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OZET

ERDEM, Alper. Bitmis Bir Ge¢mis mi, Siirmekte Olan Bir Gelecek mi: Ideoloji
Zamana Bakisimizi Nasil Sekillendiriyor. Baskent Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler
Enstitiisii, Sosyal Psikoloji Tezli Yiiksek Lisans Programi, 2025.

Bu tez, bireylerin siyasi inanglarinin zaman i¢inde toplumsal degisim algilarini nasil
sekillendirdigini incelemektedir. Yaygin olarak kullanilan liberal-muhafazakar ikileminin
Otesine gecilerek, muhafazakarlik, liberalizm, milliyetcilik ve sosyalizmi kapsayan,
Tiirkiye baglamina uyarlanmis ¢ok boyutlu bir model benimsenmistir. Katilimcilarin alti
temel toplumsal temaya (otoriteye saygi, aile baglari, gelenekselcilik, ekonomik esitlik,
geleneksel degerler ve toplumun genel yapisi) iliskin degerlendirmeleri dort farkli zaman
diliminde (1970-1995, 1995-2020, simdi ve gelecek) degerlendirilmistir. Bu yaklagim,
siyasi ideoloji ile zamansal alg1 arasindaki iliskinin daha detayli bir sekilde incelenmesine
olanak saglamistir. Caligmanin 6rneklemi, yaslar1 18 ila 33 arasinda degisen 337
katilimcidan olusmustur. Olgiimler arasinda siyasi ideoloji, siyasi katilim, gelecek zaman
yonelimi ve zaman i¢inde toplumsal degisim algilart yer almistir. Bulgular, siyasi
ideolojinin baz1 alanlarda toplumsal degisim algilarini etkiledigini, ancak tiim temalarda
tutarli olmadigini ortaya koymustur. Cogu alanda énemli bir ideolojik farklilik
gbzlenmemistir. Ancak, milliyet¢i ve muhafazakar katilimcilar otorite ve aile yapilarinda
gelecekte meydana gelebilecek degisiklikleri daha olumsuz gérme egilimindedir.
Tekrarlanan 6l¢iim analizleri, ideolojik yonelimden bagimsiz olarak, gecmisten gelecege
genel bir toplumsal gerileme algis1 oldugunu gdstermistir. Siyasi katilim ve gelecek zaman
yonelimi, se¢ili alanlarda gelecek degerlendirmeleri ile iligkili bulunmus, ancak genel
etkileri miitevazi1 kalmistir. Bu ¢alisma, siyasi ideolojiyi basit bir sol-sag stirekliliginden
ziyade ¢ok boyutlu ve baglama duyarli bir yap1 olarak kavramsallagtirarak literatiire
katkida bulunmaktadir. Ayrica, siyasi inanglarin gegmis ve gelecek algilariyla nasil
kesistigini arastiran gelecekteki arastirmalar icin bir temel saglamaktadir. Genel olarak
bulgular, ideolojinin zaman algilarini bir dereceye kadar sekillendirdigini, ancak bu etkinin
genellikle temaya 6zgii ve kiiltiirel olarak baglamsal oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu
sonuglar, politik diisiinceyi ve zamansal algiy1 anlamaya yonelik daha esnek ve yerel
modellere duyulan ihtiyact vurgulamaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: politik ideoloji, zaman algisi, politik katilim, toplum algisi, gelecege

yonelik zaman yonelimi



ABSTRACT

ERDEM, Alper. Past Perfect or Future Progressive: How Ideology Influences Our
View of Time. Baskent University, Institute of Social Sciences, Master’s in Social
Psychology with Thesis, 2025.

This thesis examines how individuals' political ideology shape their perceptions of social
change over time. Moving beyond the commonly used liberal-conservative dichotomy, a
multidimensional model that encompasses conservatism, liberalism, nationalism and
socialism is adopted, adapted to the Turkish context. Participants' assessments of six main
social themes (respect for authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality,
traditional values and the general structure of society) were evaluated in four different time
periods (1970-1995, 1995-2020, present and future). This approach allowed for a more
detailed examination of the relationship between political ideology and temporal
perception. The sample consisted of 337 participants aged between 18 and 33. Measures
included political ideology, political engagement, future time orientation and perceptions
of social change over time. Findings revealed that political ideology influenced perceptions
of social change in some areas, but not consistently across all themes. No significant
ideological differences were observed in most areas. However, nationalist and conservative
respondents tended to view future changes in authority and family ties more negatively.
Repeated measures analyses showed a general perception of social regression from the past
to the future, regardless of ideological orientation. Political participation and future time
orientation were associated with future evaluations in selected domains, but their overall
effects were modest. This study contributes to the literature by conceptualizing political
ideology as a multidimensional and context-sensitive construct rather than a simple left-
right continuum. It also provides a foundation for future research exploring how political
beliefs intersect with perceptions of the past and future. Overall, the findings suggest that
ideology shapes perceptions of time to some extent, but that this influence is often theme-
specific and culturally contextualized. These results emphasize the need for more flexible
and local models for understanding political thought and temporal perception.

Keywords: political ideology, time perception, political engagement, societal perception,

future time orientation
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1. INTRODUCTION

Contemporary Turkish politics is characterized by a marked polarization, where
ideological divisions significantly influence both political behaviors and everyday social
interactions (Olcaysoy & Saribay, 2012). Political engagement in Tiirkiye remains notably
high, with voter turnout consistently exceeding 80%, reflecting not only an engaged
electorate but also noticeable ideological commitments within the society (YSK, 2023). This
combination of heightened ideological polarization and substantial civic participation
underscores the role of political ideologies as critical lenses through which individuals
perceive societal developments and mobilize collectively (Jost, 2017). Although traditional
political frameworks often utilize the left-right or liberal-conservative distinctions, recent
literature argues that these binary classifications may not fully capture the complexity and
multidimensionality of political beliefs (Carmines & D'Amico, 2015; Kiigtiker, 2007).

Addressing this complexity, this study adopts a multidimensional model previously
validated within the Turkish context, encompassing conservatism, liberalism, ulusalism, and
social justice bias (Kiigiiker, 2007). These ideological dimensions, influenced by specific
historical, social, and economic contexts unique to Tiirkiye, provide a more distinctive
framework for analyzing political thought. For instance, conservatism in Tiirkiye intertwines
closely with religious and traditional values, contrasting significantly with Western
conceptualizations (Ozbey, 2023). Similarly, nationalism has evolved distinctively within
Turkish political history, encompassing elements ranging from secular and populist
nationalism to more conservative and authoritarian interpretations (Bora, 2017; Elder, 2023).
Meanwhile, socialist ideology, historically shaped by various leftist movements and unions
(Yaslh, 2023) has recently seen a resurgence, reflecting broader concerns over economic
inequality and social justice.

Political ideologies not only guide individuals' interpretations of present conditions but
also influence their perceptions of past events and future possibilities (Caprara & Vecchione,
2009; Jost et al., 2009). Psychological research suggests that temporal perceptions which
means how people recall the past and anticipate the future are fundamentally shaped by
motivational frameworks and ideological orientations (Carstensen, 2006; Zimbardo & Boyd,
2015). For example, individuals identifying with conservative or nationalist ideologies may

idealize historical periods and view future societal changes with skepticism (Rigoli, 2024),



while those aligned with liberal or socialist values might express greater optimism about
progressive social transformations (Caprara & Vecchione, 2009).

Given these theoretical insights, the current study aims to explore how young people
in Tiirkiye relate their ideological orientations to their perceptions of social change across
different time periods. By focusing on six key societal themes which are respect for
authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality, traditional values, and general
societal structure, the thesis investigates the extent to which ideological alignments affect
evaluations of the past, present, and anticipated future.

Additionally, this study examines whether political engagement and future time
orientation (FTO) also influence these temporal perceptions, providing further
understanding of how ideological beliefs and individual differences in future orientation
shape perceptions of social change. Exploring these relationships can offer deeper insight
into how political ideologies connect with temporal judgments in Turkish society,
highlighting the importance of adopting a multidimensional and context-sensitive approach
when studying ideological influences on perceptions of past, present, and future. Moving
beyond conventional dichotomous frameworks, this study provides a more refined
examination of ideological impacts on temporal perception, contributing to the literature by
highlighting the necessity for multidimensional and context-sensitive analyses of political
thought (Kiiciiker, 2007; Jost et al., 2009). These considerations naturally lead to a deeper
inquiry into the definition and conceptualization of ideology itself, which remains essential

for comprehensively examining its various impacts on societal perceptions and behaviors.

1.1.  Whatis “Ideology”?

The term "ideology" comes from a philosophical school with empiricist and
sensationalist views and leaned toward materialism (Lefebvre, 1968). The pioneer of the
term “ideology” which means “the science of ideas” was Antoine Destutt de Tracy, who was
also a leading figure in this school (Lefebvre, 1968). Marx and Engels (1846/1970) took up
this idea in two different ways in their book, “The German Ideology”. In this sense, ideology
is an abstract or symbolic system. It explains or legitimizes social, economic, or political
realities. Also, ideology has a bad connotation. It's seen as a set of distorted ideas that deviate
from reality. It's associated with "false consciousness". Both ideas that Marx and Engels put
forward are still widely held. Following this, Karl Mannheim wrote "ldeology and Utopia”,
in which he defined ideology as "the sociology of knowledge,” as we now use the term
(Mannheim, 1929/2013). Although Converse (1964/2006) claims that different uses have



"muddied" the term ideology, it got much attention in the twentieth century (Knight, 2006).
Thus, the concept is considered in different ways and focuses on different characteristics,
ideology can be defined as "the set of ideas that constitute the moral, political, philosophical
and cultural system of thought of a political view or class formation” (Jost, 2006, p. 653).

These sets of ideas shape the shared but not universal beliefs, values, and opinions of
a particular group, class, voting group, or society (Freeden, 2001; Knight, 2006). Herein lies
the importance of defining a group or community. It emphasizes that rather than being an
individual aspect of ideology, it is a shared aspect, i.e. a shared specification of how a
particular group or community sees the world and how it should be structured (Denzau &
North 1994). It is therefore important to underline that when we speak of an ideology, we
are referring to the view of a group, leaving personal views aside. They also contribute to
the interpretation of the world by developing assumptions about human nature, historical
events, and social realities (Jost, 2006).

Research shows that ideology plays a central role in structuring voters' political
decision-making processes (Carmines & D'Amico, 2015). Accordingly, ideology is defined
as a structure that connects individuals' political ideas within a certain logical framework.
This ideological framework is dynamic rather than static and is influenced by a range of
factors such as personality traits (Nilsson et al., 2020), moral intuitions (Graham et al., 2009),
and overarching worldviews (Tomkins, 1963). Despite these changes, limited research has
explored the reasons behind why certain ideologies evolve while others remain unchanged
(Leader Maynard, 2019). Shaped by numerous factors, political ideology can also influence
how individuals respond to various stimuli. Research shows that those on the right and left
of the political spectrum have subtle differences in their responses to external stimuli
(Hibbing et al., 2014). Individuals' general worldviews and philosophical attitudes (Evans et
al., 1996; Federico & Sidanius, 2002), how they think about political issues (Jacoby, 1991;
Jost, 2006), and how they evaluate political candidates (Federico & Schneider, 2007) play
an influential role in decision-making in many different contexts.

Many researchers suggest that ideology is represented in the mind as a schema of
interconnected views, beliefs, and values that individuals learn and store in their memory
(Erikson & Tedin, 2019; Fiske et al., 1990; Hamill et al., 1985; Jost, 2006; Kinder, 1998;
Lau & Redlawsk, 2001). The functioning of this mental schema has often been explained in
psychological terms. Even in the works of non-psychologists, psychological mechanisms are
used to explain the foundations of ideology (Converse, 1964/2006). In the studies of

psychologists, ideology is considered together with psychological variables such as values,



attitudes, and motivation, and it is seen that psychological mechanisms play an active role
in interpreting the results of the phenomenon represented in the mind (Jost, 2006).

Although it is explained by psychological mechanisms, according to Baradat and
Phillips (2016, pp. 10-11), ideology is primarily a political concept and although it is used
in different contexts, its primary meaning is related to politics. The general definition of
political ideology, which is a sub-branch of ideology but often perceived as the same as an
ideology because ideology is usually studied in the context of politics, is as Jost (2006) puts
it, “political ideology is a set of moral and political attitudes with interrelated cognitive,
affective and motivational elements”.

These political ideologies not only explain the current situation but also offer a vision
for the future. In this context, at the center of ideology is a design of how society should be
shaped, and this design envisions a future order. Moreover, political ideologies are action-
oriented, meaning that they are not just about ideas and values; they provide their followers
with a roadmap of what to do to achieve these future goals (Baradat & Phillips, 2016).
Accordingly, ideologies encourage people not only to think but also to act towards specific

political and social changes (Jost, 2006).

Traditionally, political ideology, individuals' preferences for change and stability, and
their preferences for the appropriate level of government intervention in the economy
(Carmines & D'Amico, 2015) have been measured along a single left-right or liberal-
conservative dimension. While some research suggests that this left-right dimension
includes two separate dimensions, preferences for change and stability and preferences for
economic intervention in society, these two dimensions are highly correlated among political
elites and citizens who follow politics closely, thus in practice reducing them to a single
dimension (Poole & Rosenthal 2011).

1.2.  Left Wing vs. Right Wing

One of the most well-known ways to classify political ideologies is by looking at the
left-right distinction. This idea dates to the French Revolution (1789-1799) when members
of parliament were physically seated based on their political stance, radical groups sat on the
left, while aristocrats took their place on the right (Heywood, 2017; Knapp & Wright, 2006).
Today, communism and socialism are generally seen as left-wing ideologies, while
conservatism and reactionary views are on the right (Heywood, 2017). Liberalism, on the

other hand, does not fit neatly into either category; although it is labeled as left/liberal in



American studies (Jost et al., 2003), it can lean left or right depending on the context. Some
political perspectives don’t conform to this traditional left-right spectrum and are categorized
as “syncretic politics” (Eatwell, 2003; Griffin, 1995). In its early years, this ideological
divide was shaped by attitudes toward the old order or the Ancien Régime. Generally, the
right supported aristocracy, monarchy, and religious authority, while the left championed
republican governance, secularism, and individual rights (Knapp & Wright, 2006).

Over the last century, social scientists have tried to develop various models to analyze
political differences most accurately. Ideology has been defined by researchers as basically
two different extremes (left/liberal and right/conservative). In modern democratic societies,
the distinction between left-wing and right-wing ideologies seems to have remained
significant. This ideological divide seems to be a reliable indicator of political preferences
and consistent social attitudes. According to Caprara and Vecchione (2018), these attitudes
provide a connection between an individual's personality and their political affiliations. The
binary distinctions of left/liberal versus right/conservative are regarded as valuable, both for
their alignment with the principle of parsimony in scientific research and for the empirical
support they receive from various studies (Benoit & Laver, 2006; Carney et al., 2008; Jost,
2006; Knight, 1999).

This dual distinction can also vary from country to country. While the distinction in
the United States is usually framed as liberal and conservative (Jost, 2006), in Tiirkiye it is
defined in terms of leftist and rightist (Cesur et al., 2018). These distinctions are based on
two fundamental oppositions. While the left-liberal side advocates social change and a social
order based on equality, the right-conservative side constructs its vision of social order in
opposition to social change and social equality (Jost et al., 2003). Even in politically volatile
countries like Tirkiye, research has shown that categorizing political ideologies along
liberal-conservative (Olcaysoy & Saribay, 2012) or left-right lines (Cesur et al., 2014) can
still be useful, despite the limitations of these classifications.

While the left-right distinction is widely used and supported by various studies, it has
also been argued that this binary framework doesn’t always capture the full complexity of
ideology and may fall short in explaining certain variables (Conover & Feldman, 1981/2004;
Feldman & Johnston, 2014; Kerlinger, 1984/2022; Kinder, 1998; Peffley & Hurwitz, 1985;
Zumbrunnen & Gangl, 2008). Research argues that discussions of ideology are conceptually
and measurably inadequate and therefore misunderstand the ideological makeup of the
public and the effects of ideological thinking. The ideological makeup of the American

public is much more complex than the simple liberal-conservative binary used by political



elites (Carmines et al. 2012). It is seen that this situation is no different in Tiirkiye.
Accordingly, there is an example of a study arguing that political ideology has not 2 but 4
different dimensions in Tiirkiye (Kiigiiker, 2007). Accordingly, the first dimension reflects
cultural conservatism, while the second dimension represents liberal attitudes emphasizing
free market economy and individual freedoms. The third dimension displays a nationalist
orientation, sometimes including racist and authoritarian elements. Finally, the fourth
dimension, although seemingly heterogeneous in structure, displays an egalitarian and social
justice-oriented stance.

It is also argued that the public may not make the liberal(left)-conservative(right)
distinction in the same way as it does on a party basis when evaluating itself (Layman &
Casey, 2002), that it derives different meanings from concepts such as liberalism-
conservatism, and that being conservative or liberal in different contexts can also make a
difference (Duckitt, 2001; Feldman & Johnston, 2014; Schwartz, 1992; Treier & Hillygus,
2009). Therefore, although the left-right distinction remains valid in many studies (Benoit
& Laver, 2006; Carney et al., 2008; Jost, 2006; Knight, 1999), this is not the case in every
study in the field (Conover & Feldman, 1981/2004; Feldman & Johnston, 2014; Kerlinger,
1984/2022; Kinder, 1998; Peffley & Hurwitz, 1985; Zumbrunnen & Gangl, 2008).
Therefore, it is not surprising that the expected results are not obtained, that the results are
contrary to what the literature suggests, or that the results do not reach a statistically
significant level (Rigoli, 2024). Instead of this dichotomic distinction, measuring ideology
on a multi-dimensional level would be more meaningful in terms of the results or would
provide a more detailed result as it would present ideological differences with more group

comparisons.

1.3.  Multidimensional Models

Going beyond the binary model in the literature and measuring ideology with
multidimensional models is discussed in many studies (Conover & Feldman, 1981/2004;
Feldman & Johnston, 2014; Kerlinger, 1984/2022; Kinder, 1998; Peffley & Hurwitz, 1985;
Zumbrunnen & Gangl, 2008) Research which are based on this alternative approach suggests
that public attitudes can be based on political values and principles rather than ideology, and
that ideology should be considered multidimensional rather than unidimensional (Carmines
& D'Amico, 2015). Thus, this alternative approach is expected to allow us to better
understand the actual level of ideological thinking, explain in more detail how it interacts

with individual beliefs, and generate new questions that can be answered (Carmines &



D'Amico, 2015). In the decades since the first model was proposed, many different
multidimensional models for measuring ideology have been proposed.

1.3.1. Leonard W. Ferguson’s (1944) model

Leonard W. Ferguson (1944) was the pioneer in measuring ideology in multiple
dimensions. In this first model, he attempted to develop a model of ideology based on 10
factors including evolution, censorship, patriotism, law, theism, capital punishment, birth
control, war, punishment of criminals, and communism. In his later factor analysis, he
categorized political ideologies under 3 main headings: Nationalism, religionism, and
humanism. However, Ferguson's approach was based on developing a model based on data
rather than creating and testing a predetermined theoretical framework. Therefore, care
should be taken in its interpretation. A study conducted in later years showed that the factors
were not consistent (Kirkpatrick, 1949).

1.3.2. Eysenck’s (1957) model

Following Ferguson's work, Hans Eysenck (1957) conducted research on political
attitudes in the United Kingdom. He argued that Nazi fascism and communism were similar
despite being at opposite ends of the left-right axis. In his 1957 study, Sense and Nonsense
in Psychology, he conducted a questionnaire including different political statements,
measured the opinions of the participants and subjected the results to factor analysis
(Eysenck, 1957). As a result of the analysis, he identified two main factors: “Radicalism”
(R-factor) and ‘Emotional Sensitivity’ (T-factor). While the R-factor corresponded to the
traditional left-right divide, the T-factor was more complex; individuals with high T-scores
supported pacifism, racial equality and religious education, while those with low scores
favored militarism, capital punishment and traditional marriage norms (The model is
presented in Figure 1). According to Voinea and colleagues (2013), radicalism in Eysenck's
model was associated with progressive social and economic policies, while conservatism
was associated with authoritarian and status quo views. Similarly, emotional sensitivity was
based on peaceful and conscientious values, while rigid mindset was defined by authoritarian
methods of punishment.

When Eysenck's work was tested in different countries, it was found to be very similar
to the religiousness and humanism factors identified by Ferguson in the US. Factor analyses
in Germany, Sweden, France and Japan also confirmed the existence of R and T axes (Dator,



1969; Eysenck, 1953). However, the weight of political attitudes varied from country to
country. In countries such as the United States and the United Kingdom, political
orientations have traditionally been understood primarily through the left-right spectrum.
However, in France, the T-factor has played a more significant role in shaping political
tendencies. In the Middle East, only the T-factor made a clear distinction; the radical-

conservative axis did not show a significant difference (Eysenck, 1957).

Figure 1.1
Eysenck’s (1957) Model
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One of the most important criticisms of Eysenck's political model is that its
methodology contains uncertainties. Factor analysis generates abstract dimensions based on
the relationships between data, but it is not always certain whether these dimensions have a
material counterpart in the real world. Since the second factors are mathematically
determined to be orthogonal to the first factor, they can only be a statistical by-product,
making it difficult to validate Eysenck's hard/soft mindset model (Lykken, 1971; Ray &
Bozek, 1981; Wiggins, 1973). In addition, the association of hard and soft mindset concepts
with extraversion and psychoticism produced inconsistent findings, which increased
criticism that the psychological foundations of the model were not sound (Ray & Bozek,
1981). Rokeach and Hanley, on the other hand, questioned Eysenck’s identification of Nazis
and communists as having a harsher mindset than mainstream political groups because it

contained technical errors and suggested that the method could lead to political bias



(Rokeach & Hanley, 1956). In conclusion, although Eysenck's approach provided an
important framework for explaining political ideologies, his methodology and results were

found controversial by many researchers.

1.3.3.  Rokeach’s (1973) freedom-equality model

Rokeach (1973) argues that the one-dimensional evaluation of political ideology not
only provides analytical convenience but also is functional in the theoretical framework,
which would be insufficient in comparative analyses. About two decades after his criticism
of Eysenck's model, Rokeach developed his model (Rokeach & Hanley, 1956). He
emphasized that political ideologies can change according to time and space, that there is no
universal definition of liberalism and conservatism and that these concepts can be confused
with each other due to ambiguity. He also argues that authoritarianism should be evaluated
independently of the left-right axis. For this reason, Rokeach proposed a two-dimensional
model that evaluates political ideology through two fundamental values such as freedom and
equality.

According to this model as presented in Figure 2:

High freedom + high equality = Socialism,

High freedom + low equality = Capitalism,

Low freedom + low equality = Fascism,

High equality + low freedom = Communism (Rokeach, 1973).

Figure 1.2.
Rokeach’s (1973) Model
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Rokeach’s (1973) model has faced criticism due to the possibility that content analysis
may be influenced by the researcher’s political perspective. Some researchers have
questioned its objectivity, suggesting that focusing on the frequency of certain text concepts
might overlook the authors’ intentions and the broader context (Mahoney et al., 1984). This
methodology is also criticized for defining concepts like equality and freedom only through
the phrases of specific political individuals. Therefore, the complexity and diverse nature of

political ideologies are thought to be outside the scope of this method (Rous & Lee, 1978).

1.3.4. Braungart & Braungart’s (1986) model: moderate-extreme and left-

right distinction in youth politics

Braungart and Braungart (1986), like Rokeach (1973), used multidimensional
modeling in their study investigating the grouping of youth political orientations. In
Braungart and Braungart’s (1986) model, just like in Rokeach's model, there were 4 different
groups, but these 4 groups were arranged on a linear line. He developed a typology model
by considering youth politics on two basic axes (see Figure 3). In this model, political
orientations were evaluated as left and right, and the intensity of political attitudes as
moderate and extreme. In this framework, four basic political categories emerge:

Moderate Left: Young people who adhere to democratic and parliamentary traditions
and prefer compromise and reforms over radical solutions.

Moderate Right: Young people who tend to preserve the existing order and maintain
stability, and are open to ideological flexibility and compromise.

Extreme Left: Young people with a desire to radically change political and social
structures, advocating revolutionary or radical solutions.

Extreme Right: Refers to youth who idealize the past, prioritize authoritarian and
traditional structures, and are often influenced by rigid conservative or nationalist rhetoric.

Braungart and Braungart’s (1986) study suggests that youth political engagement
follows a curve along the left-right spectrum. While moderate groups remain closer to the
center, extremists on both ends may resort to similar radical methods. In general, far-left and
far-right groups embrace anti-systemic and radical positions, whereas moderates tend to be

more open to democratic processes.
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Figure 1.3.
Braungart and Braungart's (1986) Model

Moderate

.,--'""_'_._-___\__

////HXH;;:;crate Moderate
Left Left Right Right

Wing \ Wing

Ex treme Extreme
Left Right

Extreme

Although the Braungart model explains youth political participation in terms of
moderation and extremism, this approach has been subject to various criticisms. Jost and
colleagues (2003) argue that the right-wing tends to be closed-minded and this may lead to
less analytical voting behavior (Yilmaz & Saribay, 2017), while findings that the far right
and left share common psychological characteristics (van Prooijen et al., 2015) show the
inadequacy of the model. Moreover, research suggests that extremists can be ideologically
stable and have heterogeneous values (Hanel et al., 2019; Zwicker et al., 2020), suggesting

that the model ignores this diversity.

1.3.5. Greenberg and Jonas’ model (2003)

Jeff Greenberg and Eva Jonas developed a model that explains political attitudes using
two dimensions: the left-right spectrum and ideological rigidity (Greenberg & Jonas, 2003).
Ideological rigidity, which is closely linked to dogmatism and authoritarianism, includes
traits such as loyalty to strong leaders, group bias, ethnocentrism, nationalism, hostility
toward opponents, and reliance on security forces to uphold authority. According to
Greenberg and Jonas, ideological rigidity is particularly driven by the need to reduce
uncertainty and fear and appears to be a common trait in individuals adhering to far-right
and far-left ideologies.

The Greenberg and Jonas (2003) model has been criticized. One major critique of the
model is that reducing political ideologies to a simple left-right divide may oversimplify
their complexity (Feldman & Johnston, 2014). Malka and colleagues (2019) also questioned

its framework, arguing that cultural and economic conservatism don’t always go hand in
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hand. In addition, the association of ideological rigidity only with the right wing has been
criticized. van Prooijen and colleagues (2015) show that both the far right and the far left
may exhibit similar psychological characteristics and that rigidity can be seen in all
ideological extremes. Jost and colleagues (2007) argue that the tendency to avoid uncertainty
is more closely linked to conservatism than to ideological extremism. This challenges the
model’s assumption that psychological motivations operate in a single direction. While the
Greenberg and Jonas Model (2003) provides useful insights into political attitudes, it may
not fully capture the complexity of ideology, the various dimensions of ideological rigidity,
or the diversity of psychological motivations. To address these limitations, future research
should take a more nuanced and comprehensive approach.

1.3.6. Mitchell’s model (2007)

Brian Patrick Mitchell (2007) categorized Western political history according to the
concepts of kratos (the use of force) and arché (authority or social hierarchy) based on four
main traditions (see Figure 4). He identified four main traditions: republican
constitutionalism, libertarian individualism, democratic progressivism and plutocratic
nationalism. He identified eight distinct political perspectives (see Figure 5) within this
framework, positioning individuals along these axes based on their political tendencies.
However, some scholars, such as McGuire (2022) and Brysk (2017), have argued that the
model falls short in representing the complexities of modern politics.

Figure 1.4.
Mitchell’s Model (2007): Four Main Traditions
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Figure 1.5.
Mitchell’s Model (2007): Eight Political Perspectives
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1.3.7.  Political compass by Colacrai and colleagues (2024)

Colacrai and colleagues (2024) developed this model to discover the complexity of
political ideology in online platforms. They analyzed the /r/PoliticalCompass and
Ir/Political CompassMemes subreddits on Reddit, a social media platform. By analyzing
more than 8 million comments, the authors intended to understand better how political
beliefs are shaped and stated. Accordingly, they proposed two axes of ideology: the
economic axis (left-right) and the social axis (libertarian-authoritarian). Looking at online
interactions within this framework, the researchers assessed how different ideological
groups interact with each other and the extent of polarization in these discussions. The model
IS presented in Figure 6.

The findings show that people are more likely to interact with people who share their
views on social matters (homophily), while discussions between individuals with conflicting
views on economic matters are more common (heterophily). The study also found that the
exchanges between people with conflicting ideologies often become more hostile and
aggressive language increases. These results highlight the role of social media in shaping
political polarization and show that ideological positioning affects the way people engage in
online discussions.

Beyond these patterns, the study challenges the traditional left-right political spectrum
and argues that political ideology cannot be fully understood without considering both

economic and social dimensions. The findings provide important insights into how digital
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platforms contribute to political socialization and reinforce or reshape ideological identities

over time.

Figure 1.6.
Colocrai and Colleagues’ (2024) Model
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However, Gaudette and colleagues (2021) note that studies of online political debates
may ignore key influences such as the echo chamber effect and the role of platform
algorithms in shaping public discourse. Without accounting for these factors, they suggest
that research on digital political debates may fail to capture the full complexity of how

political conversations unfold in everyday life.

1.3.8.  Alternative political axes and alternative categorization models

Some researchers have argued that the political spectrum should consist of more
dimensions. Accordingly, studies in Germany have identified at least four different political
dimensions, six in the US and ten in the UK (Alos-Ferrer & Grani¢, 2015; Lewenberg et al.,
2016). In addition, various additional axes have been proposed to assess political ideologies.
For example, the communitarian-individualist axis contrasts community-centered policies
with approaches that prioritize individual freedoms (Blattberg, 2001). While the urban-rural
divide is an important political variable in regions such as Europe and Canada, it has
historically played a more prominent role in the US. Foreign policy diverges between
interventionist and isolationist approaches, while the globalization-economic independence
axis contrasts free trade with economic protectionism. The form of participation includes
models of governance ranging from democracy to aristocracy and tyranny, while the

conception of freedom distinguishes between positive freedom (active guarantee of rights)
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and negative freedom (prevention of external interference) (Blattberg, 2001; Sulakshin,
2010).

1.3.9. Model comparison between countries in the same geography

The nature of political ideology varies according to different social and political
contexts. Research in the Arabic world shows that ideological differences are characterized
differently in each country. In Algeria (see Figure 10), for instance, politics are mainly
shaped around economic issues, while in Jordan, cultural and religious issues are at the
center of attention (Abduljaber, 2018). In Egypt (see Figure 7), although the Islamist-
secularist divide is thought to have been effective in the post-Arab Spring period, it has been
observed that the economic crisis and the debate on the form of governance have become
increasingly determinant. This situation reveals that ideological conflicts in the region
cannot be evaluated on a single axis; on the contrary, each country has developed different
ideological lines in line with its own historical and political dynamics.

This variation shows that political ideology is not homogeneous at the regional level.
In Morocco (see Figure 8), politics are shaped by economic development and
democratization, while in Jordan (see Figure 9) identity politics is a more dominant element.
Similarly, while the role of political Islam is debated in Egypt and Tunisia, the ideological
divisions in the Gulf countries are more in the context of state modernization policies and
economic reforms. These differences reveal that political ideology in the Arab world cannot
be analyzed through a single template and varies according to the specific political and social
context of each country (Abduljaber, 2018).

Accordingly, studies to be conducted in Tiirkiye should also take cultural differences
into consideration and focus on a dimension to be proposed in Tiirkiye as opposed to the
dimensions used in other countries. Since the political climates of countries are unique, as
seen in the Arab world, it seems valuable to use a model proposed in Tiirkiye in political

ideology studies in Tiirkiye.
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Figure 1.7.

Political Dimension of Egypt
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Figure 1.8.

Political Dimension of Morocco
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Figure 1.9.

Political Dimension of Jordan
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Figure 1.10.

Political Dimension of Algeria
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1.3.10. A model for turkish citizen context (Kiiciiker, 2007)

Aslihan Kiiciiker (2007) argues that measuring political ideology in Tiirkiye only on
the right-left axis is insufficient and proposes a four-dimensional model. Kiigiiker's model
evaluates individuals' political views on four main axes:

Conservatism: This dimension is associated with commitment to traditional values,
the influence of religious beliefs on politics, and sensitivity to social norms. While culturally
conservative individuals generally defend religious and national values, they may have more
restrictive attitudes toward individual freedoms.

Liberalism: The second dimension in Kii¢iiker's model includes liberal attitudes that
favor a free market economy and individual freedoms. Individuals with high scores on this
axis are in favor of limiting government interference and encourage economic freedom.

Nationalism or Ulusalism: This dimension encompasses attitudes towards national
identity and strong protection of the state. Nationalist tendencies can range from patriotism
to authoritarian and racist elements. Kiigiiker's research reveals that this dimension can
sometimes overlap with dictatorial tendencies.

Socialism or Social Justice Bias: This dimension includes views that support the
provision of social justice, equality in income distribution, and state intervention in
economic life. Individuals with high scores in this dimension prioritize social welfare
policies and the expansion of education and health services.

Kiigiiker's model shows that it is insufficient to evaluate political orientations in
Tiirkiye only based on the right-left octave. It is emphasized that individuals can attribute
different meanings when defining their political identities regardless of party affiliation and
that ideology has a multidimensional structure. Accordingly, the model allows for a more
detailed and accurate analysis of different ideological groups by addressing political attitudes

in a broader framework.

1.3.11. Models for measuring political ideologies

The measurement of political ideologies has historically been considered within the
framework of two-dimensional approaches, and ideological tendencies have generally been
evaluated on the left-right or liberal-conservative axis (Jost et al., 2003). However, research
has revealed that ideology is not limited to these two axes and that individuals' political
attitudes have a more complex structure (Conover & Feldman, 1981/2004; Feldman &

Johnston, 2014). For this reason, it has been suggested that two-dimensional approaches may
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be insufficient in certain contexts and may not fully reflect ideological diversity (Kerlinger,
1984/2022; Kinder, 1998; Peffley & Hurwitz, 1985). Many multidimensional models have
been developed over the years to overcome these limitations. For example, Ferguson (1944)
presented a model consisting of three main axes: nationalism, religiosity, and humanism.
Eysenck (1957), on the other hand, proposed a model based on radicalism and emotional
sensitivity factors, arguing that ideologies can be explained not only by the left-right
distinction but also by the intellectual flexibility of individuals. Rokeach (1973) proposed a
model that evaluates political ideologies on the axes of freedom and equality, while
Greenberg and Jonas (2003) developed an approach that includes the ideological rigidity
axis. In recent studies, models that evaluate political ideologies with economic and social
dimensions have come to the fore (Colacrai et al., 2024). These multidimensional approaches
have shown that ideologies are not universal, that they can vary according to cultural and
social contexts, and that this should be taken into account when measuring them. For
example, the liberal-conservative distinction stands out in the United States, while the
socialist-nationalist distinction is more pronounced in Europe (Benoit & Laver, 2006). In the
Middle East, on the other hand, ideologies are often based on distinctions based on religion,
state structure, and ethnic identity (Abduljaber, 2018). Therefore, it is suggested that each
country should develop an appropriate ideological model, considering its unique social
dynamics and political culture (Lewenberg et al., 2016).

In the case of Tiirkiye, various studies have emphasized that the traditional right-left
distinction is insufficient (Cesur et al., 2018; Olcaysoy & Saribay, 2012). In this respect,
Kiigiiker (2007) proposed a model specific to the Turkish context and analyzed ideology in
four main dimensions: conservatism, liberalism, nationalism/ulusalism, and social justice
bias/socialism. Kiiciiker's model made it possible to analyze ideological diversity more
comprehensively by showing that political orientations in Tiirkiye cannot be explained by
only two axes.

In this study, based on Kiigiiker's four-dimensional model, we will examine how
political ideology is related to the perception of time. Going beyond the traditional two-
dimensional distinctions and evaluating ideologies in a broader framework will provide more

meaningful results in a politically dynamic and diverse country like Tiirkiye.
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1.4. Dimensions for Turkish Context
1.4.1. Conservatism

Conservatism is defined as an ideology that advocates the preservation of the social
and political structure (Wilson et al., 1973). Historically, conservatism was shaped as a
reaction to the radical transformations of the French Revolution, and the cornerstones of
classical conservative thought were laid with Edmund Burke's (1790/1986) “Reflections on
the Revolution in France” (Heywood, 2017). This ideology favors the continuity of traditions
and the existing order while adopting a cautious approach against rapid and radical changes
(Schwartz, 1992). In different contexts, conservatism can have different meanings in
religious, cultural and economic dimensions (Duckitt et al., 2010).

One of the basic principles of conservatism is that society is an organic structure and
traditional norms that evolve over time should be preserved. In this context, conservatives
advocate gradual and controlled changes rather than sudden revolutions (Alexander, 2015).
While conservatism does not completely reject individual freedoms, it tends to put the
general welfare of society ahead of individual rights (Caprara et al., 2006).

Conservatism is often confused with status quoism, but essentially it aims to guide
change in a controlled manner rather than a complete defense of the past (Kiiciiker, 2007).
Cultural and political conservatism is directly related to individuals' worldviews,
authoritarian tendencies and reactions to uncertainty (Jost et al.,, 2003). Studies on
conservatism have suggested that it is related to individuals' authoritarian personality
structures (Adorno, 1950). Wilson and colleagues (1973) found that conservatism is related
to individuals' anxiety levels and attitudes towards uncertainty. Duckitt (2001) stated that
right-wing authoritarianism and social dominance orientation shape conservative tendencies.
Studies on conservatism in the academic literature reveal that individuals' conservative
tendencies are related to different psychological and social factors. For example, Caprara
and colleagues (2006) examined the links between personality traits and political preferences
and showed that conservative individuals generally have higher values of security and
traditionalism. According to the Five Factor Model of Personality, conservative individuals
generally score higher on personality traits such as “extraversion” and “emotional stability”
(Caprara et al., 2006).

Unlike its Western counterparts, conservatism in Tiirkiye has a structure intertwined

with religious and national elements (Ozbey, 2023). The values of conservative individuals
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in Tiirkiye are generally shaped by religiosity, loyalty to traditions and respect for state
authority (Demir, 2023). The scope of conservatism does not have a homogeneous structure
in Tirkiye. It varies among different social and economic classes. The model developed by
Kiicliker (2007) provides an important framework for understanding the different
components of conservatism. Political conservatism in Tiirkiye takes on new forms,

changing with historical events and economic transformations (Bora, 2017).

1.4.2. Liberalism

Liberalism is defined as a political ideology based on individual freedom, the rule of
law, and a free market economy (Heywood, 2017). Historically, liberalism emerged in the
Age of Enlightenment and developed as a system of thought advocating individual rights,
free enterprise, and limited state intervention (Rokeach, 1973). John Locke's social contract
theory and Adam Smith's views on the free-market economy formed the cornerstones of
liberalism (Smith, 1776/2024). In the modern sense, liberalism emphasizes the right of
individuals to self-determination and limits the main function of the state to protect
individual rights (Mill, 1859).

Throughout history, liberalism has evolved in different directions and taken three main
forms: classical, social, and neoliberal. While classical liberalism emphasized individual
rights and the minimal role of the state, social liberalism drew attention to the state's
obligation to ensure social justice (Baradat & Phillips, 2016). Neoliberalism, on the other
hand, was shaped by the dynamics of the free market and globalization in the late 20th
century and redefined the regulatory role of the state in the economy (Harvey, 2007). From
a political psychology perspective, liberal individuals tend to be open-minded, open to
experience, and more prone to change (Jost et al., 2009).

According to the Five Factor Personality Model, liberals generally exhibit high levels
of openness to experience and low authoritarian tendencies (Caprara et al., 2006). In
addition, while liberalism is generally associated with left-wing ideology, it can also be
supported by the right-wing from time to time due to its emphasis on individual freedom
(Lipset, 1963/2003).

Liberalism in Tiirkiye has a different dynamic from its development in the West. It
was dealt with within the framework of Westernization movements, especially with the
Ottoman modernization process, and steps were taken to expand constitutional rights with
the Tanzimat Edict and the Constitutional Monarchy regime in the 19th century (Demir,
2023). In the Republican period, different approaches to liberal economic policies and
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individual freedoms emerged but were periodically balanced with statist policies (Ozbey,
2023). One of the most important areas of debate in liberal thought in Tiirkiye has been the
problem of how to balance individual rights and freedoms with state authority (Kiigiiker,
2007).

In brief, liberalism is an ideology based on the balance between individual freedoms
and the role of the state. This ideology, which has been interpreted and applied in different
ways in the historical process, is currently being reconsidered within the framework of
debates such as globalization, social justice, and economic inequality. In Tiirkiye, liberalism
has undergone a unique process of evolution, especially in the political and economic
context, and has shown periodic variations. Future studies will provide a better
understanding of the dynamics of this ideology by focusing on how liberalism has been

shaped in the Turkish context and its responses within society.

1.4.3.  Socialism or social justice bias

Socialism is defined as a political ideology based on equality, social welfare, and
collective ownership (Heywood, 2017). This ideology takes a critical approach to individual
ownership and the free market system, arguing that the means of production should be under
public ownership (Freeden, 1996). The origins of socialism were shaped by the rise of
egalitarian politics after the French Revolution and gained a scientific framework with Karl
Marx's theory of historical materialism (Marx, 1872). According to Marx, capitalism is
inherently exploitative and historically needs to be overcome through a socialist
transformation.

The historical development of socialism can be divided into different stages. Utopian
socialism proposed alternative models of society to capitalism, while Marxist socialism
developed a theory of transformation based on class struggle (Kolakowski, 2005). In the
20th century, social democracy developed a perspective that advocated social justice and
welfare state practices instead of the complete overthrow of capitalism (Crosland,
1956/2013). The concepts of social democracy and social justice gained importance in the
mid-20th century, especially with the expansion of the welfare state, and emphasized the
role of the state in regulating the market and reducing inequalities (Miller, 1979).

The concept of social justice emerged in the 19th century with the perspective of
expanding individual rights and fair distribution of social resources (Rawls, 1971). Socialist
thought suggests that social justice can be achieved not only through individual efforts but
also through the transformation of social structures (Heller & Fehér, 1991). In particular, the
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socialist critiqgue claims that capitalism creates natural inequalities and that the free
functioning of the market leads to unjust outcomes in income distribution (Dunn, 1984).

From a political psychology perspective, socialist tendencies are often associated with
social solidarity, equality, and collectivism (Jost et al., 2009). According to the Five-Factor
Model of Personality, individuals with socialist tendencies were found to have higher levels
of “openness to experience” and “social responsibility” (Caprara et al., 2006). Socialist
thought emphasizes not only the economic welfare of individuals but also their social
commitment and solidarity (Macintyre, 1984).

Socialism in Tiirkiye has followed a different path from the development process in
the West and has been shaped through various leftist movements and trade union
organizations, especially since the late Ottoman period (Demir, 2023). Although socialist
movements faced various bans and repressions during the Republican period, leftist
ideologies became more visible in the political sphere from the 1960s onwards (Ozbey,
2023). One of the most important debates on socialism in Tiirkiye has been the question of
how a balance should be struck between statism and individual freedoms (Kiigiiker, 2007).

Although Kiiciiker (2007) used the term social justice bias instead of socialism in his
study because it did not create a differentiation, TIP, a socialist party, had a vote share of
about 2% in the 2023 elections and was able to get a seat for itself in the parliament.
Therefore, taking into account that socialism in Tiirkiye also has the right to a say in
parliament, and that it also has an alliance of its own (Labor and Freedom Alliance) (YSK,
2023), it was considered to use socialism in this study.

Socialism and social justice tendencies are ideologies based on the balance between
individual rights and social equality. This ideology, which has been interpreted and applied
in different ways in the historical process, is currently being re-examined within the
framework of issues such as globalization, social justice, and economic inequality. Socialism
in Tiirkiye has undergone a unique process of evolution, especially in the political and
economic context, and has shown periodic variations. Future studies will provide a better
understanding of the dynamics of this ideology by focusing on how socialism was shaped in

the Turkish context and its responses within society.

1.4.4. Nationalism or ulusalism

Nationalism is defined as an ideology that defends the political unity, cultural integrity,

and independence of a nation (Heywood, 2017).
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Modern nationalism was shaped by the French Revolution and formed the basis of the
concept of the nation-state (Gellner, 1983). The historical development of nationalism has
led to its emergence in different forms. Ethnic nationalism argues that the nation comes from
a common ancestry and cultural heritage, while civic nationalism considers national identity
in the context of legal and political citizenship (Anderson, 1983).

The psychological and sociological dimensions of nationalism are closely related to
group identity, attitudes towards external groups, and collective sense of belonging (Huddy
& Khatib, 2007).

Social Identity theory argues that individuals develop belonging through group
identity and that nationalism creates a strong bond between individuals (Tajfel & Turner,
1979). The theory of social Identity argues that individuals develop belonging through group
identity and nationalism creates a strong bond between individuals (Tajfel & Turner, 1979).
However, nationalism can be chauvinistic, exclusionary, and authoritarian from time to time
and is especially associated with anti-foreigner attitudes (Ariely, 2012).

Nationalism in Tiirkiye emerged with the Ottoman modernization process and has
undergone different evolutions over time (Demir, 2023). Nationalism, which was advocated
by the Young Turks and the Union and Progress Society in the last periods of the Ottoman
Empire, was aimed at ensuring national unity. With the establishment of the Republic,
Atatlirk's nationalism was conceptualized and the construction of a secular nation-state was
aimed (Bora, 2017). However, nationalism has not exhibited a homogeneous structure in
Tiirkiye; it has been shaped as a multi-layered ideology that includes secular, conservative,
and ethnically based interpretations (Elder, 2023). Nationalism is being reshaped in Tiirkiye
today, especially in the context of anti-immigrant and cultural identity debates (Elder, 2023).
Secular-populist nationalism positions immigrants and foreigners as a threat to national
identity and creates a strong political influence (Ozbey, 2023). In this context, political
movements such as the Victory Party combine nationalism with a populist discourse to
mobilize anti-foreigner feelings in society (Elder, 2023). Although Kiigiiker (2007) preferred
to use ulusalism instead of nationalism because it did not create enough segregation in his
study, this factor is seen in a spectrum ranging from patriotism to authoritarian and racist
elements, and the nationalist parties in Tiirkiye in the 2023 republican elections; the 1Y
Party, the Nationalist Movement Party and the Victory Party (Cinar & Arikan, 2002;
Yardim-Geyik¢i & Yavuzyilmaz, 2024; Yilmaz et al., 2020) getting a place for itself in each
alliance (People's Alliance, Nation Alliance, and ATA alliance), even having a special

alliance of nationalism (ATA Alliance) and the fact that this separate alliance can get 5% of
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the vote in elections, while the other two parties can get a seat in parliament from two
separate alliances with a total of 20% of the vote (YSK, 2023), may indicate that nationalism
has now gained a separate place for itself rather than nationalism. For this reason,
nationalism was chosen instead of ulusalism to be used in this study. As a result, nationalism
is an ideology that emerges in different forms with both historical and current dynamics.
How nationalism will be shaped in the face of globalization and multiculturalism in the
future remains an important research topic. In the context of Tiirkiye, nationalism is being
reinterpreted and transformed within the framework of national identity, state policies, and
social dynamics.

Today, nationalism in Tiirkiye is being reshaped especially in the context of anti-
immigrant and cultural identity debates (Yasli, 2023). Secular-populist nationalism positions
immigrants and foreigners as a threat to national identity and exerts a strong political
influence (Ozbey, 2023).

In conclusion, nationalism is an ideology that emerges in different forms with both
historical and contemporary dynamics. How nationalism will be shaped in the future in the
face of globalization and multiculturalism remains an important research topic. In the
Turkish context, nationalism is being reinterpreted and transformed within the framework of
national identity, state policies and social dynamics.

1.5.  Dimensions for This Study

The determination of axes in political ideology studies differs depending on the
changes in historical and social conditions. Traditionally, ideologies have been evaluated on
a bipolar axis such as liberalism and conservatism (Rokeach, 1973). However, this model is
insufficient to fully explain ideological distinctions. Although the four-dimensional model
proposed by Kiigiiker (2007) identifies the axes of conservatism, liberalism, pro-social
justice/socialism and ulusalism/nationalism, in today's Tiirkiye, where political polarization
has deepened, the axes of nationalism and socialism need to be made more explicit in these
studies.

Nationalism emerged with the modernization process and was shaped as an ideology
that emphasized issues such as national identity, sovereignty and the integrity of the state
(Gellner, 1983). Kiiciiker's (2007) original framework did not treat nationalism as an
independent axis. Although nationalist tendencies can be seen in a spectrum ranging from
patriotism to authoritarian and racist elements in the section where this factor is measured,

these factors are defined as nationalism. The reconfiguration of ideological axes to include
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nationalism as a distinct dimension is supported by cognitive research indicating that
nationalist attitudes are associated with specific cognitive patterns that differentiate them
from both conservatism and liberalism (Zmigrod et al., 2018). This finding reinforces the
need to treat nationalism as an independent ideological construct rather than a mere
subcomponent of broader ideological categories.

Also, recent political trends show that nationalism has gained significant power in both
electoral politics and ideological discourse in Tiirkiye (Ozbey, 2023; Yasl, 2023). In
particular, social identity theory argues that nationalism is a fundamental psychological
mechanism that affects intergroup relations and political attitudes (Tajfel & Turner, 1979).
As nationalism increasingly shapes party preferences and ideological commitments in
Tiirkiye, this study does not consider nationalism as a subset of conservatism but as a
separate ideological dimension. Nationalism has been used as an axis in many different
studies over the years (Abduljaber; 2018; Ferguson, 1944; Greenberg & Jonas, 2003;
Mitchell, 2007).

In Tirkiye, nationalism has become an important element of political identity,
developing in the context of both Kemalist state ideology and conservative-nationalist
movements (Bora, 2017; Demir, 2023). The rise in the vote rates of nationalist parties in
Tiirkiye in recent years shows that nationalism has become an increasingly decisive factor
in politics (Yasli, 2023). Therefore, the use of the axis of nationalism instead of nationalism
in political analyses will better explain the ideology's real counterpart on the ground.

Similarly, socialism maintains its importance on a global scale, especially as an
ideology that offers solutions to economic inequalities (Freeden, 1996). Socialism in Tiirkiye
has historically developed through various leftist movements and trade union organizations
since the early Republican period, but has had a limited sphere of influence due to repression
(Ozbey, 2023). However, the rise of socialist movements in Tiirkiye has become more
evident in recent elections and leftist politics has entered a new structuring process (Yasli,
2023).

Kiiciiker (2007) used the axis of social justice bias in his study, but avoided using the
term socialism directly. This is because the idea of social justice can be embraced by
different ideologies and socialism does not show a homogeneous structure in Tiirkiye
(Kiigiiker, 2023). Although, Kiiciiker (2007) used ‘social justice bias’ as an ideological axis,
this study argues that ‘socialism’ should be treated as an independent ideological dimension.
Psychological research supports this distinction: values play a crucial role in shaping

political ideologies (Rokeach, 1973), and studies such as Roccas and colleagues (2010)
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indicate that personal values strongly correlate with national identity and social
responsibility. The resurgence of socialist movements in Tiirkiye further strengthens the
necessity of reconsidering socialism as a separate ideological framework rather than
subsuming it under a broader concept of social justice. In the past models, socialism has been
included as a dimension in more than one study (Eysenk, 1957; Rokeach, 1973). Given the
current political environment, the fact that socialism has become a strong ideological pole
again legitimizes the direct use of the term socialism in axis analyses.

As in Kiigtliker's (2007) study and as in previous models (Benoit & Laver, 2006;
Caprara & Vecchione, 2018; Carney et al., 2008; Jost, 2006; Jost et al., 2003; Knight, 1999;
Poole & Rosenthal, 2011), conservatism and liberalism are also taken as dimensions in this
study. Building upon Kiictliker’s (2007) model, this study proposes a revised framework
incorporating nationalism and socialism as distinct ideological axes. Psychological research
supports the necessity of this expansion, as political ideologies are deeply intertwined with
personal values and identity formation (Rokeach, 1973; Roccas et al., 2010). Nationalism,
as an identity-driven ideology, and socialism, as a value-oriented ideology, both play critical
roles in shaping political attitudes. As highlighted by Kagit¢ibasi (1998), individuals
perceive ideological concepts as psychological objects, further reinforcing the need for a
multidimensional ideological approach. Therefore, in order to better analyze political
polarization in Tiirkiye, the four-dimensional ideological model needs to be reconfigured
along the axes of conservatism, liberalism, nationalism and socialism. This change both
better explains the current political representation of ideologies and ensures that academic

studies are more in line with the reality on the ground.

1.6. ldeology and The View of Time

Political discourse often emphasizes historical narratives (Denton, 1980), yet there is
scant research exploring whether this focus resonates similarly among the general populace
or if their historical perceptions vary according to ideological leanings (Rigoli, 2024). A
study by Rigoli (2024) revealed that individuals with right-leaning ideologies tend to view
the past more positively, whereas perceptions of the present and future do not differ
significantly. It should be noted that the majority of the sample of this study (5/6) is from
Western countries. It is stated that engagement with political realities in Western societies
may vary, which could occasionally lead to differing or conflicting perspectives. (Carpini
and Keeter, 1996; Galston, 2001). Converse (1964/2006) argued that the American public
generally lacks ideological coherence. According to Converse (1964/2006), with the
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exception of political elites and highly politically engaged citizens, the broader public
demonstrates what Kinder (1998) describes as "ideological innocence."

In Tiirkiye, by contrast, political polarization is quite high (Olcaysoy and Saribay,
2012). Additionally, political engagement as voter turnout is notably high, with 80-90% of
the population participating in elections (YSK, 2023). Evidence suggests that ideology
significantly influences the historical perceptions of the general population (Caprara &
Vecchione, 2009; Jost, 2017; Jost et al., 2009; Schwartz et al., 2010), but the evidence is
rather weak or controversial (Rigoli, 2024). Further research in Tiirkiye may not only
reinforce this finding but also reveal differences that previous studies have not captured.

It has been observed in the literature that political ideology sometimes resorts to an
emphasis on time. For example, in a study analyzing the slogans of the 2019 local elections
in the Turkish sample, it can be seen how the parties' emphasis on time is shaped (Batu et
al., 2021). According to this study, among the opposition parties, CHP, which positions itself
on the left/liberal side (Yilmaz et al., 2020), emphasizes time, change and a more hopeful
future (Batu et al., 2021), for example, "The End of March is Spring". As an opposition
party, it may not be surprising that this emphasis on change and hope is reflected in its
slogans. However, the slogans of another opposition party, IYI Party, which maintains its
right/conservative line with its nationalist stance (Yilmaz et al., 2020), do not emphasize
hope and time. On the other hand, the slogans used by the ruling party AKP also refer to the
past, for example "From Yesterday to Today" (Batu et al., 2021).

However, as previously noted, in countries with more complex climates like Tiirkiye
(Olcaysoy and Saribay, 2012), the situation does not always unfold as expected. For instance,
change slogans such as "Yeter S6z Milletin!" (may be translated as “Enough! The Nation
Speaks!) which hold significant importance in Turkish elections, have been utilized by right-
wing parties (Aktas, 2004), and this slogan signaling hope and change became the winning
factor in the election (Asya, 2024). The same party in 1957 stood out with election posters
that referred to the country's backwardness and the negative aspects of the past (Duman &
Ipeksen, 2013). Additionally, the ruling AKP emphasized hope in its 2015 campaigns
(Vodinal1 & Cotok, 2015). At the same time, as a right-wing/conservative party, AKP has
frequently highlighted the difficulties of the past in its campaigns, such as the "queues for
oil" (Birdal, 2019). The 2002 election, which brought the right-wing conservative party AKP
to power (Uslu & Yolcu, 2002), also presented a complex situation. While AKP referenced

historical figures in its posters with slogans like "We are the Yunus, Mevlana, and Pir Sultan
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Abdal of Tiirkiye," another right-wing conservative party, ANAP (Uslu & Yolcu, 2002),
emphasized change and hope in its posters.

While ideology-driven time perception plays a role in political messaging, its actual
influence on voter behavior remains uncertain. Some studies indicate that political
knowledge levels may moderate the impact of these narratives (Carney et al., 2008). VVoters
with higher political literacy may be more resistant to campaign messages that selectively
emphasize historical or future themes, whereas those with lower political knowledge may be
more susceptible to these influences. This raises questions about whether the ideological
effects on time perception are conditional on broader cognitive and informational factors.

On the other hand, it is challenging to determine whether the posters and slogans used
by political parties resonate with the public or if references to the past, present, or future
influence voting behavior independently of the party affiliation. In the Turkish context,
sometimes right-wing/conservative parties make references to the future, while left-
wing/liberal parties refer to the past. These references in slogans and posters appear both in
winning and losing campaigns. Although studies explore the relationship between political
ideology (right-wing or left-wing) and perceptions of the past, they are insufficient to explain
current and future trends. It remains unclear whether a high level of political knowledge
influences whether one’s right-wing or left-wing orientation affects their behavior. The
expected effects seen in the literature may be absent because political opinion, typically
analyzed in a dichotomous dimension, is how examined in four dimensions. Moreover, it
remains unanswered whether such effects will be observed in more polarized contexts.

Given Tirkiye’s high levels of political engagement and polarization, future research
could explore whether these factors intensify ideological biases in time perception. If
polarization continues to rise, it may strengthen historical nostalgia among conservative
voters and future optimism among liberals. Conversely, if ideological divisions soften, there
may be a convergence in how different political groups perceive time. Investigating these
dynamics could offer deeper insights into the role of time in shaping political attitudes and

electoral behavior.

1.7. Future Time Orientation

Future time orientation (FTO) is a concept that refers to the extent to which individuals
or societies prioritize and plan for future events, goals and outcomes. This orientation, which

has deep connections with cognitive, emotional and behavioral processes, shapes
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individuals' decision-making mechanisms and strategies to achieve long-term goals
(Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015).

From a cognitive perspective, FTO is considered in two main dimensions: cognitive
elaboration and temporal distance. Cognitive elaboration refers to how clearly and in detail
individuals can envision future scenarios, while temporal distance is related to how far into
the future an individual can carry his/her thoughts (Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015). These
cognitive processes help individuals to mentally simulate possible outcomes and improve
their strategic planning (Johnson et al., 2014).

From an emotional perspective, FTO is directly related to emotions such as hope,
optimism and anxiety. While a positive emotional stance enables individuals to show
resilience in achieving their long-term goals, excessive anxiety about the future can
negatively affect decision-making processes (Seginer, 2008). This orientation is also related
to motivational processes; it enables individuals to associate present actions with rewards in
the distant future and is supported by features such as self-regulation and delayed
gratification capacity (Phan et al., 2020). Research shows that individuals with a strong FTO,
internalize their long-term goals as part of their self-concept and therefore exhibit greater
persistence and adaptability (Seginer & Lens, 2014).

Behaviorally, FTO is manifested in proactive habits such as academic achievement,
financial planning, and health awareness (Peng & Zhang, 2022). This orientation allows
individuals to aim for long-term gains by avoiding short-term gratification. Moreover, it is
directly related to executive functioning and enhances individuals' capacity to achieve long-
term goals by enabling impulse control (Phan et al., 2020). Research reveals that individuals
with a strong FTO exhibit higher resilience and have lower levels of anxiety and depression
(Chen et al., 2021; Jo et al., 2020; Knowles & Olatunji, 2021; Servidio et al., 2022).

The development of future time orientation is influenced by several variables such as
personal experiences, social support, and cultural factors (House, 2004; Strathman et al.,
1994). Individuals who develop a future-oriented mindset during adolescence are more
prone to behaviors such as goal setting and planning, and these processes increase the sense
of action in individuals by reducing feelings of hopelessness (Mac Giollabhui et al., 2018;
Seginer, 2009). In addition, it should be kept in mind that FTO is not a fixed trait and can
change depending on factors such as the individual's developmental process and education
(Steinberg et al., 2009). Cultural norms also shape FTO by determining whether individuals'
future goals are oriented towards individual success or collective prosperity (Lee et al.,
2017).
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In today's world, in the context of issues such as climate change, technological
transformations and global uncertainties, the psychological characteristics of FTO are
becoming increasingly important. In particular, its capacity to integrate cognitive foresight
with emotional investment helps individuals develop more adaptive responses to uncertainty
(Zhu et al., 2020). As a consequence, FTO not only explains individual differences, but also
functions as a critical psychological mechanism for mental health, academic achievement,

and societal advancement.

1.8.  Future Time Orientation and Its Relation with Political Ideology

Research shows that political ideology has a decisive influence on FTO and that
individuals' political views shape the way they think about the future (Jost et al., 2017,
Lindholm et al., 2024). From a cognitive perspective, FTO is closely related to long-term
planning and risk assessment processes. Conservative individuals exhibit a selective FTO in
line with the importance they attach to tradition, order and stability, and are more oriented
towards preserving existing systems and using resources to ensure future security (Jost et
al., 2017; Rapeli et al., 2021). On the other hand, liberals, due to their openness to change
and the importance they attach to innovation, develop a more expansive FTO; they tend to
support social reforms by envisioning long-term transformations. Their support for issues
with long-term effects, such as climate policies or universal health care, reflects this
tendency (Christensen & Rapeli, 2021; Zmigrod et al., 2018). Research shows that liberals
have a stronger tendency to think in a future-oriented way, whereas conservatives are more
focused on preserving the status quo (Veckalov et al., 2021).

These differences also have neuroscientific foundations. Differences between
conservative and liberal individuals' brain structures, especially variations related to the
amygdala, may lead to different perceptions of the future (Hibbing et al., 2014; Kanai et al.,
2011). Research shows that conservative individuals tend to perceive the world as a more
dangerous place, while liberals find uncertainties less threatening (Dodd et al., 2012;
Duckitt, 2001; Perry et al., 2013). However, conservatives' higher need for cognitive closure
differentiates their coping mechanisms with uncertainty and stands out as a factor that limits
their future orientation (Chirumbolo, 2004). Therefore, they may tend to avoid uncertainty
by using cognitive shortcuts towards the future.

The affective dimension of FTO is also related to ideological orientations. While
conservative individuals may show resistance to change due to future anxiety that cultural

and social order may be disrupted, liberal individuals are more open to transformation by
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acting with a sense of hope and optimism for the future (Carney et al., 2008). These
emotional responses directly influence individuals' attitudes in areas such as economic
planning, social policies and environmental issues (Schaupp & Virkkunen, 2017).

Motivationally, FTO drives individuals' tendency to set goals and make long-term
investments. Conservatives place more emphasis on delayed gratification to ensure family
and national continuity, while liberals prioritize investments in collective welfare and focus
more on areas such as education, health and social equality (Peng & Zhang, 2022). This
difference leads conservatives to favor gradual policy changes, while liberals tend to favor
more radical transformations of social structures (Graham et al., 2011).

The cultural context of FTO is also an important factor determining ideological
differences. In individualistic societies, FTO is associated with personal responsibility, while
in collectivist cultures it is linked to social welfare (Lee et al., 2017). In addition, in societies
with increased political polarization, FTO is a strong predictor of individuals' political
stances on issues such as immigration, economic reforms, and environmental sustainability
(Schaupp & Virkkunen, 2017).

All these findings suggest that FTO is an important psychological mechanism for
understanding not only individuals' perception of time, but also how political ideologies are
shaped, debated and implemented. Conservative and liberal individuals' time perspectives
directly affect how they perceive the world, how they evaluate risks and how they act when
making long-term decisions. Therefore, the relationship between future time orientation and
political ideology provides a critical framework for understanding how individuals embrace
social change and future-oriented policies.

1.9.  This Study

1.9.1. Purpose and significance

This study investigates how political ideology affects individuals' perceptions of the
past, present, and future. Starting from the assumption that political ideologies shape and are
shaped by historical narratives, personal memories, and collective memory, this research
aims to delve deeper into the ideological spectrum to understand these effects in different
temporal contexts. While previous studies such as Rigoli (2024) suggest that ideology can
significantly influence how individuals view historical and current events, the evidence is

scant, especially in politically unstable environments such as Tiirkiye.
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This study will investigate whether the positive perception of the past documented
among right-wing individuals in the Western context holds in the Turkish context, where
political engagement and polarization are markedly high. We will also examine whether
these ideological biases extend to perceptions of present and future expectations, thus
providing a comprehensive overview of ideological influence on the evaluation of the time.
It will also investigate whether the ideological dimension, which will be examined in 4
different dimensions, shapes how we perceive the past, present, and future. Unlike the
previous literature, this perception will be measured by analyzing the past time in two
different dimensions and the future time by asking direct, non-leading questions and by
moving away from the dichotomic measurement of political ideology and examining it in 4
dimensions.

The importance of this study lies in its potential to contribute to a broader
understanding of how political biases shape historical consciousness and future expectations.
By illuminating the distinctions of ideological influence, this research can provide valuable
insights for policymakers, educators, and civic leaders on how ideological orientations can
elaborate collective understandings of the past and expectations about future societal
developments. The findings of this study can also enrich theoretical frameworks in political
psychology and ideology, thereby improving predictive models of political behavior and

attitude formation in different cultural and political settings.

1.9.2.  Contribution of the study to the literature

This study makes a unique contribution to the literature by examining the relationship
between political ideology and the perception of time, especially in the context of a polarized
country, Tiirkiye. Unlike previous research that focuses primarily on Western contexts, this
study investigates how ideologies shape perceptions of past, present, and future in a
politically dynamic society. By incorporating a four-dimensional model of political ideology
and analyzing its impact on temporal perspectives, the research provides a new framework
for understanding the psychological mechanisms underlying political beliefs and behaviors.
In contrast to another study (Rigoli, 2024) that investigated how future perceptions are
influenced by political ideology, this study measured future time perception by asking the
participants directly about their thoughts without any prompting. Moreover, by investigating
the role of future time orientation as a moderating factor, this study will contribute to a better
understanding of how individuals' future orientations interact with their ideological beliefs
to shape their perspectives on social progress. Furthermore, the study will use political
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engagement questions to measure the political engagement of the participants in the Turkish
sample and will check whether the higher political engagement of the participants in the
Turkish sample also affects their perceptions of time and whether these perceptions of time
change as political consciousness increases.

The decision to divide the past into different periods (1970-1995 and 1995-2020) and
the future period into 2030-2055 is based on the literature that defines a generation to cover
a period of 20 to 30 years (Tremblay & Vézina; 2000; Wang et al., 2023). Previous studies
have used broader or vague periods, such as 1950-2000 (Rigoli, 2024), with some
participants having direct, lived experiences in the period specified as 1950-2000, while
others had second-hand knowledge based on what they had heard or read. By adopting a
more structured segmentation of 25-year periods each, this study accommodates the
generational framework and allows us to capture both personal experiences and historical
knowledge across generations. This division also reflects important political and social
changes in Tiirkiye. While the period 1970-1995 was characterized by political instability,
military interventions, and coalition governments, the period 1995-2020 witnessed
significant changes resulting in the rise of a more consolidated conservative government.

The present is defined as a more uncertain time between 2020 and 2030 to reflect the
dynamic nature of time perception outlined in Zimbardo and Boyd's (2015) Time Perspective
Theory. According to this theory, the perception of time is dynamic rather than static,
meaning that we do not see the present as a precise moment, but rather against the more fluid
background of history. Measuring “today” therefore requires measuring not only the current
year but also a period that varies according to the individual. However, since the
measurement of this present will vary from person to person, it allows for a more systematic
measurement to be made by separating the intervals of years that can be included in the
present from the past and the future, rather than drawing a clear range of years for each
person.

The reason for ending the measurement of the past in 2020 and starting the interval for
evaluating the present from that day is that, as stated in the literature, historical events
significantly affect temporal perceptions (Halbwachs, 2020; Zerubavel, 2003), and the
perception of time was shaped by marking a turning point in routines and social change that
started with the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020 (Droit-Volet et al., 2020). The reason for
ending the present in 2030, in other words, starting the future in 2030, is that according to
the literature, the near future (e.g., 5-10 years) is perceived as more predictable and real by
individuals (Carstensen, 2006; Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015). Therefore, the year 2030 is not
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seen as a distant future for the participants, but as a “near reality” that has not yet happened.
It also provides a symmetrical time frame between the past and the future, allowing a more
equal time frame to be used for measurement. Accordingly, limiting the present to the years
between 2020 and 2030 is consistent with the literature. This framing allows for a closer
examination of how ideology shapes temporal perceptions by positioning the present as a
bridge between the past and the future. However, rather than restricting the present to the
years 2020-2030, it is also possible to respond according to where one positions the present
in the dynamic perception of time. Accordingly, even if the person limits his/her
interpretation of the past in 2020 and starts the future in 2030 in the questions, he/she has
the freedom to evaluate the present according to his/her perception of time in measuring the
present, if necessary, by considering the years 2020-2030, and if necessary, by evaluating
the present in the years he/she draws the present according to his/her perception between
these years.

In addition, the use of the mentioned year divisions, in the data collected in 2025 in
this study is also in line with the current demographic and research literature on youth
definitions. Although there are different definitions for the youth age group in the literature,
official documents in Tiirkiye define youth within the 12-25 age range (I. Genglik Surast,
1988; T.C. Kalkinma Bakanligi, n.d.). However, in the current research literature and the
European Commission’s 2007-2012 Youth Programs, youth is considered as the 15-30 age
group (The Gallup Organization, 2007; T.C. Basbakanlik Devlet Planlama Teskilati, 2007).
For this reason, the determination of the youth age group within the scope of the research
and the annual data analysis are consistent with the definitions adopted at both the
international and national levels.

By structuring the analysis around these periods, the study aims to better understand
how generational differences as well as lived and learned history shape perceptions of both
the past and the future. This approach provides a more refined framework for analyzing
participants' temporal perceptions and allows us to capture the generational and political

transitions that define how different cohorts perceive historical events and prospects.

1.9.3. Conceptual justification of key variables

The present study investigates the psychological and ideological underpinnings of
temporal social perceptions by incorporating a series of variables with distinct conceptual

origins. These variables were selected not only based on their empirical relevance but also
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for their potential to reflect underlying cognitive and motivational mechanisms related to
time orientation and sociopolitical positioning.

Closeness to ideology, as used in this study, was operationalized through a subjective
measure asking participants how close they feel to a particular ideological label. Unlike
identification—which refers to the internalization of a political stance as part of one’s self-
concept—closeness is understood as a sense of emotional proximity or attitudinal alignment.
This distinction is well established in the literature. For instance, Huddy and colleagues
(2015) distinguish emotional closeness from full ideological identification, which involves
deeper cognitive and identity-based internalization. Similarly, Tajfel and Turner’s (1979)
social identity theory underlines that identification implies a more integrated social self,
while perceived closeness may remain at a surface level of attitudinal resonance.

The political engagement construct was formed by combining two components:
political awareness and conceptual understanding. This operationalization reflects the degree
to which individuals cognitively engage with political matters—how well they comprehend
key political concepts and perceive themselves as capable of making sense of socio-political
developments. This definition aligns with broader conceptualizations of political
engagement in the literature, which emphasize political efficacy, awareness, and cognitive
involvement (Carpini & Keeter, 1996; Verba et al., 1995; Zukin et al., 2006). Rather than
measuring mere interest or participation, the variable used in this study aims to capture a
reflective and analytical engagement with political content.

The thematic domains through which social change across time was assessed—respect
for authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality, traditional values, and general
societal structure—are conceptually derived from the dimensions developed in Rigoli’s
(2024) framework. Rigoli identified core belief structures through which individuals
evaluate societal trends, offering a structure to assess how ideological predispositions
intersect with temporal frames. These six themes were adapted and applied across four time
periods in this study to examine how ideological orientation influences temporal social
representations.

In shaping the directional hypotheses of the study, theoretical expectations were
derived from both previous empirical findings and the psychological logic of ideological
narratives. For instance, right-wing ideological positions have been associated with more
nostalgic and positive views of the past, whereas left-wing ideologies often emphasize
future-oriented societal improvement (Rigoli, 2024). Likewise, individuals with higher

levels of future time orientation are theoretically expected to construct more positive future
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projections, given their greater cognitive-emotional investment in long-term planning and
anticipation (Keough et al.,1999).

Finally, while the study is predominantly hypothesis-driven, some sections involved
exploratory analyses—particularly where existing literature did not provide sufficient
theoretical ground to justify directional expectations. In such cases, the goal was not to
confirm preconceived relationships but rather to probe possible associations that could

inform future hypothesis-building.

1.9.4. Hypothesis:

H1: Participants' perceptions of the 1970-1995 period will differ based on their
political ideology. Participants with conservative political ideologies will evaluate the 1970
1995 period more positively than those with liberal, nationalist and socialist ideologies.

H2: Participants' perceptions of the 1995-2020 period will vary according to their
political ideology. Participants with conservative political ideologies will evaluate the 1995—
2020 period more positively than participants with liberal, nationalist and socialist
ideologies.

H3: Participants' perceptions of the present time will differ depending on their political
ideology. H3: Participants with liberal or socialist political ideologies will evaluate the
present period (2020-2030) more negatively than participants with conservative and
nationalist political ideologies.

H4: Participants' perceptions of the future (2030-2055) will vary according to their
political ideology. Participants with conservative or nationalist political ideologies will
evaluate the future period (2030-2055) more negatively than participants with liberal or
socialist ideologies.

H5: Participants' perceptions of the future will differ based on their level of future time
orientation. Those with a high future time orientation will evaluate the future more
positively.

H6: The interaction between future time orientation and political ideology will
influence participants’ perceptions of the future, leading to significant differences in future-
oriented evaluations. Future time orientation will have a stronger positive effect on future
perceptions among participants with liberal or socialist ideologies compared to those with
conservative or nationalist ideologies.

H7: Participants' level of political engagement will influence their perceptions of time,
regardless of their political ideology. Those with higher political engagement will exhibit
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distinct differences in how they perceive the past, present, and future compared to those with
lower levels of political engagement.
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2. METHOD

2.1. Participants

The participants of this study were individuals who were born in Tirkiye after 1992.
In determining this historical boundary, the findings of the literature that the average age
range in which autobiographical memory begins to form is 3-4 years old were considered
(Usher & Neisser, 1993). Thus, it was assumed that the participants could remember the
social events of 1995 as the earliest date. In addition, the fact that the definition of youth in
European Union member and candidate countries generally corresponds to the age range of
15-30 (T.C. Basbakanlik Devlet Planlama Teskilati, 2007; The Gallup Organization, 2007)
was effective in determining the target age group of the study.

To increase the diversity and representativeness of the sample, a stratified sampling
method based on basic demographic variables (gender, education level, political orientation)
was applied. The required sample size was calculated for the Two-Way ANOVA (including
interaction) model using G*Power software by entering the values of effect size f = .25,
alpha level a = .05, and statistical power 1-# = .80. As a result of this calculation, it was
determined that a minimum of 237 participants should be reached. To prevent possible data
losses, the target sample size was increased by approximately 25% and it was planned to
reach at least 296 participants.

Data was collected through an online survey and a total of 556 participants completed
the survey. However, a multi-step and comprehensive data-cleaning process was applied
before analysis. First, participants who did not consent to the informed consent form and
incompletely completed the questionnaire were excluded from the study. Then, individuals
who did not show variance in all scale items, i.e. who consistently marked the same response
category, were identified, and these response patterns were considered as indicators of
insufficient effort responding (Huang et al., 2012).

In addition, within the framework of the Response Consistency Screening (RCS)
method, participants with extremely short or unusually long completion times were also
excluded from the data set. The literature suggests that excessively fast or slow completion
times may indicate responses that do not produce meaningful content in online surveys
(Leiner, 2019).

Finally, Mahalanobis distance was calculated to detect multivariate outliers, and

participants who were significant at p <.001 were considered outliers and excluded from the
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study (Huang et al., 2012). In addition, individuals who checked the “other” option in the
political ideology variable were not included in the analyses because they could not be
included in the defined categories.

As a result of all these exclusion criteria, the statistical analyses of the study were

conducted on the cleaned sample of N = 337.

2.2. Instruments

Demographic Information Form: Participants completed a form that gathers standard
demographic information such as age, gender, education level, and perceived income.

Political Questions: The first 2 questions were designed to measure the extent to which
the respondents were aware of the local and general elections, using a 5-point Likert scale
with 1 meaning “I am not aware at all” and 5 meaning “I am fully aware”. Questions 3 and
4 were designed to measure the extent to which the participants are interested in politics,
using a 5-point Likert scale with 1 meaning “I cannot answer at all” and 5 meaning “I answer
completely”. These two questions were formed to measure political engagement. In this
study, political engagement was operationalized as a combination of political awareness and
conceptual understanding. This operationalization is based on the idea that, rather than
merely reflecting interest or behavioral participation, this variable aimed to capture
individuals’ cognitive involvement with political issues, that is, how well they understand
key political concepts and perceive themselves as capable of interpreting socio-political
dynamics (Carpini & Keeter, 1996; Verba et al., 1995; Zukin et al., 2006). This approach
aligns with contemporary definitions of engagement that emphasize internal political
efficacy and knowledge rather than simple attentiveness or activism.

In the next 2 questions, respondents were asked which of the four dimensions of
political ideology (conservative, nationalist, socialist or liberal) they felt closest to. Those
who did not check one of them wrote the ideology they felt closer to in the other option.
Below this four-choice question was a 5-point Likert scale where respondents were asked to
rate how much they identified with the chosen view.

Questionnaire about how we perceive the past, present and future: In this
questionnaire, respondents assessed their perceptions of different time periods: 1970-1995,
1995-2020, present and future (2030-2055). Respondents rated each time period on a 5-point
Likert scale ranging from “very good” to “very bad” on various dimensions such as respect

for authority, strength of family ties, economic equality and adherence to traditional values.
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Future Time Orientation Scale: The Future Time Orientation Scale (FTOS), developed
by Gjesme (1979), is a 14-item measure designed to assess individuals' levels of concern,
interest, and involvement regarding the future. The scale uses a 4-point rating system, and
in Gjesme's original study, it demonstrated a reliability coefficient of .62. In the Turkish
version (Oner, 2000) of the scale, reliability was initially found to be .26, but after the
removal of three items, it improved to .61. In the present study, the scale's dimensions of
involvement and anticipation were emphasized, with items being revised for better
applicability as in Giiler’s (2004) study. Permission to use the scale is presented in Appendix
11.

2.3. Procedure

Ethical approval for this thesis was obtained from Baskent University Institute of
Social Sciences (Ankara, Tiirkiye. Approval Number: E-62310886-605-436443). Data were
collected between February 27, 2025 and March 27, 2025 (See Appendix 18). The study was
prepared through Qualtrics application and distributed to the participants. Bonus points were
given to students from Bagkent University, which constituted some of the participants. Other
participants were reached through the link shared on social media and no bonus points were
given.

Data collection for this study is conducted through an online survey that will be
distributed to participants from various regions of Tiirkiye.

The participants completed the informed consent form first (presented in Appendix 1).
After the informed consent form, the participants were given the political questions form
(presented in Appendix 2). The first 4 of these questions are 5-point Likert questions that
measure whether the participants have heard of elections and whether they are familiar with
the concepts of ideology. Participants were then asked to indicate their political ideology by
choosing one of four ideological categories: conservative, nationalist, socialist or liberal.
Participants who saw themselves in a fifth ideology were asked to fill in the ideology they
considered themselves close to by marking “Other”. Participants responded to a single-item
question, 'To what extent do you think this political ideology reflects your views?' designed
to assess the extent to which they believe their chosen political ideology reflects their views.
This question was a 5-point Likert-type question, with participants rating their responses on
a scale from 1 ('Not at all') to 5 (‘'Completely reflects').

Participants then completed a questionnaire measuring how they rated various

dimensions such as respect for authority, strength of family ties, economic equality and
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adherence to traditional values according to different periods (1970-1995, 1995-2020,
present and future 2030-2055). The order of the different dimensions was randomized and
varied from respondent to respondent. The years were asked in a standardized order: 1970-
1995, 1995-2020, present and 2030-2055. For each period, they rated each dimension on a
5-point Likert scale ranging from 'very good' to 'very bad’ (see Appendix 3-8).

Participants also completed the Future Time Orientation Scale (FTOS), a 14-item scale
designed to assess their level of future-related anxiety and commitment. The scale uses a 4-
point rating system and its reliability was ensured using a revised version adapted to the
Turkish context (presented in Appendix 9).

Finally, participants will fill out a demographic information form that includes details

such as age, gender, education, income and religiosity levels (presented in Appendix 10).

2.4.  Analysis

In this study, various statistical analyses examined how participants' perceptions of
time are affected by political ideology, future time orientation, and political engagement. A
one-way ANOVA was conducted to analyze how participants' perceptions of four different
periods (1970-1995, 1995-2020, now, and 2030-2055) vary according to their political
ideology (conservative, liberal, socialist, nationalist) (Hypotheses 1-2-3-4). One-way
ANOVA analyses were conducted separately for each sub-dimension. Post-hoc tests were
conducted to determine the differences.

Independent sample t-tests were conducted to evaluate the effect of future time
orientation (high and low) on participants' evaluations of the future (2030-2055) (Hypothesis
5). Future-oriented evaluations in each sub-dimension were analyzed separately.

Furthermore, a two-way ANOVA was conducted to investigate the interaction
between political ideology and future time orientation about future time evaluations (2030-
2055) (Hypothesis 6).

Furthermore, independent t-tests were conducted to investigate the role of political
engagement (high and low) in shaping time perceptions in different periods (Hypothesis 7).

Finally, a two-way repeated measures ANOVA was conducted to examine the
interaction between political ideology and political engagement about evaluations in
different periods (1970-1995, 1995-2020, present, and 2030-2055). Although this analysis
was not among the hypotheses, it was conducted for exploratory purposes. Exploratory
correlation and regression analyses were also conducted to examine the relationship between

political engagement and political ideology.
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Also, descriptive statistics were used to summarize participants' demographic
characteristics. For continuous variables (e.g., age, income, religiosity), means and standard
deviations were calculated, while categorical variables (e.g., gender, education) were
reported using frequency distributions and percentages. To explore whether these
demographics have relationships with political ideology, future time orientation, and
political engagement variables, additional correlation and regression analyses were
conducted.

In addition to hypothesis-driven tests, a series of exploratory analyses were conducted
to provide contextual insights into how key variables are distributed and interrelated across
socio-demographic and ideological groups. These analyses were not based on prior
theoretical assumptions but aimed to detect potentially meaningful associations and group
differences that could inform the interpretation of later hypothesis tests.

First, one-way ANOVAs and independent samples t-tests were employed to explore
whether political engagement differed by gender, educational level, and political ideology.
These analyses revealed group-level patterns that, while not all statistically significant,
offered a clearer picture of engagement tendencies across social strata.

To investigate how future-oriented thinking may relate to political behavior, multiple
linear regression analysis was performed using the Anticipation and Involvement
subdimensions of the Future Time Orientation (FTO) scale as predictors of political
engagement. While the model was marginally significant, it suggested that cognitive-
emotional involvement with the future plays a more central role in political engagement than
planning-related behaviors.

Subsequently, independent samples t-tests were conducted using a median split
approach to determine whether participants’ evaluations of future societal conditions (2030—
2055) differed based on their FTO levels. These analyses revealed that only a limited number
of associations approached statistical significance, with modest effects observed particularly
in the domain of traditionalism.

In addition, a series of 2 x 4 factorial ANOVAs were conducted to examine whether
interactions between political ideology and FTO (Anticipation and Involvement) influenced
perceptions of the future across six thematic domains (e.g., respect for authority, family ties,
economic equality). Although most interactions were not statistically significant, a trend-
level interaction emerged for economic equality, suggesting potential moderation effects
worth exploring in future research. Although continuous-variable methods generally provide

higher statistical power, the median split approach was maintained for consistency with the
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initial power analysis and to facilitate 2 x 4 factorial designs aligned with the study's
theoretical framework.

Finally, to account for potential confounding variables such as age, gender, education,
SES, religiosity, and political engagement, partial correlation analyses were conducted.
These analyses examined the relationships between political ideology and perceptions of
social change across multiple time periods and thematic domains while statistically
controlling for these covariates.

Taken together, these exploratory analyses enriched the dataset by offering new
directions for interpretation, identifying subtle trends, and clarifying the broader contextual
landscape in which the main hypotheses were situated.
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3. RESULTS

3.1.  Descriptive Statistics

As demonstrated in Table 1, the ages of the participants ranged between 18 and 33,
with a mean age of M = 22.56, SD = 3.44. As Table 2 presents the distribution according to
education level is as follows: 67.7% high school graduates (N = 228), 4.7% associate degree
(N =16), 23.4% bachelor's degree (N = 79), and 4.2% master's degree (N = 14). In terms of
political-ideological identity, 24.6% of the participants were identified as liberal, 42.4% as
nationalist, 5.9% as conservative, and 27% as socialist. Gender distribution was 81% female
(N =273) and 19% male (N = 64). The 3 individuals who marked themselves as other and
identified as non-binary were eliminated during data cleaning in the response variance. The
correlation matrix between Closeness to ideology, political engagement and future time
orientation and time perceptions is presented in Appendix 12. All statistical analyses were
carried out using data from 337 participants unless otherwise specified.

Table 3.1

Demographic Characteristics of Participants

Variables Frequency %
Gender
Female 273 81.01
Male 64 18.99
Education
High-School Graduate 228 67.66
Associate Degree Graduate 16 4.75
Bachelor’s Degree Graduate 79 23.44
Master’s Degree Graduate 14 4.15
Political Ideology
Liberal 83 24.63
Nationalist 143 42.43
Conservative 20 5.93
Socialist 91 27.00

Table 3.2

Descriptive Statistics for Continuous Variables

Variable Min Max M SD Skewness Kurtosis
Age 18 33 22.56 3.44 1.18 0.83
Political Engagement 4 20 13.45 3.09 0.01 0.01
Closeness to Ideology 1 5 3.86 0.77 -0.99 2.05
Religiosity 1 10 4.14 2.30 0.17 —0.93
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3.2.  Preliminary Analyses

Although no specific hypothesis was formulated regarding the relationship between
political engagement and demographic variables, a series of exploratory analyses were
conducted to better understand how political engagement varies by ideological identity,
gender, and education level. These analyses were intended to provide contextual insight into
the distribution of engagement across key socio-demographic groups, which may inform the

interpretation of subsequent hypothesis testing.

3.2.1.  Political engagement and demographic variables

3.2.1.1.Political engagement and political ideology

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to determine whether there
was a significant difference in the political engagement levels of the participants according
to their political ideologies. Levene's test showed that the assumption of homogeneity of
variance was met, F(3, 333) = 1.83, p = .141. ANOVA results revealed that there was no
statistically significant difference in levels of political engagement between ideological
groups, F(3, 333) =1.92, p =.126, #? = .017, 95% CI [.000, .047]. According to the mean
scores, socialist participants (M = 14.11, SD = 2.90) seem to have a higher level of political
engagement compared to other groups; however, this difference is not statistically significant
(see Table 3).

3.2.1.2.Political engagement and gender

Independent samples t-test was applied to examine the difference in levels of political
engagement by gender. Levene's test confirmed the homogeneity of variance, F(1, 335) =
2.40, p = .122. The results of the analysis showed that male participants had significantly
higher levels of political engagement (M = 15.56, SD = 3.36) compared to female
participants (M = 12.96, SD = 2.80), t(335) = -6.44, p <.001 Cohen’s d = 0.89. The mean
difference is -2.61 (95% CI: -3.40 to -1.81) (see Table 3).

3.2.1.3.Political engagement and education

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied to assess the relationship
between educational attainment and political engagement. Levene's test showed that the
assumption of homogeneity of variance was met, F(3, 333) = 0.92, p = .432. As a result of
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the analysis, a significant difference was found in the levels of political engagement between
educational level groups, F(3, 333) = 10.05, p <.001 #? =.083. Tukey HSD post-hoc tests
revealed that high school graduates (M = 12.98) showed significantly lower political
engagement than bachelor's (M = 14.68, p < .001) and master's (M = 15.64, p = .007)
graduates. In addition, associate degree graduates also had significantly lower levels of
political engagement compared to both bachelor's (p < .05) and master's (p < .05) groups
(see Table 3).

Table 3.3

Political Engagement: Grouped Descriptives

Variables M SD
Gender
Female 12.96 2.8
Male 15.56 3.36
Education
High-School Graduate 12.98 2.61
Associate Degree Graduate 13.56 2.81
Bachelor’s Degree Graduate 14.68 2.96
Master’s Degree Graduate 15.64 3.07
Political Ideology
Liberal 13.48 2.91
Nationalist 13.53 2.78
Conservative 13.7 3.19
Socialist 14.11 2.9

3.2.2.  Future time orientation scale: reliability and descriptive statistics

The Anticipation subdimension assesses individuals’ tendency to plan ahead and
behavioral patterns such as procrastination. This dimension includes three reverse-coded
items. The reliability analysis revealed high internal consistency, with Cronbach’s a = .81.
For a brief subscale, this level of internal reliability is considered strong. Corrected item-
total correlations ranged between .61 and .70, indicating that all items were strongly and
consistently associated with the overall construct. Inter-item correlations ranged between .54
and .67 which also supports item homogeneity. These findings suggest that the Anticipation
subdimension provides a psychometrically reliable and theoretically coherent structure.

FTO scale used in this study consisted of 14 items initially. However, based on
reliability and factor analysis procedures, only two subdimensions—Anticipation and

Involvement—were retained for further analysis. Five items were excluded due to low item-
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total correlations, poor internal consistency, and lack of structural coherence in exploratory
factor analysis. These items did not align with the theoretical underpinnings of either
subdimension and thus were omitted from all subsequent evaluations.

The remaining items formed two reliable subscales. Anticipation subdimension
assesses individuals’ tendencies to plan ahead and avoid procrastination. Cronbach’s a was
found to be .81, indicating high internal consistency. Corrected item-total correlations
ranged from .61 to .70, and inter-item correlations were also strong. The second one,
involvement subdimension reflects cognitive and emotional engagement with the future.
After excluding one item that negatively affected the scale’s reliability, the subdimension
achieved an acceptable internal consistency level (a = .74). Corrected item-total correlations
ranged from .36 to .56. All analyses were conducted considering reverse-coded items. For

detailed item-level statistics and factor loadings, see Appendix 17.
3.2.3.  The Relationship between future time orientation and political

engagement

3.2.3.1.Correlation analysis

According to the correlation analysis, a significant and positive relationship was found
between the Involvement sub-dimension of FTO and political engagement (r =.12, p =.031).
This finding suggests that individuals who are more mentally and emotionally attached to
the future are more politically engaged. On the other hand, no significant relationship was
found between the Anticipation subscale and political engagement (r = -.06, p = .286). In
other words, the tendency to plan for the future or habit of leaving things to the last minute
does not seem to be significantly related to political behavior.

In order to explore the relationships between key variables in the study, a series of
Pearson correlation analyses were conducted. These analyses included correlations among
future time orientation sub-dimensions (Anticipation and Involvement), political
engagement, closeness to political ideology, and participants’ evaluations of different time
periods (Pastl: 1970-1995, Past2: 1995-2020, Now: 2020-2030, and Future: 2030-2055).
Additionally, for each time period, sub-dimension-level correlations were examined across
six thematic domains: respect for authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality,
traditional values, and perceptions of society as a whole. The resulting matrices are presented

in Appendix 13 to 16. These correlation tables offer a comprehensive view of how future
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orientation, ideological engagement, and time perception are interrelated across both general
and thematic levels (see Table 4).

3.2.3.2.Regression analysis

Multiple linear regression analysis was conducted to test the joint effect of the two
sub-dimensions of FTO on political engagement. Multiple linear regression analysis was
conducted to test the joint effect of the two sub-dimensions of FTO on political engagement.
While the model did not reach conventional levels of significance, it showed a trend in that
direction: F(2, 334) = 2.80, p = .062, R? =.016. This shows that approximately 1.6% of the
variance in the political engagement variable is explained by the FTO sub-dimensions. While
the model approached significance, the variance explained remained limited. When the
regression coefficients are analyzed, only Involvement sub-dimension stands out as a
significant predictor (f = .115, t = 2.11, p = .036). Accordingly, as the extent to which
individuals invest emotionally and mentally in the future increases, their level of political
engagement also increases. On the other hand, the regression coefficient of the Anticipation
sub-dimension is not significant (# = -.053, t = -0.97, p = .334), indicating that planning

habits or time management style are not directly related to political behavior (see Table 4).

Table 3.4

Correlation and Regression Results between FTO Subscales and Political Engagement

r B SEB )i} t p
FTO - —.06 -0.044 0.045 —.053 -0.97 334
Anticipation
FTO - 12* 0.076 0.036 115 2.11 .036*
Involvement

Note. Results that are significant at p < .05 are marked with an asterisk. The model demonstrated a marginal
level of statistical significance: F(2, 334) = 2.80, p =.062, R? = .016. Correlations (r) are presented alongside
regression results for each FTO subdimension.

3.2.4. Future time orientation and political ideology

Although these analyses do not test a specific hypothesis, they were conducted in an
exploratory manner to preliminarily examine whether Future Time Orientation
subdimensions (Anticipation and Involvement) vary by political ideology. ldentifying
potential group differences at this stage was intended to provide a foundational context
before conducting the interaction-based analysis described in Hypothesis 6.
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3.2.4.1. Anticipation subdimension

A one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to determine whether
Anticipation scores significantly differed across political ideology groups. Levene’s test
indicated that the assumption of homogeneity of variances was met, F(3, 333) = 0.16, p =
.921. According to the ANOVA results, there was no statistically significant difference in
Anticipation scores among the ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 0.55, p = .648, #? = .005.
Descriptive statistics indicated that nationalist participants had the highest mean score (M =
9.64), while socialist participants had the lowest (M = 9.04); however, this difference was

not statistically significant (see Table 5).

3.2.4.2.Involvement subdimension

Similarly, a one-way ANOVA was conducted for the Involvement subdimension, and
the homogeneity of variances was again confirmed, F(3, 333) = 0.58, p = .629. The results
indicated no significant difference in Involvement scores across the ideological groups, F(3,
333) = 0.87, p = .456, 2 = .011. Although socialist participants had the highest mean score
(M = 21.34), and liberal participants the lowest (M = 20.13), these differences were not
statistically significant (see Table 5).

Table 3.5
Means and Standard Deviations of FTO Subdimensions by Political Ideology
FTO sub-dimensions  Political Ideology N M SD
Anticipation Liberal 83 9.22 3.84
Nationalist 143 9.64 3.67
Conservative 20 9.50 3.64
Socialist 91 9.04 3.64
Involvement Liberal 83 20.13 3.82
Nationalist 143 21.16 3.90
Conservative 20 20.90 4.38
Socialist 91 21.34 3.76

Note. The ANOVA results indicated that there were no statistically significant differences among ideological
groups for either FTO subdimension (p > .05). No post-hoc comparisons were conducted since the overall

model was not statistically significant.
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3.3.  Temporal Perceptions by Political Ideology: Thematic Exploration Across

Time Periods

Although Hypotheses 1-4 were initially designed to examine ideological differences
in the perception of specific historical time periods (e.g., 1970-1995, 1995-2020), the
analysis was further expanded by exploring these perceptions across six thematic domains:
Respect for Authority, Family Ties, Traditional VValues, Economic Equality, Traditionalism,
and Society in General. Rather than testing isolated hypotheses for each theme and time
period, the following sections provide a thematic comparison of ideological evaluations
across four historical periods. This exploratory strategy was conducted to have more nuanced
understanding of how ideological perspectives shape perceptions of societal change across

time.

3.3.1. Respect for authority (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine whether participants’ perceptions of
societal respect for authority during the 1970-1995 period differed by political ideology.
Levene’s test indicated a violation of homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) = 3.05, p =.029.
Therefore, the Games-Howell post-hoc test was used. The ANOVA results showed no
statistically significant differences among ideological groups, Welch’s F(3, 77.29) = 1.32, p
= .273, n? = .013. Descriptive statistics indicated that participants from all ideological
backgrounds perceived respect for authority during this period at a moderate level (see Table
6).

3.3.2. Respect for authority (1995-2020)

Participants’ perceptions of societal respect for authority between 1995 and 2020 were
compared across political ideology groups. Levene’s test showed that the assumption of
homogeneity of variances was met, F(3, 333) = 0.32, p = .815, so Tukey HSD post-hoc
comparisons were used. The ANOVA results showed no significant difference, F(3, 333) =
0.45, p = .718, 5? = .004. Tukey post-hoc comparisons confirmed that none of the group
differences were statistically significant (p > .05). Respect for authority was perceived as
low to moderate across all groups (see Table 6).
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3.3.3. Respect for authority (Now)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to evaluate current (2020-2030) perceptions of
respect for authority across ideological groups. Levene’s test showed that the assumption of
equal variances was met, F(3, 333) = 0.32, p =.808. Tukey HSD post-hoc comparisons were
used. The results showed no statistically significant differences between ideological groups,
F(3, 333) = 0.90, p = .441, »? = .008. Descriptive results indicated similarly low to moderate

perceptions across all groups (see Table 6).

3.3.4. Respect for authority (2030-2055)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to explore ideological group differences in
expectations of societal respect for authority in the future (2030-2055). Levene’s test
revealed a violation of homogeneity, F(3, 333) = 3.06, p = .028; thus, Games-Howell post-
hoc tests were used. The ANOVA indicated a statistically significant difference among the
groups, Welch’s F(3, 78.13) =4.71, p =.004, »? = .041. Post-hoc results showed that liberals
had significantly higher expectations of future respect for authority than nationalists (p =
.031) and socialists (p < .05). The conservative group did not differ significantly from any
other group (see Table 6).

Table 3.6
Respect for Authority by Political Ideology Across Time Periods

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 3.42 0.87 2.98 1.00 2.59 1.04 2.61 1.15

Nationalist 3.43 0.94 2.86 0.88 2.41 0.92 2.15 0.91
Conservative 3.30 1.30 3.00 1.03 2.45 1.00 2.45 1.05
Socialist 3.57 0.94 2.85 0.91 2.36 0.96 2.14 0.94

3.3.5. Family ties (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to assess whether participants’ perceptions of the
strength of family ties during the 1970-1995 period differed by political ideology. Levene’s
test confirmed the assumption of homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) = 0.31, p = .8109.
Therefore, Tukey HSD post-hoc tests were used for group comparisons. The ANOVA results
showed no significant differences among the ideological groups, F(3, 333) =0.32, p = .811,
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n?=.003. Post-hoc tests confirmed this result (p >.80). Mean scores indicate that participants

across all ideological groups perceived family ties in this past period as strong (see Table 7).

3.3.6. Family ties (1995-2020)

Perceptions of the strength of family ties in the 1995-2020 period were also compared
across political ideology groups. Levene’s test showed that the homogeneity assumption was
met, F(3, 333) = 0.15, p =.929. Therefore, Tukey HSD was used for post-hoc comparisons.
The ANOVA revealed no statistically significant differences, F(3, 333) = 0.58, p =.630, »?
= .005. Post-hoc comparisons also showed no significant pairwise differences. Participants

from all groups tended to rate family ties during this period as moderate (see Table 7).

3.3.7. Family ties (Now)

Perceptions of current (2020-2030) family ties were compared across ideological
identities. Levene’s test indicated homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) = 0.66, p = .576, and
Tukey HSD was used for post-hoc testing. The ANOVA results indicated no significant
difference among the groups, F(3, 333) = 0.64, p = .588, #? = .006. All groups reported
similar levels of perceived family ties in the current period (see Table 7).

3.3.8. Family ties (Future)

Participants’ expectations regarding the strength of family ties in the 2030-2055
period was analyzed by political ideology. Levene’s test showed that the assumption of
homogeneity of variances was met, F(3, 333) = 2.31, p =.076. Thus, Tukey HSD was used
for post-hoc analyses. The ANOVA results indicated a statistically significant difference,
F(3, 333) = 2.91, p =.035, 2 =.026. However, none of the post-hoc comparisons between
group pairs reached statistical significance (p > .05). Descriptive statistics showed that
conservative participants reported the lowest expectations (M = 1.85), while liberal
participants had the highest (M = 2.39) (see Table 7).

Table 3.7
Perceptions Of Family Ties by Ideology and Time Periods
Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 4.01 0.89 3.51 0.76 2.77 0.80 2.39 1.01

Nationalist ~ 4.11 0.83 3.52 0.77 2.65 0.84 2.06 0.90
Conservative 4.05 0.89 3.80 0.83 2.60 0.60 1.85 0.75
Socialist 4.02 0.87 3.38 0.76 2.62 0.81 2.19 0.94
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3.3.9. Traditionalism (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOV A was conducted to compare participants’ perceptions of adherence
to traditionalism during the 1970-1995 period across ideological groups. Levene’s test
indicated a violation of the homogeneity of variances assumption, F(3, 333) = 4.05, p =.008,
so Games-Howell post-hoc tests were used. The ANOVA results revealed no statistically
significant difference among the groups, F(3, 333) = 1.55, p = .202, »? = .014. Pairwise
comparisons also confirmed no significant differences (p > .05). Descriptive statistics
suggest that all ideological groups perceived strong adherence to traditionalism during this

period (see Table 8).

3.3.10. Traditionalism (1995-2020)

Participants’ perceptions of society’s adherence to traditionalism in the 1995-2020
period were compared by political ideology. Levene’s test confirmed homogeneity of
variances, F(3, 333) = 1.38, p = .249, and Tukey HSD post-hoc testing was used. The
ANOVA indicated no significant difference between the groups, F(3, 333) = 1.64, p =.179,
n? = .015. Post-hoc results also showed no significant pairwise differences. Perceptions of
traditionalism during this period appear to be relatively homogeneous across ideological

lines (see Table 8).

3.3.11. Traditionalism (Now)

To evaluate current perceptions of adherence to traditionalism, a one-way ANOVA
was conducted. Levene’s test confirmed homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) = 1.82, p =
.143. The ANOVA result was not statistically significant, F(3, 333) = 1.39, p = .245, »° =
.012. Mean scores were highly similar across all groups, with conservative participants
reporting slightly lower scores (see Table 8).

3.3.12. Traditionalism (Future)

Participants’ expectations regarding the future (2030-2055) of society’s adherence to
traditionalism were compared across ideological groups. Levene’s test showed that the
assumption of homogeneity was met, F(3, 333) = 0.64, p = .587. Tukey HSD was used for
post-hoc comparisons. The ANOVA vyielded no significant difference among groups, F(3,
333) = 0.28, p = .837, #? = .003. The mean scores were quite similar across all ideologies
(see Table 8).
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Table 3.8

Perceptions of Traditionalism by Political Ideology Across Time Periods

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 3.83 0.99 2.94 0.82 2.46 0.75 2.06 0.90

Nationalist ~ 3.99 0.88 3.18 0.85 2.48 0.82 1.96 0.89
Conservative 3.85 0.99 2.95 1.05 2.10 0.72 2.05 1.05
Socialist 4.10 0.65 3.19 0.86 2.49 0.87 2.03 0.85

3.3.13. Economic equality (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine whether perceptions of economic
equality during the 1970-1995 period differed based on political ideology. Levene’s test
indicated that the assumption of homogeneity of variances was met, F(3, 333) = 0.12, p =
.946. Therefore, Tukey HSD was used for post-hoc analysis. The results showed that the
differences between ideological groups were not statistically significant, F(3, 333) = 1.45, p
=.228, n?=.013. Pairwise comparisons confirmed no significant differences between group
pairs (p = .22). These findings suggest that participants from all ideological backgrounds
shared similar perceptions of economic equality for this past period (see Table 9).

3.3.14. Economic equality (1995-2020)

Perceptions of economic equality during the 1995-2020 period were analyzed using
one-way ANOVA. Levene’s test confirmed homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) = 0.44, p
= .723, and Tukey HSD was used for post-hoc testing. The ANOVA results were not
statistically significant, F(3, 333) = 1.36, p = .256, > = .012, indicating no significant
differences among ideological groups. The mean scores suggest that participants across
groups associated this period with low levels of economic equality (see Table 9).

3.3.15. Economic equality (Now)

To examine current perceptions of economic equality, a one-way ANOVA was
performed. Levene’s test approached significance but was not violated, F(3, 333) = 2.50, p
=.060. Tukey HSD was used for post-hoc comparisons. The ANOVA revealed a statistically
significant difference between ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 2.69, p = .046, n? = .024
However, post-hoc pairwise comparisons did not yield significant differences (p > .05),

suggesting that while a group-level difference exists, no specific pairs were statistically
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distinct. Descriptive statistics indicate that conservative participants perceived relatively
higher economic equality (M = 1.85), while socialist participants reported the lowest levels
(M = 1.44) (see Table 9).

3.3.16. Economic equality (Future)

Participants’ expectations for future economic equality (2030-2055) were analyzed
with a one-way ANOVA. Levene’s test confirmed homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) =
1.36, p = .254, and Tukey HSD was applied for post-hoc testing. The results were not
statistically significant, F(3, 333) = 1.71, p = .165, »? = .015. Mean scores suggest that
participants across ideological groups generally hold low expectations for future economic

equality (see Table 9).

Table 3.9

Perceived Economic Equality by Political Ideology Across Four Time Periods

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 2.92 1.04 2.40 1.01 1.54 0.80 1.84 0.97

Nationalist ~ 3.01 1.03 2.45 0.97 1.64 0.69 1.71 0.94
Conservative 2.80 0.95 2.80 0.89 1.85 0.88 1.95 1.05
Socialist 3.19 0.95 2.33 0.94 1.44 0.56 1.57 0.80

3.3.17. Traditional values (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine whether participants’ perceptions of
adherence to traditional values during the 1970-1995 period differed significantly across
ideological groups. Levene’s test indicated a violation of the homogeneity of variances
assumption, F(3, 333) = 4.05, p =.008; therefore, Welch’s ANOVA was also reported. The
analysis revealed no statistically significant difference among the ideological groups, F(3,
333) = 1.55, p =.202, Welch’s F(3, 78.89) = 1.65, p = .185. The effect size was small, »? =
.014. Descriptive statistics showed that perceptions of traditional values during this period
were relatively high across all groups, with socialists (M = 4.10, SD = 0.65) reporting slightly
higher scores than liberals (M = 3.83, SD = 0.99), nationalists (M = 3.99, SD = 0.88), and
conservatives (M = 3.85, SD = 0.99) (see Table 10).

56



3.3.18. Traditional values (1995-2020)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to assess whether perceptions of adherence to
traditional values during the 1995-2020 period differed based on political ideology.
Levene’s test confirmed the assumption of homogeneity of variances, F(3, 333) =1.38, p =
249. The ANOVA results indicated no statistically significant difference between
ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 1.90, p = .129, 2 = .017. Descriptive statistics showed that
nationalists (M = 3.18, SD = 0.85) and socialists (M = 3.19, SD = 0.86) reported slightly
higher perceptions of traditional values compared to conservatives (M = 2.95, SD = 1.05)
and liberals (M = 2.94, SD = 0.82), although these differences were not statistically
significant (see Table 10).

3.3.19. Traditional values (Now)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to assess whether perceptions of traditional values
in the current period (2020-2030) differed across ideological groups. Levene’s test indicated
that the assumption of homogeneity of variances was not violated, F(3, 333) = 1.82, p =
.143. Welch’s ANOVA was also reported. The analysis revealed no statistically significant
differences among ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 1.39, p = .245; Welch’s F(3, 82.91) =
1.71, p = .171. The effect size was small, #? = .012. Descriptive statistics showed similar
perceptions across groups: liberals (M =2.46, SD = 0.75), nationalists (M = 2.48, SD = 0.82),
socialists (M = 2.50, SD = 0.87), and conservatives (M = 2.10, SD = 0.72). These findings
suggest that conservatives tend to perceive current traditional values as stronger than other

groups (see Table 10).

3.3.20. Traditional values (Future)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine whether participants’ expectations
regarding society’s future adherence to traditional values (2030-2055) differed by political
ideology. Levene’s test showed that the assumption of homogeneity of variances was met,
F(3, 333) = 0.64, p = .587. The ANOVA revealed no significant differences among
ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 0.28, p = .837, #? = .003. The mean scores were highly
similar across groups: liberals (M = 2.06, SD = 0.90), nationalists (M = 1.96, SD = 0.89),
conservatives (M = 2.05, SD = 1.05), and socialists (M =2.03, SD = 0.85), indicating a shared
expectation of low adherence to traditional values in the future (see Table 10).
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Table 3.10

Perceived Traditional Values Across Historical Periods by Political Ideology

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 3.83 0.99 2.94 0.82 2.46 0.75 2.06 0.90

Nationalist ~ 3.99 0.88 3.18 0.85 2.48 0.82 1.96 0.89
Conservative 3.85 0.99 2.95 1.05 2.10 0.72 2.05 1.05
Socialist 4.10 0.65 3.19 0.86 2.50 0.87 2.03 0.85

3.3.21. Society in general (1970-1995)

A one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine whether participants’ perceptions of
general societal conditions during the 1970-1995 period differed across ideological groups.
Levene’s test indicated that the assumption of homogeneity of variances was met, F(3, 333)
= 0.71, p = .550. The ANOVA revealed no statistically significant difference among
ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 0.56, p = .643; Welch’s F(3, 80.01) = 0.56, p = .640. The
effect size was negligible, n?> = .005. Descriptive statistics showed similar perceptions across
all groups: nationalists (M = 3.43, SD = 0.90), liberals (M = 3.37, SD = 0.95), socialists (M
= 3.30, SD =0.84), and conservatives (M = 3.25, SD = 0.97) (see Table 11).

3.3.22. Society in general (1995-2020)

To examine whether participants’ perceptions of society in general during the 1995—
2020 period differed by political ideology, a one-way ANOVA was conducted. Levene’s
test indicated that the assumption of equal variances was met, F(3, 333) = 1.07, p = .361.
The ANOVA revealed no statistically significant differences among ideological groups, F(3,
333) = 2.45, p =.063; Welch’s F(3, 84.33) = 2.32, p = .081. The effect size was small, =
.022. Descriptive statistics showed that nationalist participants (M = 3.11, SD = 0.85)
reported slightly more positive evaluations of this period compared to conservatives (M =
3.05, SD = 0.69), socialists (M = 2.95, SD = 0.83), and liberals (M = 2.80, SD = 0.88),
although these differences were not statistically significant (see Table 11).

3.3.23. Society in general (Now)

To examine whether perceptions of society in general for the current period (2020—
2030) differ by political ideology, a one-way ANOVA was conducted. Levene’s test

indicated a violation of the homogeneity of variances assumption, F(3, 333) = 2.64, p = .049.
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Therefore, Welch’s ANOV A was used as a corrective measure. The Welch-adjusted analysis
revealed a statistically significant difference between ideological groups, F(3, 79.45) = 4.46,
p =.006. The effect size was small to moderate, 72 = .042. Descriptive statistics showed that
conservatives (M = 2.50, SD = 0.95) reported the highest perceptions of society in general,
followed by nationalists (M = 2.25, SD = 0.82), socialists (M = 1.98, SD = 0.79), and liberals
(M =1.94, SD = 0.79). These findings suggest that conservatives perceive current society in

general more positively compared to other groups (see Table 11).

3.3.24. Society in general (Future)

To assess ideological differences in expectations about the general state of society in
the future (2030-2055), a one-way ANOVA was conducted. Levene’s test confirmed the
assumption of equal variances, F(3, 333) = 0.72, p = .539. The analysis showed no
statistically significant differences among ideological groups, F(3, 333) = 1.74, p = .160;
Welch’s F(3, 78.92) = 1.42, p = .244. The effect size was small, »? = .015. Descriptive
statistics indicated generally low expectations across all groups: conservatives (M = 2.50,
SD =1.15), liberals (M = 2.18, SD = 0.99), nationalists (M = 2.11, SD = 0.95), and socialists
(M =1.98, SD = 1.00) (see Table 11).

Table 3.11

Perceived Society in General by Political Ideology Across Time Periods

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Liberal 3.37 0.95 2.80 0.88 1.94 0.79 2.18 0.99

Nationalist 3.43 0.90 3.11 0.85 2.25 0.82 2.11 0.95
Conservative 3.25 0.97 3.05 0.69 2.50 0.95 2.50 1.15
Socialist 3.30 0.84 2.95 0.83 1.98 0.79 1.98 1.00

3.4. Thematic Change in Perception of Time: Repeated Measures Analyses

The following repeated measures ANOVA analyses directly addressed Hypotheses 1—
4 by examining how participants’ perceptions of different societal themes changed across
four historical periods, and whether these changes varied by political ideology. Repeated
measures ANOVA analyses conducted on six themes regarding participants' social
perceptions of four different time periods to test hypothesis 1, 2, 3, and 4(1970-1995, 1995-
2020, 2020-2030 and 2030-2055) aimed to test the effect of time and time X ideology
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interactions. Mauchly's sphericity test showed assumption violations in all themes, so
Greenhouse-Geisser corrections were applied in the analyses.

As presented in the Table 12, the main effect of time was significant for the respect for
authority theme, F(2.37, 788.9) = 69.60, p < .001, #? = .173. Mean scores show that the
perception of respect for authority decreased over time (Moo = 3.43, Misos = 2.92, Mnow =
2.45, Mruwre = 2.34). This decline is statistically significant in a linear direction, F(1, 333) =
124.02, p <.001, n?=.271. The time x ideology interaction showed a marginal tendency
toward significance, F(7.12, 788.9) = 1.59, p = .089, 52 = .016; the decline was particularly
more pronounced for liberal participants.

The theme of family ties similarly shows a significant decline over time, F(2.37, 788.9)
= 74.47, p < .001, »? = .183. According to the mean scores, the perception of family ties
declined faster after 1995 (Mio70 = 4.05, Misos = 3.52, Mnow = 2.66, MFuture = 2.15). The time
effect was significant both linearly (F(1, 333) = 145.11, p <.001, #?=.303) and quadratically
(F(1, 333) =23.13, p <.001, #?=.065). The time x ideology interaction was not significant,
F(7.05, 782.0) = 1.22, p = .289, n? = .011.

The main effect of time was also significant in the traditionalism theme, F(2.44, 813.2)
= 44.60, p < .001, »? = .118. Mean scores gradually decrease from 1970 to 2055 (Mio7o =
3.15, Migos = 2.77, Mnow = 2. 40, Mruwre = 2.03) and this decrease is significant in linear
direction, F(1, 333) = 96.10, p < .001, »? = .224. The time X ideology interaction is not
statistically significant, F(7.33, 813.2) = 1.51, p = .157, 2= .013.

The perception of economic equality decreased steadily over time, and this change was
statistically significant, F(2.39, 796.0) = 30.65, p <.001, »? = .084. Mean scores were Mis7o
= 3.04, Misos = 2. 50, Mnow = 1.62 and Mruwre = 1.71, and this decrease is significant in both
linear (F(1, 333) = 78.82, p <.001, 2 =.191) and quadratic (F(1, 333) = 16.89, p <.001, ?
=.048) directions. The time x ideology interaction is not significant, F(7.17, 796.0) = 1.13,
p =.340, #2=.010.

A similar decline was observed in the perception of commitment to traditional values.
The main effect of time is significant, F(2.43, 811.2) = 30.18, p < .001, ? = .083. Mean
values decrease over time (Mio7o = 3.95, Misos = 3.07, Mnow = 2.43, Mrywre = 2.03) and this
decrease is linearly significant, F(1, 333) = 72.76, p < .001, #?=.179. The time x ideology
interaction was not significant, F(7.30, 811.2) = 1.23, p = .281, = .011.

Finally, perceptions of the general structure of society also decreased significantly over
time, F(2.42, 806.1) = 54.20, p < .001, #? = .140. Mean scores show a more positive
orientation towards the past and a more negative orientation towards the future (Mis70 = 3.34,
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Migos = 2.98, Mnow = 2.17, Mrure = 2.07). This change reflects a significant linear decrease,
F(1, 333) = 107.80, p < .001, n?=.245. The time x ideology interaction was not significant,
F(7.27,806.1) = 1.31, p = .244, 5= .012.

Table 3.12

Mean Ratings of Perceived Societal Values Across Time Periods

Ideology 1970-1995 1995-2020 Now Future
M SD M SD M SD M SD

Respect for  3.43 0.94 2.92 0.93 2.45 0.97 2.34 0.98

Authority

Family Ties 4.05 0.88 3.52 0.77 2.66 0.81 2.15 0.87

Traditionali  3.15 0.87 2.77 0.84 2.40 0.80 2.03 0.85

sm

Economic 3.04 1.02 2.50 0.96 1.62 0.85 1.71 0.91

Equality

Traditional  3.95 0.87 3.07 0.88 2.43 0.89 2.03 0.91

Values

Society In 3.34 0.91 2.98 0.89 2.17 0.83 2.07 0.88

General

3.5.  Overall Perception of Time: Comparison of Composite Temporal Scores

In addition to testing specific thematic domains, an overall composite score was
calculated by averaging participants’ ratings across all six themes for each time period. This
analysis aimed to capture the general trend in social perceptions over time, regardless of
ideological or thematic nuances.

Mauchly’s test indicated a violation of the sphericity assumption, and thus
Greenhouse-Geisser corrections were applied, W = .510, p < .001. The main effect of time
on the composite societal perception scores was found to be highly significant and
substantial, F(2.07, 688.6) = 378.23, p < .001, ? = .532. Mean comparisons showed a clear
downward trend in time perception scores as presented in the Table 13.

1970-1995 (M = 21.80) > 1995-2020 (M = 18.02) > 2020-2030 (M = 13.71) > 2030-
2055 (M = 12.26) (see Table 14), with all pairwise differences being statistically significant
(p < .001, Bonferroni-adjusted). The interaction between time and political ideology was at
the conventional threshold of significance, Wilks’ Lambda = .950, F(9, 805.7) = 1.89, p =
.050, #? = .017. Although the interaction between time and political ideology only

approached statistical significance (p = .05), it may hint at a subtle divergence in how
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different political groups interpret societal changes over time. While this effect remains
minimal, the overall pattern indicates that participants tend to perceive social life more
negatively as they move from past to future evaluations, possibly reflecting a shared

emotional trajectory across ideological lines.

Table 3.13

Composite Temporal Perception Scores by Time Period

Time Period M SD
1970-1995 (Past1) 21.80 3.69
1995-2020 (Past2) 18.02 3.36
2020-2030 (Now) 13.71 3.06
20302055 (Future) 12.26 3.78

Table 3.14

Paired-Samples t-Test Results Between Time Periods

Comparison Mean Difference (A) t(df)
Pastl vs. Past2 3.77*** 18.42
Pastl vs. Now 8.08*** 31.30
Past1 vs. Future 9.53*** 30.51
Past2 vs. Now 4.31*** 22.85
Past2 vs. Future 5.76*** 22.37
Now vs. Future 1.45%** 8.17

Note. p <.001*** All comparisons are statistically significant. Bonferroni correction was applied. A = mean

difference; t(336) = paired-samples t-test statistic.

3.6.  Differences in Future Evaluations Based on Future Time Orientation (FTO)

To test Hypothesis 5, which posited that individuals’ evaluations of future societal
conditions (2030-2055) would be shaped by their level of Future Time Orientation, a series
of multiple linear regression analyses were conducted using continuous scores from the
Anticipation and Involvement subdimensions of the FTO scale. Results were presented in
Table 15.

Separate regression models were computed for each of the six future-oriented outcome
variables: perceived respect for authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality,
traditional values, and the general societal structure. An additional regression was performed
using a composite future evaluation score, which averaged participants' ratings across all six

domains.
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The results revealed that FTO-Anticipation significantly predicted three future
evaluations. Participants with higher anticipation scores perceived stronger adherence to
traditionalism (8 = .169, p = .002), greater value placed on traditional societal norms (8 =
143, p =.009), and more optimistic views in the overall future composite score (5 =.127, p
= .020). These associations suggest that individuals who tend to plan ahead and avoid
procrastination are more likely to evaluate the future in a more positive light across specific
cultural domains.

On the other hand, FTO-Involvement, reflecting emotional and cognitive investment
in the future did not emerge as a significant predictor in any of the models (all p >.05). This
finding implies that mere psychological engagement with future time may not directly
influence participants' expectations of sociocultural conditions in the coming decades.

The overall variance explained by these models remained modest, with R? values
ranging from .003 to .030 across outcomes. However, significant models were observed for
traditionalism, traditional values, and overall future perceptions, supporting a partial

confirmation of Hypothesis 5.

Table 3.15

Regression Results: Future Evaluations by FTO Subdimensions

Dependent S p s p R? p (Model)
Variable (Anticipati  (Anticipati  (Involvement)  (Involveme
on) on) nt)
Respect for 0.049 0.371 0.03 0.588 0.003 0.586
Authority
Family Ties 0.079 0.147 -0.109 0.046* 0.019 0.044*
Traditionalism 0.169 0.002* -0.03 0.582 0.03 0.006*
Economic 0.074 0.173 -0.038 0.485 0.007 0.3
Equality
Traditional Values 0.143 0.009* -0.048 0.373 0.023 0.02*
Society in General 0.007 0.904 -0.078 0.153 0.006 0.355
Future Total 0.127 0.02* -0.067 0.215 0.021 0.028*

Note. p < .05 is indicated with *. Median split was used to create low and high FTO groups for both

dimensions.
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3.7.  Effect of Political Ideology and Future Time Orientation (Median Split) on

Future Period Evaluations

To test Hypothesis 6, which posits that future time orientation and political ideology
interact in shaping future societal evaluations, six separate 2 x 4 ANOVAs were conducted
across key thematic domains. The dependent variable in each analysis was participants’
evaluations of the future (2030-2055). Although most interaction effects did not reach
statistical significance, a trend-level effect was observed in the domain of economic equality
(p = .094), suggesting a nuanced relationship between future engagement and ideological
orientation in perceptions of economic justice.

Participants’ perceptions of six different sociocultural themes concerning the future
period (2030-2055) were examined through a series of two-way factorial ANOVAS. In these
analyses, political ideology (liberal, nationalist, conservative, socialist) and future time
orientation — anticipation (low vs. high; categorized using median split) were included as
independent variables. The analyses aimed to investigate both the main effects and the
interaction effects of these factors on participants’ future-oriented evaluations across each
thematic domain (See Table 16).

Regarding the theme of respect for authority, the main effect of political ideology was
statistically significant, F(3, 329) = 2.90, p = .035, »? = .026. However, the main effect of
future time orientation — anticipation was not significant, F(1, 329) = 0.30, p = .584. The
interaction between future time orientation and ideology also failed to reach significance,
F(3, 329) = 0.13, p = .944. Although post-hoc comparisons initially showed that liberals
reported significantly higher respect for authority in the future compared to nationalists and
conservatives, these differences did not remain significant after correction for multiple
comparisons. This distinction between uncorrected and corrected results is important to note.

For perceived family ties in the future, neither the main effect of political ideology
(F(3, 329) = 0.88, p = .451, #? = .008) nor the main effect of future time orientation (F(1,
329) = 0.63, p = .427, »? = .002) was statistically significant. Additionally, the interaction
between the two variables was not significant (F(3, 329) = 0.66, p = .576, = .006).

In the domain of traditionalism, no statistically significant effects emerged in the
factorial ANOVA. However, due to violation of normality assumptions in this dimension, a
Kruskal-Wallis test was additionally conducted and revealed a trend-level effect of future
time orientation — anticipation, y*(1) = 3.19, p = .074. Participants with higher anticipation

tended to report slightly stronger future-oriented perceptions of traditionalism, although the
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effect was not statistically robust. Although this result did not reach significance, it may still
reflect a tendency worth further exploration.

Similarly, for perceived economic equality in the future, neither the main effect of
political ideology (F(3, 329) = 0.73, p = .532, #? = .007) nor the main effect of future time
orientation — anticipation (F(1, 329) = 0.18, p = .670, #?=.001) was statistically significant.
The interaction between these two variables was also not significant (F(3, 329) = 0.49, p =
691, n2=.004).

Perceived attachment to traditional values showed no significant main effects either
for political ideology (F(3, 329) = 0.66, p = .579, #?=.006) or future time orientation (F(1,
329) =0.59, p = .444, »?=.002). The interaction effect was again non-significant (F(3, 329)
=1.02, p = .384, n?=.009).

Lastly, participants’ evaluations of the general structure of society in the future were
not significantly influenced by political ideology (F(3, 329) = 0.59, p = .621, »*=.005), nor
by future time orientation (F(1, 329) =1.70, p = .193, 2= .005). Their interaction also failed
to reach statistical significance (F(3, 329) = 0.77, p =.512, »? = .007).

To explore whether individuals’ future time orientation (FTO) involvement levels
interact with their political ideology in shaping their future-oriented societal evaluations, six
separate 2 x 4 ANOVAs were conducted for the dimensions of perceived authority respect,
family ties, traditionalism, economic equality, traditional values, and overall societal
structure. In all models, the dependent variables reflected participants' evaluations of the
2030-2055 period.

For perceived respect for authority, the interaction between FTO involvement and
political ideology was not statistically significant, F(3, 329) = 0.51, p = .676, »? = .005.
Neither the main effect of political ideology, F(3, 329) = 1.09, p = .353, #? = .010, nor the
main effect of FTO involvement, F(1, 329) = 0.03, p = .873, n?<.001, reached significance.

Similarly, for perceived strength of family ties, none of the effects were significant.
The main effects of ideology, F(3, 329) = 0.65, p =.584, 2 =.006, and FTO involvement,
F(1, 329) = 0.38, p = .537, 2= .001, were non-significant. The interaction effect also failed
to reach significance, F(3, 329) = 0.90, p = .442, »? = .008.

In terms of perceived traditionalism, neither political ideology nor FTO involvement
showed significant main effects (p > .40), and the interaction effect was also not significant,
F(3,329) =0.91, p = .435, 2 =.008.

For the perception of economic equality in the future, the analysis revealed a

marginally significant interaction between political ideology and FTO involvement, F(3,
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329) =2.15, p =.094, »?=.019. Although not statistically significant, the effect size suggests
a small but potentially meaningful trend. Participants with low involvement and liberal
ideology reported notably higher expectations of economic fairness (M = 2.33) compared to
their high-involvement counterparts (M = 1.82). No significant main effects were observed
for either political ideology, F(3, 329) =0.35, p =.786, n?=.003, or FTO involvement, F(1,
329) = 0.97, p = .326, n? =.003.

For traditional values, all effects were nonsignificant. Neither political ideology, F(3,
329) =1.66, p =.175, n2=.015, nor FTO involvement, F(1, 329) = 0.65, p = .422, 2 =.002,
nor their interaction, F(3, 329) = 0.40, p = .751, 52 = .004, showed significant associations
with participants’ expectations for 2030—2055.

Finally, for perceived structure of society, results indicated no significant main or
interaction effects. The main effect of political ideology was F(3, 329) = 1.49, p =.218, »?
=.013, and the FTO involvement main effect was F(1, 329) = 0.05, p =.829, #?<.001. The
interaction between ideology and FTO involvement was also not significant, F(3, 329) =
0.39, p =.760, 2= .004.

Table 3.16

Two-Way ANOVA Results for Future Perceptions: Political Ideology * Future Time
Orientation (Anticipation and Involvement Dimensions)

Anticipation Ideology Interaction
F p n’ F p n? F p n’
Respect for
) 0.43 511 .001 2.02 111 .018 0.50 .681 .005
Authority
Family Ties 0.51 478 .002 1.40 243 013 0.40 751 .004
Traditionalism 0.51 477 .002 1.33 264 012 1.29 278 012
Economic
) 0.01 943 .000 0.95 416 .009 0.26 .857 .002
Equality
Traditional
1.64 201 .005 0.63 597 .006 0.60 .612 .005
Values
General
1.53 217 .005 0.78 507 .007 0.78 507 .007
Structure
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3.8. Interaction Between Political Engagement and Perceptions of Social Change

Over Time

To test Hypothesis 7, repeated measures ANOVA was conducted for each thematic
domain to examine whether political engagement (low vs. high) moderated perceptions of
social change across time. It was hypothesized that individuals with higher political
engagement would perceive temporal changes more distinctly compared to those with lower
engagement.

A significant main effect of time was observed across all six themes; respect for
authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality, traditional values, and overall
societal evaluation (p < .001). These findings indicated a consistent downward trend in
participants' evaluations of society over time, with earlier periods rated more positively than
the present or future.

The main effect of political engagement was significant in three domains. Participants
with lower levels of engagement provided significantly higher overall ratings than their high-
engagement counterparts for traditionalism, F(1, 335) = 8.99, p = .003, »? = .026; family
ties, F(1, 335) = 5.39, p=.021, n? = .016; and overall societal scores, F(1, 335) = 7.86, p =
.005, »? = .023. These differences, however, do not reflect changes in the pattern of time
perception across groups, but rather a general tendency among lower-engagement
participants to rate all periods more positively.

The critical time x engagement interaction effect was not statistically significant in
five of the six domains: respect for authority, F(3, 1005) = 0.72, p = .543, »? = .002; family
ties, F(3, 1005) = 1.48, p =.219, »? = .004; traditionalism, F(3, 1005) = 0.35, p =.790, > =
.001; traditional values, F(3, 1005) = 0.36, p =.781, 2 =.001; and overall score, F(3, 1005)
= 0.66, p = .577, n? = .002. However, the interaction reached statistical significance in the
domain of economic equality, F(3, 1005) = 2.79, p = .039, 52 = .008. This result suggests
that highly engaged individuals perceived a sharper decline in economic equality over time
compared to those with low political engagement (See Table 17).
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Table 3.17

Summary of Main and Interaction Effects of Time and Political Engagement on Thematic
Perceptions of Social Change

Time Engagement Interaction  #? Interpretation
Effect (p)  Effect (p) (p)
Respect for <.001* 972 543 .002 Not supported
Authority
Family Ties <.001* .021* 219 .004 Not supported
Traditionalism < .001* .003* .790 .001 Not supported
Economic <.001* .238 .039* .008 Partially
Equality supported
Traditional <.001* 143 781 .001 Not supported
Values
Overall Score  <.001* .005* 577 .002 Not supported

Note. p < .05 is indicated with *.

3.9. ldeological Closeness Across Political Groups

Although no formal hypothesis was specified regarding ideological identification, a
one-way ANOVA was conducted to explore whether participants’ sense of closeness to their
political ideology differed across the four political orientation groups. (Liberal, Socialist,
Conservative, Nationalist). The analysis revealed a significant effect of political ideology on
ideological closeness, F(3, 332) = 8.73, p < .001, »? = .073. Although the effect size was
modest, the results indicate a significant ideological identification gap. Post-hoc
comparisons using the Tukey HSD test indicated that Liberal participants reported
significantly higher closeness scores (M = 5.53, SD = 1.44) than Conservative (M = 4.54,
SD =1.71, p <.001), Nationalist (M = 4.65, SD = 1.52, p = .002), and Socialist participants
(M =4.86, SD = 1.55, p =.014). No other pairwise comparisons reached significance (p >
.05). These findings suggest that individuals with a liberal orientation tend to identify more

strongly with their political ideology compared to other groups (see Table 18).

Table 3.18

Mean Closeness-to-ldeology Scores by Political Orientation
Political Orientation N M SD
Liberal 83 5.53 1.44
Socialist 91 4.86 1.55
Conservative 20 4.54 1.71
Nationalist 143 4.65 1.52
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3.10. Relationships Between Political Ideology and Perceptions of Social Themes

To explore the nuanced ways in which political ideology may shape perceptions of
societal change over time, a series of partial correlation analyses were conducted separately
for four distinct ideological groups: liberals, conservatives, nationalists, and socialists. These
analyses examined the relationship between ideological affiliation and perceived changes in
social domains (e.g., respect for authority, family ties, traditionalism, economic equality,
traditional values, and societal structure) across four historical and future-oriented time
periods (1970-1995, 1995-2020, 2020-2030, 2030-2055). Crucially, all correlations were
computed while statistically controlling for potential confounding variables including
gender, age, education level, socioeconomic status (SES), religiosity, and political
engagement. The results were presented in Table 19.

Overall, most partial correlations were small in magnitude, and only a few reached
statistical significances. However, these significant results offer some insight into how
specific ideological groups perceive social transformation differently across time.

For liberals, a modest but statistically significant positive correlation was found
between liberal identification and future-oriented perceptions of respect for authority (r =
19, p = .001), as well as family ties (r = .11, p = .002). These findings suggest that
individuals with a liberal orientation tend to hold more optimistic expectations for future
respect for authority and slightly more optimistic expectations about family ties in the future.
A similar trend, albeit weaker, was observed in their evaluation of future societal structures
(r=-.11, p = .041).

In contrast, conservative identification did not show any statistically significant
correlations with perceptions of social themes across any time period (p > .05), indicating a
more stable or undifferentiated pattern of evaluation across time among this group.

For nationalists, a weak but statistically significant negative correlation was found with
future-oriented perceptions of respect for authority (r =—.11, p =.047), mirroring the pattern
observed among liberals but with lower effect size. However, no other significant
relationships emerged for nationalists across the remaining domains and time periods.

Among socialists, no significant correlations were observed after controlling for
covariates, except for a small positive correlation with traditionalism in the 1970-1995
period (r = .12, p = .037). This result may indicate a retrospective appreciation for early

forms of social solidarity or community bonds among this group.
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Taken together, these findings underscore the importance of disaggregating political

ideology into its specific forms when investigating its relationship with social perceptions.

Although the effect sizes remain small, the results suggest that ideological positioning—

particularly liberal and nationalist orientations—may influence how individuals imagine the

future of society in terms of authority and familial structures.

Table 3.19

Partial Correlations Between Political ldeological Groups and Perceptions of Social

Themes Across Time

Respect for Authority Past 1
Respect for Authority Past 2

Respect for Authority Now
Respect for Authority Future

Family Ties Past 1
Family Ties Past 2
Family Ties Now

Family Ties Future
Traditionalism Past 1
Traditionalism Past 2
Traditionalism Now
Traditionalism Future
Economic Equality Past 1
Economic Equality Past 2
Economic Equality Now
Economic Equality Future
Traditional Values Past 1
Traditional Values Past 2
Traditional Values Now
Traditional Values Future
Society All Past 1
Society All Past 2
Society All Now

Society All Future

Liberal
-0,037

0,047

0,091
0,187***

-0,030
0,013
0,068
0,113**
-0,044
-0,057
-0,025
0,008
-0,056
-0,003
-0,016
0,089
-0,091
-0,093
-0,026
0,002
0,014
-0,112**
-0,077
0,031

Ideology
Conservative Nationalist
0,469 0,809
0,643 0,603
0,999 0,629
0,409 0,047**
0,728 0,369
0,132 0,683
0,662 0,558
0,323 0,169
0,679 0,321
0,166 0,202
0,926 0,528
0,640 0,374
0,258 0,952
0,147 0,991
0,197 0,387
0,380 0,623
0,366 0,819
0,251 0,374
0,127 0,537
0,304 0,526
0,407 0,454
0,659 0,074
0,334 0,196
0,097 0,829

Socialist
0,195

0,619

0,291
0,130

0,771
0,141
0,758
0,951
0,037
0,094**
0,239
0,550
0,101
0,474
0,173
0,141
0,068
0,208
0,561
0,905
0,526
0,823
0,551
0,241

Note. p < .05*, p < .01**, p <.001***. Correlations are adjusted for gender, age, education, SES, religiosity,

and political engagement.
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3.11. Descriptive Overview of Politically Unclassified Participants

A total of 28 participants provided self-descriptions that could not be classified into
one of the four predefined ideological categories (liberal, conservative, socialist, nationalist).
These responses were either expressions of political non-alignment (e.g., “I do not feel
affiliated with any ideology”) or included unique ideological identifications that did not fit
the main coding frame (e.g., “capitalist”, “sol liberalizm”, “Atatiirk¢ii”’). Additionally, a
small group preferred not to disclose their political orientation or left the item blank.
Although these participants were excluded from hypothesis-driven analyses involving
political ideology, their responses were preserved and summarized for transparency.

The most common subgroup consisted of individuals explicitly stating detachment
from any ideology (N = 4), followed by self-identified democrats and social democrats (N =
5), Atatiirkists (N = 4), anarchists (N = 3), and republicans (N = 2). Five participants used

unique or hybrid labels such as “sol liberalizm”, “capitalist”, or “secular nationalist”. These

entries are detailed in Table 20.

Table 3.20

Self-Reported Political Identities Outside the Four Main Ideological Categories

Reported Identity Frequency
"l do not feel affiliated with any ideology" 4
"Prefer not to say" / Empty / Ambiguous 5
Democrat / Democratic / Social Democrat 5
Atatiirkeii / Atatiirkgiiliik / Kemalist 4
Anarchist / Anargizm 3
Cumhuriyet¢i / Cumhuriyetgilik 2
Other (Sol Liberalizm, Kapitalist, Sekiiler 5

Milliyetg¢i, Muhalif, Apolitik)

Note. A total of 28 participants indicated a political identity that did not match the four main ideological
categories included in the analysis (liberal, conservative, nationalist, socialist). These responses were diverse,
including declarations of non-affiliation, avoidance of labels, or self-defined hybrid categories. While they
were excluded from group-based inferential analyses, their presence was recorded for transparency and

interpretive clarity.
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4. DISCUSSION

This study aimed to examine how individuals' time perceptions of the past, present,
and future are related to the political ideologies they hold. Conducted in the context of
Tiirkiye, where political polarization is high and ideological diversity is observed, this study
aimed to evaluate the impact of ideology on time perception more comprehensively by
taking a multidimensional approach. At the same time, the intersection points between
ideological orientations and psychological variables were examined by including “future
time orientation”, which refers to individuals' tendencies towards the future, and political
engagement levels. While the findings overlap with some studies in the literature, they also
question some established assumptions. In this section, the study's findings will be discussed
in the light of existing theoretical approaches and Tiirkiye's socio-political context, and the

contribution and possible implications of the results obtained will be evaluated.

4.1. Sample Characteristics and Contextual Considerations

The characteristics of the sample structure provide an important context for
interpreting the research findings. This study's sample is predominantly female (81%), which
may limit the generalizability of the findings. Considering that gender may be related to
ideological orientations and perceptions of time, certain tendencies may have been observed
as more dominant in a sample with a predominance of women.

In terms of educational attainment, the majority of the sample is high school graduates
(67.7%). Since most of the sample was collected from university students, the last education
level they graduated from was actually high school. This may have an impact on the level of
political participation in general and the mastery of ideological concepts.

In terms of ideological identity, the highest percentage of respondents identified as
nationalist (42.4%), followed by socialist (27%), liberal (24.6%) and conservative (5.9%).
Considering that nationalism appeals to a wide range of voters in Tiirkiye, this distribution
is meaningful in terms of reflecting the ideological tendencies of the sample. However, the
relatively low proportion of conservative individuals indicates that caution should be
exercised in interpreting the relationship between this group and time perception and other
psychological variables. The relatively low rate of conservative participants in the sample
points to a situation that is frequently encountered in the literature. Conservative individuals
may have various reservations, especially when participating in survey-based academic

studies. These include a lack of trust in the research or the researcher (Yilmaz, 2017),
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ideological distance from academia (Santoro & Sydnor, 2024), and assumptions that the
researcher may be biased (Cologna et al., 2025). This is particularly evident in highly
politically polarized societies, where the decision to participate is often filtered through an
individual's ideological filter (Pew Research Center, 1998).

When the descriptive data on continuous variables are analyzed, it is seen that the
political involvement level of the participants is at a medium-high level and their ideological
affinity scores are relatively high. This suggests that the sample consists of politically
engaged individuals and therefore ideological influences on time perception may be

observed more prominently.

4.2.  Political Engagement and Demographic Factors

There was no significant difference between the political engagement levels of the
participants according to their political ideology. Although it is noteworthy that socialist
participants show a higher level of political engagement on average, this difference is not
statistically significant. This indicates that ideological orientation alone may not be a
determinant of an individual's active engagement in political processes. Although some
studies in the literature suggest that especially left-leaning individuals are more prone to
collective action and political activism (Jost et al., 2003), this effect may not be statistically
visible in all contexts. In countries with high political engagement, such as Tiirkiye, although
this rate is high in socialism, which is a left-oriented ideology, there is no statistically
significant result due to the high political engagement in all ideologies across the country,
and Tiirkiye was found to be politically engaged as expected. In the Turkish context,
ideological orientation should be evaluated together with mediating variables such as the
individual's level of trust in the system, perception of political opportunity structure and
expectation of political representation.

The study found that male participants showed significantly higher political
engagement than female participants. This finding reflects the impact of gender roles in the
political sphere. Especially in societies with strong patriarchal structures, there are various
structural and cultural barriers to women's active engagement in political decision-making
mechanisms (Yiiksel, 2021). The fact that women are pushed into spectator or supportive
roles rather than being political actors may be reflected in lower scores on political
engagement scales. In addition, the dominance of male dominance in the public sphere can
be considered as a factor preventing women from increasing their visibility and voice in

political issues. In this context, the result shows that not only individual motivations but also
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structural inequalities shape political engagement. Nevertheless, when interpreting this
finding, it should be kept in mind that the difference in the number of participants in the
study should also be taken into account.

It is observed that political engagement increases significantly as the level of education
increases. High school graduates have lower levels of political engagement compared to
bachelor's and master's degree graduates. This finding is in line with many studies in the
literature. The level of education is considered a factor that increases not only an individual's
access to political information but also his/her critical thinking skills, awareness of social
responsibility, and courage to speak out on public issues (Verba, et al. 1995). Especially
among the young population, new forms of political engagement, such as social media
campaigns, digital petitions and online calls to action, are more often adopted by highly
educated individuals (Cender & Kus, 2024). The results obtained in this framework once
again emphasize the importance of education-oriented policies to increase political
engagement.

4.3.  The Relationship Between Future Time Orientation and Political Engagement

The findings of this study revealed that the Involvement dimension of time orientation
towards the future, which represents emotional and cognitive commitment, is significantly
related to individuals' level of political engagement. It is observed that individuals who
mentally invest in the future are more involved in political processes. This is in line with the
theoretical approaches in the literature that argue that time perspective is closely related to
motivation to take action (Boniwell & Zimbardo, 2015; Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015). In
particular, individuals setting long-term goals, mentally preparing for possible future
scenarios, and positioning themselves as active subject in these scenarios may support the
tendency to take social responsibility and thus political engagement.

On the other hand, the Anticipation dimension of the FTO, that is, individuals'
behavioral time management tendencies such as planning or abit of leaving things to the last
minute, was not significantly related to political engagement. This finding suggests that
political engagement may be related not only to the individual's planning habits but also to
the meaning and emotional states that the individual attributes to that plan. Although
planning behaviors are theoretically considered part of future orientation, they may not
translate into political action unless they are accompanied by a sense of agency and
emotional involvement. In other words, individuals may plan extensively in their personal

lives but remain detached from political matters if they do not perceive political engagement

74



as meaningful or relevant to their goals. This result highlights the importance of
differentiating between the behavioral and affective components of future time orientation
when examining political behavior. This is because, although individuals may plan in their
daily lives, they may not see themselves as effective actors in the political arena or they may
not be emotionally engaged enough in this area. Therefore, planning behavior may be a
sufficient but not a necessary condition for political behavior. This distinction suggests that
time orientation has not only a behavioral but also a meaning-making aspect (Boniwell &
Zimbardo, 2015; Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015;).

In support of this relationship, regression analyses showed that only Involvement was
the sub-dimension that significantly predicted political engagement. This finding suggests
that emotional and intellectual engagement about the future may make individuals more
politically active. However, the total variance explained by the model is quite low. This
reminds us that political engagement is not shaped by time orientation alone but in
combination with many other factors such as personality traits, characteristics of the political
environment, opportunity structure, and social identity (Verba et al., 1995). Nevertheless,
individuals' intellectual orientation towards the future and their level of emotional

investment stand out as important psychological determinants of political engagement.

4.4.  Future Time Orientation (FTO) and Political Ideology

The study examined whether individuals’ future time orientation differs significantly
based on their political ideology. The findings, however, indicate that there is no such
difference. Both the Anticipation subdimension (reflecting tendencies such as planning and
last-minute behavior) and the Involvement subdimension (reflecting emotional and mental
engagement with the future) showed no statistically significant variation across ideological
groups.

This result supports the idea that time orientation is shaped more by personal traits or
individual life history than by political ideology. Indeed, the literature emphasizes that time
perspective is a relatively stable tendency influenced by a person’s identity development,
values, and lived experiences (Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015). From this perspective, the fact that
people from different ideological backgrounds relate to time in similar ways is not
unexpected.

Still, some minor trends emerge from the descriptive statistics. For instance, the
slightly higher mean score of socialist participants on the Involvement subdimension may

suggest a greater degree of cognitive engagement with the future. Likewise, the slightly
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higher Anticipation scores among nationalist participants could indicate a stronger
orientation toward planning or time management. However, since these differences are not
statistically significant, they should be regarded as minor sample-specific variations rather
than meaningful group distinctions.

More broadly, these findings suggest that while ideological orientations help shape
people’s views about the world and society, they may not exert a direct influence on more
subjective and internal psychological tendencies such as time perception. In particular,
concepts like future time orientation may appear to be more closely linked with personal
factors such as life satisfaction, goal-setting tendencies, intrinsic motivation, or self-concept
(Seginer, 2009). Political ideologies, by contrast, are more likely to guide individuals’
outward attitudes and behaviors.

Overall, the findings underscore that time orientation may function more as an
individual psychological construct rather than an ideological one, particularly in young adult
populations with fluid political identities.

4.5.  Perception of Time and Political 1deology Investigating the Social Themes

This study examined how individuals' perceptions of social change over time are
shaped by their political ideological positions. The results point to a layered reality. While
strong and consistent differences between ideological groups were rare, certain themes and
time periods revealed more noticeable variations.

Across all six social themes, participants showed a remarkable level of agreement in
their retrospective evaluations. Regardless of ideological orientation, the period between
1970 and 1995 was consistently remembered as a time when social bonds were stronger,
respect for authority was higher, and traditional values were more central. This convergence
suggests that perceptions of the past are influenced more by shared cultural memory than by
political identity. In social psychology, it is widely acknowledged that individuals tend to
reconstruct their group's past in a positive light as part of identity formation (Liu & Hilton,
2005; Bar-Tal, 2000). In Tiirkiye, studies by Kagitcibasi (1996) and Imamoglu (1998) have
similarly shown that collectivist values and strong communal ties are central elements of
cultural memory. However, because collective memory was not directly measured, this
interpretation should be viewed as an avenue for future research rather than a definitive
account.

However, when it comes to evaluations of the present (2020-2030) and future (2030-
2055), the picture becomes more complex. Although group-level ANOVA results showed
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few statistically significant differences, partial correlation analyses revealed more distinct
ideological patterns, especially among liberal, conservative, and nationalist participants.

For example, with respect for authority, liberals reported higher expectations of future
respect for authority than nationalists and socialists, albeit the overall trend for all groups
was downward. This finding is consistent with research suggesting that liberal orientations
are often associated with skepticism toward hierarchical structures, whereas conservatives
value authority as a source of social stability (Jost et al., 2003; Graham et al., 2009). Recent
studies on youth and social values in Tiirkiye indicate fluctuating trust levels toward
institutions such as the judiciary, police, and government authorities, reflecting broader
societal shifts in expectations of authority and governance (KONDA, 2024).

Regarding perceptions of society's general structure, conservative participants
evaluated both the current and future periods more positively than other groups. This finding
aligns with system justification theory, which suggests that right-leaning individuals are
more likely to perceive existing social arrangements as legitimate and desirable (Jost &
Hunyady, 2005). Findings by Carkoglu and Toprak (2007) demonstrate that conservative
worldviews in Tiirkiye place a strong emphasis on social harmony, political stability, and
the preservation of traditional societal structures.

In the domain of traditional values, although no strong group-level differences
emerged, conservative participants tended to score slightly higher, particularly when
evaluating the future. This subtle trend supports the idea that traditional values continue to
hold symbolic importance for conservative identities, even in a context of rapid social
change (Inglehart & Norris, 2016). In Tiirkiye, the ongoing public discourse about "family
values™ and "cultural erosion" illustrates how traditionalism remains a salient topic across
the political spectrum but is more strongly emphasized in right-wing narratives.

Interestingly, family ties and economic equality appeared much less ideologically
polarized. Participants across all ideological groups reported similar perceptions about the
weakening of family ties and persistent economic inequalities. These findings suggest that
some social issues may be seen as part of a broader societal narrative rather than through an
ideological lens. For instance, in Tiirkiye, the impact of urbanization, neoliberal reforms,
and globalization have widely been discussed as contributing to changes in family structures
and widening social disparities (Bugra & Keyder, 2006; Bugra & Savaskan, 2014).

The fact that certain themes—such as authority and society in general—revealed
stronger ideological patterns while others did not, can be explained by the varying symbolic

and emotional importance attached to different social domains. As previous research

77



indicates, political ideology tends to shape perceptions more strongly in areas that are closely
tied to values like hierarchy, tradition, and order (Zmigrod et al., 2018; Graham et al., 2009).
By contrast, themes such as family ties or economic conditions, although politically relevant,
may also be heavily influenced by shared cultural experiences and broader structural forces.

Taken together, these results suggest that political ideology does not act as a constant
filter shaping all aspects of temporal perception. Instead, its influence is selective and
emerges more clearly when individuals evaluate social themes that resonate closely with
their core values and political identities. In many other domains, collective memory, cultural
narratives, and personal experiences appear to play a more significant role. Future research
could explore how emotional investment in specific social themes and perceptions of threat
or stability further modulate the relationship between ideology and temporal perception,

particularly in dynamic socio-political contexts like Tirkiye.

4.6.  Perception of Social Change Across Time

To evaluate hypotheses 1, 2, 3, and 4, we investigated how individuals' political
ideologies relate to their perceptions of societal change across time. In line with the study's
multidimensional approach to political ideology, findings revealed a complex but coherent
narrative: participants, regardless of ideological stance, tended to idealize the past, view the
present with concern, and approach the future with heightened pessimism. These patterns
align with theoretical frameworks suggesting that temporal perception is deeply rooted in
both personal time orientation (Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015) and collective memory systems
(Halbwachs, 1992), rather than being shaped solely by current ideological leanings.

Across all examined themes, a consistent and statistically significant downward trend
was observed in participants' evaluations from the past to the future. Respect for authority,
family ties, traditional values, economic equality, social bonds, and the perceived overall
structure of society were all rated more positively for the past and increasingly negatively
for the present and future. Particularly, inflection points around the post-1995 period became
apparent, suggesting that larger socio-political shifts in Tiirkiye, such as neoliberal reforms
and accelerated urbanization (Bugra & Keyder, 2006), may have influenced collective
evaluations of societal change. However, from a psychological perspective, this perception
likely reflects broader patterns of "rosy retrospection” (Mitchell et al., 1997), where

individuals' memories of the past are selectively reconstructed in a more favorable light.
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When the role of political ideology was considered, it became evident that ideological
positioning exerted only selective and theme-specific influences. In general, ideological
differences did not dominate perceptions across time; rather, only in certain domains such
as respect for authority, traditional values, and societal structure did ideological alignment
show small but meaningful effects. Specifically, liberal participants exhibited more positive
expectations for future respect for authority compared to nationalist and socialist
participants. This aligns with psychological theories suggesting that individuals with liberal
orientations are more critical of hierarchical structures and display greater openness to
democratic reforms (Jost et al., 2003).

Meanwhile, conservatives rated the overall societal structure most positively in the
present and future, but they did not lead on traditional-values scores; in fact, their ‘Now’
rating was the lowest of all groups. This finding is consistent with the system justification
theory (Jost & Hunyady, 2005), which posits that conservative individuals are more likely
to perceive existing social arrangements as legitimate and desirable. Such tendencies may
buffer conservative participants against perceiving rapid societal changes as
overwhelmingly negative, though the general trend of decline was observed across all
groups.

Interestingly, for themes like family ties and economic equality, political ideology
exerted minimal influence. The shared perception of weakening family ties and declining
economic fairness suggests that some aspects of societal change are perceived as collective
experiences, transcending ideological boundaries. This may be partly explained by
emotional convergence models (Jost, 2017), which argue that under conditions of rapid
societal transformation, individuals across ideological lines may experience similar
emotional reactions such as loss, uncertainty, or nostalgia. Recent data from youth surveys
in Tiirkiye also indicate a widespread sense of economic pessimism, distrust toward social
institutions, and uncertainty about the future among younger generations, reflecting the
broader emotional patterns observed in the present study (KONDA & GoFor, 2024). This
shared decline in optimism is further supported by public data in Tiirkiye, which indicate a
gradual decrease in perceived social trust and future expectations over the last two decades
(TUIK, 2022; World Values Survey, 2022).

The overall decline in temporal perception scores, as evidenced by the composite
index, further underlines this shared pessimism. Each successive time period was evaluated
significantly more negatively than the previous one, and this pattern held even after

controlling for ideological orientation. Although the interaction between time and ideology
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approached significance, it remained minimal, suggesting that while ideology may add
subtle coloration to perceptions, the main narrative is one of collective emotional experience
rather than polarized worldviews.

Psychologically, these findings align with theories of motivated cognition and
affective forecasting. Research shows that people often overestimate future difficulties and
losses compared to past experiences (Gilbert et al., 1998), contributing to a general
anticipation of decline. Furthermore, the emotional salience of perceived threats to social
cohesion, traditional structures, and economic fairness may enhance negative future
expectations, as emotional memory tends to prioritize experiences of loss and uncertainty
(Baumeister et al., 2001).

Thematically, the steepest declines were observed in respect for authority, family ties,
and adherence to traditional values. Similarly, findings from the World Values Survey
(2022) highlight a global and national trend of declining trust in institutions and increasing
concerns about societal fragmentation. This suggests that societal transformations touching
on moral order, relational stability, and authority structures are perceived as particularly
disruptive. In the Turkish context, where family and authority have historically constituted
central pillars of social life (Kagitcibasi, 1996; imamoglu, 1998), perceived erosion in these
areas may trigger stronger emotional responses.

While participants' perceptions of economic equality also declined, this domain
seemed slightly less ideologically charged compared to authority and tradition-related
themes. Recent reports by TUIK (2023) also reveal widening income disparities and
persistent inequalities in Tirkiye, aligning with participants' pessimistic outlook on future
economic equality. The general pessimism about future economic conditions aligns with
broader global trends of economic disenchantment (Piketty, 2014) and reflects findings from
national surveys indicating growing concerns about wealth distribution and opportunity gaps
in Tiirkiye (TUIK, 2023).

Overall, the results suggest that although political ideology provides cognitive
schemas that selectively shape perceptions of authority, tradition, and societal structure,
broader emotional and cultural dynamics, such as collective memory, uncertainty about
modernization, and shared societal anxieties, play a more dominant role in shaping
perceptions of time.

In conclusion, participants did not merely express ideological positions about social
change; they narrated a collective emotional story where the past is idealized, the present is

problematic, and the future is fraught with uncertainty. Psychological mechanisms such as
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nostalgia, motivated cognition, affective forecasting biases, and shared cultural narratives
appear to be key drivers of these perceptions. This study highlights the need for future
research to further examine how individual cognitive-emotional tendencies and broader
cultural narratives interact in shaping perceptions of social change over time. Rather than
seeing ideology as a simple left-right filter, understanding it as a context-sensitive and
theme-specific framework, embedded within shared emotional landscapes, offers a richer

and more accurate perspective.

4.7.  The Relationship Between Future Orientation and Time Perception

To test hypothesis 5, we examined how individuals' future evaluations are shaped by
their levels of Future Time Orientation, focusing on two subdimensions: Anticipation and
Involvement. The results pointed to an important distinction: it was not simply thinking or
feeling about the future that made a difference but rather being organized and action oriented.

Regression analyses showed that individuals who scored higher on Anticipation were
more likely to hold relatively hopeful views about the future. This tendency was especially
visible when it came to expectations around traditionalism and traditional values. These
results suggest that having a clear plan and structure for the future can act as a psychological
anchor, helping people resist broader societal pessimism. This finding echoes earlier
research suggesting that goal-setting and future planning are linked to stronger feelings of
personal control and resilience (Boniwell & Zimbardo, 2015).

On the other hand, emotional and cognitive engagement with the future seized by the
Involvement dimension did not significantly predict more positive future evaluations. Being
emotionally connected to the future, without a sense of structured agency, seems insufficient
to shield individuals from a more negative outlook. This distinction aligns with
psychological models emphasizing that future-oriented optimism is closely tied to perceived
agency and control (Nurmi, 1991; Oyserman & James, 2011).

While the amount of variance explained by these models was modest, the pattern is
still meaningful. It highlights that when people feel they are actively shaping their future
they are more likely to envision a better tomorrow. Merely caring about the future, without
concrete behavioral steps, may not provide the same buffer against pessimism.

Regarding the scale itself, the FTO measure performed well in this sample. The
Anticipation and Involvement subdimensions demonstrated solid internal consistency and
theoretical clarity. Some items that weakened the theoretical structure were removed during

the scale refinement process, improving the overall measurement quality. Especially for
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Anticipation, the items clustered strongly around future planning behaviors, supporting its
conceptual coherence (Field, 2024; Gliem & Gliem, 2003).

Taken together, these findings highlight that how people think about the future is not
just about emotions or general attitudes which are closely tied to what they do about it.
Planning, organizing, and preparing seem to give individuals a firmer psychological footing
to imagine a hopeful future. Emotional engagement is valuable, but it appears to need the
support of structured action to translate into optimistic expectations. Building and supporting
future-oriented behaviors may thus be a key pathway to help individuals navigate uncertainty

and maintain a positive vision for the future.
4.8.  The Interaction of Political Ideology and Future Time Orientation with Future

Social Assessments

For hypothesis 6, we looked at how people’s political ideology and views on the future
affect their thoughts about society. The results show that these factors have some influence,
but it is quite limited.

Across six social themes, neither political ideology nor future time orientation was a
strong predictor. Most main effects and interactions were not statistically significant. This
suggests that people’s views about the future are not just reflections of their political
identities or how future-minded they are. One exception is in the area of economic equality.
Here, we saw a trend where emotional-cognitive involvement and political ideology
interacted. Participants with lower future involvement who identified as liberal tended to
have slightly more positive views on future economic fairness. This finding wasn't fully
statistically significant but hints at a complex relationship between political and
psychological factors under certain conditions. These results suggest that when thinking
about the distant future, common emotional climates and shared uncertainties may matter
more than political ideologies or planning habits. This aligns with psychological research
showing that, under high uncertainty, people often share emotional responses even if their
political views differ (Jost, 2017; Baumeister et al., 2001).

The limited role of future time orientation stands out. While planning and emotional
investment in the future are important for personal goals, they might not change people's
broader societal expectations. This is especially true when larger cultural narratives about
uncertainty or decline are prominent. Time orientation might serve as a buffer in personal

life. It may not help us understand social change. The findings suggest that when thinking

82



about the future of society, participants’ emotional responses may be influenced more by
shared anxieties and hopes than by their political views or planning styles. Future studies
could explore whether more specific psychological traits, like intolerance of uncertainty or
belief in progress, better explain how people imagine the social future. While political
ideologies and future time orientation add subtle shades to visions of the future, the broader
emotional climate shaped by shared cultural narratives seems to dominate the general

picture.

4.9. Interaction Between Political Engagement Level and Perception of Time

The seventh hypothesis of the study proposed that individuals’ perceptions of social
change over time may vary depending on their level of political participation. Repeated
measures analyses were conducted to compare the temporal perceptions of high and low
political engagement groups across six key social themes. The significant main effect of time
across all themes reflects a well-established pattern in the literature: individuals tend to view
the past with greater positivity compared to the present and future. This temporal asymmetry
echoes Keough and colleagues (1999) work on time perspective and is consistent with
Davis’s (1979) sociological account of nostalgia, which suggests that societies often idealize
the past in response to contemporary uncertainties.

However, the main effect of political engagement level was only significant in a few
specific domains. Notably, participants with lower political participation rated all time
periods more favorably when evaluating family ties, social ties, and the general structure of
society. This suggests that individuals less engaged in political discourse may maintain a
more optimistic or less critical stance toward societal development. Previous studies have
shown that individuals with low levels of political engagement are less likely to encounter
competing viewpoints and tend to experience less institutional distrust. As a result, they often
maintain a more static and undifferentiated view of society (Dalton, 2008; Hooghe &
Marien, 2013). This may explain why political disengagement is associated with a flattened
perception of societal change.

Crucially, the interaction effect between time and political engagement, the central
focus of this hypothesis was found to be statistically significant only for the theme of
economic equality. Politically engaged individuals perceived economic inequalities as
worsening more sharply over time compared to their less engaged counterparts. This finding
aligns with prior research suggesting that increased political awareness heightens sensitivity

to systemic inequalities and social injustice. Jost and colleagues (2003) emphasized how
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ideological orientation informs such perceptions, while van Zomeren and colleagues (2008)
highlighted the role of collective identity and perceived injustice in driving critical
awareness of structural issues. Political engagement often enhances individuals’ sensitivity
to macro-level societal patterns, particularly those related to distributive justice and
inequality.

In other domains, this interaction was not observed, suggesting that although political
participation may influence how intensely social changes are evaluated, it does not
necessarily alter the form or direction of time perception. This is an important distinction:
while politically active individuals may exhibit a more critical stance, particularly regarding
inequality the overall pattern of “past positive, future negative” remains consistent across
engagement levels. These findings imply that political participation can deepen the
emotional and evaluative intensity of time perception, but it does not substantially shift its
structural pattern.

The findings suggest that political engagement does not alter the general direction of
time perception but rather adds complexity to how social realities are interpreted across time.
McLeod and colleagues (1999) found that politically engaged individuals process
information in more cognitively elaborated ways, and Jost (2017) further argues that
ideological involvement enriches how people emotionally and cognitively construct social

meaning, especially when the issues are personally or thematically salient.
4.10. ldeological Closeness and Politically Unclassified Participants: Reflections on

the Validity of the Model

Lastly, we looked at how participants felt close to their political beliefs. We also
described participants who did not fit traditional ideologies. These findings shed light on the
four-dimensional political ideology model used in this study.

There was a notable difference in ideological closeness among groups. Liberal
participants felt stronger emotional ties to their political views than conservatives,
nationalists, and socialists. The effect size was modest, but it suggests that a liberal identity
may be more integrated into self-concept. Research shows that liberalism's focus on
autonomy and individual expression helps create a stronger political identity (Federico &
Malka, 2023; Jost et al., 2009).

In contrast, conservative and nationalist participants reported lower levels of

ideological closeness. This may reflect their ideologies, which often stress loyalty to existing
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systems and collective belonging over personal values. Socialist participants showed
moderate closeness, similar to conservatives and nationalists.

Most participants fit into one of the four ideological categories, while a small group
did not. Among those unclassified, a significant portion rejected ideological labels or
described themselves as apolitical. Others used hybrid labels like “social democrat,”
“Atatiirkist,” or “secular nationalist.”

This distribution aligns with recent research showing that political identities are
becoming more complex, especially among younger and urban populations (Bennett et al.,
2011; Dalton, 2013). Still, the low number of unclassified individuals suggests that the
multidimensional model used here is strong and inclusive for capturing political identities in
contemporary Tirkiye.

These results show that ideological identity serves as a mental framework and
emotional anchor. Political psychology says that strong ideological ties create consistent
attitudes and more political involvement (Huddy et al., 2015). The close ideological ties
among participants, especially liberals, show that political identities are key to many people's
self-concept. Recognizing politically unclassified participants highlights the changing nature
of political self-definition. Rather than seeing them as outliers, their presence emphasizes
the need for flexible models that embrace both traditional and emerging political identities
(Hawkins et al., 2018; Mounk, 2018).

In summary, while not all participants fit neatly into the defined ideological categories,
the model used here captured meaningful psychological differences in political self-
definition. The findings support using a multidimensional framework to understand

ideological identity in today’s social contexts.
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5. CONCLUSION

This thesis aimed to examine how individuals' future time perceptions and orientations
relate to their political ideological identities and to understand how perceptions of social
values over time are shaped by ideology, political engagement, and individual tendencies.
Within the scope of the study, important variables affecting the individual's social position
such as future time orientation (FTO), political ideology, political engagement, and
ideological closeness were evaluated together. Additionally, time perceptions of social
values were comprehensively analyzed within a framework extending from the past to the
future.

In the first part of the study, we focused on whether individuals' future-oriented time
tendencies (Anticipation reflecting behavioral planning, and Involvement reflecting
emotional and cognitive commitment) differ according to their political ideological
identities. However, the analyses indicated that there was no statistically significant
difference between ideological groups on these subdimensions. This result supports the view
that time orientation is not directly shaped by political ideology but is rather influenced by
individual characteristics or life experiences. In the literature, time perspective is described
as a relatively stable and individually centered tendency, associated with the self-concept,
value system, and developmental processes of the individual (Zimbardo & Boyd, 2015).
Therefore, it is not surprising that individuals from different ideological backgrounds may
show similar time orientations.

On the other hand, the relationship between political engagement and FTO is
particularly striking. While the Involvement subdimension significantly predicted political
engagement, the Anticipation dimension did not show a significant effect. This finding
suggests that planning behaviors alone may not be sufficient for political participation, and
that emotional and cognitive investment in the future plays a more central role. Political
engagement appears to require not only behavioral regularity but also the attribution of
meaning to the future and a sense of social responsibility. In this context, it seems reasonable
to expect that individuals who are emotionally invested in the future also tend to be more
politically active.

Regression results also showed that the Anticipation aspect of the FTO was a modest
but consistent source of hope. Higher Expectancy scores predicted more positive

expectations for future traditionalism, traditional values and the overall ‘future composite'

86



index. In short, respondents who are in the habit of organizing and planning their future are
better able to resist the general climate of pessimism.

The second main focus of the thesis was to explore how perceptions of social values
over time differ according to ideological positions. Both general trends over time and
ideological differences were analyzed. The findings revealed that perceptions of the past
were consistently more positive, whereas expectations for the future were more pessimistic.
This trend emerged as a linear decline across almost every theme. Especially in areas such
as respect for authority, family ties, economic equality, the 1970-1995 period was evaluated
more positively, while expectations for the 2030—-2055 period remained considerably lower.
The decline appeared largely independent of political ideology, suggesting that perceptions
of social disintegration, insecurity, and individualization have become widespread in
Tiirkiye over time.

Political engagement itself colored temporal perception only at the margins, but a
notable interaction emerged: highly engaged respondents saw a much steeper historical
decline in economic equality than their less engaged peers. Thus, political engagement seems
to sharpen sensitivity to distributive injustice over time, even while leaving intact the
trajectory that the past is good and the future is bad.

However, small but notable differences were observed depending on ideological
orientation. For instance, liberals expressed significantly higher expectations regarding
future respect for authority. Additionally, although it is not significant, socialists reported
lower expectations for future economic equality. These findings indicate that political
ideology continues to shape attitudes toward certain social themes. Nevertheless, most of
these differences remained statistically limited, and the overall picture revealed a general
perception of social pessimism that transcends ideological divides.

Partial correlation analyses also found that, controlling for demographic characteristics
and religiosity, stronger liberal identity was associated with slightly more optimistic
expectations of future respect for authority and family ties. This suggests that liberalism,
which is often framed as anti-hierarchical in Turkey, may also harbor a rule of law-centered
appreciation for authority and relational harmony.

A final descriptive finding concerns ideological closeness. Liberals reported a
significantly stronger emotional attachment to their ideology than conservatives,
nationalists, or socialists. This heightened identification may help explain why liberal
respondents showed the most distinct thematic expectations: identity-central ideologies tend

to amplify both attentiveness and affective investment in societal issues.
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When all findings are considered together, this thesis highlights that the perception of
time is a psychological construct that is largely independent of ideology and shaped by
individual differences. Perceptions of social values are influenced not only by political
stances but also by the way individuals relate to time and the future. This Tiirkiye-specific
study contributes valuable insights to both the psychology of time and the field of political
psychology.

Overall, this study suggests that the perception of time, while not entirely independent
of individual ideologies, may be shaped more by general psychological dispositions and
shared cultural narratives. While ideological differences seem to be influential in
assessments of past, present and future social values, the general tendency of participants
was to develop a growing sense of negativity towards the passage of time. These findings
suggest that time perception may be related not only to individual political identities but also
to broader societal emotions and shared perceptions. Thus, the results of this study provide
a perspective that time perception, while encompassing individual differences, may be a

more collective and culturally shared psychological construct.

5.1. Limitation and Suggestions for Future Studies

Although this study provides important insights into the relationship between political
ideology, future time orientation, and the perception of social change, several limitations
must be acknowledged, and future research directions can be proposed accordingly.

First, the data were collected through an online, voluntary survey method. Although
this method provides broad access to participants, it limits the representativeness of the
sample. In particular, the low participation rate of conservative or politically disengaged
individuals led to an imbalance between ideological groups. This situation may have
restricted the diversity of political perspectives captured in the study. Future research should
aim to create more balanced and heterogeneous samples to allow for healthier comparisons
across different ideological groups.

Second, all data were gathered through self-report measures. Self-reports are
vulnerable to biases such as social desirability, self-censorship, and underreporting of true
beliefs, especially in politically polarized environments like Tiirkiye. Participants may have
refrained from expressing their genuine political views openly. Future studies could
minimize these biases by incorporating indirect measurement techniques or experimental

paradigms that better protect participants’ anonymity and reduce self-presentation concerns.
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Third, the structure of time perception measurement was based on predefined historical
periods (e.g., 1970-1995, 1995-2020). However, the extent to which these periods align
with participants’ own lived experiences varies according to their birth years. Especially for
younger participants born after 1990, perceptions of earlier decades are likely shaped by
second-hand narratives such as family stories or media portrayals rather than direct personal
experience. Future research could address this by explicitly measuring historical memory,
generational narratives, and mediated representations when analyzing temporal perceptions.

Fourth, although the study focused on the Anticipation and Involvement
subdimensions of Future Time Orientation (FTO), these do not fully encompass broader
aspects of temporal psychology such as hedonism, fatalism, or differentiated attachments to
the past, present, and future. Future research could incorporate multidimensional time
perspective scales to capture individuals’ complex relationships with different temporal
zones more comprehensively. Additionally, the FTO scale could be adapted or newly
developed to more directly measure future social perceptions, rather than focusing only on
general behavioral and emotional future tendencies.

Fifth, while this study focused on single-item measurements for each societal theme,
this approach may limit the internal consistency and content validity of the constructs. It is
recommended that future studies develop or employ more detailed, multi-item scales
specifically tailored to assess perceptions of social domains such as respect for authority,
family ties, traditionalism, and economic equality across time.

Moreover, the current design asked participants to rate themes based on general
impressions. A more subtle assessment could be achieved by separating two dimensions: (1)
how participants perceive the level of a given phenomenon (e.g., low or high respect for
authority) and (2) how positively or negatively they evaluate this perceived level. Such dual
assessments would allow researchers to disentangle whether participants’ pessimism stems
from their perception of change itself or from their evaluation of that change.

In addition, the study relied on participants selecting a single political ideology to
report their closeness. However, ideological affiliations are often multidimensional. Future
studies could improve this by allowing participants to rate their closeness to multiple
ideological categories through Likert-type scales. This approach would provide a richer,
gradient view of political identity and allow for the investigation of hybrid or overlapping
political self-concepts.

Participants who could not be categorized under the main ideological groups were also

encountered in this study. Although their data were descriptively presented, future research
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could focus more systematically on such hybrid or uncategorized identities. Pre-studies
could be conducted to identify contemporary political self-definitions more accurately,
particularly in rapidly changing political climates.

Furthermore, a longitudinal research design could offer valuable insights into how
perceptions of social change evolve over time. For example, repeating the study after major
political or societal shifts, such as a change in government or significant policy reforms,
could help to test the stability or variability of societal time perceptions.

Finally, as the study utilized a cross-sectional, correlational design, causal inferences
could not be made. Longitudinal, experimental, or quasi-experimental designs are
recommended for future research to explore the causal dynamics between political ideology,
future time orientation, and perceptions of social change.

Despite these limitations, the study offers a valuable contribution by highlighting the
psychological foundations of time perception in the political context. Future research should
continue building interdisciplinary bridges between political psychology, time psychology,
and cultural studies to gain deeper insights into how individuals make sense of temporal and

social transformations.

90



REFERENCES

Abduljaber, M. (2018). The dimensionality, type, and structure of political ideology on the
political party level in the Arab World. Chinese Political Science Review, 3, 464-
494, https://doi.org/10.1007/s41111-018-0101-7

Adorno, T. W. (1950). Spengler nach dem Untergang. DER MONAT. Eine Internationale
Zeitschrift fiir Politik und geistiges Leben, 3(020), 115-128.

Alexander, J. (2015). The major ideologies of liberalism, socialism and conservatism.
Political Studies, 63(5), 980-994. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9248.12136

Aktas, H. (2004). Partilerin Se¢im Kampanyalar: Orneginde Siyasal Iletigim.
Yayimlanmamis Doktora Tezi, Selguk Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii,
Konya.

Alos-Ferrer, C., & Grani¢, D. G. (2015). Political space representations with approval data.
Electoral Studies, 39, 56-71. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2015.04.003

Anderson, B. (1983). Imagined communities: Reflections on the origin and spread of
nationalism. Verso.

Ariely, G. (2012). Globalization, immigration and national identity: How the level of
globalization affects the relations between nationalism, constructive patriotism and
attitudes toward immigrants?. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 15(4),
539-557. https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430211430518

Asya, M. (2024). S6ylem ve sloganlar baglaminda Demokrat Partinin se¢im politikasi
(1946-1950). Malatya Turgut Ozal Universitesi Isletme Ve Yonetim Bilimleri

Dergisi, 5(1), 23-38. https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/3668034

Bar-Tal, D. (2000). Shared beliefs in a society: Social psychological analysis. Sage.
Baradat, L. P., & Phillips, J. A. (2016). Political ideologies: Their origins and impact.

Routledge.

91


https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/3668034

Batu, M., Yanik, A., & Tos, O. (2021). Ideolojik bir séylem olarak slogan iizerine
diisiinmek: Tiirkiye’de Mart 2019 yerel se¢imlerinde kullanilan parti sloganlari
iizerine kiyaslayici bir analiz. Erciyes Iletisim Dergisi, 8(1), 257-275.

https://doi.org/10.17680/erciyesiletisim.808380

Baumeister, R. F., Bratslavsky, E., Finkenauer, C., & Vohs, K. D. (2001). Bad is stronger
than good. Review of General Psychology, 5(4), 323-370.
https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2680.5.4.323

Benoit, K., & Laver, M. (2006). Party policy in modern democracies. Routledge.

Bennett, W. L., Wells, C., & Freelon, D. (2011). Communicating civic engagement:
Contrasting models of citizenship in the youth web sphere. Journal of
Communication, 61(5), 835-856. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1460-2466.2011.01588.x

Birdal, M. (2019). Avrupa iilkelerinde borg krizi ve kriz yonetim politikalari: Tiirkiye’yi ne
bekliyor. Miilkiye Dergisi, 43(1), 221-225.

Blattberg, C. (2001). Political philosophies and political ideologies. Public Affairs
Quarterly, 15(3), 193-217. https://www.jstor.org/stable/40441294

Boniwell, 1., & Zimbardo, P. G. (2015). Balancing time perspective in pursuit of optimal
functioning. Positive Psychology in Practice: Promoting Human Flourishing In
Work, Health, Education, And Everyday Life, 223-236.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118996874.ch13

Bora, T. (2017). Cereyanlar: Tiirkiye de siyasi ideolojiler. Istanbul: iletisim Yayinlar1.

Braungart, R. G., & Braungart, M. M. (1986). Youth problems and politics in the 1980s:
Some multinational comparisons. International Sociology, 1(4), 359-380.
https://doi.org/10.1177/02685809860010040

Brysk, A. (2017). Expanding human rights. In Expanding Human Rights (pp. 3-10).

Edward Elgar Publishing.

92


https://doi.org/10.17680/erciyesiletisim.808380

Bugra, A., & Keyder, C. (2006). The Turkish welfare regime in transformation. Journal of
European Social Policy, 16(3), 211-228.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928706065593

Burke, E. (1986). Reflections on the Revolution in France. (Original work published 1790).

Caprara, G. V., Schwartz, S., Capanna, C., Vecchione, M., & Barbaranelli, C. (2006).
Personality and politics: Values, traits, and political choice. Political Psychology,
27(1), 1-28. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2006.00447 .x

Caprara, G., & Vecchione, M. (2009). Personality and politics. In P. J. Corr & G.
Matthews (Eds.), The Cambridge. The Handbook of personality psychology (pp.
589-607). Cambridge University Press.

https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09780511596544.037

Caprara, G. V., & Vecchione, M. (2018). On the left and right ideological divide:
Historical accounts and contemporary perspectives. Political Psychology, 39, 49-

83. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12476

Carmines, E. G., & D'Amico, N. J. (2015). The new look in political ideology research.
Annual Review of Political Science, 18(1), 205-216.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-060314-115422

Carmines, E. G., Ensley, M. J., & Wagner, M. W. (2012, October). Political ideology in
American politics: one, two, or none?. In The Forum 10(3). De Gruyter.
https://doi.org/10.1515/1540-8884.1526

Carney, D. R., Jost, J. T., Gosling, S. D., & Potter, J. (2008). The secret lives of liberals
and conservatives: Personality profiles, interaction styles, and the things they leave

behind. Political Psychology, 29(6), 807-840. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-

9221.2008.00668.x

93


https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511596544.037
https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12476
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2008.00668.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2008.00668.x

Carpini, M. X. D., & Keeter, S. (1996). What Americans know about politics and why it
matters. Yale University Press.
Carstensen, L. L. (2006). The influence of a sense of time on human development. Science,

312(5782), 1913-1915. https://doi.org/10.1126/science. 1127488

Cender, G., & Kus, Z. (2024) Genglerin dijital ortamlarda siyasal katilimlar1. Tiirkiye
Bilimsel Arastirmalar Dergisi, 9(2), 126-146.

Chen, Y., Xu, H., Liu, C., Zhang, J., & Guo, C. (2021). Association between future
orientation and anxiety in university students during COVID-19 outbreak: the chain
mediating role of optimization in primary-secondary control and resilience.

Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12, 699388. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.699388

Chirumbolo, A., Livi, S., Mannetti, L., Pierro, A., & Kruglanski, A. W. (2004). Effects of
need for closure on creativity in small group interactions. European Journal of
Personality, 18(4), 265-278. https://doi.org/10.1002/per.518

Christensen, H. S., & Rapeli, L. (2021). Immediate rewards or delayed gratification? A
conjoint survey experiment of the public’s policy preferences. Policy Sciences,

54(1), 63-94. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-020-09408-w

Cesur, S., Bayad, A., Yilmaz, O., & Tepe, B. (2018). Bir degerler skalasinin gelistirilmesi
ve bu skalanin politik ve dini yonelimle iliskisi. Elektronik Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi,

17(66), 401-420. https://doi.org/10.17755/esosder.307101

Cesur, S., Yilmaz, O., Ozgér, C., Tepe, B., Tatlicioglu, 1., Bayad, A., & Kanik, E. (2014).
Politik ve dini yonelimin degerlerle iliskisi. /8. Ulusal Psikoloji Kongresi'nde
sunulmus bildiri, Bursa.

Colacrai, E., Cinus, F., De Francisci Morales, G., & Starnini, M. (2024, May). Navigating

multidimensional ideologies with reddit's political compass: economic conflict and

94


https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1127488
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.699388
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-020-09408-w
https://doi.org/10.17755/esosder.307101

social affinity. In Proceedings of the ACM on Web Conference 2024 (pp. 2582-
2593). https://doi.org/10.1145/3589334.3645606

Cologna, V., Mede, N. G., Berger, S., Besley, J., Brick, C., Joubert, M., ... & Metag, J.
(2025). Trust in scientists and their role in society across 68 countries. Nature
Human Behaviour, 1-18. https://doi.org/10.17605/0SF.I0/5C3QD

Conover, P. J., & Feldman, S. (2004). The origins and meaning of liberal/conservative self-
identifications. In Political psychology (pp. 200-216). Psychology Press. (Original
work published 1981)

Converse, P. E. (2006). The nature of belief systems in mass publics. Critical review, 18(1-
3), 1-74. (Original work published 1964)

Crosland, A. (2013). The Future of Socialism: The Book That Changed British Politics.
Hachette UK. (Original work published 1956)

Carkoglu, A., & Toprak, B. (2007). Religion, society and politics in a changing Turkey.
Tesev.

Cinar, A., & Arikan, B. (2002). The nationalist action party: Representing the state, the
nation or the nationalists?. Turkish Studies, 3(1), 25-40.
https://doi.org/10.1080/714005706

Dalton, R. J. (2008). Citizenship norms and the expansion of political participation.
Political studies, 56(1), 76-98. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9248.2007.00718.x

Dator, J. A. (1969). Measuring attitudes across cultures: A factor analysis of the replies of
Japanese judges to Eysenck’s inventory of conservative-progressive ideology. The
Psychological Basis of 1deology.

Dalton, R. J. (2013). The apartisan American: Dealignment and changing electoral
politics. Washington, DC: Sage, 2013, 209 p.

Davis, F. (1979). Yearning for yesterday: A sociology of nostalgia. Free Press.

95



Demir, E. (2023). Modernlesme baglaminda Osmanli’dan giiniimiize Tiirk milliyetg¢iliginin
gelisim ve donilistimii. Akademik Tarih ve Arastirmalar Dergisi, 6(9), 96-143.
https://doi.org/10.56448/ataddergi.1272470

Denton Jr, R. E. (1980). The rhetorical functions of slogans: Classifications and
characteristics. Communication Quarterly, 28(2), 10-18.

https://doi.org/10.1080/01463378009369362

Denzau, A. T., & North, D. C. (1994). Shared mental models: ideologies and institutions.
Kyklos-Berne-, 47, 3-3. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6435.1994.th02246.x

Dodd, M. D., Balzer, A., Jacobs, C. M., Gruszczynski, M. W., Smith, K. B., & Hibbing, J.
R. (2012). The political left rolls with the good and the political right confronts the
bad: connecting physiology and cognition to preferences. Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 367(1589), 640-649.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsth.2011.0268

Droit-Volet, S., Gil, S., Martinelli, N., Andant, N., Clinchamps, M., Parreira, L., ... &
Dutheil, F. (2020). Time and Covid-19 stress in the lockdown situation: Time
free,«Dying» of boredom and sadness. PloS one, 15(8), e0236465.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0236465

Duckitt, J. (2001). A dual-process cognitive-motivational theory of ideology and prejudice.
In Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, 33(41-113). Academic Press.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(01)80004-6

Duckitt, J., Bizumic, B., Krauss, S. W., & Heled, E. (2010). A tripartite approach to right-
wing authoritarianism: The authoritarianism-conservatism-traditionalism model.
Political Psychology, 31(5), 685-715. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-

9221.2010.00781.x

96


https://doi.org/10.1080/01463378009369362
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(01)80004-6

Duman, D., & Ipeksen, S. S. (2013). Tiirkiye’de genel secim kampanyalar1 (1950-2002).
Electronic Turkish Studies, 8(7). Retrieved January 6, 2025, from
https://hdl.handle.net/20.500.14365/4429

Dunn, J. (1984). The politics of socialism: An essay in political theory. Cambridge
University Press.

Eatwell, R. (2003). A'Spectral-Syncretic'Approach to Fascism. Kallis, Aristotle A. The
fascism reader. Routledge, 71.

Elder, C. L. (2023). From a faculty standpoint: assessing with ie a sustainable commitment
to wac at a minority-serving institution. Ethnography As Writing Studies Practice,
113.

Erikson, R. S., & Tedin, K. L. (2019). American public opinion: Its origins, content, and
impact. Routledge.

Evans, G., Heath, A., & Lalljee, M. (1996). Measuring left-right and libertarian-
authoritarian values in the British electorate. British Journal of Sociology, 93-112.
https://doi.org/10.2307/591118

Eysenck, H.J. (1953). "Primary social attitudes: A comparison of attitude patterns in
England, Germany, and Sweden". Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 48
(4): 563-8. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0054347

Eysenck, H. J. (1957). Sense and nonsense in psychology. London: Penguin Books.

Federico, C. M., & Schneider, M. C. (2007). Political expertise and the use of ideology:
Moderating effects of evaluative motivation. Public Opinion Quarterly, 71(2), 221-
252. https://doi.org/10.1093/pog/nfm010

Federico, C. M., & Sidanius, J. (2002). Sophistication and the antecedents of Whites' racial
policy attitudes: Racism, ideology, and affirmative action in America. Public

Opinion Quarterly, 66(2), 145-176. https://doi.org/10.1086/339848

97



Federico, C. M., & Malka, A. (2023). The psychological and social foundations of
ideological belief systems. In L. Huddy, D. O. Sears, J. S. Levy, & J. Jerit (Eds.),
The Oxford handbook of political psychology (3rd ed., pp. 601-648). Oxford

University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780197541302.013.16

Feldman, S., & Johnston, C. (2014). Understanding the determinants of political ideology:
Implications of structural complexity. Political Psychology, 35(3), 337-358.

https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12055

Ferguson, L. W. (1944). A revision of the primary social attitude scales. The Journal of
Psychology, 17(2), 229-241. https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.1944.9917194

Field, A. (2024). Discovering statistics using IBM SPSS statistics. Sage publications
limited.

Fiske, S. T., Lau, R. R., & Smith, R. A. (1990). On the varieties and utilities of political
expertise. Social Cognition, 8(1), 31-48. https://doi.org/10.1521/s0c0.1990.8.1.31

Freeden, M. (1996). Ideologies and political theory: A conceptual approach. Clarendon
Press.

Freeden, M. (Ed.). (2001). Reassessing political ideologies. Taylor & Francis.

Galston, W. A. (2001). Political knowledge, political engagement, and civic education.
Annual Review of Political Science, 4(1), 217-234.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.4.1.217

Gaudette, T., Scrivens, R., Davies, G., & Frank, R. (2021). Upvoting extremism:
Collective identity formation and the extreme right on Reddit. New Media &
Society, 23(12), 3491-3508. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444820958123

Gellner, E. (1983). Nations and Nationalism, Cornell University Press. Ithaca NY.

98


https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780197541302.013.16
https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12055

Gjesme, T. (1979). Future time orientation as a function of achievement motives, ability,
delay of gratification, and sex. The Journal of Psychology, 101(2), 173-188.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.1979.9915069

Gilbert, D. T., Pinel, E. C., Wilson, T. D., Blumberg, S. J., & Wheatley, T. P. (1998).
Immune neglect: a source of durability bias in affective forecasting. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 75(3), 617.

Gliem, J. A., & Gliem, R. R. (2003). Calculating, interpreting, and reporting Cronbach’s
alpha reliability coefficient for Likert-type scales. Midwest Research-to-Practice
Conference in Adult, Continuing, and Community Education.

Graham, J., Haidt, J., & Nosek, B. A. (2009). Liberals and conservatives rely on different
sets of moral foundations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 96, 1029—

1046. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015141

Graham, J., Nosek, B. A., Haidt, J., lyer, R., Koleva, S., & Ditto, P. H. (2011). Mapping
the moral domain. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 101(2), 366.

Greenberg, J., & Jonas, E. (2003). Psychological motives and political orientation--the left,
the right, and the rigid: comment on Jost et al.(2003). Psychological Bulletin,
129(3), 376-382. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.3.376

Griffin, Roger (1995). Fascism. Oxford University Press. pp. 8, 307.

Giiler, A. (2004). Relationship between self-construals and future time orientations
(Master's thesis, Middle East Technical University).

Halbwachs, M. (1992). The social frameworks of memory. On Collective Memory, 35-189.

Halbwachs, M. (2020). On collective memory. University of Chicago press.

Hamill, R., Lodge, M., & Blake, F. (1985). The breadth, depth, and utility of class,
partisan, and ideological schemata. American Journal of Political Science, 850-870.

https://doi.org/10.2307/2111184

99


https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015141

Hanel, P. H., Zarzeczna, N., & Haddock, G. (2019). Sharing the same political ideology
yet endorsing different values: Left-and right-wing political supporters are more
heterogeneous than moderates. Social Psychological and Personality Science,
10(7), 874-882. https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550618803348

Harvey, D. (2007). A brief history of neoliberalism. Oxford University Press.

Hawkins, K. A., Carlin, R. E., Littvay, L., & Kaltwasser, C. R. (Eds.). (2018). The
ideational approach to populism: Concept, theory, and analysis. Routledge.

Heller, A., & Fehér, F. (1991). The postmodern political condition. Columbia University
Press.

Heywood, A. (2017). Political Ideologies: An Introduction (6th ed., pp. 14-17).
Basingstoke: Macmillan International Higher Education.

Hibbing, J. R., Smith, K. B., & Alford, J. R. (2014). Differences in negativity bias underlie
variations in political ideology. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 37(3), 297-307.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X13001192

Hooghe, M., & Marien, S. (2013). A comparative analysis of the relation between political
trust and forms of political participation in Europe. European Societies, 15(1), 131-
152. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616696.2012.692807

House, R. J. (2004). Culture, leadership, and organizations: The GLOBE study of 62
societies. Sage.

Huang, J. L., Curran, P. G., Keeney, J., Poposki, E. M., & DeShon, R. P. (2012). Detecting
and deterring insufficient effort responding to surveys. Journal of Business and
Psychology, 27, 99-114. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10869-011-9231-8

Huddy, L., & Khatib, N. (2007). American patriotism, national identity, and political

involvement. American Journal of Political Science, 51(1), 63-77.

100


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X13001192

Huddy, L., Mason, L., & Aarge, L. (2015). Expressive partisanship: Campaign
involvement, political emotion, and partisan identity. American Political Science
Review, 109(1), 1-17. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055414000604

I. Genglik Suras1. (1989). I. Genglik Surasi 24-28 Ekim 1988. Istanbul: Milli Egitim
Basimevi.

Inglehart, R. F., & Norris, P. (2016). Trump, Brexit, and the rise of populism: Economic
have-nots and cultural backlash. American Political Science Association Annual
Conference, Philadelphia. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2818659

Imamoglu, E. O. (1998). Individualism and collectivism in a model and scale of balanced
differentiation and integration. The Journal of Psychology, 132, 1, 95-105.

Jacoby, W. G. (1991). Ideological identification and issue attitudes. American Journal of
Political Science, 178-205. https://doi.org/10.2307/2111443

Jo, W.,, Lee, J., Park, J., & Kim, Y. (2020). Online information exchange and anxiety
spread in the early stage of the novel coronavirus (COVID-19) outbreak in South
Korea: structural topic model and network analysis. Journal of Medical Internet
Research, 22(6), €19455. https://doi.org/10.2196/19455

Johnson, S. R. L., Blum, R. W., & Cheng, T. L. (2014). Future orientation: A construct
with implications for adolescent health and wellbeing. International Journal Of
Adolescent Medicine and Health, 26(4), 459-468. https://doi.org/10.1515/ijamh-
2013-0333

Jost, J. T. (2006). The end of the end of ideology. American Psychologist, 61(7), 651-670.

https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.61.7.651

Jost, J. T. (2017). Ideological asymmetries and the essence of political psychology.

Political Psychology, 38(2),167-208. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12407

101


https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.61.7.651
https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12407

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

T., Blount, S., Pfeffer, J., & Hunyady, G. (2003). Fair market ideology: Its
cognitive-motivational underpinnings. Research in Organizational Behavior, 25,
53-91. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-3085(03)25002-4

T., Federico, C. M., & Napier, J. L. (2009). Political ideology: Its structure,
functions, and elective affinities. Annual Review of Psychology, 60, 307-337.

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163600

T., Glaser, J., Kruglanski, A. W., & Sulloway, F. J. (2003). Political conservatism
as motivated social cognition. Psychological Bulletin, 129, 339-375.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.3.383

T., & Hunyady, O. (2005). Antecedents and consequences of system-justifying
ideologies. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 14(5), 260-265.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0963-7214.2005.00377.x

T., Stern, C., Rule, N. O., & Sterling, J. (2017). The politics of fear: Is there an
ideological asymmetry in existential motivation?. Social Cognition, 35(4), 324-353.
https://doi.org/10.1521/s0c0.2017.35.4.324

T., Napier, J. L., Thorisdottir, H., Gosling, S. D., Palfai, T. P., & Ostafin, B. (2007).
Are needs to manage uncertainty and threat associated with political conservatism
or ideological extremity?. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 33(7), 989-

1007. https://doi.org/10.1177/014616720730102

Kagit¢ibasi, C. (1996). The autonomous-relational self. European Psychologist, 1(3), 180-

186.

Kagitcibasi, C. (1998). Insan ve Insanlar. Evrim Yayinlari.

Kanai,

R., Feilden, T., Firth, C., & Rees, G. (2011). Political orientations are correlated

with brain structure in young adults. Current Biology, 21(8), 677-680.

102


https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163600

Kerlinger, F. N. (2022). Liberalism and conservatism: The nature and structure of social
attitudes. Routledge. (Original work published 1984)

Keough, K. A., Zimbardo, P. G., & Boyd, J. N. (1999). Who's smoking, drinking, and
using drugs? Time perspective as a predictor of substance use. Basic and Applied
Social Psychology, 21(2), 149-164. https://doi.org/10.1207/S15324834BA210207

Kinder, D. R. (1998). Opinion and action in the realm of politics. In D. Gilbert, S. T. Fiske,
& G. Lindsey (Eds.), Handbook of Social Psychology (4th ed.; pp. 778-867).
McGraw Hill.

Kirkpatrick, C. (1949). Religion and humanitarianism: A study of institutional
implications. Psychological Monographs: General and Applied, 63(9), i-23.

https://doi.org/10.1037/h0093615

Kotakowski, L. (2005). Main currents of Marxism: the founders, the golden age, the
breakdown. WW Norton & Company.

Knapp, A., & Wright, V. (2006). The government and politics of France. Routledge.

Knight, K. (1999). Liberalism and conservatism. In J. P. Robinson, P. R. Shaver, & L. S.
Wrightsman (Eds.), Measures of political attitudes (pp. 59-158). Academic Press.

Knight, K. (2006). Transformations of the Concept of Ideology in the Twentieth Century.
American Political Science Review, 100(4), 619-626.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055406062502

Knowles, K. A., & Olatunji, B. O. (2021). Anxiety and safety behavior usage during the
COVID-19 pandemic: The prospective role of contamination fear. Journal of
Anxiety Disorders, 77, 102323. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2020.102323

KONDA (2024). Ikinci yiizyilin esiginde: Genglik ve toplumsal degerler arastirma raporu.
Hisar Okullari Insan ve Toplum Arastirmalari Merkezi. Retriewed April 27, 2025

from https://konda.com.tr/uploads/genclik-ve-toplumsal-deg-erler-arastirma-

103


https://doi.org/10.1037/h0093615
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055406062502
https://konda.com.tr/uploads/genclik-ve-toplumsal-deg-erler-arastirma-raporu-4a14084372e7295eeefbb7da9136a27a7414c5b6222a12e294c62d1c7ce0a955.pdf

raporu-

4a14084372e7295eeefbb7da9136a27a7414c5h6222a12e294c62d1c7ce0a955.pdf

KONDA & GoFor. (2024). Genglerin politik tercihleri arastirmasi 2024. istanbul: KONDA
Aragtirma ve Danigmanlik.https://konda.com.tr/uploads/genclerin-politik-tercihleri-
arastirmasi-2024-
64df8822aead837953c985h7a856bc911a53b8524850b4725246f7b92b74b216.pdf

Kiiciiker, A. (2007). Genglerin siyasal ve kiiltiirel tutumlari-Ankara drnegi.
Yaymlanmamis Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Gazi Universitesi, Ankara.

Lau, R. R., & Redlawsk, D. P. (2001). Advantages and disadvantages of cognitive
heuristics in political decision making. American Journal of Political Science, 951-
971. https://doi.org/10.2307/2669334

Layman, G. C., & Carsey, T. M. (2002). Party polarization and" conflict extension™ in the
American electorate. American Journal of Political Science, 786-802.

https://doi.org/10.2307/3088434

Leader Maynard, J. (2019). Ideology and armed conflict. Journal of Peace Research,

56(5), 635-649. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343319826629

Lee, S., Liu, M., & Hu, M. (2017). Relationship between future time orientation and item
nonresponse on subjective probability questions: A cross-cultural analysis. Journal
of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 48(5), 698-717.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022117698572

Lefebvre, H. (1968). The sociology of Marx. New York: Pantheon Books.

Leiner, D. J. (2019, December). Too fast, too straight, too weird: Non-reactive indicators for
meaningless data in internet surveys. Survey Research Methods (Vol. 13, No. 3, pp.

229-248). https://doi.org/10.18148/srm/2019.v13i3.7403

104


https://konda.com.tr/uploads/genclik-ve-toplumsal-deg-erler-arastirma-raporu-4a14084372e7295eeefbb7da9136a27a7414c5b6222a12e294c62d1c7ce0a955.pdf
https://konda.com.tr/uploads/genclik-ve-toplumsal-deg-erler-arastirma-raporu-4a14084372e7295eeefbb7da9136a27a7414c5b6222a12e294c62d1c7ce0a955.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2307/3088434
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343319826629

Lewenberg, Y., Bachrach, Y., Bordeaux, L., & Kohli, P. (2016, June). Political
Dimensionality Estimation Using a Probabilistic Graphical Model. In UAL.

Lindholm, A., Rapeli, L., & von Schoultz, A. (2024). Does it pay to think about the future?
Future orientation, ideology, age and vote earning among political candidates.
International Political Science Review, 45(3), 406-422.
https://doi.org/10.1177/01925121231200124

Lipset, S. M. (2003). Political man: The social bases of politics. The Democracy
Sourcebook, 17, 56. (Original work published in 1963)

Liu, J. H., & Hilton, D. J. (2005). How the past weighs on the present: Social
representations of history and their role in identity politics. British Journal of Social
Psychology, 44(4), 537-556. https://doi.org/10.1348/014466605X27162

Lykken, D. T. (1971). Multiple factor analysis and personality research. Journal of
Experimental Research in Personality. 5(3), 161-170.

Mahoney, J., Coogle, C. L., & Banks, P. D. (1984). Values in presidential inaugural
addresses: A test of Rokeach's two-factor theory of political ideology.
Psychological Reports, 55(3), 683-686. https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1984.55.3.683

Malka, A., Lelkes, Y., & Soto, C. J. (2019). Are cultural and economic conservatism
positively correlated? A large-scale cross-national test. British Journal of Political
Science, 49(3), 1045-1069. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123417000072

Mannheim, K. (2013). Ideology and utopia. Routledge. (Original work published 1929)

Marx, K. (1872). Das kapital: Kritik der politischen oekonomic (Vol. 1). O. Meissner.

Marx, K., & Engels, F. (1970). The German ideology. (C. J. Arthur, Ed.). New York:
International Publishers. (Original work published 1846)

Mac Giollabhui, N., Hamilton, J. L., Nielsen, J., Connolly, S. L., Stange, J. P., Varga, S., ...

& Alloy, L. B. (2018). Negative cognitive style interacts with negative life events

105



to predict first onset of a major depressive episode in adolescence via hopelessness.
Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 127(1), 1. https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000301

McGuire, J. (2022). What’s Wrong with Democracy? The Peculiar Power of Kratos. Open
Research Europe, 1(56). https://doi.org/10.12688/openreseurope.13726.2

McLeod, J. M., Scheufele, D. A., & Moy, P. (1999). Community, communication, and
participation: The role of mass media and interpersonal discussion in local political
participation. Political communication, 16(3), 315-336.
https://doi.org/10.1080/105846099198659

Maclntyre, A. (1984). Marxism and christianity. University of Notre Dame Pess.

Mill, J. S. (1859). On Liberty, John W. Parker and Son.

Miller, D. (1979). Social justice. OUP Oxford.

Mitchell, B. P. (2007). Eight ways to run the country: A new and revealing look at left and
right. Greenwood Publishing Group.

Mitchell, T. R., Thompson, L., Peterson, E., & Cronk, R. (1997). Temporal adjustments in
the evaluation of events: The “rosy view”. Journal of Experimental Social
Psychology, 33(4), 421-448. https://doi.org/10.1006/jesp.1997.1333

Mounk, Y. (2018). The people vs. democracy: Why our freedom is in danger and how to
save it. The People vs. Democracy. Harvard University Press.

Nilsson, A., Montgomery, H., Dimdins, G., Sandgren, M., Erlandsson, A., & Taleny, A.
(2020). Beyond ‘liberals’ and ‘conservatives’: Complexity in ideology, moral
intuitions, and worldview among Swedish voters. European Journal of Personality,
34(3), 448-469. https://doi.org/10.1002/per.2249

Norris, P., & Inglehart, R. (2019). Cultural backlash: Trump, Brexit, and authoritarian

populism. Cambridge University Press.

106



Nurmi, J. E. (1991). How do adolescents see their future? A review of the development of
future orientation and planning. Developmental Review, 11(1), 1-59.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0273-2297(91)90002-6

Olcaysoy, L., & Saribay, S. A. (April, 2012). The measurement of resistance to change and
opposition to equality dimensions of conservatism at personal and political levels.
Poster presentation at the 17th National Congress of Psychology at Bogazigi
University, Istanbul.

Oyserman, D., & James, L. (2011). Possible identities. In S. Schwartz, K. Luyckx, & V.
Vignoles (Eds.) Handbook of Identity Theory and Research (pp. 117-145).
Springer-Verlag.

Oner, B. (2000). Relationship satisfaction and dating experience: Factors affecting future
time orientation in relationships with the opposite sex. The Journal of Psychology,
134(5), 527-536. https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980009598234

Ozbey, K. (2023). Tiirkiye’de milliyetciligin doniisiimii, yeni millet insas1 ve smirlar: milli
kimligin degisen smirlar1. Afyon Kocatepe Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi,
25(4), 1540-1559. https://doi.org/10.32709/akusosbil.1107668

Peffley, M. A., & Hurwitz, J. (1985). A hierarchical model of attitude constraint. American
Journal of Political Science, 871-890. https://doi.org/10.2307/2111185

Peng, M. Y. P., & Zhang, Z. (2022). Future time orientation and learning engagement
through the lens of self-determination theory for freshman: Evidence from cross-
lagged analysis. Frontiers in Psychology, 12, 760212.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyq.2021.760212

Perry, R., Sibley, C. G., & Duckitt, J. (2013). Dangerous and competitive worldviews: A

meta-analysis of their associations with social dominance orientation and right-

107



wing authoritarianism. Journal of Research in Personality, 47(1), 116-127.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2012.10.004

Pew Research Center. (1998, March 27). Conservative opinions not underestimated, but
racial hostility missed. Pew Research Center. Retrieved April 1, 2025, from

https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/1998/03/27/conservative-opinions-not-

underestimated-but-racial-hostility-missed/

Phan, H. P., Ngu, B. H., & McQueen, K. (2020). Future time perspective and the
achievement of optimal best: Reflections, conceptualizations, and future directions
for development. Frontiers in Psychology, 11, 1037.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01037

Piketty, T. (2014). Capital in the twenty-first century. Harvard University Press.

Poole, K. T., & Rosenthal, H. L. (2011). Ideology and congress (Vol. 1). Transaction
Publishers.

Rapeli, L., Bick, M., Jaske, M., & Koskimaa, V. (2021). When do you want it?
Determinants of future-oriented political thinking. Frontiers in Political Science, 3,
692913. https://doi.org/10.3389/fp0s.2021.692913

Rawils, J. (1971). A Theory of Justice. Cambridge (Mass.): Harvard University Press.
RawlsA Theory of Justice.

Ray, J. J., & Bozek, R. S. (1981). Authoritarianism and Eysenck's P scale. The Journal of
Social Psychology, 113(2), 231-234.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.1981.9924374

Rigoli, F. (2024). Ideology shapes evaluation of history within the general population.

Political Psychology. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12971

108


https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/1998/03/27/conservative-opinions-not-underestimated-but-racial-hostility-missed/
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/1998/03/27/conservative-opinions-not-underestimated-but-racial-hostility-missed/
https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12971

Roccas, S., Schwartz, S. H., & Amit, A. (2010). Personal value priorities and national
identification. Political Psychology, 31(3), 393-419. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1467-
9221.2010.00763.x

Rokeach, M. (1973). The nature of human values. Free press.

Rokeach, M., & Hanley, C. (1956). Eysenck's tendermindedness dimension: a critique.
Psychological Bulletin, 53(2), 169-176. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0045968

Rous, G. L., & Lee, D. E. (1978). Freedom and Equality: Two Values of Political
Orientation. Journal of Communication.

Santoro, L. R., & Sydnor, E. (2024). Blind Trust, Blind Skepticism: Liberals’&
Conservatives’ Response to Academic Research. American Politics Research,
52(1), 52-66. https://doi.org/10.1177/1532673X231206136

Schaupp, M., & Virkkunen, J. (2017). Why a management concept fails to support
managers’ work: The case of the ‘core competence of a corporation’. Management
Learning, 48(1), 97-109. https://doi.org/10.1177/1350507616674632

Schwartz, S. H. (1992). Universals in the content and structure of values: Theoretical
advances and empirical tests in 20 countries. In Advances in experimental social
psychology (Vol. 25, pp. 1-65). Academic Press. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-
2601(08)60281-6

Schwartz, S. H., Caprara, G. V., & Vecchione, M. (2010). Basic personal values, core
political values, and voting: A longitudinal analysis. Political Psychology, 31(3),

421-452. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2010.00764.x

Seginer, R. (2008). Future orientation in times of threat and challenge: How resilient
adolescents construct their future. International Journal of Behavioral

Development, 32(4), 272-282. https://doi.org/10.1177/0165025408090970

109


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2010.00764.x

Seginer, R. (2009). Future orientation: Developmental and ecological perspectives.
Springer Science & Business Media.

Seginer, R., & Lens, W. (2014). The motivational properties of future time perspective
future orientation: Different approaches, different cultures. In Time perspective
theory; Review, research and application: Essays in honor of Philip G. Zimbardo
(pp. 287-304). Cham: springer international publishing.

Servidio, R., Scaffidi Abbate, C., Costabile, A., & Boca, S. (2022, May). Future orientation
and symptoms of anxiety and depression in Italian university students during the
COVID-19 pandemic: the role of resilience and the perceived threat of COVID-109.
In Healthcare (Vol. 10, No. 6, p. 974). MDPI.
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare10060974

Smith, A. (2024). An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations. In
Foundations of Monetary Economics, Vol. 1 (pp. 223-295). Routledge. (Original
Work Published in 1776).

Steinberg, L., Graham, S., O’brien, L., Woolard, J., Cauffman, E., & Banich, M. (2009).
Age differences in future orientation and delay discounting. Child Development,
80(1), 28-44. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1467-8624.2008.01244.x

Strathman, A., Gleicher, F., Boninger, D. S., & Edwards, C. S. (1994). The consideration
of future consequences: Weighing immediate and distant outcomes of behavior.
Journal of personality and social psychology, 66(4), 742.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.66.4.742

Sulakshin, S. S. (2010). A Quantitative Political Spectrum and Forecasting of Social
Evolution. International Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Sciences, 5(4).

https://doi.org/10.18848/1833-1882/CGP/v05i04/51654

110



Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1979). An integrative theory of intergroup conflict. In W. G.
Austin, & S. Worchel (Eds.), The social psychology of intergroup relations (pp. 33-
37). Monterey, CA: Brooks/Cole.

T.C. Bagbakanlik Devlet Planlama Teskilat1 Avrupa Birligi Egitim ve Genglik Programlari
Merkezi Bagkanligi. (2007). Genglik Programlar:. Retrieved January 6, 2025, from
http://www.ua.gov.tr/youth/docs/tur/YeniGenclik_Programi.doc

T.C. Kalkinma Bakanlig1. (Year Unknown). II. ve IIl. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Planlart.
Ankara: T.C. Kalkinma Bakanlig1 Yayinlari.

The Gallup Organization. (2007). Young Europeans: Survey among young people aged
between 15-30 in the European Union (Flash Eurobarometer Series No. 202).
European Commission. Retrieved January 6, 2025, from
http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/flash/fl_202_sum_en.pdf

Tomkins, S. S. (1963). Left and right: A basic dimension of ideology and personality. In R.
W. White (Ed.), The study of lives (pp. 388-411). New York: Atherton Press

https://doi.org/10.1037/12238-017

Treier, S., & Hillygus, D. S. (2009). The nature of political ideology in the contemporary
electorate. Public Opinion Quarterly, 73(4), 679-703.

https://doi.org/10.1093/poa/nfp067

Tremblay, M., & Vézina, H. (2000). New estimates of intergenerational time intervals for
the calculation of age and origins of mutations. The American Journal of Human

Genetics, 66(2), 651-658. https://www.cell.com/action/showPdf?pii=S0002-

9297%2807%2963437-5

TUIK. (2022). Yasam Memnuniyeti Arastirmasi 2022. Ankara: Tiirkiye Istatistik Kurumu.
Retriewed in April 27, 2025 from https://data.tuik.gov.tr/Bulten/Index?p=Yasam-

Memnuniyeti-Arastirmasi-2023-

111


https://doi.org/10.1037/12238-017
https://doi.org/10.1093/poq/nfp067
https://www.cell.com/action/showPdf?pii=S0002-9297%2807%2963437-5
https://www.cell.com/action/showPdf?pii=S0002-9297%2807%2963437-5

496924#:~:text=Y a%C5%9Fam%20memnuniyeti%20ara%C5%9Ft%C4%B1rmas%
C4%B1%20sonu%C3%A7lar%C4%B1na%20g%C3%B6re,%13%2C7%?200larak
%20ger%C3%A7ekle%C5%9Fti.

TUIK. (2023). Gelir ve Yasam Kosullar: Arastirmast 2023. Ankara: Tiirkiye Istatistik
Kurumu. Retriewed in April 27, 2025 from
https://data.tuik.gov.tr/Bulten/Index?p=Gelir-Dagilimi-Istatistikleri-2023-53840

Usher, J. A., & Neisser, U. (1993). Childhood amnesia and the beginnings of memory for
four early life events. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General, 122(2), 155.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-3445.122.2.155

Uslu, M., & Yolcu, T. (2002) Tiirkiye genel segim afislerine yonelik gostergebilim analizi.
Avrasya Uluslararast Aragtirmalar Dergisi, 11(37), 254-278.
https://doi.org/10.33692/avrasyad.1402040

van Prooijen, J. W., Krouwel, A. P., Boiten, M., & Eendebak, L. (2015). Fear among the
extremes: How political ideology predicts negative emotions and outgroup
derogation. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 41(4), 485-497.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167215569706

van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity
model of collective action: A quantitative research synthesis of three socio-
psychological perspectives. Psychological Bulletin, 134(4), 504.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.134.4.504

Veckalov, B., Zarzeczna, N., Niehoff, E., McPhetres, J., & Rutjens, B. T. (2021). A matter
of time... consideration of future consequences and temporal distance contribute to
the ideology gap in climate change scepticism. Journal of Environmental

Psychology, 78, 101703. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2021.101703

112



Verba, S., Schlozman, K. L., & Brady, H. E. (1995). Voice and equality: Civic voluntarism
in American politics. Harvard University Press.

Vodinali, S., & Akinci Cotok, N. (2015). Siyasal propaganda baglaminda siyasal
reklamlar: 2015 Tiirkiye genel segimlerinde AKP/CHP/MHP partileri tv reklamlari
tizerine bir degerlendirme. Global Media Journal: Turkish Edition, 6(11). Retrieved
January 6, 2025, from
https://globalmediajournaltr.yeditepe.edu.tr/sites/default/files/sayilar/2015_guz/23_
selcen_vodinali_nesrin_akinci_cotok.pdf

Voinea, C. F., Todosijevic, B., & Boella, G. (2013). Eastern European Political Cultures:
Modeling Studies. In European Conference on Political Attitudes and Mentalities,
ECPAM'2013 (Vol. 3, p. 214). ArsDocendi-Bucharest Univ. Press.

Wang, R. J., Al-Saffar, S. ., Rogers, J., & Hahn, M. W. (2023). Human generation times
across the past 250,000 years. Science Advances, 9(1), eabm7047.
https://doi.10.1126/sciadv.abm7047

Wiggins, J. S. (1973). Personality and prediction: Principles of personality assessment.

Wilson, G. D., Ausman, J., & Mathews, T. R. (1973). Conservatism and art preferences.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 25(2), 286.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0033972

World Values Survey Association. (2022). World values survey,[Wave 7 (2017-2022)].

Yardimci-Geyikgi, S., & Yavuzyilmaz, H. (2024). The 2023 Turkish election: a tale of two
campaigns and the duel of populisms. Southeast European and Black Sea Studies,
1-17. https://doi.org/10.1080/14683857.2024.2315650

Yasli, F. (2023). “Hudut Namustur”: Sekiiler-Popiilist Milliyetciligin izinde.

Fiscaoeconomia, 7(3), 2636-2671.

113



Yilmaz, S. (2017). Din sosyolojisi ¢aligmalarinda alan arastirmasi yapmanin zorluklari.
Journal of History, Culture & Art Research/Tarih Kiiltiir ve Sanat Arastirmalari
Dergisi, 6(3). Retriewed April 1 2025 from
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/207314672.pdf

Yilmaz, 1., Caman, M. E., & Bashirov, G. (2020). How an Islamist party managed to
legitimate its authoritarianization in the eyes of the secularist opposition: the case of
Tiirkiye. Democratization, 27(2), 265-282.

https://doi.org/10.1080/13510347.2019.1679772

Yilmaz, O., & Saribay, S. A. (2017). Analytic thought training promotes liberalism on
contextualized (but not stable) political opinions. Social Psychological and
Personality Science, 8(7), 789-795. https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550616687092

YSK, Yiiksek Se¢cim Kurulu (2023). 14 Mayis 2023 Cumhurbagkani ve 28. Donem
Milletvekili Genel Segimleri Segim Istatistikleri Biilteni. Retrieved January 6,
2025, from
https://www.ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/14Mayis2023CBSecimistatistik.pdf

Yiiksel, M. (2021). Ak parti ve kadimlarin siyasal temsili. Akademik Incelemeler Dergisi,
16(2), 99-118. https://doi.org/10.17550/akademikincelemeler.955476

Zerubavel, E. (2003). Time maps: Collective memory and the social shape of the past.
University of Chicago Press.

Zhu, J., Hu, S., Wang, J., & Zheng, X. (2020). Future orientation promotes climate concern
and mitigation. Journal of Cleaner Production, 262, 121212.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121212

Zimbardo, P. G., & Boyd, J. N. (2015). Putting time in perspective: A valid, reliable
individual-differences metric. In M. Stolarski, N. Fieulaine, & W. van Beek (Eds.),

Time perspective theory; Review, research and application: Essays in honor of

114


https://doi.org/10.1080/13510347.2019.1679772

Philip G. Zimbardo (pp. 17-55). Springer International Publishing/Springer Nature.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-07368-2_2

Zmigrod, L., Rentfrow, P. J., & Robbins, T. W. (2018). Cognitive underpinnings of
nationalistic ideology in the context of Brexit. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 115(19), E4532-E4540.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1708960115

Zukin, C., Keeter, S., Andolina, M., Jenkins, K., & Carpini, M. X. D. (2006). A new
engagement?: Political participation, civic life, and the changing American citizen.
Oxford University Press.

Zumbrunnen, J., & Gangl, A. (2008). Conflict, fusion, or coexistence? The complexity of
contemporary American conservatism. Political Behavior, 30, 199-221.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-007-9047-4

Zwicker, M. V., van Prooijen, J. W., & Krouwel, A. P. (2020). Persistent beliefs: Political
extremism predicts ideological stability over time. Group Processes & Intergroup

Relations, 23(8), 1137-1149. https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430220917753

115


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-07368-2_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-007-9047-4

APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1: Informed Consent Form

Degerli katilimci,

Bu calisma, Baskent Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Psikoloji Boliimii 6gretim iiyesi
Dog. Dr. Zuhal Yenigeri Kokdemir danigmanliginda, Sosyal Psikoloji Yiiksek Lisans
programi 6grencisi Alper Erdem tarafindan yiiriitiilen bir tez calismasidir. Bu ¢alismada,
politik ideoloji ile zaman algis1 arasindaki iligkinin arastirilmasi amaglanmaktadir.

Bu calismaya katilim tamamen goniilliiliik esasina dayanmaktadir. Katilimcilardan elde
edilecek tiim kimlik bilgileri gizli tutulacak ve higbir asamada kimlik bilgileri
aciklanmayacaktir. Arastirma bulgular1 yalnizca bilimsel amaglarla kullanilacaktir.
Calismaya katilim kapsaminda, katilimcilarin demografik bilgi formu ve ¢esitli
degerlendirme araglarini eksiksiz doldurmalar1 beklenmektedir. Bu siire¢ yaklasik olarak
10 dakika siirecektir. Aragtirma sonuclarinin glivenilir olabilmesi i¢in, sorulara i¢ten ve
eksiksiz yanit verilmesi bilylik 6nem tagimaktadir. Sorularin size tam olarak uymadig:
durumlarda, size en yakin gelen yanit1 isaretlemeniz yeterlidir.

Bu calismaya katilim herhangi bir risk igermez. Katilimcilar diledikleri zaman ¢alismaya
katilmay1 reddedebilir veya herhangi bir asamada ¢alismadan ayrilabilirler.

Arastirmaya katildiginiz i¢in simdiden tesekkiir ederiz. Bu ¢calisma hakkinda daha fazla
bilgi almak i¢in Alper Erdem: adresine ulasabilirsiniz.

Bu aragtirmaya tamamen goniillii olarak katildigim, istedigim zaman yarida
birakabilecegimi biliyorum. Verdigim bilgilerin bilimsel amagl yayinlarda kullanilmasini
kabul ediyorum.

o Onayliyorum oOnaylamiyorum

Katilim Tarih:

Imza:
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APPENDIX 2: Political Questions Form

[V - VS I o1 B~ W N g1 AW N

[V, T S US B 8]

1. Yerel secimlerle ilgili giincel gelismelerden ne dl¢iide haberdar olursunuz?

. Hig¢ haberdar olmam

. Cok az haberdar olurum

. Orta diizeyde haberdar olurum
. Olduk¢a haberdar olurum

. Tamamen haberdar olurum

2. Genel secimlerle ilgili giincel gelismelerden ne dl¢iide haberdar olursunuz?

. Hi¢ haberdar olmam

. Cok az haberdar olurum

. Orta diizeyde haberdar olurum
. Olduk¢a haberdar olurum

. Tamamen haberdar olurum

3. Milliyetcilik, sosyalizm, liberalizm ve muhafazakarhk gibi kavramlarin tanim

size sorulacak olursa bu tanimlar: ne dl¢giide cevaplayabilirsiniz?

. Hi¢ cevaplayamam

. Cok 1yi cevaplayamam

. Orta diizeyde cevaplarim
. Oldukca 1y1 cevaplarim

. Tam anlamiyla cevaplarim

4. Size giincel politika hakkinda birkac soru sorulacak olursa, bu sorulara ne

olciide cevaplayabilirsiniz?

. Hi¢ cevaplayamam

. Cok 1yi cevaplayamam

. Orta diizeyde cevaplarim
. Oldukca 1y1 cevaplarim

. Tam anlamiyla cevaplarim
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5. Hangi politik ideolojinin sizi daha iyi tammladigim diisiiniiyorsunuz?
Liberal ()
Milliyetgi ()
Muhafazakar ()
Sosyalist ()
Diger ()

6. Sectiginiz bu politik ideolojinin sizin goriislerinizi ne diizeyde yansittigin
diisiiyorsunuz?
1. Hi¢ yansitmiyor
2. Biraz yansitmiyor
3. Ne yansitiyor ne yansitmiyor
4. Biraz yansitiyor

5. Tamamen yansitiyor

118



APPENDIX 3: Measurement Of Respect for Authority

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda otoriteye duyulan saygiyla ilgili 6l¢iim yer

almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen se¢enegi isaretleyiniz.

1. Okuduklarmza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemi diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumda otoriteye olan sayginin genel
durumu hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

1. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok iyi

wm B W N

2. Kendi anillarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemi
diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumda otoriteye olan sayginin genel durumu hakkinda
ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

D A W N =

3. Giiniimiizdeki toplumu diisiindiigiiniizde, otoriteye olan saygiy1 nasil
yorumluyorsunuz?
. Cok kotii
. Koti
. Ne 1yi ne kotii
yi
. Cok iyi

[, T S S T NS I

4. Toplumu otoriteye olan saygi acisindan degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-2055 yillar:
arasindaki donemin genel durumunun ne yonde olacagim diisiiniiyorsunuz?
. Cok kotii
. Kot
. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi
5. Cok iyi

AW N~
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APPENDIX 4: Measurement Of Closeness to Family

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda aile iiyelerinin birbirine olan baghhg ile ilgili 6l¢iim

yer almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen secenegi isaretleyiniz.

1.
. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok iyi

W AW N = wnm AW N - WD B~ W N

AW~

1. Okuduklarmza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemi diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumda aile iiyelerinin birbirine olan
baghhigimi nasil yorumluyorsunuz?

Cok koti

2. Kendi anillarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemi
diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumda aile iiyelerinin birbirine olan baghhgim nasil
yorumluyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

3. Giiniimiizdeki toplumu diisiindiigiiniizde, aile iiyelerinin birbirine olan
baghliginmi nasil yorumluyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne 1yi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

4. Toplumu aile iiyelerinin birbirine olan baghhg acisindan
degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-2055 yillar1 arasindaki donemin genel durumunun
ne yonde olacagini diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Kotii

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

5.

Cok iyi
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APPENDIX 5: Measurement Of Traditionalism

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda toplumun geleneklere olan baghhg ile ilgili 6l¢iim yer

almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen se¢enegi isaretleyiniz.

1.
. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok iyi

W AW N = wnm AW N - WD B~ W N

AW N~

1. Okuduklarmza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemi diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumun geleneklere olan baghhgini
nasil yorumluyorsunuz?

Cok koti

2. Kendi anillarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemi
diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumun geleneklere olan baghhgim nasil
yorumluyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

3. Giiniimiizdeki toplumu diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumun geleneklere olan
baghliginmi nasil yorumluyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne 1yi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

4. Toplumu geleneklere baghlik acisindan degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-2055 yillar
arasindaki donemin genel durumunun ne yonde olacagim diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Kotii

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

5.

Cok iyi
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APPENDIX 6: Measurement Of Economic Equality

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda ekonomik esitlik diizeyini ile ilgili dl¢iim yer

almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen se¢enegi isaretleyiniz.

1.
. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok iyi

N A W N - [ IV I

[, T S S T NS I

1. Okuduklarmza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemi diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumdaki ekonomik esitlik diizeyi
hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

Cok koti

2. Kendi anillarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemi
diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumdaki ekonomik esitlik diizeyi hakkinda ne
diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

3. Giiniimiizdeki toplumu diisiindiigiiniizde, ekonomik esitlik diizeyi acisindan
toplumun genel durumu hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne 1yi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

4. Toplumu ekonomik esitlik diizeyi agisindan degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-2055
yillar1 arasindaki donemin genel durumunun ne yonde olacagini
diisiinityorsunuz?

1. Cok kotii
2. Kotii

3.

4. Iyi

5.

Ne iyi ne koti

Cok iyi
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APPENDIX 7: Measurement Of Adherence to Traditional Values

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda geleneksel degerlere baghlik ile ilgili 6l¢iim yer

almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen se¢enegi isaretleyiniz.

1. Okuduklarmza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemi diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumdaki geleneksel degerlere
baghhgin genel durumu hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

1. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok iyi

wm B W N

2. Kendi anillarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemi
diisiindiigiiniizde, toplumdaki geleneksel degerlere baghhgin genel durumu
hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

D A W N =

3. Giiniimiizdeki toplumu diisiindiigiiniizde, geleneksel degerlere baghhk
acisindan toplumun genel durumu hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?
. Cok kotii
. Kotu
. Ne 1yi ne kotii
yi
. Cok 1y1

[, T S S T NS I

4. Toplumu geleneksel degerlere baghlk acisindan degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-
2055 yillar1 arasindaki donemin genel durumunun ne yonde olacagim
diisiinityorsunuz?

1. Cok kotii

2. Koti

3. Ne 1yi ne kotii
4. Iyi

5. Cok iyi
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APPENDIX 8: Measurement Of Society in General

Asagida farkh yil araliklarinda toplumun cesitli acilardan degerlendirildigindeki
genel durumu ile ilgili 6l¢ciim yer almaktadir. Liitfen size en uygun gelen secenegi

isaretleyiniz.

1. Okuduklarmiza ve ¢evrenizden duyduklarimiza dayanarak, 1970-1995 yillar1
arasindaki donemin toplumunu cesitli acillardan degerlendirdiginizde genel
durumu hakkinda ne diisiiniityorsunuz?

1. Cok kotii

. Kot

. Ne iyi ne kotii
yi

. Cok iyi

[ I SN OO I\

2. Kendi anilarimiza dayanarak, 1995-2020 yillar1 arasindaki donemin
toplumunu c¢esitli acillardan degerlendirdiginize, genel durumu hakkinda ne
diisiiniiyorsunuz?

. Cok kotii

. Koti

. Ne iyi ne koti
yi

. Cok 1y1

D AW N =

3. Cesitli acilardan degerlendirdiginizde giiniimiizdeki toplumun genel durumu
hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?
. Cok kotii
. Kotu
. Ne 1y1 ne koti
yi
. Cok 1y1

D AW N =

4. Toplumu cesitli acilardan degerlendirdiginizde, 2030-2055 yillar1 arasindaki
donemin genel durumunun ne yonde olacagim diisiiniiyorsunuz?
1. Cok kotii
2. Koti
3. Ne 1yi ne kotii
4. Iyi
5. Cok iyi
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APPENDIX 9: Future Time Orientation Scale Turkish Adaptation Form

Asagidaki 6l¢ek gelecek zamana dair tutumlarinizi 6lgmek icin tasarlanmistir. Liitfen sizi

en iyi yansitan segenegi isaretleyiniz.

1. Baz1 seyleri genellikle hep son dakikada yapmaya ¢alisirim.
1. Hig¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmryorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

N

. Gelecekte ne yapacagim hakkinda cok fazla diisiiniiriim.
1. Hig katilmiyorum 2. Katilmryorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

o

. “Son teslim tarihi” olmayan seyleri yapmakta zorlanirim.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

N

. Bir seyleri halledebilmem icin iizerimde zaman baskis1 hissetmem gerekir.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

9]

. Yarim yi1l benim icin olduk¢a uzun bir zamandir.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

6. Gelecek hakkinda ¢ok az diisiiniiriim.

1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

~

. Genelde su an i¢in neler hissettigimle ilgilenirim.
1. Hi¢ katilmryorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

8. Zamanin biraz ilerisindeki seylerle ¢ok fazla ilgilenmem.

1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum

o

. Gelecek ile ilgili endiselenmek ashinda yersiz, ciinkii ne olacaksa olur.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
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10. Gelecek hakkinda ¢ok fazla kafa yorarim ve gelecegin ¢ok ¢cabuk yaklastigini
hissederim.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
11. Genellikle, giin hi¢ bitmeyecekmis gibi gelir.
1. Hig¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmryorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
12. Bir¢ok kez kendimi zamam dldiirecek yollar ararken bulurum.
1. Hig¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmryorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
13. Gelecek bazen bana c¢ok belirsiz gelir.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.
Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
14. Genellikle zamanin cok ¢abuk gectigini hissederim.
1. Hi¢ katilmiyorum 2. Katilmiyorum 3. Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum 4.

Katiliyorum 5. Tamamen katiliyorum
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APPENDIX 10: Demographic Information Form

1.Cinsiyetiniz

Kadin ()

Erkek ()

Diger (belirtiniz) ............

2.Dogum Yilimz:

3.Egitim Durumunuz:
flkokul mezunu ()
Ortaokul mezunu ()
Lise mezunu ()
Onlisans mezunu ()
Lisans mezunu ()
Yiiksek Lisans

Doktora mezunu ()

4.Kendinizi hangi sosyoekonomik durumda goriiyorsunuz?
Cok Diisiik ()

Diisiik ()

Orta ()

Yiiksek ()

Cok Yiiksek ()

5.Hanenizde kisi basina diisen toplam gelir Tiirk Lirasi cinsinden ne kadardir?:
6.Kendinizi ne 6l¢iide dindar tanimlarsiniz?

1. Hi¢ dindar degilim

3

4,
5. Orta
6.
7.
8.
9.
1

0. Tam anlamiyla dindarim
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APPENDIX 11: Future Time Orientation Scale Permission to Use

Future Time Orientation Scale Tirkge Uyarlamasini Kullanma Izni elen ks « I8 B
Alper Erdem 29KasCum14:46 (3ginance) vy @ «

Al

Sayin Prof. Dr. Bengi Oner Gzkan

Ben Alper Erdem, Baskent Universitesi Psikoloji Bolimd nde yaksek lisans 6drencisiyim. Tezim kapsaminda bireylerin zaman algisinin polik farkindalik ve ideolojik tutumlarta iliskisini incelemeyi amachyorum. Bu kapsamda, Future Time Orientation Scale'in sizin
Tarkce'ye temel almay!

Calismamda, Ayca Giler Edwards'in (2004) yiiksek lisans tezinde yapti1 gibi, dlcekten g maddeyi cikararak kullanmay disiindyorum. Bu kenudaki gérisiniz, yonlendimeleriniz ve kullanim izni vermeniz benim igin cok anemi. lgili geri donissaniz igin simdiden
tesekkir eder, iyi calismalar dilerim.

Sayglanmia,
Alper Erdem

bengi 9KasCum 17:08 (3ginance) v @ &

Alici ben v

Merhabalar,
Gok memnun olurum, digedi dilediginiz gibi, cahsmalannizda kullanabilirsiniz. Kolayliklar ve baganlar dilerim,

Bengi
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APPENDIX 12: Correlational Matrix

Pearson's Correlations

. FTO_Anticipatio FTO_Involvemen Political Pastl_Tota Past2_Tota Now_Tota Future_Tota
Variable Closeness
n t Engagement | I | |
1. ;
FTO_Anticipation o
p JE—
2 r 10.050 -
FTO_Involvement '
p 0.362 —
3. Political ‘ 0058 0.117* -
Engagement
p 0.286 0.031 —
4. Closeness r 0.020 -0.022 0.305*** —
p 0.719 0.683 <.001 —
5. Pastl_Total r -0.058 0.075 -0.040 0.137* —
p 0.288 0.172 0.465 0.012 —
6. Past2_Total r 0.044 0.052 -0.100 0.048 0.434*** —
p 0.421 0.338 0.068 0.376 <.001 —
7. Now_Total r 0.056 -0.062 -0.217*** -0.127* 0.023 0.421*** —
p 0.308 0.253 <.001 0.019 0.668 <.001 —
8. Future_Total r 0.129* -0.053 -0.022 -0.004 -0.179*** 0.126* 0.563*** —
p 0.018 0.329 0.686 0.942 <.001 0.020 <.001

Note. * p < .05, ** p <.01, *** p <.001
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APPENDIX 13: Pearson Correlations Among Thematic Perceptions in the Distant Past (1970-1995)

Pearson's Correlations

. Respect for Family Ties Traditionalism Economic Traditional Society in
Variable Authority 1 1 1 Equality 1 Values 1 General 1 Pastl_Total
1. Respect for r o
Authority 1
p N
2. Family Ties 1 r 0.278*** —
P < .001 —
3. Traditionalism 1 r 0.314*** 0.376*** —
P <.001 <.001 —
4. Economic r 0.275%** 0.260%** 0.240%** _
Equality 1
P <.001 <.001 <.001 —
5. Traditional r 0.407%** 0.478%** 0.603%** 0.216%** _
Values 1
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
6. Society in r 0.332%** 0.416%** 0.303%** 0.428%** 0.334%** —
General 1
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
7. Pastl Total r 0.648%** 0.678%** 0.690%** 0.617*** 0.735%** 0.693*** —
p <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —

Note. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001
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APPENDIX 14: Pearson Correlations Among Thematic Perceptions in the Recent Past (1995-2020)

Pearson's Correlations

. Respect for Family Ties Traditionalism Economic Traditional Society in
Variable Authority 2 2 2 Equality 2 Values 2 General 2 Past2_Total
1. Respect for r o
Authority 2
p -
2. Family Ties 2 r 0.146  ** —
p 0.007 —
3. Tradlgonallsm r 009  ax 0300 *xx o
P <.001 <.001 —
4'5532{:?;“2'0 r 0171  ** 0.142 ** 0.205 *** —
p 0.002 0.009 <.001 —
> \T/;"’}Sg;"z”a' r 0.202  *** 0.354 *** 0.623 *x* 0.282  *** —
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
GGSe‘r’fe're;?’z'” r 0.247  *xx 0.295 **x 0.326 *** 0423  *** 0.380 *** —
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
7. Past2_Total r 0.568  *** 0.552 *** 0.702  *** 0.600 *** 0.752  *** 0.691 *** —
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —

Note. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001
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APPENDIX 15: Pearson Correlations Among Thematic Perceptions in the Present (2020-2030)

Pearson's Correlations

Respect for

Family Ties

Traditionalism

Economic

Traditional

Society in

Variable Authority 3 3 3 Equality 3 Values 3 General 3 Now_Total
1. Respect for
Authority 3 ' o
p _
2. Family Ties 3 r 0.144** —
D 0.008 —
3. Traditionalism 3 r 0.258%*+* 0.361%** —
D <.001 <.001 —
é‘qﬁgﬁ?;g“c r 0.090 0.227%%% 0.255%%* _
P 0.097 <.001 <.001 —
f’/amg ';'O”a' r 0.274%%* 0.365%** 0.625%** 0.230%** —
D <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
ge‘f’]‘;ﬁ;‘itg in r 0.135% 0.198%** 0.229%%* 0.374%%* 0.210%** —
P 0.013 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
7. Now_Total r 0.552%*+* 0.609%** 0.729%*+* 0.548%** 0.724%*% 0.567*** —
D <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —

Note. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001

132



APPENDIX 16: Pearson Correlations Among Thematic Perceptions In The Future (2030-2055)

Pearson's Correlations

. Respect for Family Ties Traditionalism Economic Traditional Society in
Variable Authority 4 4 4 Equality 4 Values 4 General 4 Future Total
1. Respect for r o
Authority 4
p -
2. Family Ties 4 r 0.244%** —
P <.001 —
3. Traditionalism 4 r 0.366*** 0.420%** —
P <.001 <.001 —
é‘qﬁgﬁ?;g"c r 0.367%** 0.115* 0.216%** —
P <.001 0.035 <.001 —
f/'amg'fl'ona' r 0.334%%x 0.409%** 0.676%*+ 0.196%** —
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
g;‘;ﬁ;t}{ n r 0.327%%+ 0.285%*+ 0.352% %+ 0.423%** 0.318%** —
P <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —
7. Future Total r 0.669*** 0.613*** 0.748*** 0.579*** 0.720%** 0.682*** —
p <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 —

Note. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001
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APPENDIX 17: Future Time Orientation Scale Item Correlations

Item-Level Statistics and Exclusion of Future Time Orientation Scale (N = 337)

ltem Subscale Corrected Item-Total Inter-ltem Scale Mean if Scale Variance if Cronbach's o if Item Exclusion
Correlation Correlation Range  Item Deleted Item Deleted Deleted Rationale

1  Anticipation .61 .54 — .56 — — - -

3 Anticipation .69 54 — .67 — — — -

4 Anticipation .70 .56 — .67 — — - -

2 Involvement .56 — 18.89 15.72 .68 —

6  Involvement .50 — 18.26 16.53 .70 —

7 Involvement .37 — 19.91 16.85 73 —

8 Involvement .53 — 18.53 15.62 .69 —

9 Involvement .46 — 18.78 15.20 71 —

10 Involvement .48 — 19.60 14.96 71 —
Low

5 Excluded <.20 Low — — 49 (total) consistency
Low

11 Excluded <.20 Low — — .49 (total) consistency
Low

12 Excluded <.20 Low — — 49 (total) consistency
Low

13 Excluded <.20 Low — — .49 (total) consistency

14 Excluded < .20 Low _ _ 49 (total) Low

consistency
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APPENDIX 18: Ethical Approval
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