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ABSTRACT

An Investigation of the Reciprocal Relationship between

Cognitive Style and Political Ideology

Although there are studies relating low-effort or intuitive thinking with political
conservatism, there are no studies that systematically investigate the reciprocal
relation between cognitive style and political ideology. In this research, we first
examined the relation of analytic thinking style and political conservatism while
controlling for demographic variables, need for cognitive closure, personality traits,
religiosity and general cognitive ability (Study 1) and found that reduced analytic
thinking predicts social conservatism and political identity but not economic or
personal conservatism. In Study 2, we attempted to direct participants toward
intuitive thinking by a cognitive load manipulation to see whether they would
become more conservative as a result but a manipulation check indicated that the
manipulation had failed. In Study 3, we gave a brief analytic thinking training and
observed an increase in liberal opinions on a number of issues but no long term
change in political attitudes. In Study 4, we attempted to test the reverse causal
relation by directing participants toward liberalism or conservatism through passages
arguing for the necessity of these political positions and seeing whether this would
produce a shift in cognitive style but a manipulation check indicated that participants
did not find the passages persuasive. Overall, the results indicate that social
conservatives tend to think intuitively while liberals tend to think analytically and
that being led to think more analytically increases social liberal (contextualized and
less stable) opinions. Furthermore, the results suggest that people's long term

political attitudes are resistant to experimental manipulations.



OZET

Bilissel Stil ve Politik Ideoloji Arasindaki Karsilikli Iliskinin incelenmesi

Politik muhafazakarlikla diisiik ¢abal1 ya da sezgisel diisiinme seklini iliskilendiren
caligmalar olmasina ragmen, bilissel stil ve politik ideoloji arasindaki karsilikli
iliskiyi sistematik bir sekilde inceleyen bir calisma yoktur. Bu arastirmada, ilk olarak
kisilerin demografik 6zelliklerini, bilissel kapanma ihtiyaclarini, kisilik 6zelliklerini,
dindarliklarin1 ve genel biligsel yeteneklerini kontrol ederek analitik diisiinme stiliyle
politik muhafazakarlik arasindaki iliskiyi inceledik (1. Calisma) ve diisiik analitik
diistinme egiliminin sosyal muhafazakarligi ve politik kimligi yordadigin1 ancak
ekonomik ya da kisisel muhafazakarligi yordamadigini bulduk. 2. Calismada
katilimcilarin daha muhafazakar hale gelip gelmedigini gormek adina onlar bilissel
yiik altina sokarak sezgisel diistinmeye yonlendirdik fakat manipiilasyon kontrolii
yaptigimiz manipiilasyonun ise yaramadigini gosterdi. 3. Calismada katilimcilara
kisa bir analitik diisiinme egitimi verdik ve farkli konularda liberal tutumlarinin artis
gosterdigini ancak uzun siireli politik tutumlarinda bir degisiklik olmadigini
gozlemledik. 4. calismada politik ideolojilerin bilissel stiller {izerinde bir etkisi olup
olmadigini kisileri liberal ya da muhafazakar ideolojilerin gerekliligine dair olan
metinlerle ikna etmeye calisarak bu defa ters yonde bir nedensel iliskiyi test etmeye
calistik ve bu manipiilasyonun bilissel stiller iizerinde bir degisiklik yaratip
yaratmadigini inceledik ancak manipiilasyon kontrolii insanlarin bu
manipiilasyondan etkilenmedigini gdosterdi. Sonug olarak, bu sonuglar, sosyal
muhafazakar insanlarin e§ilimsel olarak daha sezgisel ve sosyal liberal insanlarin da
daha analitik diisiinme sekline sahip oldugunu ve kisileri analitik

diisiindiirdiigiiniizde sosyal liberal (baglam i¢inde kullanilmis ve daha az kalic1)



diisiincelerde bir artis oldugunu gdstermektedir. Ayrica sonuglar insanlarin uzun
stireli politik tutumlarinin deneysel manipiilasyonlara direncli oldugunu

gostermektedir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION
Have you ever thought about the processes activated in your mind when you are
moving toward the source of a sudden incoming sound? Or when focusing on a
specific person’s voice in a crowded and noisy room? It is thought that when these
processes are at work, two separate systems are activated in our minds according to
the dual process model of mind (Evans, 2003; Frederick, 2005; Morewedge &
Kahneman, 2010; Stanovich & West, 2000). According to this model, System 1 is an
evolutionarily older one which represents our automatic and intuitive responses
whereas System 2 corresponds to analytic and controlled processes which developed
later in our evolutionary history and is unique to our species.

What is meant by intuitive judgment is the processes which are based on both
low effort and automaticity whereas the highlight of the analytic processes is, in
contrast, the ability to make a critical judgment based on the reflective and
deliberative thought processes through deactivating automatic intuitions. In a sense,
then, it can be said that when System 2 is activated, System 1 intuitions are inhibited
or overridden, which then leads to less intuitive or counter-intuitive thinking

processes (Shenhav, Rand, & Green, 2011).

When we take the dual process model into consideration, religious belief, for
example, is thought to be a product of System 1 thinking, whereas religious disbelief
is a product of System 2 (Gervais & Norenzayan, 2012; Norenzayan, 2013;
Pennycook, Cheyne, Seli, Koehler, & Fugelsang, 2012; Shenhav et al., 2011)
because disbelieving in religion requires analytic and critical examination. In a
similar way, most intuitive thoughts regarding religious belief comes to mind more

effortlessly and automatically; much as making moral judgments trigger intuitive and

1



automatic responses as the social-intuitionist approach suggests (Haidt, 2001, 2007).
According to the social intuitionist model, when we judge a moral issue, we first
automatically decide whether it is morally plausible or not, and thereafter we can

deliberately think on this moral judgment only after making this initial judgment.

Correspondingly, it is thought that there are differences in cognitive styles
between theists and non-theists or the ones who base their morality on divine
authority and who do not (see Piazza & Landy, 2013; Shariff, Piazza, & Kramer,
2014). For instance, people who are high in belief in God show lower scores on the
“Cognitive Reflection Test” (Pennycook et al., 2012); a test used to measure a
dispositional tendency to think analytically (Frederick, 2005). More importantly,
when people are experimentally manipulated to think analytically, their religious
convictions decrease (Gervais & Norenzayan, 2012: Study 2-3-4-5); in contrast,
when they are induced to think intuitively, their religious convictions are promoted

(Shenhav et al., 2011: Study 3).

Social conservatism, which is positively correlated with religiosity, is a
phenomenon that can also vary depending on the cognitive or thinking styles. For
example, it is known that the need for cognitive closure is higher in conservative
people than in liberals (Kruglanski, 2004). In addition, conservative people have
more negativity bias than liberals (Hibbing, Smith, & Alford, 2014). Conservative
and liberal people are also different in their level of integrative complexity (Tetlock,
1983). People with high complexity tend to consider multiple perspectives regarding
an argument whereas people with low complexity tend to consider only one
viewpoint. Liberals show higher levels of integrative complexity than conservatives.
In addition to these differences between conservative and liberal people’s cognitive
styles, there are also differences in attribution styles. Making a fundamental

2



attribution error, that is, the tendency to attribute the cause of behaviors to
dispositional (e.g., personality) factors while ignoring viable situational explanations,
is thought to be an automatic and a quick decision (Gilbert, Pelham, & Krull, 1988;
Winter & Uleman, 1984), at least in Western cultures. Correspondingly,
conservatives in those cultures are more likely to make a dispositional attribution in
different issues such as disasters (Wagstaff & Quirk, 1983), poverty (Zucker &
Weiner, 1993) and obesity (Crandall, 1994). Moreover, one of the core elements
underlying conservative ideology is the acceptance of hierarchy and the opposition to
equality which are also related to cognitive style. For example, Zitek and Tiedens
(2011) showed that social hierarchies are remembered and processed easily and liked
more than less hierarchical stimuli, thereby showing the intuitive, low-effort nature
of the processing and acceptance of hierarchy. These findings from diverse research
streams imply that social conservatism is a product of System 1 thinking, much as
religious belief is (see also Pacini & Epstein, 1999; Shook & Fazio, 2009; Sidanius;

1985; Van Berkel, Crandall, Eidelman & Blanchar, 2015).

In parallel with this assumption, Eidelman, Crandall, Goodman, and Blanchar
(2012) demonstrated that low effort thinking promotes political conservatism (but
see Deppe et al., 2015). They specifically showed that when people are under
cognitive load or time pressure, they became more conservative, but not less liberal.
While these findings are consistent with the emerging literature linking dual process
model of the mind to political and religious attitudes, the abovementioned research
left some questions unanswered. First, it is not clear whether the effect of low effort
thinking is general or specific to social or economic conservatism. In this regard, it is
predicted that inducing analytic or intuitive thinking modes should elicit change in

social (e.g., death penalty, gay marriage, euthanasia or abortion) but not economic



(e.g. free market, lower taxes, less government spending) attitudes. Second, the effect
of low effort thinking on the attitudes of people with politically extreme convictions
was not investigated. Correspondingly, they did not control for pre-existing political
orientations of the participants. Finally, the causal relations between these variables
are not clear. That is, Eidelman et al. (2012) showed one direction of causality
(thought to politics), but the other causal direction is also possible (politics to
thought: see Talhelm, Haidt, Oishi, Zhang, Miao, & Chen, 2015). In other words,
further research is necessary to clarify how liberal and conservative people react to

intuitive or analytic mode of thinking respectively.

The aim of the present paper is, thus, fourfold. In Study 1, first, organization
of political ideologies in the Turkish political system and various broad
psychological tendencies associated with different political orientations were
investigated. Then, we examined whether there are systematic differences between
people with rightist/conservative and leftist/liberal political ideologies in terms of the
dispositional tendency to think analytically or intuitively. In Study 2, we
experimentally manipulated cognitive load as a variable that reduces the ability to
think analytically and investigated whether being under cognitive load leads
participants to endorse more social and economic conservative attitudes, thereby
creating a conservative shift. In Study 3, we used a different manipulation technique
(training people briefly to think analytically) for priming analytic thinking, and tested
whether there is a subsequent liberal shift in political attitudes. In Study 4, we looked
at the reverse causal influence by manipulating endorsement of liberal or
conservative political policies and investigated whether there is a subsequent shift

toward analytic or intuitive mode of thought. We also examined the value of



universalism and the need for cognitive closure for their potential mediating roles in

the relation between cognitive style and political ideology in Study 4.

1.1 Dual process model

Since the very beginnings of psychology as a science, many discussions have
revolved around two poles of a given concept or issue (see Newell, 1973). For
instance, such differences like nature vs. nurture, short term vs. long term memory,
innate vs. learned grammar, and conscious vs. unconscious have been important in
driving theoretical and empirical advances in the field. Surprisingly, in many of these
debates, each side has its own theoretical backing for their positions as well as was
supportive empirical data. For instance, there is some empirical support for both a
multi-store model (see Baddeley, 1986, 1992; Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Repov &
Baddeley, 2006; Shallice & Warrington, 1970) and a unitary-store model of memory
(Jonides, Lewis, Nee, Lustig, Berman, & Moore, 2008; Keppel & Underwood, 1962;

Postman, 1961).

Similarly, the cognitive miser approach has been the basic building block
which forms the general perspective of the behavioral sciences including psychology
and cognitive sciences regarding the human mind for the last 50 years (Johnson-
Laird, 1983, 1999; Orbell & Dawes, 1992; Simon, 1955, 1956; Tversky &
Kahneman, 1974). According to the cognitive miser approach, our minds always try
to save energy in every possible way mostly by spending less time and effort which
then leads our minds to work in an automatic manner. We categorize, for instance,
people as men or women, or as Kurds or Turks so as to save energy because we

cannot have enough time and energy every time we are faced with a judgment or



decision to make. This energy saving function is, therefore, one of the most

important characteristics of the automaticity of human mind.

Although the dual process model, which is also compatible with this
cognitive miser approach, has theoretical roots going back to when William James
(1890) first proposed the distinction of associative and true reasoning, the empirical
support had been rather scarce in psychology until modern times. Especially after
Evans, Barston, and Pollard (1983) proposed the modern dual process model of
human mind, the field has seen a rise in research and theorizing in support of this
view (for reviews, see Evans, 2003; Evans, 2010; Evans & Stanovich, 2013;
Kahneman, 2011; Morewedge & Kahneman, 2010; Stanovich, 2009). For example,
there is now various mature theoretical accounts and accompanying research built
around this theme in the field of social cognition (see Chaiken & Trope, 1999;
Duckitt, 2001; Duckitt & Sibley, 2009; Epstein, 1994; Kruglanski & Orehek, 2007;

Petty & Cacioppo, 1986; Smith & DeCoster, 2000).

According to the dual process model, our mental operations are carried out by
two separate but interacting systems which are called System 1 and System 2.
System 1 has evolved earlier which corresponds to our automatic and intuitive
decision making systems whereas System 2 which is unique to Homo sapiens, has
evolved later and represents our analytic and reflective thought processes (Evans,
2003; Frederick, 2005; Morewedge & Kahneman, 2010; Stanovich & West, 2000).
Interestingly, Mithen (2002) establishes a connection between the emergence of
some higher-level cognitive abilities like art, ability to imagine and tool making

ability with the emergence of System 2 thinking in our evolutionary history.



Hence, the primary duty of the mind as a computational system is to save
energy while making optimal decisions (Toplak, West, & Stanovich, 2014). In doing
so, an automatic and intuitive thinking process not involving reflective awareness
generally needs to remain active. For instance, when moving toward a sudden
incoming voice, when deciding whether the tone of voice or the motions of someone
contains hostility, when driving a car in an empty road, when wearing a face of
disgust when a disgusting image is shown to us, or when deciding whether one object
is closer than the other object, we rely on System 1 processes (Kahneman, 2011).
Unlike System 1, the primary duty of System 2 is to inhibit System 1’s automatic
activations by spending rather than saving energy. That is, System 2 thinking is
computationally more expensive compared to System 1 thinking (Toplak, West, &
Stanovich, 2014). For example, when focusing on a specific person’s voice in a
crowded room, when searching for a woman who has a white hair with blue eyes,
when controlling whether your behavior is socially appropriate, when parking in a
narrow place or reasoning a logical argument out, we rely on System 2 processes

(Kahneman, 2011).

1.1.1 History of the dual process model

Dual process models of the mind have a long history in psychology, going all the
way back to William James (1890). The modern form of this distinction is based on
the above-mentioned account of Evans’ (1984: see also Evans et al., 1983) dual
process model of mind which is formed by two interacting but separate systems:
“heuristics processes” and “analytic processes”. Two years after Evans proposed the
dual process model, Petty and Cacioppo (1986) used this account to propose the

Elaboration Likelihood Model (ELM) and claimed that there are two routes that



people can follow when processing a persuasive message --the central route involves
highly elaborated processing of the message content whereas the peripheral route
involves judging the validity of a message with the help of relatively superficial cues
like those signaling that the message source is an expert on the topic. Following the
success of the ELM, many dual process models have been proposed in social
psychology (see Chaiken & Trope, 1999; Sherman, Gawronski, & Trope, 2014). One
of the major theoretical contributions has come from Kahneman (2003) who has
provided the further popularization of the dual process approach and integrated the
prior different conceptualizations into System 1 and System 2 thinking processes.
Such conceptual work has been accompanied by empirical evidence from
both behavioral and neuroscientific research in support of the dual process model as
opposed to the unitary process model. This evidence has shown that two separate
systems have not only distinct representations but also different functions in our
minds accordingly. For example, the first findings come from the belief-bias effect
(Evans, 1983), the notion that prior beliefs interfere with our current explicit
judgments. In this effect, participants are told that they should ignore their prior
beliefs (which is a representation of System 1 automatic activations) and approach
the given syllogistic task analytically (which is a function of System 2 controlled
processes), but the results show that participants failed to inhibit their automatic
activations even when they tried. To be more precise, a valid argument is often
judged to be invalid when participants know on the basis of their prior beliefs that its
conclusion is false. Conversely, an invalid argument (one whose conclusion does not
necessarily follow from its premises) is often judged to be valid when participants

know on the basis of their prior beliefs that its conclusion is true.



In a similar vein, the idea that there are two separate systems in the mind has
gained support from some neuroimaging studies (Goel, Buchel, Frith, & Dolan,
2000; Goel & Dolan, 2003; Tsujii & Watanabe, 2009; see also De Neys, Vartanian,
& Goel, 2008; Goel & Dolan, 2004; Goel, & Vartanian, 2005; Goel, 2007). Goel et
al. (2000) showed that content-based activations which are more related to System 1
automatic processes and abstract formal problem reasoning which is more related to
System 2 activations are represented in different areas of the brain -- left hemisphere
temporal regions and the parietal region, respectively. Correspondingly, in another
neuroimaging study (Goel & Dolan, 2003), when people are asked to inhibit their

pre-existing beliefs, different brain regions have been activated.

In the present proposal, we aim to rely on dual process model of the mind to
shed light on systematic differences in thinking that characterize people of distinct
political convictions. Therefore, a review of the literature in political psychology,
focusing on the definition and content of ideology as well as psychological
tendencies that are prevalent among and differentiate conservatives and liberals is

due before we can continue our discussion of dual process model of the mind.

1.2 Political ideology

The word “ideology” is of French origin consisting of the combination of "idée"
(idea) and "-ologie" (science) which refers to moral, cultural, and philosophical
views or attitudes toward a political issue (Adorno, Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, &
Sanford, 1950; Rokeach, 1968; Tedin, 1987; see also Jost, 2006). Although the term
has been popularized by Marx and Engels (1846/1970), today its meaning is
something different than their usage which focused on false consciousness or an

inversion of reality. But today, even by social scientists in fields other than



psychology, ideology is defined with psychological terms. For example, a political
scientist, Converse (1964) defines ideology as a relatively stable attitude and belief
system. Correspondingly, defining ideology with psychological terms is also
prevalent in psychology: it is thought that ideology is represented in our minds much
as cognitive schemas (Fiske, Lau, & Smith, 1990; Hamill, Lodge, & Blake, 1985), or
is a combination of attitudes and values which are also represented in the mind (see
Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, & Sulloway, 2003a). Today, political ideology is one of the
most important concepts used in order to understand why people do what they do in
the political sense (see Jost, 2006).

The most important distinction used to describe the ideological differences is
the left-right distinction. This distinction is represented in the American current
political system by the liberal-conservative distinction (Jost, 2006), whereas it is
represented by the leftist-rightist distinction in the European political system
(Feldman & Johnston, 2014; Gerber, Huber, Doherty, Dowling, & Ha, 2010).
However, researchers generally do not emphasize the differences between these
concepts but also not differentiate the actual meanings of both liberal-conservative
and left-right spectrums. Instead, they use these concepts interchangeably (Jost,

Federico, & Napier, 2009).

Indeed, political ideology has been defined in terms of this kind of a binary
distinction since the very beginnings of the usage of this term in the social
psychology literature. For example, Eysenck (1954) characterized the political left by
radicalism and the political right by conservatism. Other researchers have also
adopted a binary distinction as Eysenck did (Alford, Funk, & Hibbing, 2005; Lipset,
1963; Scott, 1960). For instance, left-wing ideologies were matched with defending

international peace favoring universalist values whereas right-wing ideologies were
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characterized by defending international conflict favoring nationalism (Scott, 1960).
In a similar way, Lipset (1963) distinguished conservative versus liberal orientation
in American politics in terms of opposition to equality in society. Although the
extent to which this conceptualization has explanatory power and whether it is
applicable in every political system or not is debated, empirical backing for this
position is rather abundant (Benoit & Laver, 2006; Carney, Jost, Gosling, & Potter,
2008; Fuchs & Klingemann, 1990; Jost, 2006; Knight, 1999). Likewise, Jost (2006)
argues that opposition to equality and resistance to change are the two culture-free
features of conservative political ideology which have also a high predictive power
for voting behavior (see also Jost et al., 2003a, 2003b). According to this
conceptualization, conservative political ideology is characterized by a tendency to
preserve the status quo and hierarchical structure whereas liberal political ideology is
characterized by openness to change and endorsement of an equal society (Jost et al.,

2003a).

1.2.1 Political ideology in Turkey

In Turkey, political ideology has also been defined as a variable with two poles but a
little differently from that of American and European political systems. For instance,
sociologist Mardin (1973) defined political ideology as based on the distinction
between “center” and “periphery” where the members of the center, who are also the
privileged minorities of Turkey, defend their priorities against the periphery who are
the majority. The center can be somehow represented by “Republican People’s
Party” (CHP) and “Committee of Union and Progress” (Ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti)
whereas periphery can be represented by Democrat Party and its successors centre-

right parties (Motherland Party, ANAP; True Path Party, Dogru-Yol; Justice and
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Development Party, AKP). Another sociologist Kongar (1993) also relied on the
similar distinction between “western” and “local” where western is similar to the
center while local is similar to periphery. More recently, an empirical study
suggested that there are three different political ideologies in Turkey: laicistic-leftist,
nationalist-conservative, and liberal (Dalmis, 1997; Dalmis & Imamoglu, 2000).
However, laicistic-leftist ideology is not based on conventional leftist opinions
emphasizing change and equality; rather this ideology is the founder and safeguard
of the Turkish Republic which is represented by the center-left Republican People’s
Party (CHP).

According to Onis (2007, 2009), classical left-right distinction is not
appropriate for Turkish politics because even right-of-center or Islamist origin parties
emphasize issues regarding social justice and the condition of poor people. In
addition, there is no European-style social democratic party in Turkey which in turn
leads to the process of lop-sided democratization (Onis, 2009). For instance, the
biggest social democratic party (CHP) supported the same candidate with the
Nationalist Movement Party (MHP), which represents Turkish nationalism, in the
2014 Presidential election. Thus, it can be argued that classical left-right distinction
has little explanatory power in Turkish political spectrum. Instead, another binary
distinction is suggested: conservative globalists versus defensive nationalists where
the initial one represents the conservatives who defend global, capitalist free market
economy, in turn pretending to be a reformist whereas the latter one represents the
Turkish nationalists who are against the globalism in the sense that they see
globalism as a threat to their existing borders and national sovereignty (see Onis,
2009 for further discussions). Ozbudun (2006) also claimed that right-wing ideology

in Turkey refers to religious, conservative, and nationalistic values whereas left-wing
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ideology refers to secularism. However, the term secularism is not identical with
European usage here; rather it is based on Kemalist ideology which emphasizes the
nationalistic values without any reference to religious ones on the surface. In
addition, liberal ideology, unlike in the American political system, refers to a more
rightist political ideology in Turkey (Berzeg, 1996). Although there are different
binary distinctions describing the Turkish political spectrum, none of them can
include all the ideologies located in Turkey. For instance, leftists or socialists in the

European sense have been excluded from these binary distinctions (Onis, 2009).

On top of this high level of complexity of the Turkish political system and
difficulties with conceptualizing political orientation in Turkey, empirical research in
this area is rather scarce. There are some studies which showed the availability and
utility of the distinctions of liberal-conservative (Olcaysoy & Saribay, 2012) and
leftist-rightist (Arikan & Sekercioglu, 2014; Cesur et al, 2014; Yilmaz, 2013, see
also “World Values Survey”) in the Turkish political system. Another study
suggested that Turkish political structure is composed of at least four different
dimensions (socialist, conservatism, liberalism, and nationalism: Kiigiiker, 2007), but
it is unknown for now how these dimensions are related to the liberal-conservative or

left-right distinctions.

One must keep in mind that these dimensions (left-right) and categories
(nationalist, socialist, etc.) representing political orientations are simplifications of a
complex set of values, beliefs, attitudes, and policy preferences that people adopt to
navigate the political system. As the organizing dimensions or categories chosen by
a researcher decrease in number, the richness of real life politics is inevitably lost to
some extent while the efficiency of empirical research and theoretical models built

around these dimensions or categories increase. For the present purposes, we will
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strive to maintain a reasonable balance between simplicity/efficiency and richness.
Regardless of the dimensions or categories we choose to represent political
orientations, our most important goal is to expand on the structure and dynamics of
the Turkish political system by referring to the psychological differences between

different ideologies.

1.3 Political ideology and psychological differences
Political ideology has been previously investigated on an individual basis by
comparing individual-level variables such as right-wing authoritarianism (RWA:
Altemeyer, 1981) and social dominance orientation (SDO: Sidanius & Pratto, 1999).
Fortunately, Jost and his colleagues (2003a) systematically analyzed extant
psychological variables related to political attitudes in their extensive meta-analysis
which included 88 different studies. Their main argument stemming from this effort
was that there are two core elements underlying conservative political ideology:
resistance to change and opposition to equality (support for hierarchy) in society.
More specifically, beforehand, authoritarianism had been measured by RWA and
conservatism by C-Scale (Wilson & Patterson, 1968). Jost and his colleagues
(2003a), however, demonstrated that these two concepts measure only one dimension
of conservative political ideology which is the resistance to change. In addition, they
also showed that the fascism scale (F scale: Adorno et al., 1950) and SDO measure
another dimension of conservative political ideology which is opposition to equality.
These are related (i.e., often seen to be moderately correlated in empirical studies)
but distinct dimensions of conservatism.

Jost et al. (2003a) also claim that ideological orientations originate mostly

from epistemic and existential needs and motives. Epistemic needs are characterized
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by uncertainty avoidance whereas existential needs by situation specific threat
avoidance (Jost et al., 2003a; Jost, Napier, Thorisdottir, Gosling, Palfai, & Ostafin,
2007). It is thought that epistemic needs influence political ideology by way of
resistance to change, whereas existential needs influence political ideology through
opposition to equality (Jost et al., 2007). For instance, death anxiety and fear of
system instability are examples of existential needs, whereas intolerance for
ambiguity, openness to experience and need for cognitive closure are examples of
epistemic needs (Jost et al. 2003a). Conservatives and liberals are, in general,
psychologically different from each other in these respects in the sense that
conservatives respond more to the existential threats and system instability (Jost et
al., 2003a; Jost, et al., 2007; Landau et al., 2004) whereas liberals are more tolerant

and less responsive to them (Jost, 2003a).

There are some other differences characterizing the liberal-conservative
ideologies. Personality differences, for example, are often found amongst various
political groups in different samples. A study which consisted of 5 different samples
for a total of 19,248 participants found that conscientiousness and agreeableness
(albeit weakly) are positively correlated with conservatism whereas openness to
experience is correlated with liberalism (Carney et al., 2008). These differences are
not only replicated in different samples (Gerber et al., 2010; Jost et al., 2003a;
Mondak & Halperin, 2008), but also have high predictive power for voting behavior
(Caprara, Schwartz, Capanna, Vecchione, & Barbaranelli, 2006; Carney et al., 2008;
Jost, et al., 2003a; Mondak ve Halperin, 2008; Rentfrow, Jost, Gosling, & Potter,

2009).

According to conservatism as motivated social cognition approach (see Jost et

al., 2003a), all these differences underlying liberal-conservative continuum satisfy

15



certain psychological needs respectively for liberals and conservatives. Basically and
most importantly, psychological needs based on improvement, novelty, creativity
and stimulation characterize people endorsing liberal political ideology whereas
stability, harmony, cohesiveness, and security needs characterize people endorsing

conservative political ideology (Hetherington & Weiler, 2009; Jost et al., 2003a).

Some genetics factors as the main causes of these differences underlying
political ideology are proposed and increasingly investigated since the last decade
(Amodio, Jost, Master, & Yee, 2007; Hatemi, Eaves, & McDermott, 2012; Kandler,
Bleidorn, & Riemann, 2012; Orey & Park, 2012; Hibbing, Smith, Peterson, & Feher,
2014). ldentical twins have more similar social and political attitudes than fraternal
twins (Alford et al., 2005; Bouchard, Segal, Tellegen, & Krueger, 2003). It is in fact
thought that approximately 50% of the differences in political ideology are explained
by genetic factors (Alford et al., 2005; Hatemi & McDermott, 2012; Hatemi et al.,

2014).

Besides, there are also some neurophysiological differences between the two
ideological groups. An fMRI study, for example, measuring the differences between
left-wing and right-wing participants in risk taking behavior found that right-wing
participants showed more activation in amygdala and insula which are related to
emotion regulation and disgust-sensitivity, than left-wing participants (Schreiber,
Simmons, Dawes, Flagan, Fowler, & Paulus, 2013). Conservatives are also more
sensitive to threatening stimuli than liberals (Vigil, 2010). Another MRI study
controlling the potential confounding effects of age and gender found that self-
reported conservatism is correlated with increased gray matter activation in right
amygdala which is indicative of increased sensitivity to fear processing, whereas

self-reported liberalism is associated with increased gray matter activation in anterior
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cingulate cortex signifying higher tolerance of uncertainty and ability to resolve
conflicts (Kanai, Feilden, Firth, & Rees, 2011). In addition, it is shown that cortisol
levels are a better predictor of voting behavior than self-reported political ideology
(French, Smith, Alford, Guck, Birnie, & Hibbing, 2014). However, all of these
genetic, physiological, and neurological differences do not imply a specific gene
causing specific political preferences; instead, some psychological characteristics
such as aversion to change and uncertainty have some genetic components which in

turn elicit a tendency for a specific ideology.

In a similar vein, in a longitudinal study (Block & Block, 2006), children who
are defined as developing close relationships, self-reliant, energetic, somewhat
dominating, relatively under-controlled, and resilient by their teacher were more
likely to be liberal in young adulthood whereas those who are defined as feeling
easily victimized, easily offended, indecisive, fearful, rigid, inhibited, and relatively

over-controlled and vulnerable were more likely to be conservative.

In Carney et al.’s (2008) extensive study, they found not only a positive
correlation between liberalism and open-mindedness, creativity, and curiosity but
also some differences in home and office environment of liberals and conservatives.
The rooms of conservatives are in average more regular and tidy than liberals and
they have household goods related to order and cleanliness such as calendar, iron and
clothes basket whereas liberals have goods related to stimulation and novelty such as
CD, book, and map. Conservatives also prefer the familiar foods and music as well
as rhymed poems in accordance with higher need for order and structure (Neiman,
2012). All of these findings are therefore compatible with Jost et al.’s (2003a)
conservatism as motivated social cognition approach based on the satisfaction of

some psychological needs for conservatives and liberals separately.
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1.3.1 Political ideology, morality and values

There are also some other differences between liberals and conservatives in basic
values and moral judgments. Conservatives give more emphasis on security,
conformity, and obedience to authority whereas liberals give more emphasis on self-
enhancement and universalism. These differential values are also good predictors of
voting behavior (Schwartz, Capcara, & Vechione, 2010).

Similarly, according to moral foundations theory (Haidt, 2007), liberals
define morality with reference to care/harm and fairness/cheating dimensions
whereas conservatives give equal emphasis to all five dimensions: care/harm,
fairness/justice, loyalty/betrayal, authority/subversion, sanctity/degradation (Graham,
Haidt, & Nosek, 2009; Haidt & Graham, 2007; see also Frimer, Biesanz, Walker, &

MacKinlay, 2013; Haidt, 2007; Haidt, 2012).

1.3.2 Political ideology and cognitive style

Although there are many other differences between liberals and conservatives in
addition to the above-mentioned ones (e.g., death anxiety, fear of threat, anger,
aggression, need for cognition, etc.), the current research will focus on differences in
cognitive style. It is important to determine concretely the relevant variables
underlying the differences in cognitive style between liberals and conservatives.
Therefore, the literature on cognitive style and its potential relation to political
ideology will be examined in the following section, keeping in line with the theme of

the dual process model where possible.
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1.3.2.1 Integrative complexity

Integrative complexity is a concept that highlights the complexity of thought by
drawing attention to two processes: cognitive differentiation and integration of the
relevant information. Differentiation implies a realization of availability of different
perspectives in a topic whereas integration refers to linking up among priorly
differentiated dimensions. Therefore, people with high integrative complexity
acknowledge multiple perspectives on a given issue whereas people with low
complexity give emphasis to only one perspective or viewpoint. In other words,
people with low integrative complexity interpret social and political issues in a more
narrow manner and try to reduce uncertainty and find precise and simple answer
when thinking about an issue, thereby leaning on intuitive thinking process. People
with high integrative complexity, on the other hand, examine the issue in more detail
and deliberatively by elaborating the issue in several dimensions, thereby behaving
in a less intuitive manner (Suedfeld & Tetlock, 1977). For example, according to a
survey on political elites people who are affiliated with center-left party demonstrate
higher levels of integrative complexity than center-right party members (Tetlock,
1983). Moreover, Brundidge, Reid, Choi, and Mudd (2014) found a significant
positive relationship between liberalism and integrative complexity in their extensive

qualitative study.

1.3.2.2 Need for cognitive closure

Kruglanski (2004) defines need for cognitive closure as a tendency to seek any
answer to a given question regardless of its content as soon as the question, and
hence uncertainty, arises. Someone with high need for cognitive closure, for

example, tends to prefer order and predictability, to be uncomfortable with

19



ambiguity, to be rigid-minded, and to prefer to make a stable decision as quickly as
possible (Jost et al., 2003a; Kruglanski & Freund, 1983; Thorisdottir & Jost, 2011).
Kruglanski (2004) states that conservative policies which emphasize tradition and
opposition to change, have parallels with this need, whereas liberal policies often run
contrary to this need. Consistent with this, the need for closure is positively
correlated with conservatism and voting for conservative parties (Chirumbolo &
Leone, 2008; Jost et al., 2003a; Kemmelmeier, 1997; Webster & Kruglanski, 1994).
The positive correlation between aging and conservatism is also mediated by being
high in need for cognitive closure and low in openness to experience (Cornelis, Van
Hiel, Roets, & Kossowska, 2009). As it can be clearly seen that need for cognitive
closure is a psychological motive satisfying some psychological needs which also
reflects a certain cognitive style. In other words, it is intuitive by nature which in turn
elicits a specific ideological orientation by influencing some types of attitude and

belief systems.

1.3.2.3 Negativity bias

Negativity bias refers to differential processing of information from the environment
whereby negative information is weighed more heavily (i.e., processed faster, with
stronger reactions, remembered better, etc.) compared to positive information. It is
associated with a physiological reaction which leads to a certain type of cognitive
style and it is also thought that negativity bias is the core component underlying
some psychological differences between different ideologies (see Hibbing, Smith, &
Alford, 2014). Oxley et al. (2008) showed not only that conservatives have higher
levels of activation in their sympathetic nervous system when they see a threatening

stimulus (a bloody face) than liberals (although there were not such differences in
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responding to a non-threatening stimulus), but also that conservatives gave stronger
startle-blink reaction to a stimulus which is shown suddenly as well as to
encapsulating loud noise. Moreover, Vigil (2010) demonstrated that right-wing
participants are more likely to decode an ambiguously negative face with a primary
emotion such as threatening or angry whereas liberals tend to perceive a secondary
emotion such as surprising in these same faces. Conservatives also spend more time
looking at negative images than liberals and gaze more upon these images in an eye-
tracking study (Dodd, Balzer, Jacobs, Gruszczynski, Smith, & Hibbing, 2012), and
give slower reactions to the negative words in an emotional Stroop test than liberals
(Carraro, Castelli, & Macchiella, 2011). All of these differences imply differences
between liberals and conservatives in responding to certain negative stimuli.
Stronger negativity bias in conservatives might lead them to adopt an intuitive style
of thought because negativity bias requires responding to certain stimuli more

automatically, quickly, and effortlessly.

1.3.2.4 Preference for status quo

The term “status quo” is of Latin origin and refers to the existing state of affairs.
Although preference for status quo generally carries a negative political meaning, we
use it in a more neutral way and as a psychological term. Preference for the existing
state of affairs represents another core element of political conservatism (Burke,
1790/1999; Eidelman & Crandal, 2009; Jost et al., 2003a; Stone, 1994). Preferring
to stick with the status quo, compared to seeking change, requires little effort and
awareness (Eidelman & Crandall, 2009). For example, the classic mere exposure
effect suggests that familiar stimuli are seen as more favorable (Festinger, Schachter,

& Back, 1950; Zajonc, 1968); and not only existing but also long standing states are
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seen as good and admirable (Eidelman, Crandall, & Pattershall, 2009; Eidelman,
Pattershall, & Crandall, 2010). The effect is enhanced when the stimuli are shown as
out of awareness (Bornstein, 1989; Bornstein & D’ Agostino, 1992), suggesting the

automatic nature of this tendency.

1.3.2.5 Preference for hierarchy

Another core element underlying conservative ideology is the acceptance of
hierarchy which is generally operating in parallel with opposition to equality (Berger,
Cohen, & Zelditch, 1972; Jost et al., 2003a; Jost & Banaji, 1994; Sidanius & Pratto,
1999) as well as bearing on simple, quick, and effortless processing. For example,
Zitek and Tiedens (2011) showed that social hierarchies are remembered and
processed easily and liked more than social configurations that are less hierarchical.
Moors and De Houwer (2005) also showed that the hierarchical distinctions are
easily and quickly recognized; and disadvantaged groups accept status differences
implicitly (Jost, Pelnam, & Carvallo, 2002; Rudman, Feinberg, & Fairchild, 2002)

thereby showing the intuitive and effortless nature of acceptance of hierarchy.

1.3.2.6 Preference for dispositional attributions

In addition to the above-mentioned differences between conservative and liberal
people’s cognitive styles, there are also parallel differences in attribution styles.
Making a dispositional attribution signifies preferring a person explanation for
explaining the causes of certain behaviors (Heider, 1958). Correspondingly,
conservatives are more likely to make a dispositional attribution across a variety of
scenarios such as when judging victims of disasters (Wagstaff & Quirk, 1983),

origins of homosexuality (Haider-Markel & Joslyn, 2008), poverty (Zucker &
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Weiner, 1993), wealth (Bobbio, Canova, & Manganelli, 2010), intelligence (Skitka,
Mullen, Griffin, Hutchinson, & Chamberlin, 2002), misfortune (Williams, 1984), and

obesity (Crandall, 1994).

1.3.2.7 Mortality salience

According to terror management theory, evolution of the status of self-consciousness
led to a (sometimes) maladaptive consequence: awareness of one’s own death.
Reminding people of their own mortality makes them more conservative and more
prone to vote for George W. Bush (Landau et al., 2004) controlling for pre-existing
political orientations, as well as less utilitarian (Tremoliere, De Neys, & Bonnefon,
2012), more religious (Norenzayan & Hansen, 2006), and cognitively impaired
(Galliot, Schmeichel, & Baumeister, 2006; Tremoliere, De Neys, & Bonnefon,
2012). Moreover, when people are reminded of their own mortality, liberals start to
think like conservatives on some political issues such as capital punishment,
abortion, and support for homosexuals (Nail, McGregor, Drinkwater, Steele, &
Thompson, 2009). Thus, mortality salience seems to deplete some cognitive
resources thereby creating a low-effort and intuitive mode of thought which in turn

elicits a conservative shift.

1.4 The present research

In recent years, there has been an increase in the number of studies investigating
cognitive style differences between liberals and conservatives (Eidelman et al., 2012;
Brandt, Evans, & Crawford, 2014; Talhelm et al., 2015). For example, Brandt et al.
(2014) showed that those who have extreme political thoughts, compared to

moderates, were less influenced by experimenter-generated anchors, which was
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intended for use as a cognitive style measure. In addition, Talhelm et al. (2015)
demonstrated that thinking analytically lead both American and Chinese participants
to favor more social liberal attitudes whereas thinking holistically lead them to favor
more social conservative attitudes. Among such demonstrations of systematic
cognitive differences between various political groups, none of them that we know of
specifically investigated these differences explicitly within the frame of the dual-
process model or the analytic versus intuitive thinking distinction (but see Deppe et
al., 2015).

Some studies have found that liberals show higher scores on the Cognitive
Reflection Test (CRT; Deppe et al., 2015; Pennycook et al., 2012; lyer, Koleva,
Graham, Ditto, & Haidt, 2012), a test used to measure the dispositional tendency to
think analytically (Frederick, 2005), whereas some others found no significant
difference between conservatives and liberals in a representative sample (Kahan,
2013). Conservatives are in fact slightly (but not significantly) superior to liberals on
the CRT in a representative sample of American population according to Kahan
(2013). The abovementioned studies which found that liberals show higher scores on
the CRT were conducted online and were based on a non-representative sample of
Americans (see Kahan, 2013). Thus, it is not clear whether liberals and conservatives
are different from each other in a dispositional tendency to think analytically. There
is hardly any evidence on this issue outside of Western cultures as well. Therefore,
in Study 1, we investigated this relationship in a Turkish sample as an extension of
this topic of investigation to non-Western cultures (see Henrich, Heine, &
Norenzayan, 2010) by controlling potential alternative covariate variables such as
demographics, personality traits, need for cognitive closure, religiosity and general

cognitive ability.
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In previous studies (e.g., Eidelman et al., 2012), it is shown that when people
are induced to think in a low effort mode, a conservative attitudinal shift occurs.
However, the pre-existing political orientations of the participants were not taken
into account. Therefore, in Study 2 of the present research, we conducted a
conceptual replication of Eidelman et al.’s (2012) study controlling for participants’
pre-existing political orientations. In addition, Eidelman et al.’s (2012) seminal study
did not differentiate between social and economic conservatism. A more recent study
(Talhelm et al., 2015) demonstrated that favoring liberal social attitudes predicts
thinking more analytically in a triad task which measures cultural thought style
(Chiu, 1972), whereas favoring liberal economic attitudes does not. Moreover,
conservative social attitudes predict thinking more holistically in the same task,
while economic conservative attitudes do not. More importantly, training people to
think analytically versus holistically resulted in more liberal versus more
conservative social (but not economic) attitudes. Thus, in the present study, we
differentiated social and economic liberalism and conservatism and predicted that
inducing people to think analytically or intuitively influences social political attitudes

but not economic ones.

The present research therefore aims to reveal the reciprocal influence of
cognitive style and political ideology. To be more precise, the core psychological
element that creates the basic difference between rightist and leftist ideologies is
hypothesized to be people’s cognitive styles. In addition, the adoption of rightist or
leftist ideology is hypothesized to lead to differences in cognitive styles. For this
purpose, Study 1 correlationally investigated the relationship between the tendency
to think analytically or intuitively and preference for conservative or liberal attitudes.

Study 2 put the participants under cognitive load and investigated whether there is a
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change in preference toward social and economic conservatism. More specifically, it
is predicted that cognitive load manipulation leads to a conservative shift in social,
but not economic, attitudes because cognitive load manipulation leads people to
think intuitively. Study 3 replicated the findings of Study 2 in a reverse direction
with a new priming methodology. We briefly trained people to think analytically (or
not) and investigated whether there is a liberal shift in social attitudes. In other
words, we predicted that when the participants are trained to think analytically, they
will move toward more liberal social attitudes, but not toward more liberal economic
attitudes. In Study 4, we looked at the reverse causal influence of political opinions
on cognitive style by manipulating endorsement of liberal and conservative political
policies. We predicted that convincing people of liberal versus conservative policies
will lead them to think more analytically versus intuitively, respectively. In other
words, just as cognitive style predicts political attitudes, political attitudes can also
predict cognitive style differences (see Talhelm et al., 2015). In addition, we also
examined potential mediators of the relationship between political ideology and
cognitive style. In Study 4, we examined that the need for cognitive closure
(Kruglanski, 2004) and the value of universalism (Schwartz & Bilsky, 1987) mediate
the relationship between certain political opinions and cognitive style (see Talhelm et

al., 2015).
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CHAPTER 2

STUDY 1

2.1 Method

2.1.1 Participants

With an estimated correlation coefficient of .15, a 95% power for detecting an effect
required a sample of at least 476 participants. We therefore collected data from 750
participants (mean age = 20.63, SD = 2.13, 452 females, 256 males, 2 other, 20
unreported) who were enrolled in an introductory psychology course at Bogazigi
University in return for extra course credit. All students were native Turkish
speakers. The sample was a relatively diverse sample in terms of both ethnicity and

religiosity (see Table 1 for the demographic characteristics of participants).
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of participants from Study 1 to 4

Demographic Dimension Study 1 Study 2 Study 3 Study 4
Age
Minimum (years) 18 18 18 18
Maximum (years) 45 26 25 28
Mean (years) 20.63 20.40 20.31 20.48
Gender
Male (%) 36.8 23.7 29 54.2
Female (%) 60.3 76.3 71 43.8
Religious affiliation
Muslim (%) 61.9 71.1 66.7 64.7
Theist without any 16.4 15.5 18.3 15.0
organized religion (%)
Atheist (%) 10 4.1 9.7 10.5
Agnostic (%) 4.8 0 2.2 4.8
Christian (%) 0.3 0 1.1
Jewish (%) 0.3 0 0
Buddhist (%) 0.1 0 0 0
Other (%) 3.6 9 2.2 4.1
Ethnicity
Turkish (%) 81.5 80.4 78.5 86.3
Kurdish (%) 6.1 7 7.5 4.6
Armenian (%) 0.3 0 1.1 0
Greek (%) 0.1 0 0 0.7
Arab (%) 2 4.1 1.1 0.7
Bosnian (%) 0.4 1 4.3 2.0
Georgian (%) 1.1 1 0 0.7
Caucasian (%) 2.8 1 3.2 0.7
Other (%) 2.9 4.1 4.4 4.8
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2.1.2 Measures

2.1.2.1 Analytic cognitive style

We used two different measures of analytic cognitive style. Cognitive Reflection
Test (CRT) consists of three different questions designed to measure a dispositional
tendency to think analytically (Frederick, 2005) and is a widely used measure of
cognitive style (Toplak, West, & Stanovich, 2011). Each question has one correct,
reflective (System 2) and an incorrect, intuitive/spontaneous answer (System 1). The

original questions are as follows (see Appendix A for the Turkish version):

1) Abatand a ball cost $1.10 in total. The bat costs $1.00 more than the ball.
How much does the ball cost? Correct answer = 5 cents; Intuitive answer
=10 cents

2) If it takes 5 machines 5 minutes to make 5 widgets, how long would it
take 100 machines to make 100 widgets? Correct answer = 5 minutes;
Intuitive answer = 100 minutes

3) Inalake, there is a patch of lily pads. Every day, the patch doubles in
size. If it takes 48 days for the patch to cover the entire lake, how long
would it take for the patch to cover half of the lake? Correct answer = 47
days; Intuitive answer = 24 days

As an additional measure of analytic cognitive style, we employed three
different base-rate conflict (BRC) problems as used by Penncycook et al. (2012).
BRC problems consist of a salient stereotype with analytical probabilistic

information. The version we used is as follows (see Appendix B):

In a study 1000 people were tested. Among the participants there were 4
kindergarten teachers and 996 executive managers. Lilly is a randomly
chosen participant of this study. Lilly is 37 years old. She is married and has 3
kids. Her husband is a veterinarian. She is committed to her family and
always watches the daily cartoon shows with her kids.

What is most likely?

a) Lilly is an executive manager (correct answer)
b) Lilly is a kindergarten teacher
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In this kind of question, people generally ignore the base-rate probability
(99.6 % chance that Lilly is an executive manager) and select the intuitive, wrong
answer (see De Neys, & Glumicic, 2008). Making this mistake can be overcome by
thinking analytically. All the measures of analytic cognitive style were converted to
POMP scores (Cohen, Cohen, Aiken, & West, 1999). This technique paves the way
for the researcher to standardize all the cognitive variables and converts the original
scale into a scale ranging from 0 to 100. We then computed CRT and BRC scores

and formed a single analytic cognitive style (ACS) score’.

2.1.2.2 Cognitive ability questions
The cognitive ability of the participants is supposed to be distinct from analytic
cognitive style (see Pennycook et al., 2012). We operationalized the cognitive ability

construct by the following measure. We used a total of 4 different questions

1 We had also used an additional analytic cognitive style measure, two Disjunctive reasoning
questions, but did not include them in the main analyses since we encountered a floor effect (%70 of
the participants failed at both of the questions). Disjunctive reasoning is a type of analytic thinking
style based on deductive reasoning where one should consider all the possible conditions to solve the
task correctly. One of the disjunctive reasoning problems was “the married problem” adapted from
Levesque (1986, see also Toplak & Stanovich, 2012) as follows (see Appendix C):

Jack is looking at Ann but Ann is looking at George. Jack is married but George is not. Is a married
person looking at an unmarried person?

A) Yes B) No C) Cannot be determined

The correct answer to this question can be given only by using disjunctive reasoning strategy thereby
considering all the possible issues. For this case, if Ann is married, the answer will be “Yes” because
she will be looking at George who is unmarried. If Ann is unmarried, the answer will again be “Yes”
because in this case Jack, who is married, will be looking at Ann who is unmarried. Thus, the correct
answer is “Yes.” People, however, generally select the option of “cannot be determined.” The second
disjunctive reasoning problem called “the five blocks problem” also adapted from Levesque (1986,
see also Toplak & Stanovich, 2012) was as follows (see Appendix C):

There are 5 blocks in a stack, where the second one from the top is green, and the fourth is not green.
Is there a green block directly on top of a non-green block?

A) Yes B) No C) Cannot be determined
The correct answer to this question as in the married problem can be given only by using disjunctive
reasoning strategy where people should consider again all possible conditions. For this case, if the
third block is green, the answer will be “Yes” because it will be above the fourth block which is not
green. If third block is not green, the answer will be again “Yes” because it will be under the second
block which is green. Thus, again, the correct answer is “Yes.” People, however, generally select the
option of “cannot be determined” in this question as well.
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including some syllogistic problems as well as some basic math problems which
measure general cognitive ability (see Appendix D). For examples:
1) If all himinids are hobaraks and all hobaraks are gubaraks, therefore are
all himinids absolutely gubaraks?
2) Ayse is 16 years old and she is four times older than her brother. When
the time Ayse is two times older than his brother, how old Ayse will be?

All the questions were again converted to POMP scores (Cohen et al., 1999)

and Cognitive Ability (CA) variable was computed separately from ACS variables?.

2.1.2.3 Big five personality

We used the Big Five Personality Inventory (BFI; Benet-Martinez & John, 1998) in
order to control for personality differences. BFI was translated and adapted to
Turkish by Siimer, Lajunen, and Ozkan (2005). The inventory has five subscales:
Neuroticism, Extraversion, Openness, Agreeableness, and Conscientiousness. Forty
four personality descriptors are presented and the participant is asked to indicate the
extent to which each of these is self-descriptive, ranging from 1 (strongly disagree)
to 5 (strongly agree). The original Cronbach’s alpha reliability of each subscale is
satisfactory: ranging from 0.64 to 0.77. In the current study, reliabilities have better

Cronbach’s alpha values: Neuroticism (o = .80), Extraversion (« = .88), Openness (o

2 We also used base-rate neutral questions. These questions are identical to that of base-rate conflict
problems except all the questions are non-stereotypic thereby measuring general cognitive ability
rather than a tendency to think analytically. In this sense all the questions are neutral. The following is
an example to this type of question used in the literature:

In a study 1000 people were tested. Among the participants there were 995 who live in Los Angeles
and 5 who live in New York. Christopher is a randomly chosen participant of this study. Christopher
is 28 years old. He has a girlfriend and shares an apartment with a friend. He likes watching
basketball.

What is most likely?
a) Christopher lives in New York
b) Christopher lives in Los Angeles

However, %65 of the participants responded correctly to all of the 3 questions. Since we encountered
a ceiling effect in these questions, we did not include them in the main analyses.
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=.79), Agreeableness (a = .69), and Conscientiousness (a = .78) (see Appendix E).

Item 6 was excluded from Extraversion subscale due to low item-total correlation.

2.1.2.4 Social/Political conservatism

We used two different scales to measure social conservatism. The first measure we
used --Social/Political Conservatism scale-- was developed by Olcaysoy and Saribay
(2012, 2014; see also, Olcaysoy, 2012) by compiling items from the Social
Dominance Orientation scale (Pratto, Sidanius, Stallworth, & Malle, 1994), Right-
Wing Authoritarianism scale (Altemeyer & Hunsberger, 1992), F-scale (Adorno,
Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, & Sanford, 1950), Social and Cultural Attitudes scale
(Kigtiker, 2007), Egalitarianism-Inegalitarianism scale (Kluegel & Smith, 1983), and
items measuring resistance to change used by Jost et al. (2007). The scale measures
the two dimensions of conservatism as theorized by Jost et al. (2003a): resistance to
change (two different sample’s Cronbach’s a = 0.80, 0.83) and opposition to equality
(0 =0.90, 0.88). The response format is a 7-point scale ranging from 1 (totally
disagree) to 7 (totally agree). Scores on resistance to change (a = .88 for this study)
and opposition to equality (a = .75 for this study) are summed and averaged for each
participant in order to form a composite conservatism score in which higher scores
indicate more conservative attitudes (one factor solution Cronbach’s a = .88 for this

study; see Appendix F).

The second measure we used ---Revised Version of Scale of Social
Conservatism--- was developed by Henningham (1996) over almost two decades in
the Australian culture and adapted to the current American political system by Piazza
and Landy (2013). In the original scale participants respond dichotomously on each

social issue by choosing “opposed to it” or “not opposed to it”. We revised the scale
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in accordance with Turkish politics removing some items (e.g. “Outlawing the
buying and selling of firearms”’) and adding new ones (see Appendix G). In addition,
we changed the response format to a 7-point Likert type scale ranging from 1
(strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). Items (item 2 and 12) with low item-total
correlations were excluded. The remaining set of 13 items had good reliability (o =
.89). Scores from this scale were again converted to POMP scores. Although we
computed this scale separately from Social/Political Conservatism Scale, we

averaged these two scales into a single “Social Conservatism Score.”

2.1.2.5 Personal conservatism scale

This scale was also developed by Olcaysoy and Saribay (2012, 2014) in order to
measure personal (as opposed to political) conservatism on the same two dimensions:
resistance to change and opposition to equality. The items were devoid of political
content and focused instead on the individual’s personal preferences and lifestyle. It
was developed by compiling items from Resistance to Change Scale (Oreg, 2003;
“The idea of making changes in my life generally evokes negative feelings™), Need
for Cognitive Closure Scale (Kruglanski, Webster, & Klem, 1993; “I don't like
unpredictable situations) and 14 new items (“I prefer dominance or submission, not
equality, in my personal relationships™). The response format is again a 7-point scale
ranging from 1 (totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree) and two scores on resistance to
change (o = .86 for this study) and opposition to equality (« = .80 for this study) are
summed and averaged for each participant in order to form a composite personal
conservatism score in which higher scores indicate more personal conservatism (one

factor solution Cronbach’s a = .86 for this study; see Appendix H).
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2.1.2.6 Economic conservatism scale

In Turkish, to the best of our knowledge, there is no scale measuring economic
political attitudes. In the U.S., this is generally measured by one self-placement item
(see Jost, 2006). Therefore, we composed 16 items to develop a new measure of
economic conservatism suitable for Turkish participants®. (“The institution we call
the state should evolve towards less taxes and services; “To remedy income
inequality, the state should tax the rich more and the poor less”; see Appendix 1).
Since these 16 items had good reliability (Cronbach a = .73), we averaged them into
a single score of economic conservatism. These scores were converted to POMP

scores as with the other measures.

2.1.2.7 Religiosity

We used the intuitive religious belief scale developed by Gervais and Norenzayan
(2012) which is composed of 5 items with responses given on a scale ranging from 1
(strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) (e.g., “When | am troubled, I feel the need to
seek help from God”). This scale was adapted into Turkish by Yilmaz (2013) and
used in previous studies in Turkish (Yilmaz & Bahgekapili, 2015; Yilmaz,

Karadoller, & Sofuoglu, 2015; see Appendix J).

2.1.2.8 Need for cognitive closure

Need for cognitive closure scale was developed by Webster and Kruglanski (1994)
and revised by Roets and Van Hiel (2007). Subsequently, Roets and Van Hiel (2011)
validated an abridged version of the scale. This scale consists of 15-items and the

response format is a 7-point scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly

3 Five items were taken from Kiiciiker (2007) and the remaing 11 items were developed by the
authors.
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agree). The scale has five subscales: order, predictability, decisiveness, ambiguity
and closed-mindedness. Every subscale is represented by 3 items (e.g., “I don'’t like
situations that are uncertain’). Subscales’ internal reliabilities ranges from .46 to .83
(Order = .83, Predictability = .74, Decisiveness = .56, Ambiguity = .61, Closed-
mindedness = .46; see Appendix K). We combined all the subscales into a single
need for cognitive closure score (o = .84), excluding one item (item 14) with low

item-total correlation.

2.1.2.8 Demographic questions

Information about participants” demographic background including age (in years),
sex (Females = 1, Males = 2), SES (1 = very high, 5 = very low), hometown size (1 =
metropolis, 5 = village), ethnicity, religious and political affiliations, preference for

political party, and identification with political party was obtained (see Appendix L).

2.1.2.9 Procedure

At the beginning of the 2015 Spring term, students taking Introduction to Psychology
course at Bogazici University received an e-mail invitation to complete an online
battery of measures for extra-course credit. Students were given two weeks to
complete the battery and they were free to complete it at their own pace but were
asked to complete it in one session. The battery contained all the measures listed
above and its completion took approximately 40-50 minutes. We counterbalanced the

order of the analytic thinking measures and political conservatism measures.
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2.2 Results and discussion
Correlations among cognitive, political, and control variables including sex, age,
SES, and hometown size are presented in Table 2.

As predicted, Analytic Cognitive Style (ACS) is negatively correlated with
one item political orientation score [r (677) = -.108, p = .005], social conservatism [r
(676) = -.185, p <.001], personal conservatism [r (678) = -.115, p = .003], and need
for cognitive closure [r (693) = -.213, p <.001], but did not significantly correlate
with economic conservatism [r (693) = -.023, p = .546]. In addition, ACS is
negatively correlated with Religiosity (IRS) [r (699) = -.081, p < .001] replicating
previous research (Gervais & Norenzayan, 2012; Pennycook et al., 2012; Shenhav et

al., 2011).
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Table 2. Correlations among the variables used in this study. Coefficients in bold are significant, p < .05.

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
1-Political Orientation .18 .66 .28 -11 -.06 .16 -.04 -.02 .09 -.01 -21 51 A3 -03 .08 .01
1 (left) — 7 (right)
2-Economic 1 .08 .07 -.02 .03 -.09 .07 -.15 -.02 -12 -05 .01 A7 -08 -10 -.08
Conservatism
3-Social 1 44 -.19 -12 .26 -.05 -.02 .16 .01 -20 .59 A2 -12 .10 .09
Conservatism
4-Personal 1 -12 .01 .62 -.23 -.24 A2 .23 -29 .20 A4 -06  -01 .05
Conservatism
5-Analytic Cognitive 1 18 -21 .04 -.06 -11 -.16 .05 -18 .22 .09 -01 -.10
Style (ACS)
6-Cognitive Ability 1 -.10 -.04 -.05 -11 -.05 .01 -08 .17 .03 -.02 -.02
(CA)
7-Need For Closure 1 -14 -.08 .33 .28 -23 22 -09 -05 -04 -.06
(NFC)
8-Extravertion 1 .16 .20 -.25 .35 .01 -02 .03 -13 -.09
9-Agreeableness 1 A2 -.24 A2 10 -12 06 -.04 .05
10-Conscientiousness 1 -11 .04 .25 -10 -01 -.06 .03
11-Neuroticism 1 -.06 .05 -.23 .01 .01 .06
12-Openness 1 -09 -04 .03 -07 -.07
13-Religiosity (IRS) 1 -10 -11 .05 .10
14-Sex 1 .01 .06 -.16
15-Age 1 .07 -.03
16-SES 1 .19

17-Hometown




To test the independent effect of ACS on conservatism, four hierarchical
multiple regression analyses were carried out predicting Social Conservatism (a total
POMP scores of Social/Political Conservatism societal conservatism sub-scale and
Scale of Social Conservatism) and a total score of economic conservatism scale (a
total POMP scores of Economic Conservatism Scale) and personal conservatism (a
total POMP score of Social/Political Conservatism personal conservatism sub-scale)
and one-item political orientation score (a total POMP score of Political Orientation
question from 1 —left— to 7— right) while controlling for cognitive ability (CA; a total
POMP scores for 4 cognitive ability items), sex (Females = 1, Males = 2), age (in
years), SES (1 = very high, 5 = very low), hometown (1 = metropolis, 5 = village),
need for cognitive closure (NFC), personality traits (Five Big Five dimensions), and
intuitive religious belief scale (IRS) (Table 3). In all four analyses, all demographic
variables including sex, age, SES and hometown were entered first, followed by
NFC, five different Big Five scores and IRS. In the last step, the cognitive measures

including CA and ACS were entered simultaneously.

In the first hierarchical multiple regression analysis, we investigated the
independent effect of ACS on Social Conservatism, higher scores representing higher
level of social conservatism. Sex (f = .164, p =.002), age (8 = -.176, p =.001) and
hometown (5 = .113, p = .038) were significant independent predictors in step 1. In
step 2, only sex remained significant (4 = .186, p < .001) while NFC (8 = .122,p =
.014), Openness to experience (f = -.106, p =.024), and IRS (5 = .542, p <.001)
made significant independent contributions. In step three, sex (8 =.221, p <.001),
NFC (8 = .110, p = .024), Openness to experience (f = -.097, p = .047), and IRS (f
=.524, p <.001) remained significant, but more importantly, ACS (f =-.149, p =

.001) rather than CA (5 = -.056, p = .192) made a significant independent
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contribution. Therefore, as predicted, lower levels of analytic cognitive style
predicted social conservatism independently of sex, age, SES, hometown, need for

cognitive closure, personality traits, religiosity, and cognitive ability.

Table 3. Hierarchical multiple regression: Standardized regression coefficients
predicting Social Conservatism with Analytic Cognitive Style (ACS) controlling for
Sex, Age, SES, Hometown, Need for Closure (NFC), Personality (Big Five
dimensions), Intuitive Religious Belief (IRS), and Cognitive Ability (CA).

Social Conservatism

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Adjusted R?

Demographics .059 #xx
Sex 164> 186>+ 221 xx*

Age - 176% -.056 -.046

SES .040 -.013 -.021

Hometown 113+ .055 .056

Control Variables 391 #*x
NFC 122~ 110*

Extraversion .004 -.010

Agreeableness -.066 -.074
Conscientiousness .023 .006

Neuroticism -.018 -.055

Openness to experience -.106* -.092*

IRS 54 2% 524>

Cognitive Measures 411w
CA -.056

ACS - 149**

+p < 0.09, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

We next sought to test whether ACS mediates the relationship between NFC
and social conservatism. Therefore, we used a series of bootstrapping analyses
(Preacher & Hayes, 2004) to estimate 95% confidence intervals for the indirect effect

of NFC via ACS on social conservatism, using 5,000 bootstrap resamples. We
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conducted the first analysis with the NFC as the predictor, ACS as the mediator, and
social conservatism as the outcome variable. The indirect effect of NFC on social
conservatism through ACS was significant (95% CI [.365, 1.30]. However, the direct
effect of NFC on social conservatism remained significant when controlling for ACS
(p <.001; 95% CI [3.93, 7.58]). This shows that ACS partly mediated the relationship

between NFC and social conservatism (see Figure 1).

ACS

*kk

147

Social
Conservatism

2477 (1267
NFC ( ) >

Figure 1. The mediating role of ACS on the relationship between NFC and Social Conservatism. ACS
= Analytic Cognitive Style, NFC = Need for Cognitive Closure. Total effect in parentheses. *** p <
.001.

More importantly, in a reverse mediation analysis where NFC was treated as
the mediator and ACS as the predictor, the indirect effect of ACS on social
conservatism through NFC was also significant (95% CI [-.042, -.016],
demonstrating that the mediating role of ACS is not superior to the role of NFC

(Figure 2).
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-.14*** (-19***1 SOCiaI

Conservatism

ACS

Figure 2. The mediating role of NFC on the relationship between ACS and Social Conservatism. ACS
= Analytic Cognitive Style, NFC = Need for Cognitive Closure. Total effect in parentheses. *** p <
.001.

In the second hierarchical multiple regression analysis, we investigated the
independent effect of ACS on economic conservatism (a total score of economic
conservatism scale), higher scores representing higher level of economic
conservatism. In the first step, sex (8 = .163, p =.003) and SES (5 = -.110, p = .041)
significantly predicted economic conservatism. In step 2, sex (8 = .037, p = .014)
and SES (# = -.115, p =.034) remained significant while NFC ( = -.118, p = .053)
and Agreeableness (# = -.165, p = .004) made significant independent contributions.
In step three, sex (8 = .157, p =.006), SES (5 =-.123, p =.024), NFC (f =-.124,p =
.042), and Agreeableness (8 = -.068, p = .003) remained significant, but none of the
other variables including ACS (f = -.089, p = .115) and CA (8 = -.026, p = .625)
made a significant contribution. Therefore, as predicted, the results show that

analytic cognitive style did not predict economic conservatism.
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Table 4. Hierarchical multiple regression: Standardized regression coefficients
predicting Economic Conservatism

Economic Conservatism Scale

Demographics
Sex

Age

SES

Hometown
Control Variables
NFC
Extraversion
Agreeableness
Conscientiousness

Neuroticism

Openness to experience

IRS

Cognitive Measures

CA
ACS

Step 1

.163**
012
-.110*
-.011

Step 2

A37*
.035
-.115*
-.005

-.118+
.083

- 165**
.031
-.061
-.090
.083

Step 3

157+
.040

-.123~
-.004

-.124~
.075

-.168**

.023
-.081
-.082

072

-.026
-.089

Adjusted R?

.026*

.056**

.059**

+p < 0.06, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

In the next hierarchical multiple regression analysis, we investigated the

independent effect of ACS on Personal Conservatism, higher scores representing

higher levels of leaning toward person-level resistance to change and opposition to

equality. Only sex ( = .221, p <.001) was a significant independent predictors in

step 1. In step 2, sex remained significant (8 = .210, p < .001) and SES became

significant (# = -.083, p =.038) while NFC (5 = .597, p <.001), Agreeableness (5 =

-.143, p <.001), Openness to experience (5 = -.100, p =.018) and IRS (5 = .104,p =

.014) made significant independent contributions. In step three, sex (8 = .214, p <
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.001), SES (B =-.086, p =.031), NFC (5 = .597, p <.001), Agreeableness (f = -
145, p <.001), Openness to experience (5 = -.096, p =.023), and IRS (# =.098, p =
.022) remained significant, but none of the other variables including ACS (8 = -.059,
p =.156) and CA (5 = .037, p = .343) made a significant contribution. Therefore, as
predicted, the results show that analytic cognitive style did not predict personal

conservatism (Table 5).*

4 We next sought to test an alternative hypothesis that there is an indirect relation between personal
conservatism and ACS through the mediating role of NFC. We therefore conducted a bootstrapping
analysis (Preacher & Hayes, 2004) to estimate 95% confidence intervals for the indirect effect of ACS
via NFC on personal conservatism, using 5,000 bootstrap resamples. We conducted the analysis with
the ACS as the predictor, NFC as the mediator, and personal conservatism as the outcome variable.
The indirect effect of ACS on personal conservatism through NFC was significant (95% CI [-.080, -
.039]. Moreover, the direct effect of ACS on personal conservatism was not significant when
controlling for NFC (p = .666; 95% CI [-.021, .033]). This shows that NFC fully mediated the
relationship between ACS and personal conservatism. More importantly, we conducted a similar
bootstrapping analysis with ACS as the mediator and NFC as the predictor in order to test the
alternative reverse causal direction and the results indicated that ACS was not a mediator of the
relationship between NFC and personal conservatism. The indirect effect of NFC through ACS was
not significant (95% CI [-.353, .216]. The direct effect of NFC also remained significant (p < .001;
95% CI [11.02, 13.41]) when ACS was treated as a mediator variable, demonstrating that ACS did not
mediate the relationship between NFC and personal conservatism.
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Table 5. Hierarchical multiple regression: Standardized regression coefficients
predicting Personal Conservatism

Personal Conservatism Score

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Adjusted R?
Demographics 042>
Sex 22w 210 AV
Age -.041 .009 .009
SES -.080 -.083* -.086*
Hometown 043 .007 .005
Control Variables 501 *x*
NFC 597w 597w
Extraversion .000 -.004
Agreeableness -.143** - 145
Conscientiousness -.054 -.057
Neuroticism 040 027
Openness to experience -100* - 096*
IRS .105* .098*
Cognitive Measures 5025
CA .037
ACS -.059

+p < 0.09, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

Lastly, we investigated the independent effect of ACS on one-item political
orientation question (1 = leftists, 7 = rightist), higher scores representing higher
levels of political conservatism. Only Sex (# = .175, p = .001) was a significant
independent predictor in step 1. In step 2, sex remained significant ( = .191, p <
.001) while Openness to experience (f = -.145, p =.003) and IRS (f = .501, p <
.001) made significant independent contributions. In step 3, sex (5 = .210, p <.001),
Openness to experience (S = -.138, p =.005), and IRS (5 = .488, p <.001) remained

significant, but more importantly, ACS (f = -.115, p = .018) made a significant
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independent contribution while CA (5 = -.005, p = .914) did not. Therefore, as
predicted, lower levels of analytic cognitive style predicted political conservatism
independently of sex, age, SES, hometown, need for cognitive closure, personality

traits, religiosity, and cognitive ability (Table 6).

Table 6. Hierarchical multiple regression: Standardized regression coefficients
predicting one-item Political Conservatism

Political Orientation (1 = Leftist, 7 = Rightist)

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Adjusted R?

Demographics .035**
Sex 175%* 191 wxx 210%**

Age -.093 015 .020

SES .061 011 .002

Hometown 071 .008 .006

Control Variables RCH W
NFC .037 .033

Extraversion -.041 -.049

Agreeableness .002 -.001
Conscientiousness 024 .016

Neuroticism -.019 -.044

Openness to experience -.145%* -.138%**

IRS 501+ A488***

Cognitive Measures 344xxx
CA .005

ACS -.115*

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

Overall, these results demonstrated that ACS is an independent predictor of
social conservatism and political conservatism, but not economic conservatism and

personal conservatism. Therefore, these set of analyses provided the first systematic
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demonstration that lower levels of analytic cognitive style predicts conservatism
controlling for sex, age, SES, hometown, need for cognitive closure, personality

traits, religiosity, and cognitive ability.

In Study 2 and 3, we aimed to go beyond these promising correlational
findings and investigated the causal relation between cognitive style and political
ideology. In Study 2, we expected a conservative shift after the participants were
induced to think intuitively, and in Study 3, we expected a liberal shift after they
were induced to think analytically. In Study 4, we investigated the reverse causal
relation by manipulating political ideology and observing its effects on cognitive

style.
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CHAPTER 3

STUDY 2

3.1 Method

3.1.1 Participants

We estimated a medium effect (f) of .3, which required a total sample of at least 90
with 80% power of detecting any effect. We considered potential attritions and
collected data from 104 participants. Participants were selected from those who
participated in the online survey (see Study 1). They participated in this study for
extra course credit. All students were native Turkish speakers. They were randomly
assigned to either the Cognitive load (n = 56) or the No-load (n = 48) condition.
However, in the cognitive load condition, we excluded participants if they responded
incorrectly in more than half of the 12 different load trials. This resulted in seven
participants being excluded from the analyses (see Table 1 for the characteristics of

the participants).

3.1.2 Materials and measures

3.1.2.1 Manipulation

Participants were randomly assigned to either the cognitive load (n = 49) or no load
(n = 48) condition. We used a cognitive load method which includes memorization
of a sequence of numbers and letters presented in a random order (for example

“igdj6st”, see Appendix M). In the cognitive load condition, in each of 12 trials,
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participants saw this sequence of numbers and letters, always consisting of a total of
7 characters, before the engaging in the primary task (e.g., responding to an item of
the conservatism scale). They were asked to keep this alphanumeric sequence in
memory while engaging in the primary task for an uncertain period of time and to
report the sequence back when asked. The first sequence appeared at the beginning
of the first questionnaire. The remaining 11 sequences were interspersed among
items of the various questionnaires used in this study. For each sequence, memory
recall was requested after a few items of the questionnaire that the participant was
working on, followed by provision of the next load sequence. In the no load
conditions, the participants did not see any load items nor were they given any of
these instructions. In each trial, if an alphanumeric sequence reported by the
participant had more than half of the same characters (at least 4 correct characters out

of 7) of the original sequence, it was considered a correct recall.

3.1.2.2 Scale of social conservatism

The same measure as in Study 1 were used (Cronbach’s « for this experiment = .90).

3.1.2.3 Economic conservatism scale
The same measure as in Study 1 were used (Cronbach’s o for this experiment=.74).
We excluded two items due to low item-total correlations and computed 14 items as

an economic conservatism score.

3.1.2.4 Contextualized political opinions
In addition to the Social and Economic Conservatism Scale, the participants were

exposed to two semi-fabricated news articles which include a more contextualized
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political opinion and also is related to a particular policy (e.g. new internet law). In
Talhelm et al.’s (2015) study, training people to think analytically or holistically led
to a change in a contextualized political opinion but did not lead to a change in stable
political attitudes such as having the opinion that “flag burning should be illegal.” In
parallel with this study, we included these contextualized political opinions in this
study. We specifically predicted that the manipulation would not influence stable
political opinions but would influence political opinions which are actively being
processed by the participants, like the news article. Each article presented a dispute
between rightist and leftist positions for Turkish political system. One of the disputes
was related to a conservative policy—a new internet law enabling the government to
completely shut down a website within 4 hours of a complaint—and included a
conservative anchor. The other dispute was related to a liberal policy—an argument
for making rehabilitation the primary function of prisons—and included a liberal
anchor. We selected these disputes because the articles should in fact not include
“exact” partisan position. Although, leftists and rightists would of course mostly
prefer to support their established views, both of them have also the possibility of
shifting their support toward the opposing position (see Appendix N).

Participants were asked to carefully read the article. Once finished, they
answered a single question measuring their attitude on the presented issue. The 7-
point response scale had conservative (e.g., “I fully support the internet law”) and
liberal (e.g., “I’m fully opposed to the internet law’’) anchors at the extremes and a
neutral (“I have no opinion”) in the middle. Higher scores in the first article (Internet
law) represent higher conservative values whereas higher scores in the other article

(rehabilitation) represent higher liberal values. We computed separately these two
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news articles as two subscales: liberalism (score of rehabilitation article) and

conservatism (score of internet law article) scores.

3.1.2.5 Positive and negative affect scale
This scale was developed by Watson, Clark, and Tellegen (1988) and adapted into
Turkish by Geng6z (2000). It measures people’s current moods on two dimensions

separately: positive and negative affect (see Appendix O).

3.1.2.6 Demographic questions

The same measure as in Study 1 were used.

3.1.3 Design and procedure
This study consisted of two sessions which were at least three weeks apart. In the
first session, at the start of the semester, all participants filled out an online battery of
questionnaires (see Study 1) including a measure of their pre-existing political
orientations and some individual variables (one-item religiosity measure, religious
affiliation etc.). All items were given in a randomized order for each participant.

In the second session, at least three weeks later, participants were invited to
the social psychology lab at Bogazici University and were randomly assigned to

either the Cogpnitive load or the No-load condition.
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3.2 Results and discussion

3.2.1 Contextualized political opinions
Contrary to our prediction, a one-way ANOVA revealed a significant effect of
manipulation on neither the liberal-anchored article, nor the conservative-anchored
one (both Fs < 1).

In the liberal-anchored article (rehabilitation), participants in the load
condition (M =5.63, SD = 0.96; 95% CI [5.35, 5.90]) reported more liberal attitudes
than no-load condition (M =5.44, SD = 1.07; 95% CI [5.13, 5.75]), a non-significant

difference, F(1, 94) =0.82, p = .368, np? =.009.

In the conservative-anchored article (Internet law), participants in the load
condition (M = 2.51, SD = 1.45; 95% CI [2.10, 2.93]) reported less conservative
attitudes than no-load condition (M = 2.69, SD = 1.43; 95% CI [2.27, 3.10]), but this

difference is also not statistically significant, F(1, 95) = 0.37, p = .545, 5p? = .004.

When we controlled for baseline political orientation, gender, SES, age, and
the current mood of the participants, the results remained constant (all ps > .05). Ina
regression (coded as Cognitive load = 1, No load = 0) controlling for the variables
mentioned above, our cognitive load did not significantly predict responses to either

news article (all ps > .05).

3.2.2 Stable political attitudes

As expected, we did not find a significant effect of our manipulation on the social
and economic conservatism scales (both Fs < 1). The results remained constant when
controlling for baseline political orientation, gender, SES, age, and the current mood
of the participants (all ps > .05).
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Overall, in this study, we predicted that cognitive load manipulation will
activate intuitive thinking which in turn will lead people to adopt more conservative
attitudes on the issues they are actively processing (i.e., the news articles), but will
not influence people’s stable attitudes. The findings showed that in contrast to the
previous finding that low-effort thinking enhances political conservatism (Eidelman
et al., 2012), our manipulation did not influence people’s long-term stable political

attitudes as well as political opinions that they are actively processing.

One potential limitation of this study concerns the manipulation technique
being used. We did not do a real manipulation check, therefore we did not really
know whether our cognitive load manipulation really influenced people’s cognitive
styles or not. Moreover, the load conditions may be too difficult for the participants
to memorize due to its length and complexity, thus we might encounter a floor effect
in this manipulation. The other potential limitation of this study was the number of
news article we used in this study. We only used two news articles in order to show
the effect of cognitive style on political ideology, however, it would be insufficient to
show the effect in question. We, therefore, added two other news articles in Study 3.
The manipulation used in Study 2 induced people to think intuitively, but in Study 3,
contrary to Study 2, we activated analytic thinking and investigated the effect of
cognitive style (but this time analytic cognitive style instead of intuitive) on political

ideology.
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CHAPTER 4

STUDY 3

4.1 Method

4.1.1 Participants

We estimated a medium effect (f) of .3, which required a total sample of at least 90
with 80% power of detecting any effect. We considered potential attritions and
collected data from 106 participants. Participants were excluded from the analyses if
they responded incorrectly to the manipulation check questions for the Analytic-
prime group (n = 13). The remaining sample consisted of 93 participants randomly
assigned to the Analytic-prime (n = 40) or the Neutral-prime (n = 53) conditions.
Participants were selected from those enrolled in an introductory psychology course
at Bogazi¢i University and participated in this study for extra course credit (see Table
1 for demographic characteristics of the participants). All students were native
Turkish speakers. Participants were selected from those who participated in the

online survey (see Study 1).

4.1.2 Materials and measures

4.1.2.1 Manipulation

Participants were randomly assigned to either the Analytic or the Control (Neutral)
prime conditions. We used a new priming methodology to prime analytic thinking
based on Talhelm et al. (2015). We briefly trained people to think analytically by
teaching them the solutions of standard cognitive reflection test and base-rate

problems. In the Analytic-prime condition, participants were first asked to complete
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standard 3 CRT problems one by one. At the end of each question, we taught people
the correct answer and why it is correct. To check whether they understood or not,
we asked them to complete similar questions again with different numbers, and we
excluded the participants who failed at any of these check points (n = 13). We
applied this procedure for 3 base-rate problems as well. In the Control condition, the
participants were asked to complete standard 3 CRT and 3 base-rate problems

without any training (see Appendix P).

4.1.2.2 Conservatism measures
All the dependent variables are the same with that of Study 2 (Cronbach « for Social

Conservatism scale = .89; for Economic Conservatism Scale = .51).

4.1.2.3 Contextualized political opinions

In addition to the semi-fabricated news articles used in Study 2, we used two new
articles. Collectively, the articles presented four different disputes between rightist
and leftist positions for Turkish political system: Two of the disputes were related to
a conservative policy and include a conservative anchor. One of these was related to
a new security law which gives more power to police forces. The second one was
related to a new internet law which enables government totally banning of internet
sites in only 4 hours (also used in Study 2). The other two of the disputes were
related to a liberal policy and include a liberal anchor. The first of these concerned
whether the first function of the prison system is be rehabilitation of the prisoners or
not (also used in Study 2). The second news is related to whether gay marriage

should be legal (see Appendix N).
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Participants were asked to carefully read the article. Once finished, they
answered a single question measuring their attitude on the presented issue. The 7-
point response scale had conservative (e.g., “I fully support the internet law”) and
liberal (e.g., “I’m fully opposed to the internet law’’) anchors at the extremes and a
neutral (“I have no opinion”) in the middle. Higher scores in the first two articles
represent higher conservative values whereas higher scores in the latter two articles
represent higher liberal values. We computed separately responses to these four news
articles as two subscales: liberalism (average score of rehabilitation and gay marriage
articles) and conservatism (average score of security and internet laws articles)

Scores.

4.1.2.4 Positive and negative affect scale

The same measure was used as in Study 2.

4.1.3 Design and procedure

The first session is identical to that of Study 1. In the second session, at least five
weeks later, participants were invited to the social psychology lab at Bogazi¢i
University and were randomly assigned to either the Analytic or the Control
condition. After the manipulation phase, participants were asked to indicate their
opinions regarding the disputes presented in the four semi-fabricated news articles
(as in Talhelm et al., 2015). Finally, they completed the social conservatism and

economic conservatism scales in individually randomized order.
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4.2 Results and discussion

4.2.1 Contextualized political opinions

Figure 3 shows the effect of our manipulation on mean opinion scores in response to
the news articles. As predicted, a one-way ANOVA revealed a significant effect of
manipulation on liberalism sub-scale of the news article, F(1, 91) = 4.75, p =.032,
np? = .050 (Figure 3). The Analytic-prime group (M =5.63, SD =0.86; 95% ClI
[5.35, 5.90]) reported more liberal attitudes than the Neutral-prime group (M = 5.15,
SD = 1.15; 95% CI [4.83, 5.47]). When we controlled for baseline political
orientation, gender, SES, age, and the current mood of the participants, the results

remained constant (all ps < .05).
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Figure 3. Analytic-prime and responses to the liberal-anchored news articles
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Thus, the effect of analytic training on the contextualized political opinions
show that the effect is independent from the baseline political orientation, the current
mood and the basic demographic characteristics of the participants. In a regression
(with the independent variable coded as Analytic-prime = 1, Neutral-prime = 0)
controlling for the variables mentioned above, our analytic training manipulation
significantly predicted responses to the liberal-anchored news article (5 = .186, p =
.042). Thus, we can conclude that analytic thought training is an independent

predictor of liberal political ideology for contextualized opinions (Table 7).

Table 7. Hierarchical multiple regression: Standardized regression coefficients
predicting Liberal-anchored news articles with Analytic training manipulation

Liberal-anchored news articles

Step 1 Step 2 Adjusted R?
Control Variables 317 x*
Gender .052 072
Age .185* 153
SES 139 133
Positive mood -.009 002
Negative mood -.164+ -.188*
Baseline political orientation - 580 - 5B T x*x
Independent Variable 343***
Analytic training 186+

+p < 0.08, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

However, there is no significant difference among priming conditions on
responses to the conservative news articles, F(1, 91) = 0.14, p = .711, 5p? = .002.
When we controlled for baseline political orientation, gender, SES, age, and the

current mood of the participants, the results remained constant (all ps > .05).
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Therefore, the results demonstrate that briefly training people to think analytically

led them to adopt more liberal, but not less conservative, values.

4.2.2 Stable political attitudes

As predicted, training participants to think analytically did not significantly influence
their long-term political attitudes. A one-way ANOVA revealed no main effect on
Social Conservatism, F(1, 91) = 1.66, p =.200, #p? = .018. Although participants in
the Analytic training condition (M = 3.39, SD = 2.37; 95% CI [2.63, 4.15]) reported
less conservative social attitudes than the control condition (M = 4.03, SD = 2.55;
95% CI [3.33, 4.74])), this difference did not reach statistical significance. Another
one-way ANOVA also revealed no main effect on economic conservatism, F(1, 91)
=1.97, p =.164, np? = .021. Again, participants in the Analytic training condition (M
=4.29, SD = 0.49; 95% CI [4.13, 4.44]) reported less conservative economic
attitudes than the control condition (M = 4.42, SD = 0.40; 95% CI [4.30, 4.53]), but
this difference did not reach statistical significance. The results remained constant
when controlling for baseline political orientation, gender, SES, age, and the current
mood of the participants (all ps >.120).

Overall, the findings provide evidence for the causal link between analytic
thought and liberal political ideology for contextualized political attitudes. However,
the manipulation did not lead people to adopt less conservative political opinions on
the disputes presented in the news articles. In addition, briefly training people to
think analytically did not lead to a change in stable political opinions on social and

economic issues.
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CHAPTER 5

STUDY 4

5.1 Method

5.1.1 Participants

In Study 4, we estimated a medium effect (f) of .3, which required a total sample of
at least 111 with 80% power of detecting any effect. We considered potential
attritions and collected data from 153 participants. Participants were selected from
those who participated in the online survey (see Study 1). They participated in this
study for extra course credit. All students were native Turkish speakers. They were
randomly assigned to either the Liberal ideology-prime (n = 48), the Conservative

ideology-prime (n = 51) or the Neutral-prime (n = 54) condition.

5.1.2 Materials and measures

5.1.2.1 Manipulation

Participants were randomly assigned to the Liberal ideology, the Conservative
ideology or the Neutral prime condition. To manipulate liberal ideology, an essay
including arguments favoring the necessities of liberal and leftist values (e.g.,

99 ¢

“openness to experience”, “peace through universalism,

99 6

technological innovations
through the trait of curiosity”) was given to participants. In the conservative ideology
condition, another essay including arguments favoring the necessities of conservative
and rightist values (e.g., “being responsible”, “discipline,” and “harmony through
social order”) was given. In the neutral condition, participants were given no such

text (see Appendix R).
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5.1.2.2 Manipulation check

We checked the effectiveness of the manipulation in two different ways. First, we
asked participants in the liberal and conservative ideology conditions to evaluate the
persuasiveness of the argument in the essay on a 5-point scale ranging from 1
(strongly disagree) to 5 (completely agree). Second, participants were given the
Conservation (Cronbach « for this experiment = .83) subscale of Schwartz’s Basic
Human Values Survey (Schwartz, Melech, Lehmann, Burgess, Harris, & Owens
2001; see Appendix S) with the prediction that those in the Conservative-prime
condition would score higher on this subscale than those in the liberal-prime

condition.

5.1.2.3 Analytic thinking

The same measures as in Study 1 were used (CRT, Base-rate Problems).

5.1.2.4 Need for cognitive closure

The same measure as in Study 1 was used in order to test whether epistemic
motivation operationalized as the need for cognitive closure will mediate the
relationship between political ideology and cognitive style (Cronbach o for this

experiment = .85).

5.1.2.5 Universalism value

The universalism (self-transcendence) subscale of Schwartz’s Basic Human Values
Survey (Schwartz et al., 2001) was used in order to test whether the value of
universalism mediates the relationship between political ideology manipulation and

cognitive style differences (Cronbach « for this experiment = .76; see Appendix S).
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This scale was adapted into Turkish by Demirutku and Stimer (2010). Participants
were asked to provide their responses on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree)

to 6 (strongly agree).

5.1.2.6 Demographic questions

The same measure as in Study 2 were used.

5.1.2.7 Positive and negative affect scale

The same measure was used as in Studies 2 and 3.

5.1.3 Design and procedure

This study consisted of two sessions which were at least seven weeks apart. In the
first session, at the start of the semester, all participants filled out an online battery of
questionnaires (see Study 1) including their pre-existing political orientations and
some individual variables (one-item religiosity measure, religious affiliation, etc.).
All items were given in an individually randomized order.

In the second session, at least seven weeks later, participants were invited to
the social psychology lab at Bogazigi University and were randomly assigned to
either the Liberal-prime, the Conservative-prime, or the Neutral condition. After the
manipulation phase, the participants were asked to complete the standard 3-item
cognitive reflection test, base-rate problems, need for cognitive closure scale, and

two subscales of Human Values Survey in a randomized order for each participant.
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5.2 Results and discussion

Contrary to our prediction, a one-way ANOVA revealed no significant main effect of
our manipulation on analytic thinking tendency, F(2, 150) =.294, p = .746, np? =
.004 (Figure 4). Conservative-prime group (M =4.31, SD = 1.33; 95% CI [3.94,
4.69]) did not differ from both the Liberal-prime (M = 4.08, SD = 1.64; 95% ClI
[3.61, 4.56]) and the Neutral groups (M = 4.24, SD = 1.59; 95% CI [3.81, 4.67]).
When we controlled for baseline political orientation, need for cognitive closure
tendency, gender, SES, age, and the current mood of the participants, the results

remained constant (all ps > .05).
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Figure 4: Political ideology prime and analytic thinking tendency

When we analyzed the persuasiveness ratings of the participants, a total of 38
participants rated less than or equal to the midpoint (3) of the scale. In other words, it

is shown that 28 participants (24 in the Conservative-priming condition, 4 in the
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Liberal-priming condition) reported they were not persuaded by the argument given
in the essay, and 10 participants (5 in the Conservative-priming condition, 5 in the
Liberal-priming condition) reported they are undecided. However, when we excluded

these participants from the analyses, the results remained constant.

More importantly, our second manipulation check (Schwartz’s conservation
values) also failed to provide evidence that our manipulation affected participants’
ideological views in the desired direction. A one-way ANOVA demonstrated no
differences between our priming conditions in terms of conservation values, F(2,

150) =.257, p = .773, 5p> = .003 (Figure 5).
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Figure 5: Political ideology prime and conservation values

To our knowledge, this study was the first attempt to investigate the reverse
causal influence of political ideology on cognitive style. The results, however,
showed that especially the Conservative-priming essay (28 participants did not agree
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with the argument, and 5 undecided out of 51 participants) did not convince people
of the necessities of conservative ideology. Future studies should use more

persuasive arguments to prime conservative ideology.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

The present study aimed at revealing the reciprocal relation between cognitive style
and political ideology. Study 1 demonstrated—by controlling relevant individual
variables such as personality traits, need for cognitive closure, general cognitive
ability, and religiosity—that lower levels of analytic thinking tendency is an
independent predictor of social conservatism and right-wing political orientation, but
not economic conservatism and personal conservatism. In Study 2, we predicted that
experimentally inducing intuitive thinking style via cognitive load manipulation
enhances conservatism for contextualized political attitudes but we did not find a
significant effect of intuitive thinking style on conservatism in the abstract. In Study
3, we predicted that experimentally inducing analytic mode of thought promotes
higher levels of political liberalism but not lower levels of political conservatism for
contextualized political opinions. Correspondingly, the results showed that, for
contextualized attitudes, whereas activating analytic thinking enhances political
liberalism, it did not decrease political conservatism. Consistent with the findings of
Study 2, there was no support for an effect of analytic training on political attitudes
in the abstract. In Study 4, we investigated the reverse causal influence of political
ideology on cognitive style but did not find a significant effect on the main
dependent variable, nor any additional evidence that this manipulation functions as

intended.

6.1 Implications
The original contribution of the current set of studies rests on two conclusions that

we can unequivocally draw from these results: (1) When merely measured, analytic
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cognitive style and political conservatism are related to each other and this
relationship cannot be explained away by sex, age, SES, hometown size, need for
closure, personality traits, religiosity and general cognitive ability. (2) There is a
causal effect of analytic cognitive style on liberal attitudes. These results are in line
with some previous research findings showing the relationship between cognitive
style and political ideology (Brandt et al., 2012; Eidelman et al., 2014; Deppe et al.,
2015; lyer et al., 2012; Jost et al., 2003; Pennycook et al., 2012; Talhelm et al., 2015;

Van Berkel et al., 2015; but see Kahan, 2014).

Most of the research cited above is based on self-report measures and very
few of them are experiments. Two exceptions stand out. In one of them, Talhelm et
al. (2015) showed that analytic cultural thought prime leads people to favor more
liberal attitudes whereas holistic cultural thought prime leads to more conservative
opinions in both American and Chinese samples. In the other one, Eidelman et al.
(2012) showed that when people are induced to think intuitively, a conservative shift
occurred in their attitudes. However, Eidelman et al. (2012) did not control pre-
existing political orientations and also did not differentiate social versus economic
attitudes, and stable versus contextualized political opinions. Talhelm et al. (2015)
also did not exactly activate analytic or intuitive thinking styles as in the present set
of studies. In short, among such demonstrations, none of them that we know of
specifically investigated these cognitive style differences within the frame of the
dual-process model or investigated the reverse causal relation. Thus, the current set
of studies contribute to the emerging literature on the relationship between cognitive

style and political ideology by replicating and extending earlier research.

The current results are also compatible with Henrich et al.’s (2010) account of

WEIRDness. According to this account, only 15% of people live in Western,
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educated, industrialized, rich and democratic societies and the remaining 85% are
generally out of the scope of psychological research. Thus, it is important to
differentiate the characteristics of the minority (15% of the world population mostly
represented by Western people) and the majority (85% of the world population
mostly represented by Eastern and Southern people) of humanity. Talhelm et al.
(2015) suggested a sixth characteristic of Westerners: their liberal tendency. On this
basis, they reveal a new concept: WILDER (Western, industrialized, liberal,
democratic, educated and rich). Perhaps, a seventh letter --“A” for the “analytic”--
seems necessary to add to this list in order to define western and liberal people. Like
the WEIRD samples that most psychological research draws, our sample was also
highly educated (all university students) and all were drawn from a campus with a
strongly liberal climate. However, unlike the literature we refer to, our samples were
mostly Turkish and Muslim and this fact greatly increases the value of our
replications (see Henrich et al., 2010). More specifically, the current research, like
other recent findings (Olcaysoy & Saribay, 2012; Yilmaz, Saribay, & Bahgekapili,
under review), demonstrates the usefulness of the left/liberal - right/conservative
dichotomy while also providing the first replication and extension of relevant results
(i.e., Eidelman et al., 2012; Talhelm et al., 2015) in a non-Western, non-Christian

sample.

6.2 Possible explanations for null findings

Some of our predictions were not supported by the current findings. In Study 2, in
contrast to the previous finding that low-effort thinking promotes conservatism (see
Eidelman et al., 2012), our manipulation did not influence the political opinions that

participants were actively processing. However, because we did not include a real
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manipulation check, we cannot be sure whether our findings in Study 2 reflect a
correct rejection of our hypothesis or the failure of our manipulation. Thus, we can
conclude that the results are inconclusive rather than being a failure to replicate the
results of Eidelman et al. (2012). The fact that Study 3, which was conceptually
similar, showed significant effect of analytic priming on liberal attitudes suggests
that the null findings of Study 2 are due to the weakness of the manipulation. Study 4
is the first attempt to investigate the reverse causal influence of political ideology on
cognitive style. This test was suggested by Talhelm et al. (2015). Our results,
however, indicated that especially the conservative-priming manipulation failed to

influence our participants as intended.

6.3 Limitations and future directions
In Studies 2 and 4, as just mentioned, there appear to be problems with the
manipulation. Therefore, future research could replicate both Study 2 and Study 4
with manipulations that are tested in advance to produce sufficiently strong effects in
the desired direction. For instance, more persuasive essays for manipulating
participants’ ideological positions in the conservative direction could be developed.
Likewise, when conservative attitudes form the dependent variable, their
measurement could be improved to become more sensitive to slight shifts. This is
suggested by the fact that both Study 2 and Study 3 failed to show effects on
conservative attitudes.

Turkey is also a unique country in terms of the complexity of its political
structure. The effect of cognitive style on political ideology and vice versa might
reveal stronger or weaker effects in politically less and more complex cultures. Thus,

the basic findings revealed in this study should be replicated in politically less
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complex places like the U.S. and more complex places like traditional Middle

Eastern countries (e.g., Egypt).

One other potential limitation of this study is due to the characteristics of the
sample: Bogazigi University undergraduate students are known both for their liberal
tendency and their strong analytical thinking. In Study 1, the mean level of CRT
scores of our participants is 1.96 out of 3. According to Frederick’s (2005)
comparison across top U.S. universities, Massachusetts Institute of Technology is on
the first rank with 2.08 mean levels whilst Princeton University comes second with
1.63. This shows that Bogazigi sample is more analytical than comparable samples
from universities such as Princeton, Harvard, and Carnegie Mellon. We think that
this characteristic of our sample might influence the effect of relevant primes. For
instance, an intuitive prime might be more effective for more conservative people
(more intuitive thinkers as we hypothesized) and likewise an analytic prime might be
more effective for more liberal people (more analytic thinkers as we hypothesized).
The null finding in Study 2 might be therefore due to the especially high levels of
liberalism and analytic thinking tendency of our participants. Therefore, future
studies should further investigate this relationship in distinct (e.g., more strongly

conservative) samples in Turkey and beyond.

6.4 CODA

The current results are in line with the general view of conservatism as motivated
social cognition (Jost et al., 2003). Some core characteristics of conservatism such as
preference for hierarchy and uncertainty avoidance are seen to be a product of
intuitive thinking, whereas being more tolerant and egalitarian may require more

effortful thinking. Thus, the main difference between conservative and liberal people
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may come from the general cognitive thinking style as characterized in the present
research in terms of intuitive and analytic thinking styles. Our results also clarified
one more point—pertaining to the general view defining conservatism with
pathological terms (Adorno et al., 1950)—that conservatism is a result of natural
(intuitive) thinking style arising from certain needs and motivations (see Jost et al.,
2003), rather than from a pathology.

Moreover, as lower level of analytic cognitive style was an independent
predictor of social conservatism and rightist political orientation (Study 1), to change
stable political opinions with contextual primes may not be that easy as shown in this
current research and some previous non-significant results investigating the effect of
cognitive style on political attitudes (e.g., Deppe et al., 2015). We only found
evidence of the effect of our manipulation on the news article measures, that is, on
opinions which are being actively processed by the individual. Thus, the priming
effect on stable political opinions seems to be resistant to simple manipulations. All
in all, the findings are compatible with the view that liberals are dispositionally more
analytic and conservatives are more intuitive, but it is experimentally difficult to
manipulate these long-term political attitudes. Therefore, in today’s culture wars
between leftist (liberal) and rightist (conservative) ideological views, being more
tolerant rather than persuading the opposite parties using analytic arguments might
be a more effective tool for agreement and long-term peace among different
ideological groups because convincing people of certain ideologies or manipulating

their long-term political attitudes are more difficult than initially assumed.

70



APPENDIX A

COGNITIVE REFLECTION TEST

1. Bir beyzbol sopasi ve bir beyzbol topu 1.10 TL tutuyor. Beyzbol sopasi,
beyzbol topundan 1.00 TL daha pahali. Buna goére beyzbol topunun fiyati
nedir? (kurus cinsinden)

Intuitive Answer: 10 kurus — Analytic Answer: 5 kurus

2. 5 makine 5 parcay 5 dakikada iiretiyor. Buna gore 100 makine 100 pargay1
kag¢ dakikada tiretir?

Intuitive Answer: 100 dakika - Analytic Answer: 5 dakika

3. Bir goliin belli bir alan1 niliifer yapraklartyla kapli. Bu alanin biiyiikliigl her
giin iki katina ¢ikmaktadir. 48 giinde bu alan g6liin tamamini kapladigina
gore, kag glinde goliin yarisini kaplar?

Intuitive Answer: 24 giin — Analytic Answer: 47 giin
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1)

2)

3)

APPENDIX B

BASE-RATE PROBLEMS/STEREOTYPIC

Bir ¢alismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimeilar arasinda 5 miihendis ve
995 tane avukat vardir. Mehmet bu arastirmanin katilimcilar1 arasindan
rastgele secilmistir.

Mehmet 36 yasindadir. Evli degildir ve biraz i¢e doniiktiir. Bos
zamanlarinm bilim kurgu okuyarak ve bilgisayar programlari yazarak
gecirmekten hoslanir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Mehmet bir avukattir
b) Mehmet bir miithendistir

Bir calismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimcilar arasinda 4 anaokulu

Ogretmeni ve 996 tane genel miidiir vardir. Ayse bu arastirmanin
katilimcilar1 arasindan rastgele secilmistir.

Ayse 37 yasindadir. Evlidir ve 3 ¢cocugu vardir. Kocasi ise veterinerdir.
Kendisini ailesini adamistir ve ¢cocuklartyla her zaman giinliik ¢izgi film
sovlarini izlemektedir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?
a) Ayse genel midirdiir.

b) Ayse anaokulu 6gretmenidir.

Bir calismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimeilar arasinda 996 erkek, 4
tane de

kiz ¢ocuk vardir. Deniz bu arastirmanin katilimcilar1 arasindan rastgele
secilmistir.

Deniz 13 yagindadir. Deniz’in favori konusu sanattir. Deniz’in yapmaktan
en ¢cok hoslandig sey ise aligveris yapmak ve okuldaki diger ¢ocuklarla
ilgili dedikodu yapmak i¢in arkadaslarina yatiya gitmektir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Deniz bir kiz ¢ocugudur.
b) Deniz bir erkek ¢ocugudur.
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APPENDIX C
DISJUNCTIVE REASONING PROBLEMS

The married problem:

Eray Irem’e bakmakta fakat Irem Oguz’a bakmaktadir. Eray evlidir fakat Oguz evli
degildir. Bu durumda evli biri evli olmayan birine bakiyor mudur?

A) Evet B) Hayir C) Bu bilgiler 1s18inda belirlenemez
The five-blocks problem:

Bir kitap rafinda iist {iste duran 5 kitap vardir. Ustten ikinci kitap yesildir, iistten
dordiincii kitap yesil degildir. Bu durumda yesil bir kitap yesil olmayan bir kitabin
hemen iistiinde midir?

A) Evet B) Hayir C) Bu bilgiler 1s18inda belirlenemez
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

APPENDIX D

BASE-RATE PROBLEMS/NEUTRAL AND GENERAL COGNITIVE

ABILITY QUESTIONS

Bir ¢alismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimcilar arasinda saksafon calan 3
ve bateri ¢calan 997 kisi vardir. Ahmet bu arastirmanin katilimeilari
arasindan rastgele se¢ilmistir.

Ahmet 20 yasindadir. Ankara’da okumaktadir ve devamli bir kiz arkadasi
da yoktur. Birikimleriyle daha yeni ikinci el bir araba satin almustir.
Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Ahmet saksafon caliyor
b) Ahmet bateri ¢aliyor

Bir ¢calismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimeilar arasinda 997 bilardo
oyuncusu ve 3 basketbol oyuncusu vardir. Umut bu aragtirmanin
katilimcilar1 arasindan rastgele secilmistir.

Umut 29 yasindadir ve tiim hayatin1 Istanbul’da gegirmistir. Yesil renkli
gozliikleri ve siyah sag1 vardir. Agik gri bir araba kullanmaktadir.
Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Umut bir bilardo oyuncusudur.
b) Umut bir basketbol oyuncusudur.

Bir calismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimeilar arasinda 995 kisi
Izmir’de, 5

kisi ise Istanbul’da yasamaktadir. Hasan bu arastirmanin katilimcilar
arasindan rastgele se¢ilmistir.

Hasan 28 yasindadir. Bir kiz arkadasi vardir ve kiz arkadasiyla ayn1 evde
kalmaktadir. Basketbol magclari izlemeyi sevmektedir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Hasan 1stanbu1’da yasamaktadir
b) Hasan Izmir’de yasamaktadir

“ARMUT”’tan “TUMRA” oluyor ise 46.251 ne olur?

Ayse 16 yasinda bir kizdir ve erkek kardesinden 4 kat daha yaghdir.
Kardesinden 2 kat daha yaslh oldugunda ka¢ yasinda olacaktir?

Eger tiim himiniler hobaraksa ve tiim hobaraklar gubaraksa o zaman tiim
himiniler kesinlikle gubarak midir?
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a) Yanlis
b) Dogru

7) "Parmak'tan El'e ise Yaprak'tan....? "Bu 6nermeye gore bes segenekten
hangisi en uygundur? a) Lif  b) Agag c) Dal d) Kiymik
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APPENDIX E

BIG FIVE INVENTORY

Asagida sizi kismen tanimlayan (ya da pek tanimlayamayan) bir takim 6zellikler
sunulmaktadir. Ornegin, baskalari ile zaman gegirmekten hoslanan birisi oldugunuzu
diistinliyor musunuz? Liitfen asagida verilen 6zelliklerin sizi ne oranda yansittigini
ya da yansitmadigini belirtmek icin sizi en iyi tanimlayan rakami her bir 6zelligin
yanina yaziniz.

1 = Hi¢ katilmiyorum

2 = Biraz katilmiyorum

3 = Ne katiliyorum ne de katilmiyorum (kararsizim)

4 = Biraz katiliyorum

5 = Tamamen katiliyorum

Kendimi ........ biri olarak goriiyorum

_1.Konuskan _ 23.Tembel olma egiliminde

__ 2.Basgkalarinda hata arayan ____ 24. Duygusal olarak dengeli, kolayca keyfi
kagmayan

3. Isini tam yapan ____ 25.Kesfeden, icat eden

__ 4. Bunalimli, melankolik _ 26. Atilgan bir kisilige sahip

____ 5. Orijinal, yeni goriisler ortaya koyan ___27.Soguk ve mesafeli olabilen

__ 6. Ketum/agzi sik1 __ 28. Gorevi tamamlanincaya kadar sebat
edebilen

7. Yardimsever ve ¢ikarct olmayan __ 29. Dakikas1 dakikasina uymayan

____ 8.Biraz umursamaz ___30. Sanata ve estetik degerlere dnem veren

9. Rahat, stresle kolay bas eden __ 31. Bazen utangag, ¢ekingen olan

_10. Cok degisik konular1 merak eden ____ 32. Hemen hemen herkese karsi diigiinceli
ve nazik olan

____11. Enerji dolu __ 33.1sleri verimli yapan

__12. Bagkalanyla siirekli didisen __ 34. Gergin ortamlarda sakin kalabilen

___13. Giivenilir bir ¢alisan __ 35. Rutin ve tekdiize igleri yapmay1 tercih
eden

14, Gergin olabilen ____ 36. Sosyal, girigken

____15. Derin ve incelikli diisiinen ____ 37.Bazen bagkalarina kaba davranabilen

_16. Cosku ve sevk yaratabilen __ 38.Planlar yapan ve bunlar1 uygulayan

__17. Affedici bir yapiya sahip __39. Kolayca gerilebilen

___18. Dagmik olma egiliminde ___40. Diislinmeyi seven, fikirler
gelistirebilen

____19. Cok endiselenen _41. Sanata ilgisi ¢ok az olan

__20. Hayal giicti yiksek __ 42, Bagkalaryla isbirligi yapmay1 seven

__ 21.Sessiz bir yapida __ 43.Kolaylikla dikkati dagilan

22, Genellikle bagkalarina giivenen ____ 44, Sanat, miizik ve edebiyat bakimindan
kiiltirli
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APPENDIX F

SOCIAL/POLITICAL CONSERVATISM SCALE

Asagida, cesitli toplumsal olaylara dair tepkilerinizle ilgili ifadeler bulunmaktadir.
Liitfen dikkatlice okuyunuz ve her ifadeye ne kadar katildiginiz1 1'den 7'ye kadar
olan dlcekte isaretleyiniz.

1--mmmmee - 2---mmmmm - 3-mm oo B 5o - 6-------------- 7
Kesinlikle Kararsizim Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum katiliyorum

Societal Opposition to Equality

1.
2.

3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.

9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

Gelir dagilimu esit hale getirilmemelidir ¢linkii insanlarin kabiliyetleri esit degildir.
Gelir dagilimi daha esit olmalidir ¢iinkii herkesin topluma katkisi esit derecede
onemlidir. (R)

Insanlar iki sinifa ayrilabilir: giiclii ve zayif.

Eger insanlara daha esit bir sekilde davransaydik daha az sorun yasayan bir toplum
olurduk. (R)

Asagi seviyedeki gruplar yerlerini bilmelidirler.

Baz1 gruplarin tepede digerlerinin asagida olmasi muhtemelen iyi bir seydir.

Gelir dagilimi daha esit olmalidir ¢linkii her ailenin yemek, barinak gibi temel
ihtiyaglart aynidir. (R)

Eger gelir dagilimi daha esit olsayd1 insanlar1 daha ¢ok calismaya motive eden bir
sebep kalmayacakti.

Toplumsal gruplarin esit olmasi iyi bir sey olurdu. (R)

Higbir grup toplumda baskin olmamalidir. (R)

Toplumsal gruplarin esitligi amacimiz olmalidir. (R)

Bazi gruplar diger gruplardan daha fazla yasam hakkina sahip olabilir.

Tiim gruplara hayatta esit sans taninmalidir. (R)

Bir siirii insan ekmek bile bulamazken bes yildizli otellerde tatil yapmak bir insana
yakigsmaz. (R)

Gelirleri esitlemek i¢in gayret etmeliyiz. (R)

Gelir dagiliminin daha esit hale getirilmesi sosyalizm demektir ve bu kisisel
Ozgiirliikleri engeller.

Devlet giicii azinlikta bile olsalar insanlarin sesini kismak i¢in kullanilmamalidir. (R)

Societal Resistance to Change

1. Devletin istikrarinin korunmasi i¢in yeni partilerin kurulmasina sinirlandirmalar

getirilmelidir.

2. Eger baz1 gruplar yerlerini korusalardi daha az sorunumuz olurdu.

3. Toprak biitiinliiglimiiziin korunmasi kisisel ¢ikarlardan daha 6nemlidir.

4. Bu belali zamanlarda kanunlarin kimsenin gdzyasina bakilmadan uygulanmasi
lazim, 6zellikle isleri karistiran devrimci ve provokatdrlere karsi.

5. Batililasma sevdasi kiiltiiriimiiziin ve kimligimizin asimile olmasina yol agacak.

6. Ulkemizin ihtiyaci daha cok medeni haktan ziyade daha kat1 bir hukuk ve diizendir.

7.

Toplumsal ahlakimiza ve geleneksel inanglarimiza zarar veren unsurlardan mutlaka

kaginmaliy1z.
8. Toplumda o6rf ve adetlerimizin korunmasi degisen diinya diizenine uyum
saglamaktan daha 6nemlidir.
9. Ulkenin durumu giderek ciddilesmektedir, sorun cikaranlarin temizlenmesi bizi
yeniden dogru yola ulastirmak i¢in en gii¢lii ¢6ziim olacaktir.
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APPENDIX G
SCALE OF SOCIAL CONSERVATISM

Liitfen asagidaki ifadelere ne kadar karsi olup olmadiginiz1 belirtiniz.
1) idam Cezasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

2) Daha sert hapis cezalariin uygulanmasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

3) Géniillii Otenaziye

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

4) Escinsel evlilige

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

5) Kumar oynamanin yasal bir su¢ haline getirilmesine

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

6) Evlilik oncesi cinsel iliskiye

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

7) Go¢cmenlerin tlilkeye girisine karsi daha kat1 kurallar getirilmesine

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

8) Hangi yas olursa olsun porno izlemenin yasal bir sug haline getirilmesine

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim
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9) Kiirtaj1 biitiinliyle yasaklamaya

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

10) Esrar i¢iminin serbest birakilmasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

11) Geng insanlarin ebeveynlerinin izni olmadan dogum kontrol konusunda
bilgilendirilmelerine

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

12) Bir kiz ve bir erkegin evlenmeden ayni evde yasamasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

13) Birisinin bankaya yatirdigi para lizerinden faiz elde etmesine

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

14) Kiz ve erkek cocuklarinin karma bir egitim almasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim

15) Osmanlica dersinin tiim liselerde zorunlu ders olarak okutulmasina

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4 +5
Hig kars1 degilim Notr Tamamen Karsiyim
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APPENDIX H

PERSONAL CONSERVATISM SCALE

Asagida, cesitli kisisel 6zelliklerle ilgili ifadeler bulunmaktadir. Liitfen dikkatlice
okuyunuz ve her ifadeye ne kadar katildiginizi 1'den 7'ye kadar olan dlcekte

isaretleyiniz.
1--mmmmmeeee 2 3 Lo B 6------------- 7
Kesinlikle Kararsizim Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum katiliyorum

Personal Resistance to Change

Sagirmaktansa sikilmayi tercih ederim.

Islerimin rutin taraflarindan hoslanmam. (R)

Spontane olmayi severim. (R)

Ne yapacagini bilmeden yeni bir ortama girmekten kaynaklanan belirsizligi severim.

(R)

Diizenli saatlerden olusan, kurall1 bir hayat1 sikici bulurum. (R)

Kurallarm agik olmadig1 bir durumda huzursuz olurum.

Hayatimi muhtemelen gelistirecek degisimler hakkinda bile ¢cogunlukla biraz

huzursuz hissederim.

8. Ne zaman hayatim sabit bir rutinlik kazanirsa onu degistirecek yollar ararim. (R)

9. Tahmin edilemez durumlardan hoglanmam.

10. Yeni ve farkli seyler denemektense, ayni eski seyleri yapmayi tercih ederim.

11. Hayatimda degisim yapma fikri bende genellikle olumsuz duygular uyandirir.

12. Plan degisiklikleri benim i¢in ciddi bir zorluktur.

13. Ne yapacag belli olmayan insanlarla arkadaslik etmeyi severim. (R)

14. Bir plan degisiminden haberim oldugunda biraz gerilirim.

15. Bazen kendimi benim i¢in iyi olacak degisimlerden bile kaginirken bulurum.

16. Tutarl bir rutin olusturmak hayattan daha ¢ok zevk almami sagliyor.

17. Tamdigim arkadaslarimla sosyallesmeyi tercih ederim ¢iinkii onlardan ne
bekleyebilecegimi bilirim.

18. Planlarimi bir kez yaptiktan sonra degistirmem.

poODNDE

No g

Personal Opposition to Equality

1. Bir grup insanla beraber ¢alistigim zaman i¢gimizden birinin ipleri eline almasini tercih
ederim.

2. Her insan toplulugunun islerin diizgiin gittiginden emin olmasi i¢in digerlerinden daha
fazla gii¢ veya otoriteye sahip olan bir kisiye ihtiyac1 vardir.

3 Kisisel iliskilerimde esitligi degil ya iistiinliik kurmay1 ya da boyun egmeyi yeglerim.

4. Benden daha {istiin birisinin kontrolii eline alip bana ne yapacagimi sdylemesi hosuma
gider.

5. Eger tanmistirildigim bir grubun hiyerarsik yapisini bilirsem kendimi daha iyi
hissederim.

6. Benden iistiin birisi benimle esitmis gibi davranirsa rahatsiz olurum.

7. Hayatimdaki ¢ogu kisiyle kendimi esit hissediyorum. (R)

8. Gorevi bana hizmet etmek olan bir kiginin benimle “senli benli” konusmasi beni
rahatsiz eder.

9. Bir insan toplulugu i¢inde herkesin esit sayilmas1 dogaya aykir1 bir durumdur.
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10. Birisiyle tanistigim zaman kisa siire icinde benden ne kadar iistiin oldugunu tartarim.
11. Sosyal ortamlarda bazi insanlarin digerlerine liderlik etmesi islerin daha iyi yiiriimesi
icin gereklidir.
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APPENDIX |

ECONOMIC CONSERVATISM SCALE

Liitfen agagida yazilanlar1 dikkatlice okuyunuz ve her ifadeye ne kadar katildiginizi
1'den 7'ye kadar olan Olgekte isaretleyiniz.

e 2-mmmmmm e 3-mmmmmm e e Ot 6------------- 7
Kesinlikle Kararsizim Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum katiliyorum

Economic Conservatism:

1) Hemen her alanda devletten ¢ok daha verimli ve basarili ¢alistig1 igin 6zel
tesebbiis daha iyidir. (Kiictiker, 2007)

2) Devlet ekonomiye miidahale etmemelidir. (Kii¢iiker, 2007)

3) Devlet kiiciildiik¢e bireylerin 6zgiirliigii artar. (Kiigiiker, 2007)

4) Ozel okullar daha kaliteli egitim verdigi i¢in devlet okullar1 6zel

sektore devredilmelidir (Kiigiiker, 2007)

5) Devletin ekonomik planlama yetkisi arttik¢a rejim diktatorliige

dontistir. (Kiigiiker, 2007)

6) Devlet dedigimiz kurum giderek daha az vergi toplamaya ve daha az hizmet
etmeye dogru gitmelidir.

7) Zengin insanlarin yatirim yapmalari i¢in tesvikler arttirilmalidir.

8) Hayirseverlik devletin degil, kisilerin sorumlulugudur, dolayisiyla devlet halka
yardimseverlikte bulunmamalidir.

9) Devlet gelir esitsizligini diizeltmek i¢in zenginlerden daha ¢ok, fakirlerden ise
daha az vergi almalidir.

10) Ekonomik geliri diisiik olan insanlarin saglik harcamalar1 biitlintiyle devlet
tarafindan karsilanmalidir.

11) Devlet eger 6zel tesebbiisleri tamamen serbest birakirsa, onlar is¢ilere her tiirlii
zulmii yapabilirler.

12) Devletin giderek kiiciilmesi, gelir esitsizligini daha da arttirir.

13) Devlet sosyal esitligi saglamak adina ekonomiye miidahale etmelidir.

14) Ozellestirme uygulamalari zenginlerden yanadir ve yasaklanmalidir.

15) Evsiz insanlara ya da sokak ¢ocuklarina bakmak devletin bir numarali gorevidir.
16) Devlet insanlara daha iyi bir yasam standard1 vermek i¢in her tiirlii harcamay1
yapmalidir.
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APPENDIXJ

INTUITIVE RELIGIOUS BELIEF SCALE

Bu kisimda, dini degerlerinizle ilgili bir dizi ifade bulacaksiniz. Liitfen verilen
ifadelere ne Olclide katilip katilmadiginizi, asagidaki sayilar1 kullanarak
degerlendiriniz.
1...Kesinlikle katilmiyorum
2...Pek katilmiyorum
3...Ne katiliyorum ne katilmiyorum
4...Biraz katiliyorum
5...Kesinlikle katiliyorum

w
N
o1

1) Tanr1’ya inanirim. 1(2

N
(6]

2) Dertli oldugum zamanlar Tanri’’dan yardim isteme ihtiyaci |1 (2|3
duyarim.

3) insanlar dua ederlerken Tanr1’yla konustuklarmni zannetseler de |12 |3 |45
aslinda kendi kendilerine konugmaktan baska bir sey yapmiyorlar

N
o1

4) Din bana anlamsiz geliyor. 1123

N
(@3]

5) Giinliik yasantimda dinin higbir rolii yoktur. 1(2(3
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APPENDIX K

SHORT FORM OF NEED FOR COGNITIVE CLOSURE

1 = order, 2 = predictability, 3 = decisiveness, 4 = ambiguity, 5 = closed-mindedness.

>N

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.

Belirsiz olan durumlardan hoslanmiyorum. (4)

Birden fazla sekilde cevaplanabilen sorulardan hoslanmam (5)

Planli programli iyi diizenlenmis bir hayat benim mizacima uygundur (1)
Hayatimda neden oldugunu anlamadigim bir olay oldugunda kendimi rahatsiz
hissederim (4)

Birisinin, gruptaki herkesin ortak olarak inandig1 bir seye katilmadigi bir
durumda kendimi rahatsiz hissederim (5)

Tam olarak ne olacagini bilmeden bir olaya dahil olmaktan hoglanmam. (2)
Bir karar verdigim zaman kendimi rahatlamis hissederim (3)

Bir problemle yiizlestigim zaman ¢oziime hizlica ulasmak i¢in asir1 ¢aba sarf
ederim (3).

Bir probleme hemen ¢6ziim bulamazsam birden tahammiilsiiz ve tedirgin hale
gelirim (3).

Beklenmedik seyler yapabilecek kisilerle olmaktan hoslanmam (2).

Birisinin s6zlerinin birden fazla anlama gelmesinden hoslanmam (4).

Belirli bir rutinimin olmasinin hayati daha eglenceli hale getirdigini
diistiniiyorum (1)

Net ve programli bir yasam tarzim olmasindan hoslanirim (1)

Genelde kendi goriistimii olustururken birden fazla bakis agisina bagvurmam
()

Sonu 6nceden kestirilemeyen durumlardan hoslanmam (2)
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APPENDIX L

DEMOGRAPHIC SHEET

1) Cinsiyetiniz: oK oE Diger (liitfen belirtiniz):
2) Yasimz:

3) Politik goriisiiniiz agagidaki kategorilerden hangisine daha yakindir? (liitfen
sadece en yakin oldugunuz “bir” segenegi isaretleyin)

oSosyal Demokrat oKemalist ~ oSosyalist
oMuhafazakar Demokrat oLiberal olslamc1
oApolitik oUlkiicii

oDiger(liitfen belirtiniz)

4) Siyasi konularda “sol”dan ve “sag”dan bahsedildigini sik sik duyuyoruz. Asagida
bir sol-sag cetveli var. Burada “1” en solu, “7” ise en sag1 gosteriyor. Sizin kendi
goriigleriniz bu cetvelin neresinde yer alir?

1 2 3- ----4 =-5-mmmmee- 6------------ 7
Sol Orta Sag

5) Kendinizi diger partilere kiyasla daha yakin hissettiginiz bir parti var m1? (liitfen
sadece en yakin oldugunuz “bir” secenegi isaretleyin.

oAdalet ve Kalkinma Partisi

oBaris ve Demokrasi Partisi

oBiiyiik Birlik Partisi

oCumhuriyet Halk Partisi

olsci Partisi

oMilliyet¢i Hareket Partisi

oOzgiirliikk ve Dayanisma Partisi

oSaadet Partisi

oTiirkiye Komiinist Partisi

oKendime yakin hissettigim bir parti yok
oDiger (liitfen belirtiniz)

6) Kendinizi yakin hissettiginiz partiye ne kadar baglisiniz?

0------- 1---mnem- 2------ 3-mmm T B-meee- 6-------- [t 8--memee- 9------ 10
Hig bagl degilim Orta Cok bagliyim

7) Cocuklugunuzdaki gelir seviyenizi tanimlar misiniz?
oCokiyi olyi oFenaDegil oKéti oCok Kotii

8) Egitim Seviyeniz:
oOkuryazar ollkokul/ortaokul mezunu  oLise Mezunu
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oYiiksekokul Mezunu oUniversite Ogrencisi oUniversite mezunu
oLisansiistii Ogrencisi oLisansiistii Mezunu

8) Asagidakilerden hangisi sizin dini/inang sisteminizi en iyi ifade
etmektedir?

oTanr1’ya inanmam (Ateistim)

oTanr1’ya inantyor ama bir dini tercih etmiyorum
oMiisliimanim

oDiger

10) Etnik Kimlik:
oTirk oKiirt oErmeni oRum oArap oDiger

11) Kendinizi dindar/inanan biri olarak nitelendirir misiniz?
(R p J— c S /I S [ J——— 7
Hic dindar degilim Evet ¢ok dindarim

12) En uzun siireyle yasadiginiz yer:
oBiiyiiksehir oSehir oKasaba oBelde oKdy

13) Mesleginiz: oOgrenci oDiger (liitfen belirtiniz)
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1) 2hs6653
2) y8kzp4e
3) d2wct76
4) g7li2¢q
5) xa8601f
6) m2z87i3
7) rw79jf4
8) ds32sy6
9) t167dg
10) y5g1lwv
11) r6xs4a8
12) 5k8b2e4

APPENDIX M
COGNITIVE LOAD MANIPULATION
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APPENDIX N
SEMI-FABRICATED ARTICLES

Internet yasasi
ne getiriyor?

Turkiye'deki internet kullanimina yeni dizenlemeler getiren kanun teklifi meclisten
gecti. Yasaya ozgurlukleri kisitladigi yontinde elestiriler gelse de hukimet
"yasaklamayi zorlastiriyoruz" diyor.

7 Sub 2014 Guncelleme 15:50 TSI | Konular Turkive

Meclis’ten gegen yeni kanun teklifi 2007°de yarurlage giren ve bugline kadar
bircok siteye erisimin engellenmesine sebep olan 5561 sayili kanuna
dayaniyor. Tam adi “internet Ortaminda Yapilan Yayinlarin Diizenlenmesi ve
Bu Yayinlar Yoluyla islenen Suglarla Miicadele Edilmesi Hakkinda Kanun.”.
HUkumet kanadi yaptigi teklifte Tarkiye'de yillardir sikinti olan site
engelleme, kapatma ya da benzeri durumlara bir diizenleme getirme
amaciyla hazirlandigini soyluyor. Bu birligin temel gorevi Telekomunikasyon
lletisim Bagkanligr'ndan (TIB) gelen talimatlarla site engellemek. Yani
gorunen yapida artik devlet internet sitesi kapatmayacak ama devletin bir
kurumu olan TiB'den gelen talimatlarda bu yeni kurulacak Erisim Saglayicilar
Birligi siteleri kapatacak.

Ozel hayatin gizliligi s6z konusu oldugunda mahkeme karari beklenmeksizin
engelleme karari TiB tarafindan verilecek. Burada belirtilen '6zel hayat'
ifadesinin nasil yorumlanacagi ise ucu acik bir konu. Dinyadaki internet
kisittama uygulamalarina bakildiginda 6zellikle Bati'da devletin internete 6zel
bir midahalesi yok. Turkiye ile ilgili en 6nemli fark bu. Yasayla beraber kisisel
bilgiler 2 yiIl boyunca saklanacak ve adrese engelleme (yani bir sitenin
altindaki tek bir videonun adresinin engellenmesi) yasal hale gelecek.
Yasaya kargi olan bazi siyasal parti ve sivil toplum érgutleri ise tasarinin
butun olarak 6zgurltkleri kisitlayici bir yaninin oldugundan
bahsetmektedirler. Tasarinin bazi maddelerinin kulaga hos gelse de s6z
konusu igeriklerin yasal olup olmadiginin nasil belirlenecegdi ve bunun kimin
nasil yapacaginin belirsiz olmasinin yaratacagi sikintilardan sikayet
etmektedirler. En genel olarak kigilerin 6zel haklarina mudahale
edilebileceginden korkmaktadirlar. Bazi siyasal parti ve sivil toplum
orgutlerine goreyse bu bir internet yasagi degil. Yasayi savunan sivil toplum
orgutleri , ",Bu yasayla beraber internet yasaklanmiyor , internetin
yasaklanmasinin kolay oldugu mekanizma ortadan kaldiriliyor" dedi. Temel
amacin kigilik haklarinin korunmasi ve vatandaslarin magduriyetinin
giderilmesi oldugunu dile getirenbazi sivil toplum orgutleri ve siyasal partiler,
"internet yasaklaniyor, internete sansiir geliyor, TiB her seyi engelleyecek"
gibi séylemlerin gergekle ilgisinin olmadigini belirtti
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Hangi tarafi destekliyorsunuz?

Noabkwd

internet yasasina tamamen karsiyim.
Internet yasasina oldukga karsiyim.
Internet yasasina kargtyim.

Bir fikrim yok.

Internet yasasini destekliyorum.

Internet yasasini oldukga destekliyorum.
internet yasasini tamamen destekliyorum.

Yasa tasarisiyla ilgili asagidakilerden hangisi yanlistir?

1.

N

Internet diizenlemesi Telekomiinikasyon Iletisim Bagkanlig'ndan (TIB)
gelen talimatlarla yapilacaktir.

Yasanin bazi maddelerinin 6zgurlukleri kisitlayacagindan korkuluyor.
HUkumet yasanin bazi maddelerinin kisitlayici oldugunu ve
degistiriimesi gerektigini soylemektedir.

Yasayla beraber kisisel bilgiler 2 yil saklanabilecektir.
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'I¢ Giivenlik Reformu Paketi' neler
getiriyor?

Meclis'e sunulan "i¢ Guivenlik Reformu Paketi" ile polisin gdzalti, dinleme,

arama yetkisi genigliyor. Toplumsal eylemlerde molotof atanlara karsi da
polis silah kullanabilecek.

16/10/2014 11:01 Giincelleme 18:08 TSI | Konular Tiirkiye

Paket ile valilerin ve polislerin toplumsal olaylarda yetkileri arttiriliyor;
polise 'makul suphe' halinde de arama yetkisi veriliyor. Toplanti veya
gOsteri yuruyuslerinde, havai figek, molotof ve benzeri el yapimi
patlayicilar, demir bilye, sapan bulundurulmasi taginmasi yasak olan
maddeler kapsamina aliniyor. Eylemlerde gostericilerin kimliklerini
gizlemek icin ylzlerini kapatmasi, tek tip kiyafet giymesi da sug
kapsamina giriyor. Cezalar artiriliyor. Jandarma il ve ilge komutanlarini
atama yetkisi Igisleri Bakanh@i'na gegiyor.

Toplumsal muhalefetten de bu yasaya yonelik elestiri sesleri
yukselmeye bagladi. Gelen elegtirilerin toplandigi noktalar ise
O0zgurltklerin alaninin daraldigi ve AB normlarinin disina ¢ikildigi
endisesi.

Meclise sunulan yeni givenlik paketini bir ileri iki geri demokrasi
anlayisinin tezahtru olarak niteleyen bazi sivil toplum 6rgutleri, teklifin
keyfiligi getirecegi ve ihlallere kapi aralayacagini 6ne surtyor.

Paketi savunan bazi sivil toplum 6rgutlerine goére , hikimet tarafindan
hazirlanip Meclis'e sevk edilen i¢ Glivenlik Paketi'ndeki diizenlemelerin
toplanti ve gosteri yurayus hakkini kullananlara degil son zamanlarda
artis gosteren ve esnafa, is yerlerine zarar veren yagmacilarakarsi
getirildiginibelirterek, 6zgurluk alaninin kisittanmayacagini savundu.
Polise verilen yetkilerle ilgili denetim mekanizmalarinin da kuruldugunu
ifade eden sivil toplum érgutleri, bu yasayla siradan vatandaslarin
hayatlarinin higbir sekilde etkilenmeyecedini, ayni zamanda da
toplumdaki duzeni ve dirligini koruyabilmek i¢in yasanin gerekli
oldugunu savunmaktadirlar.
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Hangi tarafi destekliyorsunuz?

1. Yeni guvenlik paketine tamamen kargiyim.
Yeni guvenlik paketine oldukga karsiyim.

Yeni guvenlik paketine karstyim.

Bir fikrim yok.

Yeni guvenlik paketini destekliyorum.

Yeni guvenlik paketini oldukca destekliyorum.
Yeni guvenlik paketini tamamen destekliyorum.

NoabhwnN

Haberin igerigiyle ilgili asagidakilerden hangisini yanlistir?

1. Yeni guvenlik paketiyle var olan cezalar arttirlmaktadir.

2. Hukumet partisinin icinde de yeni guvenlik paketine kargi olanlar
vardir.

3. Bazi sivil toplum orgutleri glivenlik paketinin 6zgurlikleri
kisitlayacagindan endise etmektedir.

4. Yeni guvenlik paketiyle polislere daha ¢ok yetki verilmektedir.
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Mahkumlara Yeni Rehabilitasyon
Paketi Geliyor

Universitelerle devletin igbirligine dayanan projede, mahkumlarin topluma
daha kolay adapte olabilmeleri icin aktiviteler diizenlenmesine karar verildi.

21/12/2014 15:49 Giincelleme 19:18 TSI | Konular Tiirkiye

Ege Universitesi Rektorliig ile izmir Aliaga Ceza infaz Kurumlari Kampiisi
biinyesinde yer alan Cocuk ve Genglik Kapali Ceza infaz ve Kadin Kapali
Ceza Infaz Kurumlari arasinda diizenlenen igbirliginin protokol torenine, Ege
Universitesi Rektori Prof. Dr. Candeger Yilmaz, izmir Cumhuriyet Bagsavcisi
Durdu Kavak, 6gretim Uyeleri ile ceza infaz kurumlarinin yetkilileri katildi. Bu
toplantida konusan Bassavcl Kavak, "Cezaevi sorunlari dnemli.
Cezaevlerinde kalan tutuklu ve hukumltlerin yeniden topluma kazandiriimasi
cok zor bir konudur ve emek ister. Tutuklu ve hukuimldlerin “ne hali varsa
gorsun, hak ettigi cezayl sonuna kadar geksinler” tarzi yaklasimlar yerine,
somut adimlarla topluma kazandiriimasi gerekir. Turkiye'de ilk kez uygulanan
proje, bu zorlugu asmak icin ortaya ¢ikmis bir uygulamadir" diye konustu.

Rektor Prof. Dr. Candeger Yilmaz ise "Universitenin birikimini ilk defa tutuklu
ve hukumlulere uygulayacagiz. Bu nedenle onlarin yeniden topluma
kazandirilmasi i¢in gok heyecanliyiz. Bu projeyle yeni bir sayfa actik.
Cezaevlerini de egitim kampusu haline getirecegiz. Hukumlu ve tutuklularin
kendi potansiyellerini arttiracagiz. Yasama daha farkli bakmalarini
saglayacagiz. Protokol kapsaminda, genel saglik, agiz ve dis sagligi, madde
bagimhhgi, psikiyatri, kadin sagligi ve ureme, personele, tutuklu ve
hakumldlere yonelik egitim faaliyetleri, sosyal kulturel faaliyetler ve proje
destegi gibi konularda igbirliginin saglanmasini amaclamaktayiz" dedi.

isbirligine bazi sivil toplum érgiitlerinden ve bazi gazete yazarlarindan tepki
geldi. Cezaevinin temel gorevinin rehabilitasyon olmadigini ve toplumun
dizenini ve saghgini bozan bireylerin, toplumdan dislanmasina dayali oldugu
vurgulandi. Ayrica yine iclerinde bazi siyasal partilerin de oldugu bir grup sivil
toplum oOrgutu, rehabilitasyon galismasinin tecaviz ya da cinayet gibi bazi
agir suclari kapsamamasi gerektigini savunmaktadirlar. Ayrica dizenlenen
protokolle hapishanaleri hog bir yer gibi gésterme durumunun ortaya ¢iktigi
vurgulanmaktadir.
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Hangi tarafi destekliyorsunuz?

Nooabkwd

Rehabilitasyon paketine tamamen karsiyim.
Rehabilitasyon paketine oldukga karsiyim.
Rehabilitasyon paketine karsiyim.

Bir fikrim yok.

Rehabilitasyon paketini destekliyorum.
Rehabilitasyon paketini oldukca destekliyorum.
Rehabilitasyon paketini tamamen destekliyorum

Haberin igerigiyle ilgili asagidakilerden hangisini yanhstir?

. Haberde universitelerle devlet kurumlarinin bir igbirligi vardir.
. Bazi sivil toplum orgutleri isbirligine karsi gikmaktadirlar.

Bazi sivil toplum orgutleri rehabilitasyonun énemine vurgu
yapmaktadirlar.
Yeni igbirligi paketiyle bagsavcilara daha ¢ok yetki veriimektedir.
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Escinsel Evlilik Yasal Olmali m1?

11/01/2015 15:36 Giincelleme 13:17 TSI | Konular Tiirkiye

Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Baskani Barack Obama’nin escinsel evlilikleri
destekledigini agiklamasi akillara Turkiye'deki escinselleri getirdi. Turkiye'de
evlenmek icin bekleyen escinseller var. Hatta bunun igin resmi basvuru bile
yapildi.

Bu konuda farkli gérusler var. Ornegin, Kaos GL (iyesi Metin Yiimaz, “Ilk
once escinsellerin varliginin kabul edilmesi gerekiyor, oldiralmememiz ve
Anayasa’ya girmemiz gerekiyor. Amerika’daki durum burada da olmali.
Tarkiye’de evlenmek isteyen ¢ok escinsel var. Kaldi ki, bir kisi bile istese bu
bir haktir ve olmalidir. Demokrasi dedigimiz sey boyledir

Bagka bir tye ise “Insanlarin cinsel kimligi nedeniyle evienememesi bir insan
hakki ihlalidir. Ben sevgilimle bir arada yasiyor olsam, ortak edindigimiz
mulkler s6z konusu oldugunda ve de herhangi birimizin vefati durumunda
birimizi magdur etmeyecek haklarimizin olmasi lazim. Birakin vefati ya

da escinsel sevgililerden biri cezaevine dusuyor olabilir. Boyle bir durumda
devletin akrabalara verdigi hakki kullanamiyoruz. Cezaevindeki sevgilimizle
haftada bir yerine ayda bir gortsebiliyoruz. Cunku soyadlarimiz farkh oldugu
icin akraba statisunde olmuyoruz. Bu konuyu tartisirken bizim nelerden
yoksun kaldigimiza bakmakta yarar var...

Ancak bu duruma gelen elestiriler de mevcut. Ornegin, bir sivil toplum
temsilcisi “Turkiye’de evlilige buyuk bir kutsiyet atfedilmis durumda. Bu
nedenle ayni cinsler arasinda evliligin Turkiye’de rahat rahat
tartisilabilecegini distinmuiyorum. Ulkemizdeki geleneksel ve dini degerlere
olan baglilik hala ¢ok gugli. Bu sebeple de gay evliligin tartisilip, yakin
gelecekte de hayata gegebilecedini dUgsunmuyorum” seklinde bir yorumda
bulunmustur.

Ayrica bir gazete yazari, “Boyle bir hakkin Turkiye'ye gelmemesi lazim. Turk
toplumunun 6rf ve adetlerine gére yasaktir. Ancak azinlkta da olsa, marjinal
olanlar da var bu Ulkede. Sistem demokratik oldugu icin bdyle bir talepte
bulunmalarinda sikinti yok. Ne var ki, dinen bdyle bir yasak var, zaten Turk
aile yapisi da buna uygun degil. Boyle bir hakkin gelmesi, Turkiye'de
toplumsal tepkilere neden olabilir. Bu nedenle béyle bir diizenlemenin
olmamasi gerektigini disundyorum” seklinde bir yorum getirmistir.
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Hangi tarafi destekliyorsunuz?

o0k wnN

~

Escinsel evliliklere tamamen karsiyim.
Escinsel evliliklere oldukga karglyim.
Escinsel evliliklere kargiyim.

Bir fikrim yok.

Escinsel evlilikleri destekliyorum.

Escinsel evlilikleri oldukg¢a destekliyorum.
Escinsel evlilikleri tamamen destekliyorum

Haberin igerigiyle ilgili asagidakilerden hangisini yanlistir?

Haberde iki tane Kaos GL Uyesi goruslerini bildirmistir.

. Bazi gazete yazarlar escinsel evlilige kargi ¢ikmaktadir.

Yasa tasarisinda escinsel evlilik yapanlara tesvik getirilmesi
planlanmaktadir.

. Escinsel evliligin olmasi gerektigini savunanlar, devletin akrabalara

verdigi haklardan yararlanamadiklarini 6rnek gostermektedirler.
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APPENDIX O
POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE AFFECT SCALE

Bu 6l¢ek farkli duygular: tanimlayan bir takim sozciikler icermektedir. Son iki hafta
nasil hissettiginizi diisiiniip her maddeyi okuyun. Uygun cevabi her maddenin
yaninda ayrilan yere (puanlar1 daire icine alarak) isaretleyin. Cevaplarinizi verirken
asagidaki puanlar1 kullanin.
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APPENDIX P
ANALYTIC TRAINING INSTRUCTIONS

Liitfen agagidaki soruyu cevaplayiniz.

1) Bir beyzbol sopasi ve bir beyzbol topu 1.10 TL tutuyor. Beyzbol sopasi,
beyzbol topundan 1.00 TL daha pahali. Buna gore beyzbol topunun fiyati
nedir? (kurus cinsinden)

Aciklama: insanlar genellikle bu tip sorulara sezgisel cevap verme egilimindedirler.
Cogunlukla insanlar bu soruya “10 kurus” cevabini1 vermektedirler. Halbuki
saglamasi yapilsa aralarinda 1.00 TL fark oldugundan dolay1 toplamlar1 1.20 TL
oldugu kolaylikla goriilecektir. Dolayisiyla bu cevap yanlistir. Analitik diistinme
egilimini 6l¢en bu soruda aklina gelen ilk cevabi vermeyip derinlemesine diisiinen
insanlarin ¢ogu dogru cevap olan “5 kurus”u vermektedirler. Saglamasin1 da
yaptigimizda beyzbol topu 5 kurussa, beyzbol sopasiyla arasinda 1.00 TL fark
oldugundan dolay1 beyzbol sopasi da 1.05 TL’dir ve toplamlar1 da 1.10 TL olur.
Dolayisiyla bu tip sorularda aklimiza gelen ilk cevab1 vermek yerine, durup analitik
diisiinme stizgecinden ge¢irmemiz gerekmektedir.

Simdi litfen siradaki sorular1 bu mantiga gore ¢oziiniiz.
2) Bir kalem ve bir silgi toplam 2 lira 50 kurustur. Kalem silgiden 2 lira daha
pahali olduguna gore silginin fiyat1 nedir?
3) 5 makine 5 pargay1 5 dakikada iiretiyor. Buna gore 100 makine 100 parcay1
kac dakikada iiretir?
Aciklama: Insanlar genellikle bu tip sorulara da sezgisel cevap verme
egilimindedirler. Cogunlukla insanlar bu soruya “100” cevabini vermektedirler.
Halbuki 5 makine 5 parcay1 5 dakikada tiretiyorsa, 1 makine 1 pargay1 5 dakikada
liretiyordur. Burada aldatici olan 5 sayilarinin ayn1 olmasidir. Ornegin, 5 makine 5
parcay1 8 dakikada tiretiyor olsaydi, 1 makinenin 1 pargay1 8 dakikada iirettigini
kolaylikla gorebilirdik. Dolayisiyla soruya donecek olursak 100 makine 100 pargay1
yine 5 dakikada {iiretir ¢linkii bir makine bir par¢ay1 5 dakikada tiretmektedir ve 1000
makine de olsa 1000 parcay1 yine 5 dakikada {iretecektir.
Liitfen siradaki sorular1 bu mantiga gore ¢oziiniiz.

4) 10 makine 10 pargay1 10 dakikada tiretiyor. Buna gére 50 makine 50 pargay1

kac dakikada iiretir?
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5) Bir goliin belli bir alani niliifer yapraklariyla kapli. Bu alanin biiyiikliigii her
giin iki katina ¢gikmaktadir. 48 giinde bu alan g6liin tamamin1 kapladigina
gore, kag glinde goliin yarisini kaplar?

Aciklama: Insanlar genellikle bu tip sorulara da sezgisel cevap verme
egilimindedirler. Cogunlukla insanlar bu soruya “24” cevabin1 vermektedirler.
Halbuki burada da mantik basittir. Eger bir bardagin i¢indeki su miktar1 her giin iki
katina ¢ikiyorsa, kag¢ glinde tamamen doluyorsa, ondan bir giin 6ncesinde bardagin
yarisi doludur. Yani soruya donecek olursak, eger bardak 48 giinde doluyorsa 47
giinde yaris1 doludur. Ciinkii her giin iki kat1 doldugundan 48 giinde tamaminin
dolmasi i¢in 47. giinde yarisinin dolu olmas1 gerekmektedir.

Liitfen siradaki sorular1 bu mantiga gore ¢oziiniiz.

6) Bir goliin belli bir alan1 niliifer yapraklariyla doludur. Bu alanin biiytikligi
her giin 2 katina ¢ikmaktadir. Goliin tamami 64 giinde kaplandigina gore
gdliin yarisi kag giinde kaplanmistir?

7) Bir ¢alismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimcilar arasinda 5 mithendis ve 995
tane avukat vardir. Mehmet bu aragtirmanin katilimecilar1 arasindan rastgele
secilmistir.

Mehmet 36 yasindadir. Evli degildir ve biraz i¢ce doniiktiir. Bos
zamanlarini bilim kurgu okuyarak ve bilgisayar programlari yazarak
gecirmekten hoslanir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?

a) Mehmet bir avukattir
b) Mehmet bir mithendistir

Aciklama: Insanlar genellikle bu tip sorulara da sezgisel cevap verme
egilimindedirler. Cogunlukla insanlar bu soruya “b” cevabini vermektedirler. Cilinkii
tarifi yapilan kisi kafamizdaki miihendis semasina uymaktadir. Oysa verilen
istatistiki bilgiye dikkat ettigimizde kolaylikla gorebiliriz ki, kisinin 6zelliklerinin ne
oldugundan bagimsiz olarak rastgele se¢tigimiz bir kisinin avukat ¢ikma olasiligi
%99.5’ken mithendis ¢ikma olasilig1 %0.5’tir. Ciinkii torbada 995 avukat varken,
yalnizca 5 miihendis vardir. Dolayisiyla burada aldatici olan kisinin tarif edilirken
sezgisel cevaba dogru yonlendirilmesidir. Analitik diisiincesi gelismis olan insanlar
bu kalipyargisal tarifi goz ard1 ederek verilen temel istatistiksel orana gore
secimlerini yapmaktadirlar. Dolayisiyla burada rastgele se¢ilen bir kisinin avukat
olma olasilig1 miithendis olma olasiligindan kat ve kat kere daha fazladir. Dolayisiyla
dogru cevap “a” segcenegidir.

Liitfen siradaki sorular1 bu mantiga gore ¢oziiniiz.
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8) Bir ¢aligmaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimcilar arasinda 4 anaokulu
ogretmeni ve 996 tane genel miidiir vardir. Ayse bu arastirmanin katilimcilar
arasindan rastgele secilmistir.

Ayse 37 yasindadir. Evlidir ve 3 ¢ocugu vardir. Kocasi ise veterinerdir.
Kendisini ailesini adamistir ve ¢ocuklartyla her zaman giinliik ¢izgi film
sovlarini izlemektedir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?
€) Ayse genel midirdiir.

d) Ayse anaokulu 6gretmenidir.

9) Bir ¢alismaya 1000 kisi katilmistir. Katilimcilar arasinda 996 erkek, 4 tane de
kiz ¢cocuk vardir. Deniz bu arastirmanin katilimcilar1 arasindan rastgele
sec¢ilmistir.

Deniz 13 yasindadir. Deniz’in favori konusu sanattir. Deniz’in yapmaktan
en ¢ok hoslandig1 sey ise aligveris yapmak ve okuldaki diger cocuklarla
ilgili dedikodu yapmak i¢in arkadaslarina yatiya gitmektir.

Hangisi daha olasidir?

¢) Deniz bir kiz ¢ocugudur.
d) Deniz bir erkek ¢ocugudur.
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APPENDIX R

IDEOLOGY MANIPULATIONS
Liberal 1deology Condition

New York Universitesi’nden Prof. Trevor Mountcastle klasik makalesinde sol-kanat
politik ideolojilere olan ihtiyacimiz hakkinda asagida Ozetlenen fikirleri
savunmaktadir.

Sol-kanat Politik Ideolojiler ve Gelecegimiz

Sol ve sag kavramlarin1 hep duymaktayizdir ancak her birinin ne anlama geldigine
genellikle dikkat etmeyiz. Bunun yerine kendi ideolojik durusumuz diginda bir seyle
karsilastigimizda otomatik bir sekilde karsi ¢ikma egiliminde oluruz. Ornegin
gencligimde atesli bir sag-kanat, muhafazakar politikalar savunucusu olan ben,
geldigim noktada sol-kanat, evrenselci degerlere olan ihtiyacimizin farkina varmig
bulunmaktayim. Ornegin, milliyetcilik ya da kendi grubundan olan birisini kayirmak
ve dig-gruptan olan insanlara kars1 bilerek ya da bilmeyerek onyargili olmak evrensel
baris agisindan biiylik bir sorun teskil etmektedir. Clinkii eger her milletin
vatandaslari kendi tilkesini ve milliyetini kayirirsa, evrensel bir baristan s6z etmeyi
gectim, uzun vadede savasi engellememiz bile miimkiin gdziikmemektedir. Ornegin,
tarih kendi milliyetini ve dinini {istlin kilmaya ¢alisan {ilkelerin ve insanlarin savas
hikayeleriyle doludur.

Bunun disinda, sol-kanat ideolojilere sahip olan insanlarla sag-kanat ideolojilere
sahip olan insanlar1 birbirinden ayiran en énemli 6zellik solcularin yeni tecriibelere
ve deneyime agik olmalaridir. Sagcilar ise var olan durumu ve statiikoyu (mevcut
durumu) korumay1 ve muhafaza etmeyi tercih etmektedirler. Ancak yeni deneyimlere
acik olmak ve beraberinde gelisen merak duygusu bugiin geldigimiz noktada insanlik
olarak bizi gelistiren ve belki de giiniin birinde evrene yayillmamizi saglayacak
motivasyona karsilik gelmektedir. Bagka bir ifadeyle, insanlik olarak ilerlememiz
i¢in degisime ve tecriibeye acik olmaya ve teknolojik gelismelere yol agacak meraka
thtiyacimiz vardir.

Tiim bunlara ek olarak, insanlar arasi esitsizligin ve toplumda evi olmayan ve
sokakta yasayan insanlarin varlii, daha esitlik¢i bir toplumsal diizen kurmamizin
zorunlulugunu bize gostermektedir. Her ne kadar tarihte bu ideallerin radikal
versiyonlarini gorsek de (Sovyetler), sol kanat degerler aslinda insan olmamizin
geregi olan esit dogmak ve esit bir sekilde yasamak ideallerinin temsilini
olusturmaktadir.

Bu ylizden, her ne kadar kendi ideolojik duruslarimiz olsa da, sol-kanat ideolojilerin
ortaya koydugu degerlerin 6nemine dikkat etmemiz gerekmektedir. Ciinkii insan
irkinin gelecegini baris iginde garanti altina almak istiyorsak, sol-kanat ideolojilere
mensup olan kisilerin 6zellikleri olan “merak”, “yaraticilik”, “toleransli olma”,
“cesitliliklere sayg1” ve “acik fikirli olma” gibi 6zelliklere ihtiyacimiz oldugunun
farkina varmamiz gerekmektedir.
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Conservative Ideology Condition

New York Universitesi’nden Prof. Trevor Mountcastle klasik makalesinde sag-kanat
politik ideolojilere olan ihtiyactmiz hakkinda asagida Ozetlenen fikirleri
savunmaktadir.

Sag-kanat Politik Ideolojiler ve Gelecegimiz

Sag ve sol kavramlarin1 hep duymaktayizdir ancak her birinin ne anlama geldigine
genellikle dikkat etmeyiz. Bunun yerine kendi ideolojik durusumuz disinda bir seyle
karsilastigimizda otomatik bir sekilde kars1 ¢ikma egiliminde oluruz. Ornegin
gencligimde atesli bir sol-kanat, ilerici politikalar savunucusu olan ben, geldigim
noktada sag-kanat, diizeni saglayic1 degerlere olan ihtiyacimizin farkina varmis
bulunmaktayim. Ornegin, deneyime agik olmak ve her tiirlii farkliliga toleransl
olmak toplumsal diizen ve uyum acisindan biiyiik tehlikeler olusturabilir. Ciinkii eger
disaridan gelen her yabanci uyarana kars1 giivenli bakar ve gerekli 6nlemleri almadan
etkilesime girersek, gelebilecek potansiyel tehlikelere karsi da savunmamiz kalmis
olabiliriz. Ornegin tarih, farkli kiiltiirlerin iiyeleriyle ilk iletisime gectiginde yerliler
tarafindan umdugu misafirperver karsiligi bulamayan insanlarin kétii hikayeleriyle
doludur.

Bunun disinda, sag-kanat ideolojilere sahip olan insanlarla sol-kanat ideolojilere
sahip olan insanlar1 birbirinden ayiran en 6nemli 6zellik sagcilarin sosyal diizene
olan ihtiyaglari ve mevdut durumu devam ettirme giidiileridir. Solcular ise var olan
durumu ve statiikoyu (mevcut durumu) degistirmeyi ve yerine her seferinde farkl bir
toplumsal diizen kurmayi istemektedirler. Ancak uygarlik olarak bugiin geldigimiz
noktada sosyal diizene olan ihtiyacimiz, insanlik olarak bizi gelistiren ve belki de
giiniin birinde miikkemmel bir sosyal diizen igerisinde yasamamizi saglayacak
motivasyona karsilik gelmektedir. Bagka bir ifadeyle, insanlik olarak ilerlememiz
i¢in kargasa ve kaos olusmasini engellememiz ve toplumsal diizeni ve uyumu
savunmamiz gerekmektedir.

Tiim bunlara ek olarak, toplumdaki su¢ oraninin giderek artmasi toplumsal diizeni
saglamak agisindan daha sert politikalar iceren daha muhafazakar tedbirlere olan
thtiyacimizi bize gostermektedir. Her ne kadar tarihte bu ideallerin radikal
versiyonlarini gorsek de (Naziler), sag kanat degerler aslinda insan olmamizin geregi
olan diizenli bir toplumda huzur i¢inde yasamak ideallerinin temsilini
olusturmaktadir.

Bu ylizden, her ne kadar kendi ideolojik duruslarimiz olsa da, sag-kanat ideolojilerin
ortaya koydugu degerlerin 6nemine dikkat etmemiz gerekmektedir. Ciinkii insan
irkinin gelecegini huzur i¢inde garanti altina almak istiyorsak, sag-kanat ideolojilere
mensup olan kisilerin 6zellikleri olan “geleneksellik”, “diizene olan ihtiyag”,
tehlikelerin farkina varmak icin “kapali olma”, “disiplin” ve “sorumluluk duygusu ile
hareket etme” gibi 6zelliklere ihtiyacimiz oldugunun farkina varmamiz
gerekmektedir.
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APPENDIX S

UNIVERSALISM AND TRADITIONALISM

Asagida baz kisiler kisaca betimlenmistir. Liitfen her betimi okuyun ve bu
kisilerin size ne kadar benzedigini ya da benzemedigini diisiiniin. Betimde verilen
kisinin size ne kadar benzedigini gostermek icin sagdaki kutucuklardan sizce uygun
olani isaretleyiniz. Rakamlarin anlamlar1 asagidaki gibidir.

1-Bana hi¢ benzemiyor 2-Bana benzemiyor 3-Bana ¢ok az benziyor

4-Bana az benziyor 5-Bana benziyor 6-Bana ¢ok benziyor

1- Diinyada herkesin esit muamele gérmesinin 6nemli
oldugunu diisiiniir. Hayatta herkesin esit firsatlara sahip 1123456
olmasi gerektigine inanir.

2- Kendisinden farkli olan insanlar1 dinlemek onun i¢in
onemlidir. Onlarla ayni fikirde olmadiginda bile onlar1 112(3|4]5|6
anlamak ister.

3- Insanlarin dogay1 korumalari gerektigine goniilden inanir.
Cevreye bakip giizellestirmek onun i¢in dnemlidir.

4- Diinyadaki biitiin insanlarin uyum i¢inde yagamasi
gerektigine inanir. Diinyadaki biitlin gruplar arasinda 112(3|4/5|6
barisin giiclenmesi onun i¢in énemlidir.

5- Herkese, hatta hi¢ tanimadig1 insanlara bile adil muamele
yapilmasini ister. Toplumdaki zayiflar1 korumak onunigin| 1|23 |4|5|6
onemlidir.

6- Dogaya uyum saglamak ve onla kaynasmak onun igin
onemlidir. Insanlarin dogay1 degistirmemesi gerektigine [1|2|3|4|5|6
inanir.

7- Sahip oldugundan daha fazlasini istememenin énemli
oldugunu diisiiniir. Insanlarin sahip olduklariyla 112(3|4/5|6
yetinmeleri gerektigine inanir.

8- Dini inang onun i¢in énemlidir. Dininin gereklerini yerine
getirmek i¢in ¢ok ¢aba harcar.

- Isleri geleneksel yollarla yapmanin en iyisi oldugunu
diisiiniir. Ogrendigi gelenek ve gorenekleri devam ettirmek| 1|2 |3 |4 |5|6
onun i¢in 6nemlidir.
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10- Algakgoniillii ve kibirsiz olmak onun i¢in 6nemlidir.
Dikkatleri lizerine gekmemeye calisir.

11- insanlarin kendilerine sdylenenleri yapmalari gerektigine
inanir. Insanlarin her zaman, hatta baskalar1 izlemiyorken
bile kurallara uymalar1 gerektigini diisiiniir.

12- Her zaman uygun sekilde davranmak onun i¢in dnemlidir.
Insanlarin yanlis diyecegi seylerden kaginmak ister.

13- Ana-babasina ve yasli insanlara her zaman saygi
gostermesi gerektigine inanir. Onun igin itaatkar olmak
Oonemlidir.

14- Baskalarina kars1 her zaman nazik olmak onun i¢in
onemlidir. Baskalarini hi¢bir zaman rahatsiz ve huzursuz
etmemeye galisir.

15- Onun i¢in giivenli bir ¢gevrede yasamak 6nemlidir.
Givenliligi tehlikeye sokabilecek her seyden kaginir.

16- Ulkesinin giivende olmas1 onun i¢in ¢ok énemlidir.
Devletin igeriden ve disaridan gelebilecek tehditlere karsi
uyanik olmasi gerektigini diisiliniir.

17- Esyalarin diizenli ve temiz olmasi onun i¢in 6nemlidir.
Ortaligin daginik ve kirli olmasindan hi¢ hoslanmaz.

18- Hastalanmaktan kaginmak i¢in ¢ok ¢aba gosterir. Saglikli
olmak onun i¢in 6nemlidir.

19- Istikrarl bir hiikiimetin olmas1 onun i¢in dnemlidir. Sosyal
diizenin korunmasi konusunda endiselenir.

105




APPENDIX T
CONSENT FORM

Katilimei Bilgi Ve Onam Formu

Arastirmay1 destekleyen kurum: Bogazigi Universitesi Psikoloji Boliimii
Aragtirmanin konusu: Sosyal Tutumlar Aragtirmasi

Arastirmacinin adi: Onurcan Yilmaz ve Dog. Dr. Adil Saribay

Adres: Bogazi¢i Universitesi, Psikoloji Béliimii, 34342 Bebek-istanbul
E-posta: onurcanyilmazz@gmail.com (Onurcan Y1ilmaz)

Telefonu: 444 79 97 /1455

Proje konusu: Bu arastimada kisilerin sosyal olgulara karsi tutumuyla bir takim
biligsel degiskenlerin iligkisi incelemektedir. Calismada dogru veya yanlis cevap
yoktur. Sizden istedigimiz kendinize en yakin hissetiginiz cevaplari isaretlemenizdir.

Onam: Bu calisma bilimsel amaglarla yapilmaktadir. Calisma siiresince toplanan
veriler anonim olarak degerlendirilecek ve arastirmanin higcbir asamasinda isimler
kullanilmayacaktir. Sonuclar kisisel bilgileriniz ile eslestirilmeyecek, arastirma
sonucunda herhangi bir kisisel degerlendirme yapilmayacaktir.

Calisma yaklasik 35 dakika siirecektir. Bu arastirmaya katiliminiz karsiliginda size
PSY 101 dersinden 1 kredi verilecektir. Calismaya katilmaniz tamamen istege
baglidir. Bu formu imzalamama ve calismaya katilmama hakkiniz her zaman
gecerlidir. Formu imzalasaniz dahi kendinizi rahat hissetmediginiz an calismay1
birakabilirsiniz. Bu durumda, kredi alma hakkimizi kaybetmeyeceksiniz ve Sizden
almis oldugumuz veri yok edilecektir.

Veriler isimler veya okul numaralanyla eslestirilmeden bilgisayar ortaminda
saklanacak ve ham veriler arastirmacilar disinda kimsenin ulagamayacagi bir dolapta
saklanacaktir.

Yapmak istedigimiz aragtirmanin size risk getirmesi beklenmemektedir.
Aragtirmanin ileride diger arastirmacilara ve bu alanda calisan bireylere yarar
saglamas1 muhtemeldir.

Bu formu imzalamadan 6nce sormak istediginiz bir soru varsa liitfen deneyi yapan
kisiye sorunuz. Daha sonra sorunuz olursa, Onurcan Yilmaz’a (E-mail:
onurcanyilmazz@gmail.com) sorabilirsiniz. Arastirmayla ilgili haklariniz konusunda
INAREK’e danisabilirsiniz.

Bana anlatilanlar1 ve yukarida yazilanlar1 anladim. Bu formun bir kopyasini aldim.
Calismaya katilmay1 kabul ediyorum.

OFIENCT NUMATASI: ... ss e s e s s ssss e ssssesss s e snssasesaees
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APPENDIX U
DEBRIEFING FORM
Katilim Sonrasi Bilgi Formu

Bu calisma Bogazigi Universitesi Psikoloji Boliimii Yiiksek Lisans 6grencisi
Onurcan Yilmaz’in Dog. Dr. Adil Saribay danismanliginda yiiriittiigli bir calismadir.
Bu c¢alismada, katilimcilarin, politik goriisleriyle diisiinme tarzlar1 arasindaki baglanti

incelenmektedir.

Yapilan arastirmalar, kendini muhafazakar ve liberal olarak tanimlayan
katilimcilarin farkli tarzda ve farkli hizda diistinme stillerine sahip olduklarini
gostermektedir (Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, Sulloway, 2003). Fakat bu aragtirmalarin
cogunlugu korelasyonlara dayanmaktadir ve dolayisiyla bize politik goriisle diistinme
stilleri arasinda dogrudan bir nedensel iliski olup olmadig1 ve varsa bu iliskinin ne
yonde oldugu hakkinda bilgi vermemektedir. Biz bu projede deneysel olarak
ideolojinin mi biligsel tarzlar1 yoksa bilissel diisiinme tarzlarinin mi1 ideolojik

tercihlerini etkiledigini inceliyoruz.

Bu calisma kapsaminda sizden toplanan veri ile isminiz asla
eslestirilmeyecek; elde edilen veriler ve bilimsel bilgiler kimseyle paylasiimayacak,

yalnizca akademik ve bilimsel sunum ve yazilarda kullanilacaktir.

Caligsmanin sonuclarin1 6grenmek ya da bu arastirma hakkinda daha fazla
bilgi almak i¢in asagidaki isime bagvurabilirsiniz. Bu ¢alismaya katildiginiz i¢in

tesekkiir ederiz.

Onurcan Yilmaz — E-mail: onurcanyilmazz@gmail.com Telefon: 444 79 97 / Dahili

:1455
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