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Abstract 
Under what conditions does an ordinary citizen find it justified for an individual to engage in 

rebellion-related political actions? Though there is a large body of literature on rebel participation 

phenomenon, little is known about how ordinary citizens react to the motivations of rebels 

highlighted by the scholars. This research aims to address this gap by focusing on three generic 

sources of motivation for rebel participation: economic or political grievances, selective incentives, 

and indiscriminate violence. It is theorized that identification with a rebel candidate’s social group 

and the gender of this person would both affect individuals’ indicated justification levels for 

rebellion-related political actions. Through a self-administered survey conducted online by 309 

participants from the United States, the theoretical expectations have been examined and while it 

turns out that the gender of a rebel candidate is not a decisive factor, the explanations based on 

identification with the rebel candidate’s social group has been partially supported in the study. 

Further research focusing on other sources of motivation for rebels is encouraged to assess the 

extent to which the proposed causal mechanism applies beyond the explanations for rebel 

participation taken in this study. 
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1. Introduction 
As human beings, we engage in various political actions to voice our concerns. Today, one can 

imagine that these actions may vary from an almost no-cost attempt like using social media 

platforms to an extremely costly move such as participating in an armed rebellion. Revealing our 

motivations for engaging in a particular form of political action might be significant for policy-

makers and politicians to address the root causes of our discontents. Meanwhile, these motivations 

might also equally be significant for ordinary citizens since our political actions may have the power 

to affect others' lives. In this regard, whether ordinary citizens find our preference for a political 

action acceptable or not might be telling for us not only to ensure the "rightness" and the legitimacy 

of our actions but also to receive moral and -sometimes- material support to continue pursuing the 

same goal with such a preference. Nevertheless, it is not apparent under what conditions an 

ordinary citizen finds a particular political action of us acceptable and this ambiguity should be 

eliminated when it comes to understanding reactions to rebellion-related initiatives as a body of 

political actions. 

Numerous individuals around the world decide to fight for the policies that they desire and 

resort to violent means against their respective governments. It might be reasonable to assume that 

none of them takes such a decision out of thin air and their motivations matter. How an ordinary 

citizen reacts to these motivations is the main interest of this study. Hence, this thesis is constructed 

around the following research question: Under what conditions does an ordinary citizen find it justified for 

an individual to engage in rebellion-related political actions? 

For this purpose, it might be helpful to take a look at the field of Peace and Conflict 

Research and examine several theories which aim to explain why individuals take ostensibly 

extraordinary risks and voluntarily choose to be a part of an ongoing armed struggle. While dealing 

with the research question mentioned above, previously discovered motivations for participating 

in a rebellion can primarily be considered to assess the reactions of ordinary citizens. To the 

author's knowledge, exploring when an ordinary citizen finds it justified for an individual to engage 

in rebellion-related activities is an undiscovered area in the literature, and this study aims to provide 

some insights on this research gap. 

In the literature, it is likely to come across with various explanations for rebel participation. 

In this thesis, three generic explanations will be at the center: economic and political grievances 

(Gurr 1970; Brush 1996), selective incentives (Olson 1965; Tullock 1971), and physical security 

concerns (Kalyvas and Kocher 2007; Mason and Krane 1989). These three viewpoints have been 

referred by the scholars frequently to apprehend the underlying motivations leading to individuals' 
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participation in a rebellion. Nevertheless, they have not been addressed in a frame which focuses 

on justifications and takes ordinary citizens as the units of analysis. 

In this thesis, it will be argued that finding an individual’s decision to engage in a rebellion-

related political action justified would intrinsically be linked to our association with that person's 

social group. Following the steps of Social Identity Theory (Tajfel et al. 1979), it is expected that 

individuals who identify themselves with a rebel candidate's social group would indicate higher 

levels of justifications for this person to engage in rebellion-related political actions. 

Additionally, it is theorized that another aspect which affect the justification levels 

concerning rebellion-related activities would be gender. It is a fact that war is a gendered 

phenomenon and there are apparent gender differences when it comes to engaging in violent 

actions. Goldstein (2001) argues that more than 99 percent of all fighters in the history of humanity 

have been men and as a reflection to this, in this thesis, it is hypothesized that we might tend to 

find it more justified for men than women to engage in rebellion-related political actions.  

 In order to understand to what extent the theoretical expectations of this study are met, a 

survey is designed. It involved a set of questions on perceptions for participants to identify the 

main characteristics of their social group and four hypothetical scenarios to assess when ordinary 

citizens find it justified for the protagonists of scenarios to engage in different political activities in 

varying settings. Each hypothetical scenario is adjusted by considering one of the generic 

theoretical explanations of rebel participation mentioned above, and for each scenario, while one 

group of participants are assigned to read the scenario with a male protagonist, the other group see 

a female protagonist. In total, through SurveyMonkey Audience, 309 participants were recruited 

from the United States where there is no current internal conflict which prevents potential response 

biases to a certain extent. 

 In the end, it turned out that gender differences do not matter when it comes to justification 

levels for rebellion-related political actions. There has been no statistically significant difference 

between the groups exposed to the scenarios with male protagonists and the same scenarios with 

female protagonists. The gendered nature of war seems to be not decisive in finding an individual's 

attempt to engage in a rebellion-related activity acceptable or not.  

 On the other hand, in one out of three domains tested in this thesis concerning the impact 

of identification with the social group, statistically significant relationships are discovered. Those 

provided partial support for the argument claiming that individuals who identify themselves with 

a rebel candidate’s social group present higher levels of justifications for this person to engage in 

rebellion-related political actions. 
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2. A Brief Review of the Rebel Participation Literature 
To grasp how an ordinary citizen reacts to a decision for engaging in a rebellion-related activity, 

one should take a look at the academic literature on rebels' motivations for engaging in rebellion 

in the first place. The existing explanations on the question of why individuals join a rebel group 

might provide some clues concerning what might be found justified and what not. 

It is not realistic to think that individuals decide to become rebels without any reason at all. 

Rebellions do not suddenly appear. Putting forcibly recruited individuals aside, people may choose 

to rise against their governments due to their frustrations (Ohlson 2008). The impact of frustrations 

or grievances is one of the highly debated motivations (Gurr 1970; Brush 1996) in the literature of 

rebel participation. Nevertheless, one might challenge this explanation by saying that grievances 

are not enough and additional benefits from participating in rebellion should be on the table. Rebel 

candidates should be equipped with selective incentives (Olson 1965; Tullock 1971) to be a part of the 

rebellion. Additional benefits in the form of incentives might cover the cost of participation but 

how about the cost of nonparticipation? In cases where governments engage in indiscriminate 

violence while combatting against the rebel groups, individuals may find the cost of 

nonparticipation high and join rebellion for protection. Physical security concerns come to surface 

(Kalyvas and Kocher 2007; Mason and Krane 1989) as another highlighted source of motivation.  

 These three generic explanations for rebel participation can be noticed among the most 

frequently discussed theories focusing on the motivations of rebels to explain decisions for joining 

a rebellion in the first place. As rebels were ordinary citizens before they choose armed struggles 

to get rid of their discontents, what the literature says about their motivations can give us some 

clues on how individuals in general move from being ordinary citizens to being rebels. It might 

also provide some hints on under what conditions ordinary citizens may find a rebellion-related 

political action justified.  

 

2.1. Economic and Political Grievances as Sources of Motivation 
Individuals may have some frustrations about their economic or political status in their society. 

They may abreact their feelings by pursuing various means. As originally theorized by Dollard et 

al. (1939), frustrations would lead to aggressive behaviors. This hypothesis points out that at the 

individual level, the frustration-aggression relationship should be taken seriously while considering 

the paths leading to a violent form of political action. 

 In one of the prominent works from the rebel participation literature, Gurr (1970) carries 

this idea and suggests that frustrations might be linked to individuals' decisions to join a rebellion 

and he suggests that this may influence a conflict's intensity. As previously coined by Davies (1962), 
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Gurr emphasizes a concept called "relative deprivation." He explains that it is the gap between 

what individuals think they can get and what they imagine they deserve. He claims that as this gap 

gets bigger and grievances get more irritant than before, individuals may tend to be more motivated 

to engage in violent political actions. 

 Though his theory sounds plausible, very few empirical studies have portrayed such a trend. 

A study conducted in Peru provides a tweak in this discussion (Muller, Dietz, and Finkel 1991). 

Researchers propose that relative deprivation on income can indeed lead to decisions for engaging 

in violent political action if rebel candidates think the rebellion will be triumphant at the end and 

if they perceive their involvement significant for reaching the end goal. For this case, it is clear that 

relative deprivations per se can hardly be considered as the factor leading to participation. 

Similarly, Brush (1996) identifies a highly problematic issue in the literature. He points out 

that both advocates and opponents of Gurr’s relative deprivation theory are rarely referring to 

empirical studies to support their arguments. Brush suggests that while the advocates ignore 

empirical studies disputing the theory, similarly less than half of the studies conducted by the 

opponents refer to empirics. 

 From a broader perceptive, Krueger and Maleckova (2003) state that long-standing 

grievances can be viewed as significant factors explaining rebel participation. Though grievances 

come to the forefront in this study, the researchers make their inferences by assessing only 

Hezbollah fighters in Lebanon which brings several questions on generalizability.   

 In an attempt to test main generic pre-existing theoretical explanations on rebel 

participation, Humphreys and Weinstein (2008) aim to assess the effect of economic and political 

grievances by conducting surveys with the counterinsurgents and insurgents from the civil war in 

Sierra Leone. They find that economic deprivation has the power to predict participation in a rebel 

group. Nevertheless, the results for political grievances suggest that while feeling politically 

unrepresented might be linked to rebel participation, a lack of involvement to political decision-

making processes does not have explanatory power. 

 A parallel inference is made by Arjona and Kalyvas (2012) who conduct surveys in 

Columbia to dive into the same research interest. They suggest that economic relative deprivation 

together with particular political grievances can impact the likelihood of participating in a rebellion. 

Nonetheless, they also indicate that this finding does not necessarily mean they reach a set of similar 

answers concerning motivations. To them, motivations of rebels are far from being homogenous. 

Hence, they state that looking for an "overarching master motivation" which dominated the 

literature reached to a "theoretical dead-end" (Arjona and Kalyvas 2012, 167). 
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 Following these studies, Mironova and Whitt (2015) handle the question of grievances 

from a different perspective. They claim that the impact of different kinds of grievances -as they 

called regime-based, personal and collective grievances- vary in explaining rebel participation. For 

this, they conduct surveys during the Syrian Civil War and what they find is that regime-based 

grievances are strongly associated with the decisions for rebel participation.  

 As seen in the literature, although it is quite tricky to strongly bond grievances with 

decisions for participating in a rebellion, grievances can be treated as suspects. Economic or 

political grievances of individuals may provide some clues. Though there is no substantial evidence 

to suggest that grievances are the sole indicators explaining rebels' decisions, there are examples 

where grievances are treated as sources of motivation for these individuals.  

 

2.2. Selective Incentives as Sources of Motivation 
People have economic or political grievances everywhere around the world. Nevertheless, not 

everybody decides to express their grievances through engaging in violent political actions.  The 

rational choice perspective provides a useful approach to understand when individuals attempt to 

participate in a rebellion. 

 Following this perspective, it can be said that rational individuals calculate the cost and 

benefits of their moves before they engage in them. From this vantage point, for a rational 

individual to act, the benefits should overweight the costs. When being a member of an 

organization is considered, members should be provided with something to cover the potential 

costs of their membership.  

 In his prominent work, Olson (1965) concerns about this issue. He points out the fact that 

collective actors like lobbies and unions are built around non-rival and non-excludable public goods 

which means that an individual does not have to be a member to achieve these goods when the 

organization becomes successful. Basically, there is no need for a rational individual to carry the 

extra cost of being a member. Olson identifies this as "collective action problem" which was later 

implemented in civil war settings by Tullock (1971). 

  Rebellion is a risky entrepreneur.  The cost of participating in a rebellion cannot be covered 

by providing only public goods to the rebel candidates. Rational individuals will not be willing to 

participate in such circumstances. Hence, a rebel group should be able to offer multiple payoffs 

with private goods to attract individuals so that the benefits for rebel candidates overweight the 

cost of participation. Without offering private payoffs, the cost of participation will be the decisive 

factor, and no rational individual will choose to engage in a rebellion which might even bring the 
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end of rebellion as a whole. Olson portrays such private benefits as a solution to the collective 

action problem and calls them "selective incentives." 

 Briefly, selective incentives can be regarded as a source of motivation for rebel candidates. 

They may attract individuals, affect their cost and benefit calculations, and trigger decisions for 

participating in a rebellion.  

 Popkin (1979) finds supporting evidence for the theory of selective incentives by examining 

the uprisings in Vietnam. He indicates that the strategy of offering material selective incentives 

indeed worked in that context. Similarly, Lichbach (1994) finds that material selective incentives 

influence individuals’ decisions to participate in a rebellion and impact rebels’ and other relevant 

actors’ strategies in the context of a peasant upheaval. 

 As these studies present convincing arguments on one particular aspect of selective 

incentives -namely only material ones-, they do not tell much about the selective incentives in a 

broader context. At this point, a significant issue is the conceptualization of selective incentives 

which should not allow a tautological definition. It is likely to imagine anything that motivates an 

individual to participate in a rebellion as a selective incentive. At the same time, narrowing down 

the scope of the concept to only material aspect would lead to a condition where other forms of 

selective incentives which would provide insightful explanations are ignored.  

 An example of such forms is purposive selective incentives. Wood (2003) argues that it was 

crucial for Salvadorian rebel candidates to "do the right thing" and join the rebellion. She indicates 

that motivations based on a profound devotion to a collective actor and the "pleasure of agency" 

were the key to understand the rebel participation phenomenon in El Salvador.  

 Nevertheless, the overrepresentation of material selective incentives can easily be detected 

in the literature. Following this manner, Humphreys and Weinstein (2008) -which is also mentioned 

in the previous section- consider only material selective incentives to test whether they had any 

impact on participation decisions of the rebels in Sierra Leone. In their study, it turns out that there 

is a significant relationship between being "offered money to join" and participating in a rebellion 

which supports the arguments for material selective incentives.  

 Though not all forms of selective incentives have been tested in the literature equally, 

similar to the explanations based on grievances, selective incentives can be treated as suspects when 

it comes to dealing with potential sources of motivation for rebel participation. 
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2.3. Physical Security Concerns as Sources of Motivation 
Explanations based on selective incentives mainly focus on the cost of participation and how to 

cover this cost to enable participation in a rebellion. Nonetheless, the costs arising from 

nonparticipation are often neglected within that framework. 

 Kalyvas and Kocher (2007) claim that risks related to nonparticipation in rebellions have 

almost consistently underestimated when compared to the risk associated with participation in the 

literature. The scholars argue that in cases where parties of a conflict engage in indiscriminate 

violence, the cost of nonparticipation for the civilians would increase. If a government engages in 

indiscriminate violence to tackle with the rebellion, physical security concerns of civilians might 

lead them to decide on participating in a rebel group if they think that they will physically be more 

secure under the roof of this organization.  

 This phenomenon presents an almost paradoxical situation where a government aims to 

eradicate a rebellion but fosters participation in the rebellion at the same time. Almost two decades 

earlier than Kalyvas and Kocher, Mason and Krane (1989) struggled with this same question. By 

assessing the revolution in El Salvador, they realized that governments engage in indiscriminate 

violence when they do not have the necessary means to undertake the demands of opposition 

forces. Hence, according to the scholars, governments do not appeal to indiscriminate violence to 

win the fight, but they do it due to their weaknesses which generally do not allow them to appeal 

to other peaceful means.  

 To examine to what extent physical security concerns explain rebel participation, in their 

previously mentioned study, Humphreys and Weinstein (2008) ask some questions to the rebels 

from the civil war in Sierra Leone and they find out that there is a statistically significant relationship 

between feeling secure in a rebel group and decisions for voluntary rebel participation. The results 

make physical security concerns a suspect in this discussion, and they might be considered as 

another source of motivation for rebel candidates. 

 

2.4. Other Explanations for Rebel Participation 
Though grievances, selective incentives, and physical security concerns are widely discussed 

explanations in the literature, it should be noted that they are far from being alone. While a branch 

in the rebel participation literature discusses the phenomenon as an emotional reaction (Petersen 

2002), another puts weight to its potential ethnic dimension (Kaufmann 1996).  

As discussed by Eck (2010), there are also several structuralist explanations for rebel 

participations based on opportunities arising at the societal or state level. Among these 

explanations, Fearon and Laitin (2003) suggest that the weakness of a state leads to a situation 
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where the government is not able to overcome the rebel group and hence, the situation enables 

participation by lowering the cost of it. 

 

2.5. Research Gap 
It is not surprising that scholars who aim to grasp the underlying reasons behind individuals' 

participation in a rebellion pan across to either current or former rebels (Humphreys and Weinstein 

2008; Wood 2003; Mironova and Whitt 2015). Approaches focusing on the motivations linked to 

grievances, selective incentives or physical security concerns aim to explain the phenomenon 

chiefly by assessing their own narratives through surveys or similar methods which took rebels as 

the units of analysis. What frequently missing are the ordinary citizens in this picture. 

Rebels were once ordinary citizens, and after something motivated them, they choose to 

participate in an armed struggle. As also shown above, their motivations vary. Nevertheless, it is 

clear that since they engage in this political action voluntarily, they must have viewed this activity 

as an appropriate way to address their concerns.  

 The literature talks primarily about what motivates them, but it does not consider how 

ordinary citizens react to these motivations. It can be imagined that for rebels, the reactions of 

ordinary citizens are valuable to ensure the "rightness" and the legitimacy of their actions. 

Moreover, ordinary citizens' favorable reactions open the gates for financial and moral support to 

the rebels' cause which would either directly or indirectly affect the lifespan of a rebellion. 

 In this thesis, it is aimed to address this issue from a certain angle. To the author's 

knowledge, there has been no study which assesses under what conditions an ordinary citizen finds 

it justified for another individual to participate in rebellion due to a specific reason. This gap might 

be highly relevant for not only researchers but also practitioners and politicians to develop 

preemptive strategies to address the roots of judgments favoring a violent form of political action. 
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3. Theoretical Framework 
The quest for ordinary citizens' justifications for rebellion-related activities starts with a set of 

questions: What makes an ordinary citizen take an unusual step and risk her life by joining a 

rebellion? Why does someone choose to express her concerns with such a violent form of political 

action? Would there be any link between rebels' motivations for participation and the ordinary 

citizens' reactions to these? Would rebels and ordinary citizens perceive similar conditions 

sufficient for participation? 

 As mentioned in the previous section, the existing literature on rebel participation provides 

some underlying reasons as to why some individuals are motivated to participate in an armed 

struggle. It can be argued that the sources of motivation for individuals to engage in a violent form 

of political action can be traced back to the conditions of their social groups which are molded by 

external economic or political factors. 

 From the literature, it can be inferred that while one of those external factors starts to 

define the characteristics of an individual's social group, she may begin to view rebellion-related 

political actions gradually more feasible and acceptable. She may act and join in an armed struggle, 

though not everyone in her social group exhibits the same behavioral reaction. Ordinary citizens 

may develop varying attitudes towards her decision. Hence, it becomes essential to ask what 

determines their attitudes. In other words:  

 
Under what conditions does an ordinary citizen find it justified for an individual 
to engage in rebellion-related political actions? 

 

By keeping the theoretical explanations of rebel participation in mind, in this thesis, it will be argued 

that the Social Identity Theory (Tajfel et al. 1979) would be useful to reach an answer to this 

question. Briefly, it is theorized that as an individual identify herself with a rebel candidate’s social 

group, her reaction to the choices of this rebel candidate would vary. In this respect, being members 

of the same social group may affect justification levels for rebellion-related political actions. 

Additionally, it is theorized that the gendered nature of war might have the power to affect 

justification levels. Depending on the gender of a rebel candidate, individuals may adapt varying 

attitudes regarding finding a person’s political action justified.  

 

3.1. Justifications and Identification with a Social Group 
As social beings, we live and maintain our lives within groups. Though the concept of group is 

highly debated in the literature (Cartwright and Zander 1968), it is likely to come across with a 

subjectivist interpretation of the notion more frequently. Turner states that a group shows up when 
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more than one individuals “perceive themselves to be members of the same social category” (in 

Tajfel 1982, 15). It is significant to point out that such a definition of group does not necessarily 

put time-wise, location-wise, linguistic or similar boundaries between members of the same group. 

People might perceive themselves as members of the same social category regardless of the 

difference in their languages or the places that they live. What characterizes a social group can be 

something universal. Also, considering Turner's understanding of group (in Tajfel 1982), a person 

can be a member of multiple different social groups in her life. For instance, while some people 

perceive themselves to be the members of same ethnic group, there might be a few people among 

them who perceive themselves as members of the same social category based on their financial 

status as well. 

It is evident that a rebel candidate would be a member of multiple social groups. The rebel 

participation literature provides some hints on the possibility that certain external factors shaping 

one of her social groups might be determining when she decides to engage in a specific type of 

rebellion-related political action. For instance, if she perceives that she is a member of a social 

group characterized by its financial vulnerability, she might decide to participate in an armed 

rebellion to get rid of her economic discontents or to gain -if offered- private benefits by 

participating. In another scenario, it can be imagined that if she thinks she is a member of a social 

group with a politically marginalized character, then she might consider rebellion as a way to 

emancipate herself from the political barriers set by her respective government. Lastly, if she 

believes that she is from a social group suffering from physical security concerns, participating in 

an armed struggle might be a way to seek protection under the roof of a rebel group. 

Her potential adversaries might aim to keep the status quo with their economic or political 

presence and sometimes with resorting to indiscriminate violence. In this respect, rebellions can 

be imagined as particular forms of intergroup conflict.  Hence, what lies at the heart of the rebellion 

and what might affect ordinary citizens' reactions in the form of justifications might be hidden in 

the academic literature on intergroup behavior. 

 In the social psychology literature, the discussions on intergroup conflict start primarily in 

the early 1950s with the study of Muzafer Sherif and his colleagues in 1954. Their "Robbers Cave 

Experiment" reveals some clues on how contestation between groups emerge (Sherif 1966). 

Sherif's approach to intergroup hostility unveils that negative attitudes towards outgroups can be 

the result of competition between groups over scarce tangible resources (Sherif et al. 1988). This 

approach is named as the Realistic Group Conflict Theory (RCGT) by Campell (1965). 

 It is later realized that the mechanism behind the RCGT can be functional regardless of 

the existence of a "real" intergroup competition (Esses, Jackson, and Armstrong 1998). Group 
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members’ “perceptions” of threat arisen from an existing or non-existing competition over scarce 

resources would be sufficient to trigger hostile attitudes towards an outgroup. This approach has 

been tested in the literature to predict negative attitudes towards immigrants (Zarate et al. 2004) 

and explicitly discriminatory attitudes towards them (Pereira et al. 2010). A significant point in this 

discussion is that rather than the perception of threat against group members' self-interests, what 

matters is the perception of threat against the group's interests as a whole (Bobo 1983). 

 Tajfel et al. (1971) develop a framework which contends with the core of RCGT. They ask 

a simple set of questions: What would happen in the absence of real or perceived competition over 

scarce tangible resources? Would that mean intergroup conflict does not erupt under such 

circumstances? Their study shows that even in the absence of such resources, social categorization 

as ingroups and outgroups can trigger negative attitudes which is a challenge to RCGT with the 

disappearance of tangible resources from the table (Otten 2016). The discussions around this 

approach lead to the development of Social Identity Theory (SIT) (Tajfel et al. 1979) where the 

notion of identification with a social group is carried under the microscope which was missing in 

the RCGT.  

 As the SIT suggests, the idea of identification with a social group can be developed by 

comparing this group with outgroups, and the attitudes towards outgroups might be linked to the 

values and beliefs that are assigned to and adapted by ingroup members. These values and beliefs 

can be interpreted as symbols that shape the characteristics of a social group. The impact of 

perceived threats directed to these symbols on negative attitudes towards outgroups has also been 

tested in the literature to explain how these perceptions would lead to prejudice against outgroups 

(Velasco Gonzales et al. 2008), restrictive migration policies (Pettigrew and Meertens 1995) and 

racism (Kinder and Sears 1981) in different contexts. 

 The SIT would also provide us a useful perspective to assess under what conditions an 

ordinary citizen finds a rebellion-related activity acceptable. To understand the link, we should go 

back to our rebel candidate. 

Prior to her participation decision, the rebel candidate lives her life as an ordinary citizen 

who is a member of various social groups which all have their unique norms, values and 

characterizing features. As mentioned earlier being financially vulnerable, politically marginalized 

or physically insecure might be one of those characterizing features which lead to decisions 

favoring rebellion-related activities. Each of these three might be seen as the factors differentiating 

one group from its rival outgroup, and they might be functional in escalating decisions to take up 

arms. 
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Not everyone from the same social group which suffers from one of these three 

characteristics decides to join a rebellion to get rid of their discontents. Having said that, fellow 

group members would understand why the rebel candidate engages in a rebellion-related activity 

when she does that. Those who share similar perceptions about the external factors around 

themselves and consequently, identify themselves with the same social group would find similar 

behavioral reactions acceptable -which do not mean that they also do or should engage in a similar 

activity. Briefly, regardless of whether these perceptions reflect themselves as actual "behavior" 

such as joining a rebellion, they might have a determining role in the extent of justifications for 

such a form of behavior. 

 
Figure 1. Proposed causal mechanism 

In this context, several external factors driving perceptions and characterizing social groups 

are detected in the rebel participation literature. It can be argued that for the explanations based 

on economic grievances and selective incentives, perceived financial status as an identifier of the 

rebel candidate's social group might matter. Meanwhile, the explanations based on political 

grievances can be linked to the perceived status of political marginalization. Additionally, the 

perceived status of physical security can be seen as an identifier of the rebel candidate's social group 

while dealing with the explanation based on physical security concerns arising from indiscriminate 

violence. 

 It might be reasonable to think that an ordinary citizen, who listens to the story of a rebel 

and grasps her participation motivation, might feel close to her if she also suffers from the same 

conditions shaping rebel's motivation.  Considering for a social group to emerge it is sufficient to 

have more than one person who "perceive themselves to be members of the same social category" 

(in Tajfel 1982, 15), it can be argued that they might even be members of the same social group. 

Individuals' identification with a rebel candidate's social group can influence their justification levels 

for the decisions to engage in rebellion-related activities. 

 To sum up, this approach suggests that as ordinary citizens, our perceptions on whether 

we are economically better off, whether the government is hearing our voice or whether we are 

physically safe in places where we live would make us associate ourselves with a rebel candidate's 

social group depending on her source of motivation for participation. Eventually, that would affect 

to what extent we justify a rebellion-related activity. 

Shared perceptions 
about external factors

Identification with the 
rebel candidate's social 

group

Increasing levels of 
justifications for 

rebellion-related political 
actions
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3.1.1. Conceptualization 

Before diving into the theoretical expectations from this vantage point, clarifying the terms which 

lay on the foci of this approach is essential.  

Grievances, selective incentives and indiscriminate violence are the three central concepts 

that are mentioned as external factors shaping the characteristics of a social group and leading to 

varying levels of justifications regarding engaging in a rebellion-related activity.  

 In the scope of this thesis, while grievances can be viewed as an individual’s political or economic 

discontents within the society that he or she lives in, selective incentives can be defined as “private goods made 

available to people on the basis of whether they contribute to a collective good”(Oliver 2013). Meanwhile, the act 

of indiscriminate violence can be regarded as a form of violence where the parties of a conflict target not only 

their identified enemies but also others “on the basis of a collective criterion” (Zhukov 2014, 4) like the location of 

the conflict. 

 Additionally, two other concepts frequently mentioned in this thesis should be 

conceptualized. The term justification can be conceived as a reason to portray something as good, right or 

reasonable.  Consequently, finding an action justified is about being able to portray that action as good, right 

or reasonable. Additionally, the term rebellion-related political action should be clarified, and it can 

be understood as any form of action attempted to obtain a certain aim through the use of political power in the 

context of a rebellion. 

 

3.1.2. Hypothesis on the Link between Identification and Justifications 

In light of these concepts, it is expected to see that individuals who identify themselves with the rebel 

candidate’s social group portray higher levels of justification for the rebel candidate to engage in rebellion-related 

political actions. The degree of identification with the social group can be determined by examining 

how individuals perceive their status in different domains. 

In this regard, four sub-hypotheses in three domains can be developed. First of all, the 

impact of perceived financial status can be studied in relation to both theories of economic 

grievances and selective incentives. Regarding those, the following hypotheses are expected to be 

empirically supported: 

 
H1: As their own perceived financial status gets worse, individuals portray higher 
levels of justification for a person who has economic grievances to engage in a 
rebellion-related political action. 
 
H2: As their own perceived financial status gets worse, individuals portray higher 
levels of justification for a person who has been offered selective incentives to engage 
in a rebellion-related political action. 
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Secondly, the impact of perceived status of political marginalization and the theories built around 

political grievances can be evaluated together to make inferences about the levels of justification 

for rebellion-related activities. 

 
H3: As their own perceived status of political marginalization gets worse, individuals 
portray higher levels of justification for a person who has political grievances to 
engage in a rebellion-related political action. 
 

Lastly, an individual’s perception concerning her physical security might affect her reactions to a 

person who thinks of engaging in a rebellion-related activity after witnessing indiscriminate 

violence. 

 
H4: As their own perceived status of physical security gets worse, individuals portray 
higher levels of justification for a person who has witnessed indiscriminate violence to 
engage in a rebellion-related political action. 
 

Apart from these perceptions which form the characteristics of a rebel candidate's social group and 

invoke corresponding reactions from ordinary citizens who share similar perceptions and identify 

themselves with the rebel candidate's social group, one should not underestimate the impact of 

gender which might have the power to divert justification levels for a rebellion-related political 

activity. 

 

3.2. Justifications and Gendered Nature of War 
Gender of a rebel candidate can be seen as a caveat in the framework mentioned above. Attitudes 

towards violence differ substantially depending on gender, and the gendered nature of violence has 

been visible across almost all cultures on earth. Goldstein (2001) points out this phenomenon with 

a striking claim indicating that over 99 percent of all fighters in the history of humanity have been 

males. As Bjarnegård et al. (2015) state, this underrepresentation of females in combat zones cannot 

be elucidated by focusing solely on biological differences. Goldstein emphasizes two aspects that 

should be recognized together to understand this puzzling phenomenon which are "small, innate 

biological gender differences in average size, strength, and roughness of play" and "cultural molding 

of tough, brave men, who feminize their enemies to encode domination" (Goldstein 2001, 406). 

These two aspects would also provide some clues on individuals' decisions to participate 

in a rebellion. Though some rebel groups aim to develop means to tackle with the problem of 

gender inequality and try to be as gender-inclusive as possible, “gender-based divisions of labor 

occur in virtually all rebel organizations” (Thomas and Wood 2018, 217) and they may set a barrier 

to women’s participation in a rebellion. 
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 The question of why women participate in rebellion has relatively recently been started to 

be discussed (Henshaw 2017) in the rebel participation literature.  Henshaw (2016) points out that 

while economic grievances can be seen as one of the sources of motivation to explain female rebel 

participation, selective incentives can hardly be viewed as a motivating factor when it comes to 

women’s decision to join a rebellion. 

Considering the varying strength of the explanations for female rebel participation and 

overrepresentation of man, it can be argued that finding a rebellion-related political action justified 

might be dependent on the gender of relevant rebel candidate. Since the male figures are the 

prevalent combatants in almost everywhere around the world, individuals might present higher 

levels of justification for a man engaging in a rebellion-related activity than a woman doing the 

same thing. 

 

3.2.1. Conceptualization 

Before presenting the theoretical expectation based on gender, the notion itself should be clarified. 

The notion is surely not considered as an equivalent of the term biological sex. It is conceptualized 

as the “socially constructed characteristics of women and men – such as norms, roles and relationships of and between 

groups of women and men” (WHO 2018). 

 

3.2.2. Hypothesis on the Link between Gender and Justifications 

In this respect, the causal mechanism mentioned in the previous section is expected to function in 

a similar manner but with a little tweak. Our perceptions about our economic or political status in 

the society or our physical security might lead to a condition where we identify ourselves with the 

rebel candidate's social group and sharing such perceptions with the rebel candidate might lead us 

to justify her rebellion-related activities more. Nevertheless, the gendered nature of war might mean 

that we develop a tendency to justify men's attempts to engage in a violent form of political action 

more than women's attempts. On average, gender differences are expected to affect justification 

levels in every domain where rebellion-related political actions become evident. 

 

H5: Individuals portray higher levels of justification for a male than for a female 
to engage in rebellion-related political actions. 
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4. Research Method 
For this study, a self-administered survey which involves questions about perceptions together with 

four different hypothetical scenarios addressing the conditions linked to the theoretical 

explanations of rebel participation is designed (Appendix A). For each scenario, two different 

versions are sketched. While the first versions in each scenario have a male protagonist, the second 

versions have a female protagonist. The participants are randomly assigned into two groups for 

each scenario, and they are asked to indicate their justification levels for the protagonists in the 

scenarios to engage in various political actions from using social media platforms to engaging in a 

rebellion as a fighter.  

 

4.1. Components of the Survey 
The survey has mainly two components. Firstly, after some introductory questions on 

demographics, the perceptions as independent variables are measured. In the second part, the 

hypothetical scenarios are presented, and as dependent variables, the levels of justification per 

political action are asked to be stated. 

 

4.1.1. Operationalizing Independent Variables and Measuring Perceptions 

After having some baseline questions on demographics (age, gender, education level, and average 

household income), participants are asked to assert their perceptions about their financial status, 

their status of political marginalization and their status of physical safety. These independent 

variables are operationalized in a way that they reflect the characteristics of ordinal-level variables. 

In order to measure perceived financial status (see H1 and H2), an approach developed by 

Porter and Garman (1993) is followed. Though initially directed with an 11-step ladder, in the 

survey, people are asked to indicate the location of their financial situation in a 7-step ladder. 

 
Figure 2. The ladder of financial situation 



 21 

They are told that in this ladder, "1" represents the worst possible financial situation, and 

"7" represents the best possible one. This is thought to be a useful way to measure perceptions of 

such a condition. 

 For the remaining two questions on perceptions, a similar approach is followed, and people 

are asked to indicate how strongly they feel that their “voice is being heard” by their government 

and how strongly they feel that they are “safe” in their residential area. While the former is used as 

an indicator of the perceived status of political marginalization (H3), the latter is appealed to assess perceived 

status of physical security (H4). A 7-point Likert scale (Likert 1974) from "Not at all" to "Very much" 

is used in these questions. The Likert scale, as one of the most referred ordinal-scaling techniques 

which captures the level of various indicators concerning a statement (Pollock III 2015), is also 

used in the remaining sections of the questionnaire. 

It is significant to critically approach the question of to what extent these measurements 

actually correspond to the independent variables. It can be argued that, in terms of the validity of 

measurements, the first two questions to measure independent variables perceived financial status and 

perceived status of political marginalization are stronger than the question asked for the perceived status of 

physical security. Clearly, it is possible to imagine all three to be measured in various ways. 

Nevertheless, the aim of this survey is to keep the questions as straightforward as possible while 

getting more precise and accurate reactions concerning perceptions. With a few more questions or 

with another more time-consuming strategy, it is likely to get a better sense of perceptions at the 

foci. 

The weakness of the third question related to the perceived status of physical security comes from 

its multidimensional characteristic. In the survey, it is asked by considering only "safety in the 

residential area" though it can be imagined in various contexts. However, it is assumed to be a 

necessary concession. Certain weaknesses in the validity of measurements will be considered while 

analyzing the results of this survey. 

  

4.1.2. Scenarios on Theoretical Explanations and Experimental Setting 

As argued earlier, to understand under what conditions people justify a third-person's engagement 

with a rebellion-related activity, the existing literature on rebel participation is valuable. By 

considering essentially three explanations in the rebel participation literature, four hypothetical 

scenarios are drafted for people to read and make their assessments based on these. These four 

hypothetical scenarios are built around economic grievances (H1), offered selective incentives (H2), political 

grievances (H3), and witnessed indiscriminate violence (H4). 
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Initially, an entirely made-up country is created, and it is called "Aldonia." With an online 

tool1, a map for Aldonia is prepared. It is aimed that neither the country of Aldonia nor its 

neighbors should remind someone of a country that they know in real life. 

 

 
Figure 3. Map of “Aldonia” and its neighbors 

 A brief introduction to Aldonia is presented before each scenario. There it is stated that 

Aldonia locates on a large island and the Aldonian constitution grants citizenship to everyone 

whose parents are citizens. Additionally, it is mentioned that the mountainous area in the center of 

the island is rich in terms of natural resources. Nothing more is presented about Aldonia here just 

not to confuse the participants and not to make the scenarios more complicated than necessary. 

An experimental setting is designed for each scenario. To avoid potential selection bias, the 

participants are randomly assigned into two groups per scenario where the control group reads the 

scenario with a male protagonist, and the treatment group sees a female protagonist. The 

protagonist names are selected among the most popular names in the United States indicated by 

the Social Security Administration (SSA 2018). This setting is designed to see whether people state 

higher levels of justification for a male than for a female to engage in rebellion-related activities (H5) under 

different contexts. 

The first scenario is sketched by keeping economic grievances in mind, and it is given as 

follows:  

 

John/Maria is an Aldonian citizen. He/She is economically deprived and it is 
difficult for him/her to provide for his/her family. John/Maria has some 
complaints about the government's ways to address his/her concerns about this 
issue. 
 

                                                        
1 Azgaar’s Fantasy Map Generator, https://azgaar.github.io/Fantasy-Map-Generator/ 
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In this scenario, it is aimed to convey the message that the protagonist has some economic 

grievances. Having difficulties in providing for the family is presented as a supporting argument 

for this type of discontent. Though there can be multiple sources of economic grievances, a general 

statement on the financial status (being economically deprived) of a rebel candidate and a 

supporting argument (being unable to provide for the family) are considered sufficient for a 

scenario accurately reflecting theoretical explanations of rebel participation based on economic 

grievances in this context. It should be mentioned that participants are asked to consider only the 

given information in each scenario while indicating to what extent they find it justified for the 

protagonist to engage in a specific political action -which will be discussed in details in the next 

section. 

In the second scenario, the theory of selective incentives is recognized as the central theme 

of the scenario:  

 

Michael/Sarah is an Aldonian citizen. He/She has some financial problems and 
he can hardly provide for his/her family. Michael/Sarah has some complaints 
about the government's ways to address his/her concerns about this issue and 
he/she knows that he/she would be offered enough money to provide for his/her 
family if he/she takes action to express his/her concerns. 

 

This scenario revolves around a material understanding of selective incentives. Though it inevitably 

limits the scope of the concept of selective incentives, the impact of material selective incentives 

on participation decisions is one of the most debated facets in the literature when it comes to the 

theory of selective incentives. Additionally, in such a research design, it is considered that it might 

be difficult to accurately present the logic of selective incentives in a way that it embraces all 

different interpretations of the concept which leads to a necessity of selecting a particular aspect. 

Moreover, this scenario is based on an assumption which says that it is not likely for an 

individual to even consider material selective incentives if she is economically better off. Hence, by 

addressing the economic discontents of the protagonist in a similar way as sketched in the first 

scenario, this assumption is protected. In real life, that might not have to be the case. The cost of 

engaging in political action for a wealthy individual might be high, and consequently, she might be 

offered higher amounts of material benefits which might trigger her participation. Nevertheless, 

such a condition is neglected in this scenario. 

 In the third scenario, another form of grievances, namely political grievances are dragged 

into the foci point: 
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Adam/Jane is an Aldonian citizen. His/Her political beliefs contradict with the 
policies followed by the current Aldonian government and he/she thinks the 
government is doing little to listen to people like him/her. He/She is marginalized 
from political decision-making processes. Adam/Jane has some complaints about 
the government's ways to address his/her concerns about this issue. Also, he/she 
is a member of People's Party (PP) which has recently been banned by the 
government. 

 

In this scenario, not only the protagonist is politically marginalized, but also, she is alienated from 

mainstream politics after her political party is banned. At this point, it is essential to point out that 

there is no reference to the protagonist's ideology in the scenario. While one would see the 

"People's Party" as a left-wing political party which is suppressed by the government, others would 

consider it as a right-wing nationalist populist party which is closed down due to its neo-Nazi 

tendencies. In this regard, though participants are asked to consider "only" the given information, 

they might interpret the scenarios in different ways. Nevertheless, the sampling strategy -which will 

be discussed later- and prevents the emergence of potentially skewed results. 

 The fourth and final scenario is based on the impact of indiscriminate violence: 

 

Henry/Catherine is an Aldonian citizen. He/She lives near the border of Aldonia 
and Noma, in the mountainous area. In this region, there are some violent 
conflicts between the Government of Aldonia and a separatist movement which 
aims to control the extraction of natural resources for the benefit of the local 
population. Henry/Catherine has some complaints about the government's ways 
to address his/her concerns about this issue. Indiscriminate use of violence by the 
government have affected Henry’s/Catherine’s neighbors which made him/her 
fear for his/her own life. 

 

For this scenario, additional detail about the ongoing conflict on the hypothetical island is given. 

Government's use of indiscriminate violence in this conflict and related security concerns are 

mentioned. 

 For all these four scenarios, it is aimed to keep the scenarios as short and as direct as 

possible. Meanwhile, the corresponding theoretical explanations are kept in mind, and it is aimed 

to reflect the conditions of a rebel candidate prior to her decision to participate in armed struggle. 

After each scenario, a question to measure participants' justification levels for the protagonist to 

engage in different political actions is directed. 
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4.1.3. Operationalizing Dependent Variables and Measuring the Level of Justifications for 

Political Actions 

As the dependent variables in the hypotheses of this study, the level of justifications for rebellion-

related political actions comes to the forefront. Though one might consider numerous actions as 

rebellion-related, for this study, three of them are selected namely "supporting an armed rebellion 

against the government by donating a small amount of money," "joining an armed rebellion against 

the government as a non-fighter (as a cook, a teacher etc.)," and "joining an armed rebellion against 

the government as a fighter.” 

In addition to those, four other non-violent political actions are stated in the questionnaire 

to see how other types of political actions are justified and to grasp whether there is any difference 

concerning the justification levels. Though these actions per se are not the main interests of this 

study, it is thought that they might be useful in case the experimental component helps us to detect 

varying levels of support depending on gender. These four political actions are stated as “tweeting 

or using other social media,” “attending a demonstration against the government and its policies,” 

“supporting a non-violent anti-government political movement by donating a small amount of 

money,” and “supporting a non-violent anti-government political movement by becoming a 

member.” 

A 7-point Likert scale is used to grasp the participant's reactions to the scenarios that they 

are exposed to. Participants are told to consider only the information given in the scenarios, and 

they are asked to indicate to express her concerns, how justified they believe it would be for the 

protagonist to engage in these seven different forms of political action one by one. On the one 

side of the scale, the option of "Not justified at all" lays and on the other side, "Extremely justified" 

is placed.   

 
4.2. Sampling Strategy 
The participants are recruited from people who are above 18 and from the United States. This 

choice brings certain advantages related to both the theoretical explanation developed in this thesis 

and regarding some practical aspects. 

First of all, it should be noted that since there is no current internal organized violence in 

the U.S., recruiting participants from this country minimizes potential biases in the responses based 

on the hypothetical scenarios. Participants can hardly fully-associate their living conditions with 

the conditions presented in the scenarios. In addition to that, participants from the U.S. might have 

relatively fewer concerns about expressing their judgments concerning justifications for a specific 

type of political action. People in authoritarian countries might find it worrying to state whether 
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they find a particular form of political action justified or not, but it can hardly be the case for the 

participants from the U.S.  

For this study, to invite participants to the self-administered survey, the system developed 

by SurveyMonkey Audience is used. In exchange for a certain amount of money, the system allows 

a researcher to recruit online participants for an academic study. It is particularly well-developed in 

the United States with its over 2.5 million daily users from the country, and the system allows for 

the recruitment through the company's two other products namely SurveyMonkey Contribute and 

SurveyMonkey Rewards. Through SurveyMonkey Contribute, the system does not pay a certain 

amount of money to the participants but donates $0.50 to a charity that the participant prefers. 

The company claims that it “attracts people who value giving back and encourages thoughtful, 

honest participation” (SurveyMonkey n.d.). Meanwhile, through SurveyMonkey Rewards, 

participants can earn credits amounted $0.35 per survey that they take. The company claims that 

they balance participants from these two products in a sample, though it does not reveal detailed 

information on how many of the respondents take the questionnaire through each product.  

Moreover, the system aims to reach a sample compatible with the current demographics of 

the country. Though reaching a nationally-representative sample is not one of the aims of this 

study, it might present useful insights while reviewing the results.  

The sample which is reached through SurveyMonkey Audience cannot be characterized 

with the principals of probability sampling.  As mentioned above, the system allows the researcher 

to design the sample by following the gender and age distribution in the national census, but it can 

be treated as a strategy of convenience sampling -which is also a form of non-probability sampling- 

at best. The potential problems linked to this strategy will be discussed in detail in the limitations 

section, but before that, it might be helpful to summarize the procedure of the design.  

 

4.3. The Procedure in a Nutshell 
In light of the research design presented above, the procedure can be condensed as presented in 

Figure 4. 
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Figure 4. Procedure of the Design 

 
4.4. Limitations of the Design 
Every research design has its own flows, and this design is certainly not immune to this. First of 

all, it is worth discussing the four impediments to assure causal relationships indicated by Kellstedt 

and Whitten (2018): a sound causal mechanism, temporal order, covariation, and isolation. 

The issue of a sound causal mechanism is aimed to be settled in the section about the 

theoretical framework of this thesis. The temporal order can also hardly be a problem. The 

likelihood of an individual's justifications affecting her perception or her gender can quickly be 

ruled out. The third causal hurdle which concerns about covariation is the subject of the analysis. 

Whether perception levels or gender of the protagonists covary positively or negatively with the 

levels of justifications will be disclosed after analyzing the results from the survey.  

Nevertheless, the last impediment is a problem in survey settings. It is quite challenging to 

control for the effects of all potential variables leading to the changes in the justification levels 
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which brings some questions on whether the link between independent and dependent variables 

are spurious or not.  

Another set of problems arise because of the sampling strategy. Though SurveyMonkey 

Audience has millions of daily users, it still provides a sample of convenience where people are 

invited to the study through online platforms. The results of the survey can hardly be generalized 

to the population. Though having a sample of convenience is not a problem when the experimental 

component is considered, it can be a problem of external validity when the link between 

perceptions and justification levels is investigated. 

 Though online systems like the one provided by SurveyMonkey Audience has certain 

advantages such as the ability to reach millions of people around the world, an important caveat 

should not be missed: a form of research fatigue (Clark 2008). With its global reach, each month, 

nearly 1500 different projects are conducted through SurveyMonkey Audience (SurveyMonkey 

n.d.). Though there is no detailed information on how many of them are conducted with the 

participants from the U.S., it is known that there are over 2.5 million daily users from the country, 

and they are conducting surveys from a wide range of fields, from marketing to politics each day. 

Though it is not clear how this would affect their responses, it should not be missed at the same 

time. It might lead to a condition where the participants are not interested in the research anymore 

and only participate to get credits for themselves or their charity. 

 
4.5. Ethical Considerations 
This research design brings several ethical considerations together. Firstly, it can be said that the 

survey is designed by considering the principle of “do no harm” (Eck 2011) at every stage. It should 

be acknowledged that asking questions about justifications for a violent form of political action 

can be, almost by definition, treated as a sensitive issue.  

Since the hypothetical scenarios are sketched by considering existing theoretical 

explanations of rebel participation, it can be claimed that participants can find a particular scenario 

familiar and they may feel disturbed by this familiarity. In order to address such concerns, the 

fictitious country names, maps and relevant other details of the scenarios are carefully investigated, 

and it is aimed to set the condition where none of the participants associate the scenarios with a 

case from the real life. Nevertheless, the theoretical explanations addressed in these scenarios are 

built on cases from real civil war settings and a person who experiences conditions of such conflicts 

may react to these sorts of hypothetical scenarios.  

 To minimize such a possibility, the participants are selected from a country where there is 

no current internal civil strife. Also, presenting more details than necessary in the hypothetical 
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scenarios is avoided, since additional information may lead people to find a pseudo-pattern in the 

scenarios and affect their responses. 

With these steps, potential risks of triggering any retraumatizing feelings are minimized. 

Additionally, it can be claimed that providing information about the justifiability of a violent 

political action can pose a threat to the physical security of participants under certain circumstances. 

It can be acknowledged that in an authoritarian state where the government surveillance is at 

worrying levels, it might indeed be problematic.  However, choosing the United States to gather 

such data from the participants is an advantage which lowers the threats arising from such 

conditions in this regard. Also, the system that is used, SurveyMonkey Audience allows the 

researcher to prevent IP addresses from being stored in survey results. Unless participants reach 

to the researcher directly via e-mail -which is stated in the informed consent form and the message 

at the end of the survey- it is not likely for anyone to identify who participated in the survey. In 

cases where a participant contacts the researcher via e-mail, the researcher cannot know her 

responses by just looking at her name. Even if a participant reaches the researcher and provides 

her answers via e-mail to ask something about the study, it can be assured that the relevant e-mail 

will be secured with a strong password in the researcher's e-mail account and computer. 

Another issue of ethical consideration arises from providing participants something in 

exchange for their participation in the survey. Participants should be incentivized since the act of 

participating is time-consuming and requires a certain amount of effort. SurveyMonkey Audience 

in the U.S. aims to solve this issue through two different ways which are mentioned above.  

Lastly, the voluntary nature of the survey should be discussed in this context. Participants 

are assured that they can withdraw at any moment during the survey. The voluntariness is 

highlighted several times in the informed consent form. The reason why it is frequently addressed 

is that it is not aimed for participants to feel that they are powerless actors in this study. They are 

not treated as "objects" or "research materials."  
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5. Analysis 
Out of 417 individuals who were recruited from the United States through SurveyMonkey 

Audience on the 18th of April 2019, 324 participants filled the questionnaire until the end of it 

within the first four hours. Nevertheless, in 15 response sheets, a sort of anomaly where 

participants indicated the same answers for all questions is detected, and these are subtracted from 

the data. Hence, 309 out of 417 individuals are considered that they completed the questionnaire 

which made the response rate around 74 percent.  On average, participants spent 6 minutes 41 

seconds to fill all questions and in exchange for their efforts, either $0.50 was donated to the 

participant's selected charity organization through SurveyMonkey Contribute, or the participant 

earned credits amounted $0.35 through SurveyMonkey Rewards.  

In this section, the participants’ responses will be analyzed under the light of theoretical 

expectations of this thesis, and they will be assessed to grasp to what extent the expectations are 

met. Overall, the analysis implied no support for the expectations formed around the gender 

differences. Nevertheless, in two out of three domains tested in the study, it provided convincing 

insights favoring the approach in which a link between identification with a rebel candidate’s social 

group and justification levels for rebellion-related political actions is predicted. All analysis is 

conducted in Stata/IC 15.1 and regression tables are prepared with the estout package (Jann 2007). 

 

5.1. Demographics and Perceptions in General 
First of all, to get an overview of the participants’ profiles, one can take a look at the demographics 

of the sample. In the sample, it turned out that people who are above the age of 45 (78 percent of 

all, 241 participants) are more represented than the younger people. Though SurveyMonkey 

Audience helps the researcher to invite participants based on the age distribution stated in the U.S. 

census records, it is clear that among the people who completed the survey, older participants were 

salient. 

 

 
Figure 5. Age Distribution of the Participants 

 
Figure 6. Gender Distribution of the Participants 
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Concerning gender distribution, a more balanced statistic with 163 female participants and 

140 male participants can be observed. Additionally, nearly 2 percent of the participants (6) stated 

that they prefer not to tell their gender. 

 Regarding the education levels of the participants, it can be stated that a significant portion 

of the participants are well-educated considering that those who hold a bachelor’s degree and those 

who hold a graduate degree in total consisted of nearly 63.5 percent of all participants (196). 

 

 
Figure 7. Education Levels of the Participants 

 
Figure 8. Average Household Incomes of the Participants 

 
 Meanwhile, concerning the average household incomes, it is apparent that the majority of 

participants have an average household income between $25.000 and $125.000 (70 percent of all, 

216 participants). 

 After these details about demographics, one can take a look at the indicated levels of 

perceived financial status, perceived status of political marginalization and perceived status of 

physical security. 

Regarding perceived financial status, -as mentioned earlier- participants were provided with 

a 7-step ladder where they were told that the first step represents the worst financial status and the 

last step represents the best one.  

 

 
Figure 9. Perceived Financial Status of the Participants 
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They were asked to indicate the step which portrays their current financial situation along 

the ladder and the distribution of answers looked similar to a normal distribution where the mean 

of perceived financial status was 4.4 with a standard deviation (henceforth: SD) of 1.3. 

 When the perceived status of political marginalization was considered, participants were 

asked to indicate how strongly they feel that their voice is being heard by their respective 

government. 

 

 
Figure 10. Perceived Status of Political Marginalization of the Participants 

It turned out that – with a mean equal to 2.66 and an SD equal to 1.46 – participants 

perceived that their voices are not heard by their government to a large extent. On the other hand, 

when it comes to the perceived status of physical security, an opposite trend was visible.  

 

 
Figure 11. Perceived Status of Physical Security of the Participants 

 An overwhelming majority of the participants stated high degrees of perceived physical 

security status with a mean of 5.54 and an SD of 1.27 when they are asked to indicate how strongly 

they feel that they are safe in their residential area. 
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5.2. Gender and Justifications for Political Actions 
It is realized that assessing the experimental component in the first place - which was linked to the 

theoretical expectations on gender differences (H5) – would bring certain advantages concerning 

the strategy which would be developed to test the remaining hypotheses. 

In a case where the gender of protagonists in the scenarios had a substantial and statistically 

significant impact on the justification levels, it would be reasonable to analyze the impact of 

perceptions on the justification levels by considering the interaction effect of the gender factor. In 

other words, if the gender of protagonist in our hypothetical scenarios leads to a significant 

difference in the reactions of the participants, then while analyzing the perception's impact, it would 

make sense to conduct regression analysis by bearing in mind the type of scenario read by the 

participants. On the other hand, in a case where no difference arising from gender is detected, it 

can be argued that there is no need for a special treatment based on this experimental component 

while analyzing the effect of perceptions. 

To assess the impact of protagonists’ gender, Student’s t-tests -which works for normally 

distributed ordinal data- and Mann-Whitney U tests (MWU) -which is also known as Wilcoxon 

rank-sum test and suitable for non-parametric ordinal data- are conducted. It can be argued that 

conducting both may bring some valuable insights. While both of the tests examine ordinal data, 

t-tests assume the data is taken from a relatively large sample with normal distribution as opposed 

to MWU. Meanwhile, MWU is generally performed on smaller samples irrespective of their 

distribution. 

For the first scenario, it can be seen that while 135 participants are exposed to the story 

with the male protagonist John, 174 participants read the same scenario with the female protagonist 

Maria. It is essential to check whether these two groups are balanced on various covariates other 

than the independent variables. Since SurveyMonkey Audience randomly assigns these scenarios 

to the participants, in theory, that should not be a problem. Nevertheless, balance tests can be 

conducted to see whether that is indeed the case or not. 

By taking the two-tailed probability at a p-value of .05 and the df equal to 307 -which gives 

the t-value equals to ±1.9677-, it can be seen that between these two groups in the first scenario, 

there are no differences concerning the perceived financial status (t=1.698), perceived status of 

political marginalization (t=0.191), or perceived status of physical security (t=1.085). Similarly, 

concerning the demographics, there is no indication of a difference between the groups (For age 

variable, t equals to 0.055; for the gender of participant 1.148; for education level 0.483; for average 

household income 0.872). 
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Since the sample size is larger than 30, MWU statistics follow z distribution. At an α value 

equals to .05, z gets the value of ±1.96 considering two-sided distribution and any score in between 

+1.96 and -1.96 addresses that the groups are not different from each other concerning the 

potential covariate affecting the levels of justifications. In fact, that turned out to be the case (for 

age variable, z equals to 0.014; for gender 0.431; for education level 0.648; for average household 

income 0.804; for perceived financial status 1.746; for the perceived status of political 

marginalization 0.365; for the perceived status of physical security 1.703).  

Both the results from t-tests and MWU tests indicated that the two groups for the first 

scenario are comparable and the data collected from these groups can be assessed to see whether 

there is a meaningful difference when it comes to the levels of justifications depending on the 

gender of protagonists in the scenarios. 

 
Table 1. Descriptive statistics of dependent variables by treatment in the scenario #12 

 N Mean St. Dev. Min Max 
Male protagonist John (sce1_type=0)      
Tweet or use other social media (sce1_tweet) 135 5.526 1.727 1 7 
Attend a demonstration against the government and its 
policies (sce1_demonstration) 

135 5.526 1.770 1 7 

Support a non-violent anti-government political movement 
by donating a small amount of money (sce1_nvdonation) 

135 4.963 1.99 1 7 

Support a non-violent anti-government political movement 
by becoming a member (sce1_nvmember) 

135 5.459 1.722 1 7 

Support an armed rebellion against the government by 
donating a small amount of money (sce1_rebeldonation) 

135 1.785 1.224 1 6 

Join an armed rebellion against the government as a non-
fighter (as a cook, a teacher etc.) (sce1_rebelnonfighter) 

135 2.044 1.392 1 7 

Join an armed rebellion against the government as a fighter 
(sce1_rebelfighter) 
 

135 1.696 1.259 1 7 

Female protagonist Maria (sce1_type=1)      
Tweet or use other social media (sce1_tweet) 174 5.442 1.758 1 7 
Attend a demonstration against the government and its 
policies (sce1_demonstration) 

174 5.442 1.781 1 7 

Support a non-violent anti-government political movement 
by donating a small amount of money (sce1_nvdonation) 

174 5.178 1.889 1 7 

Support a non-violent anti-government political movement 
by becoming a member (sce1_nvmember) 

174 5.517 1.729 1 7 

Support an armed rebellion against the government by 
donating a small amount of money (sce1_rebeldonation) 

174 1.896 1.394 1 7 

Join an armed rebellion against the government as a non-
fighter (as a cook, a teacher etc.) (sce1_rebelnonfighter) 

174 2.126 1.492 1 7 

Join an armed rebellion against the government as a fighter 
(sce1_rebelfighter) 
 

174 1.793 1.361 1 7 

 

                                                        
2 After exposure to the scenario, participants are asked to indicate how justified do they think it would be for the protagonist to 
engage in listed political actions on a 7-point Likert scale. In the following tables, only the variable names in the dataset will be 
stated. 
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Contrary to the theoretical expectations of this thesis, gender did not matter in this first 

scenario. The indicated levels of justifications for the protagonists to engage in political actions -

no matter it is rebellion-related or not- were not significantly different depending on the gender of 

the protagonist. For all political actions, attained t-values were between -1.9677 and +1.9677 -

which are the critical t-values at a p-value of .05 and the df equal to 307- which meant that it is not 

possible to reject the null hypothesis which considers the means for each particular type of political 

action is equal for both groups. 

MWU tests did not address a different result at all. Similarly, for all domains, attained z-

values were between +1.96 and -1.96 -which are the critical z-values at an α value equals to .05- 

which reaffirms that it is not likely to reject the null hypothesis. 

 

Table 2. Mean differences, t-values, and z-values for the scenario #1 

 Mean difference 
(Δ) between 

sce1_type=0 and 
sce1_type=1 

Attained t-value 
reached by taking 

sce1_type as the 
grouping variable 

Attained z-value 
reached by taking 

sce1_type as the 
grouping variable 

sce1_tweet 0.083 0.417 0.384 
sce1_demonstration 0.083 0.402 0.409 
sce1_nvdonation -0.215 -0.970 -0.845 
sce1_nvmember -0.580 -0.293 -0.341 
sce1_rebeldonation -0.111 -0.734 -0.424 
sce1_rebelnonfighter -0.082 -0.493 -0.358 
sce1_rebelfighter 0.097 -0.640 -0.526 

 

In the second scenario, while 140 participants were exposed to the scenario with the male 

protagonist Michael, 169 of them read it with the female protagonist Sarah. When these two groups 

are tested to see whether they are comparable, no problem was observed. Considering the t-test 

results, groups’ levels of perceptions (t-value for perceived financial status -0.006, for perceived 

status of political marginalization 0.636, for perceived level of physical security -0.777) and 

demographics (t-value for age -0.908, for gender of the participant 0.285, for education level -0.375, 

for average household income 0.466) were not statistically different from each other. The MWU 

tests also showed that the two groups are balanced in this scenario (for age variable, z equals to -

0.731; for gender 1.464; for education level -0.256; for average household income 0.553; for 

perceived financial status -0.173; for perceived status of political marginalization 0.733; for 

perceived status of physical security -0.328). 
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of dependent variables by treatment in the scenario #2 

 N Mean St. Dev. Min Max 
Male protagonist Michael 
(sce2_type=0) 

     

sce2_tweet 140 5.493 1.707 1 7 
sce2_demonstration 140 5.557 1.672 1 7 
sce2_nvdonation 140 4.914 1.902 1 7 
sce2_nvmember 140 5.414 1.696 1 7 
sce2_rebeldonation 140 1.914 1.322 1 7 
sce2_rebelnonfighter 140 2.036 1.406 1 7 
sce2_rebelfighter 140 1.679 1.081 1 5 
      
Female protagonist Sarah 
(sce2_type=1) 

     

sce2_tweet 169 5.609 1.849 1 7 
sce2_demonstration 169 5.675 1.734 1 7 
sce2_nvdonation 169 5.213 1.997 1 7 
sce2_nvmember 169 5.586 1.703 1 7 
sce2_rebeldonation 169 1.976 1.480 1 7 
sce2_rebelnonfighter 169 2.290 1.750 1 7 
sce2_rebelfighter 169 1.876 1.481 1 7 

 

Similar to the results from the first scenario, the gender of protagonist did not turn out to 

be a decisive factor for justification levels considering both the results of t-tests and MWU tests. 

 
Table 4. Mean differences, t-values, and z-values for the scenario #2 

 Mean difference 
(Δ) between 

sce2_type=0 and 
sce2_type=1 

Attained t-value -
reached by taking 

sce2_type as the 
grouping variable 

Attained z-value 
reached by taking 

sce2_type as the 
grouping variable 

sce2_tweet -0.117 -0.571 -1.140 
sce2_demonstration -0.117 -0.602 -1.081 
sce2_nvdonation -0.299 -1.337 -1.535 
sce2_nvmember -0.171 -0.883 -1.077 
sce2_rebeldonation -0.062 -0.385 0.282 
sce2_rebelnonfighter -0.254 -1.387 -0.812 
sce2_rebelfighter -0.197 -1.312 -0.583 

 

In the third scenario, 162 participants read the scenario with the male protagonist Adam 

and the remaining 147 saw it with the female protagonist Jane. Considering perceptions and 

demographics, these two groups were comparable (t-value for perceived financial status 0.629, for 

perceived level of physical security 1.025, for age -0.461, for gender of the participants 0.703, for 

education levels -0.211, for average household income 0.473) except for the perceived status of 

political marginalization (t-value equal to 2.003 which is higher than the critical value of 1.968) 

when t-tests were conducted. The MWU tests addressed the same trend (for age variable, z equals 

to -0.714; for gender 0.194; for education level 0.011; for average household income 0.656; for 
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perceived financial status 0.763; for perceived status of physical security 0.366) with the only 

exception of perceived status of political marginalization (z-value equal to 2.278 which is higher 

than the critical value of 1.96). 

 Nevertheless, the distinction of the perceived status of political marginalization, in this 

case, might be negligible and attributed to a random chance. Following the remaining results and 

the randomization procedure of the SurveyMonkey Audience still, make a strong case for 

comparability of these two groups.  
 

Table 5. Descriptive statistics of dependent variables by treatment in the scenario #3 

 N Mean St. Dev. Min Max 
Male protagonist Adam (sce3_type=0)      
sce3_tweet 162 5.549 1.888 1 7 
sce3_demonstration 162 5.630 1.811 1 7 
sce3_nvdonation 162 5.259 1.887 1 7 
sce3_nvmember 162 5.500 1.829 1 7 
sce3_rebeldonation 162 2.315 1.628 1 7 
sce3_rebelnonfighter 162 2.451 1.766 1 7 
sce3_rebelfighter 162 2.043 1.530 1 7 
      
Female protagonist Jane (sce3_type=1)      
sce3_tweet 147 5.973 1.389 1 7 
sce3_demonstration 147 6.014 1.395 1 7 
sce3_nvdonation 147 5.456 1.892 1 7 
sce3_nvmember 147 5.843 1.637 1 7 
sce3_rebeldonation 147 2.204 1.671 1 7 
sce3_rebelnonfighter 147 2.239 1.623 1 7 
sce3_rebelfighter 147 1.946 1.461 1 7 

 

Different from the first two scenarios, significant statistical differences between the groups 

in this scenario concerning "tweeting or using other social media" and "attending a demonstration 

against the government and its policies" were detected in t-tests. Nevertheless, the MWU tests did 

not give the same results which make it challenging to reflect it as a robust result.  

 
Table 6. Mean differences, t-values, and z-values for the scenario #3 

 Mean difference 
(Δ) between 

sce3_type=0 and 
sce3_type=1 

Attained t-value -
reached by taking 

sce3_type as the 
grouping variable 

Attained z-value 
reached by taking 

sce3_type as the 
grouping variable 

sce3_tweet -0.423 -2.226 -1.560 
sce3_demonstration -0.384 -2.073 -1.611 
sce3_nvdonation -0.196 -0.913 -1.116 
sce3_nvmember -0.343 -1.733 -1.694 
sce3_rebeldonation 0.111 0.590 1.125 
sce3_rebelnonfighter 0.212 1.098 1.212 
sce3_rebelfighter 0.098 0.572 0.624 
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In the final scenario, while 165 participants saw the scenario with the male protagonist 

Henry, the remaining 144 read it with the female protagonist Catherine. Considering the results of 

balance tests through t-tests (t-value for perceived financial status 0.689, for perceived status of 

political marginalization -0.583, for perceived status of physical security 0.253, for age -0.360, for 

gender of the participants -0.965, for education levels -0.107, for average household income 0.820) 

and through MWU tests (for age variable, z equals to -0.544; for gender 0.463; for education level 

-0.343; for average household income 0.872; for perceived financial status 0.531; for perceived 

status of political marginalization -0.877; for perceived status of physical security 0.013), it was clear 

that these two groups in this scenario were comparable. 
 

Table 7. Descriptive statistics of dependent variables by treatment in the scenario #4 

 N Mean St. Dev. Min Max 
Male protagonist Henry (sce4_type=0)      
sce4_tweet 165 5.824 1.711 1 7 
sce4_demonstration 165 5.921 1.667 1 7 
sce4_nvdonation 165 5.612 1.806 1 7 
sce4_nvmember 165 5.818 1.690 1 7 
sce4_rebeldonation 165 3.206 2.097 1 7 
sce4_rebelnonfighter 165 3.194 2.060 1 7 
sce4_rebelfighter 165 2.812 1.866 1 7 
      
Female protagonist Catherine 
(sce4_type=1) 

     

sce4_tweet 144 5.840 1.700 1 7 
sce4_demonstration 144 5.903 1.579 1 7 
sce4_nvdonation 144 5.535 1.816 1 7 
sce4_nvmember 144 5.778 1.619 1 7 
sce4_rebeldonation 144 2.757 1.955 1 7 
sce4_rebelnonfighter 144 2.861 1.992 1 7 
sce4_rebelfighter 144 2.715 1.928 1 7 

 

Nevertheless, no statistical difference between the groups concerning the levels of 

justification is observed in this scenario too. Gender of the protagonist did not have a substantial 

influence on participants' indicated levels of justifications for any political action.  
 

Table 8. Mean differences, t-values, and z-values for the scenario #4 

 Mean difference 
(Δ) between 

sce4_type=0 and 
sce4_type=1 

Attained t-value -
reached by taking 

sce4_type as the 
grouping variable 

Attained z-value 
reached by taking 

sce4_type as the 
grouping variable 

sce4_tweet -0.016 -0.082 -0.238 
sce4_demonstration 0.018 0.099 0.397 
sce4_nvdonation 0.077 0.375 0.464 
sce4_nvmember 0.040 0.214 0.515 
sce4_rebeldonation 0.449 1.938 1.921 
sce4_rebelnonfighter 0.333 1.439 1.449 
sce4_rebelfighter 0.097 0.448 0.576 
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 When the results are pondered together, it became clear that the experimental component 

did not address a difference between the control groups where male protagonists are visible in the 

scenarios and the treatment groups where the female protagonists are on the scene. Though the 

groups are carefully assessed with the balance tests, the statistical analysis did not provide 

supporting evidence for the theoretical expectations built around the gendered dynamic of violent 

political activities. Consequently, it can be said that the relevant hypothesis (H5) is not supported. 

Hence, it can be argued that since no difference arising from the gender of protagonist is 

detected, there is no need for a special treatment based on this experimental component while 

analyzing the effects of perceptions. The data can be handled together regardless of the gender of 

protagonists in the rest of the analysis. 

 

5.3. Perceptions and Justifications for Political Actions 
The link between perceptions and justification levels was analyzed by conducting both ordinary 

least-squares (henceforth: OLS) regressions and ordinal logistic regressions (henceforth: OLR). 

Though OLS as a form of linear regression model is mainly used for assessing the link between 

two interval-level variables, in different statistical models, treating ordinal-level variables as 

continuous ones are found feasible (Pasta 2009; Long, Long, and Freese 2006). An important 

reason behind this is that indeed individuals themselves generally interpret these ordinal-level 

variables as continues ones in a Likert scale setting which means each scale step has the same 

mathematical meaning for them. Overall, it is considered useful to conduct both OLS and OLR to 

check whether both of the analyses address the same results concerning the direction and the 

significance of relationships between independent and dependent variables. 

 In both of the regression models, it was important to control for the demographic variables 

to take their potential effect into account. For this reason, participant’s age, gender, education level 

and average household income were controlled in the analysis. This caused a minor problem 

concerning the variable for gender of the participants. In the questionnaire, participants were asked 

to indicate their gender and they were given the options “male,” “female,” “other -with a request 

for typing which” and “prefer not to say.” While none of the participants typed any other gender 

apart from male and female, 6 participants chose “prefer not to say” their gender. The option 

“prefer not to say” was found problematic to assess in the regression models and since no other 

gender was indicated, the gender variable was taken into consideration as a dummy variable which 

required excluding participants who did not state their gender. Hence, data from 303 participants 

were analyzed in this section. 
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 As discussed in the theoretical framework, this study primarily deals with three types of 

perceptions defining the social group of an individual and their potential influence on the indicated 

justification levels per listed political actions. These three perceptions are associated with four 

different hypothetical scenarios sketched for the study. 

 
5.3.1. Perceived Financial Status and Justifications 

It is argued that the perceived financial status of an individual would affect her indicated strength 

of justification for a rebellion-related political action which is done by an individual who suffers 

from some economic discontents or who is offered material incentives to be part of the relevant 

political action. 

 Hence, together with the participant’s perceived financial status, her reaction in the form 

of justification levels are measured after presenting each hypothetical scenario related to economic 

grievances and selective incentives. 

In the first scenario -which covers economic grievances-, it is found out that perceived 

financial status is, in fact, able to provide some clues on justifications for rebellion-related political 

actions. To assess the strength and direction of the correlation between perceived financial status 

and each type of rebellion-related political action, Pearson's correlation test was conducted and it 

turned out that there is a negative and small3 correlation (r equals to -0.258) which is significant at 

the p-value of 0.054 between the perceived financial status and justifications for joining a rebellion 

as a fighter. The correlation was similar (r equals to -0.175 and significant) when justification levels 

for joining as a non-fighter is considered. This trend continued (r equals to -0.165 and significant) 

when justification levels for supporting a rebellion by donation is carried into the foci. 

The OLS regressions showed that the relationship between the perceived financial status 

and justifications for all rebellion-related political actions are indeed significant. Only concerning 

justifications for participating in a rebel group as a non-fighter, an interaction effect was observed 

where age and perceived financial status should be considered together to predict the justification 

levels. When these three political actions were compared to each other, the effect of the perceived 

financial status on justifications was the largest in the action addressing to participation in rebellion 

as a fighter. 

 

 

                                                        
3 While | r | between 0.1 and 0.3 is considered a small correlation, | r | between 0.3 and 0.5 is considered a moderate correlation. 
If | r | is higher than 0.5, then the correlation turns out to be strong. 
4 In the following Pearson's correlation tests, the p-value of 0.05 will be taken to assess significance. 
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Table 9. OLS for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #1 

 (1) 
sce1_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce1_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce1_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived  
Financial Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.255*** -0.154* -0.141* 
(-3.92) (-2.14) (-2.11) 

age -0.0868 -0.119* -0.0199 
 (-1.67) (-2.06) (-0.37) 
gender 0.0969 0.310 0.168 
 (0.64) (1.86) (1.09) 
edu -0.0951 -0.0784 -0.0725 
 (-1.67) (-1.24) (-1.24) 
income 0.0610 0.0154 0.00625 
 (1.59) (0.36) (0.16) 
Constant                     3.373*** 3.408*** 2.734*** 
 (8.91) (8.14) (7.04) 
Observations                  303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 

 

Following the regression equation on justification levels for participating in a rebellion as a 

fighter (which is Y=-0.255*(financialstatus) + 3.373), it can be said that if the mean value for the 

perceived financial status is taken (which is 4.4), the expected justification level for that action 

would be 2.251 on the scale. One standard deviation increase in this perceived financial status 

(which happens to be an additional 1.3 scale step) would result at the justification level 1.9195. 

 The OLR (Appendix B, Table 17) indicated similar findings except for the justifications for 

participating in a rebellion as a non-fighter. The significance of the relationship between that and 

indicated perceived financial status disappeared in OLR and instead of this perception, age and 

gender became the significant factors. Additionally, the relationship between perceived financial 
status and justifications for participating in a rebellion as fighter turned out to be significant at the 

p-value of 0.01 instead of 0.001 stated in the OLS regression. For the justifications for donating a 

small amount of money to a rebel group, both OLS and OLR gave the same significance level and 

addressed the same direction for the relationship. 
 These results provided some supporting evidence for the proposed link between 

perceptions and justification levels for rebellion-related activities. In this respect, if the results from 

the OLS is taken, it can be said that the relevant hypothesis (H1) is fully supported and the OLR 

analysis affirmed this inference for two out of three rebellion-related political actions. Meanwhile, 
no significant relationship between perceptions and justification levels for non-violent political 

actions is found. None of the correlations between perceptions and justification levels for non-

violent political actions in Pearson's correlation tests (for sce1_nvmember r equals to 0.101, for 

sce1_nvdonation 0.073, for sce1_demonstration 0.056, for sce1_tweet 0.04) were statistically significant. 
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Table 10. OLS for non-violent political activities in scenario #1 

 (4) 
sce1_nvmember 

(5) 
sce1_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce1_demonstration     

(7) 
sce1_tweet    

 
Perceived  
Financial 
Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
 

-0.00263 

 
 

0.00343 

 
 

-0.0960 

 
 

-0.0353 
(-0.03) (0.03) (-1.03) (-0.39) 

age 0.0354 0.0391 0.0603 -0.0607 
 (0.49) (0.48) (0.81) (-0.83) 
gender 0.0953 -0.0811 0.102 0.223 
 (0.46) (-0.34) (0.47) (1.06) 
edu 0.0964 0.0168 0.119 0.0854 
 (1.23) (0.19) (1.46) (1.07) 
income 0.0938 0.0819 0.161** 0.0844 
 (1.77) (1.36) (2.95) (1.57) 
Constant                     4.470*** 4.538*** 4.345*** 5.045*** 
 (8.56) (7.67) (8.05) (9.49) 
Observations                  303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  

 

 The results from the OLS analysis also showed that the relationships between the perceived 

financial status and justifications for non-violent political actions are not significant. Only 

concerning the justifications for attending a demonstration against the government, the 

relationship between justification levels and average household income turned out to be significant.   

The OLR (Appendix B, Table 18) indicated the same results for the income-justification 

levels relationship for attending a demonstration against the government. It also presented that 

average household income can be significant when considering the justification levels for being a 

member of a non-violent movement -which did not occur in OLS-. Nonetheless, the OLR affirmed 

the insignificance of perceived financial status in justifications for all non-violent political actions. 
 

 Justification Levels for 
Rebellion-related Political Actions 

Justification Levels for 
Non-Violent Political Actions 

sce1_rebelfighter sce1_rebelnonfighter sce1_rebeldonation sce1_nvmember sce1_nvdonation sce1_demonstration sce1_tweet 

OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR 

financialstatus -*** -** -*  -* -*         

age   -* -*           

gender    +*           

edu               

income        +*   +** +**   

Figure 12. Summary of the analysis of scenario #15 

                                                        
5 Significance levels are considered as follows: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Plus (+) and minus (-) symbols are used to 
indicate the direction of the relationship between the variables. These will be the same in the following summary figures. 



 43 

 In the second scenario -which concerns selective incentives-, again the impact of perceived 

financial status provided some hints when the rebellion-related political actions are considered. 

Similar to the first scenario, Pearson's correlation tests indicated a negative and small correlation 

between perceived financial status and each type of rebellion-related political action (for 

sce2_rebelfighter r equals to -0.231, for sce2_rebelnonfighter -0.1511, for sce2_rebeldonation -0.189) which 

were all significant. 

 
Table 11. OLS for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #2 

 (1) 
sce2_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce2_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce2_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived  
Financial Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.211** 

 
-0.131 

 
-0.121 

(-3.19) (-1.59) (-1.70) 

age -0.0748 -0.128 -0.0494 
 (-1.41) (-1.94) (-0.87) 
gender 0.00137 0.195 0.210 
 (0.01) (1.02) (1.28) 
edu -0.0933 -0.0855 -0.129* 
 (-1.61) (-1.19) (-2.07) 
income 0.0272 -0.000366 -0.0309 
 (0.70) (-0.01) (-0.74) 
Constant                     3.350*** 3.597*** 3.281*** 
 (8.68) (7.52) (7.95) 
Observations                  303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 

 

 Nevertheless, as demographic variables were controlled in the OLS regression, the analysis 

pointed out only the significance of relationship between perceived financial status and 

justifications for participating a rebellion as a fighter. For the remaining two rebellion-related 

activities, it was not possible to indicate the same. Concerning justifications for donating to a rebel 

group, education levels came to the surface as a significant factor. 

Following the regression equation on justification levels for participating in a rebellion as a 

fighter (which is Y=-0.211*(financialstatus) + 3.350), it can be said that if the mean value for the 

perceived financial status is taken (which is 4.4), the expected justification level for that action 

would be 2.4216 on the scale. One standard deviation increase in this perceived financial status 

(which happens to be an additional 1.3 scale step) would result at the justification level 2.1473. 

 On the other hand, the OLR analysis (Appendix B, Table 19) did not provide any 

significant relationship between perceived financial status and justifications for rebellion-related 

activities. The significance of relationship for perceptions and justifications for participating a 
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rebellion as a fighter disappeared in OLR. Also, the relationship between justifications for donating 

to a rebel group and education levels was not observed in this setting. Nonetheless, the OLR 

addressed the significance of the relationship between age and justifications for participating a 

rebellion as a non-fighter -which was not visible in OLS. 

 The findings from the second scenario provided partial support for the link between 

perceptions and justification levels for rebellion-related activities hypothesized in this study. In this 

regard, it can be stated that the relevant hypothesis (H2) is partly supported concerning the OLS 

results in only one out of three rebellion-related political actions. Meanwhile, the link between 

perceived financial status and justification levels for non-violent political actions was not significant 

which followed a similar pattern as the first scenario. None of the correlations between the 

variables in Pearson's correlation tests (for sce2_nvmember r equals to -0.027, for sce2_nvdonation 

0.054, for sce2_demonstration -0.0002, for sce2_tweet 0.046) were statistically significant. 

 
Table 12. OLS for non-violent political activities in scenario #2 

 (4) 
sce2_nvmember 

(5) 
sce2_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce2_demonstration     

(7) 
sce2_tweet    

 
Perceived  
Financial 
Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.162 

 
-0.0225 

 
-0.124 

 
0.0359 

(-1.82) (-0.22) (-1.38) (0.39) 

age -0.0224 0.0301 0.0197 -0.151* 
 (-0.32) (0.36) (0.28) (-2.03) 
gender 0.136 -0.0671 0.137 0.276 
 (0.66) (-0.28) (0.66) (1.28) 
edu 0.105 0.0977 0.0681 0.131 
 (1.35) (1.08) (0.87) (1.61) 
income 0.121* 0.0562 0.107* 0.0299 
 (2.30) (0.92) (2.02) (0.54) 
Constant                     5.282*** 4.410*** 5.269*** 5.218*** 
 (10.21) (7.34) (10.10) (9.64) 
Observations                  303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  

 

 Both OLS and OLR (Appendix B, Table 20) analysis also confirmed that the relationship 

between the perceived financial status and justifications for non-violent political actions were not 

significant. On the other hand, in both of the analysis, average household income turned out to be 

a significant predictor of justifications for being a member of a non-violent movement and 

attending a demonstration. While the OLS also in indicated the significance of the relationship 

between age and justifications for using social media, that disappeared in OLR. 
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 Justification Levels for 
Rebellion-related Political Actions 

Justification Levels for 
Non-Violent Political Actions 

sce2_rebelfighter sce2_rebelnonfighter sce2_rebeldonation sce2_nvmember sce2_nvdonation sce2_demonstration sce2_tweet 

OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR 

financialstatus -**              

age    -*         -*  

gender               

edu     -*          

income       +* +**   +* +*   

Figure 13. Summary of the analysis of scenario #2 

5.3.2. Perceived Status of Political Marginalization and Justifications 

In the third scenario -which focuses on political grievances-, it is realized that the perceived status 

of political marginalization can hardly provide some hints about justifications for rebellion-related 

political actions. Pearson's correlation tests showed a negative and small correlation between the 

perceived status of political marginalization and each type of rebellion-related political action (for 

sce3_rebelfighter r equals to -0.123, for sce2_rebelnonfighter -0.150, for sce2_rebeldonation -0.116) which 

were all significant. Nonetheless, the OLS regression did not say the same for the relationships. 

 

Table 13. OLS for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #3 

 (1) 
sce3_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce3_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce3_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived Status 
of Political 
Marginalization 
beingheard 
 

 
-0.105 

 
-0.112 

 
-0.102 

(-1.77) (-1.69) (-1.55) 

age -0.124* -0.248*** -0.136* 
 (-2.10) (-3.72) (-2.06) 
gender -0.289 -0.0442 -0.0736 
 (-1.65) (-0.22) (-0.38) 
edu -0.0852 -0.112 0.0140 
 (-1.27) (-1.49) (0.19) 
income -0.0394 -0.0662 -0.102* 
 (-0.98) (-1.47) (-2.29) 
Constant                     3.523*** 4.575*** 3.529*** 
 (8.26) (9.55) (7.43) 
Observations                  303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 

 

 The relationship between the perceived status of political marginalization and justifications 

for rebellion-related political actions were not significant in OLS analysis. Instead, age appeared to 

be an important indicator. The relationship between age and justifications for all rebellion-related 
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political actions turned out to be significant. Concerning justifications for donating to a rebel group, 

there was an additional significant factor which was the average household income. 

 The OLR (Appendix B, Table 21) did not address a different finding concerning the link 

between the perceived status of political marginalization and justifications for rebellion-related 

political actions. In this analysis, the relationship between age and justification levels were 

significant only in justifications for participating in a rebellion as a non-fighter. The significance of 

average household income and justifications for donating to a rebel group was affirmed in the 

OLR. As a distinct finding, average household income turned out to be important for also 

justifications for participating in rebellion as a non-fighter in this analysis. 

 The analysis of the third scenario presented almost no evidence for the theoretical 

expectations of this study which meant that the relevant hypothesis (H3) is not supported. 

Meanwhile, it turned out that in this scenario, the relationship between perceived status of political 

marginalization and justification levels for non-violent political actions can present some 

interesting insights. In Pearson's correlation tests (for sce3_nvmember r equals to -0.149, for 

sce3_nvdonation -0.081, for sce3_demonstration -0.108, for sce3_tweet 0.055), only the correlation between 

perceived status of political marginalization and justifications for being a member of a non-violent 

movement turned out to be statistically significant.  

 

Table 14. OLS for non-violent political activities in scenario #3 

 (4) 
sce3_nvmember 

(5) 
sce3_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce3_demonstration     

(7) 
sce3_tweet    

 
Perceived 
Status of 
Political 
Marginalization 
beingheard 
 

 
-0.202** 

 
-0.143 

 
-0.144* 

 
-0.0462 

(-2.87) (-1.90) (-2.24) (-0.68) 

age -0.00301 -0.0113 0.00828 -0.127 
 (-0.04) (-0.15) (0.13) (-1.88) 
gender 0.0789 0.0960 0.0477 0.207 
 (0.38) (0.43) (0.25) (1.03) 
edu 0.162* 0.317*** 0.190** 0.182* 
 (2.03) (3.69) (2.60) (2.38) 
income 0.0309 -0.00647 0.0665 0.0156 
 (0.65) (-0.13) (1.52) (0.34) 
Constant                     5.306*** 4.308*** 4.997*** 5.437*** 
 (10.41) (7.89) (10.73) (11.12) 
Observations                  303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  
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The OLS regression analysis also indicated the significance of aforementioned relationship. 

Additionally, it suggested that the relationship between perceived status of political marginalization 

and justifications for attending a demonstration turned out to be significant. Nevertheless, they 

were not alone in predicting the justification levels. Concerning justifications for all non-violent 

political actions, education levels turned out to be decisive factors. 

 The OLR analysis (Appendix B, Table 22) told a slightly different story. The results of 

OLRs for non-violent political actions showed that in addition to the above-mentioned perception-

justification levels relationships, the relationship between perceived status of political 

marginalization and justifications for donating to a non-violent movement was significant. 

Regarding the effect of education levels, it can be said that the significance remained the same 

except for the justifications for being a member of a non-violent movement. 

These results may indicate a potential influence of perceived status of political 

marginalization and education levels on justification levels for non-violent political actions.  

 
 Justification Levels for 

Rebellion-related Political Actions 
Justification Levels for 

Non-Violent Political Actions 
sce3_rebelfighter sce3_rebelnonfighter sce3_rebeldonation sce3_nvmember sce3_nvdonation sce3_demonstration sce3_tweet 

OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR 

beingheard       -** -**  -** -* -**   

age -*  -*** -*** -*          

gender               

edu       +*  +*** +*** +** +** +* +* 

income    -* -* -*         

Figure 14. Summary of the analysis of scenario #3 

 
5.3.3. Perceived Status of Physical Security and Justifications 

Similar to the previous scenario, the fourth scenario -which was built on the indiscriminate violence 

theme- was not able to present any statistically significant relationship concerning the link between 

perceptions and justification levels for rebellion-related political actions. For this scenario, the 

impact of perceived status of physical security was investigated, and Pearson's correlation tests 

indicated no significant correlation between that and justification levels for rebellion-related 

political actions (for sce4_rebelfighter r equals to 0.030, for sce4_rebelnonfighter -0.003, for 

sce4_rebeldonation 0.060). 
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Table 15. OLS for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #4 

 (1) 
sce4_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce4_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce4_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived Status 
of Physical 
Security 
safety 
 

 
0.0958 

 
0.0473 

 
0.131 

(1.09) (0.50) (1.38) 

age -0.229** -0.245** -0.160 
 (-2.96) (-2.94) (-1.91) 
gender -0.384 -0.0548 -0.0636 
 (-1.67) (-0.22) (-0.26) 
edu 0.00299 -0.0269 0.0794 
 (0.03) (-0.29) (0.85) 
income -0.0466 -0.0473 -0.0437 
 (-0.87) (-0.82) (-0.75) 
Constant                     3.648*** 4.235*** 2.830*** 
 (5.41) (5.83) (3.87) 
Observations                  303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 

 

 When assessed more closely with OLS analysis, the relationships kept being insignificant. 

Meanwhile, the relationship between age and justification levels for participating in rebellion as a 

fighter and as a non-fighter turned out to be significant. It was not different when OLR (Appendix 

B, Table 23) analysis was conducted for rebellion-related political actions. The OLR also affirmed 

the significance of the two age-justification levels relationship indicated in the OLS. 

 Hence, it can be said that the analysis of this scenario did not fulfill the expectations of the 

theoretical framework of this study and consequently, the relevant hypothesis (H4) is not 

supported. 

 When it comes to non-violent political actions, in Pearson's correlation tests (for 

sce4_nvmember r equals to -0.082, for sce4_nvdonation 0.050, for sce4_demonstration 0.120, for sce3_tweet 

0.060), only the correlation between perceived status of physical security and justification levels for 

attending a demonstration was significant. Nonetheless, the OLS did not show the significance of 

such a relationship. 
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Table 16. OLS for non-violent political activities in scenario #4 

 (4) 
sce4_nvmember 

(5) 
sce4_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce4_demonstration     

(7) 
sce4_tweet    

 
Perceived 
Status of 
Physical 
Security 
safety 
 

 
0.0786 

 
0.0102 

 
0.142 

 
0.0645 

(1.04) (0.12) (1.89) (0.82) 

age -0.0979 0.0541 -0.0423 -0.0866 
 (-1.48) (0.74) (-0.64) (-1.26) 
gender -0.0442 0.168 0.156 0.188 
 (-0.22) (0.77) (0.79) (0.92) 
edu 0.206** 0.158 0.167* 0.191* 
 (2.78) (1.92) (2.26) (2.48) 
income 0.0456 0.0778 0.0463 0.0367 
 (0.99) (1.53) (1.01) (0.77) 
Constant                     4.719*** 4.152*** 4.268*** 4.745*** 
 (8.18) (6.51) (7.40) (7.92) 
Observations                  303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  

 

 In the meantime, the OLS analysis indicated the significance of relationship between 

education levels and justification levels for all non-violent political actions except donating to a 

non-violent movement. 

 The OLR (Appendix B, Table 24) affirmed the same findings with an addition. The 

relationship between education levels and justification levels was significant also for donating to a 

non-violent movement. 

 
 Justification Levels for 

Rebellion-related Political Actions 
Justification Levels for 

Non-Violent Political Actions 
sce4_rebelfighter sce4_rebelnonfighter sce4_rebeldonation sce4_nvmember sce4_nvdonation sce4_demonstration sce4_tweet 

OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR OLS OLR 

safety               

age -** -** -** -**           

gender               

edu       +** +**  +* +* +* +* +* 

income               

Figure 15. Summary of the analysis of scenario #4 
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5.4. Summary of the Analysis 
The analysis showed that out of five hypotheses developed in this study, only one of them (H1) 

can be supported to a high extent and one of them (H2) gains partial support. Both of these 

hypotheses concern the same domain namely the link between perceived financial status and 

justification levels. Briefly, it turned out that perceived financial status of an individual can indeed 

predict the levels of justification indicated for a person who has economic grievances (H1) or who 

is offered selective incentives (H2) to a considerable extent when rebellion-related political actions 

are studied. 

It was expected to see that as individuals’ perceived status of political marginalization gets 

worse, they would indicate higher levels of justification for a person who has political grievances 

to engage in a rebellion-related political action (H3). Nevertheless, in this context, no significant 

relationship supporting this hypothesis emerged in the analysis.  It was also hypothesized that as 

individuals’ perceived status of physical security gets worse, they would indicate higher levels of 

justification for a person who has witnessed indiscriminate violence to engage in a rebellion-related 

political action (H4). Nonetheless, the analysis did not provide a convincing evidence for this 

hypothesis too. 

 

Type of 
scenario 

 

Type of 
perception 

 

Justification Levels for 
Rebellion-related Political Actions 

Justification Levels for 
Non-Violent Political Actions 

Join an 
armed 
rebellion 
against the 
government 
as a fighter  

Join an 
armed 
rebellion 
against the 
government 
as a non-
fighter (as a 
cook, a 
teacher etc.) 

Support an 
armed 
rebellion 
against the 
government 
by donating 
a small 
amount of 
money 

 

Support a 
non-violent 
anti- 
government 
political 
movement 
by 
becoming a 
member  

Support a 
non-violent 
anti- 
government 
political 
movement 
by donating 
a small 
amount of 
money 

Attend a 
demonstrati
on against 
the 
government 
and its 
policies 

Tweet 
or use 
other 
social 
media 

Scenario #1: 
Economic 
grievances 

Financial status Both OLS 
and OLR (-) 

Only OLS 
(-) 

Both OLS 
and OLR (-)     

Scenario #2: 
Selective 
incentives 

Financial status Only OLS 
(-)       

Scenario #3: 
Political 
grievances 

Status of 
political 
marginalization 

   Both OLS 
and OLR (-) 

Only OLR 
(-) 

Both OLS 
and OLR (-)  

Scenario #4: 
Indiscriminate 
violence 

Status of 
physical security        

Figure 16. The significance and direction of the link between perceptions and justifications in each model 

Concerning the gender dimension theorized in this study, while it was expected that people 

would state higher levels of justifications for men than women to engage in rebellion-related 

political actions (H5), this expectation was not observed in the context of any of the scenarios read 

by the participants. This meant that the relevant hypothesis was not supported in the analysis. 
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6. Discussion and Conclusion 
As social beings, we use different channels and engage in various actions to express our discontents 

about daily life or politics in general. What we find as an acceptable action is as important as what 

we consider attempting to voice our concerns. It is a fact that our attitudes towards specific political 

actions may not automatically transform themselves into behavioral responses. It means just 

because we find a particular political action appropriate in a specific context, it does not mean we 

would attempt to do that under the same circumstances. Nevertheless, our justifications signal that 

the relevant act is legitimate for us. This aspect might be a deal breaker when rebellion-related 

political actions are carried under the microscope. 

Though rebellions are rare phenomena, from time to time, they have the power to affect 

ordinary citizens' lives immensely. As civil insurgencies become part of the reality in individuals' 

daily lives, the reactions to them get even more crucial and may turn into decisive factors for the 

lifespan of a rebellion. Eventually, rebellions are costly for their organizers, and they need support 

from the people in the outside. Although the support in material forms is vital, it cannot be limited 

to that. Rebellions also need moral support which can be provided by the people in the outside by 

various means. In this respect, finding a rebellion-related political action justified or not gains 

significance.  

Although to the author’s knowledge, there has been no study particularly dealing with this 

issue, there has been a substantial body of research on the question of why individuals join a 

rebellion. The rebel participation literature was deemed suitable as a good starting point on this 

discussion since the motivations of rebels reveal some clues on what might be found justified and 

what not when it comes to engaging in such a violent form of political action.  

 Moving from this point, this thesis investigated the question of under what conditions 

ordinary citizens find it justified for an individual to engage in rebellion-related political actions. 

The quest started with a review of the motivations of current or former rebels as stated in the 

academic literature. It is thought that an individual may not wholeheartedly justify a rebel's action 

independent from assessing her motivation. In terms of the extent to justify a political action, there 

might be a fluctuation since, for instance, one may find it justified for an individual to join a 

rebellion because of her political discontents but may not find it justifiable if she joins just to get 

some money.   

 In this respect, three widely-referred explanations in the literature were selected and 

reviewed in detail. Obviously, such selection brings certain limitations since there are other 

motivations leading to the rebel participation discussed in the literature. An important one would 

be the ethnic dimension of the participation phenomenon in some cases -which is neglected in this 
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study. Nevertheless, the motivations arising from economic or political grievances, selective 

incentives, and indiscriminate violence are found sufficient in the scope of this study. 

In the theoretical framework, it is considered that there would be two main factors affecting 

the extent to justify a rebellion-related political action: identification with the rebel candidate's 

social group and gender of this rebel candidate. It is imagined that what characterizes the rebel 

candidate’s social group might be decisive in her decision to participate and shape her motivation. 

Following the SIT (Tajfel et al. 1979), it is hypothesized that people who identify themselves with 

the rebel candidate’s social group would indicate higher levels of justification for this rebel 

candidate to engage in rebellion-related political actions. The identification with a social group is 

associated with perceptions shared by the group members and shaped the characteristics of the 

group. 

In connection with this, four different hypotheses were developed. It was expected that 

concerning rebellion-related activities, those who perceive their financial status worse would 

indicate higher levels of justifications for an individual who has some economic grievances (H1) or 

who knows she will be offered selective incentives (H2) in exchange for her political action. The 

hypotheses on the possible link between the perceived status of political marginalization and 

political grievances (H3) and the relationship between the perceived status of physical security and 

indiscriminate violence (H4) were also developed.  

In addition to this aspect, the gendered nature of war was problematized and it is also 

expected to be influential in the justification levels. Briefly, it was anticipated that people would 

indicate higher levels of justifications for men than women to engage in rebellion-related political 

actions (H5) in every domain that the study focuses. 

The research design to these hypotheses involved a survey with several questions on 

perceptions to measure the independent variables and a number of hypothetical scenarios which 

addressed a specific source of motivation. An experimental component was added to the scenarios 

in which participants read each scenario either with a male protagonist or a female one. The aim 

was to see the effect of gender as another independent variable in the study. After exposure to each 

scenario, participants were asked to indicate to what extent they find it justified for the protagonist 

to engage in listed political actions. Justification levels were treated as dependent variables. 

Though the hypothetical scenarios are carefully prepared with the aim that they should not 

resemble any particular case in real life, it was challenging. It is considered that any resemblance -

apart from the similarities in the perceptions- would introduce bias in the responses. If the 

participants would think that the hypothetical country of Aldonia is a country that they know of, 

their responses would be affected accordingly. To minimize such possibility, the participants are 



 53 

recruited from the U.S where there is no internal civil strife, and the citizens are relatively less 

exposed to organized violence. 

Additionally, the question of external validity rooted in these scenarios should be taken 

seriously. Though these hypothetical scenarios were prepared under the light of theoretical 

explanations of rebel participation, these were made-up stories by definition. The cases in real life 

are much more complicated than the ones stated in these stories and individuals may judge people's 

decisions to engage in particular political action by considering different aspects of their 

motivations. The hypothetical scenarios and -consequently- this research design could only reflect 

part of the reality behind justifications for rebellion-related activities.  

As discussed in the previous section, the experimental component was assessed first to 

select a strategy for the remaining sections of the analysis, and it turned out that gender of the 

protagonist did not matter at all while indicating the levels of justification. Though it was an 

unexpected result, it may provide interesting insights. Basically, the analysis tells us that the 

gendered nature of war might not be as crucial as imagined when we assess others' engagement 

with rebellion-related political actions. We may have a tendency to neglect the gender of a rebel 

candidate while finding her a rebellion-related political action justified. Our judgments may not be 

affected by the fact of overrepresentation of male figures in combat zones throughout history. 

Maybe, we judge a political action regardless of who does that in the context of rebellions.  

  Meanwhile, the theoretical expectations built around the SIT gained partial support in the 

analysis. In the theoretical framework of this thesis, it is considered that identification with a rebel 

candidate’s social group matters while indicating the levels of justification for rebellion-related 

actions and identification is considered as a function of shared perceptions. It means it is 

hypothesized that an ordinary citizen would indicate higher levels of justification for a rebellion-

related activity of a person if they both suffer from the same complaint -which means if they are 

from the same social group. 

 In this context, the idea of identification with the “same” social group might be found 

ambiguous. Nevertheless, the ambiguity was aimed to be eliminated with the conceptualization of 

the term social group which focuses only on more than one individual “perceive themselves to be 

members of the same social category" (Turner in Tajfel 1982, 15) and nothing more. It means two 

people with the same economic discontents, with the same political complaints or with the same 

security concerns would form a social group regardless of the linguistic or territorial boundaries 

between them. This was also the reason why an individual's perceptions were considered as an 

identifier of their social group. 
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The analysis concerning perceived financial status showed that there is something peculiar 

to the rebellion-related activities. While the relationship between perceived financial status and 

indicated justification levels were significant in certain rebellion-related activities in both of the 

scenarios where perceived financial status was taken as the main domain, it was not the same when 

non-violent activities were assessed. Also, it was apparent that the relationship linked to the 

"perception" of the financial status rather than the "reality." Neither the OLS nor the OLR analyses 

showed a significant relationship between average household income -a more objective indicator 

of financial status- and justification levels. 

One might object to this finding by pointing out a potential multicollinearity problem due 

to average household income and perceived financial status in the multiple regression analysis. 

Nevertheless, it was not the case. The magnitude of the correlation coefficient between these two 

variables was 0.4828 which is lower than the critical limit of 0.8. Additionally, the variance inflation 

factors in OLS were calculated and there was no indication of multicollinearity between the 

variables. 

The analysis regarding the link between perceived financial status and justification levels 

for rebellion-related political actions showed that not all forms of rebellion-related actions can be 

handled as the same concerning the impact of identification with a rebel candidate’s social group. 

Following the results of the analysis in this study, it can be said that if a person experiences 

economic difficulties, she might find it justified for a person with financial problems to become a 

fighter in a rebellion. Depending on her own perceived financial status, her indicated level of 

justification for this action may vary. The strength of this effect gets lower for the political actions 

referring to participating as a non-fighter (even the significance of this disappears in one of the 

models) and donating to a rebel group. 

In the second scenario revolving around the perceived financial status, the difference 

between rebellion-related actions gets clearer. Similar to the first inference, it can be indicated that 

if a person experiences economic difficulties, she might find it justified for a person who is offered 

selective incentives to become a fighter in a rebellion. Nevertheless, for the other rebellion-related 

political actions, nothing similar to this can be said. 

When the results from the other domains are reviewed, the peculiarity of perceived 

financial status comes to the surface again concerning expectations around rebellion-related 

activities. After all, neither the perceived status of political marginalization in the third scenario nor 

the perceived status of physical security in the fourth one presented supporting evidence for the 

theoretical expectations of this thesis. 
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Interestingly, the perceived status of political marginalization was found to be linked to 

justifications for three out of four non-violent political activities which was not expected to be seen 

in the context of this thesis. This gives the impression that while people with financial discontents 

may have a tendency to highlight violent solutions, people with political dissatisfactions may lean 

to appreciating non-violent ways. Nevertheless, it should not be missed that in the regression 

analyses the perceived status of political marginalization was not alone. Together with that, the 

education level was determining in predicting the justification levels. 

Though they are beyond the context of this thesis, the impact of education level and age 

was attention-grabbing in the last two scenarios. Briefly, in both of these scenarios, an increase in 

the education levels was triggering also an increase in the justification levels for most of the non-

violent political actions. Better educated people were finding non-violent political actions justified 

to a larger extent. Meanwhile, also in both of these scenarios, age was positively associated with the 

justification levels for certain rebellion-related activities. It implied that older people are indicating 

higher justification levels for the relevant rebellion-related political actions. For these relationships, 

the underlying causal mechanism should be investigated in further research on this topic. 

Consequently, it should be acknowledged that this study has been built around a specific 

set of explanations for rebel participation in the literature. Further research focusing on other 

sources of motivation for rebels is encouraged to assess the extent to which the proposed causal 

mechanism applies beyond the explanations for rebel participation taken in this study. 
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Appendices 

Appendix A: Questionnaire 
Informed Consent Form 

Dear participant,  

My name is Mert Can Yilmaz. I am a student at Uppsala University, and I would like to invite you 

to complete this survey which is a part of my masters' thesis project. The purpose of my study is 

to understand how individuals justify political actions. You will be given a number of hypothetical 

scenarios and asked several questions regarding those. 

The questionnaire will take approximately 10 minutes. Since your participation in this 

questionnaire is entirely voluntary, you have the right to withdraw at any moment you want during 

the questionnaire. All of your collected data will be deleted in case of withdrawal.  

Please note that your answers will only be used for the purpose of this research and all of 

the information you provided will be stored completely anonymously and confidentially.  

If you have any questions on this survey, or if you are interested in receiving a report on 

the findings of this project, please feel free to send an e-mail to me at mertcan.yilmaz@pcr.uu.se.  

By clicking on the "Next" button below, you will be approving the following statement and 

starting the questionnaire:  

"I consent and I agree to participate in this study" 
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Questions on Demographics 

1. What is your age? 

o 18 to 24 

o 25 to 34 

o 35 to 44 

o 45 to 54 

o 55 to 64 

o 65 to 74 

o 75 and older 

 
2. What is your gender? 

o Female 

o Male 

o Prefer not to say 

o Other: _______ 

 
3. What is the highest level of school you have completed or the highest degree you have 

received? 

o Less than high school degree 

o High school degree or equivalent (e.g., GED) 

o Some college but no degree 

o Associate degree 

o Bachelor degree 

o Graduate degree 

 
4. What is your approximate average household income? 

o $0-$24,999 

o $25,000-$49,999 

o $50,000-$74,999 

o $75,000-$99,999 

o $100,000-$124,999 

o $125,000-$149,999 

o $150,000-$174,999 

o $175,000-$199,999 

o $200,000 and up 
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Questions on Perceptions 

5. Below, you will see a ladder in which the first step represents the worst possible financial 

situation and the seventh step represents the best possible financial situation. 

 
Considering these two extremes, please indicate the step which portrays your current 

financial situation along the ladder. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

 

6. How strongly do you feel that your voice is being heard by the government of your 

country? 

Not at all      Very much 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

 

7. How strongly do you feel that you are safe in your residential area? 

Not at all      Very much 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  
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Hypothetical Scenarios 

Scenario #1 

The country of Aldonia is located on a large island. 

The Aldonian constitution grants citizenship to 

everyone whose parents are citizens. The 

mountainous area in the center of the island is rich 

in terms of natural resources. 

 

8. John/Maria is an Aldonian citizen. He/She is economically deprived and it is difficult for 

him/her to provide for his/her family. John/Maria has some complaints about the 

government's ways to address his/her concerns about this issue.  

 

Considering only this information, to express his/her concerns, how justified do you 

think it would be for him/her to __________ 

 Not 
justified 
at all 

     Extremely 
justified 

Tweet or use other social 
media 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Attend a demonstration 
against the government 
and its policies 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by becoming a 
member 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support an armed 
rebellion against the 
government by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a non-fighter (as a cook, a 
teacher etc.) 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a fighter 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  
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Scenario #2 

The country of Aldonia is located on a large island. 

The Aldonian constitution grants citizenship to 

everyone whose parents are citizens. The 

mountainous area in the center of the island is rich 

in terms of natural resources. 

 

9. Michael/Sarah is an Aldonian citizen. He/She has some financial problems and he can 

hardly provide for his/her family. Michael/Sarah has some complaints about the 

government's ways to address his/her concerns about this issue and he/she knows that 

he/she would be offered enough money to provide for his/her family if he/she takes action 

to express his/her concerns. 

 

Considering only this information, to express his/her concerns, how justified do you 

think it would be for him/her to __________ 

 Not 
justified 
at all 

     Extremely 
justified 

Tweet or use other social 
media 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Attend a demonstration 
against the government 
and its policies 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by becoming a 
member 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support an armed 
rebellion against the 
government by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a non-fighter (as a cook, a 
teacher etc.) 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a fighter 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  
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Scenario #3 

 The country of Aldonia is located on a large 

island. The Aldonian constitution grants 

citizenship to everyone whose parents are citizens. 

The mountainous area in the center of the island is 

rich in terms of natural resources. 

 

10. Adam/Jane is an Aldonian citizen. His/Her political beliefs contradict with the policies 

followed by the current Aldonian government and he/she thinks the government is doing 

little to listen to people like him/her. He/She is marginalized from political decision-

making processes. Adam/Jane has some complaints about the government's ways to 

address his/her concerns about this issue. Also, he/she is a member of People's Party (PP) 

which has recently been banned by the government. 

 

Considering only this information, to express his/her concerns, how justified do you 

think it would be for him/her to __________ 

 Not 
justified 
at all 

     Extremely 
justified 

Tweet or use other social 
media 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Attend a demonstration 
against the government 
and its policies 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by becoming a 
member 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support an armed 
rebellion against the 
government by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a non-fighter (as a cook, a 
teacher etc.) 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a fighter 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  
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Scenario #4 

 The country of Aldonia is located on a large 

island. The Aldonian constitution grants 

citizenship to everyone whose parents are citizens. 

The mountainous area in the center of the island is 

rich in terms of natural resources. 

 

11. Henry/Catherine is an Aldonian citizen. He/She lives near the border of Aldonia and 

Noma, in the mountainous area. In this region, there are some violent conflicts between 

the Government of Aldonia and a separatist movement which aims to control the 

extraction of natural resources for the benefit of the local population. Henry/Catherine 

has some complaints about the government's ways to address his/her concerns about this 

issue. Indiscriminate use of violence by the government have affected Henry’s/Catherine’s 

neighbors which made him/her fear for his/her own life. 

 

Considering only this information, to express his/her concerns, how justified do you 

think it would be for him/her to __________ 

 Not 
justified 
at all 

     Extremely 
justified 

Tweet or use other social 
media 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Attend a demonstration 
against the government 
and its policies 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support a non-violent anti-
government political 
movement by becoming a 
member 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Support an armed 
rebellion against the 
government by donating a 
small amount of money 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a non-fighter (as a cook, a 
teacher etc.) 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  

Join an armed rebellion 
against the government as 
a fighter 

o  o  o  o  o  o  o  
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End of the Survey 

Thank you for participating in my study. Your responses have been recorded.  

I would like to remind you that if you have any questions on this survey, or if you are 

interested in receiving a report on the findings of this project, please feel free to send an e-mail to 

me at mertcan.yilmaz@pcr.uu.se.  

 

Best regards,  

Mert Can Yilmaz 
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Appendix B: Ordinal Logistic Regression Tables 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Table 17. OLR for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #1 

 (1) 
sce1_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce1_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce1_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived  
Financial Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.294** 

 
-0.201 

 
-0.229* 

(-2.59) (-1.95) (-2.15) 

age -0.143 -0.173* -0.0170 
 (-1.68) (-2.24) (-0.21) 
gender 0.301 0.493* 0.211 
 (1.18) (2.12) (0.88) 
edu -0.0811 -0.0742 -0.0596 
 (-0.84) (-0.84) (-0.66) 
income 0.0408 -0.0348 -0.0315 
 (0.62) (-0.57) (-0.50) 
cut1                 -1.348* -1.863** -0.983 
 (-2.10) (-3.26) (-1.66) 
cut2 -0.379 -0.839 0.168 
 (-0.59) (-1.49) (0.28) 
cut3 0.411 -0.259 0.649 
 (0.64) (-0.46) (1.09) 
cut4 0.925 0.708 1.334* 
 (1.41) (1.24) (2.19) 
cut5 1.607* 2.170** 2.433*** 
 (2.33) (3.24) (3.59) 
cut6 2.224** 2.583*** 4.405*** 
 (2.98) (3.54) (3.84) 
Observations                   303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
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Table 18. OLR for non-violent political activities in scenario #1 

 (4) 
sce1_nvmember 

(5) 
sce1_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce1_demonstration 

(7) 
sce1_tweet    

 
Perceived  
Financial 
Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.0627 

 
-0.00429 

 
-0.116 

 
-0.0544 

(-0.65) (-0.05) (-1.20) (-0.56) 

age 0.0268 0.0491 0.0182 -0.0634 
 (0.35) (0.66) (0.23) (-0.82) 
gender 0.0665 -0.108 0.0649 0.206 
 (0.30) (-0.49) (0.29) (0.93) 
edu 0.0868 -0.0103 0.127 0.0734 
 (1.03) (-0.13) (1.49) (0.86) 
income 0.133* 0.100 0.174** 0.116 
 (2.24) (1.74) (2.93) (1.96) 
cut1                 -2.405*** -2.218*** -2.117*** -3.133*** 
 (-3.88) (-3.73) (-3.40) (-4.85) 
cut2 -1.812** -1.369* -1.441* -2.189*** 
 (-3.06) (-2.40) (-2.40) (-3.69) 
cut3 -0.983 -0.830 -0.865 -1.330* 
 (-1.72) (-1.47) (-1.47) (-2.32) 
cut4 -0.292 -0.122 -0.232 -0.548 
 (-0.52) (-0.22) (-0.39) (-0.96) 
cut5 0.457 0.501 0.610 0.0918 
 (0.81) (0.89) (1.03) (0.16) 
cut6 1.167* 1.079 1.197* 0.634 
 (2.05) (1.91) (2.02) (1.11) 
Observations                   303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  
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Table 19. OLR for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #2 

 (1) 
sce2_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce2_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce2_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived  
Financial Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
-0.214 

 
-0.0712 

 
-0.130 

(-1.95) (-0.71) (-1.27) 

age -0.0946 -0.169* -0.0692 
 (-1.12) (-2.17) (-0.85) 
gender 0.255 0.450 0.340 
 (1.01) (1.93) (1.43) 
edu -0.116 -0.0878 -0.160 
 (-1.24) (-1.01) (-1.80) 
income -0.0511 -0.0971 -0.0842 
 (-0.76) (-1.57) (-1.34) 
cut1                 -1.416* -1.596** -1.495* 
 (-2.31) (-2.80) (-2.55) 
cut2 -0.446 -0.635 -0.584 
 (-0.73) (-1.13) (-1.00) 
cut3 0.198 0.00874 0.262 
 (0.32) (0.02) (0.45) 
cut4 1.000 0.579 0.806 
 (1.59) (1.02) (1.36) 
cut5 2.032** 1.380* 1.594* 
 (2.89) (2.34) (2.54) 
cut6  1.872** 2.932*** 
  (3.02) (3.68) 
Observations                   303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
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Table 20. OLR for non-violent political activities in scenario #2 

 (4) 
sce2_nvmember 

(5) 
sce2_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce2_demonstration 

(7) 
sce2_tweet    

 
Perceived  
Financial 
Status 
financialstatus 
 

 
 

-0.188 

 
 

-0.0587 

 
 

-0.120 

 
 

0.0378 
(-1.92) (-0.63) (-1.22) (0.39) 

age -0.0544 0.0231 -0.0137 -0.149 
 (-0.71) (0.32) (-0.17) (-1.90) 
gender 0.0505 -0.0725 0.0572 0.234 
 (0.23) (-0.34) (0.25) (1.04) 
edu 0.0722 0.0650 0.0827 0.113 
 (0.85) (0.78) (0.97) (1.31) 
income 0.167** 0.0941 0.124* 0.0426 
 (2.73) (1.59) (2.05) (0.71) 
cut1                 -3.587*** -2.237*** -2.986*** -2.843*** 
 (-5.49) (-3.86) (-4.65) (-4.52) 
cut2 -2.543*** -1.360* -2.248*** -2.141*** 
 (-4.25) (-2.45) (-3.71) (-3.56) 
cut3 -1.877** -0.697 -1.519** -1.470* 
 (-3.21) (-1.27) (-2.58) (-2.50) 
cut4 -1.156* -0.160 -0.967 -0.767 
 (-2.01) (-0.29) (-1.67) (-1.32) 
cut5 -0.468 0.411 -0.258 -0.182 
 (-0.82) (0.75) (-0.45) (-0.31) 
cut6 0.316 1.057 0.469 0.406 
 (0.55) (1.91) (0.82) (0.70) 
Observations                   303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  
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Table 21. OLR for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #3 

 (1) 
sce3_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce3_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce3_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived Status 
of Political 
Marginalization 
beingheard 
 

 
-0.142 

 
-0.0950 

 
-0.121 

(-1.69) (-1.21) (-1.52) 

age -0.143 -0.273*** -0.104 
 (-1.85) (-3.67) (-1.38) 
gender -0.215 0.0332 0.0434 
 (-0.91) (0.15) (0.19) 
edu -0.0427 -0.0653 0.0207 
 (-0.47) (-0.76) (0.24) 
income -0.0818 -0.105* -0.154** 
 (-1.47) (-2.00) (-2.86) 
cut1                 -1.387* -2.439*** -1.443** 
 (-2.47) (-4.42) (-2.67) 
cut2 -0.506 -1.423** -0.375 
 (-0.91) (-2.63) (-0.70) 
cut3 0.0852 -0.876 0.0751 
 (0.15) (-1.63) (0.14) 
cut4 0.697 -0.210 0.640 
 (1.23) (-0.39) (1.19) 
cut5 1.570** 0.580 1.593** 
 (2.60) (1.05) (2.82) 
cut6 2.473*** 1.042 2.258*** 
 (3.57) (1.81) (3.70) 
Observations                   303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
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Table 22. OLR for non-violent political activities in scenario #3 

 (4) 
sce3_nvmember 

(5) 
sce3_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce3_demonstration 

(7) 
sce3_tweet    

 
Perceived 
Status of 
Political 
Marginalization 
beingheard 
 

 
 

-0.229** 

 
 

-0.205** 

 
 

-0.209** 

 
 

-0.100 
(-2.95) (-2.74) (-2.72) (-1.30) 

age -0.00135 -0.00647 -0.0230 -0.118 
 (-0.02) (-0.09) (-0.28) (-1.51) 
gender -0.0148 0.00745 0.0429 0.197 
 (-0.07) (0.03) (0.19) (0.87) 
edu 0.146 0.294*** 0.240** 0.198* 
 (1.67) (3.39) (2.71) (2.21) 
income 0.0561 0.0128 0.0663 0.0353 
 (1.04) (0.24) (1.22) (0.65) 
cut1                 -2.812*** -2.283*** -2.724*** -2.975*** 
 (-4.64) (-3.92) (-4.26) (-4.81) 
cut2 -2.231*** -1.212* -2.296*** -2.340*** 
 (-3.84) (-2.23) (-3.74) (-4.00) 
cut3 -1.563** -0.708 -1.467* -1.784** 
 (-2.77) (-1.31) (-2.51) (-3.15) 
cut4 -1.067 -0.0930 -0.738 -0.946 
 (-1.90) (-0.17) (-1.29) (-1.71) 
cut5 -0.440 0.529 -0.131 -0.331 
 (-0.78) (0.98) (-0.23) (-0.60) 
cut6 0.363 1.127* 0.677 0.306 
 (0.65) (2.08) (1.18) (0.55) 
Observations                   303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  
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Table 23. OLR for rebellion-related political activities in scenario #4 

 (1) 
sce4_rebelfighter 

(2) 
sce4_rebelnonfighter 

(3) 
sce4_rebeldonation 

 
Perceived Status 
of Physical 
Security 
safety 
 

 
0.0933 

 
0.0495 

 
0.105 

(1.08) (0.58) (1.23) 

age -0.200** -0.199** -0.135 
 (-2.71) (-2.74) (-1.86) 
gender -0.231 0.0551 0.0348 
 (-1.04) (0.25) (0.16) 
edu 0.0347 -0.0110 0.0646 
 (0.41) (-0.13) (0.79) 
income -0.0480 -0.0562 -0.0493 
 (-0.91) (-1.08) (-0.94) 
cut1                 -0.972 -1.525* -0.507 
 (-1.48) (-2.35) (-0.79) 
cut2 -0.335 -0.812 0.163 
 (-0.51) (-1.26) (0.26) 
cut3 0.167 -0.379 0.717 
 (0.26) (-0.59) (1.13) 
cut4 0.775 0.186 1.130 
 (1.18) (0.29) (1.77) 
cut5 1.472* 0.778 1.741** 
 (2.22) (1.20) (2.71) 
cut6 2.434*** 1.489* 2.426*** 
 (3.53) (2.27) (3.69) 
Observations                   303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 74 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 24. OLR for non-violent political activities in scenario #4 

 (4) 
sce4_nvmember 

(5) 
sce4_nvdonation 

(6) 
sce4_demonstration 

(7) 
sce4_tweet    

 
Perceived 
Status of 
Physical 
Security 
safety 
 

 
 

0.111 

 
 

0.0263 

 
 

0.144 

 
 

0.102 
(1.22) (0.29) (1.55) (1.09) 

age -0.122 0.0308 -0.102 -0.140 
 (-1.56) (0.41) (-1.24) (-1.75) 
gender -0.0680 0.144 0.0766 0.0845 
 (-0.29) (0.63) (0.32) (0.36) 
edu 0.223** 0.172* 0.198* 0.220* 
 (2.58) (2.01) (2.23) (2.47) 
income 0.0469 0.0778 0.0536 0.0463 
 (0.85) (1.43) (0.94) (0.83) 
cut1                 -2.581*** -1.767* -1.838* -2.275** 
 (-3.34) (-2.44) (-2.43) (-3.03) 
cut2 -1.375 -0.815 -1.259 -1.489* 
 (-1.94) (-1.17) (-1.72) (-2.08) 
cut3 -0.918 -0.356 -0.718 -0.921 
 (-1.31) (-0.52) (-0.99) (-1.31) 
cut4 -0.168 0.388 -0.0808 -0.144 
 (-0.24) (0.56) (-0.11) (-0.21) 
cut5 0.384 0.969 0.597 0.270 
 (0.55) (1.41) (0.83) (0.39) 
cut6 1.126 1.464* 1.194 0.882 
 (1.61) (2.12) (1.66) (1.26) 
Observations                   303 303 303 303 
t statistics in parentheses  
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001  

 
 


