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Thesis Abstract
Melisa Akan, “The Organization of Memory for Autobiographical and Public Events
Across Different Social Identities”

Previous research carried out in various countries showed that public events that
have a dramatic impact on the daily lives of individuals may come to organize
memories for autobiograohical events by acting as landmarks. The present study
explored the association between memories for personal and public events in a
majority and a minority sample living in the same country. More specifically, I
explored if being a minority group member mediates the role public events play in
the content and organization of autobiographical memories (ABM). Additionally, |
investigated the content and and organization of memories in the two samples, for
public events considered as important. In the first phase, Turkish and Armenian
participants whose ages ranged from 20 to 84 were asked report personal memories
in response to cue words and then to date these events by thinking out loud. In the
second phase, the same participants were asked to report public events that took
place during their lifetimes which they considered important and then to date these
events as well, in the same manner. The references used in date estimations were
thought to reveal how memories were organized in individuals’ minds. Results
revealed that public events rarely served as landmarks organizing memory for
autobiographical events, and the two samples did not seem to differ from each other
in their frequency of using public event references. However, age-at-retrieval and
level of group identification had a dramatic impact on the role public events play in
the organization of ABMs. Additionally, it was observed that public events were
commonly dated by references to personal events, and the types of personal
references used in the datings of personal and public events were very similar. All
together, these findings indicate that personal and public memories are associated in
the mind and the level of association is mediated by age and identification with

group identity.



Tez Ozeti
Melisa Akan, “Farkli Sosyal Gruplarda Otobiyografik ve Toplumsal Bellek’in
Organizasyonu”

Cesitli lilkelerde yapilmis aragtirmalar insanlarin giinliik yasamlarini etkilemis
toplumsal olaylarin otobiyografik bellek (OB) iizerinde organize edici bir rol
oynadigini gostermistir. Bu ¢caligmada, ayni iilkede yasayan ¢ogunluk ve azinlik
orneklemleri lizerinden kisisel ve toplumsal olaylar i¢in olusturulan anilar arasindaki
baglanti incelenmistir. Daha spesifik olarak, azinlik grubu {iyesi olmanin toplumsal
olaylarin otobiyografik bellegin igerigi ve organizasyonu lizerinde bir etkisi olup
olmadig1 arastirilmistir. Bunun yani sira, iki 6rneklem tarafindan 6nemli bulunan
toplumsal olaylarin igerigi ve organizasyonu incelenmistir. ilk asamada, yaslar1 20
ile 84 arasinda degisen Tiirk ve Ermeni katilimcilardan verilen ipucu kelimelerin
cagristirdig kisisel anilarin1 yazmalar1 ve sonra bu anilart sesli diistinerek
tarihlendirmeleri istenmistir. Ikinci asamada aym katilimcilardan, yasadiklar: siire
boyunca Tiirkiye’de gerceklesmis ve dnemli bulduklar1 toplumsal olaylar1 yazmalari
ve ayn1 yontemle bu olaylari da tarihlendirmeleri istenmistir. Tarih saptamalarinda
referans verilen olaylarin, anilarin, bireylerin zihninde nasil organize edildigini
ortaya cikaracagi diigiiniilmiistiir. Bulgular, toplumsal olaylarin nadiren otobiyografik
anilan diizenleyen doniim noktalar1 olarak rol oynadigini ve iki grup arasinda
toplumsal olaylar1 referans noktalar1 olarak alma siklig1 ag¢isindan bir fark olmadigini
gostermistir. Ancak, katilimcilarin yasi ve toplumsal kimlikleriyle 6zdeslesme
diizeylerinin, toplumsal olaylarin OB’deki rolii lizerinde 6nemli bir etkisi oldugu
gosterilmistir. Bunun yani sira, toplumsal olaylarin daha ¢ok kisisel referanslar
kullanilarak tarihlendirildigi ve kisisel ve toplumsal olaylarin tarihlendirilmesinde
kullanilan referanslarin biiyiik bir benzerlik gosterdigi saptanmistir. Kisaca, bulgular
kisisel ve toplumsal anilarin zihinde baglantilandirildigini ve yas ve grupla

0zdeslesme diizeyinin bu baglanti izerinde dnemli bir rol oynadigini gostermistir.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
The Organization of Memory for Autobiographical and Public Events Across
Different Social Identities

There is a two-way relationship between identity and memory. Autobiographical
memories make us who we are and determine how we define ourselves and our
current identities or self-concepts determine what we remember and how we
remember the past (Bluck, 2003; Wilson & Ross, 2003). Similarly, collective
memories serve the function of maintaining group identity and cohesion (Assman,
1995) and belonging to a particular group, in turn, determines what we remember
and how we remember collective events (Paez, Basabe, & Gonzales, 1997). In Olick
(1999, p.342)’s words, “It is not just that we remember as members of groups, but we
constitute these groups and their members simultaneously in the act (thus re-
member-ing)”.

The former type of memories, memory for personal information, is
extensively studied by cognitive psychologists whereas the second type of memories,
collective memory, is relatively less studied by psychologists compared to social
scientists from other fields (e.g. anthropology, sociology, history, political science)
(Hirst & Manier, 2008). Therefore, little is known about how public events are stored
in the individual mind and whether they serve the function of organizing memory for
personal events by acting as reference points or benchmarks in one’s personal past.
Numerous studies investigated how membership of and level of identification with a
group may predict which events are remembered from the historical past and how

they are evaluated. However, there is less knowledge on how group membership or



level of identification with a group may have an effect on the organization of one’s
autobiographical memory by public events.

The primary aim of this study was to explore if such a relationship exists
between memory for personal and public events and whether the extent of this
relationship is influenced by being a member of a minority versus a majority group.
Turks and Armenians living in Turkey constituted the majority and minority group
samples. A secondary aim was to explore which events constituted collective
memories a Turkish and an Armenian sample and to observe possible similarities and
differences among them.

Memory for Public Events
In the literature, there is not a clear and consistent definition of the term “collective
memory” and thus, there are contradicting views on whether we can distinguish
autobiographical and collective memory as separate systems (see Wilson, 2005;
Wertsch, 2007 for reviews). In this study, | use the term in an individualistic sense
(Olick,1999) as the level of analysis was based on individuals’ memories rather than
on collective memory “out there” (Kuzmanic, 2008, p.7) such as commemorations,
statues, museums, language etc. (e.g. Pennebaker & Banasik, 1997). Olick refers to
this kind of shared memories elicited from samples of individuals as “collected
memories”, while Schuman uses the term “collective memories” as opposed to
“collective memory” in singular form.

There have been a few different approaches to studying collective memories.
One method used by some sociologists is to merely ask a representative sample of
participants using national surveys to report national or world events that they
consider important. For instance, Schuman and Scott (1989) asked American

participants from different age cohorts, to report from the last 50 years, two national



or world events or social changes that they consider important and why they
characterize them as important. With this procedure, the researchers aimed first, to
investigate events that constitute collective memories of Americans and second,
whether and how age affects retrieval of particular memories. The idea of testing for
age effects was stimulated by Mannheim (1950, as cited in Conway, 1997, p.29)’s
conceptualization of generation identity which according to him emerged from
“shared cultural experiences, shared experiences of a type of event, common ways of
responding to the world, common existential problems, and shared conceptual
knowledge”.

Overall, the most frequently mentioned events were World War Il and the
Vietnam War. In line with Mannheim’s concept of generation identity, World War II
was most frequently reported by participants who were in their 50°s and 60’s, while
Vietnam War was most frequently reported by participants who were in their 30°s
and 40’s at the time of the experiment, in 1985. In other words, participants tended to
recall events that took place in their late adolescence and early adulthood
(approximately between 17-25 years).

Furthermore, effects of age were also observed upon analyzing the reasons
for the importance of events. If an event took place during late teens or early
adulthood, the reported reasons for the importance of that event referred more to
direct personal experiences, the impact of the event on one’s personal life or to their
vivid memories about how they learned about the event. Whereas, people who were
younger or not even born at the time of a public event, referred more to its historical
importance and they frequently compared this event with another one that happened

in their adolescence or adulthood in order to evaluate it.



Subsequently, numerous studies using the same methodology with samples
from different nationalities have found similar generation effects on memory for
public memories (Schuman, Akiyama, & Knauper, 2007; Schuman & Rodgers,
2004; Scott & Zac, 1993). Thus, it is possible to argue that events that took place
during youth may have a greater psychological impact, are more accessible in
memory and despite objective historical importance, there is a tendency to evaluate
public events as important which had a personal impact.

Following from this research, Schuman, Belli, and Bischoping (1997)
investigated generational effects on the actual knowledge of the participants about
public events (event memory). They presented a list of public events (e.g. Marshall
Plan, Holocaust etc.) to a probability sample of American participants from various
age cohorts and asked whether they heard about these events and if they did, describe
what the event was about in a few words. With this procedure, they showed the effect
of generational identity on knowledge about public events. For example, individuals
were more knowledgeable about Woodstock and the Vietham War if they were in
their adolescence or early adulthood in this period compared to individuals who were
older or not yet born at the time of these events.

In summary, those public events that took place during the development of
generational identity which takes place between the critical ages 17-to-25
(Mannheim, 1950, as cited in Schuman & Scott, 1989) are considered important and
are remembered the best. All together, these findings indicate that it is the
intersection of personal and historical past that makes events important and
memorable.

Interestingly, a similar increase in memories that belong to adolescence and

early adulthood was found by cognitive psychologists, for personal events (see



Rubin, Wetzler, & Nebes, 1986 for a review). Contrary to the expected monotonic
decrease in memories with the passage of time, researchers observed a peak in
personal memories from the second and third decades of life, which was termed as
the “the reminiscence bump”. Furthermore, again in parallel with memories of public
events, memories of personal events that took place in the critical age period were
remembered better (Rubin, Rahhal, & Poon, 1998). One of the explanations for the
increase in memories during one’s youth is that this is the period during which
personal identity forms and develops (Conway & Pleydell-Pearce, 2000).

Another method used by cognitive psychologists to investigate memory for
personal events and their association with memory for public events is to ask
participants about their personal memories associated with hearing the news of an
important public event such as; where they were, what they were doing, from what
source they learned the event etc. (e.g. Brown & Kulik, 1977). These memories of
personal circumstances in which one first learned of a very surprising and
consequential public or personal event are named by Brown and Kulik as flashbulb
memories (FBM). FBMs constitute the most obvious phenomenon where one can
observe the link between personal and public events (Brown, Shevell, & Rips, 1986).
Neisser (1982, p.48) describes FBMs as “... the places where we line up our own
lives with the course of history itself and say ‘I was there’.” However, FBM
literature is still not clear about whether FBMs are ordinary personal memories or
constitute a special type of memory. Despite discrepant theoretical interpretations, it
is well established that they are vivid, detailed and long-lasting (Luminet, 2009).

The Effect of Social Identity on Memory for Public Events
Most of these studies included national, racial or ethnic identity as a factor

influencing the retrieval of public or FB memories. Not surprisingly, their results



revealed that both types of memories were better if the event was more consequential
for one’s group identity (see Bernsten, 2009 for a review).

For example, Brown and Kulik (1977) presented their subjects with nine public
events involving deaths of or attempted assassinations to Caucasian American and
African American political figures. As predicted, the deaths of leaders who were
involved with racial issues in the country (whether for or against African American
rights) were more consequential for the African American minority group compared
to the White American majority. Importantly, a high correlation was obtained
between the degree of consequentiality and amount of detail contained in the
memories of personal circumstances at the time of the event (FBMs). In other words,
the formation of FBMs depended on consequentiality of the events for the social
group that one was a member of. For instance, an African American participant had
better contextual/ personal memory associated with, say, the assassination of Martin
Luther King compared to that of a majority group participant. Furthermore, Schuman
et al. (1997) who tested knowledge about public events rather than their associated
personal memories, showed that people were more knowledgeable about events that
were more consequential for their identity. For instance, compared to Caucasian
Americans, African Americans knew more about the identity of Rosa Parks who was
an African American civil rights activist.

Another line of research compared several national groups in terms of their FB
and event memories regarding public events that varied in their consequentiality for
different nations. A study run by Curci, Luminet, Finkenauer and Gisle (2001)
compared event memories and FBMs of French and Belgian participants with regard
to the death of the French president Mitterrand. Event memory score was calculated

by the answers participants gave to the questions on where, when and why Mitterand



died. On the other hand, FBM scores were extracted from the amount of information
given with regard to personal context at the time of the event. Participants’ personal
memories associated with the event were investigated by the following questions: the
exact time (date, day of week, hour) when they heard about the event, from what
source they learned the event, their location, with whom they were with, their
ongoing activity at the time of the event, and what they have done after learning
about the event. Their results revealed that French participants were better than the
Belgian sample in terms of both their event memories and FBMs. Thus, greater
concern about a public event leads both to better memory for the original event and
to better autobiographical/personal memory associated with that event. This, and
similar patterns of memories correlated with individuals having different national
identities (e.g. Kvavilashvili, Mirani, Schlagman, & Kornbrot, 2003; Luminet et al.,
2004) does not seem to be surprising due to differing national relevance and thus
differing media rehearsal of a public event taking place in a particular country.

What would be more interesting is to hypothesize the possibility of
differences in the memories of different ethnic groups living in the same country,
being exposed to the same media and going through similar formal educational
experiences. However, to my knowledge, there is no study that directly assessed
public event and FB memories of different ethnic identities from the cognitive
psychology perspective. Using a different procedure, Sahdra and Ross (2007)
compared historical memories of two ethnic groups living in India.

They directly asked Hindu and Sikh participants to recall 3 events in which
their in-group (Hindu/Sikh) was victimized by the out-group (Sikh/Hindu) and to
recall 3 events in which their ingroup members perpetrated a violent act against the

out-group. They also asked participants their level of identification with their



ingroup. The responses revealed that, in general, subjects were more likely to recall
events in which they were the victims rather than the perpetrators. In addition,
individuals who were high identifiers of their ingroup recalled even fewer events in
which their group was the perpetrator compared to low identifiers. However, there
was no difference between high and low identifiers in the recall of events in which
their ingroup was victimized. It should be noted that, in this study, ethnic group
identity was made salient by directly asking participants, events in which their
ingroup was the perpetrator or the victim, thereby biasing the results. Thus, there is
need for more work in this area.

It seems plausible that social identity has predictive power over one’s
memory for public events and his/her personal memories associated with those
public events. Therefore, in the present study, | wanted to go one step further in
examining memories of individuals belonging to different social identities. Instead of
testing event knowledge or amount of autobiographical details associated with a
public event, | aimed to explore whether and how social group membership may
influence the structure of memory for personal and public events. Brown (1990) and
Brown et al. (2009)’s studies suggest a functional method that seems to be good at
revealing the content and organization of autobiographical and public memory.

Organization of Memory for Public Events
According to Brown (1990), “historical memory” has three basic levels, namely, the
news event, the public narrative and the historical period. News events that have
causal relations among them form public narratives which are in turn connected to
certain historical periods. A public narrative includes knowledge on specific public
events and knowledge about the relations among them. Historical periods constitute

the most general level and possess a certain thematic and temporal framework.



Additionally, in his historical memory model, Brown acknowledges the fact that
people also encode personal/contextual information together with the public event.

He exemplified his model with the news event that Lieutenant Colonel Oliver
North was released from the National Security Council which should be stored
together with other events that are causally and/or temporally associated with this
event. The reason for North’s dismissal from his position was the role he played in
the Iran Contra Affair Scandal which involved the sale of guns and other weaponry
to Iran in return for the release of American hostages and the disposal of the profit
from the gun sales to the Contra rebels in Nicaragua. Thus, all these events are
expected to be stored together with Oliver North’s dismissal from his position
forming a public narrative. These events are further associated with the historical
period framed by Ronald Reagan’s presidency (Brown, 1990).

In order to test his model, Brown (1990) asked subjects to guess the month
and year of some political (governmental/military happenings) and non-political
events (not connected with national or foreign affairs; such as, natural disasters,
cultural or scientific firsts etc.) that happened 3 years in average before the
experiment by thinking out loud. People usually do not store the calendar dates of
events. Therefore, in order to come up with a date, rather than directly retrieving the
calendar date of an event, one would have to engage in a reconstructive process. The
reconstructive process — which will be explained further in the following sections-
involves searching memory for information associated with the target event, and
making temporal inferences using information that is temporally informative (see
Friedman, 1993; Larsen, Thompson, & Hansen, 1995 for reviews). Thus, by asking

participants to date public events by thinking out loud, he would be able to observe



the kinds of events that certain public events are associated with in memory, and
thereby investigate the organization of public memory.

His results revealed that 48% of the responses in which an explanation was
given regarding how the date was found, included references to contextual and
autobiographical information which constituted the most frequent inference category.
For example, one subject, when was asked when the first space shuttle was launched,
responded by remembering that he learned about the news event while he was in a
barber shop located in a different district from where he was living at the time of the
experiment. Then, he remembered the date he moved away from that district. Then,
according to his estimation on how long ago he has gone through that episode in the
barber shop before his relocation he was able to come up with a date to the target
event.

On the other hand, referrals to related public events constituted 21% of the
answers. As predicted, references to related events were more common compared to
references to unrelated events. References to presidential periods were more common
for the date estimation of political events compared to that for non-political events.
Additionally, it was more common for subjects to refer to same-narrative events
(related public events) for date estimation of political events, and to refer more to
contextual information for date estimation of non-political events. These results were
consistent with Brown’s model of public memory (1990). From these results, one can
see that the type of event (political vs. non-political) determines whether an event is
going to be associated more with personal or public memories. A political event is
more likely to be embedded in a public narrative whereas, a non-political event tends

to be associated more with autobiographical/contextual memories. Most importantly,
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this study shows that this method is appropriate for exploring the organization of
historical memory and its association with autobiographical memories.

Role of Public Events in the Organization of Autobiographical Memory
In a more recent study, Brown et al. (2009) aimed to explore if public events play a
role in the organization of memory for personal events. This time, they analyzed how
people assigned dates to their autobiographical memories. According to Conway and
Pleydell-Pearce (2000), autobiographical memory is hierarchically organized and life
time periods (“When | was at university”) constitute the most general and abstract
level. As its name implies, a life time period refers to a distinct period of time with
specific boundaries formed by memories that have a common theme. Life time
periods are generally bounded by landmark events (Shum, 1998). Shum (1997, as
cited in Shum, 1998) directly asked freshman students to list the landmark events
from their previous year. The most listed items were high school graduation and
acceptance to university which correspond to the end of one life period (i.e. when |
was in high school) and the beginning of another (i.e. when | was an undergraduate).
When trying to estimate the time of a past event, we generally refer to these life time
periods and landmark events.

Brown et al. (2009) predicted that some public events may serve as landmark
events forming a boundary to a certain life period. Brown et al. named these periods
as H-DAPs (historically-defined autobiographical periods) and termed the frequent
use of H-DAPs as the “living-in-history” effect. According to Brown et al., the
presence of H-DAPs will imply that certain historical events had a major impact on
people’s personal lives causing their personal memories to be entwined with their
public memories. In order to explore if and in what conditions H-DAPSs exist, Brown

et al. conducted their study with participants from 8 different countries and 10
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different cities. Participants were required to write their autobiographical memories
related with 20 different cue words and then to estimate the times of these events
(indicating their month and year) by thinking out loud.

The results varied vastly among different nationalities. While participants
from some countries (such as Canada, USA and Denmark) never mentioned any
public events, participants from Bosnia and Turkey (Izmit) commonly used public
events to date their personal memories. Twenty-three percent of the justified
responses (responses that included a reference to at least one temporally informative
event) of Bosnians’ included references to their civil war. On the other hand, 13% of
the justified responses of the Izmit sample included references to the Marmara
Earthquake that took place in the year 1999 and had devastating consequences for
people living in Izmit and near provinces. More importantly, 49% of their
autobiographical memories that took place between 1998 and 2000, were justified
with references to the earthquake. However, participants living in Ankara almost
never referred to the earthquake or any other public event.

In short, there was frequent referral to H-DAPs only in 2 out of 10 samples,
even though important public events have taken place in other countries as well.
Thus, Brown et al. (2009) concluded that not all emotionally charged or historically
significant events lead to the formation of H-DAPs. What is crucial in H-DAP
formation is that the historical event must have somehow changed one’s way of
living.

Memory for Time: How Do We Date Events?
The reason Brown et al. (2009) used the date estimation method was the fact that
people generally refer to life time periods and their defining landmark events when

they try to locate events in a temporal framework. Research showed that, generally,
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we do not encode events with time-tags (Friedman, 1993). Thus, individuals are
rarely able to assign dates to events directly, instead they generate them relying on
several different mechanisms.

According to Friedman (1993) there are three types of temporal information
we rely on when we try to figure out the exact time of past events: distance, location,
and order. Distance information refers to the estimation of the amount of time that
has passed between the occurrence of the target event and the present by using state
of the memory traces as cues. In the retrieval phase, individuals make judgements
about the quality of their memory traces or about the ease of accessibility. Relying on
these judgements, they can estimate if an event happened recently or a long time ago
(Friedman, 1993). Support for the use of such information comes from Brown, Rips,
& Shevell (1985, as cited in Brown et al., 1986)’s study which showed that people
underestimate the age of events that they knew much about while overestimating the
ages of events that they knew less about.

On the other hand, location-based information refers to the placement of an
event in a temporal framework by using information that was registered into that
particular memory together with the target event in the encoding phase. Among the
theories supporting the use of location-based information in date estimation,
reconstructive theory received the most empirical support. According to the
reconstructive theory, people encode contextual information such as place, people,
activities or own internal state which is associated with the event. Hence, at the time
of recall one uses this associated contextual information to infer the time of the target
event (Friedman, 1993; Friedman, 2004)

Additionally, without having any distance or location information, one can

still have knowledge about the order in which some events occurred. Order code
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theories assert that if one event makes us retrieve the memory of another event,
immediately an order code is created between these items (Friedman, 1993;
Friedman, 2004).

In his review of the date estimation studies, Friedman (1993) found that, out
of the three types of temporal information, it is more common for people to rely on
location-based information. Since we rarely encode events with their dates (i.e.
Wagenaar, 1986, as cited in Burt, 1992), location information is rarely based on
time-tags or conventional dates. Time tags exist for a small number of events which
are considered to be important so that their date is rehearsed and become a part of
semantic memory. For example, most of the Turkish citizens can retrieve the exact
date of Atatiirk’s death who is the founder of Turkish Republic. The anniversary of
his death is commemorated every year and is considered to be a landmark event in
Turkish history. Since memory of most of the events do not contain such time tags,
location information relies on knowledge of social, natural or personal time patterns
or the time of an associated salient event or life period (Friedman, 2004). For
example, remembering that the weather was hot may lead an individual to infer that
some event has occurred in the summer. In date estimation studies, people generally
refer to the context of the event or use temporal landmarks which are salient and
transitional events whose dates are usually remembered (Shum, 1998).

Temporal landmark events are stored in autobiographical memory just like
any other event. However, additionally, they serve the function of organizing
personal memories as reference-points in autobiographical memory (Shum, 1998).
Other events in memory are localized by the use of these landmarks, and access to
these landmarks leads to the infiltration of associated memories (Ribot, 1882; as

cited in Shum, 1998).
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Loftus and Marburger (1983)’s study is a good demonstration of the role of
temporal landmarks on the organization of autobiographical memory. In this study,
participants were asked if the failure to rescue the hostages in Iran happened within
the last six months; while it had actually happened 8 months before the experiment.
After participants gave their answers, they were asked the same question by changing
the phrase “within the last 6 months” with “Since Mt. St. Helens erupted” (p. 116).
All participants knew the exact date of this event which happened 6 months prior to
the experiment since the event took place close to where participants lived and
probably had a big impact on their lives. The results revealed that 23% of the
participants changed their answers from yes to no while the reverse happened only
5% of the time. In other words, by making the participants rely on location-based
rather than on distance-based information, Loftus and Marburger were able to
increase the accuracy of their responses. The same pattern was also found for
questions involving personal events such as being a victim of a robbery or a crime.
Thus, this study showed that a personally important public event may serve as a
catalyst for organizing memories for both personal and public events.

Present Study
In the present study, the content and organization of personal and public memories of
participants with different social group identities were explored using the date
estimation task. Rather than comparing samples from different nationalities, | tested
a majority and a minority group who live in the same city, have gone through the
same experiences, have been exposed to the same media, and have gotten the same
history education. The two groups to be compared included Turks who constitute the
majority group and Armenians who constitute the largest non-muslim minority group

in Turkey.
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The main purpose of this study was to examine the possible association
between memory for personal and public events. Furthermore, | investigated whether
belonging to a minority as oppossed to a majority group would influence the
presence or the extent of this relationship. In order to accomplish this goal, the types
of references used during date estimation of both personal and public events were
examined. Previous research showed that compared to the majority members,
minority group members identify more strongly with their group identity (Simon,
Aufderheide, & Kampmeir, 2001). Therefore, minority group members might have a
higher tendency to organize their personal past using public events that were
consequential for their group identity. This could lead minority group members to
use public event references more frequently in dating personal events.

In addition, the effect of age-at-retrieval on the tendency to give public event
references while thinking about the personal past was examined. One of the reasons
why Brown et al. (2009) was not able to observe any public event references in the
Ankara sample and no other public event references other than the earthquake in the
Izmit sample might be due to the age of the participants. The average age of the
participants was approximately 22 which might be too young to have life changing
public memories that one is aware of.

Together with the frequency of public event references, | also investigated the
content of these events. The public landmark events recited, may differ among the
two groups since they may perceive different events to be more consequential for
their personal and social identity.

On the other hand, I did not have any clear predictions about whether and
how the datings of public memories might have differed among the two samples. The

relevance of events to one’s social identity might have an influence on the dating
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strategy. As previously reviewed, people have more knowledge about events that are
more important for their group identity (Schuman et al, 1997). With more knowledge
about an event, more coherent public narratives may be formed which could lead to
using related public event references. However, it can also be the case that public
events that are considered important are more personally relevant and have stronger
associations with autobiographical memories. In the present study, as the participants
were required to generate public events that they consider important, the
consequentiality of events for one’s social group may not differ among the two
groups. Therefore, the relationship between ratings of personal and social relevance
and dating strategy was examined. Finally, a sample of public events that were

considered to be important by a Turkish and an Armenian sample were gathered.
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CHAPTER 2
METHOD

Participants
A total of 127 individuals, 60 Turks and 67 Armenians, between the ages 21 and 84
were recruited through convenience and snowball sampling methods. Of all the
participants 62 were males and 65 were females and the proportion of males and
females were fairly equal in both samples (48.3% of the Turkish sample and 53.7%
of the Armenian sample were male).

There were 6 age groups with equivalent numbers of Turkish (T) and
Armenian (A) participants (see Table 1). The data of participants aged 70 and above
were not included in the analyses since this age group contained too few participants.
Table 1 shows the means and standard deviations of age, gender and social identity

of participants for each age group.

Table 1. Age and Gender of Turks and Armenians

Age Gender
Age Group  Sample Mean SD Male Female Total
20-29 Turklsh 26.2 2.8 5 5 10
Armenian 25.3 2.6 5 7 12
30-39 Turklsh 334 2.9 6 4 10
Armenian 35.5 2.8 5 9 14
40-49 Turklsh 443 3.3 4 8 12
Armenian 45.8 2.2 3 8 11
50-59 Turklsh 54.2 3.6 8 3 11
Armenian 54.7 35 8 6 14
60-69 Turklsh 64.9 2.1 5 5 10
Armenian 62.7 1.4 7 6 13

Interviews took place between August 2010 and April 2011. Almost all of the

participants were born in Istanbul and were long time residents of the city. Turkish
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and Armenian participants were matched in terms of education and socioeconomic
status. Since the requirements of the task were cognitively demanding, the primary
consideration of the sampling procedure was to recruit participants who were well-
educated and high-functioning. Both samples were fairly well educated. Majority of
the participants (76.1%) had college or graduate degree (81.7% of Turks and 71.6%
of Armenians), and 22.8% had middle or high school education (18.3% of Turks and
26.9% of Armenians). Regarding socioeconomic status, majority of the participants
from both samples (78% of Turks and 82.1% of Armenians) categorized their income
level as middle or middle-high. In parallel, majority of both samples (71.4% of Turks
and 64.6% of Armenians) reported earning 2500TL or higher per month.

In terms of political view, fairly equal proportions of participants from each
sample reported being on the left, right and neither wing. Sixty-two percent of the
Turkish sample and 67% of the Armenian sample reported being on the left of the
political spectrum, 10% of both samples reported being on the right and 28.3% of
Turks and 22.4% of Armenians reported not being close to any political stand.

However, there were differences between the two groups in terms of the
political parties they voted for in the most recent general election (2007). As can be
seen in Table 2, CHP (Republican People’s Party) was voted by a higher percentage
of Turks while AKP (Justice and Development Party) and the independent candidates
were voted by a higher percentage of Armenians.

Table 2. Vote Percentages for Turks and Armenians

Party Overall Turks Armenians
AKP 12.6 5.0 194
CHP 46.5 66.7 28.4
Independent 16.5 10.0 22.4
Didnot vote 10.2 5.0 14.9
Other 7.1 6.7 7.5
Missing 7.1 6.7 7.5
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Participants were also asked how much their social identity was effective in
defining their personal identity and then were asked to rate their response on a 7-
point Likert Scale (1 = not at all, 4 = moderately effective 7 = very effective). An
independent samples t-test showed that there was not a significant difference
between the ratings of Turks (M =4.98, SD = 1.8) and Armenians (M =5.27, SD =
1.7),t (125) = .92, p = .36. Participants from both samples identified strongly with
their social identity such that 63% of the Turkish sample and 67% of the Armenian
sample gave ratings that were higher than four.

We wanted to see if and how the two samples differed in their social and
political self appraisals. In order to do that, participants were presented with 12
adjectives (see Table 3) and were asked to circle the ones that they interpreted as
self-defining (Goksii Ozdogan, Ustel, Karakasli, & Kentel, 2009). The percentage of
participants from both groups that chose each adjective as self-defining are presented
in Table 3. Both samples were presented with the same set of adjectives except the
social identity adjective, Turks were presented with the word “Turk” and Armenians
with “Armenian”. Interestingly, the highest difference between the proportions of the
two groups choosing each adjective was on social identity such that 44% of the
Turkish sample defined themselves as “Turkish” while 84% of the Armenian sample

defined themselves as “Armenian”.

Table 3. Percentage of Turks and Armenians that Marked the Identity Adjectives as
Self-defining

Turks Armenians
Secular 71 52
Democrat 61 54
Turkish/Armenian 44 84
Left-winger 22 27
Citizen of TR 61 52
Righ-winger 2 0
Liberal 17 24
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Table 3. continued

Nationalist 15 12
World Citizen 53 55
Religious 5 13
Anatolian 3 13
Tied to one’s roots 24 55
Other 15 12

Materials and Procedure
All participants were tested individually usually in their home or work place. The
task was completed within 1-1.5 hours on average. Participants were told that this
study was about remembering events that happened during their lifetimes and that it
was not a memory test. They were also told that the experiment included a phase in
which they would be voice-recorded.

The experiment consisted of autobiographical memory and public memory
testing phases. In the first phase, autobiographical memories were elicited by using
the word cueing technique; participants were presented with 11 cue words printed on
small cards, one at a time. The participants had to retrieve the first personal memory
that each word reminded them of and write a summary of these memories in 1-2
sentences on the cards provided.

Participants were instructed to retrieve memories that happened in a specific
time and place and lasted within a matter of seconds, minutes or hours. They were
further instructed that their memories could come from any period of their lives
except the last one year. The aim of putting such a constraint was to decrease the
number of unjustified date estimates. Brown et al. (2009) showed that more than half
of the memories that happened within the past one year were directly dated without
giving any justifications. During the retrieval phase, participants did not know that

they would be required to date their memories later in the test. The participants were

21



further told that their memories did not have to be important or interesting together
with an example event: “If the event that you remember first is about doing the
dishes, then you describe this event” (Janssen,Chessa, & Murre, 2005).

The cue words were as follows: car, piano, radio, stone, street, window,
newspaper, cemetery, identity card, shoe and white. The first six of these cue words
were taken from Brown et al. (2009)’s study. The reason for using the words white,
shoe, cemetery, and newspaper was that they were in some way related with the
assassination of an Armenian journalist called Hrant Dink which took place in 2007
and had a huge impact on the Armenian population. Hrant Dink was the founder of
the most influential Turkish-Armenian newspaper Agos and he was murdered
because of his ideas by a seventeen year-old boy wearing a white beret which was
one of the most distinguishing and frequently discussed aspect of the murderer. The
scene of him lying on the floor covered up with newspapers leaving his feet out in
the open was continually presented by the media and the fact that there were holes on
his shoes captured media attention.

We aimed to see if these words would remind some participants of the
assassination during an autobiographical memory task, and also whether these words
would have differential effects in reminding this incident for participants with
different social identities. Finally, the word national identity card (niifus ciizdani)
was presented as one of the cue words to see if it would remind some participants,
especially the minority group members, of issues related with their social identity.
The presentation of the cue words were randomized each time except that the words
white and shoe were always presented as the very last words since they could bring
to mind the previously mentioned assassination affecting the rest of memory

retrieval, and the word car was always presented as the first cue word.
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After all the memories were reported, participants were required to rate each
memory in terms of importance (1= not important, 4= moderately important, 7= very
important), valence (1= very negative, 4= neutral, 7= very positive) and frequency of
rehearsal (1 = never thought/talked about it, 7= an event that | most frequently
talked/thought about) on 7-point Likert Scales.

Then, they were asked to assign dates to each memory by stating their day,
month, and year. However, if the participants reported their age at the time of the
event or how long ago the event took place, they were not forced to come up with the
calendar dates. While engaging in this task, participants were required to think out
loud and verbalize everything that came to their mind whether important or not and
were explicitly asked what they were thinking if they remained silent for a few
seconds (Brown, 1990, Brown et al, 2009). The verbal protocols were tape-recorded
and transcribed for further analyses.

In the public memory testing phase, participants were given questionnaires
and were required to report five national public events that they considered
important. Since one of the main purposes of the present study was to examine the
types of references people use while dating their public memories, participants were
not allowed to report events that happened before they were born. After reporting all
five events, they were asked to rate each event on (1) relevance to their personal and
(2) social identity, (3) whether they consider it as a landmark or transtition event, (4)
whether they see connections between their present lives and that particular event
and on (5) valence on 7-point Likert Scales. The first, second and fourth questions
were adapted from Bernsten and Rubin (2006)’s centrality of event scale and
translated into Turkish. Subsequently, participants were asked if they could think of

any other public events that they consider important. These events had the same
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constraints as the first five such that they had to have happened in Turkey and they
could not be from a period before the participant was born. The same dating
instructions that were given after the end of the first phase were given after all the
public events were reported and rated. The order of the two phases was always the
same such that the autobiographical memory test was presented first to all
participants (See Appendix B).

Coding
Both word-cued memories and dating protocols were coded in terms of the types of
events they contained. In Brown et al. (2009)’s study, only the dating protocols were
coded. The coding scheme developed by Brown et al. was used in order to code the
word-cued memories as well since it was important to understand the relationship
between reported memories and events mentioned during their date estimation.

Coding of Autobiographical Memories

Memories were classified into four categories: personal events, public events, sports
events and military service. Indeed, all of the memories consisted of personal events
since this was the main requirement of the task. However, personal memories
involving the aforementioned events (i.e. public events, sports events, and military
service) were coded separately.

Memories that were coded as “public” included: (1) personal involvement in a
public event, (2) hearing about a public event, (3) personally witnessing a public
event, (4) effects of a public event, (5) name of the public event, and (6) personal
events that were related with or that happened during the time of the public event.
All economic, political and military events, natural disasters, and deaths or

assassinations of political figures and journalists were considered as public events.
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The sports event category mainly consisted of memories of soccer matches.
Military service code was used by Brown et al. (2009) only for the data collected
from the Israeli sample, since it was a part of the Israeli life-script (life story). The
same thing is also true for the Turkish sample (Erdogan, Baran, Avlar, Tas, &
Tekcan, 2007) as well, all male citizens are obligated to serve in the military for a
duration of 6-18 months. Therefore, military service was included as one of the
reference categories.

Coding of Dating Protocols

Dating protocols were coded as unjustified if participants already knew both the
month and the year of the reported memory and therefore, did not have to refer to
any period or event in order to assign a date. Justified responses were classified into
six categories. The same four categories used in memory coding (personal, public,
sports event, military service) were also used here. The extra two categories
consisted of elections and public events that were mentioned in memories. Date
estimations that involved references to elections, military service, public events, and
sports events were categorized as such even if they also included references to
personal information.

Dating protocols classified as “personal” consisted of references to periods,
locations, or events specific to one’s personal life. “Sports event” category mainly
consisted of references to soccer events such as general knowledge about the times of
league matches or when a particular team won the championship. Datings classified
as “military service” consisted of references to the period one was serving in the
military. Datings that included references to local or general election times were

classified as “elections”. Finally, datings that included public event references were
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classified into either “public event” category or “public event in memory” category
depending on their relationship with the memories to be dated.

If the reported memory was of an event that had no apparent relationship with
the public event referenced in its dating, the dating protocol was classified as a
“public event”. However, if the reported memory involved a public event and its date
was estimated using knowledge about the process or time course of the public event
that was mentioned in the memory, the dating protocol was coded as “public event in
memory” (See Table 4, for examples).

This distinction was not made in Brown et al. (2009)’s study, and all of the
datings that included public event references were coded as “public” regardless of
the content of memories. In my opinion, it is important to understand the relationship
between the referenced public events and the corresponding memories if it is going
to be claimed that the referenced public events indicate the presence of “historically
defined autobiographical periods”. To give an example, one of the participants
reported his memory of making a radio program about the situation of people in
Bosnia after the end of their civil war. During the date estimation task, he reported
that he made this program three months after the Dayton agreement and tried to
figure out when the agreement was signed. The fact that the participant used his
knowledge of this historical period for date estimation rather than thinking about his
personal context, may be a sign of the importance or emotional impact of the event
for him. However, it is difficult to conclude that this event acts as a landmark or
transition event organizing his ABMs considering its relationship with the reported
memory.

Dating protocols of the public events in the second phase of the experiment

were assigned into 3 categories: personal, public, and unjustified. Responses were
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considered as unjustified when the calendar date of the event was already known.
Public responses consisted of references to same-narrative or non-narrative public
events or to presidential references (Brown, 1990). Finally, personal responses
consisted of references to personal events, periods and context.

All of the dating protocols classified as personal were also coded for the types
of events used as temporal cues (e.g. school periods, context, family events etc.).
These codes were constructed on the basis of a preliminary analysis of the narratives.
The referenced events were not coded for the person (self vs. other) the information
related to. For example, “school” code was used both when the participant referred to
her/his own school period (e.g. | was in 6" grade) and someone else’s (e.g. My
daughter was in 6" grade). See Appendix A for the definitions of the codes and
examples from the dating protocols. Estimations of year and month were coded
separately and a verbal protocol could be assigned a maximum of six codes (three
codes for year and three codes for month).

The coding scheme developed for classifying personal references was taught to
a naive coder who coded 10% of the data. There was high agreement between the
two coders in the dating protocols of both autobiographical and public events.
Cohen’s kappa scores were .80-.86 for year and month codes for the ABM datings

and .77-1 for year and month codes for the PM datings.
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Table 4. Examples of Reported Memories and Date Estimations

Cue

Memory

Dating Protocol

Memory Type / Dating Type

Sample

Radio

Cocuklugumda anten, bir diyot ve kulaklikla
yapmis oldugum radyodan duydugum sesin verdigi
mutlulugu hatirlryorum.

10 yasindaydim bu radyo hikayesini gergeklestirdigimde. Benim
gibi merakli bir arkadasim vardi, onunla beraber konusurduk. Iste
Karakoy'e gittik, biriktirdigimiz paralarla bu malzemeleri aldik. Ve o
radyoyu ilk dinledigimde kar yagiyordu, herhalde Subat ayidir diye
diisiinliyorum.

Personal/Personal

Armenian

White

Gelinlik giydigim an. 12.06.1994.

12 Haziran 1994. Benim diigiin gliniim.

Personal/Unjustified

Armenian

Radio

1950l yillarda Cumartesi  giinleri  Ankara
Radyosu’nda Arkas1 Yarm, Istanbul Radyosu’nda,
Radyo Cocuk Klubii programi rastlagirdi. Evde
kaos yasandigi bir giin, annemle ¢ekigirken babam
radyonun lambasini sékmiisti. Her ikimiz de
istedigimiz programi dinleyememistik.

Bu da 50'li yillarda zaten yazdim. 50'li yillardi ama 53'tiir 55 'tir,
onu tam net olarak... Simdi, 49 dogumlu olduguma gore, daha ciddi
diisliniirsek, aklim erip dinliyor olmam 8-9 yasinda olmam, yani 59
falan ama 60 kesinlikle degil ¢iinkii ihtilal olmamusti. Ve
Bursa'daydik, demek ki 57 falan. Biz 57'de ¢linkii Bursa'dan ayrilip
Sivas'a gittik. 57'den 6nce 56-57 yillar1 arasinda.....

Personal / Public

Turkish

Newspaper

Istanbul depreminden sonra adalar gazetesine
depremle ilgili bir yaz1 yazdim. Gazetenin sahibi
her hafta bir yaz1 yazmam i¢in o kadar srar etti ki
onun kalbini kirmak zorunda kaldim.

1998'de oldu deprem, hemen onun.. [98de oldugunu nasil
biliyorsunuz] Deprem, deprem oldugu icin, Istanbul Depremi oldu,
bu olay da, 98’de olduguna gore, '99 yazinda oldu. Depremden bir
sene sonra evet, gazetede illa bir yazi yaz, sen miihendissin, bizim
ada saglamdir, diye bir yazi yaz dediler.

Public /
Public event in memory

Armenian

Radio

Ik kez ihtilali 27 Mayis'ta radyoda duymustum.
Cocuk oldugumdan ne oldugunu hi¢ anlamadim.
Sordugumda da anlayamayacagimi sOyleyerek
hicbir cevap alamamistim.

Bu tarih ¢ok a¢ik burada, 27 Mayis 1960.

Public / Unjustified

Turkish

Newspaper

Yil 1980, sabah bankadaki isime gitmek iizere
Kadikdy Iskelesi'ne geldim. O zamanlar iskele
girisinde gazeteciler vardi. Suikast sonucu Abdi
Ipekei'nin Sldiiriildiigii haberi yiiziime tokat gibi
indi.

Zannediyorum bir sonbahar kisti ama ay olarak sana yanlis bir sey
sOylemiyim ama soguk bir gilindii, sabahta nemli bir Kadikdy
sabahiydi. Yapis yapis bir hava, ¢ok soguktu. Aralik olabilir, Ocak
olabilir... Kis aylarindan biriydi ama su tarih diyemem.

Public / Personal

Armenian

Window

1. 2003 yii HSBC bombalanmasinda kirtlan
pencereler ve yoldan gegenlerin panikleri. 2. Ayni
giin ve ayni olay neticesinde toplanti yaptigimiz
pecere caminin kirtlmasi

HSBC dedigim gibi 2003, burda da yazmistim. [onu nasil
bulmustunuz, demin bir diisiindiiniiz ya..] 2003 sey ¢ilinkii 2001'de
ikiz Kuleler'e baskin oldu ondan 2 yil sonrasinda oldugunu tahmin
ediyorum bir de enteresandir, aymi da sdyleyebilirim, giiniinii de
sOyleyebilirim, 20 Kasim 2003 ¢iinkii 20 Kasim benim evlilik yil
doniimiim, ¢ok kot bir espri yapmistim esime, evlilik yil
doniimiimiizde havai fisekler patlattim demistim. Cok kotii bir
espriydi o yani bombalamayi orada ¢ok net hatirliyorum.

Public/Public

Armenian
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CHAPTER 3
RESULTS
Autobiographical Memories

Participants of age 70 and above were excluded from the analyses since there were
too few participants from this group (7 Turks and 3 Armenians). In addition, the data
from 6 participants were excluded from the autobiographical memory analyses since
their memories generally consisted of life-time periods or general events. The final
sample consisted of 111 participants, 52 Turks and 59 Armenians.

As all participants were given 11 cue words, there were a total of 1221
memories that they could come up with. Out of these memories, 1208 were valid.
The distribution of autobiographical memories across the life span was examined in
both samples. Previous studies consistently showed that when older adults are asked
to recall memories in response to cue words, a higher proportion of these memories
come from the period when they were between the ages of 10 and 30, producing a
bump in this age period (e.g. Rubin & Schulkind, 1997).

It is also known that the types of cue words may have an effect on which age
period memories come from. For example, words that are more imageable and
concrete elicit memories from an earlier age (Rubin & Schulkind, 1997). Therefore,
prior to investigating the distribution of memories across the life span, I first
examined if age-at-event is influenced by the cue words used in this study and
whether this relationship would be affected by social group membership.

Cue Word Effects on the Distribution of Autobiographical Memories

A two-way between-subjects ANOVA showed that cue words elicited memories

from different age periods, F (10,1186) = 7.97, p < .001, nzp =.063. As expected, the
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effect of cue words did not interact with group membership, F (10, 1186) = .28, p =
.98. Tukey’s post-hoc tests showed that in general, memories elicited by the word
radio came from an earlier age and memories elicited by the words identity card and
cemetery came from an older age compared to the memories elicited by the majority
of the remaining words. The mean and standard deviations of age-at-event elicited by

each cue word are presented in Table 5.

Table 5. Mean and Standard Deviations of Age-at-Event for Each Cue Word

Overall Turks Armenians
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Car 25.22 14.45 25,56 14.85 2492 14.22
Street 21.44 14.80 20.62 14.42 2217 15.22
Radio 17.04 11.74 16.46 1241 1755 11.19
Window 2254 14.65 21.65 15.52 23.35 13.89
Cemetery 27.84 15.33 2652 1491 29.00 15.73
Stone 2193 14.66 20.33 14.74 23.36 1457
Newspaper 2493 15.49 22.75 15.55 26.84 15.30
'C‘:jaerré“ty 3071 14.15 2065 14.44 3168 13.95
Piano 2145 13.76 21.84 14.50 21.10 13.20
Shoe 19.35 13.13 18.23 14.08 20.34 12.24
White 25.01 13.56 2452 14.37 25.44 1291

For further information on the cue word effects, each cue word was examined
regarding the proportion of memories they elicited from different periods of the life
span: childhood (0-9), bump period (10-29), middle age (30-49) and older age (50-
69). It should be noted that the data of participants with an age range of 20 to 70
were included in the cue word analyses. Therefore, the probability of memories
falling into each age decade was not equal except the 0-9 age decade. As can be seen
in Table 6, the words radio and stone elicited the highest percentage of memories

from childhood, while the words cemetry and identity card elicited the highest
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percentage of memories from older ages. Similar patterns were observed for both
samples, except that the word shoe produced a higher percentage of childhood

memories for Turks compared to Armenians (see Table 7).

Table 6. Proportion of Memories Falling into Each Age Period for Each Cue Word

Age at Event

Cue Words 0-9 10-29 30-49 50-69
Car 14.4 53.2 24.3 8.1
Street 22.7 47.3 24.5 55
Radio 31.8 55.5 10.9 1.8
Window 18.3 56.9 19.3 55
Cemetry 12.6 47.7 27.9 11.7
Stone 28.2 42.7 24.5 4.5
Newspaper 16.5 50.5 23.9 9.2
Identity Card 4.7 49.5 33.6 12.1
Piano 20 53.6 21.8 4.5
Shoe 24.5 55.5 17.3 2.7
White 11.7 62.2 18.9 7.2
Overall 18.7 52.2 22.4 6.6

Table 7. Proportion of Memories Falling into Each Age Period for Each Cue Word
for Armenians and Turks

Age at Event

Cue Words 0-9 10-29 30-49 50-69
Turks Armenians Turks Armenians Turks Armenians Turks Armenians

Car 11.5 16.9 53.8 52.5 26.9 22 7.7 8.5
Street 21.2 24.1 53.8 41.4 19.2 29.3 5.8 5.2
Radio 36.5 27.6 53.8 56.9 7.7 13.8 19 17
Window 25 12.3 48.1 64.9 21.2 17.5 5.8 5.3
Cemetry 154 10.2 46.2 45.8 19.2 32.2 115 11.9
Stone 30.8 25.9 42.7 39.7 245 29.3 3.8 5.2
Newspaper 21.6 121 50.5 50 23.9 27.6 7.8 10.3
Identity Card 5.9 3.6 49.5 46.4 33.6 37.5 11.8 125
Piano 19.6 20.3 53.6 54.2 21.8 22 5.9 34
Shoe 32.7 17.2 55.5 60.3 17.3 20.7 3.8 1.7
White 15.4 8.5 62.2 66.1 18.9 18.6 7.7 6.8
Overall 214 16.3 51.8 52.6 20.0 24.6 6.7 6.6
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Distribution of Autobiographical Memories
I investigated whether the distribution of memories reflect the same pattern found in
previous studies. Participants below the age of 40 were excluded from the analyses
which would allow for a better evaluation of the bump period in the memory
distributions across the life span. The final sample consisted of 67 individuals who

reported a total of 730 memories.
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Figure 1. Distribution of autobiographical memories across the life span

For each participant, proportion of memories that fell into each age period was
calculated. Then, proportion of memories in the 10-19 and 20-29 decade, 30-39 and
40-49 age decade were averaged so that they would be comparable to the 0-9 age
decade. A two-way mixed ANOVA was conducted in order to test the effect of age
period and social identity on the distribution of memories across the life span.
Unexpectedly, there was no significant difference among the age periods, F (2, 130)
=2.06, p =.13. However, Tukey’s post-hoc test revealed that 10-29 age period
contained a higher proportion of memories compared to the following period (30-
49), p <.05. There was not an interaction between the distribution of memories and
social identity, F (2,130) = 1.75, p = .18. Distribution of memories for each sample
can be seen in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Distribution of autobiographical memories for Turks and Armenians
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Figure 3. Distribution of autobiographical memaories for Turks, Armenians, and both

samples

Proportion of memories were also plotted using 5 year bins to better investigate the

distribution of memories across the life span. As seen in Figure 3,

majority of

memories in the 0-9 age period are coming from the latter 5 years between the ages

of 5-9. Furthermore, memory distribution of both Turkish and Armenian participants

seem to peak at this age period. Armenians had a second peak in the 15-19 age

period while Turks recalled very few memories from this period.
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Properties of Autobiographical Memories

The effect of age-at-event and social identity on the ratings of importance, valence
and frequency of rehearsal was analyzed excluding participants below the age of 40.
The mean ratings of memories from each age period (0-9, 10-29, and 30-49) were
calculated for each participant. A two-way mixed ANOVA on ratings of importance
did not reveal a significant difference among the pre-bump, bump and post-bump
periods, F (2,90) = 2.06, p =.13. Also, importance ratings of Turks (M = 3.86, SD =
1.18), and Armenians (M = 4.33, SD = 1.17) did not differ from each other, F (1, 45)
=1.85, p=.18.

On the other hand, frequency of rehearsal differred across memories from
different life periods, F (2,90) = 7.80, p < .01, nzp =.15. Tukey’s post-hoc tests
showed that memories from the 30-49 age period were rehearsed the most often (ps <
.01). Frequency of rehearsal did not differ between memories from the 0-9 and 10-29
age periods. Again, Turks (M = 3.66 SD =.97) and Armenians (M = 3.86, SD = .98)
did not differ from each other in terms of frequency of rehearsal, F (1,45) = .57, p =
45,

Ratings of valence also differed across memories from different life periods, F
(2,88) = 3.39, p < .05, ;72p =.072. Memories coming from the 10-29 age period were
rated as more positive (M = 4.30, SD = 1.06) compared to memories from the 30-49
(M =3.61, SD = 1.44) age period, p < .01. The two samples also did not differ on
their valence ratings. However, there was an interaction between age period and
social identity, F (2,88) = 3.47, p < .05, nzp =.07, such that while the ratings of Turks
did not seem to differ across different life periods, Armenians rated their memories

that fell in the bump period as more positive compared to the post-bump period.
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Content of Autobiographical Memories

One of the main purposes of this study was to investigate the association between
memory for personal and public events. In order to understand this possible
association, | first examined whether individuals are reminded of memories of public
events in an autobiographical memory task. It was observed that this did not happen
very frequently. Out of 1208 memories that all participants came up with, only 47
(3.9%) of them involved public event mentions. Most of the memories were about
personal events (94.1%) and only 1% of them included memories of sports events
(.5%) or military service (.5%).

| also investigated whether public event mentions would be more frequent in the
minority group and whether age-at-retrieval had an effect on the frequency of public
event mentions. The proportion of memory types generated by the two samples are

presented in Table 8.

Table 8. Frequency and Percentage of Memory Types for Each Sample

Turks Armenians
% ABMs Frequency % ABMs Frequency
Personal Event 96 547 94.4 605
Public Event 3.3 19 4.4 28
Sports Event 0 0 0.9 6
Military Service 0.7 4 0.3 2
Total 100 570 100 641

For statistical analyses, the number of public event mentions generated in response to
each cue word were summed up, for each participant. A two-way between-subjects
ANOVA revealed that neither group membership, F (1,101) = .42, p = .52, nor age,
F (4,101) = 1.06, p = .38, had an effect on the frequency of public event mentions.
Out of all the cue words, the ones that most frequently elicited memories of

public events were newspaper and radio. Of all the 47 public memories, 27.7% (13)
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of them were elicited by the word newspaper and 23.4% (11) of them were elicited
by the word radio. On the other hand, the words that elicited the lowest frequency of
public events were car, white and cemetery. The number of public memories
generated in response to each cue word by the two groups can be seen in Table 9.
The words, newspaper, shoe, and white were presented in order to see if they
would remind participants of the assassination of Hrant Dink. Newspaper cued this
event for 3 participants, shoe for 2 participants and white for 1 participant, all from
the Armenian sample. Finally, national identity card was included as one of the cue
words to see if it would remind participants of their issues related to identity. In
response to this word, eight participants, all from the Armenian sample, retrieved
memories of seeing a mistake in their religion or name typed on their national
identity card. Also, five participants recalled the times when they thought about their
ethnic identity and religion as being different and being discriminated on the basis of

their name or religion.

Table 9. Number of Public Memories Elicited by Each Cue Word

Overall Turks Armenians

Car 1 0 1
Street 7 2 5
Radio 11 7 4
Window S 1 4
Cemetery 1 0 1
Stone 3 1 2
Newspaper 13 5 8
National

Identity Card 2 2 0
Piano 0 0 0
Shoe 3 1 2
White 1 0 1
Total 47 19 28

36



Date Estimations of Autobiographical Memories

Referenced Events

Events that were referred to estimate the year and the month of the memories
together with their frequencies are shown in Table 10. A memory could be assigned a
total of six codes (three for year and three for month). However, participants gave a
maximum of two references to estimate the months. The proportion of using each
reference event was calculated by dividing the frequency of each referenced event

by the total number of references discarding the unjustified responses. The
proportion of unjustified responses were calculated by dividing the total number of
unjustified responses by the total number of references plus the number of unjustified
responses.

In order to estimate the year of their memories, participants most frequently
referred to school periods, age at the time of event, and location. School term and
location also constituted two of the most frequently referenced events in the
estimation of month, however, participants most frequently referred to cues about the

weather at the time of the event while estimating the months.

Table 10. Frequency and Proportion of Referenced Events in the Estimation of Year
and Month

Year Month
Reference Frequency  Proportion  Frequency  Proportion
School 363 315 145 16.0
Age 257 22.3 0 0.0
Location 179 155 138 15.3
Family Events 97 8.4 35 3.9
Work 63 55 16 1.8
Public Event 50 4.3 14 1.5
Memory Strength 35 3.0 0 0.0
Publicly Shared Events 17 1.5 3 0.3
Military 16 1.4 5 0.6
Activity 12 1.0 40 4.4
Physical State/llIness 10 0.9 7 0.8
Thinking back serially 6 0.5 0 0.0
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Table 10. continued

Sports Event 4 0.3 4 0.4
Elections 3 0.3 1 0.1
Psychological State 3 0.3 2 0.2
Holidays/Special Days 0 0.0 74 8.2
Weather 0 0.0 391 43.3
Event Periods 0 0.0 19 2.1
Other 43 3.7 10 1.1
Unjustified 271 18.2 233 20.2
Dating Types

Dating protocols were classified into larger categories such that all of the datings,
except the ones that included elections, public, sports, or military events, were
categorized as personal.

As expected, participants usually reconstructed the dates of events by using
temporal references rather than retrieving them directly from memory. Only, 14.3%
of the responses were unjustified. Furthermore, nearly half (43.9%) of the
unjustified date estimates were reported in response to memories that were elicited
by the words cemetery and white. These words frequently brought to mind memories
of death of a significant other and marriage, respectively. Both of these events
usually act as landmark or transition events in one’s life and their dates are regularly
rehearsed.

Majority of the justified responses involved references to personal information
(92.5%) such as life-time periods, relationships with other people, location etc. The
full list of personal references with their frequency of mentions is presented in Table
9. Referrals to sports events (.5%), elections (.3%) and military service (1.6%) were
not very frequent.

Out of all the justified responses, 5.1% of them included public event

references. However, not all of these references indicated the presence of what
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Brown et al. (2009) calls, historically defined autobiographical periods (H-DAPS).
Some of the memories already involved the public event which was used as a
temporal reference in date estimation. These types of public references were not
thought to be organizing memory by acting as landmark events and therefore were
coded separately. As mentioned before, this reference type was named as “public
event in memory”. When “public event in memory” references were discarded, the
proportion of public event references constituted 3.9% of the justified responses.

Effect of Social Identity and Age

The main purpose of the present study was to observe if minority group members
had a higher tendency to use public events as temporal cues while assigning dates to
their ABMs. Overall, Armenians referred to public events in 5.9% of their justified
responses and Turks in 4.2% of their justified responses. The proportion of each
reference type endorsed by the two samples are presented in Table 11.

For each participant, the number of datings that included public event or
“public event in memory” references was calculated. A two-way between subjects
ANOVA with social identity and age cohort entered as independent variables was
conducted on these scores. There was not a main effect of social identity; the
Turkish majority (M = .39, SD =.72) and the Armenian minority (M = .56, SD =
.93) groups did not differ in terms of frequency of using public event references, F

(1,101) = 1.85, p = .28.
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Table 11. Frequency and Percentage of Dating Types for Each Sample

Turks Armenians
Dating Type %Protocols Frequency %Protocols  Frequency
Personal Event 93.5 449 91.5 508
Public Event 3.3 16 43 24
Public Event in
Memory .8 4 1.6 9
Sports Event 2 1 A 2
Elections 4 2 2 1
Military Service 1.7 8 1.6 9
Total 480 555

Secondly, the effect of age on the tendency to use public event references in date
estimations was investigated. As expected, there was a main effect of age, F (4,101)
=2.71, p <.05, nzp =.10. Tukey’s post-hoc tests revealed that participants of age 60
to 69 gave more public event references compared to participants below the age of
50 (contratsing 60-69; with 20-29, p < .05, with 30-39, p < .01, and with 40-49, p <
.05). Figure 4 shows the percentage of responses that include public event references
for each age cohort. Even though not all the differences were significant, Figure 3

shows that there is an increase in the frequency of public event references with age.
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Figure 4. Proportion of public event references according to age group
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Furthermore, there was no interaction between social identity and age, F (4, 101) =
2.71, p = .47. The frequency of public responses given by different age cohorts and

social groups are presented in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. Proportion of public event references according to social identity and age
group

Effect of Group Identification

Participants were classified into three groups according to their ratings on the degree
to which they identify with their group. Participants that gave ratings of 1-3, 4, and
5-7 were categorized as low- (n=15), moderate- (n=22), and high identifiers (n=74),
respectively. The percentage of public responses constituted 2.9% of the protocols
for the low-identifiers, 6.5% for the moderate identifiers, and 5.2% for the high
identifiers. When the “public event in memory” responses were excluded, public
responses constituted 0.7%, 6.5% and 3.7% of the dating protocols of low-,
moderate-, and high identifiers, respectively. Thus, it seems that there is a
relationship between the level of group identification and using public events to
organize memory for personal events. Public events do not seem to play an
organizing role in ABM for the low-identifiers as much as they do for moderate- and
high identifiers.
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Cue Word Effects

| investigated whether memories elicited by particular cue words would have a
higher probability of being dated by public event references. Table 12 shows the
frequency and proportion of public event references (other than “public event in
memory” references) used to date memories related with each cue word.
Interestingly, for the Turkish group the highest percentage of public responses were
elicited by the cue word newspaper, whereas for Armenians, it was the only word for
which there was no public responses. For the Armenians, the highest percentage of

public responses were given to memories elicited by the cue radio.

Table 12. Frequency and Percentage of Public Event References (PER) for Each Cue
Word

Overall Turks Armenians

Frequency % PER Frequency % PER Frequency % PER

Car 4 10 1 6.3 3 12.5
Street 3 7.5 0 0 3 12.5
Radio 7 17.5 2 12.5 5 20.8
Window 4 10 2 12.5 2 8.3
Cemetery 5 12.5 3 18.8 2 8.3
Stone 3 7.5 0 0 3 12.5
Newspaper 4 10 4 25 0 0
Identity Card 4 10 2 125 2 8.3
Piano 3 7.5 1 6.3 2 8.3
Shoe 2 5 1 6.3 1 4.2
White 1 2.5 0 0 1 4.2
Total 40 100 16 100.0 24 100.0

Content of Public Event References
As well as the frequency of using public event references by the two samples, it is
important to know the content of these public memories and how much they overlap

between the two groups. Public events that were mentioned either in the reported
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memories or during their datings can be seen in Table 13. The data of participants

aged 70 and above were included in the table.

Table 13. Number of Turkish and Armenian Participants that Mentioned Each Public
Event Either in Memories or Dating Protocols. *

Public Events Armenians  Turks
1999 Earthquake 7 (+1) 6
Coup d'etat 1980 8 (+1) 4
Assassination of Hrant Dink 2007 8 (+1)
Hrant Dink’s Funeral 2007

Coup d'etat 1960 3(+2)
Sinagog bombing 2003

World War 11 1939-45

Cyprus 1974

1970's conflict

May 1, 2008 Worker's day

Protests for the legalization of private radios 1990’s
September 6-7, 1955

Yassiada trials 1960-61

Death of Atatiirk 1938

Executions 1940’s 1
Mesrob Mutafyan elected as patriarch 1998 1

Korean War 1950-53 1
Intifada 2000 1

Death of Sedat Semavi 1953

Assassination of Ugur Mumcu 1993
Assassination of Abdi ipek¢i 1979

Iraqg War 2003

Bosnian War 1992-95

September 11, 2001

Abdullah Ocalan being called Armenian seed
by the minister of internal affairs 1997
Opening of 1st bosphrous bridge 1973

May 1, 1977

Moon landing 1969

Economic Crisis 2001

Economic Crisis 1993

Turgut Ozal's death 1993

Dumlupinar Submarine Disaster 1953

Fall down of the Berlin Wall 1989

Coup d'etat 1971 1
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*The (+) sign indicates that an event was mentioned more than once by the same
participant.

Since the number of public memories and references were too few to warrant

analysis, it is hard to reach firm conclusions from this data. However, there seems to
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be an overlap between the public mentions and references of Turks and Armenians.
The events that were mentioned by a greater number of participants (e.g. 1999
Earthquake, Coup d’Etats of 1960 and 1980) were approximately the same among
the two groups. However, some differences emerged as well. For example, while the
assassination of the Armenian journalist, Hrant Dink, is one of the most frequently
mentioned events in the Armenian sample, no one in the Turkish sample mentioned
this event.
Public Memories

Data from 117 participants (53 Turks and 64 Armenians) between the ages of 20 and
70 were included in the analyses. Participants were asked to report at least five public
events from their life times that they considered important. There was only one
participant who reported less than five events. Other than that, all participants
reported between a minimum of five and a maximum of 12 public events. Overall, a
total of 686 events were reported.

The events were categorized into three classes in terms of their specificity.
Events with a duration of days upto a month were classified as specific (e.g.
assassination of Ugur Mumcu, 1999 Earthquagke etc.), events with a duration of
months upto a year were classified as general-specific (e.g. Protest of TEKEL
workers in 2009, Head scarf entering schools etc.) and events with a duration of
years or decades were classified as general (e.g. The development of technology,
Ergenekon trials, terror, etc.). Note that some of the events in the general-specfic
category also spanned a duration of more than a year (e.g. protest of TEKEL
workers) however, the participants were reminded of a specific period in the process
of the event. Of all the events, 80.6% were specific, 2.8% general-specific and

16.6% were general.
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Distribution of Public Memories
Previous studies that investigated the effect of age on the recall of public events
showed that people tend to recall events that happened during their adolescence and
early youth. The distribution of public events was investigated to see if similar age
effects would be observed with the present sample and then, the distributions of
word-cued autobiographical memories and free recalled public events were
compared.

Participants below the age of 40 were excluded from the analyses so that all
participants would have lived beyond the bump period. Some of the general events
(e.g. development of technology) could not be dated and therefore were discarded
from the analyses. The final sample consisted of 69 participants (32 Turks and 37
Armenians) and a total of 388 events. The distribution of these events across the life

span is presented in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Distribution of public events across the life span

As can be clearly seen, there was a tendency to recall more events from the period
where one was between the ages of 10 and 30. Almost half of the events were
recalled from this period. For statistical analyses, the proportion of events that fell
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into each decade of life was calculated for each participant. These scores were
entered into a two-way mixed ANOVA with social identity as a between-subjects
and age-at-event as a within-subjects variable. Age-at-event had three levels (0-9, 10-
29, 30-49), the proportion of memories recalled from 10-19 and 20-29, and 30-39
and 40-49 age decades were averaged so that they could be comparable to the 0-9
age decade. As expected, there was a main effect of age-at-event, F (2,134) = 20.92,
p <.001, nzp = .24. Tukey’s post-hoc tests showed that participants tended to recall a
higher proportion of memories from the 10-29 age period compared to the 30-49 age
period (p < .01).

Furthermore, there was an interaction between social identity and age-at-
event, F (2, 134) = 3.24, p <.05, nzp = .05. Turkish participants reported a higher
proportion of events from the 30-49 age period compared to the Armenian sample, t
(67) = 2.20, p < .05. There was not a significant difference between the two samples
in the proportion of memories recalled from other periods of life. The distribution of

public events in each sample are presented in Figure 7.
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Figure 7. Distribution of public events across the life span for each sample
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Comparison of Autobiographical and Public Memory Distributions
The distribution of memories for personal and public events across the life span were
compared (see Figure 8). A three-way ANOVA was conducted on the proportion of
memories recalled from each age period with social identity as a between-subjects
variable, and event type (personal vs. public) and age-at-event (0-9, 10-29, and 30-
49) as within-subject variables. There was an interaction between event type and age-
at-event indicating that the distributions differed for personal and public events, F
(2,124) = 8.6, p <.001, nzp =.12. Within subjects t-tests revealed that a higher
proportion of personal events were recalled from the 0-9 age decade as opposed to
public events, t (63) = 4.0, p <.001, and a higher proportion of public events were
recalled from the 20-29 age decade as opposed to personal events, t (63) = 3.08, p <

.01.
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Figure 8. Distribution of autobiographical memories (ABM) and public memories
(PM) across the life span

Furthermore, there was a three way interaction between event type, age-at-event, and
social group, F (2,124) = 4.31, p < .05, ;72p = .07, revealing that the relationship

between distribution of personal and public events across the lifespan differed
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between the two samples. More specifically, Turks recalled a higher proportion of
personal events as opposed to public events from the 0-9 age decade, t (30) =4.83, p
<.001, while there was no such difference in the Armenian data. Armenians recalled
a higher proportion of public events as opposed to personal events from the 20-29
age decade, t (32)=2.92, p < .01, while there was no such difference in the Turkish

data. See Figure 9.
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Figure 9. Distribution of autobiographical memories (ABM) and public memories
(PM) across the life span for each sample

Date Estimations of Public Memories

Reference Events

The same coding scheme was used to classify dating protocols for the reported public
events. There was one extra code used only for the datings of the public events which
was for references to media news and memorial ceremonies. The percentage of each
reference category was calculated by discarding the unjustified responses. See Table
14 for the list of events that were referred to estimate the year and month of the
public events.

In the estimations of the year of public events, the most frequently used
temporal cues consisted of school periods, public events, location (i.e. where one
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was when s/he heard of the event), and age at the time of the event. In the
estimations of the months of public events, the most frequently used temporal cue

was weather at the time of the event followed by location, and school term.

Table 14. Frequency and Proportion of Referenced Events in the Estimation of Year

and Month
Year Month
Reference Frequency  Proportion ~ Frequency  Proportion
School 70 214 17 9.2
Public Events 69 21.1 7 3.8
Location 32 9.8 32 17.3
Age 31 9.5 0 0.0
Family Events 28 8.6 9 4.9
Work 26 8.0 7 3.8
Military 14 4.3 3 1.6
Death 14 4.3 0 0.0
Other people 10 3.1 4 2.2
Media Rehearsal 13 4.0 8 4.3
Thinking back serially 7 2.1 6 3.2
Memory Strength 3 0.9 1 0.5
Event Periods 1 0.3 16 8.6
Physical State/llIness 1 0.3 1 0.5
Holidays/Special Days 0 0.0 9 4.9
Weather 0 0.0 59 31.9
Publicly shared events 0 0.0 2 1.1
Other 8 2.4 4 2.2
Unjustified 408 55.5 344 64.3
Dating Types

Dating protocols were classified into larger categories: personal, public and
unjustified. The protocols that included public event references or both public and
personal references were coded as public. The remaining protocols were coded as
personal. When only the justified responses were taken into account, personal
responses constituted 79.1% and public responses constituted 20.9% of the date

estimations.
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The proportions of each dating type for each sample can be seen in Table 15.
There was no significant difference between the two samples in the degree of using

each dating type, X*= (2, N=677)=.74, p=.69.

Table 15. Proportion of Dating Types for Each Sample

Turks Armenians
Dating Type Frequency Proportion  Frequency Proportion
Personal 128 42.1 145 38.9
Public 31 10.2 41 11.0
Unjustified 145 47.7 187 50.1

I also investigated whether the centrality and importance of an event to one’s identity
would have an effect on the reference types used to date the event. For each event,
the ratings given to the first four questions on the public event questionnaire were
averaged and grouped into two. The events that received an average score between 1
and 3.5 were grouped as being low-, and the ones that had an average score above
3.5 were grouped as being high in consequentiality. The dating strategies differed
according to the consequentiality of the event to one’s identity, X? = (2, N=554) =
8.62, p <.05. The dates of events reported to be high in consequentiality were
directly known by the participants and thus were dated without the use of any

temporal cues more often than events low in consequentiality.

Table 16. Dating Types According to Consequentiality of the Events

Low Consequentiality High Consequentiality
Dating Type Frequency Proportion Frequency Proportion

Personal 107 46.5 124 38.3
Public 23 10.0 20 6.2
Unjustified 100 435 180 55.6
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Frequently Mentioned Public Events
Public events that were mentioned by more than 10% of both samples are presented
in Table 17. The events that were most frequently mentioned by the Turkish sample
were coup d’Etat of 1980 and the Izmit Earthquake and Armenian responses were
dominated by the assassination of Hrant Dink and the coup d’Etat of 1980. These
events were mentioned by more than half of the samples.

Overall, there was a high degree of overlap between the events most
frequently mentioned by the two samples, with some events differing in their
frequency of mentions. Assassination of Hrant Dink was reported three times more
frequently by the Armenian sample. On the other hand, the election of AKP in 2002
was reported three times more frequently by the Turkish sample. Furthermore, this
event was evaluated as more negative by the Turkish sample (M =2, SD = 1.67),
compared to the Armenian sample (M = 4.14, SD = 1.21), t (25) = 3.08, p < .01.

Events that were reported by at least 10% of the two samples were the same
except three: the economic crisis of 1994, Ozal’s death, and the events of September
6-7. The first two were reported more frequently by Turks, while the latter was

reported more frequently by Armenians.

Table 17. Most Frequently Mentioned Events by the Two Samples

Turks (n=53, 321 Events) Armenians (n= 64, 398 events)
%
Events N % Mentions Events % N % Mentions
, Assassination of
Coup d'Etat 1980 66.0 10.9 Hrant Dink (2007) 67.2 10.8
1999 Earthquake 50.9 8.4 Coup d'Etat 1980 65.6 10.6
AKP becoming the
ruling party (2002) 39.6 6.5 1999 Earthquake 35.9 5.8
Assassination of Hrant .
Dink (2007) 22.6 3.7 Coup d'Etat 1960 28.1 4.5
Coup d'Etat 1960 22.6 3.7 Sep 6-7, 1955 18.8 3.0
. Invasion of Cyprus
Ergenekon Trials 22.6 3.7 (1974) 17.2 2.8
Bloody May Day, 1977  17.0 28 Assassination of 15.6 25

Ugur Mumcu
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Table 17. continued

Invasion of Cyprus
(1974)

Assassination of Ugur 13.2
Mumcu (1993) '
Economic Crisis of 1994 13.2
Death of Turgut Ozal

15.1

(1993) 13.2
Sivas Massacre 1993 11.3
Coup d'Etat 1971 11.3

2.5

2.2
2.2
2.2

1.9
1.9

Sivas Massacre 1993

Bloody May Day,
1977

Coup d'Etat 1971
AKP becoming the
ruling party (2002)
Ergenekon Trials

15.6

15.6
15.6
14.1
10.9

2.5

2.5
2.5
2.3
1.8

Effects of Age

The most frequently mentioned events reported by participants from different age

periods are presented in Table 18, 19, and 20 which include events reported by at

least 20% of the samples. The data of participants who were above the age of 70

were not included in any of the tables except in Table 20.

Table 18.Most Frequently Mentioned Events by Turks and Armenians aged 20-to-39

Turks, n= 20, 130 events

Younger group (20-39)

Armenians, n= 26, 144 Events

Events % N % Mentions Events % N % Mentions
1999 Earthquake 60.0 9.2 fosassination of Hrant 55 132
AKP becoming the

ruling party (2002) 55.0 8.5 1999 Earthquake 50.0 9.0
Coup d'Etat 1980 35.0 5.4 Coup d'Etat 1980 38.5 6.9
Assassination of Hrant Assassination of Ugur

Dink 30.0 4.6 Mumcu 23.1 4.2
Assassination of Ugur 25.0 3.8

Mumcu

Sivas Massacre 25.0 3.8

Economic Crisis of 1994 25.0 3.8

Ergenekon Trials 20.0 3.1

52



Table 19. Most Frequently Mentioned Events by Turks and Armenians aged 40-to-59

Middle aged group (40-59)

Turks, n= 23, 129 events Armenians, n= 25, 169 Events
Events % N % Mentions Events % N % Mentions
Coup d'Etat 1980 95.7 171 Coup d'Etat 1980 88.0 13.0
Assassination of Hrant
1999 Earthquake 56.5 10.1 Dink (2007) 60.0 8.9
Bloody May Day, 1977 30.4 5.4 Bloody May Day, 1977 32.0 4.7
AKP becoming the ruling
party (2002) 26.1 47 1999 Earthquake 28.0 4.1
Assassination of Hrant ,
Dink (2007) 21.7 3.9 Coup d'Etat 1960 28.0 4.1
Coup d'Etat 1960 21.7 3.9 Coup d'Etat 1971 28.0 4.1
Invasion of Cyprus Invasion of Cyprus
(1974) 21.7 3.9 (1974) 24.0 3.6
Sivas Massacre 20.0 3.0
Ozal's liberal economic
policies (1980's) 200 3.0
1978 Massacre of Alevis 20.0 3.0

in Maras

Table 20. Most Frequently Mentioned Events by Turks and Armenians aged 60 and
over

Older group (60-over)

Turks, n=17, 99 Events Armenians, n= 16, 105 Events

Events % N % Mentions Events % N % Mentions
Coup d'Etat 1960 76.5 13.1 Coup d'Etat 1960 75.0 114
Coup d'etat 1980 52.9 9.1 Sep 6-7, 1955 75.0 114
Npeonite aa a1 ot gp s
Sep 6-7, 1955 35.3 6.1 Coup d'etat 1980 68.8 10.5
Earthquake 1999 294 51 Earthquake 1999 25.0 3.8
Invasion of Cyprus 1974 29.4 5.1 Invasion of Cyprus 1974  25.0 3.8
Ergenekon Trials 235 4.0

Note that participants were not allowed to report events that happened before the
time of their birth. Therefore, the effect of age on the recall of public events was
investigated by using the data of participants born after the events. Figures 10-14
show the percentage of participants from each age group who reported the following
events: Assassination of Hrant Dink, 1999 Earthquake, Coup d’Etat of 1960 and
1980, and the election of AKP in 2002 which were the five most frequently

mentioned events by both samples.
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The assassination of Hrant Dink was reported fairly equally by various age
groups, however in both Turkish and Armenian samples, participants who were
between 20 and 29 years of age reported this event most often. They were between
the ages of 16 and 25 when the event took place. A similar pattern is observed for the
1999 Earthquake, in both of the samples, the highest percentage of mentions came
from participants between the ages of 18 and 27 during the time of the event.
Similarly, for the coup d’état of 1980, almost all participants who were between the
ages of 19 and 28 at the time of the event recalled this event.

The coup d’etat of 1960 and the events of September 6-7 (1955) were older
events therefore, it was not possible to compare the frequency of recall from different
age periods. However, there was an increase in the frequency of mentions from the

childhood years to adolescence and early adulthood.

Assassination of Hrant Dink (2007)
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Figure 10. Percentage of participants from each age group who reported the
assassination of Hrant Dink.
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1999 Earthquake
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Figure 11. Percentage of participants from each age group who reported the
1999 Earthquake.
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Figure 12. Percentage of participants from each age group who reported Coup
d’Etat of 1980.
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Figure 13. Percentage of participants from each age group who reported the
Coup d’Etat of 1960.
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Events of Sep 6-7, 1955
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Figure 14. Percentage of participants from each age group who reported the

events of September, 6-7.
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CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION
The main objectives of this study were (1) to investigate the association between
memories of personal and public events, (2) to see if the strength of this association
is mediated by being a minority versus a majority group member, and (3) to obtain a
set of public events that are considered important by a Turkish and an Armenian
sample.

Content of Autobiographical Memories

| first examined if participants would spontaneously be reminded of public events
when they were asked to report personal events that they themselves have
experienced. Out of all the reported memories, 3.9% of them included references to
public events. Even though the number of memories that included a historical context
was few, it was still quite high when the nature of the task is taken into account.

In a cross-cultural study, Wang and Conway (2004) compared European-
American and Chinese participants with regard to the content of their
autobiographical memories. They hypothesized that memories of Chinese
participants, being members of a culture that emphasizes social connectedness and
group belonging over individual autonomy and agency, would frequently involve
references to historical events compared to the memories of European-American
participants. They found that 3.19% of memories reported by the Chinese included
references to historical events (e.g. assassination of Kennedy) compared with .28%
of European-American memories.

In terms of situating one’s memories in historical context, the Turkish and
Armenian participants interviewed in the present study were more similar to the

Chinese participants in the aforementioned study. | hypothesized that the minority
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sample would be even more inclined to recount memories that were situated in
historical context since minority members usually identify more strongly with their
group identity (Simon et al., 2001). The Armenian minority group mentioned public
events in 4.4% of their memories compared to 3.3% of the Turkish majority group’s
memories. However, this difference was not statistically significant. Age at the time
of the experiment also did not have an effect on the frequency of public event
mentions.

Unlike in the present study, Wang and Conway (2004)’s participants were not
required to report memories related with particular cue words, rather, they were free
to recall any memory that came to mind. It is possible that this procedure might have
a higher likelihood of revealing any possible differences between the two groups by
letting participants engage in an unconstrained memory retrieval process.

Date Estimations of Autobiographical Memories

Public Event References

Secondly, | analyzed the content of the protocols to investigate the types of
references people use in order to estimate the dates of their personal memories. The
primary aim was to see if people organize their memories using public events as
temporal landmarks and whether being a minority group member influences the role
public events play in organizing memory for personal events.

Overall, participants gave references to public events in 5.1% of their
justified estimates. Furthermore, older participants were more likely to refer to public
events in their date estimations. Participants of age 60-t0-69 referred to public events
in 9.4% of their justified estimates, while this proportion was 8.3% for those aged
50-t0-59, 3.3% for those aged 40-t0-49, 1.8% for those aged 30-to-39 and 3.4% for

those aged 20-t0-29. There seems to be a linear increase in the frequency of using
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public events as temporal landmarks with increasing age. However, relatively higher
percentage of public event references in the 20-29 age group seems to disrupt this
linearity. This may be due to the development of generational identity in this life
period where people start to gain social-historical consciousness and locate
themselves in a historical timeline on the basis of shared memories and experiences
with a particular cohort (Mannheim, 1952, cited from Conway, 2007; Hirst &
Manier, 2008). Furthermore, there seems to be a dramatic increase in using public
events as temporal landmarks after the age of 50. Older people have the chance to
compare the political and social climate during their youth with the present
circumstances. Therefore, they may have a better understanding of how their lives
were shaped by certain public events or historical periods which could lead to a
higher tendency to use public events as temporal landmarks.

Contrary to my hypothesis, there was not a significant difference in the
likelihood of using public events as temporal cues between the Turkish majority
(4.2%) and the Armenian minority group (5.9%). | was expecting a difference among
the two groups on the basis of the assumption that the minority sample would
identify more strongly with their collective identity. This assumption might be true
when we only take ethnic identity into consideration, as the proportion of Armenian
participants (84%) who defined themselves as “Armenian” were much higher
compared to the proportion of Turkish participants (44%) who defined themselves as
“Turkish”. However, individuals have various social identities other than their ethnic
or racial identity such as the gender they belong to, their political stance, religion etc.

Despite the difference in their self-definitions in terms of ethnic identity,
there was not a significant difference between the ratings of the two samples in terms

of the degree to which they identified with their social identity. Majority of both
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samples reported identifying strongly with their social identities (in whatever way
they conceptualized it). The participants who reported to identify less strongly with
their social identity were quite few to warrant statistical analysis however,
participants with a higher level of identification seemed to be more likely to use
public event references (5.2%) than the participants with a lower level of
identification (2.9%). This might indicate that level of identification with one’s social
identity determines the degree to which one uses public events to organize memories
of personal events. Therefore, the lack of any difference between the two samples in
their frequency of public event references is comprehensible.

The public events that were mentioned most frequently during memory
retrieval and date estimation phases by both of the samples were, 1999 Earthquake
and coups of 1960 and 1980. The most striking difference between the two samples
in terms of the public events they mentioned was the assassination of Hrant Dink
which was not mentioned at all by the Turkish sample (except one participant who
mentioned his funeral) but constitued one of the most frequently mentioned events
for the Armenian sample. Dink was killed because he was an Armenian and because
he had the courage to politically emphasize his identity unlike the majority of
Armenians who had been hiding silently for years. Therefore, his assassination
should have been more consequential and personally more relevant for participants
with Armenian identity.

Brown et al. (2009) asserted that public events could serve as a landmarks
only if they cause a change in the “fabric of daily life” such as natural disasters and
wars. They further claimed that public events that are “emotionally charged” should
be considered differently from the ones that are “epoch-defining”. In other words,

only the events that have altered external circumstances may act as landmark events
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in one’s life while the events that have more of a psychological impact, even if they
changed how one understands and interprets the world do not seem create the
“living-in-history” effect. They supported this argument by the lack of any public
event references such as the September 11 attacks, in the New York sample, which
according to the researchers did not cause a change in the “fabric of daily life”.

Even though small sample size does not allow for firm conclusions, the
present study constitutes a preliminary attempt indicating the presence of factors
other than the external impact of a public event that determine the living-in-history
effect. Age-at-retrieval and the inclusion of social identity in one’s self-definition are
two such factors. These results may suggest that the lack of public event references
in the American sample tested by Brown et al. (2009) might have been due to the
young age of the participants together with their level of identification rather than to
the nature of the event.

Other Referenced Events

Participants most frequently referred to information specific to their personal lives
during the date estimation task (92.5%). The most frequently referred categories in
year estimation were school periods (e.g. My daughter was in 6th grade), age at the
time of the event, and contextual information (e.g. | was living in Switzerland). Other
frequently referred categories constituted information related with family life (e.g. |
had my first child) and working life (e.g. | was workin in company X).

On the other hand, in the estimations of months of personal memories the
most frequently referred category was information about weather (e.g. | had an
umbrella, I was wearing a tank top, It was hot etc.) followed by school periods (e.g.
2nd semester, finals period) and contextual information (e.g. We were in the

summer house).
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The comparison of theories developed to explain how people assign dates to
their memories is beyond the scope of this study. However, frequent referrals to life
time periods, contextual information and landmark events supports reconstructive
theory. According to the reconstructive theory, in addition to the event itself, people
store information about the environment, their internal states, percepts and activities
at the time of encoding a particular event. When they are later asked to date this
event, they use this contextual information together with their knowledge of social,
natural, and personal time patterns (Friedman, 2004; Friedman, 1993). In the present
study, participants most frequently followed this strategy. On the other hand,
distance-based information (coded as “memory strength”) was used much less
frequently.

Content of Public Memories
The most frequently mentioned events by both of the samples regardless of age were
coups of 1960 and 1980, assassination of Hrant Dink, and 1999 Earthquake. These
events should have had similar impacts on both of the samples except the
assassination of Hrant Dink which should have affected Armenians more. Unlike the
other events most frequently mentioned by both samples the latter was reported three
times more frequently by the Armenians. Similarly, the events of September 6-7
which had a major impact on the minority groups was among the first 5 most
frequently reported events by Armenians while the Turks rarely mentioned this
event.

Even though the sample sizes were too small to allow for statistical analyses,
the percentage of participants from each age group that reported each of the

aforementioned events were plotted. These events were reported more frequently by
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the participants who were in their late adolescence and early adulthood at the time of
the events.

Date Estimations of Public Memories
Unlike in autobiographical memories most of which were dated using temporal cues
of some sort, nearly half of the datings for public events were unjustified. Public
events are frequently coded into memory with their time-tags and are distinguished
from similar events by their calendar dates. For example, Izmit Earthquake is usually
named “1999 Earthquake” or “Earthquake of 08/17”. Furthermore, the more
consequential the event was, the greater was the likelihood of directly retrieving its
date without the need of any temporally relevant information. This is not surprising
given the fact that the more consequential an event is, the more it is rehearsed
especially during the anniversaries.

Public references were used as temporal cues more frequently in the date
estimations of public events compared to that for personal events. However, still,
personal responses outnumbered public responses. Public events were dated by
giving references to information that was specific to one’s life four times more
frequently compared to public references. The propensity to refer to personal
information rather than using temporally informative knowledge about presidential
periods or public landmark events associated with the target public event may be
indicative of the connection we make between our personal and national history. As
Schuman and Scott (1989)’s puts it, “it is the intersection of personal and national
history that provides the most vital and remembered connection to the times we have
lived through” (p.380).

In the estimations of the year of public events, the most frequently used

temporal cues consisted of school periods, public events, location (e.g. where one
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was when s/he heard of the event), and age at the time of the event. In the
estimations of the months of public events, the most frequently used temporal cue
was weather at the time of the event followed by location, and school term.
Interestingly, the most frequently used references in the date estimations of
autobiographical and public events were very similar. The only difference was that
public references were used more often in the date estimations of public events.

Distribution of Autobiographical and Public Events Across the Life Span
Consistent with the previous literature (see Rubin et al., 1986 for a review), a higher
percentage of autobiographical memories were recalled from the second and third
decades of life compared to the following more recent decades (i.e. 30-49 age
period). A closer examination of the data revealed a peak in the number of memories
between the ages of 10-19 consistent with the distribution of word-cued
autobiographical memories in other autobiographical memory studies (e.g. Janssen,
Chessa, & Murre, 2005; Rubin & Schulkind, 2007).

Jansari and Parkin (1996) suggested the use of 5 year bins in order to get a
clearer picture of the memory distribution and found an earlier peak in the ages 6-to-
15. Furthermore, they found a sharp peak between the ages of 6-to-10 when
participants were constrained from recalling memories from the last 2.5 years. In
parallel with Jansari and Parkin’s study, participants in the present study were not
allowed to recall memories from the last one year, and using 5-year bins revealed a
peak in memories from the ages between 5-to-9. Rubin and Schulkind (1997) also
observed a broader and flatter distribution of memories between the ages of 5-34
using the 5-year bins and suggested an extension of the reminiscence bump to earlier

age periods.
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However, overall, taking the previous literature into consideration, memories
tended to come from earlier periods. This might have been due to the cue words used
in this study together with the retrieval constraint. It was stastically shown that
different cue words used in this study elicited events from different periods in life.
Even though, a detailed content analysis of memories was not done, it was observed
that, in general, the cue word radio was represented as a nostalgic object in the minds
of participants which led them to be reminded of their childhood years. Also, the
words stone and street were very frequently represented as a plaything and
playground of childhood years. Many participants asserted that it was difficult to
retrieve specific memories that were related with such common concepts (e.g. “I
walk in the street everyday”, “Shoes always hurt my feet”). As specific memories
related with such words might have had a higher likelihood of coming from the most
recent year, not being allowed to recall memories from this period might have led the
participants to think of their first experiences with these objects.

On the other hand, there was shift to later years in the recall of public events
across the life span. Consistent with the literature, there was a higher tendency to
recall events from the ages 10-30. Unlike autobiographical memories that peaked in
the earlier decades, for memories of public events, the peak appeared to be in the 20-
29 age period. Additionally, the proportion of public events recalled from the 0-9 age
period were much lower than the proportion of autobiographical memories recalled
from this period.

The pattern of personal and public memory distributions, observed in the
present study, was exactly the opposite of the pattern observed by Holmes and
Conway (1999). Their results revealed a peak for autobiographical memories in the

20-29 age decade and a peak in the recall of public events in the 10-19 age decade.
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This led to them to propose that generational identity develops prior to the
development of the individual self. However, the results of the present study,
together with Aydin (2004)’s results that revealed a later peak for flashbulb
memories of public events compared to word-cued autobiographical memories
suggests otherwise, at least for Turkish participants.

However, in Holmes and Conway (1999)’s study both autobiographical
memories and public events were freely recalled unlike in Aydin (2004)’s and in the
present study in which autobiographical memories were elicited by cue words. As
previously discussed, the particular cue words used in this study might have resulted
in the retrieval of earlier memories. It would be beneficial to compare the distribution
of personal and public memories of a Turkish sample using a free recall procedure in
order to better understand the relationship between the two distributions.

Limitations
Firstly, due to the sampling methods used in this study neither of the samples can be
thought of as being representative of their corresponding populations. The level of
education attained and socioeconomic status was above average in both of the
samples. Furthermore, some sects of the society was not represented at all. For
example, there were very few people who defined themselves as religious or as right-
winger. Additionally, even though an effort was made to recruit participants from
different environments, the two samples were quite similar in the way they defined
their social identity. The similarity among the two samples might have disguised the
possible differences that could have emerged among them.

Secondly, there was only one interviewer, the author of the study, who was of
Armenian descent. Majority of the Turkish participants and all of the Armenian

participants knew about the ethnic identity of the interviewer which might have had
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an effect on their responses especially in the public event questionnaire. The Turkish
participants might have been primed to think of minority issues in the country which
could also have overshadowed the possible differences among the two samples.
Finally, the sample size was too small to reach firm conclusions about which
events constituted collective memories of Turks and Armenians and which events, if

any, constitute public landmark events.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSIONS
The present study looked at the association between memories of personal and public
events with a majority and a minority sample living in Turkey. First, I questioned
whether public events serve as temporal cues organizing autobiographical memories
by constituting landmark events in personal lives. Overall, referrals to public events
were not common in neither of the samples and there was no significant difference
among the two samples. However, the public events that were mentioned by the two
groups differed from each other and the most dramatic difference appeared for the
assassination of Hrant Dink. This event was frequently mentioned during the
autobiographical memory task by the Armenian sample while no one in the Turkish
sample mentioned it.

Furthermore, age-at-retrieval had a dramatic impact on the use temporally
informative public events in dating personal memories. Older aged adults had a
higher tendency to organize their memories using public events as benchmarks. The
reason for this might be a developed understanding of the personal and national
history and how the two are linked. It would be beneficial to run this study with a
larger sample of older adults to better understand if, and in what conditions public
events constitute landmark events.

Secondly, I investigated the temporal cues that were used to assign dates to
public memories. Interestingly, the referenced events were very similar to the ones
used in the datings of personal memories. | argued that this might be indicative of the

interface that we create between our personal and national histories.
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Finally, | sampled a set of public events that are considered important by a
Turkish and an Armenian sample. The most frequently mentioned events together
with their frequency of mentions were quite similar across the two samples except
for the events that were more consequential for the minority Armenians (e.g.
assassination of Hrant Dink, and events of September, 6-7).

Overall, the present study can be considered as the first valuable attempt to
understand the organization of autobiographical memories and how they are
associated with memories for public events in the minds of two samples with

different ethnic identities across a wide age range.

69



APPENDIX A: CODING OF DATING PROTOCOLS

Reference Types

1. School 13. Holy days & Special days
2.  Family Events 14. Weather

3. Other people 15. Memory Strength

4.  Public Event 16. Publicly shared events

5. Thinking back serially 17. Location

6. Age 18. Event periods

7.  Death 19. Unjustified

8.  Psychological state 20. Sports events

9. Activity 21. Elections

10. Physical state 22. Media Rehearsal & Memorial
11. Work Ceremonies

12. Military 23. Other

Note 1: Codes were assigned to the corresponding references without taking into
account whether the reference referred to the participant directly. For example, the
code “school” was used both when the participant gave reference to his/her own
school term and to someone else’s.

Note 2: Codes were defined so that a particular reference could only have one code.
Note 3: Estimations of year and month were coded separately.

Note 4: A particular dating protocol could be assigned a total of 6 codes (3 year
codes (YC) & 3 month codes (MC))

Definitions and Examples
1. School

Reference to any kind of information related to education such as what school a
person attends (primary school, middle school, highschool or college), what grade
one is in, the event periods in the school curriculum like the exam times and
holidays.

Examples: 2nd grade, middle school, second term, semester break, exam times,
graduation

Memory:

Bu yasa kadar ¢ok kaybim olmadi fakat 1980'de babamin babasi dedemi
kaybettigimde ilk defa mezarliga gittim.

Dating:

Cok net hatirliyorum ben 1. smifa giderken 61dii dedem. Ilkokul 1'e giderken.
74'Tiytim, 80'de. Okullar agik olduguna gore de kisti, yaz degildi herhalde
ciinkii sey okullar vardi, okuldan geldigimde 6grenmistim dedemin 6ldiigiinii.
(YC:1 &MC:1)
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2. Family/ Personal Events

Reference to events related to family and romantic relationships.
Examples: marriage, divorce, pregnancy, romantic relationship, child birth, sibling
birth, presence/absence of a child or sibling, circumcision

Memory:
Annemin Karakdy'de bir kilisenin sokagina girdigini sanip ilerlerken, aslinda
buranin yanlis ve uygunsuz bir sokak oldugu konusunda uyanip geri donmesi.

Dating:

“Bu da annemin iyi olup, yani tek bagina sokaga ¢ikt1 seneler..
Kaymvalidemin sag oldugu seneler.. Demek ki, yine 90'l1 yillar olmas1 lazim
clinkii kayinvalidemi 93'te kaybettik, kaymvalidem vardi. Oglumun olup..
Oglum da vardi zannediyorum, ¢iinkii annemin bu kiliseyi 6grenmesi i¢in
yani esimin ailesiyle falan tanisik oldugumuz senelere denk geliyor, Toni'den
ogrendik biz boyle bir kilise var, iste senede bir kere paskalyada ayin
yapiliyor Merelots giinii diye falan... Oradan.. 90'l1 bir yillar olmasi lazim
ama tam 91 mi 92 mi, 89 olabilir, dyle bir sey. [Ay] Tabi ¢iinkii o biiyiik
ihtimalle bahar ay1, paskalya, ya Mart'tir ya Nisan'dir.” (YC: 2, 7 & MC: 13)

3. Other people

Reference to the memory of a person or a relationship.
Examples: meeting a person, level of intimacy with a person

Memory:

Mezarliga ¢ok gitmisimdir, her bayram oncesi de dliilerimizi ziyaret ederiz
zaten. Spesifik anim ise, Istanbul'da iiniversiteden bir arkadasimin babasinin
vefat1 igin gittigim mezarlik olsa gerek. Izmir'den sonra gittigim ilk baska
mezarlik oldugundan an1 bende ¢ok belirgin.

Dating:

Mezarlikla ilgili olarak, Istanbul'da arkadasimin babasi vefat ettiginde gittik.
Universite yillar1, 94-95. Muhtemelen ikinci yada iigiincii siniftaydik. 94-95
Hazirliktaydim, 95-99 arasinda o siniftaydim, o sinif arkadagim. Samimiyet
derecemize baktiginda birinci smif degildir muhtemelen. iki ya da iigiincii
smuftir. 95 Eyliil'de 1. sinif, 96 Eyliil ikinci sinif, 97 Eyliil falandir
muhtemelen. 97 Eyliil'den basladiginda, sanirsam 97 Ekim falan diye tahmin
ediyorum. Ekim-kasim falan, okul bagladig1 zamanlar diye hatirliyorum. Tam
kis da degildi ama hava ¢ok sicak da degildi, bahar gibiydi yani 6yle.” (YC:
1,3 & MC: 14)

4. Public event
Reference to political, historical or social public events including natural disasters.

Examples: Izmit Earthquake, Cyprus Operation, Hrant Dink’s assassination, Coup
d’états, construction of the bosphorus bridge etc.
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Memory:

Eski soyadimi geri almak i¢in bagvurdum ama bana bunun neredeyse
imkansiz oldugunu séylediler.

Dating:

Bunu ¢ok net hatirliyorum. Bizim eski soyadimiz Zeytunyan, ben onu geri
almak icin bir ara bayagi ugrasmistim, ¢ok istiyordum geri almayi. Ama
gitmistim 6grenmeye, 4 y1l 6nce bir giindii. Ekim olmal1 santyorum. Yani
sonbahardi, okuldan ¢ikip gitmistim ¢linkii. Ve ¢ok liziilmiistiim ¢ilinkii bayagi
zor oldugunu, neredeyse imkansiz oldugunu 6grenmistim, bir siirii mahkeme,
bilmem ne falan filan- ¢ok sinir olmustum o zaman. Sonra vazgegmek
zorunda kalmistim, ve benim i¢in bayagi kétii bir an1. [4 y1l 6nce oldugunu
nereden biliyorsun?] Seydi ¢iinkii ya.. Tam sey zamaniydi.. Bir dakika yanlis
m1 soyliiyorum.. Seyden sonra takmistim ¢ilinkii, Hrant'in 6liimiinden hemen
sonra takmistim, ben geri almaliyim soyadimi falan gibi bir sey gelmisti
tistiime. Milliyet¢i mi diyeyim, artik ya da dyle bir sey. Nefret diyebilirim
belki dyle bir seydi bilmiyorum ama.. O zaman ¢ok ugrasmistim, babamla
falan da ¢ok konugmustum ama o da sdylemisti bayagi zor oldugunu ¢iinkii
eger biitlin aile degistirmezse falan boyle bir seyler. Cok iizlilerek
vazgecmistim. Ama yanlis m1 sOyliiyorum, ne zamandi1 yani.. 2010.. 2007..
Ucg sene 6nce, dogru ii¢ y1l dnceydi. (YC:4, MC:1)

Memory

12 yasindayken ilk mezara gidisim dedemin 6liimii dolayisiyla
gerceklesmisti, bunu her zaman hatirlarim.

Dating

12 yasindayken mezara gitmem, ¢ok iyi hatirliyorum, 12 Eyliil'den sonra
dedem Eyliil, Ekim falan vefat etti. 1980 Ekim ay1 falan olmas1 lazim bunun.
[Bunu 12 Eyliilden mi buluyorsunuz?] 12 Eyliil'den dolay1 buluyorum, dedem
clinkii 12 Eyliil'den sonra vefat ettigi i¢in ¢ok iyi hatirliyorum. (YC: 4, MC: 4)

Note that in some cases, a memory may have involved a public event or itself been a
public event. In some of these memories, the date could only be reached using
personal event references, in such cases the public event code was not used.

Memory:

Ik kez ihtilali 27 Mays'ta radyoda duymustum. Cocuk oldugumdan ne
oldugunu hi¢ anlamadim. Sordugumda da anlayamayacagimi sdyleyerek
hicbir cevap alamamistim.

Dating

Bu tarih ¢ok agik burada, 27 Mayis 1960. (YC:19 & MC:19)

Memory:

Radyo dinlerken (Kore Savasi doneminde) bir yakinimin 6liim haberini
duydugum zaman ¢ok iiziilmiistiim.

Dating:

Herhalde ben 11-12 yas, iste 42 dogumluyum, 12 yasimda olduguma goére
herhalde 55 yillar1 olsa gerek. Belki daha da sey. 54, 53'te Kore Savasinin
oldugu donemlerde. O zaman da iste okullar tatil olurdu ¢iftlige ¢ikardik,
ciftlikte dinlerdik onu hatirliyorum. Yazin belki Haziran olabilir, Temmuz
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olabilir, o zaman daha uzun kalirdik.. Y1l da 53 ile 55 arasi1 olabilir. [Onu
nereden ¢ikariyorsunuz?] Onu yasimdan ¢ikariyorum, iste 42 dogumluyum,
52'de 10 yasindayim 54'te 12 yasindayim. (YC: 6, MC: 1,19)

5. Thinking back serially

Traveling back in time, considering every year sequentially, that has passed between
the present and the time of event.

6. Age

Memory:

Fazil Say konserine gittigim giin, inanilmazdi.

Dating:

Bu seneki degil, ondan dnceki sene hi¢ gidemedim, ondan dnceki sene. Ama
tarih sOyleyemem ama Cemal Resit Rey'de. [ Yani 3 sene dnce mi oluyor]
Evet bu sene degil, bu sene Is Sanat'ta bir tane gittim, gecen sene degil, hi¢
gitmedim, ondan Onceki sene. Kisa yakin bir siire yani, olduk¢a soguk bir
tarihte boyle iisiiyerek gidip geldigim bir zaman. [Yani sonbahar m17?]
Olabilir, sonbahar olabilir, yani sogukg¢a bir sonbahar, baya bir iisiiyerek
gittim geldim ¢iinkii. (YC:5, MC:14)

Reference to one’s age at the time of the event.

Memory:

Yazliktayiz, en biiylik yegenimle yiiziiyoruz ve kulakligim kayalarin altina
kaciyor. Bir yengecin koluna takiliyor ve yegenim kii¢iik, cok heyecanlaniyor
yengeci goriince.

Dating:

Bu.. Senesini diislineyim, simdi yegenimle yiiziiyoruz biz. Kulakligim suya
diistii falan, onu yenge¢ kapti, ona ¢ok giildiik, ¢cok da yillarca soyledim.
Nerdeyiz? Simdi yegenim o zaman 3 yasinda falan ancak var, simdi 8§ yasinda
demek ki tam 5 sene once. 2005'te olmas1 lazim, yaz, yaz olmasi lazim,
Agustos ay1ydi yanilmiyorsam.” (YC: 6 & MC: 17)

In some datings, the age at the time of the event was indicated just for the sake of
calculating the year of the event. In such cases, the age code was not used.

Memory:

[lkokulun kaginci sinifinda oldugunu hatirlamiyorum ama Seker Bayrami'nda
gazetenin hediye ettigi sekeri almak i¢in ilk defa har¢lifimla gazete alip
sekeri evde saklamam.

Dating:

[lkokuldaydim yine. Ramazan ne zamana denk gelir ki? Okul sonrastydi, okul
cikist aldigimi hatirliyorum. Ama ne zaman? Sonbahardz... 90-kag? 97? Aaa
ilkokuldaysam.. 95 diyim. Bir dakka, ikinci siniftaydim. Babam kalp krizi
gecirmisti, hastanedeydi. 2. sinifta 8 yasinda oluyorum, 8 yasinda olmam i¢in
93. Ramazan Bayrami. [Peki sonbahar oldugunu nereden ¢ikardin?] Sonbahar
olamaz, attim ¢iinkii babam Aralik'ta kalp krizi gegirdi. Iste Aralik ya da
Ocak'tir o zaman. (YC: 1, 10 & MC: 10)
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7. Death

Reference to the death of a person in one’s life or the act of recalling if a particular
person was alive at the time of the event.

Memory:

[k defa aldigim yesil renkli arabam aklima geldi. Satin alma sirasinda Altan
Erbulak ile karsilastim ve kendisiyle sohbet ettik.

Dating:

Tarihini tam hatirlayamayacagim ama soyle yil olarak hatirlarim. 1981'in
sonuna dogru, sonbahar. [nereden biliyorsunuz] O sene babam Slmiisti,
ondan sonra aldim, ihtisas1 bitirmistim, uzman olmustum, oradan
hatirliyorum. (YC: 7 & MC: 1)

8. Psychological State

Reference to the psychological state during the period in which the event takes place.

Memory:

Briiksel'de eve yiiriiyorum. Kulaklikla Mor ve Otesi dinliyorum, "Uzundur
sokaklar yiirlimek istersin". Buranin sokaklar1 uzun ve hep yiirimek
istiyorum diye diisiiniiyorum.

Dating:

Bu da, Briiksel'deyim zaten o da tam 2007'nin Mart, Nisan.. Mayis ama bu
yuridiigiim zaman. Yanilmiyorsam Mayis-Haziran gibi olmasi lazim biraz
¢iinkii canim sikkindi o zamanlar siirekli yiiriyordum. (YC:17, MC: 8)

9. Activity

Reference to the sports, event, or process that one’s memory surrounds.

Memory

Kiiciikken taslarla oyun oynarken bir arkadasin annesi kizmisti, sagirmistim.
Dating:

Soyle diisiiniiyorum, 99 yilinda biz en son adaya gittik, depremden sonra bir
daha gitmedik dolayisiyla 99'dan.... 99'da 14 yasindaydim, ondan en azindan
bir 5 sene 6nce olmak zorunda ¢iinkii herhalde 10 yasindan sonra taslarla
oynamamisimdir. Hatta daha da eskidir bu bence, herhalde 7-8 yasindayimdir
dolayisiyla 93 diyelim. 93 yilinin yaz ayi, yani adada oldugumuza gore,
sokakta oldugumuza gore, 93 Temmuz- Agustos, ikisinden biri yani Eyliil ya
da Haziran degil. (YC: 9, 6,4 & MC: 17)

10. Physical State

Reference to the general health of one’s body.

Memory:

Onceleri niifus ciizdan defter seklinde idi. Ben o niifus ciizdanimi
sakliyordum (hatira olarak). Bir giin yolda giderken ¢antami kapip kactilar
icinde de o niifus ciizdanim bulunuyordu.

Dating:

74



Yesilyurt'ta yiirlirken gene ilkbahar gibi, Nisan gibiydi. Hatta onun tarihini
biliyorum, 24 Nisan. 23 Nisan'da annemi ameliyat etmistim, i¢inde para
vardi, vakit bulup ¢ikaramadim, o servisin parasiydi, o para da birlikte gitti.
Onun tarihi 24 Nisan, onu hatirliyorum. [Y11?] Y1l 1993. [Onu nereden
biliyorsunuz?] O sene yazin sonra hastalanmistim, oradan biliyorum. (YC: 10,
MC: 10)

11. Work

Reference to any kind of information related to profession.
Examples: work place, the company one works in, off days, retirement,
unemployment, internship

Memory:

Bana ilk satin aldigim otomobili ve anilar1 hatirlatiyor.

Dating:

Hatirlayamiyorum. Evet herhalde, 1980.. 1983 yiliyd1 6yle hatirliyorum.
(Neden, yani nereden buldunuz tarihi?) O ara issizdim, onu hatirliyorum,
ondan dolay1 boyle diisiiniiyorum.Bir de, bir araba alma firsat1 ¢ikmisti, tesvik
etmislerdi beni. Ikinci el bir Murat 124 araba almistik. Mevsim bahard. (YC:
11, MC:14)

12. Military

Reference to mandatory military service for male citizens.

Memory:

Yerel bir gazetede kayip ilanimin ¢iktig1 giin.

Dating:

Bu Son Gazetesiydi, o zaman 15 kurusa satilirdi, babam bana araba almadi
diye evden kagmisim diye bir ilan okudum gazetede. Arkadaslarimin sakasi.
Ve bu da yaz giiniiydii ¢iinkii dernege gidip top oynardik aksamlari. Bunun da
65'li senelere, 65-70 arasi diye iddaa edebilirim ¢iinkii evli degildim, 72'de
evlendim. 69'da askere gittim, daha askere gitmemistim. Yani 65-70 arasina
denk gelir bu da, Son Gazetesi, hi¢ unutmam. (YC: 12, 2 & MC: 9)

13. Holy days & Special days

Reference to religiously, nationally, or personally significant days.
Examples: new year’s day, christmas, easter, ramadan, the feast of sacrifice, national

holidays, birthdays

Memory:

Olen kusumu gémmem.

Dating:

O zaman Lise 2'ye gidiyordum yani 97 yiliydi. 97 yilinda, okula gidiyordum,
sabah kalktigimda kusum 6lmiistii o giinde mamam beni okula yollamamusti.
Ay olarak, kigti. Mamamlar da o Pazar mezarliga gideceklerdi, ben de gittim,
kusumu gomdiim. Herhalde yilbasindan sonraydi, tabii yilbasindan sonra
olmasi lazim. Ocak-Subat aylari olabilir. (YC: 1, MC: 13)
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14. Weather

Reference to any kind of information about the weather or reactions to it at the time
of the event. In some narratives, the participant tries to remember how the weather
was, however can not retrieve any information, such cases are also coded as weather.
Examples: clothes, weather, radiator on/off, windows open/closed

Memory:

Annemin ¢antasini sokakta ¢almaya caligtiklart an

Dating:

6 yasinda yani, 2006. Kizlar okuldaydi, haftai¢iydi, Carsamba m1 Persembe
mi, Oyle bir seydi. [Kizlarin 6 yasinda oldugunu nereden biliyorsunuz?]
Ciinki kizlar o zaman krese gidiyorlardi, 5 yasindalardi krese gidiyorlard,
krese biraktiktan sonra doniiste oldu ¢iinkii. O giin yasadik. [Ay?] Ayinu...
Yani bahardi, Argelik'teki adamlar falan ¢ikmisti. Bayagi ben sinirlenmistim.
[Bahar oldugunu nasil biliyorsunuz?] Ciinkii yani giindiiz, Argelik'e dogru,
Nisantasi'na dogru yiiriiyordum. Elimde semsiye bir sey yoktu, yoksa
gecirirdim kafasina kesin bir sey yapardim yakalandiginda, yagmurlu bir hava
degildi. (YC: 6 & MC: 14)

Memory:

Yatiliyken clizdanim ¢alinmisti. Ciizdani alaturka tuvaletin iginde, niifus
clizdani ile beraber bulmustum. Ciizdan kullanilamayacak sekilde kokuyordu.
Dating:

Ne zamandi? Orta 2. 88, 89, 90, 89-90 senesi. Yine herhalde sonbahar filan,
kapali mekan oldugu i¢in disariyla ilgili bir referansim olmuyo ama
muhtemelen sonbahar filan yani. Aymi hatirlamiyorum. (YC:1 & MC: 14)

15. Memory strength

Trying to guess the age of memory by evaluating the strength of memory trace or
trying to guess how much time much must have passed after the event relying on
various information.

Memory:

Her gece uyumadan 6nce gazetenin On yiizii ve 3. sayfasini okurum. Nedeni
hayatin ne kadar 6nemli oldugunu anlamaktir. Birgiin yine gazeteyi okurken
orada yazan bir konu ¢ok ilgimi ¢ekti ve iirkiittii. Bir tutuklunun ayn1 kogusta
olan bir arkadagin1 yemesiydi.

Dating:

Bundan 3 yil 6nceydi ve yatak odasinda ablamla beraber okuyorum, yiiksek
sesle okudugum icin hi¢ unutmuyorum. [3 yil 6nce oldugunu nereden
biliyorsunuz?] Asagi yukari 3 yil 6nceydi ¢iinkii yeni tarih degil. Ben hep o
sakay1 yaptifimdan dolay1 biliyorum, hep ayni sakay1 yapiyorum ona.
Diyorum beni kizdirirsan seni yiyecegim diye. [Peki ayini hatirlar misiniz?]
Aralik olablir ya da pek o tarihi aklimda kalmaz ama tahmini olarak {istiime
yorgan koydugum i¢in ilkbahar olabilir ¢linkii yazin hig listiime yorgan
koymuyorum, hep pikeyle yatiyorum. Yorgan oldugu i¢in otomatikman kis
olmasi lazim. (YC: 15 & MC: 14)
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Memory:

Bizim sokagin ara sira ortaya ¢ikan bir delisi var. Bu deliye sokakta
rastladigim bir giin gelip boynuma sarilip, "Annecigim, beni birakma", dedi.
Cok korktum.

Dating:

Ne biliyim ben, simdi kagtayiz 2010'dayiz. Herhalde 4 sene falan dnce oldu.
Bu bizim sokakta. [4 sene Once oldugunu nasil ¢ikariyorsunuz? Benim igin
hep yontem 6nemli.] Yontem olarak, diisindiiglim zaman hesap ediyorum
asag1 yukari 4 sene falan. [Neye gore hesap ediyorsunuz?] Onu... kafama
gore. [Oyle bir his yani 4 sene dnce olmus diye?] E dyle olmasi lazim yani
cok eski de degil, ¢ok yeni de degil, 4 sene, 5 sene bilemedik, dyle bir sey.
[Ayimi hatirlar misiniz?] Yok, onu hatirlayamayacagim. [Diisiinerek bulabilir
misiniz?] Valla bulamam yani kisin da olabilir yazin da olabilir, o bir, yani o
kadar kafamda yer edecek bir sey degil. (YC: 15, MC: -)

16. Publicly shared events

Reference to publicly shared events of social, natural or cultural type.
Examples: release date of a movie, alboum, newspaper, online newspapers ,
extraordinary weather, when a particular type of shoe was popular

Memory:

1968... TRT Ill... 21:00-22:00. Radyoda "Georges Moustaki" albiimii
calintyor.

Dating:

1968 hatirliyorum ¢iinkii ben miizmin astim hastastydim 18-20 yaslarina
kadar ve geceleri uyku tutmazdi. TRT 3 veya Teknik Universite'nin stereo
yayinlar1 vardi o zaman, ¢ok giizel bir miizik dolab1 almist1 babam, abim i¢in
almist1 baska seylere heveslenmesin diye, abim evlenince o miizik dolab1
bizde kaldi. Gece ben ilaglarimi alip arka odaya giderdim sogukta, sobaliydi
evimiz, kiractydik, Bilgi Sokak'inda o zaman oturuyorduk. ... [68 oldugunu
nasil buldunuz] 68 oldugunu, ¢iinkii bu babino kaydi, Georges Moustaki'nin
68'deki bir albiim kaydiydi ve 68'de ¢ikmisti o ve 68'de TRT 3 G. Moustaki
albiimii dedi ve ben 68'de bagladim yavas yavas temali seyler izlemeye,
dinlemeye, okumaya.. Yani 68'de demek ki ben 14 yasindayim, yavas yavas
artik bir Sefiller'in tam metnini okumusum, yavas yavas da Chekhov
okumaya basliyorum vs. Yavas yavas da iste fransiz miizigini daha kulak
vererek dinliyorum. O ezgisi beni ¢ok rahatlatmisti, cok giizeldi ve bir sahne
cekimi bir kayitt1 o bobino kaydi, hala da dinlerim, ben de kaydi vardir,
kaseti. Ha giin.. [ay] Ocak, Subat, belki de kar yagiyordu, soguktu, soba
¢linkii On tarafta oturma odasinda yaniyordu, gaz sobamiz vardi, Ocak-Subat,
saat 9-10, kis giinii, ayin kag1 bilemeyecegim. (YC: 10, 16, 17 & MC: 14)

17. Location

Reference to one’s location such as where one was living during the time of the
memory or the the location where the event took place.
Examples: house, district, city, country
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Memory:

Erkek arkadasimin bulustugumuz pastanede beni beklerken gazete
okudugunu hatirliyorum.

Dating:

O zaman ben 20 yasindaydim. Belki de 19 yasindaydim. Yaz ayiydi ¢linkii
bulustugumuz yer Biiyiikada'da bir pastaneydi, 6gle vaktiydi. (YC: 6 & MC:
17)

Memory:

Balikesir'deki evimizde Radyo 5'te Cenk ile Erdem dinlerken, o evin
mutfaginda ¢ikan fare.

Dating:

Lise.. Tabii biz Balikesir'e ben Lise 1'deyken tasindigimiza gore. Lise 1, Lise
2. Demek ki 98 ya da 97 yilinda olmas1 lazim. Kis ya da bahar gibi olmasi
lazim. Bahar bahar tabii. Ciinkii giines, aydinlik gokyiizi falan oyle
hatirliyorum. 98 demek ki baharinda. (YC:17,1 & MC: 14)

18. Event periods

Reference to certain time periods that the event in memory takes place.

Memory:

Bu kadar ugrastan sonra gazete ilaninda bosanma ilanin1 goriince cok
sevindim.

Dating:

Bu da Mayis aylarindaydi. Yani ¢ok, esim yurtdisindaydi, bir tiirlii bosanmak
istemiyordu tabii en sonunda gazete ilanin1 verdik. Dolayistyla bu benim
ayrilmama yardimci olacakti, o ilan1 gdriince isimin neticelenecegini
anlayinca sevinmistim yani. [Mayis ay1 oldugunu nasil buldunuz] Ciinkii ya
Mayis ya Haziran diyecegim ¢iinkii adli sey tatile girecekti Temmuz ayinda,
onun i¢in hemen yetistirmem gerekiyordu. [y1l] Y1l olarak, 93, pardon 94
¢iinkii ondan sonra bogsanma ilamimi alabildim. (YC: 19, MC: 18)

Memory:

Cumhuriyet Gazetesi koleksiyonumu sonunda elden ¢ikartyorum. Toplumsal
Aragtirmalar Vakfi'ndan bir kamyonet dayaniyor kapimiza.

Dating:

..... Ya eyliildiir ya ekimdir, yine boyle ¢ok sicak olmayan artik piyasanin
canlanmaya basladigi, bu tarz kultir hareketlerinin, galerilerin, sinemalarin,
tiyatrolarin mevsimi agmaya basladigi bir dénemdir. ... Heniiz hava
kararmamisti, boyle bir havaydi, Eyliil-Ekim olmas1 lazim hemen aksamin
bastirmadigi bir donem olmasi lazim, 5-6 dedigime gore, 1996, en ¢ok 97,
ondan Gteye gitmez ama. (MC: 18, 14)

19. Unjustified

The date of the event is already known, no reference is needed to find the date.

Memory:
Babamin vefat ettigi giin
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Dating:
Babamin vefat ettigi giinii zaten unutmam miimkiin degil o yiizden Nisan 1,
96 yil1”. (YC: 19, MC: 19)

Memory:

Hala yasamakta oldugum evin bir odasini ii¢ giinde boyayabilmemiz.

Dating:

Herhalde 2005 c¢linkii evi boyamistim, evi boyamakla ilgili bir sey bu. Kiigiik
bir alani {i¢ giinde boyayinca hani ¢ok spesifik olarak hatirliyorum onu. Ama

yazdi, Mayis veya Haziran, boya yapmaya kalktigim i¢in ancak dyle olabilir”.
(YC: 19, MC:9)

Note that in some cases, the memory could be a part of the landmark event (buying a
wedding dress- marriage), in such cases, dating is coded as unjustified.

Memory:

Kizim dogdugunda verilen niifus ciizdaninda din hanesine Islam yazildiginda
bunun diizelttirilip diizeltirilmemesi hakkinda bir an tereddiit ettigimi
hatirliyorum.

Dating:

Senin dogum tarihin, 1980?? 5 mi? Senin dogdugun sene.. Temmuz ay1.. Tabi
dogdugun giinde olmadi bu, daha sonra gittik niifusunu aldik falan. Demek
ki.. Sen daha 1 yasin1 doldurmadan.. Temmuz ayinda dogdun, zaten bir hafta
icinde de niifusunu aldik. (YC: 19, MC: 19)

20. Sports Event

Reference to periods when sports games are played.

Memory:

Bir keresinde arkadaslarimla BJK magina gitmistik. BJK 10-0 kazanmisti.
Kupa magiyda.

Dating:

Bu, gittigim bir mag, buna ne zaman gittigimi hatirlamam lazim. Muhtemelen
arasam bileti bile ¢ikabilir evde ama. Besiktas magina gitmistik Besiktasl
olmamama ragmen ama Besiktas da o glin 10-0 yenmisti. Bir kis giinii
gitmistik, hava soguktu, bir hayli soguktu. Bere, sapkam vardi hatirliyorum o
zaman. Kupa mag1, kis donemi deyince, Subat ya da Mart olmasi gerekiyor
clinkii orda hep dyle oynaniyordu, ligin 2. yarisi baslar kupa maglari. Subat-
Mart dénemi. Ama seneyi nasil bulacagiz? Lisede miydik? Yok, ortaokulda
miydik? Evden izin alarak gittigimi hatirliyorum 6yleyse daha ufak, ortaokul
doneminde olmam lazim. 97'den sonra 98-99-2000 gibi bir sey. Bir
diisiinelim. Besiktasin o sene birkag magina daha gitmistim. Kimler vardi,
oyunculardan belki aklima gelir. O donem gol atanlardan falan ama...Ciinkii o
sene 4 maca gittim, 3iinii kazanmsti, 4.”de berabere kalmisti. Sakaryaspor
vardi, onlar 99-2000 sezonunda vardi galiba, dyle bir sey. Ya 99 ya 2000.
(YC: 20,1 & MC: 20, 14)
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21. Elections
Reference to local or general elections

Memory:

Ankara'daki evimizi temizlemeden once bakkala gidip en ucuz ve en kalin
gazeteyi (Star) se¢ip almamiz.

Dating:

Ankara'da eve ¢iktik, 2002'nin yazinda ¢iktigimiza gore, basinda ¢iktik.. Yani
2002'nin sonunda daha dogrusu- ¢iktigimiza gore 2003'in... Tam se¢im vardi
o dénemde, Cem Uzan hayvan gibi, 100 sayfalik gazete veriyordu, Star
gazetesi. Hatta elimizde posteri falan vardi boyle. Se¢im ne zamand1?
2002'deydi galiba secim, yok 2003'te miydi? 2003'teydi galiba se¢im ya,
neyse ¢ok hatirlamiyorum. Se¢imden dnceydi iste bu olayda. Ama... 2003
olabilir. (YC: 21, MC: 19)

22. Media Rehearsal

Referring to news and memorial ceremonies (only used in public event datings).

Public Event

Hrant Dink Cinayeti

Dating

3.5 sene oldu onu da gegen giin haberlerde izledigim i¢in 3.5 sene oldu
demisti. 2010'dayiz demek ki 2006'nin sonlarina dogru olmus. Kigin
oldugunu hatirliyorium, Ocak ay1ydi galiba ¢iinkii derse gidiyordum bir
ogrencime derse gidiyordum, bir Cuma giliniiydii ¢ok fazla kar yagiyordu
oradan ulastim. (YC: 22, MC: 14, 9)

Public Event:

Taksim'de 1 Mayis olaylar1 sirasinda ¢ikan panik.

Dating:

Onun senesini hatirlayamiyorum. 30 sene mi oldu? [ Diisiinerek bulabilir
misiniz?] Sdyle bir sey, degil mi ki gazetelerde bu gibi olaylarin seyleri tekrar
ediliyor, su kadar sene 6nce, bu kadar sene 6nce diye.. Bu 1980 ihtilalinden
once olmustur, 30 seneden fazladir, 30 sene 33 sene belki.” (YC: 25,4 & MC:
19)

23. Other

References that could not be categorized using the available codes. The references
coded as “other” usually refer to some feature of the memory that gives a temporal
Cue.

Memory:

Babam ilk arabamizi aldig1 giin kafasini bagaja ¢carpmis ve kafasina dikis
atilmist1. O giin yeni arabayla eve geldiginde babami o halde gériince ¢cok
sasirmistim.

Dating:
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Babam ilk arabasini aldig1 giin kafasini bagaja ¢arpmisti. 82 Mart. [Nasil
diisiindiin?] Babam arabasini aldig1 giin dedem de araba aldi, dedem arabasini
degistirdi, arabasi vardi. Babamin arabasi yoktu, beraber gidip almiglardi.
Babam ikinci el araba aldi, parasi ona yetiyordu, dedemin parasi daha
fazlaydi, o birinci el araba almist1 ve onun arabasi 82 model. Cok diisiik
ihtimalle 81 EKim-Kasim da olabilir ama sanki 82 Mart gibi geliyor bana. 82
model arabay1, 81'den almaya bagliyorsun aslinda, o donem de olabilir ama
hani biraz daha baharimsi bir sey hatirliyorum. 82 Mart gibi geliyor. Giinii bir
haftaiciydi, hangi giin oldugunu hatirlamiyorum, Cuma falan olabilir ama.
(YC: 23, MC: 23)
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APPENDIX B: QUESTIONNAIRES

Autobiographical Memory Phase

Bu boliimde size 11 tane kelime verilecek. Sizden, bu kelimelerin ¢agristirdigi,
belirli, kisisel olaylara dair, akliniza gelen ilk anilarinizi yazmanizi istiyoruz.
Cagrisim siireci genellikle 10-20 saniye siirer ancak, bazen daha ¢ok zaman

gerekebilir.

Hatirlayacaginiz anilar,
e Son bir y1l disinda hayatinizin herhangi bir donemine ait,
e Belli bir zamanda ve yerde gerceklesmis,
e Bir giinii agsmayan, birkag saat, dakika veya saniye siirmiis,

olaylar icermelidir.

Amilarinizin ilging ya da énemli olup olmamasi énemli degildir. Ornegin,
akliniza gelen ilk an1 bulagiklar1 yikamaniz ile ilgili ise, liitfen bu olay1 anlatin. Eger
akliniza iki an1 birden gelirse, aralarindan en canli/net olanini secin. Eger akliniza ilk
gelen an1 paylagmak istemediginiz, 6zel bir olaya dair ise, liitfen kelime ile baglantili
bagka bir aniniz1 anlatin. Liitfen akliniza gelen anilar en kisa sekilde, 1-2 ciimle ile

Ozetleyin.

Ipucu kelimeler: Araba, Sokak, Radyo, Pencere, Mezarlik, Tas, Gazete, Niifus
clizdani, Piyano, Ayakkabi, Beyaz
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Liitfen hatirladiginiz anilarin sizin i¢in ne kadar énemli oldugunu asagidaki dlgegi

kullanarak belirtiniz.

Onemsiz

Orta
derecede
Oonemli

Cok
onemli

4

Ani 1

Ani 2

Anm 3

Ani 4

An 5

An1 6

An 7

Ani 8

An 9

An1 10

Ani 11

Litfen hatirladiginiz anilarin sizde ne kadar olumlu/olumsuz duygular uyandirdigini

asagidaki 6lgegi kullanarak belirtiniz.

Cok
olumsuz

Notr

Cok
olumlu

1

Ani 1

Ani 2

Ani 3

Ani 4

An 5

An1 6

An1 7

Ani 8

An1 9

Ani 10

Ani 11
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Liitfen hatirladiginiz anilar hakkinda ne siklikta diisiiniip konustugunuzu asagidaki

0lcegi kullanarak belirtiniz.

Yasadigim
olaylar
Hig arasinda en
diisiinmedim / sik
konusmadim. diistindiigiim
/ konustugum
oldu.
1 7
Ani 1
Am 2
Am 3
Ani1 4
Am 5
An 6
Am 7
Am 8
Am 9
Ani 10
Am 11
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Public Memory Testing Phase

Hayatiniz boyunca, Tiirkiye’de ger¢eklesmis ya da bu iilkede yasayanlar etkileyen,
en 6nemli buldugunuz 5 toplumsal olay1 akliniza geldigi sirayla yaziniz.
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Yazdiginiz ilk bes olay i¢in birka¢ degerlendirme yapmanizi istiyoruz.
Liitfen yazdiginiz birinci olayi diisiinerek, asagidaki degerlendirmeleri yapin.

1. Bu olay kimligimin ve kendimi anlamamin 6nemli bir pargasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

2. Bu olay toplumsal/etnik kimligimin énemli bir par¢asidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

3. Bu olay hayatimda 6nemli bir mihenk tasi veya bir doniim noktasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

4. Zaman zaman bu olayin anist ile su anki hayatim arasinda baglantilar oldugunu
hissediyorum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

5. Bu olay sizce ne kadar olumludur?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cok olumsuz Notr Cok olumlu

Liitfen yazdiginiz ikinci olay1 diisiinerek, asagidaki degerlendirmeleri yapin.

1. Bu olay kimligimin ve kendimi anlamamin 6nemli bir pargasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

2. Bu olay toplumsal/etnik kimligimin énemli bir parcasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

3. Bu olay hayatimda 6nemli bir mihenk tas1 veya bir doniim noktasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

4. Zaman zaman bu olayin anisi ile su anki hayatim arasinda baglantilar oldugunu
hissediyorum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

5. Bu olay sizce ne kadar olumludur?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cok olumsuz Notr Cok olumlu
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Liitfen yazdigimiz iiclincii olay1 diisiinerek, asagidaki degerlendirmeleri yapin.

1. Bu olay kimligimin ve kendimi anlamamin 6nemli bir pargasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

2. Bu olay toplumsal/etnik kimligimin 6nemli bir par¢asidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

3. Bu olay hayatimda 6nemli bir mihenk tasi veya bir doniim noktasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

4. Zaman zaman bu olayin anist ile su anki hayatim arasinda baglantilar oldugunu
hissediyorum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

5. Bu olay sizce ne kadar olumludur?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cok olumsuz Notr Cok olumlu

Liitfen yazdiginiz dérdiincii olay: diisiinerek, asagidaki degerlendirmeleri yapin.

1. Bu olay kimligimin ve kendimi anlamamin 6énemli bir pargasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

2. Bu olay toplumsal/etnik kimligimin 6nemli bir par¢asidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

3. Bu olay hayatimda 6nemli bir mihenk tas1 veya bir doniim noktasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

4. Zaman zaman bu olayin anisi ile su anki hayatim arasinda baglantilar oldugunu
hissediyorum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

5. Bu olay sizce ne kadar olumludur?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cok olumsuz Notr Cok olumlu
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Liitfen yazdiginiz besinci olay1 diisiinerek, asagidaki degerlendirmeleri yapin.

1. Bu olay kimligimin ve kendimi anlamamin 6nemli bir pargasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

2. Bu olay toplumsal/etnik kimligimin 6nemli bir parcgasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

3. Bu olay hayatimda 6nemli bir mihenk tas1 veya bir doniim noktasidir.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

4. Zaman zaman bu olayin anist ile su anki hayatim arasinda baglantilar oldugunu
hissediyorum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kesinlikle Kesinlikle
Hayir Evet

5. Bu olay sizce ne kadar olumludur?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cok olumsuz Notr Cok olumlu
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Hayatiniz boyunca, Tiirkiye’de gerceklesmis ya da bu iilkede yasayanlar etkileyen,
onemli buldugunuz bagka toplumsal olaylar var ise, liitfen asagiya yaziniz.
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Kisisel Bilgiler
1. Dogum tarihiniz (giin / ay / y1l olarak): I
2. Cinsiyetiniz: Kadin Erkek

3. En son bitirdiginiz okul: flkokul Ortaokul  Lise Universite  Yiiksek
Lisans/Doktora

4. Mesleginiz:
5. Dogum yeriniz:
6. En son secimlerde (2007) oy verdiginiz parti:

7. Asagidaki sifatlardan en ¢ok hangileriyle kendinizi tanimlarsimiz? Size uygun olan
sifatlarin timiinii isaretleyebilirsiniz.

Laik

Demokrat

Tirk

Solcu

T.C. vatandasi

Sagci

Liberal

Milliyetci

Diinya vatandasi
. Dindar
. Anadolulu
. Koklerine baglt

13. Diger (belirtiniz): ........ccevverveiverinerennns

8. Toplumsal kimliginiz bir birey olarak kendinizi tanimlamanizda ne dl¢itide etkilidir?

©wNoe o kwdNRE

e
N P O

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hig degil Orta derecede Cok Etkili
Etkili

9. Kendi siyasi goriisiiniizii/tavrinizi asagidaki 6lgekte en iyi tanimlayan rakam isaretleyin.
3 2 1 0 1 2 3

SOL SAG

10. Tiirkiye genelinde degerlendirdiginizde kendinizi hangi ekonomik durumda
goriiyorsunuz ?

a) diisiik gelir diizeyi b) diisiik-orta gelir diizeyi c) orta gelir diizeyi
d) orta-tist gelir diizeyi e) ust gelir diizeyi

11. Ailenizin toplam aylik geliri yaklasik ne kadardir ?

a) 250 YTL’den az b) 250-499 YTL c) 500 - 999 YTL d) 1000-
2499 YTL
e) 2500- 4999 YTL ) 5000 YTL’den fazla
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