by the 

government and election irregularities especially ahead of November elections, thereby 

escalating public voices over concerns of injustice (Freedom House, 2016). We expected that 

opposition voters might have perceived this as an unfair loss of the previous electoral 

success, which might have caused them to feel anger. Several other events in between the two 

elections might have caused them to feel anger and intimidation, such as round-the-clock 

curfews and repression in predominantly Kurdish cities, and two deadly ISIS attacks during 

the peace activists’ gatherings, one in Suruç on 20 July and the other in Ankara on 10 

October (OHCHR, 2017). Furthermore, opposition voters might have found the government’s 

treatment and response against those events, and opposition groups in general as unfair and 

threatening (Toktamis & David, 2018; O’Connor & Baser, 2018). Accordingly, we further 

explored the role of injustice in explaining the identity-anger association in the second 

election.   

 

Current Research 

 

We sought to investigate what determines the collective action intentions of opposition voters 

following the repeated Parliamentary elections in 2015’s Turkey. While following social 

identity models of collective action such as the Dual Pathway Model of Collective Action 

(van Zomeren et al., 2004) and Integrative Social Identity Model of Collective Action (van 

Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008), we posit that these models may not be exclusively stable 

across time and context; it is thus crucial to understand the dynamic relationships between 

identity, anger, and efficacy under a rare situation of repeated elections in a repressive 

political context.  

 

Considering the accumulating dramatic events that set the scene for a sense of victory after 

the June election and an increased sense of injustice and of partial loss after the November 

election among opposition voters, we expected dynamic paths for collective action. More 

specifically, after both elections (Study 1 and 2), we expected that political identifications 
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would predict future collective action intentions against governmental policies. Moreover, in 

line with social identity models of collective action positing the dual paths of anger and 

efficacy (van Zomeren et al., 2004; van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008), after the June 

election (Study 1), we expected that participants’ anger and efficacy feelings would in 

parallel mediate the relationship between their political identifications and CA intentions.  As 

there was a decision to repeat the elections, we felt the need to investigate the potential 

change in the dynamic relationships between identity, anger, and efficacy in relation to 

collective action in a follow-up Study. Moreover, between the two election periods, we have 

realized the increasing public concerns over injustices against the opposition groups (e.g.,  

Freedom House, 2016), and thus we decided to measure perceptions of injustice as well. 

Thus, after the November election (Study 2), conceiving injustice as an antecedent of anger 

(van Zomeren, Spears, & Leach, 2008), we expected a serial mediation between political 

identification and collective action through perceived injustice and anger feelings, and we 

explored the efficacy path. Furthermore, for both elections (Study 1 and 2), we explored the 

way different political identifications relate to collective action. 

 

Method 

 

Participants and procedure 

 

One week after each election, we advertised each study through social media (e.g., Facebook, 

Twitter) inviting people to share their opinions about the election results. Since we were 

interested in collective action against current governmental policies, in this paper, we only 

focused on a sample of opposition votersii. Hence, we excluded people who voted for AKP or 

MHPiii (N = 92). We also excluded 27 participants who took part in both studiesiv. For Study 

1, we had 521 participants (Mage = 32.80; SDage = 10.35), and the majority (60%) were 

women. For Study 2, we had 389 participants (Mage = 32.78; SDage = 10.29), and the majority 

(68%) were women. In Study 1, 54% voted for HDP, 35% voted for CHP, and 11% voted for 

others or not voted. In Study 2, 47% voted for HDP, 44% voted for CHP, and 9% voted for 

others or not voted. The samples were overall highly educated with majority of participants 

having university education or higher. In both studies, more than 75% of the participants 

were from three big Western cities in Turkey (i.e., Istanbul, Ankara, and Izmir). Although the 

data are cross-sectional, the sample demographics were comparable across two studies.  
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Materials 

 

All measures were repeated in both studies except that group-based perceived injustice was 

only measured in Study 2. 

 

Political identification 

 

We measured level of identification with different political orientations using a single item 

identification measure (Postmes et al., 2013). We asked participants “To what extent do you 

identify as ...?” on a 7-point scale (1 = none, 7 = almost entirely), and used nine contextually-

relevant political orientations for identification (conservative, Islamist, liberal, laic, social-

democrat, Kemalist, nationalist, communist, and socialist). To understand the structure of 

political identifications, we ran an exploratory factor analysis using principal component 

analysis with varimax rotation using the data from both studies. We initially found three-

factor solution, which explained 66% of the variance with an eigenvalue of 1.45. An 

examination of the item loadings on factors revealed a cross-loading of nationalist 

identification on two opposing factors, and a low loading of liberal identification on any 

factors. We took out nationalist identification and considering liberal identification may form 

a factor on its own, we decided to force four factors, also supported by a scree plot. This four-

factor solution explained 78% of the variance with an eigenvalue of 0.88, and the factors 

were more interpretable. Accordingly, we found four groups of identifications: conservative 

(including conservative and Islamist; r =.56 for Study 1, and r =.71 for Study 2), secular 

(including social-democrat, laic, and Kemalist; α =. 64 for Study 1 and α =.69 for Study) and 

leftist (communist and socialist, r = .62 for Study 1 and r =.65 for Study 2) identifications, 

and liberal identification was a factor on its own. Since 75% of the participants had very low 

or null conservative identification, we used the last three identifications in the subsequent 

analyses as our predictor variables.  

 

Anger against the ruling party  

 

We measured anger against the ruling party at the time using four items adapted from van 

Zomeren et al. (2004) with a 5-point scale (1 = not at all, 5 = completely; α =. 91 for Study 1; 

α =. 90 for Study 2). The items were “When I think about the ruling party (AKP), I feel 

irritated/angry/furious/ dissatisfied.” 
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Political efficacy 

 

We measured political efficacy using three items adapted from van Zomeren et al. (2004) 

with 5-point scale (1 = disagree, 5 = agree; α =. 80 for Study; α =. 82 for Study 2). A sample 

item is “I think together we are able to change government’s policies.” 

 

Group-based perceived injustice  

 

We measured group-based perceived injustice using two items adapted from van Zomeren, 

Spears and Leach (2008) with a 5-point scale (1 = disagree, 5 = agree; r =. 80). A sample 

item is “In Turkey, the government’s approach is not fair to me and to like-minded people.” 

 

Future collective action intentions 

 

We measured future collective action intentions with four items adapted from van Zomeren, 

Leach and Spears (2010) asking participants whether they would engage in the following 

behaviours if they did not agree with the policies of the future government: “raising collective 

voice”, “doing something together with other like-minded people”, “participation in some 

sort of collective action”, and “participation in demonstrations.” The responses were on a 5-

point scale (1 = certainly would not, 5 = certainly would; α =. 93 for both studies). 

 

Control variables 

 

We controlled for past collective action behaviors, measured with four items adapted from 

Blackwood and Louis (2012) asking participants whether they engaged in the following 

behaviours: “contributing money”, “signing a petition”, “participation in public meetings”, 

and “participation in demonstrations.” The responses were on a 4-point scale ranging from 1 

(never) to 4 (more than 2-3 times). The reliability was acceptable: α =. 71 for Study 1 and α 

=. 74 for Study 2. We also controlled for age (ranging from 17 to 81 in Study 1 and 18 to 72 

in Study 2), gender (dummy coded as man = 0, and woman = 1) and SES measured on a 10-

point ladder scale (M = 6.01, SD = 1.61 for Study 1, and M = 6.22, SD = 1.44 for Study 2) 

asking participants to place themselves on a rung of ladder representing the Turkish society 

(Adler et al., 2000). 
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Results 

 

To test our hypotheses, we ran two path analyses with observed variables using MPLUS 

(Version 8; Muthen & Muthen, 2020). For the first study, we tested a simple mediation model 

whereby political identifications predicted collective action intentions through anger and 

efficacy. For the second study, we tested a serial mediation in which perceived injustice 

mediated the associations between political identifications and anger and efficacy (and in turn 

collective action intentions). In both models, we used liberal, left, and secular identifications 

as predictors, anger towards the government and political efficacy as mediators, and 

collective action intentions as the outcome variable. We also controlled for age, gender, SES, 

and past collective action behaviours. Since the models were fully saturated, there were no fit 

indices to report. To examine the indirect effects, we bootstrapped with 5,000 resamples and 

examined bias corrected confidence intervals (MacKinnon, Lockwood, & Williams, 2004).  

Table 1 presents the correlations, means, and standard deviations of variables across two 

studies.
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Table 1.  

The zero order correlations, means, and standard deviations of each measure across two studies.  

                    Study 1 Study 2 

    1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 M SD M  SD 

1 Secular - .02 .26*** .07 -.06 -.18** -.07 .13* 4.65 1.51 4.86* 1.49 

2 Left .03 - .12* .18** .13* .36*** .38*** .28*** 3.95 1.69 3.93 1.69 

3 Liberal .20*** .22*** - .21*** .00 .04 .12* .22*** 6.32 1.01 6.27 0.97 

4 Anger .12* .14** .19** - -.04 .15** .22*** .55*** 4.32 0.98 4.29 0.90 

5 Political Efficacy .09 .22*** .24*** .18*** - .23*** .35*** .01 4.04 0.73 3.66*** 0.88 

6 Past CA behaviour -.21*** .39*** .11* .07 .18*** - .54*** .28*** 2.63 0.89 2.57 0.88 

7 Future CA intentions -.10* .37*** .25*** .18*** .39*** .58*** - .30*** 4.15 1.03 3.99* 1.10 

8 Injustice (S2 only) - - - - - - -  - . . 4.53 0.67 

 

Note. The below diagonal of the table reports correlations for Study 1, and above diagonal of the table reports correlations for Study 2. CA is 

short for collective action. The significant differences across samples were marked in bold. *p < .05; ** p < .01; ***p < .001
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In June elections (see Figure 1), we found that liberal identification significantly predicted 

both higher anger (β = .12, p = .008), and higher political efficacy (β = .16, p < .001). On the 

other hand, secular identification only significantly predicted higher anger (β = .13, p = .005), 

whereas left identification only significantly predicted higher political efficacy (β = .13, p 

= .006). In turn, higher collective action intentions were significantly predicted by both 

political efficacy (β = .27, p < .001) and anger (β = .07, p = .048). There were also significant 

direct paths to collective action intentions from liberal identification (β = .11, p = .002), and 

left identification (β = .10, p = .007), but not from secular identification (β = -.05, p = .201). 

Moreover, past collective action behaviour was a significant predictor of both political 

efficacy (β = .13, p = .007) and collective action intentions (β = .46, p < .001), but not anger 

(β = .06, p = .198). Finally, women reported more anger (β = .09, p = .036), and efficacy (β 

= .10, p = .018), and older participants reported less anger (β = -.16, p < .001). SES was not 

significantly related to any outcome variables. Overall, 45% of the variance was explained in 

collective action intentions. 

 

Four of the six indirect effects from identification variables were significant. Liberal 

identification predicted collective action intentions through both anger (β = .008, 95% CI 

= .001, .027) and efficacy (β = .043, 95% CI = .015, .076). Left identification predicted 

collective action intentions only through efficacy (β = .035, 95% CI = .010, .067), but not 

through anger (β = .005, 95% CI = .000, .018). By contrast, secular identification predicted 

collective action intentions only through anger (β = .009, 95% CI = .001, .062) but not 

through efficacy (β = .020, 95% CI = -.005, .048). As for the control variables, past action 

predicted collective action intentions through efficacy (β = .035, 95% CI = .009, .069), and 

being woman also predicted action intentions through efficacy (β = .028, 95% CI 

= .004, .055). Finally, age negatively predicted collective action intentions through anger so 

that younger people reported more anger and in turn stronger collective action (β = -.011, 

95% CI = -.029, -.002). No other indirect effects were significant. 
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Figure 1. Path model for Study 1 showing standardized (STDYX) coefficients; N = 493.  

Non-significant paths were not drawn in the figure for visual clarity. 

 

In the second study, we introduced the perceived injustice variable to our modelv, and tested a 

serial mediation model (see Figure 2). We found that all three identifications predicted higher 

perceived injustice; β = .15, p = .002 for liberal; β = .16, p = .002 for left; and β = .17, p 

= .002 for secular. Perceived injustice predicted higher anger (β = .52, p < .001), but not 

efficacy (β = -.04, p = .470). Similar to Study 1, collective action was predicted by both anger 

(β = .12, p = .020) and efficacy (β = .24, p < .001), but it was not predicted directly by 

injustice (β = .10, p = .066). Left identification also had a significant direct path to collective 

action intentions (β = .13, p = .002). Liberal identification had a significant direct path to 

anger (β = .12, p = .006), but the other two political identifications did not. In terms of the 

control variables, women (β = .10, p = .019) and younger participants (β = -.20, p < .001) 

reported more anger. Overall, 42% of the variance was explained in collective action 

intentions. 
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In this model, the sequential indirect effects from all three identifications to collective action 

intentions through first perceived injustice and then anger were significant; specifically 

secular identification: β = .010, 95% CI = .001, .031; left identification, β = .010, 95% CI 

= .003, .025; liberal identification, β = .009, 95% CI = .001, .025. Moreover, the indirect 

effect from liberal identification to collective action intentions through only anger was also 

significant, β = .014, 95% CI = .001, .041. Finally, as in Study 1, the indirect effect from past 

action to collective action intentions via efficacy was significant: β = .054, 95% CI 

= .026, .096. No other indirect effects were significant.  

 

 

 

Figure 2. Path model for Study 2 with perceived injustice showing standardized (STDYX) 

coefficients; N = 358. Non-significant paths were not drawn in the figure for visual clarity. p 

= .066, *p < .05; ** p < .01; ***p < .001 

 

 

Discussion 

 

With increased saliency of political identifications, elections can set the scene for post-

election mobilization. In this research, we examined the role of diverse political 

identifications of opposition voters in predicting future collective action intentions against the 

governmental policies in the context of a rampant socio-political repression and during 

repeated elections. Our findings not only highlight the dynamic nature of the relationships 
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between identity, anger, and efficacy for collective action but also indicate that distinct 

political identifications among opposition voters are important for collective action against 

governmental policies through partially different paths when the election results indicate a 

sense of success (vs. loss) against the ruling party. 

 

Specifically, we found that following the June election (Study 1), identifying oneself as more 

liberal was related to stronger intentions for collective action through both increased anger 

and efficacy to create social change in line with a social identity model of collective action 

(van Zomeren et al., 2004). However, identifying oneself as more secular and as more leftist 

were linked to higher intentions for collective action respectively through anger and efficacy 

paths alone. In other words, while liberals and seculars seemed to have instrumentalized their 

anger for collective action, leftists, and liberals instrumentalized their collective efficacy 

beliefs right after the June election. Retrospectively speculating, secular wing in Turkey had 

long been losing its powerful position in the society given the ruling party’s targeted moves 

to overrule secular ideology and capital with a neo-Ottoman/religious ideology and capital, 

which might have decreased the sense of efficacy for those who identify themselves as more 

secular; thereby making unlikely the instrumentalization of efficacy path toward collective 

action. Furthermore, HDP’s election victory might have temporarily overshadowed a possible 

anger path for those who identified themselves as more leftist. We should also note that there 

were civil mobilizations, such as “Vote and Beyond” for monitoring the elections given low 

trust to the ruling party (Başkan Canyaş et al., 2016). It is also possible that such 

mobilizations might have mobilized both efficacy (through politically engaging in election 

related civil movement) and anger (through procedural unfairness experienced during 

election monitoring) paths for opposition voters. Beyond speculations, we need more 

research to explain the complex links between different identifications and how they 

experience group-based emotions and how they approach collective action.   

 

During the period between the two elections (hence the two studies), the socio-political 

conditions further deteriorated through repression and violence, and the perceived success of 

June elections after AKP losing the majority vote in the parliament was lost in November 

elections as AKP re-gained the majority seat. We asked how people with oppositional 

political identifications considered possibilities for future mobilizations against the 

government in the face of a perceived loss in November 2015 elections. In line with the 

existing literature (Miller et al., 2009; van Zomeren et al., 2004), perceived injustice and 
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anger successively mediated the relation between the three political identifications and 

intentions for collective action following the November election (Study 2). The consistent 

path of anger despite escalating repression across the repeated elections also resonates with 

Ayanian and her colleagues’ (2020) finding that the riskier people found participating in 

collective action, the angrier they felt about the injustices and the more likely they were 

actually to participate in collective action.  The role that perception of injustice plays in 

accounting for anger path for three political identifications also implicates that the resenting 

the election results or the election process can trigger anti-government protests, even in 

repressive contexts when the risks of participation are higher. However, we also found that 

the role of efficacy path from political identifications to intentions was no longer a viable 

option for opposition voters in Study 2. This pattern of fading role of political efficacy in the 

November election also bears parallels with the examination of shifting voting motivations 

during 2015: Security concerns, which generally result in justifying the system and giving 

back the political power to the existing government, also interacted with popular economic 

evaluations in the November 2015 elections to reinstall the AKP to power (Kalaycıoğlu, 

2017). The loss of efficacy path may also be related to the failed coalitions among the 

opposition parties after the June election. Regardless of the reasons behind, however, 

research suggests that anger route is more central to galvanizing collective action than the 

efficacy route during contentious post-election mobilizations (Bilali et al., 2020) and in 

repressive contexts (Ayanian et al., 2020).  

 

Shortly, in line with the recent literature, we saw a consistent anger path for secular and 

liberal identifications, a shift from efficacy path to anger path for leftist identification across 

both elections among opposition voters. The sense of injustice also plays a key role in 

vitalizing the anger path toward future collective action intentions for the three political 

identifications. Moreover, in parallel with recent suggestions of empowerment preceding and 

following collective action (Drury & Reicher, 2005; van Zomeren et al., 2012), we found a 

consistent mediating role of efficacy between past action and future collective action 

intentions. Retrospectively, although these intentions did not transfer into anti-government 

mass protests afterwards, the end of 2015 and the start of 2016 were scene to continued 

collective resistance in Kurdish cities (Ercan, 2019), collective voice raising (e.g., 

petitioning) against state-led curfews and Academics for Peace’s collective action against 

AKP’s policies (Baser et al., 2017). Therefore, we suggest that the elections in repressive 
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contexts may also have more complex implications on mobilization outside the scope of anti-

governmental protests.  

 

The current research contributes to collective action research by highlighting the 

heterogeneity of political identifications and its role for post-election collective action paths 

among opposition voters. In contrast to common/superordinate ingroup identities which may 

undermine collective action through decreased sense of anger and efficacy, and similar to 

ethnic and religious ingroup identifications, distinct political identifications can be crucial for 

collective action (Ufkes et al., 2016). The findings across two studies suggested that anger 

and efficacy paths to future collective action intentions may alternate for different political 

identifications, and perceptions of injustice play a crucial role in anger path in contentious 

post-electoral contexts. Thus, the two paths do not always work simultaneously for 

mobilization of opposition voters with distinct political identifications. This resonates with 

what Louis and colleagues (2020) refer as “volatility of collective action”: Paths can change 

depending on the context and identities. Indeed, in contexts where political repression 

escalates and perceived injustice is tremendous, anger path driven from feelings of injustice 

may be more reliable than the efficacy path for opposition voters in general. Other research 

also suggests that one path can be more likely to convey to collective action than the other 

one (Miller et al., 2009) and this can especially apply to the collective action dynamics of 

high political identifiers (van Zomeren et al., 2012).  

 

The current findings are important to understand mobilization dynamics among highly 

educated opposition voters during post-election in Turkey, but this research also brings some 

notes of cautions. First, the findings may not be representative of the respective population as 

they come from convenient and high-educated samples from big cities. Highly educated 

people may engage in mobilisation that favours them and ultimately perpetuates inequalities 

(Somma et al., 2020). Thus, future studies should include diverse education and SES groups 

to account for class inequalities. Although the generalization of the findings is limited by 

sample selectivity, the compositions of the samples in both studies showed similarity. 

Second, the findings allow us to interpret identity-collective action link only cross-

sectionally; however, political identifications predict collective action also longitudinally. 

Thus, future research should aim larger samples and better participant follow-ups for 

longitudinal design. Furthermore, the current findings are implicated only for identification 

with diverse political orientations, but research shows that politicized group identifications 
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(Turner-Zwinkels & van Zomeren, 2020), political party identifications and reflections about 

the election process (Milesi & Catellani, 2011) predict increased contentious post-election 

mobilizations.  

 

Overall, situated in a rare context of repeated elections under political repression, the current 

research informs our understanding of post-election collective action among opposition 

voters. We underline the uniqueness of political identifications to instrumentalize different 

paths for collective action during post-election periods and we suggest that grassroots 

organization can benefit from diversifying mobilization routes for different political groups.   
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i Kemalism, highly endorsed by CHP and its base, has been the dominant ideology that dictates the ideas of 

Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, and is marked by republicanism, laicism, nationalism, statism, reformism, and 

populism. Kemalism has been partially overthrown by neo-Islamist ideology under the rule of AKP although the 

tutelage conflict between the two ideologies persists. 
ii Although we originally targeted all voters, eventually we had to exclude conservative voters due to small 

numbers of participants. 
iii MHP (Nationalist Action Party) is an opposition party which represents conservative right-wing and 

ultranationalist politics. We excluded MHP voters as MHP later allied with the ruling AKP.  
iv Although we aimed to collect longitudinal data, we failed to reach the first study participants in the second 

study; therefore, we excluded the matching participants across two waves from the analysis. 
v We also reran the same model we used in Study 1. Most effects replicated as in Figure 2: the paths from three 

political identifications to future collective action were mediated by anger but not by efficacy.  


