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Abstract

External voting can make democracies more inclusive in a world shaped by mobility,
but migrants and their descendants participating in elections in their ‘country of
origin’are sometimes also criticized and raises normative concerns. For instance,
European citizens of Turkish background are often disparaged for supporting
authoritarian, religiously attuned populism in Turkey while benefiting from liberal-
democratic rights in their countries of residence. This article examines the political
orientations and electoral preferences of young dual citizens and how their political
socialization develops between the Netherlands and Turkey. Drawing on in-depth
interview narratives, this study focuses on a relatively homogenous group of younger
people embedded in conservative Sunni Islamic networks in the Netherlands. Two
rounds of interviews in 2017 and 2023 enable us to reveal continuities and changes
in political orientations and preferences. The findings show the complexities and
distinctive features of political socialization and the formation of electoral preferences
in transnational contexts. It reveals the significance of in-group members in the early
years of political socialization, and the great impact of experiences of discrimination
and exclusion in the country of residence. Moreover, the development of political
orientations is strongly shaped by the dynamic context in which it unfolds, which

is both ethnic and transnational. Our interviewees have experienced a shift away
from Turkish sources of political socialization, yet tend to have limited exposure to
political information and discussions outside the ethnic in-group. We find some
indications that recent deterioration in the political and economic situation in Turkey
is weakening support for Erdogan and the AKP among our respondents.

Introduction

Since the introduction of external voting in 2012, Turkish citizens in the Netherlands
have shown high levels of support for the Justice and Development Party AKP (Adalet
ve Kalkinma Partisi) and for its leader, President Erdogan. In the various elections
between 2015 and 2023, around 60% of the Turkish-Dutch voters who participated in
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the elections voted for the AKP, and more than 70% voted for Erdogan.! Many Turkish-
Dutch citizens participating in elections in Turkey thus support a party that is known for
its conservative stance and a leader who has become increasingly illiberal and author-
itarian. The support for Erdogan among Turks who participate in elections is actually
higher in the Netherlands than in Turkey, even though one should keep in mind that a
far smaller share of the people who are allowed to vote also participate in the elections
when compared to the situation in Turkey. In addition, there are recent indications of a
gradual decline in support for conservative authoritarianism among this group (Aydemir
& Miigge, 2024).

Nonetheless, the fact that there still is a substantial and persistent electoral support
for Erdogan seems paradoxical from the perspective of theories of cultural and politi-
cal assimilation. A linear socialization model would predict that Turkish-Dutch citizens
would gradually socialize into progressive norms and values as they become incorpo-
rated into the liberal democracies of their countries of residence (Pérez-Armendariz, &
Crow 2010; Sumino, 2023). These expectations have not materialized, at least for a sub-
stantial share of immigrant minorities. Some even argue that trends are moving in the
opposite direction: immigrant minorities are said to be importing support for authoritar-
ianism into the liberal democracies in their countries of residence, rather than exporting
progressive values and support for democracy to their countries of origin as was sug-
gested by the ‘political remittance thesis’ (Aydemir & Vermeulen, 2023; Bueker, 2005). A
growing number of studies aim to solve different parts of this puzzle. Some suggest that
a socially conservative version of Islam informs the social identity of Turkish immigrant
minorities in Western Europe (Yenigun, 2021). Turkish voters abroad therefore are mor-
ally conservative and religious, which results from the conservative upbringing of their
parents who immigrated in the 1960s and 1970s and who often came from rural areas
and conservative cities in Central and Northern Anatolia. As a consequence, they tend
to be more supportive of Erdogan’s religious-political program and authoritarian leader-
ship style than their peers in Turkey (Aktiirk, 2016).

Our study acknowledges the important role of diaspora institutions, as the political
socialization of our focus group is actively structured and reproduced through institu-
tional channels embedded in conservative Sunni networks (Yiikleyen, 2012; Rosenow
Williams 2014; Emmerich, 2023; Arkili¢ and Senay, 2024). Nevertheless, political sociali-
sation is also a matter of individual attitudes or family transmission. While institution-
alist literature provides important insights into organisational dynamics and state-led
diaspora engagement, our analysis shifts the focus to how individuals interpret, negoti-
ate, and sometimes selectively internalise these influences in their everyday narratives
within their families, ethnic groups, and interactions with mainstream society. In doing
so, we complement institutional-level accounts by examining the micro-level processes
through which political meanings are constructed, reproduced, or contested within
transnational social fields.

This study provides insights into the transnational political socialization of young
conservative Turkish-Dutch dual citizens with the aim of revealing the formation, con-
tinuity and change of their political orientations and preferences by focusing on the fol-
lowing questions: How do later-generation Turkish-Dutch dual citizens develop political

! https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2012/05/20120518-3..htm (Date of accession: 23.05.2025) and see appendix.
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orientations and electoral preferences across two national contexts? And how do trans-
national experiences and political socialization processes shape continuities and changes
in their political attitudes over time?

Political preferences and political socialization of dual citizens: An analytical framework

A rapidly growing body of literature documents the political attitudes and electoral
behavior of migrants and their children and grandchildren (Waldinger & Shams, 2023).
Political attitudes refer to the ways people orient themselves towards politics, i.e. their
positioning on left-right scales, sympathizing with specific political parties, and stances
on political issues. Electoral behavior refers to what people do in elections (whether they
choose to vote or abstain, and which parties or candidates they support), whereas elec-
toral preferences concern what people say they are likely to do (for example, which par-
ties they might or would never vote for). In Europe, studies have examined the electoral
behavior of people with a migration background in light of generational differences,
gender, ethnicity, socio-economic status, education, and other factors. The focus has
been on studying differences between voting in residence and origin countries (Ciornei
& stergaard-Nielsen, 2020; Miigge et al., 2021) and changes over time, for example,
in light of political developments and diaspora politics. The comparative perspective on
political attitudes and electoral preferences in different national contexts prompts ques-
tions concerning, for example, whether there are significant differences between resident
and non-resident voters (Vintila et al., 2023), or whether dual citizens draw on similar
ideological and political orientations when they are voting in the country of residence or
in the country of origin (Aydemir & Vermeulen, 2023).

The migratory experience leaves significant imprints on the formation of politi-
cal identities (Bueker, 2005; Sumino, 2023). Electoral preferences and the use of politi-
cally relevant information (i.e. “political heuristics”) vary between different groups of
migrant-origin voters in relation to, for example, media consumption, homeland govern-
ment strategies to create and shape cultural and religious diaspora institutions, politi-
cal developments in resident countries (such as the rise of populism and Islamophobia)
and crucial events happening across the transnational space. Research examining how
the political preferences and electoral behaviours (such as turnout, political interest, and
trust) of dual citizens develop over time, and how these relate to interactions between
political participation, ‘political habitus; and identification across transnational spaces
spanning multiple political systems, remains limited (Aleksynska, 2011; Rice & Feldman,
1997; Dinesen & Andersen, 2022).

In our attempt to better grasp the formation of political attitudes and electoral pref-
erences of dual citizens, we draw on the extensive literature on political socialization
and resocialization (Ciornei & @stergaard-Nielsen, 2020; Miigge et al., 2021; Waldinger
& Shams, 2023). Herein, political socialization is conceived as an aspect of the broader
process of socialization, that is, ‘the processes of learning, that is, acquiring social com-
petencies that enable one to become a member of a specific social or cultural group’
(Marczewska-Rytko, 2020, p. 6). Political socialization, then, refers to the process
through which individuals become accustomed to a political culture and acquire atti-
tudes, beliefs, and values relating to the political system (cf. Hyman, 1959).

For dual citizens, these processes unfold in a transnational context and should there-
fore be analysed through that lens (Waldinger, 2015; Miigge et al., 2021). Importantly,
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such transnational socialization does not occur in a social vacuum, but is embedded in
institutional and organisational infrastructures that connect origin and settlement con-
texts. A growing strand in the literature provides valuable insights on the organizational
side of the story. The Turkish state, especially under the AKP, has pursued an active
institutionalization policy aimed at cultivating loyalty, identity, and political alignment
among citizens abroad (Arkilic and Senay, 2024). As shown by Yiikleyen (2012), Turk-
ish state institutions, most notably the Directorate of Religious Affairs (Diyanet), play a
central role in maintaining transnational religious and linguistic infrastructures through
mosque networks, imam training, and educational activities. These institutional arrange-
ments are designed to sustain Turkish language proficiency and cultural attachment,
which in turn enable continued political and religious engagement with the homeland.

Building on this, Emmerich (2023) demonstrates how Turkish diaspora policy oper-
ates through a wide repertoire of practices, including mosque-based education, cultural
programming, and political outreach by Turkish officials, to reinforce a shared sense of
“Turkishness” across generations. Importantly, these efforts are not static but involve
strategic adaptation to host-country pressures. Research by Rosenow-Williams (2014)
shows that Turkish Islamic organisations often engage in forms of “decoupling,” whereby
they outwardly accommodate integration demands (e.g., through bilingualism or dia-
logue initiatives) while maintaining core organisational practices and transnational ties.
Such adaptive strategies allow organisations to reconcile competing expectations from
both origin and settlement contexts.

We understand mosque networks, religious authorities, and diaspora policies as key
channels through which political orientations, cultural repertoires, and forms of belong-
ing are transmitted and maintained across borders (Yiikleyen, 2012; Rosenow-Williams,
2014; Emmerich, 2023). At the same time, these organisations are not static but engage
in adaptive strategies to reconcile pressures from both origin and host societies, shaping
the conditions under which political socialization takes place. This perspective allows us
to situate individual-level processes of meaning-making within the broader institutional
environments that sustain and structure transnational political engagement.

We can analytically distinguish three dimensions of processes of political socialization:
the first is temporal. Much like any socialization process, political socialization unfolds
over the life course, as experiences, ideas, attitudes, actions, and competences become
part of an individual’s biography. It involves ‘political learning’ and ‘habit formation’
(Neundorf & Smets, 2017). Life phase effects play a role, which implies that political atti-
tudes often vary according to a person’s age and life phase. Moreover, there is ample
evidence that people develop durable political values and also party preferences when
they are relatively young, during their impressionable years, and that these stabilize as
they grow older. Cohort and generation effects also exist, meaning that some key devel-
opments and events tend to leave an imprint on the socialization of contemporaries and
therefore on generations.

The second dimension we distinguish concerns the sources and agents of political
socialization: being the actors and factors that matter in the formation of a person’s
political identity, attitudes and preferences.” Parents and other relatives are known to be
instrumental in shaping political beliefs and values. Children often adopt their parents’

% The literature commonly identifies different sources of political socialisation, “socialising agents” and “mobilising
elements” (Neundorf & Smets, 2017).
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political views and partisan identifications, notably by being exposed at a young age to
political discussions among family (Bloemraad & Trost, 2008; Durmusoglu et al., 2023;
Emmerich, 2023). Schools and other educational institutions as well as friends and social
networks are also sources of socialization. People engage in political discussions with
peers and exchange ideas, which may result in changes in political outlooks (Humphries
et al., 2013). Mass and social media influence public opinion, thereby contributing to
individuals’ political knowledge and attitudes (Terriquez et al., 2020). Political leaders
and parties are themselves agents of political socialization, as they can sway public opin-
ion through messages, campaigns and policies. Finally, history and politics as well as
societal values and norms may impact how individuals perceive political issues and their
role in the political process (Neundorf & Smets, 2017). Major political events — such as
the Vietnam War, Watergate and 9/11 in the US — and political assassinations — such as
those of politician Pim Fortuyn and filmmaker Theo van Gogh in the Netherlands in the
2000s — have been shown to have a great impact on citizens, notably in correspondence
with the particular life phase (Dinas, 2013; Malmendier & Nagel, 2011).

The third dimension concerns the intensity and the degree to which incidents, actors
and processes of socialization leave their imprint on a person’s political attitudes and
electoral preferences. Speaking of ‘formative’ political socialization, for example, one can
argue that during some periods individuals obtain more foundational and enduring ele-
ments of a political identity. The imprints of political socialization tend to be deep and
lasting during the period between late adolescence and early adulthood (Durmusoglu
et al., 2023). But also later in life there can be formative experiences that leave indelible
marks on political attitudes, and these can be related to major events in a person’s life
(for example migrating to another country, becoming unemployed, becoming a parent)
but also to important political events or developments such as crises, wars or the emer-
gence of new social and political movements. Shallower, more transient processes of
political socialization and political learning also occur. Think of the way a person arrives
at a preference for a candidate or party around one specific election or referendum, or
think of a group of peers that can have a strong, albeit fleeting influence on attitudes,
or think of the ways one can develop strong views on a highly topical political issue that
may seem far less relevant when the issue falls off the political agenda years later (Rekker
& Rosema, 2019).

These three dimensions — the temporal accounting for the “when”; the factors and
actors accounting for the “what” and “who”; and the mechanisms and degree of impact
accounting for the “how” — offer a lens to study the political socialization and behavior
of migrant-origin, dual citizens who are politically active in a transnational space. In the
remainder of this article we will be using this lens to explore how our respondents reflect
on the formation of their political attitudes and electoral preferences. We can already
derive from the literature some expectations as to the ‘when, ‘by what and whom’ and
‘how’ of the political socialization of migrant-origin voters. For example, Dinesen and
Andersen’s study into the participatory political culture of first and second generation
‘immigrants’ in 36 European countries between 2002 and 2018 concluded that those
who are born and raised in the residence countries have ‘let go’ of their parents’ politi-
cal culture. However, the degree and way in which such divergence happens very much
depends on the strengths of interpersonal ties with other representatives of the ‘ances-
tral’ political culture, which can be ties both with the ethnic community in the residence
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country and with family, friends and acquaintances in the country of ‘origin’ (2022: 10).
The intensity and impact of socialization actors of the ethnic or transnational commu-
nity depends on what Dinesen and Andersen (2022, p. 2) name ‘mechanisms of social
diffusion’ which, in the case of migrant voters, are shaped by the ‘spatial and social prox-
imity to native bearers of a given [political] culture!

Another cluster of relevant variables that appears to have a significant impact on the
socialization process of members of minority communities relates to experiences and
perceptions of discrimination (Hopkins et al., 2020; Spierings & Vermeulen, 2024; Ver-
meulen et al, 2025). The literature points to a strong correlation between perceived
inclusion and exclusion and various forms of political behaviour, including collec-
tive action and political consciousness (Schildkraut, 2005), party choice (Hajnal & Lee,
2011), and voter turnout (Barreto, 2010). Exclusionary practices can reinforce minority
group identity and heighten awareness of shared grievances, often rooted in collective
emotions such as anger and frustration. This dynamic becomes particularly salient when
exclusion is experienced as a direct challenge to values, norms, and practices that are
central to the group (Wald et al., 2005).

Importantly, these experiences of inclusion and exclusion are not only shaped by
interactions within the host society, but are also interpreted and mediated through
transnational networks and institutions. Religious organisations, diaspora policies, and
community infrastructures can provide interpretative frameworks that link experiences
of discrimination to broader narratives of identity, belonging, and political positioning
across borders (Yiikleyen, 2012; Rosenow-Williams, 2014). In this sense, institutional
contexts may amplify, channel, or reframe perceived exclusion in ways that shape politi-
cal orientations and engagement.

In what follows, we explore in greater depth how political socialization develops and
informs electoral behaviour, taking into account these well-established dynamics, while
also emphasising that these citizens are not merely ‘transplanted’ into a new political
context. Rather, they remain embedded in transnational social and institutional fields,
within which political meanings are continuously produced and negotiated across mul-
tiple national settings.

Methods
Our study draws on 27 in-depth interviews with Turkish-Dutch citizens embedded in
Sunni Islamic Turkish networks. This targeted sampling strategy is a deliberate choice
aimed at generating in-depth insights into the political (re)socialization of a crucial case:
dual citizens within conservative groups (Huijnk et al. 2022) rather than seeking to iden-
tify generalizable patterns among the wider Turkish population in the Netherlands. We
further narrowed our research group by focusing on young and highly educated respon-
dents, 25 of whom are children/grandchildren of families who came as so-called guest-
workers to the Netherlands. This selection is crucial for understanding how conservative
voters are (re)socialized in politics across a transnational space. This sub-group is the
most exposed case of the influences of AKP’s diaspora politics through their families
and conservative religious institutions and networks while also being more likely to have
access to political channels in the country of settlement (Vermeulen & Keskiner, 2017).
We collected our data in two rounds involving two largely distinct groups of respon-
dents, with two participants interviewed in both rounds. This design enabled us to
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examine changes in electoral behaviour and political socialization over time while
minimizing potential bias associated with repeated interviews. Still, the two overlap-
ping interviewees provided valuable insights of continuity and change over the six-year
period. The first round of data collection was in 2017 (N=21), the year when there was
an intense diplomatic crisis between the Netherlands and Turkey.?> We approached sev-
eral networks, institutions and groups in order to reach our respondents. In the second
round, 10 more interviews were conducted (N =10). Conducting the interviews in 2017
and 2023 was fruitful given our theory-based assumption that also, in the short term,
political socialization may be affected by crucial events and developments. Actually, sev-
eral crucial events happened in this six-year period in Turkey, the Netherlands and glob-
ally, and we invited our respondents to reflect on the possible impact of these events on
their own political outlook.

The main interviewer shared linguistic and cultural familiarity with the participants
and had established networks with the research community. This familiarity facilitated
rapport in a context, opening the path towards open discussions on sensitive topics.
Such shared positionality, however, also had the potential to shape how interviewees
responded to the questions. o mitigate this drawback, we used open-ended and non-
leading questions. Ongoing discussions with two other researchers further helped to
limit potential researcher bias arising from shared positionality. The interviews were
loosely structured and invited respondents to reflect on their political participation and
preferences, and to situate these within the context of important experiences, sources of
information, and personal and social networks shaped by ethnicity, religion, and politics.
Respondents’ narratives about how and why they developed particular political outlooks
and preferences, and how their dual nationality and migratory experiences influenced
these, provided valuable insights into key elements of their political socialization. The
interviews were transcribed verbatim using computer software and subsequently
checked by the main researcher.

We used the three-dimensional analytical framework of political socialization to
analyze how respondents narrated determinative moments in the formation of politi-
cal attitudes and preferences. We constantly sought to understand the specificities of
the transnational experiences in our data analysis to understand the ways in which our
respondents reconstructed and interpreted their own political socialization. To achieve
this, we coded the transcripts to identify: the role of early political socialization (family,
youth, school, communities); the role of ethnic, religious and national identifications in
the diaspora/migration context; the role of networks; the use of politically relevant infor-
mation (e.g., media, networks) and the predominant sources that were used (all codes

” «

distinguished between “here’, “there” and “elsewhere”); and finally, some key events.

Electoral participation and preferences of our respondents

Almost all respondents indicated that both their inclination to participate politically and
vote in elections, as well as their electoral preferences, were closely linked to their ethnic
and religious affiliations. In our 2017 interviews, 13 out of 17 respondents reported hav-
ing participated in the most recent elections in Turkey, and all 13 had voted for Erdogan’s

3 The weekend before the Dutch elections, Erdogan sent his Minister of Family Affairs to Rotterdam to speak to a
crowd of young Dutch-Turkish people about the upcoming referendum. Dutch officials perceived this act as a provo-
cation and expelled her (Aydemir & Vermeulen, 2023).
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AKP. Only one respondent reported voting for the pro-Kurdish HDP (Halkiarin
Demokratik Partisi) in one election, while still supporting Erdogan and the AKP in
another. In addition, 15 respondents reported having voted in the Dutch elections in
2017. This reflects broader electoral patterns, as Turkish citizens in the Netherlands have
shown high levels of electoral participation and strong support for Erdogan and his party
since bureaucratic and logistical barriers to overseas voting were lifted (Sahin-Menciitek
& Erdogan, 2016). Our interview data reveal an overlap between electoral participation
in the Netherlands and in Turkey. Those who abstain in Dutch elections also tend to
show limited participation and weak party preferences in Turkey, and vice versa. The
vast majority of respondents who voted in the Netherlands (N =10) supported DENK?,
just a few respondents indicated that they voted for other parties than DENK.

Our second round of interviews showed a declining support for Erdogan and his AKP.
This micro-level pattern of weakening support aligns with the macro-level trend among
Turkish citizens in the Netherlands (Please see Appendix I). Continuity of preference for
AKP was only the case for those respondents directly linked to the sister-organizations
of this party in our second round of interviews. Only 3 respondents from such organiza-
tions said they voted for the AKP in the election of 2023.

New habits do not seem to form in Turkish politics despite the erosion of old ones:
when voters withdraw support from the AKP, they tend to abstain rather than shift their
electoral preferences. Four of our respondents did not vote. One respondent said she
voted for CHP (Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi). Another one said she would vote for CHP if
she could but was not able to do so because she was a refugee. The strong pattern of
electoral participation appears to vanish with the declining inclination to vote for the
AKP and Erdogan in Turkish elections. Supporting (Turkish) minority party DENK,
however, appears comparatively more stable than the AKP, even though an overall ten-
dency to stay away from all sorts of political activities declines motivation to vote in the
Netherlands. 6 of our 10 respondents said they were considering voting for DENK for
the next election (in 2023). Three respondents indicated that they did not feel they had a
meaningful choice, while one expressed a preference for a left-wing or progressive party,
although without specifying which one.

Learning politics in a minority world

The political beliefs, attitudes, values and behaviors of our respondents have been clearly
marked by the migratory experiences of themselves and/or their parents. It is also clear
that their political socialization takes place in the transnational space that matters
greatly to their lives as minorities and how they socialize with family members, friends
and relatives (Spierings & Vermeulen, 2024). Recalling his first time voting in the Neth-
erlands, one respondent said:

I had just turned 18 ... my father told me to vote... Tunahan Kuzu [DENKs party
leader] and others were entering into politics. There was a need for votes. I voted
for them not because [of what] I understood or supported. We listened to our dad
at that time... Our parents had participated in elections as Turks ... I didn’t do
research [myself], not much

* DENK is a Dutch political party founded by former Labour MPs of Turkish descent, representing primarily Mus-
lim and migrant communities. DENK mobilizes identity-based representation, critiques institutional exclusion, and
emphasizes recognition, anti-discrimination, and voice within a multicultural democracy (Vermeulen et al., 2020).
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Political socialization through adults often occurs indirectly, for example by listening
to adults discuss politics or by observing their experiences, rather than through direct
instruction, as in the example above. Respondents also frequently mentioned family
members such as aunts, uncles, and grandparents, alongside their parents, as important
influences on their views and ideas. Political socialization thus unfolded within a wider
community, characterised by close ties with extended family members in both Turkey
and the Netherlands. When asked whether she received political information through

family networks, one respondent stated:

My mother has seven siblings ... six of the seven siblings gave their votes to Erdogan!
... We have heated discussions with them... [around the elections] I looked at my
aunt’s Instagram ... She even shared [her views] there ... saying: “Let me tell you
about the leader” etc... We have relatives in Turkey [who support Erdogan]

These types of observations about discussions that were deemed relevant for political
socialization would sometimes point in the direction of identifying with a group that
was supportive of Turkish nationalism and Sunni Islamic identity. One of our respon-
dents explained how his support for Erdogan and the AKP was linked to this broader
group identity, but that he did not experience a similar connection between his social
identity and a political party in the Netherlands:

I do not feel connected to a party. But it is different in Turkey. Identity is very promi-
nent in Turkey. I was born into a conservative, nationalist family. I have a given
identity and I would like to walk my path together with people who defend and sup-
port that identity and who have dedicated their lives to it

A recurring pattern in our first round of interviews in 2017 was the salience of pro-
Erdogan discourse in meeting spots in ethnic communities such as ethnic markets, in
tea-houses and in mosques. In those places, often there would be a Turkish TV channel
broadcasting images of the electoral campaigns. These spaces functioned as informal,
and most natural, arenas of political socialization, in which exposure to homeland poli-
tics was embedded in routine community life.

We had expected that our research group, given their higher social and educational
status compared to their parents, would be more involved in social and possibly political
networks in the Netherlands, and take more of their political information from Dutch
news sources and networks. However, few of our respondents were actively involved in
(political) networks outside their ethnic community. Our respondents indicated that
they refrained from political discussions with their ethnic community members in 2023.
Still, such detachment does not come with alternative political engagements with the
mainstream society in the country of settlement. Friends and colleagues who were not
of Turkish background did also not seem to have much impact on their political views.
Many of our respondents would encounter non-Turkish persons on a regular basis in the
context of their work, but political matters were hardly discussed in those settings and
these encounters thereby did not have much impact on their own attitudes and ideas:

I have worked in several different companies, but I have never come across political
discussion. It is like a taboo. (R3, 2023)
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This respondent, then, did not find alternative sources of political socialization in the
Netherlands.

By contrast, close interpersonal ties with new migrants from Turkey can result in
changes in political attitudes, for example when these newcomers are directly affected by
political repression in the country of origin. For instance, one respondent entered into a
romantic relationship with a Turkish refugee and said this had impacted on her politi-
cal ideas. She voted for Erdogan and the AKP in 2017, but in 2023 she was the only one
among our respondents who reported voting for the Republican People’s Party in the
opposition (Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi, CHP):

My boyfriend arrived three years ago (as a refugee) ... but why did he come?...
Because of political reasons. Actually, he fled his home [country] ... One cannot live
there! I knew about the situation in Turkey, but I am now more focused because of
him... Of course, I didn’t vote for Erdogan.... I voted for [main opposition leader]
Kemall Kiligdaroglu. (R4, 2023)

This particular case illustrates how an intimate relation can result in making things that
are maybe already known more generally into emotionally salient understandings that
then change political attitudes. A more direct, emotional confrontation with the con-
sequences of authoritarian rule can thus trigger a form of political re-socialization.
Still, this example is an exceptional case in our study. In our interviews in 2023, several
respondents indicated that the stories of Turks living in Turkey, and suffering because of
the political and economic hardship had affected their own political views. By contrast,
our respondents had barely any direct contact with newly arrived migrants from Tur-
key. Such contacts were limited and were not perceived as significant sources of political
socialization. As one our respondent put it: “We don’t speak the same language. We use
the same words but not the same social language” (R2, 2023).

Political socialization and discrimination
The experience of discrimination is known to have a significant impact on the formation
of political attitudes. Individual experiences of discrimination mattered, but so did sto-
ries about similar experiences shared by relatives, friends, and members of other migrant
minorities. Respondents repeatedly referred to a broader awareness of belonging to a
discriminated group in Dutch society, which in turn shaped how they perceived poli-
tics in both the Netherlands and Turkey. These experiences often fostered group-based
political mobilization, influencing political orientations across transnational contexts.
Respondents consistently indicated that they voted for DENK because the party is out-
spoken in addressing discrimination against Muslims, and supported Erdogan because
they perceived him as a leader who defends their group against perceived oppression in
the West. This finding aligns with existing studies showing that perceived discrimination
can heighten political engagement among minority groups by reinforcing group con-
sciousness (Hopkins et al., 2020; Goksu & Leerkens 2022; Dagevos & Vermeulen, 2024).
The negative tone of Dutch public debates on migration and cultural diversity was also
frequently mentioned as shaping political attitudes. Several respondents emphasized
that ‘clash of civilizations’ narratives and ‘us-versus-them’ dichotomies in polarized
debates about Islam in the Netherlands were central to their political identity. When
explaining how they positioned themselves within Dutch society as Turkish Muslims,
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respondents consistently referred to the importance of growing up in an environment
marked by anti-Muslim discourse and a sharp divide in public and political debates
between migrants (whom the Dutch government referred to as “allochtonen” until 2016)
and the majority population (see also Dagevos & Vermeulen, 2024).

In the interviews, respondents sometimes reflected on the experiences of discrimi-
nation faced by their (grand)parents as religious individuals living in a secular state, as
well as on the hostility of Turkish authorities toward certain Islamic denominations.
These experiences of earlier generations were thus invoked to reflect on what it means
to belong to a minority group. One of our respondents, who was active in an association
affiliated to Milli Goriis, shared his thoughts as follows:

When you are part of a minority, like an LGBTQI..., you're simply a minority that
has to struggle ... struggle for representation, for a seat in councils... And we hear
that from other Muslims too. To me, it’s not so much about whether you're a cultural
minority or sing different songs. It’s about who belongs and who is left out. And once
you're left out, you tend to stay out. The one who is on the outside becomes further
alienated — and that keeps going

The same respondent continues to expand on this experience of being a minority in light
of the example of the discrimination experienced by his parents when they were living in
Turkey:

Being a Muslim in Turkey... there are really two things that can work against you:
undermining and polarization. And that starts early on... My parents are religious.
I grew up from a very young age with a strong sense of what it means to be religious
[in Turkey]. What I remember is that certain [religious] broadcasters were con-
stantly being shut down by the Turkish authorities. Because they said things that
didn’t fit well with the secular elite or the state... That shows how conservative peo-
ple (outside the centers of power) in Turkey have consistently had a hard time

In our view, this provides a clear example of an insight that has been formative for politi-
cal identity, as experiences of being a minority in Turkey continue to shape political atti-
tudes and electoral preferences (in this case, supporting Erdogan in Turkey and voting
for DENK in the Netherlands, as with the respondent above). This insight emerges from
the ways in which respondents connect their parents’ experiences in Turkey, particularly
encounters with hostility and discrimination as a religious minority, to their own experi-
ences in the Netherlands, and how they interpret their political views and values in light
of this shared background.

Temporality and socialization in a transnational context

In the eyes of our respondents, the political and social contexts in both Turkey and
the Netherlands have changed fundamentally. These shifts have also affected the main
sources of political information. The 2023 elections in Turkey took place amid mul-
tiple challenges, including a severe economic crisis and the so-called migration crisis.
Erdogan’s victory was narrower than in 2017, which marked the peak of his popular-
ity. Broader global developments have also reshaped the political climate, including a
rapprochement between Turkey and Western states—particularly following the war in
Ukraine in 2022—as well as the COVID-19 pandemic, deepening economic difficulties
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in Turkey, the 2023 Turkey—Syria earthquake, and increasing political and social polar-
ization, especially surrounding the 2023 elections.

In the Netherlands, the so-called Childcare Benefits Scandal, which exposed wide-
spread and institutional discrimination against Turkish-Dutch families, led to the
resignation of the government. Subsequent elections further contributed to the frag-
mentation of the political party landscape (Schols & Maussen, 2025). Political fatigue
due to a populist polarization comes as a topic widely addressed in our interviews in
2023. One of our respondents (R1, 2023), who used to be politically engaged in the Turk-
ish community, told us that he was ‘tired of hostility because of populist policies. He was
already critical of the AKP in 2017 but had still voted for this party back then. Yet, in
2023 he abstained from voting:

The Turkish community [in the Netherlands] fell behind 10 years because of the
issues in Turkey and their repercussions here [in the Netherlands] ... Turkey has
made us so busy... We fought with each other... there were fights in the family. There
were fights in the family, like the left-right fights. ‘You support Erdogan, ‘you don’t

¢

support Erdogan; ... Are you a traitor?; are you this, are you that?’ ...

When we asked this respondent whether he would vote in the upcoming Dutch elec-
tions, he said he had not yet decided, whereas in 2017 he had been determined to vote
for DENK. Apparently, the general disappointment about polarization in Turkish poli-
tics also impacted on a decrease in willingness to participate in Dutch elections. Another
respondent (R4), tells us that she even does not want to go to ethnic cafeterias and res-
taurants because of her tiredness with unending polarization. R3 shares her with overly
political conversations when she comes together with her extended family members.

A widespread pattern of increasing distance from Turkey and Turkish politics is the
case among our respondents of 2023 other than those openly supporting Erdogan and
the AKP. Such passive disengagement also leads to an active abstaining from electoral
participation: in our 2017 interviews none of the respondents questioned external vot-
ing rights, but in 2023 doubts about whether it was ethical to vote abroad were a recur-
ring theme in the interviews. Some respondents said they consciously chose not to vote
in Turkey as they found it unethical to decide the fate of a country where they did not
reside. As one put it:

I don’t live there. I don’t face the difficulties the people [in Turkey] face... I didn’t
vote because I don’t think I have the right to do so. I don’t have the right to decide
how these people will live

Respondents in 2023 were also more reserved about the quality and objectivity of
sources of political information from Turkey, such as national TV and mainstream
newspapers. Many respondents signaled how the increasingly polarized political envi-
ronment resulted in clashes within families and among Turkish citizens in both coun-
tries whenever there was discussion on political matters, especially around elections in
Turkey in 2017 and 2023:

There is this issue of questioning on which side you are. For instance, many stopped
talking to my dad because he did not vote for Erdogan. There was a very close rela-
tive of his; he was going to my father’s business, helping him all the time... I heard
that they swore at each other
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Because the political atmosphere in Turkey was so polarized, several of our respondents
were less inclined to talk about politics with family members. As one interviewee said in
2023:

I stay away from political discussions [with Turkish people in the Netherlands],
including my family, specifically, an aunt ... They can never talk reasonably about
Turkish politics. You are immediately a traitor ... You are a traitor because you
don’t support Erdogan’ Or you are an infidel... This is the reason why I have become

very reticent and careful in discussing these issues

The emotional costs of discussing politics with (extended) family members had grown
because those discussions sparked animosity and conflict, and this existed alongside a
more general weariness about being involved and informed about Turkish politics. In
2017, in interviews, respondents would often talk about families and mosques as impor-
tant sources of political information and as linked to a minority identity as Turks. In
2023, by contrast, there was a consistent pattern of active distancing from the Turkish-
Dutch community and from Turkey itself. Several respondents shared stories about
how they sought to block socializing forces in order to take their distance from Tur-
key’s polarized political climate. Some were under the impression that the Turkish reli-
gious associational infrastructure was becoming less significant as a source of political
campaigning. Analytically, this pattern reflects a form of fatigue-driven disengagement,
whereby previously central spaces of community building lose their integrative func-
tions. One interviewee, who was active in DENK, noted that, to reach its electorate, the
party now conducts its political campaigns in cafés, restaurants, and ethnic festivals
rather than in mosques:

In 2017, the mosques were the focal point. Now the mosques are only a part ... There
are these shisha lounges. You see the young group shifting in that direction. That
[group] also goes to the mosque less... it also has no appetite for the ethnic commu-
nity... So, you have all these associations in the Netherlands that are also becoming
less relevant (RS, 2023)

Other respondents similarly indicated that they no longer preferred to attend the
mosque, which they associated with a broader process of self-distancing from the Turk-
ish-Dutch community due to fatigue with political polarization. One respondent, for
example, chose to conduct the 2023 interview outside a Turkish neighbourhood because
she did not want others to overhear her critical views on Erdogan. In 2017, by contrast,
she had been comfortable being interviewed in a Turkish café in Amsterdam. In her
case, this growing distance from family members and migrant community networks was
also reflected in a more critical stance toward Turkish media.

I don’t think that you can learn the truth from [Turkish] television or newspapers
... Everyone in the media belongs to a side... Everyone has adopted a partisan kind
of journalism ... If I want to hear positive things [about Turkey], there is a TV chan-
nel I would watch... The other channel is for the opposition... I don’t think anyone

receives news objectively... all the channels are bought (R4, 2023)
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Conclusion

The political socialization of young immigrant minorities is a continuous process with
complex dynamics, shaped by political developments in both origin and residence coun-
tries. Drawing on qualitative interviews conducted over a six-year period, we trace how
respondents’ political outlooks evolved over time, how they were influenced by family
members and peers, and how key life events and broader political developments left
lasting imprints. In contrast to perspectives that frame migrant-origin political socializa-
tion primarily in terms of ‘resocialization’ or adaptation to the country of residence, our
findings show that dual citizens remain oriented towards both political contexts. Mul-
tiple factors contribute to both continuity and change in political orientations and elec-
toral preferences.

Family members function as crucial linkages within the broader minority commu-
nity, connecting respondents to Turkish politics on a regular basis. At the same time,
these connections are embedded in wider transnational infrastructures. Over the past
two decades, the predominance of the AKP, Erdogan’s personalised leadership style, and
assertive diaspora policies have shaped the political environment in which these social-
ization processes unfold. Such influences are not only transmitted through interpersonal
ties but are also facilitated by institutional channels, including religious organisations,
media, and diaspora-oriented state practices that sustain political engagement across
borders.

Against this transnational backdrop, we employ an analytical framework to identify
key moments of political socialization, the actors involved in transmitting political val-
ues, and the varying intensity with which these influences shape individual attitudes.
Experiences of migration and minority positioning emerge as central to the formation of
political identity and are continuously reactivated through transnational ties, including
interactions with family members and broader community networks in both the Nether-
lands and Turkey.

Experiences of discrimination further play a crucial role in shaping political social-
ization. They can reinforce minority identities and inform political attitudes and elec-
toral preferences in the Netherlands, for example in support for DENK. At the same
time, such experiences resonate across borders and influence political behaviour in
Turkey. The circulation of Islamophobic and anti-Turkish discourses in Dutch politics,
for instance, strengthened feelings of exclusion and, during the 2017 diplomatic crisis,
translated into support for Erdogan as a form of political expression. While this effect
was context-specific and temporary, it illustrates how political reactions are shaped
within interconnected transnational arenas.

Given the qualitative nature of this study, we do not aim to identify generalizable
trends. Rather, our findings highlight how national and transnational processes and
actors jointly shape political socialization, and how the intensity and direction of these
linkages shift over time. By 2023, several respondents reported feeling more distant from
Turkish politics, partly due to reduced mobility during the COVID-19 pandemic and
changing economic circumstances. Others reflected critically on the polarisation within
the Turkish-Dutch community, particularly in hindsight of the 2017 events.

This study contributes to the literature on political socialization in several ways.
First, it extends existing insights by showing that political influence is not limited to
the nuclear family but also involves extended family networks and broader community
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ties. Second, it demonstrates that political socialization is not confined to adolescence
but continues to evolve throughout the life course, particularly in the context of migra-
tion. Third, it conceptualises political socialization as an ongoing process embedded in
a transnational political space, where individuals navigate and negotiate multiple, some-
times competing, political contexts. While institutional infrastructures shape the con-
ditions under which such processes unfold, our findings underline the importance of
examining how individuals interpret, reproduce, and occasionally resist these influences
in their everyday lives.

These findings highlight the complex and dynamic nature of political socialization in
transnational contexts, showing how political orientations are continuously negotiated
across national settings. Future research, particularly quantitative studies, could assess
the broader applicability of these patterns across larger populations.
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