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Mentioning the words ‘identity’ and ‘political’ or ‘politics’ in one sentence can get 
people worked up in this day and age.1 Some say that identities can segregate society 
into segments according to these identities, especially when they are used as a 
starting point for politics. People are then only interested in improving the position 
of their own group, regardless of what happens to society as a whole. Identity politics 
is therefore said to be detrimental for unifying people in countries and serving 
the common good.2 But identity politics as an expression of group-based interests 
can also be seen as a positive phenomenon. Countless social movement studies 
have illustrated the strength of minority groups fighting for their rights. Think for 
example of the civil rights movement in the United States. Even though their aims 
and discourse went beyond just black identity, their success can only be understood 
if we take group identity and group mobilization into account. African-American 
churches, which also fostered particular forms of black identity, played a very 
important role in the mobilization of the black community (e.g. Morris 1984). This 
enabled African Americans to improve their group’s position in American society by 
claiming particular rights and demands. One can wonder whether this movement 
would have been successful if it had been detached from such types of groupness and 
specific organizations.3 Identities can thus also successfully mobilize individuals in 
some contexts and among some groups, and help them to overcome injustice and 
inequality. 

These debates about identity politics and group-based interest, and the possible 
segregation that follows, calls our attention to the larger integration debates 
concerning individuals of immigrant origin. What role do immigrant-origin 
individuals’ identities play in integrating and participating in the destination 
societies? Is their attachment to ‘their group’ beneficial for their participation, or 
does it prohibit or deter their participation? Origin country and minority religious 
identifications and their effect on behavior in the destination country has raised 
scholarly (e.g. Berry 1997) as well as political and societal interest in Europe. The 
attachment to immigrant-origin individuals’ origins in political and public debates 
is often perceived to be at odds with loyalty to, and participation in, destination 
countries. Do their origin identities then also prohibit participation in the political 

1  E.g. https://www.nytimes.com/2016/11/20/opinion/sunday/the-end-of-identity-liberalism.html accessed 30-11-2018; 
https://www.nrc.nl/nieuws/2017/10/27/verpletterd-onder-zijn-erfzonden-13690836-a1578878 accessed 30-11-2018.
2  https://www.nytimes.com/2016/11/20/opinion/sunday/the-end-of-identity-liberalism.html accessed 30-11-2018.
3  https://www.groene.nl/artikel/nostalgie-is-dodelijk accessed 30-11-2018.
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domain of destination countries? Does immigrant-origin individuals’ attachment 
to their origins and political participation in destination countries pose a zero-sum 
game? Will more identification with their origins always and under all circumstances 
deter their political participation? 

It is relevant to understand the identities, political participation and how they 
relate among immigrants and their children in Europe for two reasons. Firstly, this 
is because it gives insight into the broader integration debates. Do the origin and 
religious identifications of immigrant-origin individuals segregate them or not? Do 
they deter their participation in destination countries or not? The political domain is 
especially relevant to investigate, since it provides individuals with the opportunity 
to voice their demands and influence policies. We therefore need to know which 
factors enhance or reduce political participation among minority groups (Bloemraad 
& Vermeulen 2014). Secondly, we need to understand how origin identifications (with 
origin country or minority religion) among immigrant-origin individuals relate to 
political participation in order to nuance the ‘identity’ in ‘identity politics’. How can 
we understand identity politics if we do not understand the effects of identification 
at the individual level? Very contrasting political contexts have seen the emergence 
and success of identity politics (e.g. the Netherlands, the United States). In order 
to understand these successes we must also look beyond the political contexts and 
examine the mechanisms at play at the voter level. We must take a step back and see 
under what circumstances identities matter for political participation in the first 
place, in order to understand the success or failure of identity politics.

This dissertation zooms more specifically in on the immigrants from predominantly 
Muslim countries, and their children, in Europe. Their origin identifications have 
most often been posed as a zero-sum game for their integration and participation 
in their destination countries. The integration of immigrants from predominantly 
Muslim countries and their children has often been problematized in European 
countries. Connectedness to origins is sometimes seen as being equal to adhering 
to traditional non-democratic values, since the countries of origin sometimes lack 
certain democratic traditions. This connectedness with their origins is then seen as 
being at odds with loyalty to the democratic destination country, and withdrawal 
within the Muslim immigrant communities as conflicting with participation within 
the destination country, possibly also its political domain. Others in the public and 
political debates pose that the connectedness to origins can coexist with participation 
in destination countries. Do origin identifications and political participation in 
destination countries indeed pose a zero-sum game? Or can these identifications also 
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mobilize individuals to participate politically? 

This study does not start from scratch, because it is already known that social minority 
identities can influence one’s political participation (e.g. Olsen, 1970; Shingles, 1981; 
Dawson, 1994; Klandermans, 2002; Van Zomeren et al., 2008). The exact circumstances 
under which social minority identities affect political participation are however not 
clear (Pérez 2015). Identifying with a social minority group (e.g. Turkish, Islamic) does 
not always affect individuals’ political participation. It also does not affect political 
participation under all circumstances, for all forms of political participation, or for 
all groups that are compared. It is therefore all the more important to systematically 
explore the circumstances under which minority identifications affect political 
participation of minority groups. My answer to this puzzle is to explore immigrant-
origin individuals’ origin country and religious identification, and how these relate 
to political participation systematically at three levels: micro, meso and macro. This 
provides me with the tools to contextualize the link between social identification 
and political participation. Just to give one example, identifying as Turkish can have 
different implications in comparison to identifying as Moroccan (due to political, 
social and historical reasons), even though both forms of identification fall under the 
common denominator of a social minority identity, and of an origin country identity, 
and both groups are considered primarily Muslims. Contextualizing this link at the 
group level (meso level) allows me to nuance how minority identifications relate 
to political participation for different groups, thus doing more justice to complex 
daily realities. The exploration of the circumstances under which minority identities 
politicize at these three levels allows me to better tease out the exact circumstances 
under which minority identifications affect political behavior. 

The focus of the following chapters is to what extent, and under which circumstances, 
immigrants’ and their children’s origin country and religious identification relates to 
their political participation in Europe. The following research question is formulated:

To what extent do origin country and religious identification relate to the political 
participation of immigrants and their children, from predominantly Muslim 
countries, in Western Europe? And under what circumstances? 
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This study

What we already know is that some circumstances at the individual level, thus the 
micro level, affect the politicization of immigrants’ minority identification. These 
circumstances are individuals’ identifications with other groups (for example, 
national identification; e.g. Simon and Ruhs 2008), and other perceptions such as 
the perception of group discrimination (e.g. Simon and Klandermans 2001). On the 
macro level, scholars have found some differences between groups and countries in 
the politicization of immigrants’ minority identities (e.g. Fischer-Neumann 2014; 
Verkuyten 2016), even though this macro level has not been systematically researched 
yet. The goal of my study is to unify insights from different disciplines, such as social 
psychology, political science and immigration studies, to improve our understanding 
of immigrants’ social identification, and how it relates to their political participation. 
Social psychology gives us insight into the general process of how social 
identification relates to group processes, such as collective action. Mechanisms 
such as ‘depersonalization’, where the individual comes to see her/himself more 
as an interchangeable exemplar of a social group instead of a unique individual 
(Turner 1987), and the extent to which pursing group interests then becomes self-
serving (Brewer 1991), provide plausible explanations for why social identification 
can motivate political participation. The discipline of social psychology gives me the 
tools to understand how various social psychological mechanisms at the individual 
level, such as perceived discrimination or perceived ascribed identities, condition 
the politicization of a social identity. These social psychological mechanisms are 
less studied in political science and provide an explanation of why people who have 
similar resources, interests and networks (e.g. Verba et al. 1995) might still participate 
differently politically, or why people might alter their political behavior over time. 

Insights from political science allow me to generalize the politicization of social 
identification to political participation, while social identifications’ effects have 
been mainly theorized around collective action within social psychology (e.g. Simon 
and Klandermans 2001). Furthermore, it provides a comprehensive theoretical 
framework at the individual level to explain political participation in the first 
place. People participate because they have the resources, because they want to, or 
because they have the networks (Verba et al. 1995). Psychological resources is the 
term that is used as a container for concepts such as political interest, trust and 
social identification, and according to classical political science theories can explain 
why people want or do not want to participate politically (Verba et al. 1995). These 
three factors—resources, psychological resources and networks—do not only affect 
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political participation directly, but also have interactive effects (Brady, Verba and 
Schlozman 1995). Someone who wants to participate might not do so because he/she 
lacks the networks, while someone who wants to participate and has the networks 
might actually participate. Thinking about determinants of political participation 
as not only having direct effects, but also as conditioning each other, helps me to 
understand under what circumstances, and at different levels (individual, meso and 
macro), social identification relates to political participation. 

And lastly, immigration studies provide the tools to contextualize the relationship 
between social identification and political participation for immigrants from 
predominantly Muslim countries in Western Europe specifically. Theories about the 
politicization of social identity in social psychology often concern the ‘social minority 
identity’. The social minority identity can include many social groups (e.g. women, 
elderly, racial groups, religious groups), and comparing possibly incomparable 
groups might also explain why mixed results are found for the politicization of 
social identities. Also in political science the theories surrounding the effects of 
identities on political participation were created within the United States’ context, 
to explain the political participation of African Americans. The empirical results for 
other immigrant or racial groups are far more mixed, also within the U.S. context 
(e.g. Lee 2008; Pérez 2015). Are these social minority identities comparable? And are 
the mechanisms that explain the politicization of social identity as plausible for all 
the groups that are compared? Immigration studies provide the tools to understand 
the groups that are compared (e.g. Turkish-origin individuals and Moroccan-origin 
individuals), and to understand the implications of their identifications better 
within the European context. These implications might make the politicization of 
immigrant-origin individuals’ identification more plausible for one group compared 
to the other, or more plausible in one country compared to the other. 

This study indicates that we can solve the puzzle of the politicization of a 
social identity by systematically researching the relationship between social 
identification and political participation, considering circumstances at three 
levels: the individual level, the meso level and the macro level. The individual level 
contains all circumstances that are situated ‘within’ individuals themselves, and 
refer to individuals’ social psychological mechanisms and other identifications. 
The politicization of social identification then depends on other individual-level 
social psychological mechanisms, such as perceptions of discrimination and 
national identification (e.g. German identification). The meso level relates to an 
environment that is still directly familiar and known to the individual, but beyond 
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the characteristics of the individual. Examples are individuals’ friendships groups, 
organizational involvement and families. The macro level transcends this meso level, 
as the people who share this macro level are not all known to the individual, but are 
likely to have some influence on their behavior. Examples are the immigrant group to 
which the individual ‘belongs’ or the destination country where the individual lives. 

Studies that were conducted into the relationship between social identification 
and political participation were mostly interested in direct effects, or individual-
level moderators (e.g. Olsen 1970; Miller et al. 1981; Simon and Klandermans 2001; 
Van Zomeren et al. 2008; Fischer-Neumann 2014). My study contributes to these 
studies at the individual level in three ways. Firstly, it considers how individual-level 
relationships are always situated in macro contexts, such as immigrant groups and 
countries (all chapters). Secondly, it provides conceptual clarity and precision by 
distinguishing between different types of social identification (e.g. origin-country 
identification or religious identification), and theorizes how these can relate 
differently to different forms of political participation (chapters 1, 2, 3, and 5). These 
types of social identification, and how they relate to political participation, are 
seldom studied simultaneously, and if they are, they are often considered to be part 
of the same package of ‘social minority identification’. I will nuance the distinction 
between origin country and religious identification, since identifying with (e.g.) 
Turkish individuals or identifying with Muslims has different implications and can 
have different effects on people’s political participation. I will also nuance some 
of the moderators of this relationship, for example by distinguishing between 
perceived group discrimination and perceived personal discrimination (chapter 2), 
and theorize how these can moderate how social identification relates to political 
participation. Lastly, this study theorizes and empirically tests a new identity-related 
determinant of political participation, namely immigrants’ perceived ascribed 
identities (chapter 3). This refers to the identities that immigrants feel are imposed 
upon them by the majority population. How immigrants’ perceptions of ascribed 
identities relate to their political participation, and how it does so depending on 
their own social identification, is explored.

My study contributes to existing knowledge as well by considering the under-
researched meso level (part 2, chapters 4 and 5). To my knowledge, the meso level 
has been mostly disregarded as a moderator in the relationship between immigrants’ 
social identification and political participation. Especially because social 
identification relates to connectedness with a social category that is also shared with 
other perceived group members, the meso level seems crucial to take into account 
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in studying a politicized social identity. This study examines for the first time, to my 
knowledge, how social identification relates to political participation depending on 
some meso-level circumstances such as individuals’ families (chapter 4), friends, and 
organizational involvement (chapter 5). 

 Lastly, this study contributes to existing studies by acknowledging that the previous 
relationships are always embedded in the macro level (all chapters). It considers how 
the individual level and the meso level are both situated in the macro level. Whether 
a Turkish immigrant-origin individual is more likely to vote, if he/she feels more 
strongly Turkish and perceives Turkish immigrants to be discriminated against, can 
depend on the characteristics of the group (in this case of Turkish immigrants) and 
the characteristics of the destination country. To what extent is the pursuit of group-
based interests considered acceptable, or normal, in this context? These are questions 
that should be considered if we want to understand under what circumstances social 
identification relates to political participation. 

Definitions and theoretical framework

Before we delve into how social identification relates to the political participation 
of immigrants from predominantly Muslim countries in Western Europe, it is 
important to discuss some key concepts. First of all, what does social identification 
mean? What does it mean to identify as (e.g.) Turkish? The second concept discussed 
is political participation. Lastly, the groups that are studied, namely immigrants and 
their children from predominantly Muslim countries, are discussed.

 Social identity implies a shared ‘place in society’ with other individuals who are 
considered to be group members (Simon 1999). For example, if an individual identifies 
as Turkish, this involves a connectedness to people who are also thought of as being 
Turkish, as well as a perceived position in society of Turkish people. Social identity 
is therefore always relational since it splits the world into different groups, such as 
Turkish, Moroccan, or women and men. The extent to which individuals identify with 
a social minority group, e.g. Turkish, also depends on the extent to which this identity 
is made salient by the individuals’ surroundings. The identities of immigrants from 
predominantly Muslim countries are often discussed in Western European political 
debates, which in turn influences the importance of these identities for these 
immigrants and their children. 
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In line with social psychology literature, social identification is defined as the 
characteristic of a person in which self-image is derived from the social groups 
identified with (Klandermans, 2014). People start to see themselves as Turkish, 
for example, if they identify with other Turkish people. The term ‘identification’ is 
suggested instead of ‘identity’, in keeping with Brubaker and Cooper (2000). The 
verb ‘identify’ and its related form, ‘identification’, has a processual connotation, 
suggesting that identification with social groups is something that is not necessarily 
stable and can change over time. Unlike the concept of identity, identification does 
not assume an internal sameness among individuals who identify with the same 
social minority group (Brubaker & Cooper, 2000). A ‘Turkish identity’, for instance, 
would have this connotation of a homogenous group, where all the individuals who 
belong to it are the same, because they ‘have’ this identity. Turkish identification on 
the other hand puts emphasis on the individual who identifies, to a lesser or greater 
extent, with being Turkish. It does not assume that all individuals identify as Turkish 
to the same extent, or that all individuals who identify as Turkish are the same. People 
can identify as Turkish to some extent, and this can change, which also depends on 
individuals’ social contexts. In this study, origin-country identification, e.g. Turkish 
identification, and religious identification, e.g. Islamic identification, are taken into 
account as different types of identifying with a social minority group in Western 
Europe.

Turning to the second important concept, political participation is distinguished 
between voting, other institutionalized political participation and non-
institutionalized political participation. Other forms of institutionalized political 
participation, thus excluding voting, are from now on referred as institutionalized 
political participation. This is defined, following Van Deth (2014), as voluntary acts 
conducted by citizens and located in the sphere of government, state, or politics. He 
distinguishes them from non-institutionalized political participation: such acts not 
located in the sphere but targeted at it. Examples of voting are voting in national or 
local elections. An example of institutionalized political participation is contacting 
a politician. Non-institutionalized political participation could be demonstrating or 
signing a petition. 

Lastly, this study will at times refer to Muslim immigrants, by which it refers to 
immigrants and their children from predominantly Muslim countries. The terms 
‘Muslim’, ‘Turkish immigrants’ and ‘Moroccan immigrants’ are used for the sake of 
clarity. But the whole goal of this study to show that people do not necessarily have 
to identify with their origins, or the Islamic faith. The identification matters for 
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political participation, not the ascribed categories. The ‘Muslim’ in the denotation 
of Muslim immigrants refers to origin countries that are predominantly Muslim, 
and says nothing about the religiosity or identification of the individual. Similarly, 
the ‘immigrants’ in the definition of Muslim immigrants refers to the immigrant 
origins of individuals—first generation immigrants and their children—and not to 
whether they identify with their immigrant origins. The immigrant groups included 
are Turkish immigrants (all chapters), Moroccan immigrants (chapters 1,3, and 
5), immigrants from the former Yugoslavia, and immigrants from Pakistan and its 
region (chapter 1). 

Now that the most important concepts are defined, we can turn to the relationship 
between social identification and political participation. 

Immigrants’ social identification and political participation
Why would someone who identifies as more (e.g.) Turkish, be more likely to (e.g.) 
vote? This section looks into the mechanism through which immigrants’ origin 
country and religious identification relates to their political participation. 

 Social identification can relate to political participation, through the process of 
depersonalization. Social identification puts emphasis on the group and leads to 
a depersonalization of the self (Turner et al. 1987; Brewer 1991). People start seeing 
themselves less as unique individuals and more as interchangeable members of 
the social minority group Turner et al. 1987: 50). So someone who identifies as (e.g.) 
Turkish can come to see her/himself more as a Turkish individual, and less as a unique 
individual. If you come to see yourself more as a group member, this also affects how 
you see your own interests. Instead of seeing your interests as the interests of a unique 
individual, you might start to see them in terms of your group (e.g. Turkish interests). 
Group-based interests (e.g. Turkish) are then seen as being individual interests, since 
this (e.g. Turkish) identity is so important to the individual. These perceived group 
interests, which have become personally relevant, are then a motivation to act on 
behalf of the group (Brewer 1991). The perception of group interests can also motivate 
acting politically on behalf of the group (Brady et al. 1995). Awareness of belonging 
to a group with shared political interest increases political participation by raising 
political engagement (Verba et al. 1995). Social identification (e.g. Turkish) can 
therefore serve as the motivation (e.g. pursuing Turkish interests) that encourages 
political participation.

 There are many forms of political participation that can be used for pursuing group 
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interests (e.g. see Lee 2008; Olsen 1970; Tate 1991). Someone can for example vote for 
an individual or a party that is perceived to represent group interests. Individuals 
can also contact a politician who represents group interests, or demonstrate to raise 
awareness for group interests. However, as already mentioned, the relationship 
between social identification and political participation is not self-evident (Tate 1991; 
Lien 1994; Leighley & Vedlitz 1999), which raises the question among whom and when 
social identification politicizes (Pérez 2015). After all, social identification by itself 
(e.g. Turkish identification) doesn’t necessarily influence political participation. 
Someone might just identify as Turkish, without this having any consequences for 
his/her behavior. 

As already mentioned, I suggest that there are conditions under which social 
identification can politicize at the individual and meso levels, which are in turn both 
situated in the macro level. This study focuses on conditions that are specifically 
related to immigrant groups, such as perceived group discrimination of the immigrant 
group. There are however other factors at all levels that could influence how social 
identification relates to political participation, but that are not specifically related 
to immigrants. Such factors at the individual level are for example political efficacy, 
political trust or political interest, which could be interesting for further research. 
This study, however, focuses on group-related factors at the individual level, namely 
national identification (with the destination country; e.g. German identification), 
perceptions of group and individual discrimination, and the perception of ascribed 
identities (part 1). The focus on the meso level is on the family and networks (part 
2). And for all of these relationships the macro level is taken into account, namely 
characteristics of immigrant groups and of the destination countries or cities. 
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Figure 1: Chapters 

Figure 1. 
Chapters

Data and research design

The chapters of this dissertation draw on existing data sources. These data sources 
needed to include immigrants and their children in their sample. Furthermore, 
they had to include indicators that related to the origin country and/or religious 
identifications, indicators that related to political participation, and indicators that 
related to the moderators on the three levels. The following datasets fulfilled these 
requirements. 

The first chapter uses data that were gathered in 2011 under the European research 
project EurIslam. The immigrant groups included were Moroccans, Turks, people 
from countries comprising the former Yugoslavia, and Pakistanis and people from 
its region, who were living in Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, and the U.K. (Tillie et 
al. 2013). These data allowed me to consider not only the relationship between social 
identification and voting under individual-level circumstances, but also made group 
and country comparisons possible, which are hypothesized to affect these individual-
level relationships. 
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 TIES surveys (2007, 2008) are used for the second chapter. The large-scale TIES project 
(The Integration of the European Second Generation) conducted surveys in fifteen 
European cities, in eight countries, in order to research the integration of descendants 
of Turkish, Moroccan and former Yugoslavian immigrants (Herzog-Punzenberger 
2010; Crul et al. 2012; Fibbi et al. 2015). I selected the descendants of Turkish immigrants 
in ten cities. These data allowed me to distinguish between perceived group 
discrimination and perceived personal discrimination. Furthermore, it allowed me 
to include voting at the local level.

The third chapter analyzes the data generated by the Six Country Immigrant 
Integration Survey (SCIICS), which is a large-scale telephone inquiry. The project 
selected immigrants who migrated in the guest-worker era (before 1975) and their 
children and grandchildren (see Ersanilli and Koopmans 2013). I selected Turkish 
and Moroccan immigrants for my analyses. These data allowed me to distinguish 
between social identifications (feeling connected to other Turkish immigrants) and a 
perceived ascribed origin-country identity by the majority population. Furthermore, 
it enabled me to account for differences between the six included countries and two 
included groups.

The fourth chapter analyzes the dataset of 2000Families (Guveli ND; Guveli et al. 
2016) that focuses on Turkish migration to Europe. The data contain information 
about migrant parents and their children in seven Western European countries, 
which enables me to study similarities in origin country and national identifications 
between parents and their adult children, as well as similarities between their voting 
likelihood. 

The fifth chapter draws data from a survey conducted by Roex, Van Stiphout, and Tillie 
(2010) in their exploration of religious orthodoxy among Dutch Muslims. The data 
contain information about immigrants’ social identification, their organizational 
involvement and the composition of their friend groups. It also enables me to 
distinguish between various forms of political participation and to consider 
differences between immigrant groups. 

Research design
The quantitative research design of the individual chapters was based on the available 
data. As mentioned before, I needed data with indicators for social identification, 
political participation and for the conditions on the three levels. All chapters use 
cross-sectional research designs. This means that individuals, namely immigrants 
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and their children, were compared. I tried to control for all the variables that were 
theoretically expected to influence social identifications, political participation and 
their relationships in order to account for omitted variable bias. In the end, the cross-
sectional designs allowed me to research correlations, not causal effects. 

The outcome variables were dichotomized variables, indicating whether someone 
had participated in a form of political participation (e.g. voting) or not. Binary 
logistic regression analyses were used to deal with non-linearity and non-normality 
of the dependent variables’ distribution of errors. The standard errors were clustered 
on the immigrant groups and/or countries, or on the family level. The results are 
presented in log odds, where less than zero represents a negative relative effect and 
greater than zero represents a positive relative effect. 

Cases 
As already mentioned, I relied on existing data sources. They needed to include 
immigrants and their children in their sample. Furthermore, they had to include 
indicators that related to origin country and/or religious identifications, indicators 
that related to political participation, and indicators that related to the conditions 
at the three levels. The data named above fulfilled these criteria, but they differed on 
some other aspects. 

First of all, the countries included differ between the chapters due to the available 
data. In order to research the meso level, I needed data about Muslim immigrants’ 
identifications, networks and political participation. I found this data, but for the 
Netherlands only. The chapter where only one country is included, namely chapter 
five, is less suitable for exploring the macro level when it comes to differences 
between countries. It however still includes the macro level by including different 
immigrant groups, and offers valuable insights into the individual- and meso-level 
moderators of a politicized identity. 

Secondly, the immigrant groups that are included differ between the chapters. 
In order to explore differences between groups, I needed data that included more 
immigrant groups from predominantly Muslim countries. Chapters one, three 
and five fulfill this criterion. The other chapters focus on the largest immigrant 
group from a predominantly Muslim country in Western Europe, namely Turkish 
immigrants and their children. The size and settlement pattern in many European 
countries makes this an interesting group for investigation. 
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Thirdly, different forms of political participation are included in the separate 
chapters. Again, this has to do with the available data. The most-included form 
of political participation is voting. This is also a very important form of political 
participation, since it is low cost and basic to citizenship rights (Verba et al. 1995). It is 
therefore crucial that everyone can participate in this way. 

Fourthly and lastly, the indicators for origin country and religious identification 
sometimes differ between the chapters. They are measured with (an assortment of) 
the following questions: ‘to what extent do you feel (e.g.) Turkish?’, ‘to what extent 
do you feel connected to other (e.g.) Turkish people?’, and ‘to what extent do you feel 
connected to your country of origin?’. Even though these indicators pose different 
questions, they are all expected to relate to the concept of social identification. They 
all refer to a characteristic of a person in which self-image is derived from the social 
groups identified with (Klandermans 2014). Additionally, the indicators all fit the 
processual connotation of the conceptualization of social identification by including 
verbs in the questions such as ‘feel (connected)’. The indicators also all put emphasis 
on the identifying agents, which applies to how social identification is defined as 
the subjective and internalized sense of group belonging (Huddy 2003; Simon & 
Klandermans 2001; Brubaker & Cooper 2000; Slootman 2014).

Summary of the chapters 

Part 1 of my dissertation focuses on the relationship between social identification and 
political participation under individual-level circumstances. However, as was already 
stated, these individual circumstances cannot be isolated from the macro-level 
factors that can influence how social identification relates to political participation. 
Country and group differences are therefore also taken into account.

Chapter one critically examines how voting probability is affected by social 
identification under conditions of perceptions of group discrimination and group 
resources. Muslim immigrants in Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, and the U.K. 
are analyzed using surveys conducted for the European research project EurIslam. 
This study explores how origin country and religious identification relate to 
voting likelihood under conditions of national identification and perceived group 
discrimination (expressed in the chapter as group grievances). On the macro level, 
it researches whether these relationships differ between countries and between 
immigrant groups. 
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Chapter two explores how Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to local voting 
likelihood among second-generation Turkish immigrants in 10 Western European 
cities. Unlike previous studies on the politicization of social identification, it 
researches local voting and considers how this relationship is moderated by the 
interplay between perceptions of personal discrimination and group discrimination. 
On the macro level, it researches whether these relationships differ between Western 
European cities. 

Chapter three theorizes how immigrants’ perceptions of ascribed identities relate to 
their political participation in Western Europe. I empirically test these expectations 
using the Six Country Immigrant Integration Comparative Survey (2008), which 
distinguishes between perceptions of an ascribed national identity, which relates to 
the receiving country (e.g. German), and perceptions of an ascribed origin-country 
identity (Moroccan or Turkish), and how these relate to voting and involvement 
in political organizations. How the discrepancy between perceptions of ascribed 
identities and individuals’ connectedness to these groups relates to political 
participation is also analyzed. On the macro level, differences between immigrant 
groups are analyzed and differences between countries are taken into account. 

Part two focuses on the relationship between social identification and political 
participation under meso-level circumstances. As is the case with the individual-level 
relations, the interactions between the individual and the meso level can also not be 
observed in a social vacuum. The macro level, namely group differences and possible 
country differences, are therefore taken into account as well. 

Chapter four explores how identifications of the parents play a role in the poli-
ticization of identification among their children. A unique dataset (2000Families), 
including information about Turkish parents and their children in European 
countries, is explored to examine to what extent parents’ social identifications relate 
to the identity-electoral participation linkage among Turkish immigrant children in 
Europe. 

Chapter five considers the role of networks in the politicization of social 
identification. It examines how the interplay between social identification and group 
networks affects political participation among Moroccan and Turkish immigrants in 
the Netherlands. On the macro level, differences between immigrant groups in the 
Netherlands are taken into account. 
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Part I
Individual Level



‘Unpacking’ the Identity-
to-Politics Link: 
The Effects of Social Identification 
on Voting among Muslim 
Immigrants in Western Europe 4

1

4

4  A slightly different version of this chapter is published as Kranendonk, M., Vermeulen, F., & van Heelsum, A. (2018). 
“Unpacking” the Identity-to-Politics Link: The Effects of Social Identification on Voting Among Muslim Immigrants in 
Western Europe. Political Psychology, 39(1), 43-67.

Abstract

The identity-to-politics link assumes that individuals who share a certain 
demographic feature also share common political pursuits. This paper critically 
examines that presumed relationship by analysing how voting probability is affected 
by social identification in combination with other elements – namely, perception 
of shared grievances and group resources. Tallying responses from Muslim 
immigrants in Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, and the UK via surveys conducted 
for the European research project EURISLAM, this study supports the assumption 
that social identification affects voting in specific circumstances. The results show 
that identifying with the origin country decreases voting probability among 
Muslim immigrants in Europe. Another finding was the context-specific effect of 
social identification. That is, origin country identification’s effect is contingent on 
an individual’s perception of shared grievances and national identification; and 
origin country and religious identifications’ effects are contingent on an individual’s 
perception of shared grievances, national identification, and group differences.
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Introduction

Too often politicians and scientists assume that individuals who are categorised 
under a shared demographic feature are also informed by the feature in their political 
behaviour. Yet, is such an assumption fair when we have not bothered exploring how 
individuals themselves relate to these ascribed categories, and how this affects their 
political behaviour? We see how in much of Western Europe, origin country and 
religion are now used to categorise – and subsequently problematise – immigrants 
from predominantly Muslim countries. Politics aside, the study of immigrant 
political participation in Europe has largely neglected social identification – the 
degree to which individuals self-identify with social groups (for exceptions, see 
Fischer-Neumann, 2014; Simon & Ruhs, 2008; Simon & Grabow, 2010; Verkuyten, 2016). 
Scholars across academic disciplines have explored the effect of social identification 
and social identity on different forms of political participation. Social identity differs 
from social identification conceptually; the latter emphasises a process, suggesting 
something in flux, situational and subject to social contexts (Brubaker & Cooper, 
2000). Many studies have found that both can enhance political participation among 
members of minority groups (Olsen, 1970; Shingles, 1981; Dawson, 1994; Klandermans, 
2002; Van Zomeren et al., 2008). However, the correlation seems neither consistent 
nor omnipresent, as other studies found no such relationship or only weak effects 
thereof (Tate, 1991; Lien, 1994; Leighley & Vedlitz, 1999). According to Pérez (2015), 
these mixed results present a conundrum: group identity seems to matter politically 
as it can be politicised and therefore affect society; however, when and among whom 
it is politicised is not entirely clear.

Lee (2008) promotes ‘unpacking’ the dynamics and assumptions of the identity-
to-politics link – that is, making it explicit. The identity-to-politics link assumes 
that individuals who share a demographic label also share common interests and 
collectively pursue them through political participation. However, the assumption 
leaves many questions unanswered, as social identification’s effect on political 
participation is not straightforward. Do individuals self-identify with the categories 
ascribed to them? What is the underlying mechanism of the politicisation of social 
identification? Additionally, social identification does not necessarily affect political 
participation since identifying can function merely as a point of self-reference (Lee, 
2008). 

Existing research posits that identification with social groups activates political 
participation under the conditions of perception of shared grievances and 
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connectedness to a superordinate group (Simon & Klandermans, 2001; Simon 
& Grabow, 2010; Klandermans, 2014). Simon and Grabow (2010) conceptualise 
immigrants’ combined identification with a social minority (e.g. immigrant group) 
and the mainstream society (e.g. destination country) as being a dual identity. 
Alongside perception of shared grievances and this dual identification, group 
differences can affect how social identification activates political participation by 
providing varying degrees of political leadership, group resources, and access to 
recruitment networks. Lastly, all such mechanisms can be affected by the political 
context. 

My study enriches the existing debate fourfold. First, I integrate ideas from social 
psychology, political science, sociology, and immigration research to conceptualise 
the effect immigrants’ social identification has on voting in Western Europe. I provide a 
theoretical framework that puts the conditionality of politicised social identification 
front and centre; here we see that the effect social (and dual) identification has on 
political participation interacts with perceptions of shared grievances and group 
differences. I show that the combination of feeling attached to a certain social group 
and the perception that this group shares grievances in particular contexts can produce 
different effects on voting likelihood. From this, we gain deeper understanding of 
when and how social identification can affect voting. Unlike previous studies, by 
separately analysing origin country and religious identifications, I consider how the 
characteristics of the social categories with which individuals self-identify matter. 
Second, this study conceptualises – and for the first time, tests – differences across 
immigrant groups and countries vis-à-vis the politicisation of social identification. 
Third, I take voting as an indicator of political participation, whereas many European 
studies have focused on other forms of political participation as they relate to social 
identification (on political protest, see e.g. Klandermans, 2014). Voting is basic to 
citizenship rights, enabling individuals to express political opinions in a way that 
requires little time and money (Verba et al., 1995). Finally, I empirically test the effects 
of origin country and religious identifications on voting probability among a highly 
politicised group of Muslim immigrants in Western Europe as an exemplary case. 
This is done by analysing a unique dataset from surveys conducted for the European 
research project EURISLAM. Using binary logistic regression, I compare responses 
from individuals who immigrated to Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, and the United 
Kingdom from predominantly Muslim origins in Morocco, Turkey, the former 
Yugoslavia, and Pakistan and its region.5

5  The category ‘Pakistan and its region’ comprises Pakistanis as well as people from the country’s surrounding region 
who were included because the survey’s criterion was based on Urdu names.
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Conceptual Framework

Social Identification and Political Participation
Research has shown that social identification plays an important role in individuals’ 
daily lives and their organisational processes. Individuals attach emotional 
significance to perceived membership in the social groups in which they self-
categorise and with which they self-identify. Social identification helps people make 
sense of their everyday practices and comprehend what they share with others and 
how they differ from them (e.g. Brubaker & Cooper, 2000; Simon, 1999, p. 53; Tajfel, 1981, 
p. 255; Turner et al., 1987). Simon and Klandermans (2001, p. 321) argue that along with 
promoting a sense of belonging and distinctiveness, social identification works to 
foster respect, understanding, and agency. These psychological functions reflect how 
social identification affects individuals’ everyday lives, which may include political 
participation. Simon (1999) defines social identity as ‘a place in society’, which is 
shared with individuals also considered group members. Social identity is therefore 
always relational, subjected, and context-interactive (Postmes et al., 2005; Simon, 
1999; Turner et al., 1987). Simon (1999) shows that social identification’s salience is 
influenced by the numerical distinctiveness of a social characteristic (e.g. whether it 
is only shared with a minority of individuals) and how meaningful this characteristic 
is perceived in the social context. Postmes et al. (2005) also note that individuals’ 
social identity can arise if it is differentiated (e.g. from the mainstream society) on 
the basis of some property held in common with a group of individuals. They argue 
that these attributes are shaped by historical, sociocultural, and intergroup dynamics 
and can be related to an attribute, attitudes or common interests. 

Studies emphasise the importance of social identification in explaining individual, 
collective, institutionalised, and non-institutionalised political acts (Fowler & Kam, 
2007; Huddy, 2003; Pérez, 2015). Verba et al. (1995) argue that awareness of belonging 
to a group with shared political interest increases political participation by raising 
political engagement. From a social-psychological perspective, Van Zomeren et al. 
(2008) explain the link between social identification and collective action by way of 
social identity theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979). They observe that if individuals perceive 
illegitimate status differences between what they perceive as their group and other 
groups, they are likelier to identify with their group and engage in collective action 
to address any perceived group differential. 

Social psychology researchers have explored social identification’s effect on 
mobilisation for collective action (for an overview, see e.g. Klandermans, 2014). 

33PART I - CHAPTER 1 | 



Klandermans (2002) found correlations between social identification, organisational 
involvement, and preparedness to participate in peaceful protest in South Africa. 
Van Zomeren et al. (2008) demonstrate in their meta-analysis that social identity 
affects likelihood to engage in collective action, whereby politicised identities (e.g. 
feminism) showed a greater effect than non-politicised identities (e.g. women). 
American political scientists have recognised social identification – race, in particular 
– as crucial for explaining high levels of political participation among certain groups, 
such as African Americans (Lee, 2008; Olsen, 1970). 

Social identification differs from categorisation in that individuals themselves do 
not need to recognise their ascribed categories or similarly categorised individuals 
as members of the same group (Jenkins, 2014). As Lee (2008) promotes, we should 
therefore examine whether individuals actually identify with their ascribed 
labels. Scholars who use identity as an analytical category run the risk of reifying 
categorisation, which distorts our understanding of social behaviour (Brubaker 
& Cooper, 2000). Categorisation left unquestioned, moreover, can perpetuate 
stigmatisation and prejudices.

How, then, should we handle issues of identity that are quite problematic as 
analytical categories but still salient in individuals’ daily lives and organisational 
processes? In line with social psychology literature, I define social identification 
as the characteristic of a person in which self-image is derived from the social 
groups identified with (Klandermans, 2014). Additionally, I propose use of the term 
‘identification’ instead of ‘identity’, in keeping with Brubaker and Cooper (2000). 
The verb ‘identify’ and its related form, ‘identification’, has a processual connotation, 
suggesting that identification with social groups is something in flux. Situational 
and subject to social contexts, identification can undeniably influence individuals’ 
daily lives. But unlike the concept of identity, identification does not assume a 
homogenous identity, a distinctiveness, or internal sameness among individuals 
who identify with the same social group (Brubaker & Cooper, 2000). Identification 
also puts emphasis on the agents who ‘identify’ themselves. This action-oriented 
word evokes a more subjective, internalised sense of group belonging and permits 
individuals to identify to varying extents with different social groups (Huddy, 2003; 
Simon & Klandermans, 2001; Brubaker & Cooper, 2000; Slootman, 2014).

Identification Processes among Immigrants
Despite acknowledging that social identification among immigrants is hybrid, 
constructed, and conditional (Verkuyten, 2004; Slootman, 2014), studies have still 
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primarily differentiated between the effects of national (or receiving country) 
identification and ethnic or origin country identification to understand immigrants’ 
behaviour across social domains (Berry, 1997). In general, national identification 
– identification with the destination country – is expected to encourage different 
forms of social, economic, and political participation among immigrants, while 
ethnic identification – often used for identification with the origin country – is 
expected to do the opposite. Over time, immigrants and their descendants give up 
their distinctive languages, norms, identities, and practices to become part of the 
mainstream (Alba & Nee, 1997). The expectation is that these individuals become 
enabled to participate more in various domains of the receiving society, including 
its political system (Bloemraad & Vermeulen, 2014). An empirical example is given by 
Klandermans et al. (2006), showing that ethnic identification correlates negatively 
with participation in collective action in the Netherlands and in New York among 
Turkish and Moroccan immigrants. 

Alongside their national and ethnic categories, Muslim immigrants in Europe may 
identify with their religion (Van Heelsum & Koomen, 2016).6 The expected effects of 
religious identification on political participation are not consistent. Campbell (2013) 
sees that religiosity affects political participation positively because religious groups 
provide strong recruitment networks and incentivise their members’ involvement in 
civic matters. Wald et al. (2005) describe how religion provides believers with social 
identities that can motivate political activity. Analysing religious identification’s 
effect on political participation among Muslim immigrants in Europe, Fleischmann 
et al. (2011) show that Muslims who identify strongly with their faith are likeliest 
to be involved in political action. Cesari (2014) and Just et al. (2014) find that 
Muslim immigrants who are exposed to religious organisations significantly more 
participate politically than those who are not. However, Just et al. (2014) also find that 
those who self-identify as Muslim practise significantly less political participation. 
Islamic identification in a non-Muslim environment may be accompanied by 
feelings of exclusion, which may decrease Muslim voters’ willingness to participate 
in democratic European political systems (Ersanilli & Koopmans, 2011). Some Muslim 
immigrants may consider it against their faith to participate in democratic Western 
systems (Just et al., 2014), which may also decrease levels of political participation 
among those who self-identify as Muslim.

6  Many other forms and combinations of identification exist for Muslim immigrants (Slootman, 2014), though my 
study looks only at collective categories directly related to their background as immigrants from predominantly Muslim 
countries: namely, national, origin country, and religious identifications.
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Social psychological theories elaborate the effects of social identity and 
identification on collective action, though can also be applied to other forms of 
political participation, such as voting. Compared to collective action, voting is 
efficient and affordable. Dickson and Scheve (2006) find significant consensus that 
social identities affect voting behaviour, citing religion and ethnicity as examples 
of categories that structure electoral choices, for example, by offering individuals 
common policy preferences (Dickson & Scheve, 2006). If social identification affects 
voting behaviour by providing the perception of shared policy preferences, it is also 
likely to affect individuals’ likelihood to vote in the first place (Lee, 2008). Social 
identification can affect voting both positively and negatively. After all, individuals 
may have less incentive to vote if none of the parties or politicians represents the 
group interests and policy preferences. 

I propose the following hypotheses:

H1: Origin country identification affects voting probability.
H2: Religious identification affects voting probability.

Processes of Dual Identification
Simon and Klandermans (2001) argue that a politicised social identity is always 
‘nested’, which involves individuals identifying with both a subordinate group 
and the superordinate group. For a subordinate group’s identification to become 
politicised, feelings of connectedness to a superordinate group must exist, as it 
provides a receptacle to individuals’ feelings of entitlement for support (Simon & 
Klandermans, 2001). Applying the reasoning of ‘nested’ politicised social identity 
specifically to immigrants, Simon and Grabow (2010) define dual identity by indexing 
the aggrieved subordinate group as the immigrant group and the superordinate 
group, or higher societal entity, as the destination country and its native inhabitants 
(see also Simon & Ruhs, 2008). 

Other scholars, meanwhile, have highlighted the possible effects of combined nested 
processes of identification on levels of immigrant participation. Berry (1997) identifies 
four immigrant integration strategies in which national and ethnic identifications 
are the main dimensions. He differentiates between individuals who identify with 
both their ethnic group and the destination country, those who identify with either, 
and those who identify with neither. He notes that those who highly identify with 
both participate more in the different domains of the receiving society than those 
who identify with only one or neither, although Berry later scrutinises and adjusts 
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his own assessment of the classification. Demands and expectations of the receiving 
society strongly influence immigrant identification, rendering its various processes 
and related integration strategies multifaceted and, to a large extent, involuntary 
(Berry & Sabatier, 2011; Van Oudenhoven et al., 2006). 

I apply the dual identification model not only to the conventional combination of origin 
country with national identifications, but also to religious identification as a form of 
identifying with a subordinate group (Klandermans, 2014). Identifying as Muslim can 
also be an indication of belonging to an aggrieved subordinate group, since Muslims 
form a minority and are increasingly stigmatised in Western Europe. Immigrants’ dual 
identity on the basis of origin country or religion is only expected to enhance voting 
likelihood if it is combined with higher levels of national identification.

H3: Origin country and religious identifications increase voting probability the more 
individuals nationally identify.

The Politicisation of Social Identification through Perception of Shared 
Grievances
Scholars across disciplines have uniquely conceptualised how social identification 
affects political participation. A common pattern seems to be that social identification 
becomes politicised under certain conditions. Social identification does not 
necessarily affect political participation. Perceived common interests are not a 
necessity for identifying with a social group, as social identification can also provide 
individuals with a point of self-reference (Lee, 2008). Within this line of research, 
social identification is linked to political participation through group consciousness, 
which is defined by McClain et al. (2009, p. 476) as ‘in-group identification politicized 
by a set of ideological beliefs about one’s group’s social standing, as well as a view 
that collective action is the best means by which the group can improve its status and 
realize its interests’. 

If individuals who belong to a minority group perceive shared grievances, they may 
seek to improve group status by engaging in collective action that affirms their group’s 
worth (Pérez, 2015). Klandermans (2002) finds that perception of shared grievances 
often relates to dissatisfaction with the group’s treatment by authorities. Shared 
grievances can include perceptions of illegitimate inequality, imposed grievances, a 
transgression of moral principles (such as violation of human rights), and threatened 
privileges. Van Zomeren et al. (2008) observe how perception of shared grievances 
intensifies group-based emotions, such as anger, which can move individuals to 
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collective action that addresses the perceived injustices. Simon and Klandermans 
(2001) see the prerequisites for the politicisation of social identification7 as social 
identification combined with perception of shared grievances, an external agent 
to blame for them, and the willingness to involve society at large. Miller et al. (1981) 
argue that social identification, perception of shared grievances, and the belief that 
the system is to be blamed has had a strong joint effect on voting probability in the US 
presidential elections among African Americans, women, and the poor.

Research on the political participation of religious groups has yielded similar results. 
Wald et al. (2005) find that their political mobilisation is often reactive, responding 
to what they perceive as social flaws, attacks on sacred values, and antireligious 
practices. Bader (2007) argues that conservative religious groups become politically 
active not when they set out political goals or interest to join the liberal public sphere, 
but when they are denied their way of life. Just et al. (2014) see that, especially among 
Muslim immigrants in Europe with a negative attitude towards the destination 
country, a reactive identity emerges as a way to deal with perceived discrimination 
and injustice. That identity increases political participation among the group in an 
effort to create conditions enabling the practice of their beliefs. Individuals who 
identify to a lesser extent with a social group – be it origin country, race, or religion – 
are likelier to abstain from efforts to improve group status because it is less essential 
to their self-image. If possible, they may disassociate themselves from the group.

Perception of shared grievances is expected to enhance origin country and religious 
identifications’ effects on voting. It provides individuals with common interests – 
specifically, to address injustices towards their group and therefore to participate 
politically.

H4: Origin country and religious identifications increase voting probability the more 
individuals perceive shared grievances.

Bringing dual identification and the perception of group grievances together 
into the framework of how social identification becomes politicised, Simon and 
Klandermans (2001) highlight the importance of considering both the perception 
of shared grievances as well as feeling connected to a superordinate group. They 
state that ‘politicized collective identity is always also nested identity in that it 
presupposes identification with the more inclusive social entity that provides 

7  Simon and Klandermans (2001) refer to collective identities rather than social identification.
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the context for shared grievances, adversarial attributions, and the ensuing power 
struggles for social change (or resistance to such change)’ (Simon & Klandermans, 
2001, p. 326). Klandermans and Stekelenburg (2013) argue, moreover, that individuals 
who hold a dual identity and harbour feelings of dissatisfaction are likelier to engage 
in collective action. An empirical example is given by Simon and Grabow (2010), 
who find that the politicisation of dual identification among Russian immigrants is 
moderated by a perception of shared grievances. 

H5: Origin country and religious identifications’ effects increase voting probability the more 
individuals perceive shared grievances and nationally identify.

Group Resources and National Context
Scholars from various disciplines point out that group-specific factors – namely, 
political leadership, recruitment networks, and group resources – can influence 
how social identification gets politicised by enabling different forms of political 
participation.

Simon and Klandermans (2001) argue that leaders play a role in the politicisation of 
social identification by emphasising shared grievances, identifying an external agent 
that is responsible, and defining how society at large is implicated. Politicians can try 
to persuade individuals to understand themselves and their own interests through 
identifying with a social group (Brubaker & Cooper, 2000, p. 4). Still, politicians differ 
in the extent to which they make group-based appeals or address specific group 
interests in order to attract votes (Dickson & Scheve, 2006). Klandermans (2014) 
finds that individuals are also likelier to participate in a political protest the more 
they identify with the organisers. But not every social group has leaders, political or 
otherwise, who exploit social identification to mobilise individuals or with whom 
individuals can identify to the extent that they participate politically. And when they 
do, the leaders are not all influential and do not necessarily make group-appeals to 
the same extent.

Klandermans and Stekelenburg (2013) demonstrate how social networks extend 
opportunities to discuss politics and political events, as well as expose individuals 
to recruitment networks. Groups can provide strong recruitment networks that 
mobilise individuals to vote. Verba et al. (1995, p. 152) claim that individuals are 
likelier to participate politically if they are asked to by someone with whom they 
share demographic features, such as gender, ethnicity, or race. The immigration 
literature posits that ethnic networks can also provide immigrants and their children 
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with various resources (Portes & Zhou, 1993, p. 86). From a social capital perspective, 
Tillie (2004) shows that individual networks as well as groups’ social capital affect 
individuals’ likelihood to participate politically, voting included. Vermeulen and 
Brünger (2014) demonstrate how differences in group resources, such as the form 
of a cohesive social network, affect immigrants’ organisational capacity. They find 
that the Netherlands’ Turkish community, characterised by strong cohesive social 
networks and strong transnational relationships, can offer sufficient legitimacy for 
its organisations. The Netherlands’ Moroccan community, characterised by more 
fragmented social networks, must look beyond its own to gain sufficient legitimacy 
for its organisations. Van Heelsum (2005) attributes part of Turkish political 
participation in the Netherlands to the strong networks between religious groupings. 
In other words, alongside individuals’ determinants of political participation, group 
characteristics are expected to affect political participation in various ways (Fennema 
& Tillie, 1999; Michon & Vermeulen, 2013).

How perception of shared grievances moderates origin country and religious 
identifications’ effects on voting – and how this is subsequently strengthened by 
national identification – differs across immigrant groups. 

H6: The extent of origin country and religious identifications’ effects on voting probability, 
combined with perception of shared grievances and national identification, differs across 
immigrant groups.

Finally, all of my hypothesised relationships are subject to context. This calls 
my attention to the supply side of political participation vis-à-vis voting in the 
national elections. Countries differ in how they accommodate and voice group-
specific interests within the electoral system. Moreover, not every country has the 
same extent of influence from political actors who pursue group-specific interests. 
Country characteristics such as the political opportunity structure, public discourse, 
citizenship regimes, and institutional arrangements affect which opportunities are 
presented to permit pursuit of shared interests based on social identification. 
 
The extent to which group-specific interests of immigrants are recognised and 
accommodated by national integration regimes are likely to affect the politicisation 
of origin country and religious identifications. Koopmans and colleagues argue that 
citizenship rights regimes affect opportunities for claims-making on the basis of 
ethnic and religious interests (Koopmans et al., 2005; Carol & Koopmans, 2013). Cinalli 
and Giugni (2016) indicate that the political opportunity structure affects electoral 
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political participation among Muslims in Western Europe, while Muslim individuals 
participate more in institutional and cultural political opportunity structures 
that are more open. Research has looked into the traditional distinction between 
immigrant citizenship regimes – the UK being the prototype for multiculturalism 
and France, for assimilation – with such studies often offering nuanced and/or 
critical views (Favell, 1998; Koopmans et al., 2005). Verkuyten (2016) shows how 
opportunity structures most greatly influence dual identification’s effect on intent to 
protest when individuals are exposed to open multiculturalist regimes versus closed 
assimilationist regimes.

One indicator of a multiculturalist citizenship regime is the level of openness to 
minority claims. Statham and Tillie (2016) provide a recent overview of just that 
for the countries included in this study, finding that Germany and Switzerland 
are characterised by a more ethnic approach to citizenship, where cultural 
distinctiveness among minority groups is not supported. The UK is characterised by 
a multiculturalist approach, which is more open to group demands and organisation 
along racial or ethnic lines. Belgium recognises group demands to greater or lesser 
extents depending on the region (Statham & Tillie, 2016; Koopmans et al., 2005). 

H7: Origin country and religious identifications , combined with perception of shared 
grievances and national identification, increase voting probability in countries that are 
more accommodating of immigrants’ group demands (UK) compared to countries that are 
less accommodating of immigrants’ group demands (Germany and Switzerland). 

Figure 1.
Hypotheses: How social identification relates to politics 
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Data and Methods

The data for this study were gathered in 2011 under the European research project 
EURISLAM. The computer-assisted telephone interviewing was conducted by 
bilingual interviewers, who selected respondents based on surnames that typically 
originate from predominately Muslim countries. Included were Moroccans, Turks, 
‘Yugoslavs’ – shorthand for people from countries comprising the former Yugoslavia – 
and Pakistanis and people from its region in Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, and the 
UK.8 A selection was made of those who could vote during the most recent national 
elections. This produced a sample of 1,927 individuals: 470 Moroccans, 652 Turks, 346 
Yugoslavs, and 459 Pakistanis and people from its region (see table 1).

I used binary logistic regression analyses to deal with the non-linearity and non-
normality of the distribution of errors of the dependent variable, whether someone 
voted during the last national elections.9 To account for the nested nature of the 
data, I clustered the standard errors according to country and immigrant group 
combinations, 16 in total. I included dummies for the countries to account for voting 
level variance between them. The results are presented in log odds, whereby less-
than-zero represents a negative relative effect and greater-than-zero represents a 
relative positive effect.
 
The dependent variable concerns self-reported political behaviour: voting in 
elections that were held between half a year to four years before the survey (which was 
conducted between January and June 2011). Using self-reported voting as a variable has 
a few drawbacks, including possible over-reporting for social desirability, differences 
between countries due to some elections being longer ago than others, and the 
impact of news events.10 Furthermore, the perception of suitable political candidates 
and political parties can influence to what extent origin country and religious 
identifications affect voting. If none of the candidates or parties is perceived as being 
suitable for the group’s interests, or helping to better its position, individuals might 
refrain from voting. My analyses’ non-findings do not necessarily mean that religious 
or origin country identification do not affect voting intention; political candidates or 

8  Respondents were invited to participate by first explaining the project with a statement, such as: ‘We are conducting 
a scientific survey for the University of Bristol on the life situation and opinions of people of various origins living in the 
UK. One of the groups we are interested in, are people Turkish descent.’
9  Last elections were held in Belgium on 13 June 2010; in Germany on 27 September 2009; in Switzerland on 21 October 
2007; in the UK on 6 May 2010. 
10  Vanparys et al. (2013) investigate the impact of dramatic news events on Muslims in the period from 1999 to 2009 
for the different countries, noting peaks in 2006 in Belgium and Germany and in 2007 in Switzerland and the UK though 
none during the period between elections and the survey. That said,I have no way to guarantee that the survey results 
were not influenced by any news events.
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parties perceived as unsuitable representatives could also be causes. 

Table 1. 
Number of respondents per immigrant group and country (EurIslam 2011)

  Moroccans  Turks Yugoslavs Pakistanis and 
people from 
region 

Total 

Belgium 183 197 80 74 534

UK 70 245 106 237 658

Germany 138 106 71 85 400

Switzerland 79 104 89 63 335

 Total 470 652 346 459 1,927

 

Operationalisation 

Identification and Grievances
My analysis drew distinctions between national, origin country, and religious 
identifications. National identification was measured through a question concerning 
to what extent respondents saw themselves as Belgian, British, German, or Swiss. 
Origin country identification and religious identifications were measured through 
questions concerning to what extent respondents saw themselves as Moroccan, 
Turkish, Yugoslav (subdivided into present-day national groups), or Pakistani (or 
other origin country identifications from the region) and as Muslim. Five answer 
categories ranged from ‘not at all’ (1) to ‘very strongly’ (5).

I included an indicator for perception of shared grievances that asks respondents 
how often they thought people of a certain origin country and Muslims experience 
hostility or unfair treatment in the destination country because of their ethnicity 
of the country of origin or Islamic faith. Four answer categories ranged from ‘never’ 
(1) to ‘frequently’ (4). I included interaction effects for national and origin country 
identifications and religious and national identifications to account for dual 
identification’s effect on voting. Additionally, I included interaction effects for origin 
country identification with perception of shared grievances of immigrants from the 
origin country and with religious identification and perception of shared grievances 
of Muslims in society. 

Based on Simon and Klandermans’ (2001) finding that social identification becomes 
politicised if people feel part of mainstream society, I assumed that origin country 
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and religious identifications would increase voting probability if individuals 
perceived shared grievances and also nationally identify. To account for this claim, I 
constructed a new variable that produces four categories comprising combinations 
of perception of few and many grievances of Muslims and immigrants of the same 
origin country with low and high national identifiers (see tables A1 and A211). The 
continuous variables national identification and perception of shared grievances 
of Muslims and of immigrants from the same origin country were split into two 
groups on the basis of mean value. Next, I interacted this variable with religious 
and origin country identifications to test hypothesis 5. The interaction between the 
combined variable for national identification and shared grievances with religious 
and origin country identifications was then interacted with immigrant groups and 
with countries to test hypotheses 6 and 7. I also tested hypothesis 5, 6, and 7, using 
three-way interaction effects with the original continuous variables. The results were 
similar. I chose to use the method outlined in this section because the graphs proved 
easier to understand than a marginal effects plot for a three-way interaction effect 
with three continuous variables.

Control Variables
In my analysis, I include several indicators that could affect voting probability, social 
identification patterns, and perception of shared grievances.

In their oft-cited work, Verba and Nie (1972, p. 125) argue that possessing human 
and financial capital increases civic attitudes, such as interest in politics, which 
consequently enhances voting. I used some of the standard control variables 
included in most research about voting such as gender, level of education, and age 
– for which I also included a quadratic term to account for its non-linear effect on 
voting. I measured education by total years of education. I also controlled for whether 
the respondent held a paid job of over 12 hours per week.

Some explanations for political participation relate specifically to the migrant 
experience. Getting familiar with and feeling connected to the political system 
and acquiring language takes time and affects political participation, especially 
for the first generation (Ramakrishnan & Espenshade, 2001). Additionally, political 
experiences in the origin country, notably if a non-democratic regime, influence 
immigrants’ attitudes towards the political system in the destination country 
(Bloemraad & Schönwälder, 2013). 

11  A(1, 2 etc.) tables and figures can be found in the online appendix: https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-xs4-vbba
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I recognised that some immigrant-specific characteristics might affect voting. I 
differentiated between Moroccans, Turks, Yugoslavs, Pakistanis and people from 
its region. To explore possible differences between individuals who identified 
with varying religious denominations, I also differentiated between Ahmadiyya, 
Alevi, Shiite, Sunni, and other Muslims. I differentiated between first-generation 
immigrants, immigrants who migrated up until age 16 (also referred to as the ‘in-
between generation’), and second-generation immigrants. Daily language usage was 
taken into account by asking in which language respondents read newspapers or 
watch television. Five answer options ranged from ‘always in language of destination 
country’ to ‘always in my parents’ mother tongue’. 

Finally, exposure to recruitment networks and the composition of social networks 
are also recognised as potentially affecting voter turnout (Verba et al., 1995). I 
included a question asking how many destination country natives are among those 
individuals respondents trust, discuss important matters with, and frequently meet 
with. I expected immigrants with more native friends to identify somewhat less 
with their origin country or religious group and to be likelier to vote as they felt 
more connected to the destination country and could get more information about 
the electoral system from their friends. Since network diversity may also impact 
political participation, I included a quadratic term for number of native friends in 
the destination country, expecting that having friends from multiple groups affects 
individuals’ political participation. 

The categories for education, native friends, and Islamic denomination generated a 
relatively high number of missing values. To limit their influence on the estimates, 
I attributed the variables’ missing values with the mean values of the sample and 
recoded them into dummies (for description variables, see tables A3 and A4).

I also included country dummies to account for the variation across countries in 
voting probability (for distribution of voting over countries, see table A5).

Results 

Identification and Perception of Shared Grievances
Interpreting my results, I first looked at social identification’s effect sizes on voting 
probability. I did this in a model with only the dummies for countries included. 
Second, I analysed all the main effects. In a stepwise approach, I then included 

45PART I - CHAPTER 1 | 



the interaction of identification with perceived shared grievances, national 
identification, and immigrant groups. 

Concerning the models in table 2 that include one form of social identification, only 
origin country identification had a significant effect, as it decreased voting probability. 
I found no effect of religious identification. I found support for hypothesis 1, but not 
for hypothesis 2. 

Model 4 included the control variables. The effect of origin country identification 
held when these control variables are added. There were several control variables 
that influence voting probability. National identification increased it. Respondents 
with a majority of native friends were likelier to vote than those with friend groups 
who comprised half or fewer individuals of native background.12 Alevi Muslims 
were likelier to vote than Sunni. Middle-aged respondents were likelier to vote than 
younger, though no statistical significant difference appeared between oldest and 
youngest respondents and their voting probability. Having more years of education 
also increased voting probability. Individuals who worked for over 12 hours a week 
were likelier to vote than those working less. 

Dual Identification
Origin country and national identifications have interactive effects on voting 
probability, as does religious identification (H3). Graph 1 shows the predicted voting 
probabilities for individuals who nationally identify not at all or very strongly for 
different values of origin country and religious identifications. The marginal effects 
(not reported) show that origin country identification decreases voting probability, 
with the exception of individuals who nationally identify very strongly; for them, 
origin country identification does not affect voting probability. Among individuals 
who identify as Muslim strongly or very strongly, those who also strongly nationally 
identify are likelier to vote than those who do not at all nationally identify. Religious 
identification decreases voting probability slightly among individuals who do not 
at all nationally identify, while it increases probability among individuals who 
very strongly nationally identify. Nevertheless, the marginal effects (not reported) 
indicate that the positive effect of religious identification was solely significant 
among individuals who nationally identify very strongly. 

12  The effect of having friends of native background is based on the predicted probability graph (not reported).
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Table 2.
Binary logistic regression: Factors that influence voting probability

  Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Identification
National identification .06 (.05)  .09 (.04)*

Origin country identification -.18 (.05)***  -.19 (.05)***

Religious identification .00 (.06)  .03 (.06)

Perceived shared grievances 

Individuals from same country of origin  .12 (.07)†

Muslims  .01 (.05)

Control variables 

Men (ref. women)  -.08 (.09)

Age  .11 (.03)**

Age2  -.00 (.00)*

Years of education completed  .05 (.01)**

Paid job (ref. no paid job for >12 hours)  .22 (.09)*

Language television and newspapers  .03 (.04)

Friends from country of destination  -.27 (.13)*

Friends from country of destination2 .06 (02)**

Islamic denomination (ref. Sunni) 

Ahmadiyya  .15 (.33)

Alevi  .37 (.17)*

Other  .21 (.24)

Shiite  .35 (.34)

Generation (ref. 1st generation) 

In-between generation  .06 (.20)

2nd generation  .11 (.17)

Immigrant group (ref. Moroccan) 

Turkish  .23 (.16)

Yugoslav  -.04 (.18)

Pakistani and region  .15 (.22)

Country (ref. Germany) 

Belgium 1.66 
(24)*** 1.78 (26)*** 1.66 (.23)***  1.90 (.26)***

Switzerland -.79 (25)** -.73 (25)** -.77 (.23)**  -.73 (.16)***

UK -.26 (.26) -.16 (.23) -.28 (.25)  -.04 (.18)

N 1,927 1,927  1,927  1,927

Df 4 4 4  28

Pseudo R2 .097 .101 .097  .155

Prob>Chi2 .000  .000  .000  .000

The dummies for the missing values of education, native friends in country of destination, and Islamic 
denomination are included but not reported. The standard errors are clustered on country-group 
combinations. 

Source: EurIslam (2011) † p<0.10 *p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001
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Graph 1.
Predicted voting probabilities for respondents who nationally identify ‘not at all’ or ‘very strongly’ for different values 
of origin country and religious identifications (95 percent confidence interval) (EurIslam 2011)

Perception of Shared Grievances 
Graph 2 shows predicted voting probability for individuals who perceive no 
grievances and many grievances of immigrants from the origin country. Among 
individuals who identify very strongly with their origin country, those who perceive 
many grievances are likelier to vote than those who perceive no shared grievances, 
thus providing support for hypothesis 4. Origin country identification decreases 
voting probability for individuals who perceive no shared grievances of immigrants 
from the same origin country.13 The conditional effect of perception of shared 
grievances cancels out the initial difference in voting probability for individuals 
who identify strongly with their origin country and those who do so to a lesser 
degree. Perception of shared grievances can therefore have a small (not significant) 
mobilising effect for individuals who identify strongly with their origin country, 
while it has a discouraging effect for individuals who identify so to a lesser degree. 
I do not find these effects for respondents who identify strongly with their religion 
and perceive shared religious grievances.

13  Origin country identification’s negative effect on voting is indicated by the average marginal effects (not reported).
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Graph 2.
Predicted voting probabilities for individuals who ‘never’ and ‘frequently’ perceive shared grievances of immigrants 
from the same country of origin for different values of origin country identifications (95 percent confidence interval) 
(EurIslam 2011)

Dual Identification Combined with the Perception of Shared Grievances
Graph 3 shows the average marginal effect of origin country identification for the four 
combinations of low or high national identification with perception of few or many 
shared grievances of immigrants from the same origin country. We see that origin 
country identification decreases voting probability for individuals who perceive few 
shared grievances, regardless of their national identification. However, it increases 
voting probability for individuals who perceive many grievances of immigrants 
from the same origin country and who strongly nationally identify. It does not 
affect voting probability for individuals who perceive many shared grievances but 
nationally identify to a lesser degree. These findings provide support for Simon and 
Klandermans (2001), underscoring how important perception of shared grievances 
and the ‘nested’ character of politicised social identification are. The graph highlights 
the need to evaluate perception of shared grievances and national identification 
when investigating size and direction of origin country identification’s effect on 
voting. 
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Graph 3.
Origin country identification’s effect on voting probability for different values of national identifications and for 
different values of individuals’ perception of shared grievances of individuals from the same country of origin (95 
percent confidence interval) (EurIslam 2011)

Interaction effects between national identification, religious identification, and 
perception of shared grievances of Muslims in society did not reach significance. 

Differences across Groups and Countries 
Now we turn to whether the main effects of social identification and its conditional 
effect of perceived shared grievances and national identification differ across 
immigrant groups (H6). 

I expected origin country identification to produce various effects on voting 
probability across immigrant groups. The politicisation of religious identification 
could also depend on group resources, which can differ across immigrants groups. 
Turkish immigrants in some European countries largely conduct their religious 
organisation according to origin country (Vermeulen, 2013). It was appropriate, 
therefore, to explore whether the conditional effect of extent of religious 
identification on voting probability differs across immigrant groups. Here I found 
no differences concerning the interaction effects of origin country identification 
and the four groups with varying levels of national identification and perception 
of shared grievances of immigrants from the same origin country. I did, however, 
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find significant differences across immigrant groups for the interaction effects 
with religious identification and the four groups with varying levels of national 
identification and perception of shared grievances of Muslims.

Graph 4 shows that religious identification increases voting probability among 
Moroccans and Turks who strongly nationally identify and perceive many shared 
grievances of Muslims. This provides support for my earlier finding of a politicised 
‘nested’ character of social identification in which both connectedness with the 
mainstream society and perception of shared grievances are of main importance 
(Simon & Klandermans, 2001). Religious identification decreases voting probability 
among Moroccans and Yugoslavs who nationally identify to a lesser degree and 
perceive many shared grievances of Muslims. Religious identification decreases 
voting probability among Turks who perceive few shared grievances of Muslims and 
nationally identify to a lesser degree. Religious identification does not affect voting 
probability among immigrants from Pakistan and its region, regardless of their 
national identification or perception of shared grievances of Muslims.

Graph 4 indicates that for religious identification’s effect on voting to emerge, I must 
consider perception of shared grievances, national identification, and differences 
across groups. To properly understand social identification’s effect on political 
participation, overall, I thus identified a need to consider group differences alongside 
perception of shared grievances and feelings of connectedness to the mainstream 
society.
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Graph 4. 
Religious identification’s effect on voting probability for different values of national identifications and for different 
values of individuals’ perception of shared grievances of Muslims across immigrant groups (95 percent confidence 
interval) (EurIslam 2011)
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Returning to country differences (H7), I did not find significant differences between 
the four countries in terms of origin identification’s effect on voting probability.14 I 
did find differences between countries when I examined religious identification’s 
effect on voting for the four groups with varying levels of national identification 
and perception of shared grievances of Muslims. Graph 5 shows that religious 
identification increases voting probability among individuals who perceive few 
grievances of Muslims and who have high national identification in Germany, while 
it decreases it among this group in Belgium. Religious identification also decreases 
voting probability among low national identifiers who perceive few grievances of 
Muslims in Switzerland, while it increases it among high national identifiers who 
perceive many grievances of Muslims. Switzerland and the UK, in part (P=.064), 
show that religious identification can increase voting probability among individuals 
who perceive both many grievances as well as high levels of national identification. 
It again seems to support the ‘nested’ character of politicised identities (Simon 
and Klandermans 2001). Based on accommodation and recognition of cultural 
diversity, I would have expected to see a difference between the UK and Germany, and 
Switzerland. I did not find these differences in the analyses. 

14  I analysed these patterns by interacting origin country identification with the combined groups of national 
identification and perception of grievances and the country dummies. The countries showed similar patterns as 
depicted in graphs 3 and 4. Nevertheless, small differences sometimes appeared in the significance of the effects, most 
likely caused by the decreased sample sizes (analyses per group and country). 
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Graph 5.
Religious identification’s effect on voting probability for different values of national identification and for different 
values of individuals’ perception of shared grievances of Muslims across countries (95 percent confidence interval) 
(EurIslam 2011)
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Conclusion

The identity-to-politics link assumes that processes of social identification among 
immigrant groups enhance political participation. Individuals who share a 
demographic label are assumed to share common interests that they collectively 
pursue. But mixed empirical results have led scholars to conclude that such a link 
is difficult to identify. Some even question its political relevance. To reiterate, Lee 
(2008) calls for ‘unpacking’ the presumed relationship between social identification 
and political participation to better understand how the two phenomena work. 
Pérez (2015) concludes that connecting group identity to political attitudes and 
behaviour can only happen under certain circumstances. He calls for further research 
on differences in group attachment to learn more about when group identity is 
politicised, among whom, and under which circumstances. My study attempted 
to provide deeper insights into these matters by analysing how processes of social 
identification combined with other elements, such as perception of shared grievances 
and group resources, have specific effects for specific individuals. My findings support 
the assumption that identification with social groups affects political participation 
for certain individuals under specific circumstances.

My study also emphasises the importance of questioning the assumption that 
individuals who share a demographic label will necessarily show a certain pattern of 
political behaviour (Lee, 2008). I argue that the effect for voting is conditional. Often, 
immigrants are categorised under origin country, ethnicity, or religion. Immigrants 
from predominantly Muslim countries are increasingly defined by their religion. By 
ascribing these labels in both scientific studies and popular debates, we perpetuate 
the assumption that groups of individuals are homogenous in the first place. This 
ignores how individuals who, despite being given a certain label, can differ from 
each other, and how these differences, in turn, inform social behaviour. Ignoring 
the diversity may reinforce stereotyping and stigmatisation. We run the risk of 
associating social behaviour with artificially grouped individuals on the basis of a 
demographic feature while the individuals themselves do not consider the feature 
important, if even existent, in their daily lives.

So what do my results mean for the larger research question: when and among whom 
does group identity affect voting? First, in line with the immigration literature, I 
found that in Western Europe, Muslim immigrants from Morocco, Turkey, the former 
Yugoslavia, and Pakistan and its region who strongly identify with their origin 
country are less inclined to vote. They feel more attached to their origin country 
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and less tend to pursue possible common interests in their destination countries. 
National identification, by contrast, encourages voting. 

Second, the identity-to-politics-link and how individuals pursue collective interests 
is conditional and context-specific. Some of the results in which I combine different 
levels of identification and/or perceptions of shared grievances illustrate this and 
provide further insight into these complicated relations. Respondents who strongly 
identify with their origin country and perceive shared grievances of immigrants 
from the same origin country are likelier to vote. We do not see the same result for 
religious identification across all surveyed immigrant groups and countries. 

Religious identification does not increase voting probability for all immigrants 
similarly. Individuals who feel strongly attached to their religion combined with 
strong attachment to the destination country show higher levels of voting probability. 
Origin country identification only increases voting probability combined with higher 
levels of national identification for those who perceive many shared grievances of 
individuals from the same origin country. These different combinations of origin 
country and religious identifications in interaction with national identification and 
perception of shared grievances seem to encourage Muslims immigrants in Western 
Europe to pursue the collective interests of their respective origin countries and/or 
religious groups. Processes of politicised identification can only emerge if there is 
at least some connection to the receiving society. If missing, minority members will 
have nothing to ‘fight’ for and thus refrain from political participation. This illustrates 
the value of inclusive societies in which all citizens, regardless of background, feel 
that they genuinely belong and it is worth their while to participate. Exclusion and 
segregation lead to isolation and apathy. 

Finally, my results indicate that we should evaluate differences between groups, as 
underscored by my analyses of religious identification. Religious identification’s 
effect on voting only emerged when I took immigrant group and country differences 
into account. More research is needed to determine whether the differences across 
groups are due to group resources, such as political leaders and cohesive networks, 
or any of the other factors at play. Additionally, the differences between countries 
were small and showed no clear pattern. I therefore found no support that origin 
country or religious identifications’ effects on voting probability depend on the 
accommodation of immigrant group demands and corresponding national policies. 
Other studies that find no pronounced differences between official citizenship 
regimes and minority groups’ civic and political behaviour explain this by arguing 
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that national regimes are often detached from local integration policy practices 
(Bertossi & Duyvendak, 2012).

This chapter signals that we should consider the specific characteristics of social 
categories when researching social identification’s effect on voting. This probably 
holds for other forms of political participation as well. Previous research often 
conceptualised social minority identities as a collective category or focused solely 
on origin country and national identifications. I show that religious identification, 
alongside origin country identification, can affect voting probability under certain 
conditions among Muslim immigrants in Western Europe. My findings also indicate 
that we should consider group differences as a moderator of social identification’s 
effect on political participation. Moreover, the findings indicate that origin 
country and religious identifications affect voting differently, depending, inter 
alia, on perception of shared grievances and group differences. This is a compelling 
conclusion for contemporary European societies in which many minority groups – 
Muslim communities particularly – face considerable stigmatisation, discrimination, 
and marginalisation. Addressing these inequalities via political engagement can 
help mobilise individuals to participate in the democratic process. However, this can 
only happen if they feel some level of connection to the receiving society.
 
Research is needed to understand better what types of social identification affect the 
political participation of Muslim immigrants in Western Europe. When undertaking 
such study, we should look beyond origin and destination countries as categories and 
take into account other forms of political participation. Necessary to examine, too, is 
the effect that political participation’s supply side has on the researched mechanisms 
of social identification, perception of shared grievances, and group differences. 
Meanwhile, we should consider every type of social identification as having its own 
specific characteristics that can affect political participation differently, depending 
on perception of shared grievances, group differences, and the larger political 
context.
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15  A slightly different version of this chapter is published as Kranendonk, M. (2018). The relationship between social 
identification and local voting, and its interplay with personal and group discrimination among the descendants of 
Turkish immigrants in Western Europe. Comparative migration studies, 6(1), 25.

Abstract

This study explores how Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to local voting 
likelihood among the descendants of Turkish immigrants in 10 Western European 
cities using The Integration of the European Second Generation (TIES) survey data 
(Herzog-Punzenberger 2010; Crul et al. 2012; and Fibbi et al. 2015). Unlike previous 
studies of the politicization of social identification, it researches local voting and 
considers how this relationship is moderated by the interplay between perceptions 
of personal discrimination and group discrimination. Islamic identification relates 
negatively to local voting likelihood among Muslims who perceive both high levels 
of personal and group discrimination. This study concludes that it is crucial to 
take the interplay between perceived personal discrimination, perceived group 
discrimination, and the countries’ policy context into account in studying the 
politicization of social identification

The Relationship between Social 
Identification and Local Voting, 
and its Interplay with Personal 
and Group Discrimination among 
the descendants of Turkish 
Immigrants in Western Europe 15

2
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Introduction

Immigrants and their descendants from predominantly Muslim countries are 
regularly confronted with an ascribed ‘Muslim identity’ and discrimination toward 
them personally and toward Muslims in general. The rise of anti-immigrant parties 
(such as the PVV— Freedom Party—in the Netherlands) is also accompanied with 
‘Muslim immigrants’ being more often subject to political claims (Berkhout and 
Ruedin 2017). 9/11 led to more Islamophobia in some European countries (e.g. Fischer, 
Heath, Sanders and Sobolewska 2014 for the U.K.), which also led to more perceived 
hostilities towards Muslim minorities and more perceived discrimination (see e.g. 
Choudhury et al. 2006 for the E.U.; Rousseau 2011 for the United States). How does 
the extent to which immigrants from predominantly Muslim countries—and more 
specifically, the children of a very large and widely distributed immigrant group 
in Western Europe, namely the descendants of Turkish immigrants— themselves 
identify with their religion and their origins, and perceived discrimination, relate 
to their participation in local politics? In the political domain, immigrant voters, 
especially those immigrants and their children from predominantly Muslim 
countries, increasingly refrain from participating in local and national politics 
(Cesari 2014; Nielsen 2013; Michon and Vermeulen 2013; Just et al. 2014), even though 
political participation is a crucial vehicle for improving a group’s position in society 
(Bloemraad & Vermeulen 2014). 

Studies have researched what factors can explain differences between local voting 
turnout among native-born citizens, immigrants and the descendants of immigrants 
(e.g. Bevelander and Pendakur 2011 for citizenship acquisition; Ruedin 2017; Wass 
et al. 2015 for years since migration). Especially factors that relate to the act of 
migrating itself cannot provide us much insight into local voting turnout among the 
descendants of immigrants, even though the origins of their parents are still likely to 
affect their political participation, but in a different way. We have to look into factors 
that are related to the immigrant group, and not necessarily the migration experience. 
Ruedin (2017) researches factors such as the social origin (socio-economic status 
and resources), political engagement, networks and socialization, and provides a 
comprehensive overview of the literature. 

How social identification relates to local voting is the focus of this study. Local voting 
is one important indicator of political participation, as it is basic to citizenship rights 
and a low-cost and little time-consuming manner of participating politically (Verba 
et al. 1995). Researching immigrants’ descendants’ voting turnout is relevant because, 
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among other things, Wass et al. (2015) assume that low participation often implies 
under-representation, which could lead to political exclusion, and any systematic 
exclusion of groups could reflect negatively on the functioning of a representative 
democracy (Wass et al. 2015). In general, most scholarly attention has been given to 
national elections (with exceptions e.g. Bevelander & Pendakur 2011; Wass et al. 2015; 
Ruedin 2017), even though turnout is often lower for local elections. This while the 
local level is where policies are most likely to be implemented and where they can 
affect the lives of individuals in serious ways (Hajnal & Lewis 2003).

This study researches how some social psychological determinants relate to local 
voting, namely how the politicization of social identification is moderated by the 
interplay between perceptions of personal and group discrimination, focusing on 
Turkish and Islamic identifications among the descendants of Turkish immigrants. 
Perceived group discrimination and perceived personal discrimination are included 
separately as they refer to different processes and can be expected to affect the 
politicization of social identification differently.

The combinations of perceptions of personal and group discrimination can either 
enhance collective action or discourage it (Foster and Matheson 1995; 1998; 1999). 
It could enhance collective action by making experiences of group discrimination 
personal, through direct encounters with personal discrimination. It would 
discourage mobilization if individuals became anxious due to this combination 
of personal and group experiences of discrimination and/or if it signaled 
stigmatization, which could lead to an anticipation of rejection of group interests 
by mainstream society (Foster and Matheson 1995; 1998; 1999; Fleischmann et al. 
2011). This study aims to contribute to this debate by appreciating how the various 
combinations of social identifications, and perceptions of group discrimination 
and personal discrimination, relate to political participation. The perception 
of both group discrimination and personal discrimination is expected to relate 
differently to political participation for individuals who identify more with the 
social group concerned. This study therefore wants to contribute to the existing 
debate by including the interplay between personal and group discrimination both 
theoretically and empirically in studying the politicization of social identification. 

Scholars who have researched the politicization of social identification have 
sometimes neglected to distinguish between perceptions of personal and group 
discrimination, or have not considered how personal discrimination relates to 
political participation and collective action at all (e.g. Olsen 1970; Miller et al. 1981; 
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Simon and Klandermans 2001; Klandermans et al. 2008; Fischer-Neumann 2014; 
Klandermans 2014; Kranendonk et al. 2017). Alternatively, they did not account for 
the interplay between social identification, personal and group discrimination, and 
how this relates to political participation (Foster & Matheson 1995, 1999; Schildkraut 
2005). This can lead to a distorted understanding of the politicization of social 
identification, since social identification’s combination with group discrimination 
is expected to relate differently to political participation in comparison to a 
combination with personal discrimination (e.g. Walker and Pettigrew 1984 and 
Smith et al. 2012; Schildkraut 2005). Additionally, how the interplay between these 
three elements relates to political participation is also important to consider, since 
this interplay can either enhance political participation or discourage it (Foster and 
Matheson 1995; 1998; 1999). 

This study makes a threefold contribution to existing research. Firstly, it focuses on 
local voting, which is relevant due to elements mentioned before. Secondly, and 
unlike previous studies, it explores how the interplay between the three elements 
of social identification, perceptions of personal discrimination and perceptions 
of group discrimination relate to local voting. Thirdly, I acknowledge that the 
studied relationships can differ between country contexts, since countries’ policies 
concerning the political participation of immigrants can differ. The following 
research question is formulated:

To what extent does the interplay between social identifications, perceptions of 
personal discrimination, perceptions of group discrimination, and country contexts 
relate to local voting likelihood among the descendants of Turkish immigrants in 
Western Europe? 

This study analyzes to what extent Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to 
the likelihood to vote in municipal elections among the descendants of Turkish 
immigrants in 10 Western European cities. Binary logistic regression analyses with 
clustered standard errors are used to study the cross-national survey from The 
Integration of the European Second Generation (TIES) project (Herzog-Punzenberger 
2010; Crul et al. 2012; and Fibbi et al. 2015).16 

16  www.tiesproject.eu
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Conceptual framework

Definitions 
This study focuses on the descendants of Turkish immigrants who are defined 
as being born in the receiving country, but having one or two parents who were 
born in Turkey. This study will at times refer to ‘immigrants’ if this term is used by 
the literature that is discussed. I do relate to this literature because I expect that 
the immigrant origins can also affect the political participation of the children of 
immigrants. Furthermore, I refer to Muslim immigrants if this is mentioned in this 
way in the literature, and I refer to ‘Muslims’ in my analyses only when referring to 
the respondents who indicated to be religious themselves. The perception of group 
discrimination is defined as a perception of unfair group treatment and I define 
perceived personal discrimination as unfair treatment of an individual based on the 
individual’s perceived group membership (Schildkraut 2005).

Social identification and local voting
It is necessary to define social identification and explore how it relates to local voting, 
before elaborating on its interplay with personal and group discrimination. Social 
identification refers to individuals’ commitment to social categories, which is in 
turn expected to relate to the behavior of the individuals who belong to this group 
(Ellemers et al. 2002). Social identification concerns a dynamic process, which can 
vary over time and can be subjected to context (Brubaker & Cooper 2000).

Social identification can relate to collective action through the process of 
depersonalization. Social identification puts emphasis on the group and leads 
to a depersonalization of the self-concept, which consists of a unique overlap of 
many social identities (Turner et al. 1987; Brewer 1991). Turner et al. (1987) argue 
that depersonalization refers to how people come to see themselves less as unique 
individuals and more as an “interchangeable exemplar of a social category” (1987: 
50). They argue that depersonalization is the basic process that underlies group 
processes, such as collective action. Brewer explains that depersonalization relates 
to transformations in self-definitions, which can in turn alter “the meaning of 
self-interest and self-serving motivation” (1991: 476). The social self can therefore 
also motivate individuals to act on behalf of the group instead of out of mere self-
interest (Brewer 1991). This relates to the perception of group interests, since social 
identification can increase the awareness of belonging to a group with shared 
political interests, which in turn enhances psychological engagement with politics 
and incentivizes political participation (Brady et al. 1995). 
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Many forms of political participation can be used as an outlet of group behavior 
and as a vehicle for addressing the group’s position as well (e.g. see Lee 2008 for a 
theoretical overview; Olsen 1970; Tate 1991; Kranendonk et al. 2017 for voting), 
even though the largest share of social psychological literature has theorized and 
researched collective action (e.g. Simon and Klandermans 2001). Within the United 
States context, race and ethnicity have also been considered important dimensions 
in urban politics and local elections, even though empirical evidence on this has 
been mixed at times (see Hajnal and Trounstine 2014 for an overview and empirical 
test). Dickson and Scheve (2006) argue that there is a considerable consensus that 
social identities (e.g. religious and ethnic groups) affect voting behavior and can 
structure voting choice by providing individuals with similar policy preferences. 
These preferences might not be represented by candidates or parties, which can 
lead individuals to refrain from voting. Therefore, social identification can relate to 
voting both positively and negatively, since individuals might not vote if none of the 
parties or politicians represent the group’s interests and its policy preferences (see 
also Kranendonk et al. 2017). 

Turkish and Islamic identification, as forms of social identification, can therefore 
be theorized to relate positively to political participation (Kranendonk et al. 2017). 
Turkish and Islamic identification can however also be theorized to relate negatively 
to political participation (Kranendonk et al. 2017). Immigrants and their descendants 
who do not give up their origin-country identities could become segregated from 
mainstream society and refrain from participating in the political system. Religiosity 
can also facilitate traditional beliefs, religious principles and practices that can 
possibly complicate participation in the receiving society (Hirschman 2004; Just et 
al. 2014). 

Turkish and Islamic identification are also shown to relate to each other (see e.g. 
Verkuyten and Martinovic 2012). Still, they can have separate effects on voting 
likelihood (Kranendonk et al. 2017). These identifications refer to different groups and 
can relate to various shared interests. The shared interests for ‘Turkish’ immigrants 
and their descendants (e.g. labor-market discrimination) do not necessarily overlap 
with shared interests for ‘Muslims’ (e.g. religious rights). Tiberj and Michon (2013: 
286) also argue that ethnic minorities (in France) cannot be reduced to those who 
believe in Islam, since they argue that their religious composition is much more 
diverse (Brouard and Tiberj 2005). Therefore it is important to consider how Turkish 
and Islamic identification relate to voting separately.
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H1a: Turkish identification relates to local voting likelihood among the descendants of 
Turkish immigrants in Western Europe.

H1b: Islamic identification relates to local voting likelihood among the descendants of 
Turkish immigrants in Western Europe.

Considering the local context is crucial, seeing that local voting is the focus of 
this study. This calls attention to the supply side of local elections. Country and 
city characteristics such as the political opportunity structure, public discourse, 
citizenship regimes and institutional arrangements influence the opportunities 
that are offered to pursue immigrants’ and their descendants’ group-based interests. 
Koopmans et al. (2005) show that citizenship regimes relate to the degree of claim-
making on the basis of ethnicity and ethnic interests. Statham and Tillie (2016) 
provide a recent general overview of differences between countries according to 
cultural and religious pluralism, which can also relate to immigrants’ claim-making 
and political participation. Carol and Koopmans (2013) indicate that pre-existing 
church-state relations and citizenship rights regimes relate to the opportunities for 
religious claim-making. 

How social identification relates to voting can depend on several contexts. Processes 
of voting turnout can differ between the local and national context. Cancela and 
Geys (2016) argue that there are at least two reasons for this. Firstly, they argue that 
there is clearly a discrepancy between engagement in national and local politics, 
and secondly, that voters may be situated in places (e.g. cities or neighborhoods) 
that accommodate specific processes of group mobilization that can enhance voting 
turnout in some elections, but not in others. How social identification relates to 
voting turnout on the local level could therefore differ with how it relates to the 
national level, which was the focus of previous studies (e.g. Kranendonk et al. 2017).
Concerning the national context, Koopmans (2004) argues that cross-national 
differences are still more important than local variations in explaining differences in 
migrant mobilization. Since I also expect country differences and not city differences 
in the extent to which social identification relates to local voting, country differences 
are discussed below. 

It is important to acknowledge the specific domains of citizenship regimes and specific 
policies that are most likely to affect how immigrants’ and their descendants’ social 
identification relates to their local voting likelihood. The Migrant Integration Policy 
Index (MIPEX) gives the tools for this by providing scores for countries on various 
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domains of integration policies. The domain which is coined ‘political participation’ 
seems most relevant for this study. It is composed of several dimensions, namely: 
electoral rights (to vote and to stand as a political candidate), political liberties 
(whether they are the same for immigrants as for national citizens), consultative 
bodies (whether immigrants can be consulted through consultative bodies), and 
implementation policies (whether immigrants get funding for political activities).17 
The countries are given an aggregate score for the policy domain of political 
participation on the basis of their performance on these four dimensions, ranging 
from critically unfavorable (0 points) to favorable (80-100 points). Scoring lowest in 
2007 and 2008, the years when the data used for this study was collected, is Austria (38 
points), followed by France (52 points), Switzerland (58 points), Germany (61 points) 
and lastly the Netherlands (72 points).18 According to the MIPEX this corresponds to 
a slightly unfavorable context in this specific integration policy domain in Austria, a 
halfway favorable context in France and Switzerland and a slightly favorable context 
in Germany and the Netherlands.19 These integration policies surrounding the 
political participation of immigrants are of course not static and change over time. 
For example, between 2008 and 2014 Austria became more favorable in this specific 
policy domain, while the Netherlands became less favorable. It is however beyond 
the scope of this study to discuss or research the dynamic changes in integration 
policy domains. 

The aforementioned country differences in policies concerning the political 
participation of immigrants are relevant since the politicization of social 
identification can also differ across contexts. Verkuyten (2016) shows that the 
perception of diversity ideologies moderates dual identification’s effects on intention 
to protest. He shows that dual identification’s effects on intention to protest are largest 
if individuals are exposed to multiculturalist diversity beliefs (versus assimilation). 
Turkish and Islamic identification probably relate more positively to local voting in 
contexts that provide favorable policies for the political participation of immigrants. 
These favorable contexts for the political participation of immigrants can enable 
immigrants and their descendants to mobilize in terms of their minority identities 
and to pursue immigrant or identity-related interests. 

Since there are only ten cities included in this study, the hypothesis considering 
country differences is meant to be solely explorative, to see whether Turkish and 

17  http://www.mipex.eu/political-participation accessed on 12-02-2018.
18  http://www.mipex.eu/play/ accessed on 12-02-2018. 
19  http://www.mipex.eu/play/ accessed on 12-02-2018.
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Islamic identification relate positively to local voting in countries that have favorable 
policies for the political participation of immigrants and negatively in countries 
that are less favorable. The Netherlands is policy-wise the most favorable for the 
political participation of immigrants and Austria is the least favorable. Turkish and 
Islamic identification should then relate positively to local voting likelihood in the 
Netherlands, and negatively to voting likelihood in Austria, with the other countries 
in between. 

H2: Turkish and Islamic identification relate positively to local voting likelihood in countries 
that have more favorable policies for the political participation of immigrants (cities in the 
Netherlands) compared to countries that have less favorable policies (cities in Austria).

The politicization of social identification
Social identification by itself, however, doesn’t necessarily influence political 
participation, as it can also merely function as a point of self-reference (Lee 2008; 
see also Miller et al. 1981; Simon and Klandermans 2001). The perception of group 
discrimination can provide individuals with something to ‘fight’ for and is therefore 
an important element in studying the politicization of social identification (e.g. 
Simon and Klandermans 2001 who refer to shared grievances; Lee 2008; Kranendonk et 
al. 2017). Studying the interplay between social identifications, group discrimination 
and political participation without taking the perception of personal experiences 
of discrimination into account distorts our understanding of these relationships 
because they are expected to have different effects on political participation (see 
Walker and Pettigrew 1984 and Smith et al. 2012 who refer to deprivation; Schildkraut 
2005). Additionally, the interplay between these elements, meaning the different 
combinations of levels of social identifications and perceptions of group and/or 
personal discrimination, can relate to political participation (Foster and Matheson 
1995; 1998; 1999). The following sections review the literature that deals with various 
aspects of, or related to, group discrimination and personal discrimination (e.g. 
grievances, stigmatization), social identification, and political participation, after 
which their interplay is addressed. 

Group discrimination
Related to the concept of group discrimination is relative deprivation. The 
relationship between relative deprivation and collective action is well-researched. 
Scholars who focus on relative deprivation distinguish between egoistic (on the 
individual level) and collective deprivation (on the group level). Relative deprivation 
is defined as the unfavorable outcome of social comparisons, which are perceived 
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to be illegitimate and stable (Walker and Pettigrew 1984; see also Smith et al. 2012 
for a theoretical overview and meta-analysis). Walker and Pettigrew (1984) give an 
overview of studies and argue that collective deprivation20 can enhance feelings of 
social injustice and motivate individuals to engage in collective action in order to 
change their deprived group status. 

Simon and Klandermans argue that the perception of shared grievances, a concept 
which is also related to the perception of group discrimination, is an important 
element in the politicization of social identification. 21 It can provide individuals 
with something to fight for, which can motivate mobilization on the basis of a social 
identity (Simon and Klandermans 2001). Individuals are probably also more likely 
to be committed to improving the status of the group if they identify to a greater 
extent with the discriminated group. Various scholars have researched how social 
identification and perceptions of group discrimination (or related concepts) relate 
to political participation among immigrants and racial minorities. These scholars 
found positive correlations between identifications and political participation for 
those who were confronted with group discrimination or related phenomena (see 
also Miller et al. 1981; Pérez 2015 for negative political rhetoric; Kranendonk et al. 2017).
Studies of the political participation of religious immigrant-origin groups found 
similar results for how a religious identity relates to political participation for 
individuals who are confronted with group discrimination. Just et al. (2014) find that 
especially among Muslim immigrants in Europe who have a negative attitude toward 
the host society, a reactive identity emerges as a way to deal with the discrimination 
and injustice they perceive. This reactive identity relates positively to political 
engagement among Muslim immigrants in an effort to create conditions that enable 
them to practice their beliefs. 

H3: Turkish and Islamic identifications relate positively to local voting likelihood if 
individuals perceive more group discrimination.

Personal discrimination 
In comparison to perception of group discrimination, there is less consensus about 
the existence and strength of the relationship between personal discrimination 
and political participation. Schildkraut (2005) theorizes that the perception of 
personal discrimination can also politicize social identification and suggests that 
personal discrimination makes individual self-concerns politically more powerful in 

20  The authors refer to fraternalistic deprivation.
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comparison to group discrimination. However, Walker and Pettigrew argue there is 
neither theoretical grounding nor empirical support for a relationship between egoistic 
deprivation and social behavior (1984). Egoistic relative deprivation would relate to 
individual-serving attitudes and behavior (Smith et al. 2012), not group mobilization.  
 
Foster and Matheson (1998) argue that egoistic deprivation is expected to relate 
to collective action if it is defined in relation to the out-group (I am deprived in 
comparison to members from a ‘different’ group) by raising consciousness and 
motivating collective action. 

H4: Turkish and Islamic identifications relate positively to local voting likelihood if 
individuals perceive more personal discrimination.

Social identification, personal discrimination and group discrimination
The aim of this chapter is to include perceptions of personal experiences of 
discrimination into a unified framework to study the politicization of social 
identification. Personal discrimination is often neglected in research on the 
politicization of social identification (e.g. Olsen 1970; Miller et al. 1981; Simon 
and Klandermans 2001; Klandermans et al. 2008; Klandermans 2014; Kranendonk 
et al. 2017). Scholars who have considered the effects of both the perceptions of 
group and personal discrimination did not take into account the extent to which 
individuals identify with social categories (Foster & Matheson 1995, 1999; with 
the exception of Schildkraut 2005 who refers to self-identification in terms of 
American, pan-ethnic or Latino, but not the extent of identification with these 
categories). Lastly, scholars who considered social identification, personal and 
group discrimination did not take into account that the interplay between 
these three elements matters for how social identification relates to political 
participation, or that the extent of social identification matters (Schildkraut 2005).  

The interplay between the perception of group and personal discrimination can 
relate to political participation both positively and negatively. Foster and Matheson 
(1995; 1998; 1999) argue that the combination of personal and group discrimination 
can mobilize individuals for collective action, which could be used to address 
perceived discrimination. If individuals also experience personal discrimination 
on the basis of the social category they identify with, their experiences become 
integrated with the group’s experiences. In other words, the individuals’ problems 
will overlap the group’s problems (Foster and Matheson 1995; 1998). Collective action 
in order to address group discrimination will then also be seen as personally relevant 
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for one’s individual status, thus the combination between perceived personal and 
group discrimination can motivate mobilization (see also Foster and Matheson 1995; 
1999 for empirical examples for women). 

Social identification combined with personal discrimination as well as perceptions 
of group discrimination can also relate negatively to collective action. Fleischmann 
et al. (2011) argue that the perception of discrimination may also depoliticize social 
identity. They give the empirical example of support for political Islam and willingness 
to engage in political action among Turkish and Moroccan Muslims in Europe, and 
argue that personal discrimination on the basis of their religious background may 
signal stigmatization of Muslims by the European majority population. Depending 
on the extent that personal discrimination signals stigma, Muslims may refrain from 
mobilizing around a stigmatized religious identity because they might anticipate 
rejection by the dominating majority population of political claims that are based on 
their religious identity (2011: 631). Deriving from the theoretical framework of double 
discrimination (Foster and Matheson 1995; 1998; 1999) it can be expected that the 
perception of group discrimination, next to personal discrimination, also matters 
for the politicization of social identification. Additionally, it could be expected that 
discrimination is most likely to signal stigma if individuals feel that their group is 
also discriminated against, next to personal experiences of discrimination. 

If individuals perceive that ‘their’ social group is discriminated against, and they 
are themselves affected by discrimination on the basis of this category, recognizing 
the extent to which society can affect their personal lives might make them anxious 
(Crosby 1984; Foster and Matheson 1995; 1999). The perception of both personal and 
group discrimination might be accompanied by strong negative emotions, which 
can impair behavior such as collective action (Foster and Matheson 1998) or political 
participation. These strong negative emotions, such as anxiety and depression, could 
lead individuals to focus more on managing these emotions and distract them from 
attempting to improve their group’s status (Foster and Matheson 1998). 

The extent to which the interplay between perceptions of group and personal 
discrimination relates to political behavior can vary according to individuals’ 
self-identifications. These mechanisms are expected to work differently for low 
identifiers in comparison to high identifiers, as is also theorized for the relationship 
between social identification, group discrimination and collective action (e.g. Simon 
and Klandermans 2001). Based on these theories I take into consideration that the 
combination of social identification, and perceptions of both personal and group 
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discrimination, could relate positively and negatively to local voting likelihood 
(hypothesis 5). 

H5: Turkish and Islamic identifications, in combination with the perception of group 
discrimination and personal discrimination, relate to local voting likelihood. 

Figure 1. 
Hypotheses

Data and methods 

The TIES surveys (2007, 2008) are used for this chapter. The large-scale TIES (The 
Integration of the European Second Generation) project conducted surveys in fifteen 
European cities, in eight countries, in order to research the integration of descendants 
of Turkish, Moroccan and former Yugoslavian immigrants. The TIES project defined 
the second generation as individuals who are born in the receiving country, have at 
least one parent who was born in the origin country and who followed their education 
in the receiving country.22 Their target population was between 16 and 35 years old 
and the interviews were conducted in the receiving country’s language (e.g. Dutch in 
the Netherlands) (for more information: Herzog-Punzenberger 2010, Crul et al. 2012; 
Groenewold and Lessard-Phillips 2012 and Fibbi et al. 2015).23

This study limits its analyses to the Turkish second generation in order to maintain 
a more homogenous sample. Turkish immigrants and their children are a large 

22  http://www.tiesproject.eu
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immigrant group in many Western European countries. According to Crul, Schneider 
and Lelie (2013) the descendants of Turkish immigrants are a very suitable group for 
international comparison, since they share cultural and geographical characteristics, 
as well as a similar socio-economic starting position, namely born to parents with low 
educational levels (mostly guest workers). However, some studies found differences 
between rural and urban origins (e.g. Lancee and Seibel 2014) and argue that there 
is great polarization between secular and religious groups and between religious 
denominations (Vermeulen 2013). Control variables are added to the model in order 
to attempt to account for these variations. 

The selection of the descendants of Turkish immigrants resulted in a sample of ten 
cities in five countries, which depended on the data availability (e.g. only Moroccan 
individuals were surveyed in Spain) (Crul et al. 2012) and particularities within the 
selected countries. The latter refers to compulsory voting in Belgium, which resulted 
in very high scores on the probability to vote, my dependent variable. Whether 
someone then votes because of compulsory voting (though it is not enforced 
anymore) or because of one’s identity is not clear, and therefore Belgium was omitted 
from the analyses. The surveys from Austria, France, Germany, Netherlands, and 
Switzerland are used. Only the respondents who have citizenship of the receiving 
country are included in the analyses, with the exception of 13 respondents in the 
Netherlands.24 Here residents can vote after having lived in the Netherlands for five 
years, which is the case for the descendants of immigrants. 

Religious and non-religious respondents are included in order to research the 
association between Turkish identification and local voting (1,627 respondents). 
I include non-religious individuals since they can still identify as Turkish and 
also pursue Turkish group interests via local voting. Excluding the non-religious 
individuals gives distorted insights into the relationship between Turkish 
identification and local voting, and it is problematic to generalize to the descendants 
of Turkish immigrants in Western Europe, because not all of them are Muslim—as 
also reflected in this sample, within which 398 individuals indicated that they 
are not Muslim. Furthermore, this is in line with other studies that point out the 
religious diversity among immigrant-origin groups (see e.g. Brouard and Tiberj 2005 
for France). Non-Muslim individuals are excluded in order to explore correlations 
between Islamic identification and local voting (1,229 respondents). 
Binary logistic regression analyses are used in order to deal with the non-linearity 

24  Only respondents with citizenship are included for Switzerland due to the cantonal and municipal variation in 
granting foreigners local voting rights.
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and non-normality of the distribution of errors of the dependent variable. I include 
fixed effects for countries and I include standard errors that are clustered at the city 
level, which accounts for the nested nature of the data. The results are presented in 
log odds, where smaller than zero represents a negative relative effect and larger than 
zero represents a relative positive effect. The graphical displays show the marginal 
effects and I also include tables that show the differences between the predicted 
probabilities to vote for the highest identifiers versus the lowest identifiers. 

Cross-sectional research can always suffer from omitted variable bias. The selection 
of citizens and the role of the parents could cause this. Individuals who obtained 
citizenship are probably more likely to vote, more likely to identify with the receiving 
country and less likely to identify with the origin country. The association between 
national identification and local voting can therefore be overestimated due to the 
selection of citizens, though this is not the main focus of this study. If citizenship 
increased the likelihood to vote, and decreased Turkish identification, then the 
selection of solely citizens could make this association look more negative, or less 
positive, than it would be for non-citizens. Since the focus of this study is on local 
voting, which in many countries requires citizenship, this is not very problematic. It 
is more problematic if we want to generalize these findings to other types of political 
participation, which do not require citizenship. Turkish and Islamic identification 
could be more positively related to these types of political participation in comparison 
to (local) voting. Parents also influence their children in many ways (e.g. educational 
attainment) and can influence their children’s identification (e.g. Hughes et al. 
2006), as well as their political participation (e.g. Spierings 2016). The lack of this 
information about the parents could lead to an overestimation of the association 
between identifications and voting likelihood. However, it is still interesting to look 
at how these individual identifications affect voting likelihood, regardless of how 
this association came into being (e.g. partly socialized by the parents), since these 
identifications seem to be related to adult behavior. Analyzing the role of the parents 
could be interesting for future studies. 

Using self-reported voting as a dependent variable has a few drawbacks, including 
possible over-reporting due to social desirability, the over-sampling of voters in 
surveys (Sciarini & Goldberg 2016), and differences between cities due to some 
elections being longer ago than others. Furthermore, the perception of suitable 
political candidates and political parties can influence the relationship between 
Turkish and Islamic identifications and local voting (e.g. see Simon and Klandermans 
2001 about the role of leaders, and Dickson and Scheve 2006 for group-based appeals). 
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Unfortunately, the data does not allow me to research this specific mechanism. 

Another drawback of the data concerns its cross-sectional nature, which does not 
allow me to control for issues of causality. From the results shown it cannot be derived 
whether social identifications precede local voting, even though this is theoretically 
expected.

Dependent variable
The respondents were asked whether they voted during the last municipal elections. 
The respondents who stated that they did not have voting rights were deleted from 
the sample. In total 909 respondents indicated to have voted (56 percent) and 718 
respondents indicated not to have voted (44 percent). Among the religious sample 
672 individuals indicated to have voted (55 percent) and 557 respondents indicated 
not to have voted (45 percent). The table below shows the distribution of the sample 
according to voting and countries.

Table 1. 
Municipality voting distribution of respondents according to country

  Total sample (including non-religious) Religious sample  

Cities Not voted Voted Total (100)% Not voted Voted Total (100 %)

Austria 46.4 53.6 334 52.2 47.8 251

France 42.7 57.3 342 42.1 57.9 304

Germany 55.0 45.0 353 62.8 37.2 218

Switzerland 44.2 55.8 249 43.3 56.7 150

The Netherlands 32.4 67.6 349 31.4 68.6 306

Total 44.1 55.9 1,627  45.3 54.7  1,229

Source: TIES surveys 2007/2008

Independent variables 
Turkish identification is operationalized with the question ‘To what extent do you 
feel… Turkish?’ and Islamic identification is operationalized with the question 
relating to feeling ‘Muslim’ (1 ‘Very weakly’ to 5 ‘Very strongly’). Many individuals 
who indicated not to be religious did answer the question about the extent they felt 
Muslim, except in the Netherlands. These scores could show an attachment to Islam 
beyond religious experiences, such as cultural attachments. The missing values for 
the 35 non-religious respondents in the Netherlands were given the mean value of 
Islamic identification of the non-religious respondents in the other countries. The 
respondents with another religion were given the lowest value on the variable that 
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inquires about feeling Muslim. The non-religious respondents in the Netherlands 
and Christians in general were also modeled as a dummy in order to limit their 
influence in the analyses. This modeling strategy has the downside that it assumes a 
homogeneity among the respondents who are modeled as missing, namely that they 
are not Muslim. However, it also enables me to control for Islamic identification in 
order to estimate correlations for Turkish identification, which is more valid since 
the secular descendants of Turkish immigrants can identify with being Turkish 
without having to be religious. Analyzing solely the Muslim descendants of Turkish 
immigrants would contribute to the discourse of discussing immigrants and their 
children from predominantly Muslim countries solely in terms of their religion, 
whether they are religious or not. The results for Turkish identification are similar, 
with a minor exception (see robustness checks) if the non-Muslim respondents (398) 
are excluded from the analyses, which indicates that the modeling strategy for the 
missing values does not affect the main results. The non-religious respondents and 
Christian respondents (398) are excluded from the analyses for Islamic identification 
and local voting. 

The perception of group discrimination is operationalized as: ‘In general, how often 
do you think that the following groups experience hostility or unfair treatment 
because of their origin or background…?’ in the concerning countries? This question 
was asked with regard to the Turkish population (perception of Turkish group 
discrimination) and Muslims (perception of group discrimination of Muslims), 
with answers between 1 (‘never’) and 5 (‘frequently’). Personal discrimination is 
operationalized with the question: ‘Have you ever experienced hostility or unfair 
treatment towards you because of your origin or background, either as a child or later 
in life?’ (1 ‘Never’ to 5 ‘Frequently’). 

Turkish and Islamic identification and perceived discrimination could, but do not 
necessarily have to, relate. Various pieces of research argue that discrimination 
can affect identification, or the other way around (e.g. Branscombe et al. 1999). 
Nevertheless, social identification, referring to feelings of connectedness with the 
in-group, differs conceptually from perceived treatment by an out-group of the self 
(personal discrimination) or the in-group (group discrimination) based on group 
membership. However, researching this in depth is beyond the scope of this study 
and I will solely reflect on the correlations between my included main variables. 
Both forms of identification do not relate statistically significantly to perceived 
group discrimination, or to perceived personal discrimination. The perceived group 
discrimination of Turkish individuals and Muslims relates positively to perceived 
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personal discrimination (.27 and .38 as correlation measures that are both statistically 
significant with P<.001). Even though these forms of perceived discrimination 
correlate, the association shows that there is still some discrepancy between the 
forms of discrimination (Foster and Matheson 1999).

Control variables 
Just as is the case with non-immigrant individuals, voter turnout among the 
descendants of immigrants can, to a large extent, be explained by ‘general’ turnout-
related indicators such as educational attainment (Verba et al. 1995). 

Gender, age, educational level (primary, secondary or tertiary), hours worked per 
week and monthly income (in nine categories) are included. The number of hours 
worked per week and monthly income generated quite a few missing values which 
were also modeled as a dummy in order to eliminate their influence without deleting 
them from the analyses. 

The exposure to recruitment networks and the composition of networks are also 
acknowledged to relate to voter turnout (Verba et al. 1995). In order to be able to 
control for personal networks, questions about the national origin of the best friend 
(native, Turkish or other background) and the composition of the neighborhood 
were asked. The latter question asked respondents to describe their neighborhood 
in terms of national-origin composition (1 ‘A neighborhood where almost nobody is 
of Turkish origin’, to 5 ‘A neighborhood where almost everyone is of Turkish origin’).
 
There are also some variables included that relate more specifically to the Turkish 
and religious background of the respondents. Religious affiliation is distinguished 
between Sunna, Shia, Alevi, other Muslims and non-believers. Language proficiency 
of the survey countries’ languages is measured with a scale indicating how well 
the respondents speak, read and write the survey country’s language (1 ‘bad’, to 
6 ‘excellent’). The three items for language proficiency form a very reliable scale 
(Cronbach’s α > .90). National identification (identification with the receiving 
country) is operationalized with the question ‘To what extent do you feel… National?’25 
(1 ‘Very weakly’ - 5 ‘Very strongly’). 

25 Feeling connected to the city the respondent lived in was also included as robustness. This indicator did not reach 
significance and did not alter any of the analyses, so was excluded. 
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Results 

Firstly, the associations between Turkish, Islamic identification and local voting 
likelihood are estimated, as well as their differences between countries. After 
this, interactions of Turkish and Islamic identifications and perceptions of group 
discrimination and personal discrimination are estimated. The interactions are 
presented in figures that are based on the tables in the appendix.26 

Table 2 shows that Turkish and Islamic identifications do not relate similarly to local 
voting across the included countries, thus I find no support for hypotheses 1a and 1b. 

Figure 2 (Table A3) shows that Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to local voting 
if the differences between countries are taken into account (hypothesis 2). Turkish 
identification relates positively to voting probability among the descendants of 
Turkish immigrants living in Austria, France, Switzerland and the Netherlands, even 
though only the latter association is statistically significant. High Turkish identifiers 
are 18 percentage points more likely to vote in the Netherlands compared to low 
Turkish identifiers (see table 3). Turkish identification relates negatively to voting 
probability among those living in Germany, though not statistically significantly 
(N=1,627). Islamic identification relates positively to local voting likelihood among 
the religious voters living in Germany and the Netherlands while it relates negatively 
to voting among those living in Austria. High Islamic identifiers are 8 percentage 
points more likely to vote in comparison to low Islamic identifiers in Germany 
and 21 percentage points more likely in the Netherlands, while in Austria high 
Islamic identifiers are 5 percentage points less likely to vote in comparison to low 
identifiers (table 3). Islamic identification does not relate to voting likelihood among 
the religious descendants of Turkish immigrants living in France and Switzerland 
(N=1,229). 

26  A(1, 2 etc.) tables and figures can be found in the online appendix: https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-xs4-vbba
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Table 2. 
Effects on local voting likelihood.

  Model 1 Model 2
Social Identification 

Turkish identification .09 (.09)  .20 (.11)†

Islamic identification .02 (.06)  .04 (.08)

Perceived Discrimination
Group discrimination of Turkish-origin individuals .07 (.09)  .06 (.07)

Group discrimination of Muslims -.08 (.08)  -.09 (.08)

Personal experiences of discrimination -.02 (.07)  .04 (.06)

Control variables
Age .07 (.02)***  .08 (.02)***

Women (ref. men)  .05 (.12)  -.02 (.12)

Middle education (ref. lower)  -.30 (.40)  -.19 (.47)

Higher education (ref. lower)  .24 (.51)  .33 (.63)

Hours worked per week  .00 (.01)  .01 (.01)

Monthly income  -.04 (.06)  -.08 (.06)

Language proficiency  .12 (.03)***  .11 (.04)**

National identification .25 (.11)*  .21 (.10)*

National-origin composition neighborhood  -.04 (.07)  -.02 (.07)

Turkish best friend (ref. native best friend)  -.58 (.19)**  -.36 (.21)†

Other origin best friend (ref. native best friend)  -.17 (.21)  .13 (.21)

Islamic denomination (ref. Sunni)  

Shia  .57 (.38)  .74 (.43)†

Alevi  .38 (.28)  .45 (.29)

Other Muslims  -.10 (.10)  -.10 (.10)

Non-believer  .22 (.17) -

Countries (ref. Austria)
France  .00 (.33)  .14 (.27)

Germany  -.36 (.41)  -.56 (.35)

Switzerland  -.01 (.49)  .19 (.44)

The Netherlands  .91 (.34)**  .94 (.30)**

N 1,627  1,229

Df 29  28

Prob>Chi2 .000  .000

The results are reported in log odds, the standard errors are indicated in parentheses and the standard 
errors are clustered on cities

Source: TIES survey 2007/2008; † p<0.10 *p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001

For voters that live in the country that provides the most encouraging policies 
to enhance immigrants’ political participation (the Netherlands), Turkish and 
Islamic identifications relate positively to local voting likelihood. This corresponds 
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to the theoretical expectations. These expectations are best reflected for Islamic 
identification, which relates negatively to voting in the country that has the least 
encouraging policies, namely Austria, while Islamic identification relates positively 
to voting in countries with the more encouraging policies, namely Germany and the 
Netherlands. The pattern is less clear when it comes to Turkish identification, since it 
relates positively to voting in Austria (though not significantly) and in the Netherlands, 
the countries that differ the most when it comes to policies surrounding the political 
participation of immigrants. Therefore only partial support for hypothesis 2 is found. 
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Figure 2.
Effects of Turkish and Islamic identifications on local voting according to country (TIES surveys 2007/2008).

Table 3.
Differences in the predicted probabilities between the highest identifiers and lowest identifiers, according to country 
(TIES surveys 2007/2008)

  Austria France Switzerland Germany The Netherlands 
Difference Turkish high identifier-
low identifier 0.21 0.16 0.07 -0.09 0.18

Difference Islamic high identifier-
low identifier -0.05 -0.01 0.01 0.08 0.21
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The perception of group discrimination and personal discrimination
Figure 3 (Table A4) shows that Turkish identification relates positively to voting 
likelihood for individuals who perceive more group discrimination. High Turkish 
identifiers are 18 percentage points more likely to vote in comparison to low 
Turkish identifiers when both these groups perceive many instances of group 
discrimination of Turkish individuals. High identifiers are somewhat less likely to 
vote (5 percentage points) in comparison to low identifiers if these groups perceive 
no group discrimination (see table 4). Islamic identifications show a different trend 
and does not relate statistically significantly to voting, regardless of perceived group 
discrimination of Muslims. Therefore, partial support for hypothesis 3 is found, but 
only for Turkish identification.
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Figure 3.
Effects of Turkish and Islamic identifications on local voting according to perceptions of group discrimination (TIES 
surveys 2007/2008).

Table 4. 
Differences in the predicted probabilities between the highest identifiers and lowest identifiers, according to perceived 
group discrimination (TIES surveys 2007/2008)

 
Perceives little group 
discrimination

Perceives a lot of group 
discrimination

Difference Turkish high identifier-low 
identifier -0.05 0.18

Difference Islamic high identifier-low 
identifier 0.13 -0.02
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Figure 4 (Table A5) shows the results of the interactions between Turkish and Islamic 
identification and perceptions of personal discrimination. Turkish identification 
relates positively to local voting likelihood if individuals perceive more discrimination 
(P<.05 one-tailed test), similarly to when they perceive more group discrimination 
(figure 3). High Turkish identifiers are 23 percentage points more likely to vote in 
comparison to low Turkish identifiers if both groups perceive many instances of 
personal discrimination (table 5). Islamic identification relates negatively to voting 
likelihood if individuals perceive more personal discrimination. High Islamic 
identifiers are 26 percentage points less likely to vote in comparison to low Islamic 
identifiers if both groups perceive many instances of personal discrimination (table 
5). This is in line with studies that argue that personal experiences of discrimination 
make individual self-concerns more politically powerful in comparison to group 
experiences (Schildkraut 2005). However, I find support for a negative relationship 
for Islamic identification and the hypothesized positive relationship for Turkish 
identification (hypothesis 4).
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Figure 4.
Effects of Turkish and Islamic identifications on local voting according to perceptions of personal discrimination ( TIES 
surveys 2007/2008). 
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Table 5.
Differences in the predicted probabilities between the highest identifiers and lowest identifiers, according to perceived 
personal discrimination (TIES surveys 2007/2008)

 
Perceives little personal 
discrimination

Perceives a lot of 
personal discrimination

Difference Turkish high identifier-low 
identifier 0.03 0.23

Difference Islamic high identifier-low 
identifier 0.15 -0.26

Social identification, combined with the perception of group discrimination 
and personal discrimination, can relate both positively and negatively to local 
voting. However, the interaction effects of Turkish identification and the different 
combinations of personal and group discrimination on local voting likelihood are 
not statistically significant (Hypothesis H5: Table A6).

Concerning Islamic identification, figure 5 (Table A6) shows that Islamic identification 
relates positively (though not significantly) to local voting likelihood for individuals 
who hardly perceive any group discrimination and never, or often, experience 
personal discrimination (N=1,229). It also relates positively, though not significantly, 
to voting likelihood among individuals who experience many instances of group 
discrimination and never experience personal discrimination. Islamic identification 
only relates negatively to local voting if individuals perceive more group 
discrimination of Muslims and often experience personal discrimination. Among 
the group that perceives both many instances of group and personal discrimination, 
Islamic high identifiers are 37 percentage points less likely to vote in comparison to 
Islamic low identifiers. Table 6 further shows that high Islamic identifiers are more 
likely to vote in comparison to low Islamic identifiers for the other combinations of 
perceived personal and group discrimination. This finding can be explained by either 
the anxiety mechanism - the combination of group discrimination and personal 
discrimination could be anxiety-provoking (Crosby 1984; Foster and Matheson 1995, 
1998, 1999) - or the stigmatization mechanism, which can lead to an anticipation of 
rejection of religious claims by mainstream society (Fleischmann et al. 2011), which 
is probably more likely for individuals who identify with being Muslim and perceive 
both group and personal discrimination. Concerning Islamic identification, this 
provides support for hypothesis 5. 
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Figure 5.
Effects of Islamic identifications on local voting for different combinations of the perception of group discrimination 
and the perception of personal discrimination (TIES surveys 2007/2008).

Table 6. 
Differences in the predicted probabilities between the highest identifiers and lowest identifiers, according to the lowest 
and highest scores on perceived group and personal discrimination (TIES surveys 2007/2008)

 

Low group 
discrimination 
& low personal 
discrimination 

Low group 
discrimination 
& high personal 
discrimination 

High group 
discrimination 
& low personal 
discrimination 

High group 
discrimination 
& high personal 
discrimination 

Difference Turkish high 
identifier-low identifier -0.07 0.17 0.15 0.20

Difference Islamic high 
identifier-low identifier 0.08 0.14 0.17 -0.37

Robustness checks 
Interacting the interaction effects (H3, H4 and H5) with countries is too demanding 
for the statistical models. The interactions could however differ between countries 
according to their policies regarding the political participation of immigrants. The 
analyses were therefore also conducted excluding one country at a time. Except for 
the main effects of Turkish and Islamic identification, as already shown in figure 2, 
the results of the interaction effects are similar and are therefore not driven by one 
particular country. The interactions between the identifications and perceived group 
and/or perceived personal discrimination (H3, H4, H5) were also similar if city-fixed 
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effects were included in the models instead of country-fixed effects. 
 
The association between Turkish identification and local voting was also analyzed 
excluding the non-Muslim respondents (398). The results are mainly similar (there 
are some small changes in the significance levels due to the decreased sample size), 
with one exception in terms of the association between Turkish identification and 
local voting according to country (figure 2). Including the non-Muslim respondents, 
Turkish identification relates negatively, though not significantly, to local voting 
in Germany. Excluding the non-Muslim respondents, Turkish identification relates 
positively and significantly to local voting likelihood. Maybe the mobilization 
according to Turkish background intersects with religion to such an extent in 
Germany that Turkish identification only relates positively to voting among religious 
voters. This is however an empirical puzzle and beyond the scope of this research to 
explore in depth. 

Conclusion

This study shows that Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to local voting 
likelihood among the descendants of Turkish immigrants in Western Europe, but 
only under specific circumstances. 

Turkish and Islamic identifications were expected to relate positively to local voting 
likelihood in countries with more policies to encourage the political participation of 
immigrants (MIPEX scores on political participation). Country policies that encourage 
the political participation of immigrants seem to encourage the mobilization of both 
Islamic and Turkish identities, but the pattern for Turkish identification is less clear. 
Turkish identification also relates positively to local voting likelihood for voters who 
perceive more group discrimination, and for voters who perceive more personal 
discrimination. This is in line with the theoretical expectations (e.g. Miller et al. 1981; 
Kranendonk et al. 2017) and corresponds with the idea that group discrimination can 
provide individuals with something to fight for, which can motivate mobilization 
(Simon and Klandermans 2001). For Islamic identification there are other patterns. 
Islamic identification does not relate statistically significantly or negatively to voting 
likelihood for voters who perceive many instances of group discrimination, or voters 
who perceive many instances of personal discrimination. 

In line with Foster and Matheson (1995; 1998; 1999) I find that both the perception 

83PART I - CHAPTER 2 | 



of group and personal discrimination matters for the relationship between social 
identification and political participation. Islamic identification relates negatively to 
voting likelihood among religious descendants of Turkish immigrants who perceive 
more group discrimination of Muslims as well as personal discrimination. This 
negative relationship could be explained by the anxiety mechanism, namely that the 
combination of group and personal discrimination provokes anxiety (Crosby 1984; 
Foster and Matheson 1995, 1999). Strong negative emotions can distract individuals 
from attempting to improve the group’s position (Foster and Matheson 1998). 
Secondly, double discrimination, as well as connectedness to the discriminated 
group, might signal stigma. Perceptions of stigmatization can make individuals 
anticipate rejection of their pursuit of group-based interests (Fleischmann et al. 2011). 
Seeing that voting is a low-cost manner of participating locally, and basic to citizenship 
rights (Verba et al. 1995), withdrawal from local politics can have serious effects. It 
could lead to more alienation from Western European politics. Low participation can 
reflect under-representation, which could result in political exclusion. The systematic 
exclusion of certain groups, in this case high identifier Muslims, can reflect poorly on 
the functioning of representative democracies (Wass et al. 2015). 

What do these findings teach us? Starting with research on the politicization of social 
identification: Turkish and Islamic identifications relate to local voting likelihood 
among the descendants of Turkish immigrants in Western Europe. In researching 
the politicization of social identification, the interplay between social identification, 
the perceptions of group discrimination, personal discrimination and the policy 
context should be taken into account, since they can have interactive effects on 
political participation. This study also shows that Turkish and Islamic identifications 
can relate differently to local voting, depending on the circumstances (e.g. perceived 
personal discrimination). This underlines the importance of not collapsing origin 
country and religious categories, as is becoming increasing usual when it comes to 
immigrants and their descendants from predominantly Muslim countries. Not only 
are these groups religiously diverse (see e.g. Brouard and Tiberj 2005 for a French 
example) but the commitment to these identities can also relate differently to 
political behavior (see also Kranendonk et al. 2017).

Future studies could focus on whether these findings also hold if we consider other 
forms of political participation (see data and methods section) and whether this can 
be generalized to other groups. The size and settlement pattern of Turkish immigrants 
in Europe make it worth studying the political behavior of their children by itself. 
The theoretical substantiation for the association between social identification and 
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local voting is not particular to the descendants of Turkish immigrants, nor are the 
interaction effects that I studied, which means that these mechanisms could also 
work for other immigrant-origin groups. However, the Turkish group is specific in the 
sense that they identify highly with their Turkish origins, and are very well politically 
organized, while they are also polarized (e.g. Vermeulen 2013). They might be better 
able to mobilize around a social identity because of better political organization, but 
on the other hand this might be challenging because of polarization. Furthermore, 
the descendants of Turkish immigrants are an identifiable immigrant-origin group, 
which could also make them more vulnerable for discrimination in comparison to 
immigrant-origin groups that are not identifiable. In the end, the generalization 
of these findings to other immigrant-origin groups is an empirical question that 
requires more research. 

Research can also focus more on specific local-level factors that can influence the 
politicization of a social identity of descendants of immigrants at the local level. 
Cancela and Geys (2016) mention some expectations at the context level, such as 
group size, concentration and party systems, that can affect aggregate voting turnout. 
Maybe these contextual characteristics also affect the politicized identity? Party level 
factors, such as whether someone of Turkish origin stands as a candidate, could also 
motivate high Turkish identifiers to vote. Some studies indeed show that some groups 
of voters vote more often for a candidate with a similar immigrant origin (Fischer et 
al. 2015). 

In terms of policy making, these findings teach us that immigrants and their 
descendants should feel that they can address group interests by participating in 
local politics. If they feel that these group-based claims or their identities are rejected, 
it is possible that they will increasingly feel alienated from the local political system 
and refrain from participation. However, one could also argue that the system for this 
is already in place and that the groups that participate less are in some way less able, 
or unwilling, to mobilize. Future research focusing on the perceptions of immigrants 
and their children on the usefulness of political participation for pursuing group-
based interests could provide us more insights into these specific mechanisms. It is 
relevant to study their local voting turnout as it is a crucial vehicle to influence local 
policy-making. It is the level where policies are most likely to be implemented (Hajnal 
& Lewis 2003), and the political level that can affect lives in serious ways (e.g. Hajnal 
& Lewis 2003). Regardless of whether the integration policies caused it, or whether 
it is due to factors related to the concerned groups, lower participation (in this case 
from high Islamic identifier descendants of Turkish immigrants) can lead to under-
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representation, which in turn can lead to political exclusion. Political exclusion in 
turn can reflect poorly on the functioning of representative democracies (Wass et al. 
2015). 

Notes
1. The TIES Switzerland data was made available by the Principal Investigator Rosita 

Fibbi.
2. The Austrian data were made available by the Principal Investigator Barbara 

Herzog-Punzenberger. 
3. The German TIES data were made available by the Principal Investigators Andreas 

Pott and Jens Schneider. 
4. The Dutch TIES data were made available by the Principal Investigator Maurice 

Crul.
5. The French TIES data were made available by the Principal Investigator Patrick 

Simon.
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27  A slightly different version of this chapter is submitted to a peer-reviewed academic journal. 

Abstract 

This study theorizes and empirically tests how perceptions of identities 
ascribed to individuals of Moroccan and Turkish origin relate to their political 
participation in Western Europe. These perceptions could relate either 
negatively (by inducing inter-group anxiety) or positively (by providing 
positive input for social identities) to political participation, depending on 
the individuals’ own connectedness to the ascribed categories.   
 
Using the Six Country Immigrant Integration Comparative Survey (2008), this 
study explores how perceptions of an ascribed national identity (e.g. German) and 
origin-country identity (e.g. Moroccan) relate to voting and involvement in political 
organizations. The logistic regression analyses show that perceptions of an ascribed 
origin-country identity relate positively to political participation for Turks, while 
it relates negatively to political participation among Moroccans. It also shows that 
a perceived ascribed origin-country identity relates negatively to involvement in 
a political organization for both groups, if individuals feel less connected to the 
ascribed categories. 

Moroccan-origin and 
Turkish-origin individuals’ 
perceptions of ascribed 
identities and their political 
participation in Western Europe 27

3
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Introduction

It is difficult for Moroccan and Turkish immigrants and their children to hide their 
ethnic group membership in Western European countries. Visible features make 
them identifiable as individuals who are of immigrant origin. This exposes them 
to categorizations from the majority population, both directly with inter-group 
interactions and indirectly via the media and on the Internet. Politicians and 
journalists alike often refer to ‘Turks’ or ‘Moroccans’ and make statements about 
how these groups behave in society. These groups are therefore repeatedly being 
reminded of their origins, regardless of whether they identify with these or not. This 
could impact upon their sense of belonging to the majority population, making 
them feel stereotyped and possibly stigmatized. 

Perceptions of ascribed identities relate to how people perceive to be categorized 
by others, regardless of how they identify themselves: for example, if a Turkish-
origin individual perceives that the majority population sees her solely as Turkish. 
These perceived ascribed identities can relate to feeling stereotyped, and we know 
that this can make individuals act in accordance to the ascribed stereotypes, either 
by legitimizing behavior that is in line with the ascribed stereotypes (e.g. Kamans 
et al. 2009), or by performing worse, for example on test scores (e.g. McGlone and 
Pfiester 2007). What we do not yet know, to my knowledge, is how perceived ascribed 
identities relate to political participation. This is especially pertinent to know for 
a group that is often addressed on the basis of their group membership, namely 
Moroccans and Turks in Western Europe, and whose position in society is often 
problematized. For the sake of linguistic simplicity this study refers to Turks and 
Moroccans when discussing people who migrated from Turkey or Morocco, or their 
children or grandchildren. 

Immigrant-origin individuals’ political participation is crucial to understand since 
it enables them to improve their position in a legitimate manner. Especially for 
individuals who are increasingly stigmatized and discriminated it seems pertinent 
to have access to the political system so that they can attempt to combat these issues. 
Otherwise they might become segregated and give up trying. This study researches 
for the first time how immigrant-origin individuals’ perceptions of an ascribed 
national identity (e.g. German, Dutch) and an origin-country identity (Moroccan and 
Turkish) relate to their political participation in Western Europe.

Moroccans and Turks, and individuals who have visible immigrant or ethnic 
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origins in general, are confronted with ascribed identities in many forms of 
political participation. For example, when following a campaign in order to make 
an informed voting choice, immigrant integration is often part of party programs. 
These political debates are likely to signal the saliency of these origin identities and 
can make immigrant-origin individuals feel that the majority population sees them 
mostly as ‘Moroccan’ or ‘Turkish’. There are also forms of political participation, 
such as participating in a political organization, which may entail more direct inter-
group interactions between majority-population members and immigrant-origin 
individuals, also exposing them more directly to the ascription of identities. These 
are illustrated by political acts that are organized in groups (e.g. demonstrating), or 
because the goals entail interactions between groups. In general, all forms of political 
participation often entail direct or indirect encounters with the majority population, 
which can also confront immigrant-origin individuals with ascribed identities. 

Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of an ascribed national and origin-
country identity can relate to political participation via different mechanisms. The 
perception of an ascribed national identity, referring to the destination country 
(e.g. Germany), can relate positively to political participation by decreasing feelings 
of distance between the immigrant-origin group and the majority population. An 
ascribed origin-country identity (e.g. Turkish) can also relate positively to political 
participation by making these identities more salient, which can give positive 
input for social identity, and we already know that social identification can enhance 
political participation under certain circumstances (e.g. Miller et al. 1981; Simon and 
Klandermans 2001). 

Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of ascribed origin-country identities 
can also relate negatively to their political participation by inducing feelings of 
categorization threat and feelings of being negatively stereotyped. This is especially 
relevant for individuals who cannot hide their group membership, because of defining 
group characteristics that are physically visible (Branscombe, Ellemers, Spears 
and Doosje 1999), such as among Moroccans and Turks, who are also increasingly 
confronted with negative stereotypes in Western Europe (e.g. Kamans et al. 2009). 
If individuals feel that they are stereotyped on the basis of these ascribed identities, 
it might also make them avoid inter-group contact (Vorauer et al. 1998), and avoid 
unpleasant indirect encounters (e.g. avoiding campaigning in times of elections). 
This is especially expected to be so if individuals do not feel strongly connected to 
the ascribed group, as the uneasiness of being categorized is also stronger for low-
identifier individuals (Branscombe et al. 1999; Ellemers et al. 2002).
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The contribution of this study is firstly to include immigrant-origin individuals’ 
perceptions of ascribed identities theoretically as one of the socio-psychological 
determinants of political participation. Secondly, I test whether perceptions of 
ascribed identities relate to two forms of political participation in Western Europe 
using the Six Country Immigrant Integration Comparative Survey (Ersanilli and 
Koopmans 2013) and logistic regression analyses. This should be seen as a first 
empirical exploration of how perceived ascribed identities relate to political 
participation, since there are many relevant characteristics of political participation 
that I cannot explore with the data at hand, as I discuss further in my conclusion. 
Thirdly, I take group differences and the individuals’ connectedness to the ascribed 
categories into account. This allows for a more complete theoretical framework and 
empirical test for the relationship studied. 

Conceptual framework

Ascribed identities
The concept of perceived ascribed identities relates to some other concepts that 
are relevant to describe in order to understand their relationship to political 
participation, namely feeling categorized, feeling stereotyped, and notions about 
what stereotypes people hold about the in-group (meta-perceptions).

Ascribed identities refer to how individuals are defined (Van Heelsum and Koomen 
2016), regardless of whether individuals identify with, or feel connected to, the 
ascribed category (Lee 2007). Individuals’ identification with social minority groups 
and their perception of ascribed categories can influence each other (e.g. Van 
Heelsum and Koomen 2016), but do not always overlap (Barreto and Ellemers 2003; 
2009). A consequence of perceiving ascribed identities can be that individuals may 
feel that their individual uniqueness is disregarded and that the out-group perceives 
them as interchangeable with other individuals belonging to the categorized 
group, especially if they themselves are not committed to the ascribed categories 
(Ellemers et al. 2002). Perceptions of ascribed identities also relate to perceptions 
of being stereotyped. McGarty et al. (2002: 2) define stereotypes as ‘psychological 
representations of the characteristics of people that belong to a particular group’. 
Perceptions of being stereotyped may also make individuals feel that they are 
reduced to an ideal-type interchangeable individual (Ellemers et al. 2002), based on 
some demographic characteristic. 
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Individuals hold ideas about the stereotypes they believe that others have of them. 
Vorauer et al. (1998) introduced the term meta-stereotype, which they use to refer 
to a person’s belief regarding the stereotype that out-group members hold about 
his/her group. Perceived ascribed identities are therefore always relational (Vorauer 
et al. 1998). Individuals belonging to a minority group, especially one that is often 
stereotyped, have expectations about how the majority population sees them 
(Kamans et al. 2009). 

What perceptions of ascribed identities, being categorized and possibly negatively 
stereotyped have in common is that they are about how the self is perceived in terms 
of social group membership. These perceptions can influence (e.g.) inter-group 
encounters, which is explained in the following section. 

Perceptions of ascribed identities and inter-group encounters
Each individual ‘self’ consists of multiple, overlapping social identities. Social contexts 
can make certain social categories more salient than others. This also depends on 
individuals’ identification and connectedness with this social category (Mackie et al. 
2009; Ellemers et al. 2002). The saliency of these social categories can influence high 
identifiers cognitively by perceiving the world as relations between groups instead of 
individuals, and emotionally by experiencing stronger group-based emotions, which 
are related to their group membership and can influence behavior toward the out-
group (Mackie et al. 2009; Branscombe et al. 1999). Perceived ascribed identities can 
enhance the saliency of a social category, which in turn can enhance preference for, 
and bias toward in-group members (Mullen et al. 1992), and facilitate hostility and 
discrimination against out-group members (Huddy 2001). 

Perceptions of ascribed identities, if related to feeling stereotyped, can also seriously 
affect individuals’ willingness to engage in inter-group interaction (Vorauer et al. 
1998). If individuals feel that they are negatively stereotyped or misperceived, they 
might avoid inter-group interactions. One of the strategies is: “selective interaction, 
whereby they seek out interaction partners who validate their self-views and avoid 
situations in which they suspect that an interaction partner will misperceive them” 
(Vorauer et al. 1998: 918). Meta-perceptions (beliefs about the stereotypes that the out-
group holds) also relate to inter-group anxiety (Vorauer et al. 1998), which is anxiety 
derived from inter-group contact, such as the fear of being negatively evaluated 
or uncertainty about (in)appropriate behavior (Stephan and Stephan 1985). An 
empirical example is given by Vorauer et al. (1998), who find that individuals who 
felt personally meta-stereotyped showed lower anticipated enjoyment of, and 
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experienced more negative emotions when interacting with out-group members 
(see also Stephan 2014). 

The social context is likely to impact upon intergroup anxiety. If relations between 
groups are characterized by discrimination, injustice and/or inequality, intergroup 
anxiety is expected to be high (Stephan 2014: 251). These characteristics also fit the 
relations between the majority population and Moroccans and Turks. Even though 
most of the theories described above refer to direct inter-group interaction, this 
anxiety could also relate to more indirect encounters of inter-group interactions. 
Encounters with ascribed identities for Moroccans and Turks do not limit themselves 
to direct encounters with the majority population. Via (e.g.) the media, the Internet, 
or discussions on the street, people can still be exposed to stereotypes about ‘their’ 
group, which can contribute to their feeling that the majority population sees them 
mostly as ‘Moroccans’ and ‘Turks’. Even though these feelings do not result from 
direct inter-group interactions, they can still be unpleasant and make individuals try 
to avoid these indirect encounters in the future. The following section explains how 
these mechanisms of indirect and direct inter-group interactions are relevant for the 
political participation of Moroccans and Turks. 

Perceptions of ascribed identities and political participation among 
Moroccans and Turks 
Since perceptions of ascribed identities can have consequences for inter-group 
interactions and avoidance of out-group members (Vorauer et al. 1998), they might 
also affect political participation, which for immigrant-origin individuals almost 
always, directly or indirectly, entails inter-group interactions. Voting is an example 
of a political act in which individuals can be exposed to ascribed identities more 
indirectly. Following campaigns during elections will confront Moroccans and Turks 
with ascribed identities, since their identities are often a ‘hot’ topic of debate for 
most political parties in Western Europe. This could contribute to how they think 
that the majority population sees them, namely as ‘Moroccans’ and ‘Turks’. Other 
forms of political participation may entail more direct inter-group contact, such 
as involvement in a political party, or demonstrating alongside members of the 
majority population. 

Perceptions of ascribed identities can relate both positively and negatively to the 
political participation of Moroccans and Turks, depending on the characteristics of 
the ascribed category and the extent to which individuals actually feel connected to 
the perceived ascribed categories. 
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Firstly, and especially relevant for immigrant-origin groups, the type of category 
matters. This study distinguishes between a perceived ascribed national identity, 
related to the receiving country and its inhabitants (majority population), and a 
perceived ascribed origin-country identity (Moroccan or Turkish). The perception 
of an ascribed national identity can decrease the perceived distance between the 
in-group, Moroccans or Turks, and the out-group, namely members of the majority 
population. Some immigrant-origin individuals might already view members of 
the majority population as their in-group. For them, the perception of an ascribed 
national identity can underline these feelings of connectedness and induce a feeling 
of being accepted by the majority population, which could decrease anxiety and 
negative emotions that could accompany direct inter-group interactions (Vorauer 
et al. 1998) and indirect encounters, thereby potentially enhancing political 
participation. 

Perceptions of an ascribed national identity may also induce a distinctiveness threat, 
which could motivate immigrant-origin groups to protect their minority identities. 
Barreto and Ellemers (2009) explain that immigrant assimilation practices can 
enhance immigrants’ sub-group identification and promote in-group bias. They 
explain this using the mechanism of distinctiveness threat, where individuals 
are afraid of erosion of their sub-group boundaries and afraid of being included 
in the higher category (Barreto and Elemers 2009; Brewer 1991; Turner et al. 1987). 
Perceptions of an ascribed national identity can also be viewed as an attempt to 
eradicate sub-group boundaries by the majority population. Immigrant-origin 
individuals can use political participation in order to protect group boundaries 
and to enforce acknowledgement of their sub-group identity. These perceptions 
can therefore relate positively to political participation via the two mechanisms of 
decreasing inter-group distance or by inducing a distinctiveness threat.

H1 (+): Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of an ascribed national identity relates 
positively to their likelihood of political participation.

The perception of an ascribed origin-country identity can be theorized to relate 
both positively and negatively to political participation. Starting with a positive 
relation, if individuals feel that they are ascribed origin-country identities, this can 
give positive input for their social identities by making these social categories more 
salient, which influences individuals, especially high-identifiers, cognitively and 
emotionally. This can influence how they behave toward the out-group and in-group 
(Mackie et al. 2009). We know that social identification can relate to collective action 
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and political participation (e.g. Olsen 1970; Van Zomeren et al. 2008) via processes 
of depersonalization (Turner et al. 1987) and willingness to pursue group interests 
(Brady et al. 1995), often under certain circumstances (e.g. Simon and Klandermans; 
Miller et al. 1981). It can be imagined that the saliency of social categories also draws 
more attention to this social identity, which in turn can motivate individuals, and 
again especially high identifiers (e.g. Ellemers et al. 2002), to pursue group-based 
interest. 

Immigrant-origin individuals’ perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity can 
also relate negatively to their political participation. Moroccan and Turkish identities 
have been, and are increasingly problematized in Western Europe. The perception 
of being labeled by the majority population as belonging to either the ‘Moroccan’ 
and ‘Turkish’ group can therefore hold negative connotations, and possibly result in 
feeling negatively stereotyped. The ascribed identity can make individuals anxious 
about the possibility of being negatively stereotyped, and anxious about the views 
that exist about their group. If individuals feel like they are ascribed as belonging 
to what the out-group perceives as an inferior group, this might lead to inter-group 
anxiety. This can make these individuals seek ways to avoid indirect and direct 
encounters with the individuals belonging to the out-group (Vorauer et al. 1998; 
Stephan 2014), which can in turn lead to withdrawal from participating in politics. 
Valentino et al. (2011: 159) also hypothesized that the emotion of anxiety by itself 
can have mixed effects on political participation, since it could make individuals 
avoid their problems instead of attacking them head on. They therefore explain that 
anxiety, in comparison to other emotions such as anger, does not necessarily enhance 
political participation. 

The following exploratory hypothesis is formulated in order to appreciate both a 
possible positive as well as a negative effect of a perceived origin-country identity on 
political participation.

H2 (+/-): Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of an ascribed origin-country identity 
relates to their likelihood of political participation.

The perception of an ascribed origin-country identity is more likely to be perceived 
as negative if individuals do not feel connected to this group to the same extent. As 
Ellemers et al. (2002: 170) indicate: “For someone with a low commitment to the group 
to be categorized as a member of the group may threaten the individual self”. The fear 
of being misconceived or the fear of being stereotyped can in turn relate to inter-
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group anxiety (Vorauer et al. 1998). Individuals might experience more anxiety from 
direct and indirect inter-group interactions where they might be confronted with 
this discrepancy between their own commitment and ascribed identities. Individuals 
can be exposed to this discrepancy in direct communication with the majority 
population, but also indirectly via the media or by following a political campaign. 
The anxiety for inter-group interactions could in turn lead to avoidance of these 
interactions (Vorauer et al. 1998; Stephan 2014), avoidance of indirect encounters, and 
avoidance of attacking the problem (Valentino et al. 2011). However, categorizations 
do not threaten the self for individuals who feel connected to the ascribed categories 
(Ellemers et al. 2002; see also Branscombe et al. 1999). Barreto and Ellemers (2003: 
145) also argue that identification with ascribed categories is necessary in order to 
act in terms of group membership. Therefore I expect that perceptions of an origin-
country identity can relate negatively to political participation if individuals do not 
feel connected to the same extent to this group. 

H3 (-): Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of an ascribed origin-country identity 
relates negatively to their likelihood of political participation if individuals do not feel 
connected to the ascribed group to the same extent.

There are at least two reasons why perceptions of ascribed origin-country identities 
can relate differently to political participation, depending on the characteristics 
of immigrant-origin groups. This is also researched in this paper. Firstly, as was 
mentioned before, the social context is likely to impact upon intergroup anxiety. If 
relations between the in-group and out-group are characterized by discrimination, 
injustice and/or inequality, inter-group anxiety is expected to be high (Stephan 
2014: 251). The relations between Moroccans and the majority population, and 
between Turks and the majority population, could differ. Secondly, Moroccans and 
Turks differ in their organizational capacity and their political participation: Turks 
show more organizational capacity (Vermeulen and Brünger 2014) and participate 
politically more (e.g. Van Heelsum 2005) than Moroccans in Western Europe. The 
perception of ascribed origin-country identities might relate differently to the 
political participation of a group that is politically active than to a group that is less 
active. Differences between the groups in the two hypothesized effects concerning 
perceptions of ascribed origin-country identities are taken into account. 
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Data and methods

The data for this study were gathered via a large-scale telephone inquiry in 2008 
for the Six Country Immigrant Integration Survey (SCIICS). The interviews were 
conducted by bilingual interviewers. The researchers’ aim for the survey was to collect 
comparable data across European countries. The project selected immigrants who 
migrated in the guest-worker era (before 1975), and their children and grandchildren 
(see Ersanilli and Koopmans 2013).

Voting and involvement in a political organization are distinguished in this study 
due to data availability. The data available did not offer other indicators for someone’s 
political participation, but is still very valuable to explore this topic because of its 
indicators for perceived ascribed identities. Moroccan and Turkish immigrants, 
and their children, who could vote (have host country nationality and are over 18) 
were selected in order to estimate the models that predict voting likelihood. This 
produced a sample of 3,830 individuals. Respondents who were not eligible to vote 
were included in the sample in order to analyze the likelihood of involvement in 
a political organization. This produced a sample of 5,081 individuals.28 I made sure 
that the findings for involvement in a political organization also hold for the eligible 
voter sample when voting is compared to involvement in a political organization. 

Binary logistic regression analyses are used to deal with the non-linearity and non-
normality of the distribution of errors of the dependent variable: whether someone 
voted during the last national elections, and whether someone is a member or 
participated in a political organization. To account for the nested nature of the data, 
the standard errors are clustered according to country and immigrant-origin group 
combinations, 12 in total29, and dummies for the countries are included. The results 
are presented in log odds, where less than zero represents a negative relative effect 
and greater than zero represents a relative positive effect. 

As with most data based on large-scale surveys, I needed to rely on self-reported 
political participation. There are several shortcomings that accompany self-reported 
political participation. Respondents might over-report their political activities 
since they perceive this to be socially desirable. Additionally, self-reported political 
participation that refers to past events has the shortcoming that respondents might 

28  See table A1 for the distribution of political participation: A(1, 2 etc.) tables and figures can be found in the online 
appendix: https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-xs4-vbba
29  Only Turks were interviewed in Austria and Sweden. The regions in Belgium, Wallonia and Flanders, are both 
included as dummies. 
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not remember whether they voted during the last elections. 

The involvement in political organizations also has some shortcomings since I cannot 
distinguish between the type of political organization, the frequency of involvement 
or the extent of involvement, while these could be relevant for its relationship with 
perceived ascribed identities. Lastly, the cross-sectional nature of the data only allows 
me to study correlations. I do not know whether perceptions of ascribed identities 
precede their political participation, or the other way around. Immigrant-origin 
individuals who are more politically active could also be more exposed to ascribed 
identities. Related to this, I cannot test causal mechanisms with the available data 
(e.g. distinctiveness threat, inter-group anxiety).

Operationalization 

Dependent variables
Voting is measured with the question of whether the respondent voted during the 
latest national elections. ‘Being a member or participating in a political organization’ 
is an indicator for involvement in a political organization. 
 
Since direct inter-group interaction could explain the link between perceptions 
of ascribed identities and political participation, it is also important to reflect on 
immigrant political organizations. Even though there might be no interaction with 
the majority population within these organizations, the purposes of a political 
organization do still entail negotiations and discussions with actors outside of the 
organization (e.g. with a municipality). The data also has a measure available that 
asks about the composition according to majority members and origin-country 
individuals. Unfortunately, this refers to all the organizations that the respondent 
is a member of, which makes it unclear whether their response relates to a political 
organization or all the mentioned organizations. The people who indicated to 
be a member of a political organization that has no members from the majority 
population were deleted for a robustness test and the main results are the same. 
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Table 1.
 Distribution of political participation (SCIICS 2008)

  Freq. Count
Voted

Yes 80.6 3,085 

No 19.5 745 

Participated in a political organization  

Yes 4.4 224 

No 95.6  4,857 

Predictor variables
Perceptions of ascribed identities are measured with the following questions: “To 
what extent do survey country nationals consider you as Turkish/Moroccan?”, and “To 
what extent do survey country nationals consider you as a survey country national?”. 
The former question is used as an indicator for the perception of an ascribed origin-
country identity, while the latter is used as an indicator for the perception of an 
ascribed national identity (e.g. German). Both answer categories range from 1 “not at 
all” to 5 “completely”. 

Connectedness to ascribed categories is distinguished between connectedness to 
individuals from same origin country, by asking “To what extent do you feel connected 
to Turks/Moroccans?”, and connectedness to individuals from the receiving country, 
by asking: “To what extent do you feel connected to [survey country nationals]?”. The 
answer categories range from 1 “not at all” to 5 “completely”.

Scores for the discrepancy between perceptions of ascribed identities and 
connectedness to these ascribed categories were assigned to respondents by 
subtracting connectedness scores from scores for the perception of the ascribed 
identities in order to test hypothesis 3. The discrepancy scale tells whether someone 
feels more connected to the group than he/she perceives to be ascribed this identity 
(1), whether these exactly coincide (4), or whether someone feels less connected to 
the group than he/she perceives to be ascribed this identity (7). A quadratic term is 
also included since a discrepancy in either direction could indicate that individuals 
feel misperceived, which could be experienced negatively. It can be imagined that 
individuals who perceive a discrepancy will participate politically less, even if this 
discrepancy is characterized by individuals who feel more connected than the extent 
that they perceive to be ascribed these identities. It might be frustrating, for example, 
if individuals feel that a part of their identity is not recognized, while this identity is 
salient to them. 
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Control variables 
Gender, age and educational attainment (ISCED scores) are controlled for. Having 
work for more than 12 hours a week (or not), number of hours worked per week, income 
and having children (or not) are also controlled for in order to account for resources 
available for political participation (Verba et al. 1995). The variables indicating the 
number of hours worked and income generated a considerable number of missing 
values, which were assigned the mean and also modeled as a dummy, to limit their 
influence in the analyses while enabling me to control for these factors. 

Additionally, there are some variables that could possibly affect one’s connectedness 
to groups, the perception of ascribed identities, and political participation (for the 
last of these see Verba et al. 1995). The composition of the neighborhood and received 
visits at home – both according to the relative number of individuals from the same 
origin country or those who have national origins – is accounted for (1 ‘(almost) none’ 
to 5 ‘(almost) all’). Additionally, whether respondents think that most people can be 
trusted, or you can’t be too careful, is controlled for (missing values are modeled as 
a dummy). 

Connectedness to other Muslims/Christians is taken into account (1 ‘not at all’ to 
5 ‘completely’), as well as the frequency of mosque visits (1 ‘never’ to 5 ‘daily’). The 
individuals who were not religious were given the lowest scores on both connectedness 
to other Christians/Muslims and on frequency of mosque visits. Additionally, these 
groups were modeled as dummies in order to limit their influence in the analyses 
while being able to control for these factors. 

The frequency of perceived discrimination because of one’s origin or religion is taken 
into account (1 ‘never’ to 5 ‘daily’). Political experiences in the country of origin can 
also relate to the political participation of immigrants (Bloemraad & Schönwälder, 
2013). The group (Moroccan or Turkish), as well as one’s ethnic group (Kurdish, 
Berber, Arab or other), is taken into account. Whether someone belongs to the 1st, 1.5 
(migrated when older than 17) or 2nd generation is also taken into account, as well 
as origin country and self-reported language proficiency in the survey country’s 
language (0 ‘always problems’ to 4 ‘never problems’). Watching Moroccan or Turkish 
television sometimes (yes or no), as well as whether individuals only have citizenship 
of the receiving country, dual citizenship or only citizenship of the origin country, 
are taken into account. Lastly, the place of education (only in survey country, only in 
origin country, both, or neither) is controlled for. 
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Results 

First, how the predictors and identity-related control variables relate to each other is 
discussed, after which there is an exploration of how perceptions of ascribed identities 
and connectedness to the concerning groups relate to political participation. 
Afterwards, the control variables are included, after which the discrepancy scores 
between perceptions of ascribed identities and connectedness is included. 

Table 2 shows how the identity-related variables relate to each other in a correlation 
matrix.30 Quite intuitively, the variables that relate to the origin country in terms of 
attachments or social contexts relate positively to perceptions of an ascribed origin-
country identity (e.g. origin-country language proficiency). The variables that relate 
to the majority population (e.g. connectedness to country nationals) relate negatively 
to a perceived ascribed origin-country identity. The opposite can be observed for a 
perceived ascribed national identity, which relates negatively to predictors related to 
the origin country and positively to the predictors related to the majority population. 
Perceptions of discrimination because of one’s background could theoretically 
expected to be closely related to perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity, 
since the latter can be accompanied by feelings of being treated unfairly and feelings 
of being stereotyped. Do these predictors then measure the same thing? Even 
though similar, the concepts can still be argued to be distinct, since (discomfort 
of) being (wrongly) categorized does not necessarily entail that individuals also 
feel discriminated. Empirically, table 2 shows that there is a significant and positive 
correlation between feeling discriminated and a perceived ascribed origin-country 
identity. Nevertheless, if we compare all correlations with perceptions of an ascribed 
origin-country identity it can be observed that most correlation coefficients are larger 
than the correlation with feeling discriminated (with two exceptions). Additionally, 
the results that follow also do not suggest a mediating effect of discrimination, which 
provides further evidence that perceptions of discrimination and perceptions of an 
ascribed origin-country identity do not measure exactly the same thing. 

30  The results (size, direction and significance) are the same for the sample that includes non-voters, except that two 
correlation measures lose significance (still have a similar size and direction), but these are not related to the main 
predictors (perceptions of ascribed identities and the discrepancy score). 
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Table 2.
Correlation matrix between main independent variables for voters (3,830 respondents). Bold is significant with 
P<.05. Source: SCIICS (2008)

  Ascribed 
Turkish/ 
Moroccan 
identity

Ascribed 
national 
identity

Connected 
to country 
nationals

Connected 
to 
Christians 
/Muslims

Discrepancy 
score ascribed 
-connectedness

Host-country 
language 
proficiency

Origin-
country 
language 
proficiency

Neighborhood 
composition 
(origin country)

Neighborhood 
composition 
(survey 
country 
nationals)

Visits from 
individuals 
from same 
origin 
country

Visits from 
national-
origin 
individuals

Number 
of mosque 
visits

Feeling 
discriminated 

Ascribed Turkish/
Moroccan identity

/  

Ascribed national 
identity

-.37 /  

Connected to country 
nationals

-.12 .33 /  

Connected to 
Christians/Muslims

.24 -.16 -.07 /  

Discrepancy ascribed-
connectedness

.67 -.20 -.11 -.06 /  

Host-country language 
proficiency

-.15 .23 .18 -.08 -.04 /  

Origin-country 
language proficiency 

.14 -.16 -.05 .19 -.01 -.16 /  

Neighborhood 
composition (origin 
country)

.08 -.08 -.05 .12 -.03 -.04 .06 /  

Neighborhood 
composition (survey 
country nationals)

-.06 .07 .06 -.08 .02 .04 -.05 -.71 /  

Visits from individuals 
from same origin 
country

.23 -.27 -.23 .31 -.03 -.20 .19 .21 -.17 /  

Visits from national-
origin individuals

-.22 .30 .28 -.28 .01 .20 -.15 -.18 .21 -.68 /  

Number of mosque 
visits

.19 -.21 -.11 .39 -.01 -.16 .19 .09 -.10 .23 -.23 /  

Feeling discriminated .13 -.18 -.09 .05 .09 .04 -.06 .02 -.00 .06 -.05 .11 /
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Table 3 shows that perceptions of ascribed identities do not relate significantly to 
voting likelihood. Both a perceived ascribed origin-country and national identity do 
however relate positively to the likelihood of involvement in a political organization. 
Individuals’ connectedness to other receiving-country nationals relates positively to 
both forms of political participation. 

Table 3.
How perceptions of ascribed identities relate to political participation 

Model 1 Model 2
  Voting Political organization

Perception of an ascribed Turkish/Moroccan identity  .02 (.04)  .15 (.07)*

Perception of an ascribed national identity  -.07 (.06)  .13 (.05)*

Connected to Turks/Moroccans  .05 (.06)  .03 (.05)

Connected to country nationals  .19 (.05)***  .19 (.10)†

Connected to Christian/Muslims  -.06 (.04)  -.38 (.03)***

N  3,830  5,081

Df  5  5

Pseudo R2  .007  .042 

Prob>Chi2  .003 .000

Source: SCIICS (2008); † p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001

Standard errors are clustered in group and country combinations. 

Table 4 shows that the results hold when the control variables are added. 
Perceptions of ascribed national and origin-country identities both relate positively 
to involvement in a political organization. The positive relation between the 
perception of an ascribed national identity and political involvement provides 
partial support for hypothesis 1, but not when it comes to voting. This can possibly be 
explained by the mechanisms of decreasing distance between groups, which could 
decrease anxiety that could accompany inter-group encounters, thereby making 
involvement in political organizations more inviting. It could also be the result of 
a distinctiveness threat, which could enhance individuals’ identification with their 
origins and promote in-group bias (Barreto and Ellemers 2009). Immigrant-origin 
individuals could then be motivated to participate politically in order to enforce 
acknowledgement of their sub-group identities. The perception of an ascribed origin-
country identity also relates positively to involvement in a political organization. This 
positive relationship could be explained by making these identities salient, which 
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can enhance group-based emotions (Mackie et al. 2009; Branscombe et al. 1999). This 
could enhance the willingness to improve the position of the group, since we know 
that social identification can motivate political participation and action (e.g. Olsen 
1970). Nevertheless, the section that deals with differences between groups shows 
that the effects vary between Moroccans and Turks.

Perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity were hypothesized as having 
possible negative and positive effects on political participation. Negative effects are 
expected if individuals themselves do not feel connected to the group to the same 
extent as they feel they are ascribed these identities.

Table 4 also shows how the discrepancy between perceptions of an ascribed origin-
country identity, and the extent to which individuals actually feel connected to these 
groups, relates to political participation. Figure 1 (based on table 4) shows that this 
discrepancy does not relate significantly to voting likelihood.

Figure 1.
Predicted probabilities to vote for the discrepancy between the perception of an ascribed Moroccan/Turkish identity 
and individuals’ connectedness to these groups (95 per cent confidence interval) (SCIICS 2008)

Note: 1=Largest discrepancy: feeling more connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed this category. 4=Perception of 
ascription and connectedness are similar. 7=Largest discrepancy: feeling less connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed 
this category.
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Table 4.
How perceptions of ascribed identities relate to political participation, including control variables and a discrepancy 
score

Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 
  Voting Political 

organization
Voting Political 

organization
Perception of an ascribed Turkish/Moroccan 
identity

 .04 (.04)  .17 (.06)**  .03 (.10)  .20 (.09)*

Perception of an ascribed national identity  -.07 (.05)  .15 (.06)*  -.07 (.05)  .15 (.07)*

Connected to Turks/Moroccans  .04 (.07)  .09 (.06)

Connected to country nationals  .17 (.06)**  .12 (.10)  .17 (.06)**  .12 (.10)

Connected to Christian/Muslims  -.08 (.08)  -.36 (.08)***  -.07 (.08)  -.35 (.08)***

Ascribed Turkish Moroccan identity - 
connectedness to other Turks/Moroccans

    .21 (.28) .51 (.23)*

Ascribed Turkish Moroccan identity - 
connectedness to other Turks/Moroccans2

-.03 (.03) -.07 (.03)**

Control variables 
1.5th generation (ref. first)  .18 (.12)  .28 (.24)  .18 (.12)  .27 (.24)

2nd generation (ref. first)  .41 (.18)*  -.15 (.35)  .41 (.18)*  -.16 (.34)

Sometimes watch Turkish/Moroccan/Arabic 
television (ref. no)

 -.03 (.18)  .06 (.24)  -.03 (.18)  .07 (.24)

Citizenship (ref. dual citizenship)        

Only national citizenship  .20 (.08)*  .09 (.18)  .20 (.08)*  .10 (.19)

Only Turkish/Moroccan citizenship    -.44 (.26)†    -.43 (.25)†

Ethnic group (ref. Turkish)        

Kurdish  .13 (.27)  .58 (.35)  .13 (.27)  .58 (.36)

Berber  -.05 (.29)  -.44 (.87)  -.05 (.29)  -.41 (.88)

Arab -.11 (.29) -.56 (.96) -.11 (.29) -.54 (.98)

Other  .02 (.17)  .08 (.21)  .02 (.17)  .06 (.21)

Moroccans (ref. Turks)  -.04 (.28)  .30 (.78)  -.03 (.29)  .29 (.80)

Host-country language proficiency  .02 (.06)  .12 (.10)  .02 (.06)  .12 (.11)

Origin-country language proficiency  -.08 (.06)  .15 (.08)†  -.08 (.06)  .16 (.08)*

Composition neighborhood according to 
origin-country nationals

 .08 (.04)*  -.04 (.07)  .08 (.04)*  -.03 (.07)

Composition neighborhood according to 
survey-country nationals 

 .04 (.03)  -.01 (.07)  .05 (.03)  -.01 (.07)

Source: SCIICS (2008); † p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001
Standard errors are clustered in group and country combinations. Age, Age2, gender, education, location of attended 
education, having children, having a paid job for more than 12 hours, working hours per week, income categories and 
countries are controlled for. The missing values for hours worked per week, income, trust, feeling connected to other 
Muslims/Christians and mosque visits are modeled as dummies and included in the models. 

In line with the expectations, figure 2 shows that individuals who feel to a lesser 
extent connected to other Moroccans or Turks than the extent to which they perceive 
that they are ascribed these identities, are less involved in political organizations in 
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comparison to individuals who experience no discrepancy. The graph shows that this 
applies to individuals who score 6 or 7 on the discrepancy scale. Those individuals 
who feel more connected to the identities than that they perceive to be ascribed these 
identities are also less likely to be politically involved in comparison to individuals 
who perceive no discrepancy. This difference is however not significant. The inverted 
u-curve could possibly be explained by the anxiety of inter-group interactions and 
encounters, which could be caused by the fear of being misperceived or of being 
categorized, since being categorized is especially considered a negative experience for 
individuals who feel connected to the ascribed categories to a lesser extent (Ellemers et 
al. 2002; Branscombe et al. 1999). This anxiety in turn can lead to avoidance of contexts 
that may entail inter-group interactions (Vorauer et al. 1998; Stephan 2014) and more 
indirect encounters. Anxiety can also make individuals avoid their problems instead 
of facing them by (e.g.) using political participation (Valentino et al. 2011). 

These findings show partial support for hypothesis 3, namely that perceptions of 
an ascribed origin-country identity relate negatively to political participation if 
individuals feel less connected to the ascribed identity. This is statistically significant 
for involvement in a political organization. 

.0
1

.0
2

.0
3

.0
4

.0
5

.0
6

P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y:

 p
ol

iti
ca

l o
rg

an
iz

at
io

n

(1)
 U

nd
er-

as
cri

be
d

(2)
 U

nd
er-

as
cri

be
d

(3)
 U

nd
er-

as
cri

be
d

(4)
 O

ve
rla

p

(5)
 O

ve
r-a

sc
rib

ed

(6)
 O

ve
r-a

sc
rib

ed

(7)
 O

ve
r-a

sc
rib

ed

Perception ascribed identity-connectedness

Figure 2.
Predicted probabilities for involvement in a political organization for the discrepancy between the perception of an 
ascribed Moroccan/Turkish identity and individuals’ connectedness to these groups (95 per cent confidence interval) 
(SCIICS 2008)

Note: 1=Largest discrepancy: feeling more connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed this category. 4=Perception of 
ascription and connectedness are similar. 7=Largest discrepancy: feeling less connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed 

this category.
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Differences between groups 
The hypothesized effects for perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity 
could also differ between groups, since characteristics of the relations between the 
immigrant-origin groups and the receiving country (e.g. history of stigmatization) 
can differ. Additionally, Moroccan- and Turkish-origin individuals show varying 
levels of political participation. This section first explores whether these previous 
results differ between groups. 

Figure 3 (based on table A5) shows how perceptions of an ascribed origin-country 
identity relate to voting likelihood among Moroccans and Turks. The figure shows 
that this relates positively, though not significantly, to voting likelihood among 
Turkish voters. The robustness checks in the following section indicate that this effect 
is statistically significant if Kurdish respondents are excluded. It can be imagined 
that an ascribed Turkish identity provides positive input for social identity among 
Turkish ethnic voters, by making these identities more salient. For Kurdish-origin 
individuals, these perceptions can relate differently to their political participation 
and might even be frustrating, since it could make Kurdish voters believe that their 
ethnic identity is being disregarded. 

Figure 3 also shows that perceptions of an ascribed Moroccan identity relate negatively 
to voting among Moroccan voters. These perceptions might be accompanied 
with fears of being negatively stereotyped or judged on the basis of one’s group 
membership. One of the results could be a feeling of anxiety when thinking of 
inter-group interactions, which leads to avoidance of these interactions (Vorauer 
et al. 1998; Stephan 2014), avoidance of situations that involve encounters (direct or 
indirect) with the majority population, and avoidance of attacking the problem in 
general (Valentino et al. 2011). 
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Figure 3. Marginal effects of perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity on voting likelihood according to 
groups (95 per cent confidence interval) (SCIICS 2008)

Figure 4 (based on table A5) shows similar results for the groups when it concerns 
involvement in a political organization. The group differences reveal that the positive 
effect of perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity was driven by Turks. 
Therefore, support for hypothesis 2 is found for both a positive effect and a negative 
effect of perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity on political participation, 
depending on the immigrant-origin group. 
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Figure 4.
Marginal effects of perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity on the likelihood to be involved in a political 
organization according to groups (95 per cent confidence interval) (SCIICS 2008)
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The aforementioned findings concerning how the discrepancy between perceptions 
of an ascribed origin-country identity and the connectedness to these groups relates 
to voting and involvement in a political organization does not differ between 
groups. For both groups, the discrepancy does not relate significantly to their voting 
likelihood, and it relates negatively to involvement in a political organization.31 

Robustness checks
Several robustness checks were carried out. 32 Whether perceptions of an ascribed 
national and origin-country identity relate differently to voting between countries 
was analyzed by including interaction effects with the countries. There were no 
significant differences between countries, with the exception of the discrepancy 
score. The results were mostly similar between countries, as they show the inverted 
u-curve as illustrated in figure 1, some countries with a clearer u-curve and others a 
‘flatter’ one (e.g. Austria showed a flat line). A notable exception to this was France, 
where the discrepancy score relates to voting likelihood in a u-curve, not an inverted 
u-curve. Thus, in France, voters who feel less connected to the group in comparison 
to the extent that they feel that these identities are ascribed to them actually vote 
more in comparison to voters for whom the two feelings coincide. The inverted 
u-curve was clearest and steepest in Germany and Sweden. Separate analyses show 
that the discrepancy score also relates significantly to voting likelihood in Germany 
in a similar way to how this score relates to involvement in a political organization 
(figure 2). Interestingly, the countries that are often labeled as the ideal types of 
ethnic citizenship regimes (Germany) and civic citizenship regimes (France) show 
opposite results (Koopmans 2004; Statham and Tillie 2016). Exploring this in more 
detail is beyond the scope of this study, but could be an interesting avenue for future 
studies to explore. 

Concerning involvement in a political organization, I also analyzed whether the 
discrepancy results changed if I omitted countries one at a time. These analyses 
showed that the main results (figure 2) were not driven by one particular country. 
The respondents who indicated to be Kurdish, or who belonged to an ‘other ethnic 
minority group’, were deleted from the sample. The main results were also similar, 
with the exception of the difference in the main effects of perceptions of an ascribed 
origin-country identity between groups, as was already mentioned in the results 
section. The results including the discrepancy scores, also according to groups, did 
not change in the analyses that excluded the ethnic minorities. 

31  These results are not reported, but are available upon request.
32  The tables for these robustness checks are not reported here and available upon request.
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France

Figure 5. 
Predicted probabilities to vote for the discrepancy between the perception of an ascribed Moroccan/Turkish identity 
and individuals’ connectedness to these groups for German and French voters (95 per cent confidence interval) 
(SCIICS 2008)

Note: 1=Largest discrepancy: feeling more connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed this category. 4=Perception of 
ascription and connectedness are similar. 7=Largest discrepancy: feeling less connected than the individual perceives to be ascribed 
this category.

As mentioned in the operationalization section, people who indicated being 
a member of a political organization that has no members from the majority 
population were deleted for a robustness test in order to see whether the findings 
were different if there is no inter-group contact within the organization itself. 
Of the individuals who indicated being a member or participating in a political 
organization, 19 per cent (43 respondents) indicated that there are (almost) no 
members of their organizations that belong to the majority population. The results 
are similar when these respondents are excluded from the analyses. Furthermore, 
the findings for involvement in a political organization also hold if only the eligible 
voters are considered. 

Lastly, the discrepancy score was included as a categorical variable instead of a scale, 
which resulted in 6 dichotomous variables in the models. The results were the same 
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with this stricter test. The only exception was that perceptions of an ascribed origin-
country identity related negatively to voting likelihood for those voters who felt least 
connected to these groups themselves, with the largest discrepancy score of three 
points from the overlap (P<.05 one-tailed). This showed a similar trend as found for 
involvement in a political organization (figure 2). However, this negative effect was 
not observed for voters who experienced a smaller discrepancy. 

Conclusion 

The aim of this study was firstly to theorize how perceptions of ascribed identities 
can relate to political participation. Especially for individuals who cannot hide 
their immigrant origins, and are thus often confronted with ascribed identities 
and stereotyping, this seems pertinent. The second aim was to explore empirically 
whether Moroccans’ and Turks’ perceptions of ascribed national and origin-country 
identities relate to their political participation. Based on this study, I argue that there 
are three factors that should be taken into account for studying this relationship, 
namely: 1) characteristics of the perceived ascribed identities, 2) connectedness to 
the perceived ascribed categories, and 3) differences between groups and countries.
Firstly, it is important to distinguish between the characteristics of the perceived 
ascribed identities, since they can relate to political participation via different 
mechanisms. A perceived ascribed national identity can relate to political 
participation by decreasing perceived inter-group distance or by inducing a 
distinctiveness threat (Barreto and Ellemers 2009). While perceptions of an ascribed 
origin-country identity could make this social identity more salient, and we know 
that social identification can enhance political participation and action (e.g. Olsen 
1970; Van Zomeren 2008), it can also increase inter-group anxiety (Vorauer et al. 1998; 
Stephan 2014), which could discourage political participation.

Secondly, it is important to consider individuals’ connectedness to the ascribed 
groups if we want to understand how perceptions of ascribed origin-country 
identities relate to political participation. This is more likely to be experienced as an 
unpleasant situation if individuals do not feel connected to the same extent to the 
perceived ascribed categories (Ellemers et al. 2002; see also Branscombe et al. 1999). 
The discrepancy can make individuals anxious about being misperceived in inter-
group interactions, leading to avoidance of such interactions (Vorauer et al. 1998; 
Stephan 2014). Anxiety in general can make individuals avoid facing their problems, 
and is therefore less likely to mobilize individuals politically in comparison to other 
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emotions such as anger (Valentino et al. 2011). Perceived ascribed origin-country 
identities can therefore possibly lead to withdrawal from the political system. This 
was illustrated by the results. Individuals who felt less connected than the extent to 
which they perceived these categories were ascribed to them were less involved in a 
political organization, in comparison to individuals for whom this exactly coincided. 
Thirdly, characteristics of the immigrant-origin group matter for how their perceptions 
of ascribed origin-country identities relate to their political participation. The results 
show that perceived ascribed origin-country identities relate differently to political 
participation for Moroccans in comparison to Turks. Perceptions of an ascribed 
Turkish identity relate positively to both voting and involvement in a political 
organization, while a perceived ascribed Moroccan identity relates negatively to 
voting likelihood and not significantly to involvement in a political organization. An 
educated guess is that Turks might translate group concerns somewhat easier into 
political behavior, since they are better organized (Vermeulen and Brünger 2014) and 
already participate politically more (e.g. Van Heelsum 2005 for the Netherlands) in 
comparison to Moroccans. 

The results also showed some differences between countries for how the discrepancy 
between a perceived ascribed origin-country identity and connectedness relate to 
voting. Interestingly, the countries that were most different are also often mentioned 
as ideal types of the ethnic citizenship regime (Germany) and the civic citizenship 
regime (France) (Koopmans 2004; Statham and Tillie 2016). Exploring the exact 
mechanisms that cause these group and country differences was beyond the scope of 
this study, but would be interesting to study in the future. 

To my knowledge, how perceptions of ascribed identities relate to political 
participation has not been theorized, or empirically researched. Therefore I also 
hope that this study will encourage more research into the effects of perceived 
ascribed identities on the political behavior of immigrant-origin groups in Western 
Europe. Neither the theoretical part nor the empirical part are exhaustive, and many 
theoretical specifications and more nuanced empirical tests are needed in order to 
gain a better understanding of this relationship. There are also several theoretical 
expectations that require more sophisticated empirical exploration. The extent to 
which inter-group contact takes place while participating politically can be relevant 
to include in future surveys that explore the political behavior of immigrant-origin 
groups. Additionally, it would be interesting to explore whether perceptions of 
ascribed identities have more impact upon the political participation of immigrant-
origin groups who cannot hide their immigrant origins, in comparison to those who 
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can. The latter group might perceive immigrant-related ascribed identities as less 
threatening, since they are able to hide their immigrant origins. Lastly, individuals 
with immigrant origins from predominantly Muslim countries, such as Morocco and 
Turkey, are also increasingly labeled as ‘Muslims’ in public and political debates. It 
would be interesting to see to what extent perceptions of an ascribed Muslim identity 
overlap with perceptions of an ascribed origin-country identity, and whether they 
relate differently to political participation. 

What do these findings teach us? If individuals feel less connected to the ascribed 
categories than they feel these categories are ascribed to them, they might refrain 
from participating politically. Ironically, individuals who do what a relatively large 
share of the public and politicians expect and want from them, namely feeling less 
connected to their immigrant origins, seem to be most affected by the ascription 
of origin-country identities in their political behavior. Seeing that Moroccans and 
Turks cannot hide their immigrant origins, this is very problematic, since they 
are unable to escape this ascription of origin country identities. This is especially 
problematic since the political system should actually enable them to combat 
negative stereotyping. Politicians and parties are not helping in this regard every 
time they refer to ‘Moroccans’, ‘Turks’ or ‘Muslims,’ and they should be more nuanced 
in instilling this groupness on individuals, since they can alienate these groups 
from the political system. In general, this paper is then also a plea to look at how the 
treatment of immigrant-origin groups and individuals, instead of immigrant-origin 
individuals’ behavior, relates to their political behavior. 
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Abstract

Socialization experiences in immigrant families can be an important factor driving 
the identity processes and political participation of children. Social identification 
can affect immigrants’ political participation (e.g. Pérez 2015). Electoral participation 
of immigrant children and parents also influence each other (e.g. Spierings 2016), 
and children’s identifications are influenced by their parents (e.g. Hughes et al. 
2006). There is however no research on how parents’ identifications play a role in 
their children’s politicization of identification. I examine to what extent parents’ 
national (e.g. German) and Turkish identifications relate to the identification-
electoral participation linkage among Turkish immigrant children in Europe. A 
unique dataset (2000Families) is analyzed with logistic regression analyses and I find 
that parents’ identifications reinforce the effects of their children’s identifications. 
Turkish identification relates negatively to voting among children whose parents 
more strongly identify as Turkish, while national identification relates positively to 
voting among those with strong nationally identifying parents. 

Learning to be Political. 
Processes of identity and 
political socialization 
among Turkish immigrant 
families in Western Europe 33
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Introduction

Political participation gives groups voice in processes that shape their position in 
society and provides them with opportunities to improve their position (Bloemraad 
and Vermeulen 2014). Many studies show that immigrants and their children are less 
likely to vote in comparison to the mainstream population (Ramakrishnan 2005; 
Bird et al. 2011; De Rooij 2011 for political participation; Wüst, 2011). At the same time 
we see that most European countries are highly polarized over identity-loaded topics 
such as immigration and Islam. A vicious circle can emerge, in which attachment to 
the origin country is perceived as incompatible with attachment to the nation-state, 
and with participation in the destination country. Then a low feeling of belonging to 
the nation-state goes could go hand in hand with lower political participation rates. 
This segregation leads to isolation and eventually political apathy. Discrimination 
and marginalization are important causes of segregation, but different forms 
of identity processes among minority groups may also have an effect on group 
formation and subsequent decreasing willingness to participate collectively in a 
context that members of these groups perceive as hostile. In this study I further delve 
into identity-related determinants of political participation, especially voting, as it is 
a crucial vehicle for pursuing group interests, a basic citizenship right (De Rooij 2011), 
and one of the lowest-cost manners of participating politically (Verba et al. 1995). 

Research into the politicization of social identities has often recognized that social 
identity relates to political participation under certain circumstances. Specifically for 
immigrants, identifying with the mainstream population (national identification) 
seems important and the more so if this is combined with attachments to the origin 
country - i.e. dual identifications (e.g. Alba and Nee 1997; Berry 1997). These forms of 
identifications are deemed to enhance political participation and collective action 
(e.g. Simon and Klandermans 2001; Simon and Ruhs 2008; Simon and Grabow 2010). 
Scholars have studied the way in which the politicization of social identification, and 
its impact on electoral participation, varies between individuals depending on other 
individual psychological traits (e.g. Kranendonk et al. 2017), or between countries 
(Verkuyten 2016a) or migrant groups (e.g. Fischer-Neumann 2014; Kranendonk et al. 
2017).

 In this study, I build upon that literature, but argue that next to the individual and 
the larger social context, the closer social contexts should be taken into account when 
trying to understand how individual identifications link to electoral participation. 
This seems currently missing from research into the politicization of social 
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identification. The neighborhood, friend groups and (religious) organizations, school 
context and the family are all likely to be relevant influences for the politicization of 
social identification. Family seems a logical starting point to investigate the possible 
effects of these processes of politicization of social identification. Families are 
individuals’ primary socializing agents and provide the first learning environments 
for attitudes, worldviews, and behavior (e.g. Hughes 2003). Families can be defined 
as “any primary group of people who share a obligatory relationship to one another” 
(Carter 2014: 243). At the core of the family are the parents and their children, which 
is my particular focus within the closer social context from here on.

Extensive research argues that parents socialize the identities and attitudes of 
their children (e.g. Hughes et al. 2006; Carter 2014). Many scholars also suggest that 
household members influence each other’s political participation, either through 
processes of socialization or mobilization (e.g. Spierings 2016, Buton et al. 2012). I 
argue that, if parents, as important actors in the household, are important for both 
the socialization of identities and political participation, they are also very likely to 
influence the linkage between social identification and politics. This chapter is a first 
attempt to integrate research into the socialization of identity, the socialization of 
electoral participation and the politicized social identity into a unified framework. 
The empirical test should then still be seen as very explorative. I want to trigger 
interest in the role of the parents and encourage further research, but do not claim to 
provide all the answers to this puzzle. 

Social identification can relate to political participation through processes of 
depersonalization (Turner et al. 1987), enhancing a group-related identity within self-
conception, which in turn makes the group interests personally relevant to pursue 
(Brewer 1991). One important way of pursuing these group interests is by participating 
in politics. I argue that parents are not only likely to socialize identities, but are also 
likely to influence to what extent identities are politicized. Parents probably transfer 
messages about to what extent these identities are politicized, and to what extent it 
is acceptable to mobilize around a social identity, as part of socializing appropriate 
group behavior with the corresponding identities.

 This study therefore contributes to the existing literature by combining insights from 
the politicization of social identity on the one hand (e.g. Turner et al. 1987; Simon and 
Klandermans 2001), and insights from the parental socialization of identities and 
household socialization and mobilization of political participation (e.g. Hughes et 
al. 2006; Bloemraad and Trost 2008; Buton et al. 2012; Spierings 2016) on the other. 
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Furthermore, it looks at unique data that holds information about parents and their 
children, which enables us to study similarities between parents and children. I also 
take some characteristics of the relationship between parents and children into 
account, such as their country of residence (the same or different) and frequency 
of contact between them. Lastly, I study a highly politicized and large group of 
immigrants, namely Turkish immigrants in Europe (Maliepaard and Verkuyten 2017). 
 I explore the parental socialization of politicized identification by studying the 
moderating effect of Turkish immigrant parents’ Turkish and national identifications 
on their children’s identification-participation linkage, controlled for relevant socio-
economic, political and cultural factors (e.g. Verba et al. 1995; Tillie 2004). I do this 
applying logistic regression analyses to the 2000Families data with standard errors 
clustered at the family level (Guveli, ND; Guveli et al, 2016; 2017).

Theoretical framework
 
Politicization of immigrants’ identities 
Before we discuss the influence of parents on a politicized social identity, it is crucial 
to gain insight into the politicization of social identity itself, the main relationship 
for which I will explore the parents’ role. The politicization of immigrants’ identities 
could be explained by the process of depersonalization: Turner et al. (1987: 50) argue 
that social identification leads people to see themselves less as unique individuals 
(consisting of many overlapping social identities) and more as interchangeable 
members of a group. They also argue that this depersonalization process is at the 
center of group processes, such as collective action. Related to this, depersonalization 
can lead to transformations of perceptions of self-interest, that become more in line 
with group interests (Brewer 1991). The awareness of belonging to a social group thus 
raises awareness and further enhances perceptions of shared interests, which in turn 
encourage the pursuit of these shared interests via political participation (Brady 
et al. 1995). From this depersonalization perspective, it also makes sense that high-
identifiers see themselves more as interchangeable members of a group, and are 
more likely to be aware of group interests in comparison to low-identifiers. 
 
While most of this literature focuses on collective action as an outlet of group 
behavior (see Van Zomeren et al. 2008), other forms of political participation, such 
as voting, can also be an outlet for pursuing group-shared interests (e.g. Lee 2008; 
Kranendonk et al. 2017), for instance because social identification provides individuals 
with similar policy preferences and identification with representatives (Dickson and 
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Scheve 2006). Turkish identification, as a form of social identification, can thus be 
expected to relate positively to electoral participation via such depersonalization 
processes (Turner et al. 1987), with the accompanied perceptions of group interests 
(Brewer 1991; Brady et al. 1995; see Quintelier 2009 for an example among immigrant 
adolescents in Belgium).      
 
However, the immigration literature also poses that origin-country identification 
can have negative effects on participating in mainstream society, among which 
its political domain (see Bird et al. 2011; Ramakrishnan 2005; Sanders et al. 2014). 
In my case, Turkish identification can segregate individuals from the mainstream 
destination society, discouraging political participation in its political system and 
collective action (e.g. Kranendonk et al. 2017; Klandermans 2008).  

National identification (with the destination society, e.g. Germany) is expected 
to relate only positively to political participation through the processes of 
depersonalization (Turner et al. 1987) and shared interests (Brady et al. 1995), as well 
as by providing immigrants with feelings of connectedness to mainstream society. 
National identification can be seen as a proxy of becoming part of the mainstream 
society. Over time, immigrants are expected to become more enabled to participate 
in the political system of the mainstream society (Bloemraad & Vermeulen 2014). 
Additionally, national identification can also be an indication of connectedness to 
the receiving society’s political system, which may enhance political participation 
(see e.g. Kranendonk et al. 2017 for voting). 
 
Summarizing, I expect that national identification relates positively to voting 
likelihood, and Turkish identification can relate both negatively and positively to 
voting likelihood. And as shown before, I argue that these identification processes 
can develop separately (e.g. Berry 1997) and can have separate effects on the 
participation of immigrants (see e.g. Kranendonk et al. 2017). I have not formulated 
direct hypotheses on the individual-level relationship above since I am primarily 
interested in the parent-child connections discussed below. 

Parental socialization
Having gained insight into the politicized social identity, it is now important to 
understand how parents influence identities and electoral participation of their 
children separately, before we can understand how they might influence the link 
between the two. Politicized identification processes occur in particular contexts 
and the family seems to be one of the more relevant contexts for several reasons. 
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Parents are the primary socializing agents and transmit perceptions of identity to 
their children, as well as the implications of these identities (Hughes 2003). Children 
can internalize this and it can serve as a foundation of interactions later in life (Carter 
2014). 
 
Several studies, especially in the United States, have illustrated that parents’ 
socialization practices relate to the child’s identity processes (see Hughes et al. 2006; 
e.g. Knight et al. 1993), especially for immigrants (e.g. Else-Quest and Morse 2015). 
Parents’ ethnic or racial socialization is said to result in a child’s earlier and more 
developed identity, as well as more group-orientated ethnic behaviors (see Hughes et 
al. 2006). Sabatier (2008) finds that parents contribute to both an ethnic and national 
(destination) identity. 
 
Even though most theories imply that parents influence their children, the 
socialization of identities can also be theorized to be a bidirectional process (e.g. Else-
Quest and Morse 2015). Within immigrant families specifically, the acculturation of 
individual family members interacting with each other can influence the adaptations 
of the family to the new environment as a whole (e.g. Sabatier 2008; Spierings, 2016). 

Second, and similarly, parents influence the political attitudes, as well as the political 
participation of their children (Brady et al. 1995; Buton et al. 2012; Jennings and Niemi 
1981; McDevitt and Chaffee 2002; Rosenstone and Hansen 1993; Sapiro 2004; see 
Quintelier 2015 for political participation intention and an overview of the literature), 
and among migrant families parents and children politically socialize each other and 
mobilize each other for political participation bidirectionally (Bloemraad and Trost 
2008; Spierings 2016).

 Spierings (2016) offers two mechanisms for the intra-household similarities in 
electoral participation. Firstly, and very closely related to the mechanism as described 
for the parental socialization of social identities, is ‘political socialization’. Political 
socialization refers to how parents teach their children about politics and political 
behavior, and how this is internalized by children (e.g. De Rooij 2011; Spierings 2016). 
This influences electoral participation indirectly by raising political awareness, a 
sense of civic duty and facilitating political discussions (e.g. Quintelier 2015; Spierings 
2016). The second mechanism focuses more on the act of participating itself, namely 
‘household mobilization’. Spierings argues that individuals within the household 
can actively recruit other members of the household to go out voting, or they simply 
remind each other about the elections. 
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There are several theoretical similarities between processes of political socialization 
and identity socialization. Firstly, just like the socialization of social identities, the 
political attitudes and behavior of parents are theorized to relate to their children’s 
political participation in adult life (e.g. Spierings 2016). Secondly, the process of 
political socialization can also be theorized to be bidirectional. Especially immigrant 
children can also influence their parents because they have greater access to the 
receiving country’s language and mainstream institutions, from which they can 
derive political information that they can share with their parents (Bloemraad and 
Trost 2008). Thirdly, the political socialization of parents can be altered or changed 
by extra-familial socializing contexts such as the school, neighborhoods or friend 
groups (e.g. Bloemraad and Trost 2008; Spierings 2016). 
 
 Based on the socialization of identification (e.g. Hughes et al. 2006) and socialization 
of political participation (e.g. Spierings 2016) I conclude that parents seem to be 
important actors in shaping these processes for their children. In the following 
section I go beyond the existing literature and theorize how parents play a role in 
their children’s identification-electoral participation linkage. 

Parents’ socialization of a politicized identity
I argue that if the parents are such influential actors in the socialization of identity 
and political participation, it is logical to expect they also socialize the implications 
of identities. In other words, parents influence how origin-country identities relate 
to other identities, and what appropriate group behavior is for individuals with this 
identity. Part and parcel of this is that the political implications of these identities can 
be transmitted from parents to children, especially if these identities are politicized 
among parents, and therefore relate to the political participation or behavior of the 
parents. 
 
Research on the socialization of social identification, political participation and 
attitudes poses that socialization processes are bidirectional between parents and 
children. Still, there are reasons to believe that the direction from parents to children 
is somewhat stronger than the other way around. The most prominent argument 
is that parents are able to influence their children from a very young age. These 
socialization processes are then to some extent internalized by children and can 
influence behavior in adult life (e.g. Carter 2014 for identity socialization). For obvious 
reasons, children can only socialize their parents’ identities and political behavior 
when their parents already have some ideas about this, have learned behavior 
and experienced implications of both identifications and political participation. 
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Therefore, the main focus of this study is the parents’ role in the politicized identities 
among their children.
 
If parents are more committed to their ethnic and national identities themselves, 
they are more likely to engage in socialization practices of these identities (Hughes 
et al. 2006). These messages of identity are also likely to signal clues about how to 
behave like a ‘proper’ member of the group. More identity socialization can thus 
result in not just ethnic identification among the children, but also in children’s 
more group-orientated ethnic behaviors (see Hughes et al. 2006 for an overview). 
 
Following the linkages presented in the literature above I would also expect that 
parents’ identifications affect their children’s voting probability, and that this 
effect manifests itself via their children’s identifications. This is of course not 
specific to immigrant-origin populations, but relates to the politicization of social 
identifications among non-immigrant origin individuals as well. However, returning 
to the focus of this study, Turkish-origin individuals living in Western Europe, it leads 
us back to how Turkish and national identifications relate to electoral participation. 
I showed that for national identification the literature expects a positive impact 
on electoral participation, and for Turkish identification both negative and 
positive implications are theorized. Parents’ identifications influence children’s 
identifications and transfer their political implications, which in turn makes the 
children’s identifications relate to the children’s electoral participation. 

However, in line with previous work on extra-familial contexts (e.g. Sabatier 2008; 
Carter 2014; Spierings 2016), I also acknowledge that the extra-familial context 
influences the translation of individuals’ identification to their political behavior. 
On the one hand, this stresses that I do not imply that parents are the sole input 
for socialization. On the other hand, it lays bare the fact that parents can play an 
important role after early-youth socialization, as the parents’ identifications are also 
likely to influence children’s identifications-electoral participation linkage. In other 
words, I also consider parent identifications as moderating the relationship between 
their children’s identifications and their children’s electoral participation. 
 
I expect that parents’ identifications can reinforce how their children’s corresponding 
identifications relate to their political participation. Parents’ national identifications 
can lead parents to activate or politicize their children’s national identification, 
which for instance enhances the latter’s sense of civic duty. Consequently, parents’ 
identification strengthens the link between their children’s identification and 
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participation. This way, parents could mobilize their children during times of 
national elections (Spierings 2016). My hypothesis relating to Turkish identification 
does not indicate an expected direction of the effect, since I do not know whether 
Turkish identifications relate positively or negatively to voting probability. So parents 
could mobilize their children to vote in order to pursue Turkish group interests (e.g. 
Brady et al. 1995), but parents’ Turkish identifications might also reinforce a negative 
Turkish identity-voting linkage if parents do not perceive voting as suitable to 
pursuing group interests. In the latter case, they might have raised their children with 
the idea that voting is not a suitable vehicle to address Turkish immigrants’ interests 
and they could refrain from mobilizing their children during national elections in 
destination countries. Either way, I expect a strengthening effect of parents’ Turkish 
identification on their children’s identification-participation linkage. In the broadest 
sense I can thus formulate new explorative expectations:

H1: (-/+) The extent to which origin-country identifications relate to voting likelihood is 
moderated by parents’ origin-country identifications. 

H2: (+) The extent to which national identifications relate positively to voting likelihood is 
moderated by parents’ national identifications. 

Combinations of parents’ Turkish identifications and their children’s national 
identifications, and vice versa, can relate to voting probability twofold. Firstly, I expect 
that higher Turkish identifications among parents could cancel out the positive effect 
of their children’s national identification on voting probability. Secondly, if parents 
identify strongly nationally, but children identify strongly as Turkish, this could 
increase the distance between parents and their children and make the children 
rebel against their ‘assimilated’ parents, which could reinforce the expected negative 
relationship between Turkish identifications and voting probability. Since these 
expectations are very explorative, I do not formulate separate hypotheses for them. 
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Figure 1.
Hypotheses 

Data and Methods 

2000Families data
This study uses 2000Families data on Turkish citizens (non-migrants and migrants) 
who lived in high-sending regions in Turkey (Acıpayam, Akçaabat, Emirdağ and 
Kulu) during the establishment of guest labor migration toward Western European 
countries, and their descendants. (Guveli, ND; Guveli et al, 2016, 2017). These data thus 
uniquely include stayer and migrant respondents (see also Abdul-Rida and Baykara-
Krumme 2016 who research transnational marriages using these data). Moreover, 
they include information on identification, migration, voting, socio-economic status, 
and general demographics. Electoral participation of many respondents’ parents is 
known too, as parents and children are surveyed. This is a crucial control variable for 
assessing the net effect of parents’ identification. 

 The sample included adult men aged 59 years and above (Generation 1: G1) and their 
(grand)sons and (grand)daughters. Of each G1 respondent, one or two adult children 
(if any) were interviewed (Generation 2: G2). Next, of G2 respondents, one or two 
children (if any) are surveyed (Generation 3: G3). In this study, child-parent dyads 
of the G2-G3 and G1-G2 respondents will be used. 98 per cent of the respondents in 
the 2000Families data have migrated because of economic or family reunification 
reasons (i.e. they are not political refugees) (Guveli et.al 2016, 2017; Spierings 2016).

All data were collected between 2010 and 2012. More information on the sampling can 
be found in Guveli et al. (2016, 2017). Overall response rates were high and the sample 
size is considerable, but given the focus on the sending regions to reach migrant 

127PART II - CHAPTER 4 | 



and non-migrant lineages, the sample is not representative of Turkey at large. It is 
not fully representative for the Turkish migrant population in Europe either, but it 
does focus on the regions where many Turkish migrants have their roots. Because of 
this, I need to be careful in drawing too rigid conclusions, but the data nevertheless 
provide a unique insight into the parental socialization of social identification and 
its politicization. To my knowledge, there are no other data available that measures 
both parents’ and their children’s identifications and their electoral participation. 
Additionally, the focus of my paper is on the similarities between children and 
parents and I have no reason to assume that these similarities differ substantively 
from a sample that would be representative. I therefore expect that the findings that 
refer to correlations between parents and children are representative for dynamics 
between Turkish immigrant parents and their children. 
 
The cross-sectional nature of the data does not allow us to make strong causal claims. 
Theoretically, I expect that parents influence their children to some extent, but I 
cannot prove that parents’ identifications precede their children’s identification-
voting linkage. Furthermore, I include a range of control variables that are expected 
to relate to identifications and voting, and to voting alone. I do the latter in order 
to account for as much unobserved heterogeneity as possible, which is crucial 
for interpreting effects in logistic regression analyses (Mood 2010). Even though 
it is never possible to account for all unobserved heterogeneity, we can still draw 
conclusions on the direction of the effects and their relative size within the models 
(Mood 2010: 72). 
 
Given my focus on voting probability I only include children with citizenship of the 
receiving country. This comprises 535 observations. I use binary logistic regression 
analyses, including clustered standard errors at the family level. The latter accounts 
for the nested structure of the data, with parents and children nested within their 
family. Country and region-of-origin dummies are included. 

Table 1.
Descriptive variables of voters

  Count Freq. 
Voted during last national elections    

Yes  382 71.4 

No  153 28.6 

Total 535
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Operationalization 

Dependent variables
The dependent variable is whether someone voted (0=no; 1=yes) during the last 
national elections in the destination country.

Independent variables 
Turkish identification is measured with ‘How closely do you feel connected to people 
from Turkey?’, with answers ranging from ‘Not at all’ (1) to ‘Entirely’ (5). National 
identification is measured with “How closely do you feel connected with [COUNTRY] 
nationals?”, with answers ranging from ‘Not at all’ (1) to ‘Entirely’ (5). These data are 
available for both the children and their parents.
 
There are several crucial control variables that can relate to identification processes, 
voting probability and the extent to which parents influence this linkage. Of course, 
the political behavior of parents themselves matters for their children’s identification-
voting linkage. I included whether the parent voted during the last national election 
(yes, no, not eligible, or missing) and whether the parent voted during the last Turkish 
election (yes, no, or missing). Whether parents live in the same country, Turkey or a 
different European country is taken into account (Else-Quest and Morse 2015), as well 
as the frequency of contact between children and their parents (ranging from Once a 
month or less (1) to Every day (4)). 

Schools belong to the extra-familial contexts that are important in the socialization 
of identities (e.g. Sabatier 2008) as well as political participation (e.g. Bloemraad and 
Trost 2008; De Rooij 2011; Spierings 2016). Though I cannot control for the diversity 
within schools, I do consider educational attainment. The type of education achieved 
or attended, ranging from Extended primary school (1) to Lower tertiary and higher 
(8), is included in the models. Additionally, I include whether the respondent finished 
their education in Turkey or a European country. Relative number of Turkish friends 
(1=Quarter or less, 4=All of them), the frequency of volunteering for a religious 
organization (1=Never, 5=Once a week or more), attending religious services (1=Never, 
6=Every day), and frequency of praying (1=Never, 7=5 times a day) are taken into 
account as well. The self-reported language proficiency for the receiving country is 
included (scale of speaking and writing) since this can relate to immigrants’ political 
participation (De Rooij 2011) as well as their national identification (Hochman and 
Davidov 2014). Self-reported speaking and writing proficiency in Turkish are also taken 
into account, though they do not form a valid scale and are thus included separately. 
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Turkish citizenship is also included as it can relate to identification processes.

I also include some basic socio-economic and demographic control variables that are 
can relate to electoral participation (Verba et al. 1995). I include a proxy for hours 
worked per week and modeled the missing responses as a dummy. Gender, age, 
age squared, marital status (single, married or widowed/divorced), and number of 
children are included in my models as control variables. 
 
Last, in terms of background, I differentiate between first-generation migrants, 
second-generation migrants and second-generation migrants who migrated within 
Europe. I also differentiate between self-reported Turkish ethnicity, Kurdish ethnicity 
and other ethnic groups, as well as between Islamic faith without a denomination 
mentioned, and Sunni Muslims (See table A1 and A2 for descriptive statistics for all 
the included variables).34 

Results 

Social identifications and families
Before turning to the multivariate analyses, I will provide some more insight 
into the types of families that are included in my sample. To what extent are these 
families pools of Turkish or national identifications? And to what extent do these 
identifications exclude each other? Table 2a shows the correlation measures between 
the combinations of children’s identifications and their parents’ identifications 
(cross tabulations can be found in the appendix; tables A3-A6).

The correlation between parents’ Turkish identification and their children’s 
Turkish identification is positive and significant, but limited. Additionally, parents’ 
national identification relates positively to their children’s national identification. 
The other combinations of identifications, namely parents’ Turkish identification 
with children’s national identification, and parents’ national identifications with 
children’s Turkish identification, are not significantly related.  

It seems that the Turkish immigrant families are pools for both Turkish and national 
identification, indicated by the positive and significant correlations. This could 
point to the parental socialization of these identities within these Turkish families. 

34  A(1, 2 etc.) tables and figures can be found in the online appendix: https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-xs4-vbba
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It also seems that the correlation between parents’ and their children’s national 
identification is stronger in comparison to their Turkish identification, which could 
be explained by the lack of variance in Turkish identification for both parents and 
children. 
 
Table 2 also shows the correlation between individuals’ national and Turkish 
identifications, as well as this correlation for the parents. Notably, the relationship 
between Turkish and national identification is negative and statistically significant 
only for the parents in the sample. The correlation is negative, but not statistically 
significant for children. This implies that there is more of a trade-off between Turkish 
and national identifications for parents in comparison to their children. 

Table 2.
Correlation measures between identifications (in bold significant at P<.05) (2000Families)

  Parents’ Turkish 
identification

Parents’ national 
identification 

Individuals’ 
national 
identification

Individuals’ Turkish identification .085 .003  -.045

Individuals’ national identification -.032 .141  /

Parents’ national identification -.148 /  /

Social identifications and voting
Table 3 shows the analysis of the relationship between parents’ Turkish and national 
identifications and their electoral participation. Since I do not want to delete the 
parents who were not able to vote or did not respond, I use multinomial regression 
analyses with not having voted in destination country (national) elections as base 
outcome. Also, in order to keep all parents in the sample, I did not include any 
control variables at the parent level. These first analyses are solely to get an idea of 
this relationship between identifications and voting of all parents in my sample. 

The main findings of table 3 (model is significant with P<.000) are that parents’ 
Turkish identification relates negatively to having voted, in comparison to not 
having voted. In contrast, national identification relates positively to having 
voted, in comparison to not having voted. In other words, among parents, Turkish 
identification represses the likelihood of electoral participation whereas national 
identification increases it, which is in line with the larger literature (e.g. Kranendonk 
et al. 2017). This indicates that the data are valid even though not representative of 
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Turkish immigrants in Europe. The following analyses will research to what extent 
the parents’ identifications also enforce this linkage among their children. 

Table 3.
Multinomial regression analyses of parent’s voting for European elections. Base outcome is if parents have not voted.

Voted Not eligible to vote Missing
Parent’s Turkish identification -.29 (.11)* .02 (.14) -.16 (.16)

Parent’s national identification .27 (.10)** .10 (.12) .56 (.16)**

Observations 535

Robust standard errors in parentheses

Source: 2000Families *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Table 4, model 1 and 2, show that parents’ identifications do not systematically relate 
to their children’s voting probability, either directly or indirectly (see Model 2). 
Turkish identification of the respondent self relates negatively to voting probability 
(P<0.10), and the coefficient is not affected by the inclusion of parents’ identifications. 
Children’s national identifications relate positively to their voting probability, but 
this is not statistically significant at conventional levels. Children’s Turkish and 
national identification effects reflect these effects on voting probability among their 
parents (table 3). The relationship between parents’ identifications and children’s 
voting likelihood is not mediated by children’s identifications. I do however observe 
that Turkish identifications relate negatively, and national identifications relate 
positively, to voting probability among both parents and children.

The models also show that parents voting during the national elections in the 
destination society (in comparison to parents that did not vote) relates positively to 
their children’s voting probability (P<0.10). The additional control variables confirm 
the overall validity of the data and models: age relates to voting probability (P<0.001). 
Having Turkish citizenship relates negatively to voting probability (P<0.01), as well as 
receiving country’s language proficiency (P<0.05)35, and originally having migrated 
from Emirdağ (in comparison to Acipayam) (P<0.10). The number of hours worked 
per week (P<0.10), being a woman (P<0.10), attending religious services (P<0.10), and 
living in Belgium (P<0.001) where voting is obligatory but not strictly enforced, or 
Austria (P<0.10), in comparison to Germany, relates positively to voting probability.

35  I expect that individuals whose receiving country’s language proficiency is higher feel that they still make more 
mistakes, resulting in a lower self-rated language proficiency in comparison to those individuals who would objectively 
score lower, but in their perception have a better language proficiency. 
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Table 4.
Binary logistic regression: Factors that influence voting probability

  Model 1 Model 2

Individual’s Turkish identification -.24 (.13)† -.25 (.13)†

Individual’s national identification .23 (.14) .22 (.14)

Parent’s Turkish identification .03 (.11)

Parent’s national identification .08 (.12)

Contact with parents -.22 (.19) -.21 (.19)

Education .19 (.08)* .19 (.08)*

Parent lives in same country (ref. Turkey) .22 (.77) .18 (.77)

Parent lives in other European country (ref. Turkey) .05 (.84) -.01 (.84)

Parent’s vote for European elections (ref. not voted)  

Voted .61 (.31)* .59 (.31)†

Not eligible to vote -.25 (.36) -.27 (.37)

Parent’s vote for Turkish elections  

Voted -.27 (.31) -.24 (.31)

2nd generation migrant (ref. 1st generation migrant) .20 (.45) .21 (.45)

2nd generation and internal European migrant (ref. 1st generation migrant .53 (.53) .53 (.53)

Kurdish (ref. Turkish) -.67 (.50) -.68 (.50)

Other ethnic group (ref. Turkish) -.44 (.57) -.45 (.58)

Women (ref. Men) .48 (.28)† .48 (.28)†

Age .42 (.10)*** .42 (.10)***

Age2 -.00 (.00)** -.00 (.00)**

Married (ref. single) -.23 (.37) -.24 (.37)

Widowed or divorced (ref. single) -.96 (.81) -.95 (.82)

Having Turkish citizenship (ref. no) -.94 (.35)** -.94 (.34)**

Received education in Turkey (ref. no) -.65 (.56) -.66 (.56)

Language proficiency receiving country -.34 (.14)* -.34 (.14)*

Speaking proficiency Turkish .06 (.28) .05 (.28)

Writing proficiency Turkish -.09 (.22) -.08 (.22)

Working hours per week .03 (.01)† .03 (.01)†

Number of kids -.12 (.18) -.12 (.18)

Relative number of Turkish friends -.16 (.14) -.16 (.14)

Sunni Muslim (ref. Islam no denomination mentioned) -.09 (.26) -.08 (.26)

Volunteering for religious organization -.03 (.15) -.03 (.15)

Attending religious services .21 (.12)† .21 (.12)†

Frequency of praying .06 (.08) .05 (.08)

Source: 2000families 
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Table 4 continued.
Binary logistic regression: Factors that influence voting probability

  Model 1 Model 2

Akcaabat (ref. Acipayam) -.60 (.51) -.64 (.52)

Emirdağ (ref. Acipayam) -.82 (.43)† -.81 (.43)†

Kulu (ref. Acipayam) .29 (.56) .27 (.57)

Netherlands (ref. Germany) .46 (.49) .45 (.48)

France (ref. Germany) .16 (.48) .12 (.47)

Austria (ref. Germany) 1.65 (.83)* 1.59 (.83)†

Belgium (ref. Germany) 1.79 (.47)*** 1.76 (.47)***

Denmark (ref. Germany) -.54 (.52) -.54 (.52)

Sweden (ref. Germany) .66 (.69) .66 (.69)

Prob>Chi2 .000 .000

Pseudo R2 .243 .244

Observations 535 535

Source: 2000families 

Clustered standard errors (on family code) in parentheses *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, † p<0.10 
Dummies are included, but not reported, for the missing values of reported voting behavior of parents 
and hours worked per week.

While parents’ identification does not seems to trickle down strongly enough via 
children’s identification to systematically influence the electoral participation of the 
children, it might influence the role children’s identification plays in their electoral 
participation. This expectation was formulated in my hypotheses, namely that 
parents’ identifications enforce the identification-electoral participation linkage 
among their children.
 
Figure 2 (based on table 5) visualizes the marginal effects of children’s Turkish 
and national identifications on their voting likelihood according to their parents’ 
identifications (x-axis). This helps to interpret the interaction effects given in Table 
5. I base my conclusions on the figures, since plotting conditional marginal effects 
is advised when using logistic regression analyses (Mood 2010). Additionally, the 
significance of the interaction terms in the models do not tell us whether the effect 
of the independent variable on the dependent variable is insignificant for every 
value of the moderating variable (Brambor et al. 2005). Figure 2 and Table 5 show 
how the interactions between children’s identifications and parents’ identifications 
(significantly) relate to children’s voting likelihood. The top two panels (graph A 
and B) show that parents and children’s identifications reinforce each other’s effect 
on voting. It shows that Turkish identification relates more negatively to voting 
likelihood among those with parents who identify more strongly as Turkish (Graph 
A; P<.10 two-tailed test). National identification relates more positively to voting 
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likelihood among those eligible voters whose parents highly identify nationally 
(Graph B; P<.05 two-tailed test). Actually in both cases the impact of children’s 
Turkish or national identification is absent if their parents weakly identify as Turkish 
or nationally, respectively. The predicted probability to vote stays the same (at 70 
percentage points) for low and high Turkish identifying children for those who have 
low Turkish identifying parents.36 For children of high Turkish identifying parents 
there is a difference. Among them, high Turkish identifying children are 17 percentage 
points less likely to vote in comparison to low Turkish identifying children. In other 
words, if children identify as Turkish to a greater extent, they are less likely to vote, 
but only if they have parents who also identify as Turkish to a greater extent. Children 
who identify nationally more are more likely to vote only if their parents identify 
nationally to a greater extent. The difference in the predicted probability to vote is 
only 3 percentage points for the children of low national identifying parents. Among 
the children of high national identifying parents, the predicted probability to vote is 
52 percentage points for low national identifying children, and 86 percentage points 
for high national identifying children, a difference of 34 percentage points. These 
results confirm hypotheses 1 and 2 and the expectation that parents’ identifications 
reinforce their children’s corresponding identifications’ effects on voting probability.

Additionally, the left panel in Figure 2 (graph C) shows that children’s Turkish 
identification relates negatively to their voting likelihood more strongly when 
their parents identify nationally more (P<.05 two-tailed test). Among high national 
identifying parents, high Turkish identifying children are 29 percentage points less 
likely to vote in comparison to low Turkish identifying children. So the negative impact 
of Turkish identification on voting among children is stronger if the parents are in 
a way more integrated in identification terms. To give a context of what this means 
societally: 74 per cent of the parents in my sample indicated to identify nationally 
somewhat, mostly or entirely. These are the categories for parents whose children’s 
Turkish identifications relate negatively to their electoral participation (P<.05). 
Above all this indicates that these findings do not concern a small group. Moreover, 
they might indicate that children protest against their so-called assimilated parents, 
particularly if the children actually identify more strongly as Turkish. However, this 
explanation requires more research into the underlying processes, which is beyond 
the scope of this study and the data available. 

36  Based on predicted probabilities for the sample average. I use the sample average as I am interested in the 
difference between the predicted probabilities for low and high identifying children. All predicted probabilities are 
available upon request. 
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Also, the panel on the bottom right side (graph D) shows a cancelling effect: parents’ 
Turkish identification cancels out the relationship between children’s national 
identification and voting likelihood. Children’s national identification does not 
relate to their voting likelihood if parents identify as Turkish to a greater extent, 
in contrast to the positive relationship found for children whose parents identify 
nationally to a greater extent. 
 
Overall, my results clearly indicate that parents influence the linkage between 
social identification and voting among their children in accordance with their 
own politicized identities. Parents’ identifications therefore seem to reinforce the 
relationship between Turkish and national identifications and voting likelihood 
among their children. Nevertheless, the finding concerning the interaction between 
individuals’ Turkish identification and parents’ national identification is puzzling. 
I find support for hypotheses 1 and 2, namely the moderating role of parents’ 
identifications on the relationship between their children’s Turkish and national 
identifications, and voting likelihood. 

Table 5. 
Binary logistic regression: Factors that influence voting probability and interaction between individual’s identifications 
and parent’s identifications

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Individual’s Turkish identification .08 (.42) -.24 (.13)† .21 (.33) -.25 (.13)†

Individual’s national identification .22 (.14) -.21 (.29) .22 (.14) .51 (.49)

Parent’s Turkish identification .34 (.39) .05 (.12) .04 (.11) .26 (.40)

Parent’s national identification .08 (.12) -.44 (.32) .74 (.45)† .07 (.12)

Individual’s Turkish identification * Parent’s 
Turkish identification -.08 (.10)

Individual’s national identification * Parent’s 
national identification .16 (.10)†

Individual’s Turkish identification * Parent’s 
national identification -.17 (.11)

Individual’s national identification * -.07 (.11)

Parent’s Turkish identification

Control variables Yes Yes Yes Yes

Prob>Chi2 .000 .000 .000 .000

Pseudo R2 .244 .247 .247 .244

Observations 535 535 535 535

Source: 2000families 
Clustered standard errors (on family code) in parentheses *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, † p<0.10; All 
control variables of model 4 are included in the models, but not reported, as well as dummies for the 
missing values of reported voting behavior of parents and hours worked per week.
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Figure 2.
 Individual identification’s effect on individual’s voting probability for different levels of parent’s identifications (95 per 
cent confidence interval)(2000Families)

Robustness checks
I conducted various robustness checks. Firstly, I noticed that few respondents 
indicated feeling ‘not at all’ or ‘hardly’ connected to people from Turkey. This was 
the case for both parents and children in the sample. I also conducted analyses 
collapsing these two answer categories and the results were the same. Ethnicity can 
also complicate my findings when it concerns Turkish identification. Therefore, I 
reran the analyses excluding the ethnic Kurds and other ethnic groups from the 
analyses. The direction and size of the coefficients of my main findings and effects, as 
well as interaction effects, are similar. The significance does change somewhat when 
I exclude these ethnic groups, which I expect to be due to the decreased sample size 
(83 observations were deleted for these analyses). How social identification relates 
to political participation or intention to protest can differ between countries (e.g. 
Verkuyten 2016a; Kranendonk et al. 2017). The size of my sample (535 observations), 
which is also distributed over 7 countries, does not enable us to systematically 
research country differences. Additionally, I have no reason to think that parental 
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socialization of a politicized identity will vary between electoral systems. Still, in 
Belgium voting is compulsory, albeit not strictly enforced, which makes it the most 
different from other electoral systems in my analyses. I therefore excluded Belgium 
as a robustness check, but again the size and direction of the coefficients is similar. 
The significance level sometimes changes a bit which I expect is due to the decreased 
sample size (177 observations were deleted for these analyses). 

Lastly, I conducted the analyses including only the G2-G3 child-parent dyads. I did so in 
order to explore whether the results are influenced by the fact that the G1 consists of 
solely men. Generalizing these results without further scrutiny to Turkish parents, i.e. 
fathers and mothers, would then be problematic. However, the results (not reported) 
show similar directions for the main estimators as for the analyses including the G1-
G2 parent-child dyads. The exception to this is the interaction coefficient between 
parents’ Turkish identification and their children’s national identification (the 
direction of the effect changes). Still, the conclusion, namely that parents’ Turkish 
identification seems to cancel out their children’s national identification’s effect 
on voting, is the same as the conclusion from the results derived from analyses that 
included the G1-G2 parent-child dyads. The significance levels do sometimes change, 
but I expect this to be caused by the decreased sample size (226 observations). 

Conclusion

The aim of this chapter was to bring together research on parents’ socialization of 
identities (e.g. Hughes et al. 2006), and parents’ socialization and mobilization of 
political participation (e.g. Spierings 2016), with research into parents’ socialization 
of a politicized identity. As such, this study contributes to our understanding of the 
politicization of social identity by focusing on the parents as a social context and 
moderator, while most research has focused on individual psychological processes, 
attitudes and perceptions (e.g. Simon and Ruhs 2008; Simon and Grabow 2010; 
Schildkraut 2005; Pérez 2015) or larger country and group differences (e.g. Verkuyten 
2016a; Kranendonk et al. 2017) as moderators of a politicized identity: the influence of 
their own identifications on their (e.g.) electoral participation. 
 
Summarized, I observe that parents’ national and Turkish identifications relate to their 
children’s identification-voting linkage (moderating effect). Parents’ identifications 
reinforce the relationship between their children’s identifications and electoral 
participation. For example, national identifications relate positively to electoral 
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participation, but only for children whose parents identify nationally to a greater 
extent too. The same is found for Turkish identification and electoral participation, 
but then the (reinforced) relationship is negative. My findings therefore seem to 
indicate that parents influence their children’s politicized identities in accordance 
with how their own social identifications relate to their political participation.37 It 
also shows the polarization within the Turkish immigrant communities (Vermeulen 
2013). There is a significant group of Turkish immigrant families in which parents 
and children strongly identify with Turkey and in this family context these children 
are less willing and interested in participating in political systems of the destination 
country. At the same time there is also a significant group of Turkish families that 
shows the opposite picture. Here both parents and children strongly identify with 
the destination country, which enhances the children’s political participation. 

I did find indications though that the relationships can also be a bit more complex 
than clear reinforcement: Turkish identification of respondents relates negatively 
to their electoral participation among those whose parents identify nationally to 
a greater extent. A possible explanation for this result is that these children rebel 
against their more assimilated parents, which has been witnessed in some other 
cultural attitudes too (e.g. Guveli et al. 2016; 2017). In these families we seem to 
witness some sort of generational conflict with the specific and interesting element 
that the children who are not immigrants themselves distance themselves from their 
parents by identifying more with their parents’ country of birth and refraining from 
participating in the political systems of their own countries of birth. This might 
be related to the so-called integration paradox wherein more contact to and more 
knowledge of host societies leads some to turn away from those societies that they 
perceive as hostile (Verkuyten 2016b). It might be that a mismatch of identification 
in certain families strengthens this process in the children. 

While parents seem to matter for Turkish migrants’ politicized national identities, 
I do not claim they are the only factor. This study simply provides a first exploration 
of the role of the familial context and shows that it can be rather relevant. I actually 
expect that there are other extra-familial contexts that influence how children’s 
identifications relate to their electoral participation, including friends, schools, and 
neighborhoods. The other way around, there are many other factors besides social 
identification that can relate to political participation: social economic status, 
civic skills, psychological resources (e.g. political interests), and networks and 

37  Analysis of how the parents’ identifications relate to their electoral participation also reveals that there is a positive 
relationship with national identification, and a negative one with Turkish identification.
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organizational involvement (e.g. Verba et al. 1995). It would be interesting to study the 
role of immigrant parents in reinforcing other factors among their children, which 
might influence their political participation. Socio-economic status, for example, 
can also be similar among individuals within the same families, and influence their 
political behavior and preferences. 
 
To summarize, I found that parents’ identifications matter for their children’s 
identification – electoral participation linkage. It is important to consider how social 
contexts in-between the individual and the very large macro contexts relate to the 
socio-psychological processes among individuals. The individual determinants of 
political participation and political behavior do not function in a social vacuum. 
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38  A slightly different version of this chapter is published as Kranendonk, M., & Vermeulen, F. (2018). Group identity, 
group networks, and political participation: Moroccan and Turkish immigrants in the Netherlands. Acta Politica, 1-42.

Abstract

This chapter examines how social identification and group networks, and their 
interaction, affects Moroccan and Turkish immigrants’ political participation in the 
Netherlands. It uses the data generated by Roex, Van Stiphout, and Tillie (2010) and 
conducts logistic regression analyses. It conceptualizes how social identifications, 
networks and their interaction relate to voting, other institutionalized political 
participation, and non-institutionalized political participation separately. My main 
finding is that immigrants’ origin-country identification affects voting turnout 
negatively, but other forms of political participation positively, for those who are 
more embedded in origin-country friend networks, and who visit the mosque 
more frequently. A difference between the two immigrant groups appears when we 
consider religious identification and networks. Religious identification has mostly 
positive effects on the political participation of Moroccan immigrants who are also 
embedded in religious networks, while it has solely negative effects among Turkish 
immigrants who are more embedded in religious networks.

Group identity, group networks 
and political participation: 
Moroccan and Turkish 
immigrants in the Netherlands 38

5
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Introduction

In Europe, problems surrounding immigrants with an Islamic background have come 
to be regularly ascribed to their religion and national origin. This not only infringes 
on their sense of welcome and wellbeing, but also runs the risk of discouraging their 
political participation. Yet, for minority groups to address perceived injustices and 
improve their position in society, political participation is crucial (Bloemraad & 
Vermeulen, 2014). It is therefore all the more pressing to understand which factors 
affect immigrants’ political participation. Politicians with immigrant backgrounds 
with strong ties to their ethnic or religious constituency must overcome formidable 
barriers to enter the precincts of power. Increasingly, the immigrant electorate, 
notably with Islamic backgrounds, is refraining from participating in local and 
national political systems (Akhtar, 2012; Cesari, 2014; Just, Sandovici, & Listhaug, 2014; 
Michon & Vermeulen, 2013; Nielsen, 2013), which is fueling polarization, apathy, and 
segregation. 

This chapter researches the effects of Moroccan and Turkish immigrants’ social 
identification and group networks on their political participation in the Netherlands. 
Social identification can affect collective action and political participation, as already 
theorized (Turner et al., 1987; Kranendonk, Vermeulen, & Van Heelsum, 2017; Miller, 
Gurin, Gurin, & Malanchuk, 1981; Simon & Klandermans, 2001; for overviews, see 
Klandermans, 2014; Van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). Group networks, both 
formal (e.g. organizations) and informal (e.g. friends), can encourage political 
participation as well by exposing individuals to recruitment networks, nurturing 
political engagement, and making collective resources accessible (Klandermans 
& Oegema, 1987; Portes & Zhou, 1993; Tillie, 2004; Verba, Schlozman, & Brady, 1995). 
However, social identification and group networks alone do not ensure political 
participation. Social identification separate from network embedment may indicate 
that individuals are motivated to pursue group interests but lack access to group 
resources or recruitment networks. Or, individuals who do not identify with a social 
group could lack motivation to pursue group interests, even if they are embedded in 
networks.

Departing from previous research, I examine how individuals’ political participation 
is affected by the interaction between social identification and networks. I focus on 
the effects of origin-country and religious identification on political participation 
for individuals with different group and friend networks and frequency of 
mosque visits. Past studies mostly considered how social identification and/or 
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group networks separately and directly affect political participation or collective 
action (e.g. Kranendonk et al., 2017; Simon & Klandermans, 2001; for overviews, see 
Klandermans, 2014; Klandermans et al., 2008; Tillie 2004; Van Zomeren et al., 2008). 
However, individuals who feel attached to a group through social identification 
and are embedded in a group network are expected to participate differently from 
individuals who socially identify with a group but lack access to networks, which 
implies an interaction effect. This study also conceptualizes how this interaction 
between social identification and networks affects voting, other institutionalized 
political participation and non-institutionalized political participation differently. 
This chapter’s threefold contribution to the literature offers new theoretical insight 
into how the interplay between social identification and group networks affects 
political participation – a topic not yet systematically studied. I first conceptualize 
how the interplay affects voting, institutionalized and non-institutionalized 
political participation. Second, I fuse theoretical insights from multiple fields: 
social psychology, sociology, immigration studies, and political science. Third, I 
contextualize the relationship between social identification, group networks and 
political participation by considering multiple forms of social identification (origin-
country and religious) as well as acknowledging group differences (Moroccan and 
Turkish immigrants). 

Conceptual framework 

Social Identification and Political Participation 
Origin-country and religious identification as forms of social identification can be 
expected to have both positive and negative effects on political participation (for 
theoretical overview, see e.g. Kranendonk et al., 2017). Starting with the positive 
effects: Social identification can relate to political participation through the process 
of depersonalization (Turner et al. 1987). Social identification emphasizes the group 
and leads to a depersonalization of the self-concept, which consists of a unique 
overlap of many social identities (Turner et al., 1987; Brewer, 1991). Turner et al. (1987) 
argue that depersonalization refers to how people come to see themselves less as 
unique individuals and more as an “interchangeable exemplar of a social category” 
(1987: 50). They argue that depersonalization is the basic process that underlies 
group processes such as collective action. Brewer explains that depersonalization 
transforms self-definitions, which can in turn alter “the meaning of self-interest 
and self-serving motivation” (1991: 476). The social self can therefore also motivate 
individuals to act on behalf of a group instead of out of mere self-interest (Brewer, 
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1991). Social identification can increase the awareness of belonging to a group with 
shared political interests, which in turn enhances psychological engagement with 
politics and incentivizes political participation (Brady et al., 1995). 

Many forms of political participation can be used as an outlet of group behavior and as 
a vehicle for addressing a group’s position (e.g. see Lee, 2008, for theoretical overview; 
Olsen, 1970; Tate, 1991; Kranendonk et al., 2017). An example is how origin-country and 
religious identification can influence voting behavior by providing individuals with 
group interests, and therefore certain policy preferences (Dickson and Scheve, 2006). 
Origin-country and religious identification can also lead to exclusion and 
segregation, which could lead to withdrawal from participating in the destination 
countries, including their political domains. These identifications can therefore also 
negatively affect immigrants’ political participation (for an empirical example, see 
Klandermans, Van der Toorn, & Van Stekelenburg, 2008). Muslim identification in a 
Muslim-minority environment could function as a proxy for feelings of exclusion, 
which may decrease Muslim voters’ willingness to participate in democratic European 
systems (Ersanilli & Koopmans, 2011). Perceived exclusion can sway individuals to 
expect mainstream society to reject their group interest pursuits (Fleischmann, 
Phalet, & Klein, 2011). Religiosity can also facilitate traditional beliefs and practices 
that complicate participation in the receiving society (Hirschman, 2004; Just et al., 
2014), which may also decrease political participation among those identifying as 
Muslim. 

However, the political implications of religious identification could differ between 
groups. Warner and Wenner (2006) argue that the organization of Islam is 
interrelated with origin country and ethnicity. I therefore acknowledge that religious 
identification and networks could be embedded in cultural traditions derived from 
the origin country. Identifying with both the origin country and the Islamic faith can 
therefore have different implications for Moroccan and Turkish immigrants, and can 
therefore also have different implications for their political participation. 

Social identification and three types of political participation 
Before delving into how different forms are differently affected by social 
identification and networks, it is important to define political participation. I 
define institutionalized political participation following Van Deth (2014): voluntary 
acts conducted by citizens and located in the sphere of government, state, or 
politics. I distinguish between voting and other forms of institutionalized political 
participation (from now on referred to as: institutionalized political participation) 
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because of the specific nature of voting, which is very low-cost (Verba et al., 1995) 
in comparison to other forms of institutionalized political participation. Non-
institutionalized political participation is defined as voluntary acts conducted by 
citizens, not located in the sphere of government, state, or politics, but targeted at it. 
The various forms of political participation each have unique opportunities for and 
limits to pursuing group-based political interests (Lee, 2008).

Two characteristics of political participation matter in how immigrants’ social 
identification affects their political participation: 1. the extent to which the political 
act is perceived as suitable for the pursuit of group-based interests, and 2. whether 
it is collective or individualistic (if we want to take processes of group mobilization 
into account). These two characteristics enable us to distinguish between voting, 
other institutionalized participation and non-institutionalized participation. Voting 
differs from other forms of political participation by being a political act that is 
less likely to serve group mobilization. Although I acknowledge the mobilizational 
value of voting, in contrast to other forms of political participation, voting is an 
act conducted individually and without necessarily accessing group resources 
or networks. Voting for the sake of group interests could be perceived as merely 
symbolic, since most individuals know one vote cannot determine national policies. 
Lastly, voting forces individuals to choose from an array of political parties and 
politicians, many of whom may not represent group interests, and it is therefore 
less suitable for pursuing group-based interests. Other forms of institutionalized 
and non-institutionalized political participation leave more room for individuals to 
raise awareness of group-specific demands, even if no party or politician is pursuing 
them. I thus expect origin-country and religious identification and networks to affect 
voting negatively. I expect this because the act of voting is less suitable for pursuing 
group interests and requires less group mobilization. 

We can also distinguish between other institutionalized participation (excluding 
voting) and non-institutionalized political participation when it comes to their 
suitability for pursuing group-based interests. For the former, individuals are 
also dependent on the existing political structures, representatives and parties. 
Institutionalized political participation can be used to put a group-related concern 
on the political agenda (e.g. by contacting a politician), but individuals are still 
dependent on the willingness of politicians to do something about it. Non-
institutionalized political participation is probably less dependent on the ideas of 
incumbent parties and representatives, and can be somewhat more easily conducted 
to put issues on the political agenda which have been disregarded or are perceived to 
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be purposely ignored (e.g. the Black Pete demonstrations in the Netherlands; signing 
a petition for the increase of days for partner parental leave, etc.). This is not to say 
that these non-institutionalized forms of political participation are more costly, 
on the contrary, they often cost more time and effort. This is just to emphasize that 
non-institutionalized political acts can be used more easily to put group interests 
on the political agenda, independent from existing political structures. So for the 
politicization of social identification it not only matters whether political acts are 
conducted individually, but also to what extent the forms of political participation 
allow for group-specific interests to be pursued. 

Group Networks and Organizational Involvement
Social identification often only affects political participation under certain 
circumstances (e.g. Simon and Klandermans, 2001). I argue that one of these 
circumstances is being in a group network, which I will elaborate on in this 
section. Group networks can enhance political engagement, expose individuals to 
recruitment networks, and provide access to collective resources, which in turn can 
encourage political participation.

More formalized networks can affect political participation. Through organizations, 
individuals may acquire the abilities (e.g. civic skills, cooperation), the network, and 
the mindset (e.g. generalized social trust, political interest) that stimulate political 
engagement and participation (Van der Meer & Van Ingen, 2009). Minkoff (2016) 
shows that joining a civic organization enhances the likelihood of engaging in 
political activism. Stekelenburg, Klandermans, and Akkerman (2016) explain how the 
relationship between civic and political participation varies according to the civic 
participation (type, intensity, and scope) and its association with different political 
activities (individualized versus collective). Van der Meer and Van Ingen (2009) show 
that a positive association could also be due to a self-selection effect, with individuals’ 
resources and characteristics influencing both organizational involvement and 
political participation.

Group networks based on immigrants’ ethnicity or origin country can positively affect 
political participation (for an overview, see Bloemraad, 2007). Tillie (2004) argues 
that individuals gain social trust in ethnic and non-ethnic organizations, which 
could spill over to become political trust, thereby increasing political participation. 
Organizational membership, moreover, can provide access to organizational and 
group resources (Fennema and Tillie, 1999; Vermeulen and Berger, 2008; Vermeulen, 
forthcoming). Pilati and Morales’ (2016) study of nine European cities shows how 
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immigrants’ involvement in ethnic and pan-immigrant organizations positively 
relates to the likelihood of engaging in immigration-related political activities. For 
Denmark, Togeby (2004) notes that a positive effect of organizational participation 
depends on immigrant groups and forms of political participation.

Formalized religious networks can also positively affect political participation 
because they provide strong recruitment networks, resources, and incentives for 
members’ involvement in civic matters (Campbell, 2013; Hirschman, 2004). Connor 
and Koenig (2013) focus on occupational attainment among immigrants and natives. 
Comparing Canada, the United States and Western Europe, they argue that religiosity 
can also be a bridge to integration, as religious organizations provide individuals 
with integration-facilitating resources. They find that religious attendance tends to 
be positively related to occupational status in contexts where religion provides a 
bridge and not a boundary (United States), by providing access to social organizations 
(religious institutions), which in turn provide access to tangible resources (Connor 
and Koenig 2013). Cesari (2014) and Just et al. (2014) find that Muslim immigrants who 
are exposed to religious organizations participate significantly more in politics than 
those who are not. Verba, Schlozman, Brady, and Nie (1995) likewise maintain that 
religious institutions positively affect political participation by exposing individuals 
to political discussions and access to collective resources. Just as with networks 
based on the origin country, I believe that religious networks can enhance other 
institutionalized (excluding voting) and non-institutionalized political participation 
by providing individuals with a recruitment network and group resources. 

In contrast to the previous theories and empirical studies, it can also be theorized that 
involvement in an immigrant-origin or religious organization does not, or negatively, 
affects political participation. Counter to Tillie’s argument that social trust spills over 
into political trust, Newton (2001) argues that social and political trust are different 
things, have different origins and that they are not necessarily empirically related. 
Uslaner (2002) questions whether organizational involvement generates trust and 
argues that organizations that connect people to other people who are ‘similar’ 
do not produce trust, nor need trust for members to become involved. Following 
this reasoning, we would probably expect that (for example) ethnic or religious 
organizations would connect people to others who are like themselves; therefore 
these organizations would not generate generalized trust, and thus not relate to 
political participation. 

Individuals who are connected exclusively to others of the same origin country or 
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religious background might also miss out on recruitment opportunities emerging 
from those of different backgrounds (Vermeulen & Keskiner, 2017). They might also 
lack access to other groups’ collective resources, which could segregate them, also 
from the political domain. 

I expect origin-country and religious organizations to comprise individuals who also 
identify with the immigrant group or their religion and that this identity motivates 
them to mobilize in an organization. Origin-country or religious organizational 
involvement can positively affect forms of political participation that are more 
appropriate for pursuing group interests or putting them on the political agenda. 
The least appropriate and effective form of participation would be voting, and the 
most appropriate would be non-institutionalized political participation, with other 
forms of institutionalized participation somewhere in between. 

H1a: Involvement in origin-country or religious organizations negatively affects the 
likelihood of voting. 

 
Origin-country and religious organizations can provide individuals with group 
resources and recruitment networks that facilitate other institutionalized forms 
of political participation (excluding voting), and non-institutionalized political 
participation. Nevertheless, these organizations can also segregate individuals from 
the rest of society, which can deter their participation in the destination country’s 
political sphere. I therefore theorize that organizational membership could affect 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized participation both positively and 
negatively and formulate an exploratory hypothesis to test my mutual assumptions.

H1b: Involvement in origin-country or religious organizations affects the likelihood of 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation.

Alongside formal group networks, it is relevant to consider informal group networks 
e.g. friends, neighbors. McClurg (2003) finds that individuals’ informal networks 
also affect political participation. La Due Lake and Huckfeldt (1998) maintain that 
politically relevant social capital gets generated in personal networks through social 
interaction. That capital increases political participation and has an effect separate 
from organizational involvement and human capital. The generation of this capital 
depends on the network – specifically, the political expertise within, the frequency of 
internal political interaction, and its size and extensiveness (La Due Lake & Huckfeldt, 
1998).
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The informal network’s composition matters as well (Bloemraad, 2007). Origin-
country and religious networks may affect political participation by providing 
strong, well-functioning recruitment networks for political activities. Finding that 
recruiting tends to cluster within groups and friend networks, Verba et al. (1995, p. 
152) show how individuals are likelier to urge someone to participate politically who 
is of the same gender, race, or ethnicity. Origin-country and religious networks are 
also expected to make collective resources available (Klandermans et al., 2008; Portes 
& Zhou, 1993, p. 86). These resources, such as information about politics (Bloemraad, 
2007) and financial or political support, can subsequently enhance different forms of 
political participation, for example, mobilizing for a protest.

I do not formulate hypotheses for the direct effects of informal group networks on 
political participation. In contrast to immigrants’ organizational involvement, I 
cannot expect a self-selection effect when it comes to someone’s informal networks. 
These networks do not indicate whether someone identifies with a social group, and 
even when they do, the networks do not hint at whether this identity mobilizes these 
individuals, as could be both expected for organizational involvement. Individuals 
need to feel both connectedness to the social category, and be embedded in informal 
networks, to participate politically. 

Social Identification combined with group networks 
The politicization of social identification is generally believed to emerge under 
certain conditions among some individuals (e.g. Simon & Klandermans, 2001). Some 
conditions mentioned in the literature are shared grievances (e.g. Klandermans et 
al., 2008), identification with the country of destination i.e. dual identification (e.g. 
Simon & Ruhs, 2008), and political leadership (e.g. Pérez, 2015). I add to this literature 
by focusing on group networks as another condition for the complex politicization 
of social identification. Social identification combined with embeddedness in group 
networks is expected to affect political participation, by providing perceptions of 
group interests as well as group resources and a recruitment network. 

I find support for such assumptions in social psychological research. Ethier and 
Deaux (1994) plea for more contextual analyses of identity processes. Sidanius, Van 
Laar, Levin, and Sinclair (2004) find that students’ involvement in ethnic student 
organizations increases ethnic identification (see also Ethier and Deaux, 1994), as 
does a desire to be politically active on behalf of an ethnic group. This supports the 
notion that the interaction between social identifications and group networks can 
affect actual or intended political participation.
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Origin-country and religious identification can affect political participation both 
positively and negatively if high identifiers are also in a network of individuals of 
the same origin country or religion. It could positively affect political participation 
by providing access to recruitment networks and group resources and facilitating 
discussion. In other words, if high identifiers are motivated to pursue a group’s 
political interests, they are even likelier to do so when exposed to a well-functioning 
group-based recruitment network with better access to collective resources. 
However, individuals could also become segregated from mainstream society if they 
identify with a minority group and are also embedded in these group networks by 
feelings of exclusion (Ersanilli & Koopmans, 2011) or anticipated societal rejection of 
group interests (Fleischmann et al., 2011), or if the groups themselves have beliefs or 
principles that complicate participation in the receiving society (Hirschman, 2004; 
Just et al., 2014). 

The possibility of a positive effect is only expected for the interaction effects of social 
identifications with group networks on forms of political participation that are 
appropriate for addressing and pursuing group interests – namely, institutionalized 
and in particular non-institutionalized political participation. I expect people who 
identify with a minority group and are also embedded in it to refrain from voting. 
I form a more exploratory hypothesis to test my mutual assumptions concerning 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized participation:

H2a: Origin-country and religious  identification negatively affects voting for individuals 
with larger networks with a relatively high number of individuals of the same origin country 
or religion.

H2b: Origin-country and religious  identification affects institutionalized and non-
institutionalized political participation of individuals with larger networks with a relatively 
high number of individuals of the same origin country or religion. 

The same reasoning holds for the interplay between social identification and 
organizational involvement. 

H3a: Origin-country and religious  identification negatively affects voting for individuals 
who are more involved in religious organizations. 

H3b: Origin-country and religious  identification affects institutionalized and non-
institutionalized political participation for individuals who are more involved in religious 
organizations. 
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Figure 1.
Hypotheses.

Case: Moroccan and Turkish immigrants in The Netherlands 
The political context (the Netherlands) and the groups that I compare are relevant 
to understand in order to understand how identities, networks, and their interplay 
relate to political participation. Starting with the political context, the Netherlands 
offers a compelling case study on the political participation of Moroccan and 
Turkish immigrants in Europe. With a long immigration history, which has bred a 
sizeable Muslim electorate, the country constitutes a favorable context for minority 
participation, religious groups included (Michon & Vermeulen, 2013). One of the 
West’s highest levels of minority representation and participation nationally and 
locally is found in the country (Bloemraad, 2013). This is the cumulative result of 
various factors including: the Dutch concept of citizenship; the Netherlands’ electoral 
system; foreigners’ right to vote at the local level; and a tradition of pillarization (a 
system wherein religious and secular groups are organized hierarchically in a so-called 
pillar: a national political party tops the structure and locally affiliated institutions, 
such as schools and associations, come below). Considering this political context, it 
is relatively easy, compared to other countries, for immigrant-origin individuals to 
participate politically in the Netherlands.

There are however still differences between the levels of political participation 
between immigrant groups in the Netherlands, which indicates that the group context 
might matter for political incorporation next to the country context. Compared to 
Moroccan immigrants, Turkish immigrants have greater political participation and 
vote more often for someone of the same origins and are therefore better represented 
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(Tillie, 2004; Van Heelsum, 2005; Vermeulen and Berger, 2008; Michon & Vermeulen, 
2013; Kranendonk et al., 2014; Vermeulen, forthcoming). 

The identity and organizational processes among immigrant-origin groups might 
be relevant if we want to understand the different levels of political participation 
within the same political context. Starting with the identity processes, Turkish 
immigrants identify much more strongly with their ethnic background (Vermeulen 
& Brünger, 2014), and the importance of their identity manifests itself in political 
behavior. Moroccan’s immigrants’ ethnic identity in the Netherlands has become 
problematized (Michon & Vermeulen, 2013). However, this ethnic identity seems 
less powerful as a politicized social identity. Partly because it is primarily an external 
categorization, ascribed by the out-group (inhabitants in the Netherlands) and comes 
less from below, namely from Moroccan-origin individuals themselves. This suggests 
that the ‘Turkish identity’ might be more important and more easily politicized for 
Turkish-origin individuals in comparison to the ‘Moroccan identity’ for Moroccan-
origin individuals. 

Returning to the organizational processes, existing research tells us that the latter 
group is more frequently organized around ethnic networks. The Turkish community 
in the Netherlands is better represented than the Moroccan community in elective 
political positions (Michon & Vermeulen, 2013). Moreover, group resources and 
organizational density differ between the two immigrant groups (Vermeulen & 
Brünger, 2014), which may be an indication of how their recruitment networks 
function. The Turkish community also enjoys more collective mobilizing resources 
that revolve around ethnicity than the Moroccan community, which affects their 
organizational capabilities.

In sum, the immigrant groups that I compare, namely Turkish and Moroccan 
immigrants, vary with regard to my main concepts, namely their levels of political 
participation, processes of identification and organizational processes. Therefore I 
take into account that the hypotheses that I formulated can also differ between these 
groups. 

Data and Methods

My study draws data from a survey conducted by Roex, Van Stiphout, and Tillie (2010) 
in their exploration of religious orthodoxy among Dutch Muslims. The Central 
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Agency for Statistics in the Netherlands selected the sample for the researchers 
using registered data. This enabled a representative sample from a population of 
immigrants, and their children, from predominantly Muslim countries. Individuals’ 
religions are not registered, so the researchers had to rely on the proxy of country of 
origin in order to sample Muslims. The interviews were conducted face to face, using 
Computer Assisted Interviewing. The researchers aimed at interviewing as many 
Moroccan as Turkish immigrants. The interviews were conducted from December 
2008 to May 2009 by 233 Dutch interviewers, to avoid origin-based bias. 1103 people 
participated, giving a response rate of 36 percent. The response rate did not differ 
significantly for Moroccan individuals (37%) compared to Turkish individuals (36%) 
(Roex, Van Stiphout, and Tillie 2010). 

One limit of the data was that it came from interviews conducted in Dutch, leaving 
my sample to comprise solely individuals with the language proficiency needed 
to respond to the survey (Roex et al., 2010, pp. 207-210). My findings thus concern 
Moroccan and Turkish immigrants who possess Dutch-language proficiency. These 
immigrants and their children are not practically (through language) excluded 
from political participation. Another drawback is that the purposes for political 
participation, whether these were individual or group-related, were not inquired 
by the survey. It would be good to include questions related to the motivations of 
individuals in future survey studies. It should also be kept in mind that the data solely 
concerns the Netherlands. This begs the question of the extent to which my findings 
can be generalized to other Western European countries. I encourage studies that 
utilize cross-national research designs to further explore this point. Lastly, the data 
is cross-sectional, which makes it impossible to establish causal effects. I speak of 
effects, because I derive my causal expectation from theory, but I cannot test it. 

In instances when variables had a relatively high number of missing respondents, I 
created dummies to avoid having to sacrifice data. I divided the sample into Muslims 
and non-Muslims. The latter were included to estimate the effects of origin-country 
identification and networks on political participation. When taking voting as a 
dependent variable, I analyzed a sample of eligible voters, though when considering 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation, I also included 
respondents not eligible to vote. I analyzed Muslims separately when researching 
the effects of religious identification and networks on political participation. 
Respondents (including non-Muslims) totaled 734 – 554 of whom could vote. The 
sample of Muslims alone totaled 654 – 489 of whom could vote. I ensured that my 
findings held for the eligible voters sample alone when I compared voting with the 
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other forms of political participation.39 I did this to avoid varying effects on different 
forms of political participation vis-à-vis characteristics of these forms because the 
varying effects could have actually been caused by the different sample sizes.

Table 1a. 
Political participation total sample (including non-Muslims).

Eligible voters All respondents 
  Freq. Perc. Freq. Perc.

Having voted 377 68.1 / /

Institutionalized forms of political participation 37 6.7 48 6.5

Non-institutionalized forms of political participation 133 24.0 188 25.6

Total 554 734

Table 1b. 
Political participation religious sample.

Eligible voters All religious respondents
  Freq. Freq.

Having voted 330 67.5 / /

Institutionalized forms of political participation 32 6.5 43 6.6

Non-institutionalized forms of political participation 113 23.1 162 24.8

Total 489 654

I used binary logistic regression analyses to deal with non-linearity and non-
normality of the dependent variables’ distribution of errors. The standard errors 
were clustered on the immigrant groups. I presented the results in log odds, where 
less than zero represents a negative relative effect and greater than zero represents a 
positive relative effect. 

Operationalization

Political participation
Voting was determined by whether someone cast a ballot in the 2006 Dutch 
parliamentary elections. Other forms of institutionalized political participation 
implied being a member of a political party and having, in the last five years, endeavored 
to put something on the political agenda or to influence politicians or the government 

39  All my main findings also held if I only considered eligible voters. Although effect sizes and direction were similar, 
there were some rare differences in significance due to the smaller sample size.
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by partaking in one of the following acts specified in the survey: “asked for assistance 
from a political party or organization”; “visited a town hall meeting organized by the 
government”; and/or “contacted a politician”. Acts of non-institutionalized political 
participation included having: “sought assistance through radio, TV or newspaper”; 
“joined pressure groups”; “partaken in a protest action, march or demonstration”; 
and/or “partaken in a political discussion via the internet, e-mail or SMS.” 

I modeled voting, institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation 
as dummies. I distinguished between no participation (0) and participation in one 
or more of the aforementioned political acts (1) (for the distribution, see table A1).40 

Independent Variables 
Taking origin-country and religious identification into account, the questions asked 
to what degree respondents felt Moroccan or Turkish and to what degree they felt 
Muslim (1 “not at all” to 5 “entirely”). 

I included indicators for the composition of friend networks. Respondents were 
asked how many friends and acquaintances were from the same origin country and 
how many were Muslim (1 “none” to 5 “all of them”). The general effect of informal 
networks was captured with a question about numbers of friends. For the indicator 
related to friends, the participants were asked how many very good friends they had 
(1 “none”, to 5 “10 or more”). 

Composition of friend network was likelier to matter if individuals had a larger 
group of friends. La Due Lake and Huckfeldt (1998) maintain that the generation of 
social capital within informal networks also depends on networks’ extensiveness. 
To account for the interplay between friend network composition and size, I 
constructed a new variable that produces four categories comprising combinations 
of friend composition and number (see tables A3 and A4). The continuous variables 
of composition of friend networks according to origin country and religion, and 
number of friends in general (regardless of their background), were split into two 
groups on the basis of their mean value. In turn, I interacted this variable with origin-
country and religious identification to test hypotheses 3a and 3b.41 

Organizational membership and composition were also considered. I analyzed 

40  A(1, 2 etc.) tables and figures can be found in the online appendix: https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-xs4-vbba
41  I also tested hypotheses 3a and 3b using three-way interaction effects with the original continuous variables. The 
results were similar. I chose to use this method because the graphs were easier to understand than a marginal effects plot 
for a three-way interaction effect with three continuous variables.
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sport clubs, leisure organizations, neighborhood organizations, trade unions, and 
organizations championing international solidarity, nature, and the environment. 
I distinguished between: not being a member of one of the aforementioned types of 
organization; being a member of one of the aforementioned types of organization 
whose composition is unspecified; being a member of an organization in which 
the individual is in contact with members of the same origin country; and being a 
member of an organization in which the individual is in contact with members from 
all kinds of backgrounds, including those in which the majority is native Dutch. I also 
included a dummy to indicate whether someone was a member of an immigrant or 
a religious organization. Lastly, to learn about formal religious networks, I included 
an indicator that asked how often people visited a mosque (1 “never” to 6 “daily”) as a 
proxy for religious organizational involvement.

Control Variables 
It is generally accepted that age and gender influence political participation. Political 
participation among immigrants can largely be accounted for by resources and factors 
that affect political participation among non-immigrants too. Verba et al. (1995) find 
that individuals’ political participation is best explained by a combination of three 
factors – resources, psychological engagement, and recruitment networks – for which 
I included a range of indicators in my analysis.

I also included proxies to account for money, time, and civic skills as general resources 
(e.g. Verba et al., 1995). I considered a respondent to be educated if he or she obtained 
a diploma, distinguishing between educational categories of low, middle, and high.42 
I included a dummy to measure the effects of having been educated abroad and 
having a paid job. Respondents were asked how many hours they worked per week as 
stipulated by their contracts (1 “less than 12 hours a week”, to 4 “over 33 hours a week”).
I also included proxies for general psychological engagement in politics (e.g. 
Verba et al., 1995). Individuals who identified as “not interested in political topics” 
were compared to those who were “somewhat interested in political topics” and 
“very interested in political topics.” The interested among them were then asked 
which countries’ political topics they cared about. Response categories were: “the 
Netherlands”; “country of origin”; “other countries”; and “all countries” (the last 
two categories were merged as they were theoretically irrelevant). I used “trust in 
the government” as a proxy for political trust, as respondents were asked how much 

42  Having no education and completing just elementary school or lower vocational training was categorized as “low.” 
Completing other forms of secondary education or vocational tertiary education was “middle.” Completing education at 
a (technical) university was “high.”
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they had of this (1 “no trust at all” to “a lot of trust” 4). Unfortunately there was no 
indicator that measured political (internal or external) efficacy. 

Networks are also theorized to affect political participation (e.g. Verba et al., 1995). 
The general effect of informal networks was captured through the aforementioned 
indicator for number of friends. I also accounted for network of neighbors with the 
question “How many of your neighbors do you know?” (1 “none” to 5 “all of them”). 
The general effect of organizational involvement was covered by the previously cited 
proxy of being a member of an organization.

Alongside these general influences, specific factors seemed to account for, in 
particular, participation of voters with immigrant backgrounds (e.g. Just & Anderson, 
2012). I distinguished between first and second generations. I also included effect 
estimates for how many times a week a respondent watched Dutch television or 
read Dutch newspapers or magazines (1 “never” to 6 “every day”). Additionally, I 
distinguished between immigrant groups – Moroccans and Turks. Lastly, I controlled 
for a sense of national identity using the question of the extent to which someone felt 
Dutch (1 “not at all” to 5 “entirely”).
  

Results

Turning to my results, I first look at the direct effects that origin-country and religious 
identification and group networks have on the three aforementioned forms of 
political participation. Then I consider an interaction between social identifications, 
number of friends and relative number of friends from the same origin country, and 
number of Muslim friends. I do this since the size of an individual’s network is, along 
with its composition, likely to matter (La Due Lake & Huckfeldt, 1998). Additionally, 
I include an interaction between origin-country and religious identification and 
number of mosque visits to account for the interplay between these identifications 
and religious institutions.43 I report whenever a difference appears between Moroccan 
and Turkish immigrants in testing my hypothesis.

43  I did not include an interaction effect of social identifications and being a member of an immigrant or a religious 
organization. Only a few individuals in the survey were members of such organizations. Among them, around 50% or 
more identify “very strongly” with their origin-country and religious backgrounds. I expected a self-selection effect (Van 
Ingen & Van der Meer, 2016) for individuals who felt they shared interests with their origin-country or religious group 
and were actively pursuing them through joining an immigrant or a religious organization. 
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Organizational Involvement 
Some indicators for social identifications and group networks affect different forms 
of political participation directly and should be mentioned before I discuss the 
outcomes for my hypotheses. Table 2a shows the effect estimates for all respondents, 
divided by eligible voters and all respondents (for all estimates, see table A5a). 
Origin-country identification has a negative effect on voting likelihood (P<.05) and a 
positive effect on institutionalized political participation (P<.05). Having a relatively 
high number of friends from the same origin country affects voting positively 
(P<.001). Organizational involvement also affects political participation; being 
an organization member and being in contact with all kinds of groups through it 
affects voting and non-institutionalized political participation positively (P<.001), 
compared to not being a member of an organization. 

Table 2b shows the analyses of the religious sample (for all estimates, see table A5b).44 
It shows that religious identification has a negative effect on institutionalized (P<.001) 
and non-institutionalized (P<.10) political participation. For religious immigrants, 
origin-country identification relates negatively to voting likelihood (P<.001) and 
positively to institutionalized political participation (P<.01). Having relatively more 
Muslim friends affects institutionalized and non-institutionalized participation 
negatively (P<.001).

Returning to testing my first hypotheses, being a member of an immigrant or 
religious organization has a negative effect on voting (P<.001). This supports the 
notion that immigrant and religious organizational involvement affects voting 
negatively (H1a), possibly because voting is not well suited for pursuing group-
specific interests. Being a member of an immigrant or religious organization has a 
positive effect on institutionalized political participation (P<.001). This partially 
supports the notion that members of immigrant and religious organizations are 
likelier to participate politically in institutionalized forms (H1b), but not non-
institutionalized forms. Nevertheless, I exercise caution when making causal claims 
about the positive effects on political participation. The association could be caused 
by a self-selection effect (Van der Meer & Van Ingen, 2009): individuals who are more 
actively involved in pursuing shared origin-country and religious rights are likelier 
to belong to an immigrant or a religious organization and to engage in politics. Still, 

44  Size and direction of the control variables is roughly similar to the analyses comprising the total sample.
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the effect should be distinguished from a self-selection of general civic involvement, 
which would have shown in the effects of membership in any other non-immigrant 
or non-religious organization or political interest. 

Table 2a. 
Factors that relate to political participation (sample includes non-Muslims).

  Voting Institutionalized Non-
institutionalized 

Social identification      

Identification with origin country -0.07 (0.03)* 0.25 (0.11)* 0.17 (0.13)

Identification with being Muslim -0.10 (0.20) -0.07 (0.04)† -0.23 (0.07)***

Origin-country and religious networks
Friends of same origin-country background 0.13 (0.01)*** 0.30 (0.22) 0.07 (0.11)

Friends who are Muslim 0.07 (0.10) -0.48 (0.09)*** -0.21 (0.08)**

Composition organization (ref. no 
membership)
Member of an organization (composition 
unspecified)

0.06 (0.36) 0.14 (0.68) -0.35 (0.15)*

Mostly in contact with individuals of same 
origin-country background

0.39 (0.52) -0.73 (0.89) -0.24 (0.30)

Mostly in contact with individuals of other 
backgrounds 

0.38 (0.01)*** -0.37 (0.25) 0.39 (0.02)***

Member of immigrant or religious organization -0.43 (0.10)*** 1.18 (0.17)*** 0.53 (0.43)

Number of mosque visits 0.04 (0.03) -0.06 (0.10) -0.04 (0.01)***

Social networks 
Number of friends -0.05 (0.03) -0.12 (0.17) 0.04 (0.03)†

Number of neighbors acquainted with 0.11 (0.00)*** 0.12 (0.22) 0.01 (0.11)

N 554 734 734

Df 32 32 32

Pseudo R2 .176 .192 .098

Prob>Chi2 .000 .000 .000

Source: Roex et al. (2010); † p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001

Standard errors are clustered within immigrant groups (Moroccan and Turkish). The missing values for 
religious identification, mosque visits, hours worked per week and trust in the government are modelled as 
dummies and included in the models. 

Partly consistent with my hypothesis (H1b), I found that religious organizational 
involvement affects non-institutionalized political participation but does not affect 
institutionalized political participation (table 2b). Visiting a mosque more frequently 
as a form of religious organizational involvement affects non-institutionalized 
political participation negatively (P<.001). This is in contrast with being a member of 
an immigrant or religious organization, which was shown to affect institutionalized 
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and non-institutionalized political participation positively, though the latter effect 
is not significant. 

Table 2b. 
Factors that relate to political participation (sample includes only religious respondents).

  Voting Institutionalized Non-
institutionalized 

Social identification
Identification with origin country -0.12 (0.01)*** 0.27 (0.09)** 0.07 (0.18)

Identification with being Muslim -0.12 (0.25) -0.09 (0.02)*** -0.19 (0.10)†

Origin-country and religious networks
Friends of same origin-country background 0.21 (0.08)** 0.46 (0.30) 0.08 (0.12)

Friends who are Muslim 0.01 (0.08) -0.70 (0.12)*** -0.25 (0.04)***

Composition organization (ref. no 
membership)
Member of an organization (composition 
unspecified)

0.12 (0.27) -0.19 (0.34) -0.29 (0.00)***

Mostly in contact with individuals of same 
origin-country background

0.37 (0.64) -0.80 (1.04) -0.34 (0.20)†

Mostly in contact with individuals of other 
backgrounds 

0.43 (0.12)*** -0.36 (0.35) 0.22 (0.01)***

Member of immigrant or religious 
organization

-0.68 (0.18)*** 0.81 (0.23)*** 0.63 (0.50)

Number of mosque visits 0.04 (0.03) -0.04 (0.07) -0.04 (0.00)***

Social networks 
Number of friends -0.10 (0.06)† -0.17 (0.19) 0.05 (0.03)†

Number of neighbors acquainted with 0.11 (0.00)*** 0.02 (0.17) -0.03 (0.10)

Immigrant group (ref. Moroccans)
Turkish immigrants 0.08 (0.15) 0.25 (0.01)*** -0.23 (0.17)

N 489 654 654

Df 31 31 31

Pseudo R2 .190 .208 .099

Prob>Chi2 .000 .000 .000

Source: Roex et al. (2010); † p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001

Standard errors are clustered within immigrant groups (Moroccan and Turkish). The missing values 
for hours worked per week and trust in the government are modelled as dummies and included in the 
models. 

Based on these findings, I observe partial support for a negative effect of immigrant 
or religious organizational involvement on voting (H1a) and partial support for 
presumed effects on the other forms of political participation (H1b). Organizations 
can facilitate group mobilization, which could account for a positive effect; a negative 
one could possibly be explained by a segregation mechanism.
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Interplay between Social Identification and Informal Group Networks 
The other hypotheses that I want to test are related to the circumstances under 
which social identification, namely individuals’ networks, politicizes. This section 
considers social identification’s effect on political participation for individuals with 
different informal networks, both in terms of size and composition. Figures 2 and 3 
show the marginal effects of origin-country identification for individuals who have a 
small group of friends and those who have a big group. Among the general number of 
friends, the graph distinguishes between those who have few friends and those who 
have many friends from the same origin country.

I observe that origin-country identification has a statistically significant negative 
effect on voting for individuals who have relatively more friends from the same 
origin country, regardless of the number of friends in general. Origin-country 
identification has no significant effect on voting for individuals with few friends 
from the same origin country, regardless of their number of friends in general. The 
statistically significant negative effects are in line with my expectation of a negative 
effect on voting (H2a), and could possibly be explained by the particular nature of 
voting, which is less suited for advancing group interests. It is also not surprising that 
the number of friends in general has no effect on the extent to which origin-country 
identification relates to voting when we consider that voting is an act that can be 
conducted individually. 
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Figure 2.
Origin-country identification’s effect on voting likelihood for individuals having small or big groups of friends and 
among which are few or many friends of the same origin-country background (N=554) (95% confidence interval).
(Roex et al. 2010)
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Also consistent with my expectation (H2a) is that origin-country identification has a 
positive effect on institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation 
among individuals who have large friend groups comprising many people from the 
same origin country. These findings seem to support the notion that origin-country 
identification could mobilize individuals if they are also embedded in larger group 
networks. 
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Figure 3. 
Origin-country identification’s effect on likelihood to engage in institutionalized and non-institutionalized political 
participation for individuals having small or big groups of friends and among which are few or many of the same 
origin-country background (N=734) (95% confidence interval).(Roex et al. 2010)

Returning to religious identification, we see that it does not affect political 
participation across immigrant groups in the same way.45 This is not very surprising, 
since religious practices are embedded within immigrant groups. Contrary to my 
expectations, figure 4 shows that religious identification has a positive effect on 
voting among Moroccans who have relatively more Muslim friends, regardless of 
the size of their friend network (H2a). Consistent with my expectations, religious 
identification has a positive effect on non-institutionalized participation among 

45  Unfortunately, the model was too demanding for institutionalized participation as a dependent variable, since 
there were not that many respondents who indicated that they had engaged in institutionalized political participation.
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Moroccans who have relatively high numbers of Muslim friends and have more 
friends in general (H2b). Also in line with my hypothesis, religious identification has 
a negative, though not significant, effect on voting (H2a) and a negative effect on non-
institutionalized participation among Turkish immigrants (H2b), regardless of their 
friend network composition and size. The latter finding could possibly be explained 
by a segregation mechanism, wherein Turkish immigrants refrain from participating 
politically if they identify with being Muslim. 
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Figure 4. 
Religious identification’s effect on voting likelihood (N=489) and likelihood to engage in non-institutionalized 
political participation (N=654) for individuals having small or big groups of friends and among which few or many 
are Muslim, according to immigrant group (95% confidence interval).(Roex et al. 2010)

Interplay between Origin-Country and Religious Identification and Religious 
Organizational Involvement
Having considered whether the politicization of social identification is dependent 
on someone’s informal network, I are now interested if it is dependent on the 
more formalized religious organizational involvement. Since religion, i.e. Islam, is 
often organized according to national origin in the Netherlands, I also considered 
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an interaction effect of origin-country identification and number of mosque visits 
for religious immigrants. Figure 5 shows that the interplay between these factors 
affects voting negatively, but not significantly, among Turkish immigrants. Among 
Moroccan immigrants, origin-country identification has a negative effect on voting 
among those who visit a mosque more frequently. Again, both findings fulfill 
my expectation (H3a), and could possibly be explained by the aforementioned 
segregation mechanism of voting.
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Figure 5. 
Origin-country identification’s effect on voting likelihood among Muslim immigrants (N=489) for different mosque 
visiting frequencies (95% confidence interval).(Roex et al. 2010)

Figure 6 shows that origin-country identification has a positive effect on 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation among 
individuals who more often visit a mosque. It has a negative effect, or no effect, 
on institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation among 
individuals who less frequently visit a mosque. These findings are similar for 
Moroccan and Turkish immigrants and meet my expectation (H3b). Even though the 
Turkish community in the Netherlands is overall better organized (e.g. (Vermeulen 
& Brünger, 2014), on the individual level the members of the Moroccan and Turkish 
community both participate more if they identify more with the origin country and 
are more embedded in networks. 
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Figure 6.
Origin-country identification’s effect on likelihood to engage in institutionalized and non-institutionalized political 
participation among Muslim immigrants (N=654) for different mosque visiting frequencies (95% confidence interval).
(Roex et al. 2010)

Having considered how origin-country identification’s effects are conditional 
upon mosque visits, as a form of religious organizational involvement, I now turn 
to identifying with being Muslim. Religious identification has a negative effect 
on voting for both Moroccan and Turkish immigrants who most frequently visit a 
mosque. The difference between the two groups is that religious identification has a 
positive effect on voting for Moroccans who less frequently visit a mosque, while this 
is a negative — though not significant — effect among Turkish immigrants. Again, I 
observe that religious identification combined with more embedment in religious 
networks, in line with my expectations (H3a), has a negative effect on voting.

166 | GROUP IDENTITY, GROUP NETWORKS AND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION



-.1
5

-.1
-.0

5
0

.0
5

.1
E

ffe
ct

s 
on

 p
ro

ba
bi

lit
y 

to
 v

ot
e

1 2 3 4 5 6
Visiting a mosque (1='never' 6='daily')

Moroccan Turkish

Figure 7. 
Religious identification’s effect on voting likelihood (N=489) among Muslim immigrants for different mosque visiting 
frequencies, according to immigrant group (95% confidence interval).(Roex et al. 2010)

Figure 8 indicates that religious identification has a negative or not significant 
effect on institutionalized and non-institutionalized participation among Turkish 
immigrants. Religious identification also has a negative effect on these forms of 
political participation among Moroccan immigrants who never visit a mosque, but a 
positive effect on institutionalized participation among Moroccan immigrants who 
more often visit a mosque. A similar trend can be observed for non-institutionalized 
participation, though it does not reach statistical significance. The findings for 
Moroccans illustrate how the interplay between religious identification and religious 
group networks affects both institutionalized and non-institutionalized political 
participation positively (H3b). My findings for Turkish immigrants illustrate negative 
effects (H3b) and could be explained by the segregation mechanism. 

167PART II - CHAPTER 5 | 



-.1
-.0

5
0

.0
5

Ef
fe

ct
s 

on
 p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y 
in

st
itu

tio
na

liz
ed

 p
ar

tic
ip

at
io

n

1 2 3 4 5 6
Visiting a mosque (1='never' 6='daily')

Moroccan Turkish

-.1
-.0

5
0

.0
5

Ef
fe

ct
s 

on
 p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y 
no

n-
in

st
itu

tio
na

liz
ed

 p
ar

tic
ip

at
io

n

1 2 3 4 5 6
Visiting a mosque (1='never' 6='daily')

Moroccan Turkish

Figure 8. 
Religious identification’s effect on likelihood to engage in institutionalized and non-institutionalized political 
participation (N=654) among Muslim immigrants for different mosque visiting frequencies, according to immigrant 
group (95% confidence interval).(Roex et al. 2010)

I thus see that the effects of origin-country and religious identification are often 
conditioned by someone’s networks: both informal friend networks as well as more 
formalized networks. Origin-country identification often has a negative effect on 
voting, and a positive effect on institutionalized and non-institutionalized political 
participation, for individuals who are more embedded in origin-country and 
religious networks. For religious identification I see differences between Moroccan 
and Turkish immigrants. Among Moroccan immigrants, religious identification 
more often affects political participation positively if these individuals are also more 
embedded in informal and more formal religious networks. I observe solely negative 
or not significant effects of religious identification on the political participation of 
Turkish immigrants, among those who are more embedded in religious networks.  

Conclusion

I theorized that individuals’ group networks are important for the politicization of 
social identification. I also acknowledged that these factors can relate differently to 
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voting, institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation. 

I found support for this assumption when considering organizational involvement 
as well as the interplay between social identifications and group networks. Origin-
country identification has a negative effect on voting, while it has a positive effect on 
institutionalized and non-institutionalized political participation among individuals 
who are more embedded in origin-country friend networks and individuals who are 
more involved in religious organizations. These findings could be explained by the 
notion that individuals who identify with a social group also perceive themselves as 
having common interests, and embedment in a group network could then provide 
access to group resources and recruitment networks. 

I anticipated religious identification to relate to political participation differently 
according to the immigrant group. Among Moroccan immigrants, the interplay 
between religious identification and networks, both informal and formal, often 
has a positive effect on political participation.46 Moroccan immigrants who identify 
with being Muslim and are embedded in groups with relatively more Muslims 
seem able to mobilize individuals to pursue group interests or address the group’s 
societal status. Although Muslim identities are often problematized in society and 
integration debates, they can nonetheless serve as a vehicle for some individuals to 
navigate the receiving country’s political domain. This finding also indicates that 
even though the Turkish community seems overall better organized (e.g. (Vermeulen 
& Brünger, 2014), that Moroccan individuals who are well embedded in networks 
also participate politically more. It could be that existing research has missed the 
mobilization of the Moroccan community on the basis of their religious networks, 
and focused too much on the ethnic networks. 

Religious identification has a negative effect on all forms of political participation 
among Turkish immigrants. This effect is even stronger for individuals who are 
embedded in religious networks, both informal and formal. This finding illustrates 
my theorized negative relationship between religious identification, embedment in 
religious networks and political participation. One possible reason is that identifying 
with being Muslim and being embedded in religious networks segregates Turkish 
immigrants from mainstream society. Refraining from participating in the political 
system can have serious consequences, especially for a religious group, in terms 
of becoming increasingly stigmatized. Since political participation is crucial for 

46  However, the effects were not significant for non-institutionalized political participation, with the exception of 
religious identification’s effect on voting for individuals who visit the mosque more often. 

169PART II - CHAPTER 5 | 



improving minority-group positions in society, these results of withdrawal and their 
implications should be taken seriously. 

The withdrawal from politics by religious Turkish immigrants could also be explained 
by the supply side of politics. Meaning that Turkish immigrants considered no party 
or candidate suitable for pursuing their group interests. The emergence of the 
immigrant-origin party in the Netherlands, DENK (meaning ‘Think’ in Dutch and 
‘Equal’ in Turkish), attracted many Turkish-origin Muslims. DENK managed to gain 
three seats in parliament the first time it participated in the national elections in 
March 2017. It seems that this party might have been able to attract the group that, 
according to my analyses, withdrew from participation in Dutch politics. However, 
my data is older and things might have changed in the meantime, so more research 
on the success of DENK, and their ability to attract the previously non-participating 
religious Turkish electorate, is required to verify these expectations. 

Existing studies show that the effect of social identification on political participation 
interacts with different conditions (e.g. Pérez, 2015; Simon & Klandermans, 2001; 
Simon & Ruhs, 2008). My findings indicate that social identification’s effect on 
political participation also interacts with group networks, their composition and 
size, as well as organizational involvement. This contributes to our understanding 
of the complicated manner in which social identification gets politicized. I plea for a 
contextualized approach to the politicization of social identification that takes into 
account composition and size of individuals’ networks, along with the characteristics 
of specific types of political participation. 
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Identity is a topic of many heated political and public debates. Identity politics 
has again become a buzzword in many Western European societies. The identities 
of some immigrant-origin individuals have been debated and problematized in 
recent decades, especially the identities of immigrants from predominantly Muslim 
countries. Despite all the fuss about identities, social scientists are still unsure how 
identities relate to political participation, a crucial element of participation in Western 
European societies. Identification with social minority groups seems to affect political 
behavior among some groups, but not among others, and not under all circumstances. 
The association between social identification and political participation among 
immigrant-origin individuals and ethnic minorities provides a puzzle, as there is no 
universal effect among all groups in all circumstances (Pérez 2015). 

The purpose of this dissertation was to explore this academic puzzle for a highly 
problematized group in many Western European societies, namely immigrants from 
predominantly Muslim countries and their descendants. The extent to which origin 
country and religious identification relates to political participation was explored 
in the empirical chapters. Through this exploration, I hope to have contributed by 
providing a nuanced and empirically based perspective on the often-heated debates 
about identity-related topics. 

In order to research under what circumstances immigrant-origin individuals’ social 
identifications relate to their political participation, three levels were distinguished: 
the individual level, which focused on other psychological aspects, such as perceptions 
of discrimination; the meso level, which focused on the individuals’ immediate 
surroundings; and the macro level, which refers to the group, country and societal 
levels. Individuals are nested within, and influenced by factors in the macro level, 
without them having to know this macro level completely. These three levels were 
distinguished in order to transcend the disciplinary boundaries, to include different 
perspectives from social psychology, political science and immigration studies, to 
create a comprehensive theoretical framework in order to study the politicization of 
social identification among immigrant-origin individuals. These disciplines all have 
valuable insights into the politicization of social identification, but are specialized 
in certain levels. The included chapters provide an exploration of these levels, and 
provide a multi-disciplinary theoretical framework for studying the politicization of 
social identification in the future. 

Conclusion
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The politicization of social identification

The politicization of social identification does indeed provide a puzzle (Pérez 2015): 
group identity seems to matter politically, as it can affect political participation both 
positively and negatively, depending on circumstances at the individual, meso and 
macro levels. The chapters provide some valuable insights into the circumstances 
under which social identification politicizes immigrant-origin individuals in 
Western Europe. The main conclusions are summarized according to the micro level, 
meso level and macro level. 

Micro level
At the micro level, the politicization of immigrants’ identities depends on the social 
group that is identified with, and other individual-level psychological factors. Starting 
with the first, identifying with one’s origin country does not necessarily have the same 
political consequences as identifying with one’s religion. For example among Turkish-
origin individuals, identifying as Turkish can relate differently to their political 
participation in comparison to their identification with other Muslims. This was 
also illustrated by the opposite effects of origin country and religious identification 
on political participation seen in some chapters. Especially for immigrants from 
predominantly Muslim countries, who are increasingly defined in terms of their 
religion, and whose origins and religious affiliation are often intermixed, it seems 
highly relevant to acknowledge that origin country and religious identification can 
have different effects on their participation in the political systems of their Western 
European destination countries.

Based on existing theories and literature, it can be expected that in order for social 
identification to politicize, other individual-level psychological factors should be 
taken into account. These often involve the out-group, namely connectedness to 
the inhabitants of the destination countries (national identification; thus dual 
identification e.g. Simon and Ruhs 2008; Simon and Grabow 2010), and how these 
inhabitants are perceived to treat immigrant-origin individuals (e.g. perceived 
group discrimination, Simon and Klandermans 2001). The latter was illustrated 
by the interaction effects of perceived personal discrimination, perceived group 
discrimination and perceived ascribed identities with social identification. In other 
words, the positive effect of social identification on political participation depends 
on to what extent the immigrant-origin individual feels connected to inhabitants 
of the Western European destination country, and to how he/she feels treated and 
perceived by these inhabitants. People who identify with their origins, and with the 
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destination country, and feel that their group is being discriminated against, are for 
example more likely to vote (chapter 1). However, this dissertation also found that 
identifying with a social minority group can also discourage political participation, 
depending on the perceived treatment of the mainstream society. The proposed 
mechanisms at play here are anxiety that comes with perceived personal and group 
discrimination (e.g. Foster and Matheson 1995; 1998; 1999) and the fear of being 
misperceived (Branscombe et al. 1999; Ellemers et al. 2002; Vorauer et al. 1998). Social 
identification, combined with perceived negative treatment by the mainstream 
society, can therefore also discourage political participation.

 Connectedness and perceptions are characteristics that we measure at the individual 
level, which also makes sense because of individual-level variance. For example, 
not everyone is as susceptible to perceiving discrimination. On the other hand, 
these perceptions do not appear out of thin air. Immigrant-origin individuals from 
predominantly Muslim countries are increasingly problematized on the basis of 
their origin and Muslim identities. Their participation and behavior are often hot 
topics of debate during election times, and due to terrorist attacks ‘Muslims’ are 
often problematized. This impacts upon their feelings of belongingness, and thus 
their connectedness to the Western European destination countries. It is also likely 
to affect how they perceive being treated by inhabitants of the destination country, 
and how they think that these inhabitants perceive them (see e.g. Choudhury et al. 
2006 for the E.U.; Rousseau 2011 for the United States). Especially for those immigrant-
origin individuals from predominantly Muslim countries, it therefore seems 
relevant to understand how their connectedness to the destination country and their 
perceived treatment moderates the politicization of their social identification.

Meso level
Circumstances beyond the individual level can also affect the extent to which 
social identification politicizes. Especially the level in between the individual and 
the larger macro context, referring to country contexts and group differences, has 
received little attention in research on the politicization of social identity. This 
dissertation shows that the individuals’ immediate context (i.e. meso context), in 
the sense of friends, family and organizational involvement, can affect the extent 
to which social identification relates to political participation. People within the 
individual’s immediate context can socialize a politicized social identity, as this 
dissertation showed with the role of parents’ identifications in the politicization of 
their children’s identifications, in which parents enforced the positive relationship 
between national identification and voting, and the negative relationship between 
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origin country identification and voting. 

People within the individual’s immediate context can also encourage the 
politicization of social identity, by mobilizing them for political participation or by 
providing relevant resources that benefit political participation, which is what the 
results indicated in chapter five, where high origin-country identifiers were more 
likely to participate politically if they had more friends who originated from the same 
origin country. On the other hand, high-identifiers that are also embedded in origin 
country or religious networks might also become segregated from society, which 
would deter political participation. This was illustrated by the findings of chapter 
five as well, where Turkish Muslim high-identifiers were less likely to participate 
politically if they were more embedded in religious networks.  

All in all, these chapters that concern the meso level show that an individual’s 
participation and actions cannot be viewed within a social vacuum. High-identifiers 
act differently if they have more friends who are defined as belonging to the same 
group, and are more involved with organizations or are socialized by other high-
identifiers. These surroundings can motivate the politicization of social identification, 
but can also discourage it, depending on the type of social identification (origin 
country or religious) and the immigrant-origin group. 

Macro level
Lastly, implications of the macro level for the politicization of social identification 
are discussed throughout the dissertation. This is done either by discussing how the 
politicization of social identification can differ between groups (chapters 1, 3, and 
5) or how it can differ between countries (chapters 1, 2, and 3). Especially religious 
identification, included as Islamic identification among self-identified Muslims 
in this dissertation, relates differently to political participation depending on the 
immigrant-origin group. Just to give an example, religious identification relates 
mostly negatively to the political participation of Turkish-origin individuals, 
depending on the individual- and meso-level circumstances of these individuals 
(Chapters 2 and 5). The exception to this is if religious identification is combined 
with national identification and perceived group discrimination, as then religious 
identification can enhance voting among Turkish-origin individuals (chapter 1). 
Among Moroccan-origin individuals, on the other hand, religious identification 
seems to enhance political participation under most individual- (chapter 1) and 
meso-level (chapter 5) circumstances. Fewer differences between these groups are 
found when origin-country identification was considered (chapter 1, 5). 
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Religious practices are often situated within traditions derived from the origin 
country (Warner and Wenner 2006), so it is also not surprising that religious 
identification can have different implications across groups. An explanation for the 
differences between groups when it comes to religious identification might be that 
Turkish-origin groups identify highly with their origins and are better organized 
as groups (e.g. Vermeulen & Brünger, 2014). They might then also better translate 
their origin-country identifications into political participation. Moroccan-origin 
individuals are said to have a more fragmented identity, which might mean they are 
less able to organize themselves around this identity. For them, mobilizing around a 
religious identity might prove as beneficial as mobilizing around an origin-country 
identity. However, Turkish-origin individuals mobilizing around a Turkish identity 
might be perceived as more successful than those mobilizing around a Muslim 
identity. Another explanation might be that the religious identity is more important 
among Moroccan-origin individuals. Recent research in the Netherlands on the 
religiosity among Turkish-origin and Moroccan-origin individuals also indicates that 
the Moroccan-origin individuals are more likely to participate in religious practices 
(e.g. praying) and identify somewhat more religiously in comparison to Turkish-
origin individuals (Huijnk 2018). Considering the more fragmented Moroccan 
identity, and the importance of religion among Moroccan-origin individuals, it could 
be expected that the Muslim identity can provide Moroccan-origin individuals with a 
vehicle for political participation. 

An alternative explanation could be that Turkish-origin individuals who identify 
highly with their religion withdraw within their own Turkish Muslim communities 
and refrain from participating politically. If this is the case, then minority 
identification and political participation in the Western European destination 
countries do indeed pose a zero-sum game for Turkish Muslims. More research is 
needed to explore these exploratory expectations in greater detail. 

Lastly, it was hypothesized that the politicization of social identity can differ between 
country contexts (see also Verkuyten 2016). This could be due to citizenship regimes 
(e.g. Koopmans et al. 2005; Carol & Koopmans 2013; chapter 1) or policies that concern 
the political participation of immigrants specifically (MIPEX; chapter 3), among other 
things. There were not always differences between countries in the politicization of 
social identity (origin-country identification in chapter 1), and the politicization 
of social identification did not follow the pattern that I expected if we take the 
countries’ citizenship regimes into account (religious identification in chapter 1). 
The exception to this was that religious identification deters local voting in countries 
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that are less encouraging of the political participation of immigrants, and supports 
it in countries that are more encouraging of this (chapter 3). Maybe future research 
should focus more on relevant, specific policy domains, instead of the broader 
regimes, in order to explore how individual-level associations might differ between 
Western European countries and cities. As was argued by other studies that find no 
clear differences between official citizenship regimes and minority groups’ civic and 
political behavior, national regimes are often detached from local integration policy 
practices (Bertossi & Duyvendak 2012). Zooming in on the local integration practices, 
and also going beyond the official policies, might provide more insights into how 
the politicization of immigrant-origin individuals’ social identities is affected by the 
local context. However, an alternative explanation for the lack of profound country 
effects could be that the individual-, meso- and group-level conditions for the 
politicization of social identities are more important. In other words, maybe policies 
at the country or city level do not affect how immigrant-origin individuals’ social 
identities affect their political participation. This relationship is rather conditioned 
by other individual-, meso- and group-level circumstances. Nevertheless, the absence 
of an effect is not proof of no effect, and more research is needed to explore more 
specific country and city policy effects on the politicization of social identification. 
 

Contribution to the literature: A multidisciplinary 
conceptual framework

Different disciplines provide insights into the relationship between social 
identification and political participation and were consulted for this dissertation. 
The main contribution of this dissertation is to create a multidisciplinary conceptual 
framework that we can use to better understand the politicization of immigrant-
origin individuals’ social identifications. The real lives of individuals do not exist 
in disciplinary bubbles, and limiting oneself as a researcher to one discipline does 
no justice to the complicated nature of social realities. All the academic disciplines 
consulted provided valuable insights into how social identification can politicize. 
For the most comprehensive understanding of how social identification relates to 
political participation we need to combine these valuable insights. My suggestion 
to arrive at a more comprehensive understanding of the politicization of social 
identification is that we focus on the circumstances at different levels that affect the 
politicization of social identification. This allows us to incorporate insights from 
social psychology, political science and immigration studies into one comprehensive 
conceptual framework. The contribution to the political science literature is the focus 
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on the social psychological mechanisms that can motivate or discourage political 
participation, depending on circumstances at the meso and macro levels. 

The specific focus of this dissertation was on social identification as a social 
psychological mechanism for political participation. The link between social 
identification, political behavior and collective action has been researched by 
both social psychologists and political scientists (e.g. Olsen 1970; Miller et al. 1981; 
Simon and Klandermans 2001; Van Zomeren et al. 2008), but the social psychological 
conditions under which social identity can politicize are understudied in political 
science. Examples of these conditions studied in this dissertation are perceived 
personal discrimination, perceived group discrimination and perceived ascribed 
identities. The findings indicated that these circumstances often conditioned the 
politicization of social identity, and often more so than the country context did. 
This shows that these social psychological mechanisms affect individuals’ political 
participation. The social psychological literature provides valuable insights into 
how these mechanisms might affect group behavior and participation, which can 
supplement knowledge about political behavior generated by political science. 

This dissertation’s contribution to the social psychological literature is to 
contextualize social minority identities. If a person identifies with group A, this 
doesn’t have to have similar political consequences as identifying with group B. 
First of all, the perceived group interests of minority group A might have different 
consequences for political behavior than the perceived group interests of group 
B. Since we assume that social identification leads to depersonalization (Turner et 
al. 1987), and that this leads to group interests becoming more relevant to pursue 
(Brewer 1991), we should also contextualize the group interests. The importance of 
this contextualization is indicated by the different effects that origin country and 
religious identification have on political participation for the same individuals. It is 
further indicated by the different effects that (e.g.) religious identification can have 
on political participation depending on the immigrant group (Moroccan or Turkish). 
The social minority identity thus has no uniform and universal effect on political 
participation. While this is also not assumed in the social psychological literature, 
the tendency is to apply the same theoretical framework for the social minority 
identity to all types of social minority identities. We should rethink this theoretical 
reasoning and contextualize social identifications and the consequences for political 
participation across groups. 

A contribution to the immigration literature is this dissertation’s focus on the 
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perceived treatment of inhabitants in the destination country, and how this affects 
immigrant-origin individuals’ politicization of social identity. As was already 
mentioned, perceived personal discrimination, perceived group discrimination and 
perceived ascribed identities affect the politicization of social identity, and often 
directly affect political participation. The majority population experiences a different 
position in society, which is also likely to be accompanied by different perceptions 
of being treated as an individual, and being treated as a group. In that sense, the 
majority population participates under different circumstances (e.g. less perceived 
discrimination, fewer ascribed identities) to immigrant-origin individuals. Using 
political participation or other types of participation of the majority population 
as a benchmark for the participation of immigrant-origin individuals then leads to 
distorted insights. The majority population might also participate to a lesser extent 
if they encountered more personal discrimination, or perceived more ascription of 
identities that have negative connotations. We should model how these perceptions 
and perceived treatments vary between groups, or at least explicitly reflect on these. 
The last contribution of this dissertation is aimed at all the literature surrounding 
the politicization of social identity in general, and suggests focusing more on the 
understudied conditions at the meso level when studying the politicization of 
social identity. As classic work in political behavior already suggests, we should 
not only look at the physical resources people have, but also whether they have the 
psychological resources to participate, and whether they have the networks (Verba 
et al. 1995). Moreover, it is not only these determinants separately, but also their 
interaction that affects political behavior (Brady et al. 1995). The extent to which 
these individual-level determinants relate to political behavior also depends on 
circumstances that go beyond the individual, such as family and friends, as well as 
organizational involvement. 

Summarized, this dissertation shows that the politicization of immigrant-origin 
individuals’ social identifications is contingent on other aspects situated at the 
individual, meso and macro levels. Both evidence for a positive relationship between 
social minority identification and political participation is found, as well as evidence 
for a negative relationship depending on these aspects at the different levels. 

Suggestions for future research 

The first cluster of suggestions refers to data issues. Existing data sources were used 
for the analyses in this dissertation. The analyses show that these identifications 
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matter for immigrant-origin individuals’ political participation. Especially for 
political participation, it might not matter whether people are of Turkish origin, but 
to what extent people identify as Turkish. I argue in line with Brubaker (2013) that we 
should be careful in instilling groupness on individuals (e.g. Turks), and consider to 
what extent these individuals actually feel connected to the ascribed categories. 

However, I am also guilty of imposing categories on people, though this is of course 
hard to avoid when conducting quantitative research. The most important issue deals 
with the categories that were already defined in the existing data sources, which is 
normal practice for survey research, but does define the research lens we use. The data 
that I used often considered origin-country identification (e.g. Turkish identification) 
and/or religious identification (e.g. Islamic identification). My dissertation also 
focused on these forms of identification, because they are the most problematized 
in societal and political debates. Some might understand this focus as implying that 
I consider these identifications the most relevant for the political participation of 
immigrant-origin individuals. Here I want to underline that this is not my intention. 
There might be other social identifications that are more relevant for the political 
participation of immigrant-origin individuals that also refer to the immigration 
background (for example. ethnicity e.g. Kurdish, or skin color), or that have nothing 
to do with the immigration background (e.g. gender or age). Furthermore, we have 
countless combinations of these identifications that might be politically relevant 
to individuals, such as identifying as a young Turkish woman (e.g. Mügge and 
Erzeel 2016). Existing data projects often focus on the origin country, destination 
country, religion and sometimes ethnicity when it comes to identifications and 
social networks. But especially for the second generation this begs the question of 
whether these social groups are still the most relevant for understanding behavior. 
A suggestion for future research would be to consider other social groups, and their 
intersectionality, when considering identifications and social networks and how 
these relate to the behavior of immigrant-origin individuals. 

Another suggestion for future research is to explore the characteristics of the political 
supply side that might affect the politicization of social identification, drawing our 
attention to the supply side of political participation. This study showed that social 
identification can relate differently to different forms of political participation in 
the destination country. Existing studies already argue that political leaders might 
influence the politicization of social identification (Simon and Klandermans 2001). 
The findings in these chapters indicated that not all the different patterns between 
Western European countries found could be explained by their immigration 
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policies or their citizenship regimes. Especially for the chapters that examine 
voting, something in the supply side of these elections might have influenced the 
extent to which immigrant-origin individuals’ identities influence their political 
participation. If no political party or candidate represents the group’s interest, a 
high-identifier might refrain from electoral participation, since it is not possible to 
pursue the group’s interests via this act. Focusing on political leaders and parties that 
address group-based interests might be interesting to study in the future to gain a 
better understanding of the politicization of social identification. 

In the Netherlands, for example, a new Dutch party ‘DENK’ (which means ‘Think’ 
in Dutch and ‘Equal’ in Turkish) was very successful in the last national and local 
elections. The party consists of candidates who adhere to the Islamic faith, and 
among whom many have a Turkish-origin background. Exit polls during the last local 
elections in Amsterdam showed that this party was very successful, gaining 74 percent 
of the votes among the Turkish electorate in Amsterdam. At the same time, the exit 
polls indicated that the turnout among the Turkish-origin inhabitants of Amsterdam 
in general had increased (Kranendonk, Lekkerkerker, Michon and Vermeulen 
2018). Did the Turkish-origin electorate feel that there was finally a party that could 
represent them? And did they feel this to the extent that it increased their overall 
turnout? These new ‘immigrant’ parties provide interesting case studies to research 
the supply side of politics in studying the politicization of social identification 
among immigrant-origin individuals. 

Related to this, research on the politicization of social identification among 
immigrant-origin individuals should take political participation aimed at the 
country of origin into account as well. Turkish-origin immigrants could, for 
example, vote in the Turkish elections in multiple European countries. My analyses 
provided no insight into the extent to which social identifications influenced voting 
in the Turkish elections, since the focus was on voting in elections in the Western 
European destination countries. Whereas Turkish or Islamic identification, under 
certain circumstances, discouraged voting in the destination countries, it could have 
encouraged voting for Turkish elections. The associations found in this dissertation 
cannot be generalized to transnational political participation without further 
theorizing about these relationships and without empirical tests. 

Another suggestion for future research is to look at motives for political participation. 
The assumed mechanism is that social identification leads to processes of 
depersonalization (Turner et al. 1987), which can draw more attention to group-based 
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interest. Pursuing group-based interests can then also be perceived as self-serving by 
high-identifier individuals (Brewer 1991). However, we do not actually know whether 
individuals see political participation as a successful means in order to pursue group-
based interests. Beyond the relationship between social identification and political 
participation, what do we know about the motives for political participation in 
general? Resources, psychological resources and networks (Verba et al. 1995) might 
enhance political participation, but these determinants do not explain what motives 
people have for political participation, and what they expect to gain. Considering a 
rational choice perspective, we already know that the costs of political participation 
often outweigh the benefits (Downs 1957). Consider the cost of voting (time, money for 
transportation) and its benefit, namely hardly any individual influence on policies. 
Suggestions have been made to look at the benefits more broadly, by also considering 
benefits such as enhancing a sense of civic duty (Jones and Hudson 2000). But what 
do individuals think themselves when they participate politically? Do they have clear 
ideas about their motives? And do they distinguish between the benefits of political 
participation depending on the interests, and possibly group interests, they want to 
pursue? 

A final suggestion is aimed at taking the perceived attitudes of others into account 
when studying political participation. Political participation is often studied from 
the perspective of the potentially participating individual. Does this individual have 
the resources, will and networks to participate (Verba et al. 1995)? Individuals are not 
immune to what they perceive others think of them. This can affect their political 
participation directly (perceived ascribed identities) and can affect the politicization 
of their social identification (perceived discrimination). 

Societal and political implications 

There are several societal and political implications that can be drawn from this study. 
First of all, in line with what we would expect from flourishing identity politics these 
days, origin country and Islamic identification can mobilize individuals for political 
participation at the individual level. Even though identification with origin countries 
or the Islamic faith is often problematized in political and popular debates, this 
dissertation showed that these social identifications can actually function as a vehicle 
for political participation. Regardless of whether immigrant-origin individuals’ 
participation should be perceived as a positive, neutral or negative phenomenon, 
these findings do contradict the popular assumption that these identities complicate 
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participation in society. Origin-country and religious identification among 
immigrant-origin individuals from predominantly Muslim countries is often seen as 
a threat to their participation in the destination countries. These identifications are 
sometimes perceived as being at odds with attachment to the destination country, 
which raises debates about the loyalty and participation of these immigrant-origin 
individuals with regard to their identities and their loyalty to their origin country. The 
findings showed that origin-country and religious identification do not necessarily 
deter the political participation of immigrant-origin individuals in Western Europe; 
in fact, under certain circumstances, they may enhance it. 

However, there is not only a political bright side to origin country and Islamic 
identifications, since they can also discourage political participation. This seems to 
support the idea, popular in integration debates, that under some circumstances 
there is a tradeoff between origin identification and political participation among 
Muslim immigrants and their children. For example, if high-religious identifiers 
experience personal and group discrimination, they are less likely to vote locally. 
Additionally, among Turkish-origin individuals, Islamic identification often relates 
negatively to political participation, especially if they are also more embedded in 
religious networks. Do these individuals then withdraw within their own segregated 
communities? Or do they refrain from participating because they feel that the 
political domain in the destination country is not suitable for pursuing Muslim 
interests? In general, we should be careful in attributing normative judgments to 
the identifications among immigrant-origin individuals. There is no evidence that 
attachments to the origin country or religion has solely positive or negative effects 
on their political participation in Western Europe. These mechanisms are more 
complicated than that.

The second larger implication of this study is that it matters how immigrant-
origin individuals feel treated and feel perceived by the majority population. These 
perceived treatments and attitudes of the majority population affect immigrant-
origin individuals’ political participation directly, and affect the politicization 
of their social identities. Policy-wise this implies that in order to encourage the 
political participation of immigrant-origin individuals, it is not only immigrant-
origin individuals that should be targeted (Klarenbeek and Weide forthcoming). The 
participation of these immigrant-origin individuals is not only influenced by the 
larger macro context, but also their direct encounters with the majority population. 
Of course, changing the public discourse, and changing the prejudices and attitudes 
of the majority population, is no simple task. But this dissertation has shown that 
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the consequences, illustrated by perceived discrimination and perceived ascribed 
identities among immigrant-origin individuals, also affect the participation of 
these immigrant-origin individuals. This begs the questions of to what extent it is 
fair to expect immigrant-origin individuals to participate fully in society if they keep 
encountering negative attitudes toward them. 

The third implication deals with the fuss around identity politics. Identity politics 
is a hot topic of debate, for politicians, social scientists and the population at large. 
Identity politics could be said to be emancipatory, focusing on the issues of one 
specific group in society. It could also be said to be dividing, which is detrimental 
to national unity. 47 I argue that we should first understand the perspective of the 
voter, before turning to the pros and cons of identity politics. This study showed that 
it is not always relevant to have a demographic label (e.g. being of Turkish origin) for 
one’s political participation. What matters is the extent to which individuals identify 
with social groups for their political participation. It can also easily be imagined that 
this identification matters for the extent to which individuals feel drawn to identity 
politics. Politicians can try to address their voters on the basis of some demographic 
label, but if voters do not identify with this demographic label, or if this identification 
is of no political relevance to them, then these politicians’ strategies are probably 
futile. Just like party cleavages are difficult to understand without considering societal 
cleavages, we should not try to understand identity politics without considering 
identities in society, and the extent to which these are important to voters. If we want 
to comprehend the mechanisms of identity politics, we should also look into why 
people are drawn to it. I expect that social identifications—connectedness to social 
groups in society—can provide an explanation for the success of identity politics.

47  https://www.nytimes.com/2016/11/20/opinion/sunday/the-end-of-identity-liberalism.html accessed 30-11-2018.
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The purpose of this dissertation was to research to what extent origin-country and 
religious identification relate to the political participation of immigrants and their 
children, from predominantly Muslim countries, in Western Europe, and under what 
circumstances these relationships exists. These identities can mobilize for political 
participation, but according to the wider integration debates they can also impede 
participation in the destination countries. The empirical chapters give us more 
insight into the integration debate in general and also more insight into emerging 
‘identity politics’. If we want to understand the success of identity politics, we must 
understand how identities relate to politics on the individual level.

From social psychology and political science we already know that social minority 
identities can affect political participation, but the effect is not omnipresent and the 
exact circumstances are not always clear. In order to systematically research how the 
social identities of immigrant-origin individuals affect their political participation, 
I take into account the conditions on three levels, namely the individual, meso and 
macro level. This provides me with the tools to contextualize the link between social 
identification and political participation and to combine the insights from social 
psychology, political science and immigration studies into one comprehensive 
theoretical framework. 

This dissertation contributes to the existing state of knowledge by considering 
how individual-level relationships are always situated in macro contexts, such 
as immigrant groups and countries. Secondly, it provides conceptual clarity and 
precision by distinguishing between different types of social identification (e.g. 
origin-country identification or religious identification), and theorizes how 
these can relate differently to different forms of political participation. Thirdly, 
this study theorizes and empirically tests a new identity-related determinant of 
political participation, namely immigrants’ perceived ascribed identities. Finally, 
this dissertation contributes to the existing knowledge by considering the under-
researched meso level. 

Chapter one 
This chapter explores whether origin country and religious identifications relate to 
voting likelihood. Additionally, it explores whether these associations are different if 
individuals also identify nationally (identification with the destination country; e.g. 
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German identification), and if individuals feel that their group is being discriminated 
against. Lastly, it explores whether these associations differ between groups and/or 
countries. 

In the theoretical section I explain how identifying with a social minority group can 
enhance voting likelihood. But, when immigrant-origin individuals identify with 
their (religious) minority identities, this can also segregate them from society, and 
make them withdraw from its political domain. The combination with national 
identification, thus dual identification, is said to enhance political participation in 
existing research, which is tested in this chapter. Furthermore, the perception of 
group discrimination is theorized to play an important role in the politicization of 
social identification by social psychologists. These perceptions can make individuals 
feel that they have something to fight for, especially those who identify nationally, 
and therefore feel entitled to the destination country’s support, and feel that their 
group is being discriminated against.

The associations between origin country and religious identifications and voting, 
as well as their interplay with national identification and perceived discrimination, 
are considered among approx. 1900 Moroccans, Turks, immigrants and descendants 
from former Yugoslavia, and Pakistanis, and people from its region, in Belgium, 
Germany, Switzerland, and the UK .  

The analyses show that origin-country identification relates negatively to voting 
likelihood in all countries. The more someone identifies with the origin country, the 
less likely that person is to vote. However, among individuals who identify nationally 
more, and perceive more group discrimination, origin-country identification 
actually relates positively to voting likelihood. It seems important that individuals 
feel that they have something to fight against (perceived group discrimination), 
and feel connected to the larger society (national identification). The politicization 
of religious (in this case Muslim) identification shows more puzzling patterns. 
Religious identification relates positively to voting likelihood among Moroccan and 
Turkish Muslims who identify more nationally and perceive more discrimination 
of Muslims, but not among former Yugoslav-origin or Pakistani individuals. The 
politicization of religious identification differed between the included countries, 
but these differences did not point to a pattern. 

These findings indicate that individual-level circumstances affect the politicization 
of social identification. The politicization of social identification is not affected, or 
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not according to the expectations, by the macro context. 

Chapter two
The second chapter of this dissertation focuses on the interplay on the individual 
level between social identification, perceived group discrimination and perceived 
personal discrimination, and their effects on local voting. Perceived group 
discrimination and perceived personal discrimination are included separately as they 
refer to different processes and can be expected to affect the politicization of social 
identification differently. According to social psychologists the combinations of 
perceptions of personal and group discrimination can both enhance collective action 
or discourage it. It could enhance collective action by making experiences of group 
discrimination personal, through direct encounters with personal discrimination, 
but could conversely discourage mobilization if individuals become anxious due to 
this combination of personal and group experiences of discrimination. This chapter 
tests how the various combinations of social identifications, and perceptions of 
group discrimination and personal discrimination, relate to local voting. The macro 
context is taken into account by theorizing and testing country differences. 

Approximately 1600 second-generation Turkish immigrants living in ten European 
cities, and their origin country (Turkish) and religious (Islamic) identifications, are 
the focus of this chapter. The findings show that the associations between Turkish 
and Islamic identification and local voting differ between countries. In the countries 
with the most supportive policies for the political participation of immigrants, origin 
country and religious identifications relate positively to local voting likelihood. 

However, further analyses show that the politicization of Islamic identification is 
contingent on individuals’ perceived group and personal discrimination and these 
effects do not differ between countries. It therefore seems that the macro context 
seems to matter for direct effects of Turkish and Islamic identification, but not 
necessarily for the individual level mechanisms of their politicization (perceived 
personal and group discrimination). Islamic identification relates negatively to local 
voting likelihood among Turkish-origin Muslims who perceive both high levels of 
personal and group discrimination. This finding could be explained by the anxiety 
mechanism as proposed by social psychologists, whereby the combined perceived 
personal and group discrimination results in feelings of anxiety, which in turn can 
lead to withdrawal from the political domain.
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Chapter three
The third chapter focuses on the association between perceived ascribed identities, 
social identification and political participation on the individual level. The macro 
context is taken into account by considering country differences. While social 
identification puts emphasis on the connectedness to social groups among the 
actors according to their own identifications, perceived ascribed identities focus 
on the identities that actors feel are ascribed to them. This chapter distinguishes 
between a perceived ascribed origin-country identity (Moroccan and Turkish) and a 
perceived ascribed national identity (e.g. German), and between voting and political 
organizational involvement. 

The perception of an ascribed national identity, referring to the destination country 
(e.g. Germany), can relate positively to political participation by decreasing feelings 
of distance between the immigrant-origin group and the majority population. An 
ascribed origin-country identity (e.g. Turkish) can also relate positively to political 
participation by making these identities more salient, which can give positive input 
for social identity, which can enhance political participation.

Immigrant-origin individuals’ perception of ascribed origin-country identities 
can also relate negatively to their political participation by inducing feelings of 
categorization threat and feelings of being negatively stereotyped. If individuals 
feel that they are stereotyped on the basis of these ascribed identities, it might also 
make them avoid inter-group contact, and avoid unpleasant indirect encounters (e.g. 
avoiding campaigning in times of elections). This is especially expected to be so if 
individuals do not feel strongly connected to the ascribed group, as the uneasiness 
of being categorized is also stronger for low-identifier individuals according to social 
psychologists.

This chapter analyzes the associations between ascribed perceived identities and 
two forms of political participation among approx. 5000 Moroccans and Turks living 
in six European countries. A perceived origin-country identity relates positively to 
political participation among Turkish-origin individuals, while it relates negatively 
to the political participation of Moroccan-origin individuals. It shows support for the 
two theorized mechanisms, depending on the immigrant group: (1) making social 
identities more salient, which in turn encourages political participation among 
Turkish-origin individuals, and (2) inducing fear of being categorized or stereotyped 
which can make Moroccan-origin individuals withdraw from the political domain. 
Similar for both groups is that a perceived ascribed origin-country identity relates 
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negatively to involvement in a political organization, if individuals feel less 
connected to the ascribed categories. This supports the theoretical notion that being 
categorized is especially an unpleasant experience for low-identifiers, and can make 
them withdraw from the political domain. 

Meso level 

Chapter four
Chapter four examines to what extent parents’ social identifications relate to the 
identification-electoral participation linkage among Turkish immigrant children 
in Europe. Extensive social psychological research argues that parents socialize the 
identities and attitudes of their children. Many political scientists also suggest that 
household members influence each other’s political participation, either through 
processes of socialization or mobilization. Considering this, if parents, as important 
actors in the household, are important for both the socialization of identities and 
political participation, they are also very likely to influence the linkage between social 
identification and political participation. Parents probably transfer messages about 
to what extent these identities are politicized, and to what extent it is acceptable to 
mobilize around a social identity, as part of socializing appropriate group behavior 
with the corresponding identities.

The chapter distinguishes between Turkish and national (e.g. German) identification. 
The association between Turkish and national identification and voting is analyzed 
for 535 Turkish children and their parents who live in several European countries. 
Parents’ identifications reinforce the effects that their children’s identifications 
have on electoral participation. Turkish identification relates negatively to voting 
among children whose parents identify more strongly as Turkish, while national 
identification relates positively to voting among those with strong nationally 
identifying parents. The chapter concludes that parents play a role in the socialization 
of a politicized identity among the Turkish-origin individuals living in Europe. 

Chapter five
Chapter five examines how social identification and group networks, and their 
interaction, affect Moroccan and Turkish immigrants’ political participation in the 
Netherlands. 

According to political scientists, group networks, both formal (e.g. organizations) 
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and informal (e.g. friends), can encourage political participation by exposing 
individuals to recruitment networks, nurturing political engagement, and making 
collective resources accessible. Social identification and group networks alone 
do not ensure political participation. Social identification separate from network 
embedment may indicate that individuals are motivated to pursue group interests 
but lack access to group resources or recruitment networks. Or, individuals who do 
not identify with a social group could lack motivation to pursue group interests, even 
if they are embedded in networks.

The effects of origin-country and religious identification on political participation 
for individuals with different group and friend networks and frequency of mosque 
visits is explored among approx. 700 Moroccan and Turkish immigrants and their 
descendants in the Netherlands. Immigrants’ origin-country identification affects 
voting turnout negatively, but other forms of political participation positively, for 
those who are more embedded in origin-country friend networks, and who visit the 
mosque more frequently. A difference between the two immigrant groups appears 
when religious identification and networks are considered. Religious identification 
has mostly positive effects on the political participation of Moroccan immigrants 
who are also embedded in religious networks, while it has solely negative effects 
among Turkish immigrants who are more embedded in religious networks. 

Conclusion

The purpose of this dissertation was to explore when and under what circumstances 
social identification relates to political participation for a highly problematized 
group in many Western European societies, namely immigrants from predominantly 
Muslim countries and their descendants. 

Three levels were distinguished that are important to consider for the politicization 
of a social identity: the individual level, which focuses on other psychological 
aspects, such as perceptions of discrimination; the meso level, which focuses on the 
individuals’ immediate surroundings; and the macro level, which refers to the group, 
country and societal levels. Individual, meso and macro levels were distinguished to 
transcend disciplinary boundaries in order to create a comprehensive theoretical 
framework, and subsequently study the politicization of social identification among 
immigrant-origin individuals. The results are also summarized according to the 
three levels. 
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At the micro level, the politicization of immigrants’ identities depends on the 
social group that is identified with. For example among Turkish-origin individuals, 
identifying as Turkish can relate differently to their political participation in 
comparison to their identification with other Muslims. The politicization of social 
identification also depends on other individual-level psychological factors. These 
often involve the inhabitants of the destination country, namely connectedness to 
the inhabitants of the destination countries (national identification), and how these 
inhabitants are perceived to treat immigrant-origin individuals (e.g. perceived group 
discrimination). 

This dissertation illustrates that the individuals’ immediate context (i.e. meso 
context), in the sense of friends, family and organizational involvement, can 
affect the extent to which social identification relates to political participation. 
It shows that an individual’s participation and actions cannot be viewed within 
a social vacuum. High-identifiers act differently if they have more friends who are 
defined as belonging to the same group, and are more involved with organizations 
or are socialized by other high-identifiers. These surroundings can motivate the 
politicization of social identification, but can also discourage it, depending on the 
type of social identification (origin country or religious) and the immigrant-origin 
group. 

Lastly, implications from the macro level for the politicization of social identification 
are discussed throughout this dissertation, in terms of how the politicization of social 
identification can differ between groups, or how it can differ between countries. 
Especially religious identification relates differently to political participation, 
depending on the immigrant-origin group. Religious identification relates mostly 
negatively to the political participation of Turkish-origin individuals, depending on 
the individual- and meso-level circumstances of these individuals. Among Moroccan-
origin individuals, on the other hand, religious identification seems to enhance 
political participation under most individual- and meso-level circumstances. 
Religious practices are often situated within traditions derived from the origin 
country, so it is also not surprising that religious identification can have different 
implications across groups. The differences between countries in the politicization 
of social identity did not follow a clear pattern. 

With the exploration of the politicization of social identification with respect to the 
three levels I aimed to create a comprehensive theoretical framework that transcends 
the disciplinary boundaries. For social psychology this dissertation aims to contribute 
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by contextualizing social minority identities. A contribution to the immigration 
literature is the focus on the perceived treatment by inhabitants in the destination 
country, and how this affects immigrant-origin individuals’ politicization of social 
identity. The last contribution of this dissertation is aimed at all the literature 
surrounding the politicization of social identity in general, and suggests focusing 
more on the understudied conditions at the meso level. 

There are several societal and political implications that can be drawn from this study. 
First of all, in line with what we would expect from flourishing identity politics these 
days, origin country and Islamic identification can mobilize individuals for political 
participation. Even though identification with origin countries or the Islamic faith 
is often problematized in political and popular debates, this dissertation showed 
that these social identifications can function as a vehicle for political participation. 
However, there is not only a political bright side to origin-country and Islamic 
identifications, since they can also discourage political participation. This seems to 
support the idea, popular in integration debates, that under some circumstances 
there is a tradeoff between origin identification and political participation among 
Muslim immigrants and their children. 

The second large implication of this study is that how immigrant-origin individuals 
feel treated and feel perceived by the majority population matters. Policy-wise, this 
implies that in order to encourage the political participation of immigrant-origin 
individuals, it is not only immigrant-origin individuals that should be targeted. The 
participation of these immigrant-origin individuals is not only influenced by the 
larger macro context, but also their direct encounters with the majority population. 
The third implication concerns identity politics, which is a hot topic of debate, for 
politicians, social scientists and the population at large. I argue that we should first 
understand the political meaning of identity for the voter, before turning to the pros 
and cons of identity politics. 
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Mijn doel is om te onderzoeken in hoeverre herkomst- en religieuze identificatie 
betrekking hebben op de politieke participatie van immigranten en hun kinderen uit 
overwegend islamitische landen in West-Europa. En onder welke omstandigheden 
deze samenhang bestaat. 

Sociale identificatie kan mobiliseren voor politieke participatie, maar volgens de 
bredere integratiedebatten kan identificatie ook de deelname aan de samenleving 
in het bestemmingsland hinderen. De empirische hoofdstukken geven meer inzicht 
in het integratiedebat in het algemeen en in de ‘identiteitspolitiek’. We moeten 
begrijpen hoe identiteiten betrekking hebben op politiek op het individuele niveau 
als we het succes van identiteitspolitiek willen begrijpen.

Van sociale psychologie en politicologie weten we al dat identiteiten van sociale 
minderheden hun politieke participatie kunnen beïnvloeden, maar het effect is er 
niet altijd en de precieze omstandigheden zijn niet altijd duidelijk. Om systematisch 
te onderzoeken hoe de sociale identiteit van individuen met een migratieachtergrond 
hun politieke participatie beïnvloedt, stel ik voor om rekening te houden met 
omstandigheden op drie niveaus, namelijk het individuele, meso- en macroniveau. 
Dit biedt me de middelen om de link tussen sociale identificatie en politieke 
participatie in een context te plaatsen en de inzichten uit de sociale psychologie, 
politicologie en immigratiewetenschappen te combineren in een allesomvattend 
theoretisch kader.

Dit proefschrift draagt ten eerste   bij aan de bestaande kennis door te onderzoeken 
hoe verbanden op het individuele niveau zich altijd in macro-contexten bevinden, 
zoals in immigrantengroepen en/of landen. Ten tweede maak ik onderscheid tussen 
verschillende soorten sociale identificatie en hoe die op verschillende manieren 
samenhangen met verschillende vormen van politieke participatie. Ten derde 
introduceer ik een nieuwe bepaler van politieke participatie, namelijk waargenomen 
toegeschreven identiteiten. Ten vierde draagt   dit proefschrift ook bij aan de bestaande 
kennis door het nog weinig onderzochte mesoniveau te beschouwen. 
 
Hoofdstuk 1
Dit hoofdstuk gaat in op de samenhang tussen herkomst- en religieuze identificaties 
en de stemkans bij de nationale verkiezingen. Er wordt onderzocht of deze associaties 
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anders zijn als individuen zich ook nationaal identificeren (identificatie met het land 
van bestemming, bijvoorbeeld Duitse identificatie), en als het individu denkt dat 
zijn/haar groep wordt gediscrimineerd. Verschillen deze verbanden tussen groepen 
en / of landen?

In het theoretische kader leg ik uit hoe de identificatie met een sociale 
minderheidsgroep de kans om te stemmen kan vergroten. Maar individuen met een 
migratieachtergrond die zich identificeren met (religieuze) minderheden kunnen 
zich ook afscheiden van de samenleving en zichzelf terugtrekken uit het politieke 
domein. De combinatie van identificatie met een sociale minderheidsgroep met 
nationale identificatie, dus duale identificatie, versterkt de politieke participatie 
volgens bestaand onderzoek. Deze aanname wordt getoetst in dit hoofdstuk. Er wordt 
door sociaal psychologen verondersteld dat de perceptie van groepsdiscriminatie 
een belangrijke rol speelt in de politisering van sociale identificatie. Deze percepties 
geven het gevoel dat er iets is om voor te vechten. Vooral personen die zich 
nationaal identificeren hebben het gevoel dat ze recht hebben op de steun van het 
bestemmingsland als ze het gevoel hebben dat hun groep wordt gediscrimineerd. 

De associaties tussen herkomst- en religieuze identificaties en stemkans worden 
onderzocht. De rol van nationale identificatie en ervaren discriminatie wordt nader 
bekeken bij ongeveer 1900 Marokkanen, Turken, immigranten en nakomelingen uit 
voormalig Joegoslavië, en Pakistanen, en mensen uit deze regio, die wonen in België, 
Duitsland, Zwitserland en het Verenigd Koninkrijk.

Herkomstidentificatie hangt negatief samen met de stemkans in alle landen. Hoe 
meer iemand zich identificeert met het land van herkomst, hoe kleiner de kans dat 
die persoon gaat stemmen. Maar bij personen die zich nationaal meer identificeren 
en meer groepsdiscriminatie waarnemen hangt herkomstidentificatie positief 
samen met de stemkans. Het lijkt belangrijk dat individuen het gevoel hebben dat 
ze iets hebben om voor te vechten (waargenomen groepsdiscriminatie), en zich 
verbonden voelen met de samenleving (nationale identificatie). 

De politisering van religieuze (in dit geval moslim) identificatie vertoont 
onduidelijkere patronen. Religieuze identificatie hangt positief samen met de 
stemkans van Marokkaanse en Turkse moslims die zich meer nationaal identificeren 
en meer discriminatie van moslims waarnemen. Dat geldt niet voor ex-Joegoslaven en 
Pakistanen. Er zijn ook verschillen tussen landen in de politicisering van religieuze 
identificatie, maar die wijzen niet op een duidelijk patroon. 
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Deze bevindingen wijzen erop dat individuele omstandigheden de politicisering van 
sociale identificatie beïnvloeden. De macrocontext heeft geen, of geen theoretisch 
logisch effect op de politisering van sociale identificatie.

Hoofdstuk 2
In het tweede hoofdstuk richt ik me op interacties op het individuele niveau. 
De interactie tussen sociale identificatie, waargenomen groepsdiscriminatie en 
waargenomen persoonlijke discriminatie en het effect ervan op lokaal stemmen. 
Waargenomen groepsdiscriminatie en waargenomen persoonlijke discriminatie 
zijn afzonderlijk opgenomen omdat ze verwijzen naar verschillende processen en 
omdat ze andere consequenties hebben voor de politisering van sociale identificatie. 

Dit hoofdstuk test hoe de verschillende combinaties van sociale identificaties, en 
percepties van groepsdiscriminatie en persoonlijke discriminatie, samenhangen 
met lokaal stemmen. Volgens sociaal psychologen kan de combinatie van 
percepties van persoonlijke en groepsdiscriminatie collectieve actie versterken of 
ontmoedigen. Het versterken komt doordat ervaringen van groepsdiscriminatie 
persoonlijk worden door directe confrontaties met persoonlijke discriminatie. Het 
ontmoedigt als individuen angstig worden door de combinatie van persoonlijke en 
groepsbelevingen van discriminatie. Ik houd rekening met de macrocontext door 
verschillen tussen landen te bestuderen.. 

De herkomst- en religieuze identificatie onder ongeveer 1600 Turkse tweede generatie 
immigranten in tien Europese steden stonden centraal in dit hoofdstuk. De directe 
effecten van Turkse en islamitische identificatie op lokaal stemmen hangen af van 
de macro-context. In de landen met een aanmoedigend beleid voor de politieke 
participatie van immigranten hangen herkomst- en religieuze identificaties positief 
samen met de kans om lokaal te stemmen. 

Uit verdere analyses blijkt dat de politisering van islamitische identificatie 
afhankelijk is van de waargenomen groeps- en persoonlijke discriminatie. De effecten 
verschillen niet tussen de landen. Het lijkt er op dat de macro-context van belang is 
voor directe effecten van Turkse en islamitische identificatie, maar niet noodzakelijk 
voor de mechanismen op het individuele niveau (waargenomen persoonlijke en 
groepsdiscriminatie). Islamitische identificatie hangt negatief samen met lokaal 
stemmen onder Turkse moslims die zowel persoonlijke als groepsdiscriminatie 
waarnemen. Een verklaring is het angstmechanisme, namelijk dat de gecombineerde 
waargenomen persoonlijke en groepsdiscriminatie in angstgevoelens resulteert 
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volgens sociaal psychologen. Dat kan leiden tot terugtrekking uit het politieke 
domein. 

Hoofdstuk 3
In het derde hoofdstuk concentreer ik me op de associatie tussen waargenomen 
toegeschreven identiteiten, sociale identificatie en politieke participatie. Landen 
worden vergeleken om rekening te houden met de macro-context. 

Sociale identificatie legt de nadruk op de verbondenheid met sociale groepen van 
mensen zelf. Een waargenomen toegeschreven identiteit legt de nadruk legt op 
de identiteiten waarvan mensen denken dat die aan hen worden toegeschreven. 
Bijvoorbeeld als iemand met een Marokkaanse achtergrond denkt dat iedereen hem/
haar vooral als Marokkaans ziet. Ik maak een onderscheid tussen een waargenomen 
toegeschreven herkomstidentiteit (Marokkaans en Turks) en een waargenomen 
toegeschreven nationale identiteit (bijvoorbeeld Duits) en tussen stemmen en 
betrokkenheid bij een politieke organisatie.

De perceptie van een toegeschreven nationale identiteit kan positief samenhangen 
met politieke participatie door gevoelens van afstand te verminderen tussen de 
herkomstgroep en de meerderheidsbevolking. Een toegeschreven herkomstidentiteit 
kan ook positief samenhangen met politieke participatie door deze identiteiten te 
benadrukken, wat politieke participatie kan aanmoedigen. 

De perceptie van een toegeschreven herkomstidentiteit kan ook negatief 
samenhangen met de politieke participatie van mensen met een migratieachtergrond. 
Het kan namelijk het gevoel geven gecategoriseerd te worden en daarmee negatief 
gestereotypeerd te worden. Een gevolg kan zijn dat contact tussen groepen en 
onaangename indirecte ontmoetingen worden vermeden (bijvoorbeeld bij 
campagnes ten tijde van verkiezingen). Het ongemak om te worden gecategoriseerd 
is sterker bij individuen met een lage groepsidentificatie volgens sociaal psychologen. 

In dit hoofdstuk analyseer ik de samenhang tussen percepties van toegeschreven 
identiteiten en twee vormen van politieke participatie onder ongeveer 5000 
Marokkanen en Turken in zes Europese landen. De perceptie van een toegeschreven 
herkomstidentiteit hangt positief samen met politieke participatie onder individuen 
met een Turkse achtergrond. Deze percepties hangen negatief samen met politieke 
participatie onder mensen met een Marokkaanse achtergrond. Welke van de twee 
theoretische mechanismen domineert lijkt afhankelijk te zijn van de groep. Volgens 
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het eerste mechanisme benadrukken percepties van toegeschreven identiteiten de 
sociale identiteiten , die op hun beurt politieke participatie bevorderen onder mensen 
met een Turkse achtergrond. Het tweede mechanisme stelt dat deze percepties angst 
aanwakkeren om te worden gecategoriseerd, of te worden gestereotypeerd, wat 
negatief samenhangt met politieke participatie onder mensen met een Marokkaanse 
achtergrond.

Voor beide groepen geldt dat een waargenomen toegeschreven herkomstidentiteit 
negatief samenhangt met betrokkenheid bij een politieke organisatie, als individuen 
zich minder verbonden voelen met de toegeschreven categorieën. Dit ondersteunt 
de theorie dat gecategoriseerd worden vooral een onprettige ervaring is voor mensen 
die zich niet zo verbonden voelen met de toegeschreven categorie. Door deze 
onprettige ervaring kunnen mensen zich terugtrekken uit het politieke domein. 

Meso-level

Hoofdstuk 4
In hoofdstuk vier wordt onderzocht in hoeverre de sociale identificaties van ouders 
verband houden met de identificatie-electorale participatie (stemmen) link onder 
Turkse immigrantenkinderen in Europa. Uitgebreid sociaal psychologisch onderzoek 
betoogt dat ouders de identiteit en attitudes van hun kinderen socialiseren. Veel 
politicologen suggereren dat mensen binnen een huishouden elkaars politieke 
participatie beïnvloeden door socialisatie of mobilisatie. Als ouders, als belangrijke 
actoren in het huishouden, belangrijk zijn voor zowel de socialisatie van identiteiten 
als politieke participatie, zullen ze hoogstwaarschijnlijk ook de link tussen sociale 
identificatie en politieke participatie beïnvloeden. Ouders brengen over in hoeverre 
deze identiteiten gepolitiseerd zijn en in welke mate het acceptabel is om te 
mobiliseren rond een sociale identiteit. Zij socialiseren passend groepsgedrag wat 
hoort bij de sociale identiteiten.

Ik maak onderscheid tussen Turkse en nationale (bijvoorbeeld Duitse) identificatie. De 
samenhang tussen Turkse en nationale identificatie en stemmen wordt geanalyseerd 
voor 535 Turkse kinderen en hun ouders die wonen in verschillende Europese 
landen. De identificaties van ouders versterken de effecten van Turkse en nationale 
identificatie op de stemkans van hun kinderen. Turkse identificatie hangt negatief 
samen met stemmen bij kinderen van wie de ouders zich sterker Turks identificeren. 
Terwijl nationale identificatie positief samenhangt met stemmen, maar alleen bij 
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individuen met sterke nationaal identificerende ouders. Het hoofdstuk concludeert 
dat ouders een rol spelen bij de politisering van een Turkse en nationale identificatie 
bij hun kinderen in Europa. 

Hoofdstuk 5
In Hoofdstuk vijf wordt nader ingegaan op hoe sociale identificatie en 
groepsnetwerken, en hun interactie, de politieke participatie beïnvloeden van 
Marokkaanse en Turkse immigranten in Nederland.
 
Volgens politicologen kunnen groepsnetwerken, zowel formeel (bijv. organisaties) 
als informeel (bijv. vrienden), politieke participatie aanmoedigen door 
individuen bloot te stellen aan rekruteringsnetwerken, politieke betrokkenheid te 
bevorderen en collectieve middelen toegankelijk te maken. Sociale identificatie en 
groepsnetwerken hoeven niet per se op zichzelf politieke participatie te bevorderen. 
Sociale identificatie los van netwerkinbedding kan erop duiden dat individuen 
gemotiveerd zijn om groepsbelangen na te streven, maar geen toegang hebben tot 
groepsmiddelen of rekruteringsnetwerken. Individuen die zich niet identificeren 
met een sociale groep, kunnen de motivatie missen om groepsbelangen na te streven, 
zelfs als ze wel zijn ingebed in netwerken.

De effecten van herkomst- en religieuze identificatie op de politieke participatie 
van ongeveer 700 Marokkanen en Turken met verschillende groeps- en 
vriendennetwerken en frequentie van moskeebezoeken in Nederland worden 
onderzocht. Herkomstidentificatie beïnvloedt stemmen negatief, maar andere 
vormen van politieke participatie positief, voor degenen die meer ingebed zijn in 
herkomstnetwerken en die de moskee vaker bezoeken. Er is een verschil tussen de 
twee immigrantengroepen wanneer religieuze identificatie en netwerken worden 
bestudeerd. Religieuze identificatie heeft meestal positieve effecten op de politieke 
participatie van Marokkaanse immigranten die ook zijn ingebed in religieuze 
netwerken, terwijl het alleen negatieve effecten heeft onder Turkse immigranten die 
meer ingebed zijn in religieuze netwerken. 

Conclusie 

Mijn doel was om te onderzoeken of, en onder welke omstandigheden, sociale 
identificatie samenhangt met politieke participatie onder een geproblematiseerde 
groep in veel West-Europese samenlevingen, namelijk immigranten uit overwegend 
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islamitische landen en hun nakomelingen. 

Er werden drie niveaus onderscheiden die ertoe doen bij de politisering van een 
sociale identiteit: Het individuele niveau, dat zich richt op andere psychologische 
aspecten, zoals percepties van discriminatie. Het mesoniveau, dat zich richt op 
de directe omgeving van het individu. En het macroniveau, dat verwijst naar 
de immigrantengroep en het land van bestemming. Deze drie niveaus zijn 
onderscheiden om disciplinaire grenzen te ontstijgen en een theoretisch kader te 
creëren om de politisering van sociale identificatie te bestuderen onder individuen 
met een migratieachtergrond. De resultaten zijn ook samengevat per niveau.

Op het individuele niveau hangt de politisering van de identiteit van immigranten 
af   van de sociale groep waarmee wordt geïdentificeerd. Onder Turkse individuen 
kan Turkse identificatie anders samenhangen met hun politieke participatie in 
vergelijking met Islamitische identificatie. De politisering van sociale identificatie 
hangt ook af van andere psychologische factoren op individueel niveau. Vaak 
staan de inwoners van het land van bestemming hierbij centraal, het gaat om de 
verbondenheid met de inwoners van de bestemmingslanden (nationale identificatie) 
en hoe deze inwoners mensen met een immigratieachtergrond behandelen (bijv. 
groepsdiscriminatie). 

 In dit proefschrift laat ik zien dat de directe context van het individu (dat wil zeggen 
de mesocontext), in de zin van vriendennetwerken, familie en betrokkenheid bij 
een organisatie, van invloed kunnen zijn op de mate waarin sociale identificatie 
samenhangt met politieke participatie. Ik laat zien dat de participatie en acties van 
een individu niet kunnen worden bekeken in een sociaal vacuüm. Individuen die 
zich erg identificeren met een groep reageren anders als ze meer vrienden hebben 
die behoren tot dezelfde groep, en meer betrokken zijn bij organisaties. Deze 
omgeving kan de politisering van sociale identificatie motiveren, maar kan deze 
ook ontmoedigen, afhankelijk van het type sociale identificatie (herkomstland of 
religieus) en de groep immigranten.

Ten slotte bespreek ik de implicaties van het macroniveau voor de politisering 
van sociale identificatie. Ofwel door te bespreken hoe de politisering van sociale 
identificatie kan verschillen tussen groepen of hoe het kan verschillen tussen 
landen. Vooral religieuze identificatie heeft een andere associatie met politieke 
participatie, afhankelijk van de groep immigranten. Religieuze identificatie heeft 
meestal een negatief effect op de politieke participatie van individuen met een 
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Turkse achtergrond, afhankelijk van de individuele en mesoniveau omstandigheden 
van deze individuen. Bij Marokkaanse individuen vergroot religieuze identificatie de 
politieke participatie onder de meeste individuele en mesoniveau omstandigheden. 
Religieuze praktijken bevinden zich vaak in tradities die afgeleid zijn van het land 
van herkomst, dus het is ook niet verrassend dat religieuze identificatie verschillende 
gevolgen kan hebben voor verschillende groepen. De verschillen tussen landen in de 
politisering van sociale identificatie volgden geen duidelijk patroon. 

Met de verkenning van hoe de drie niveaus de politisering van sociale identificatie 
beïnvloeden probeer ik een uitgebreid theoretisch kader te creëren dat de 
disciplinaire grenzen ontstijgt. Ik wil een bijdrage leveren aan de sociale psychologie 
door het belang te benadrukken van het contextualiseren van sociale identiteiten. 
Een bijdrage aan de immigratieliteratuur is de focus op de gepercipieerde 
behandeling van inwoners in het land van bestemming, en op hoe dit de politisering 
van sociale identiteiten onder mensen met een migratieachtergrond beïnvloedt. De 
laatste bijdrage van dit proefschrift richt zich op onderzoek naar de politisering van 
sociale identiteit in het algemeen, en stelt voor om meer aandacht te besteden aan 
omstandigheden op het mesoniveau.

Er zijn verschillende maatschappelijke en politieke implicaties van deze studie. In 
de eerste plaats, in overeenstemming met wat we tegenwoordig verwachten van 
de bloeiende identiteitspolitiek, kunnen herkomst- en islamitische identificatie 
politieke participatie bevorderen. Hoewel herkomstidentificatie en religieuze 
identificatie vaak worden geproblematiseerd in politieke en populaire debatten, 
toont dit proefschrift aan dat deze sociale identificaties politieke participatie 
kunnen stimuleren. Er is niet alleen een politieke positieve kant aan deze 
identificaties, aangezien deze ook politieke participatie kunnen ontmoedigen. Dit 
lijkt het idee te ondersteunen, populair in integratiedebatten, dat er onder bepaalde 
omstandigheden een afweging bestaat tussen herkomstidentificatie en de politieke 
participatie van moslimimmigranten en hun kinderen. 

De tweede implicatie van deze studie is dat het ertoe doet hoe mensen met een 
migratieachtergrond zich behandeld voelen door de meerderheid van de bevolking. 
Beleidsmatig houdt dit in dat om de politieke participatie van individuen met een 
migratieachtergrond aan te moedigen, beleid niet alleen gericht moet worden op 
mensen met een migratieachtergrond, maar ook op mensen zonder. De participatie 
van mensen met een migratieachtergrond wordt niet alleen beïnvloed door de 
grotere macro-context, maar ook door directe ontmoetingen met de meerderheid 
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van de bevolking. 

De derde implicatie gaat over de ophef rond identiteitspolitiek. Ik pleit ervoor dat we 
eerst het perspectief van de kiezer moeten begrijpen, voordat we ons richten op de 
voordelen en nadelen van identiteitspolitiek. 

202 | NEDERLANDSE SAMENVATTING



203NEDERLANDSE SAMENVATTING | 



Introduction 
Berry, J. W. (1997). Immigration, acculturation, and adaptation, Applied Psychology, 46(1), 5-34.

Bloemraad, I., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). Immigrants’ political incorporation, in M. Martiniello & J. Rath 

(Eds.), An introduction to immigrant incorporation studies: European perspectives (pp. 227-249). 

Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

American Political Science Review, 89(02), 271-294. 

Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

social psychology bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

Brubaker, R., & Cooper, F. (2000). Beyond ‘identity’, Theory and Society, 29(1), 1-47.

Crul M, Schneider J and Lelie F (2012) The European Second Generation. Does the Integration Context 

Matter? Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Dawson, M. C. (1994). Behind the mule: Race and class in African-American politics. Chicago: University 

of Chicago Press.

Ersanilli, E., & Koopmans, R. (2013). The Six Country Immigrant Integration Comparative Survey (SCIICS): 

Technical Report (No. SP VI 2013-102). WZB Discussion Paper.

Fibbi, Rosita, Ceren Topgül, Dusan Ugrina and Philippe Wanner (2015). The new second generation: 

Youth of Turkish and former Yugoslav descent in Zurich and Basel. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University 

Press.

Fischer-Neumann, M. (2014). Immigrants’ ethnic identification and political involvement in the face of 

discrimination: A longitudinal study of the German case, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(3), 

339-362.

Guveli, A. (ND) [principal investigator]. 2000 Families: Migration Histories of Turks in Europe [data set]. 

University of Essex, Wivenhoe Park, Colchester CO4 3SQ United Kingdom.

Guveli, A., Ganzeboom, H., Platt, L., Nauck, B., Baykara-Krumme, H., Eroglu, S., Bayrakdar S., Sozeri E.K. & 

Spierings, N. (2016). Intergenerational consequences of migration: Socio-economic, family and cultural 

patterns of stability and change in Turkey and Europe. Springer.

Herzog-Punzenberger, Barbara (2010). Appendix: Stichprobendesign, Befragung und Evaluation. In: 

Herzog-Punzenberger, Barbara “40 Jahre und eine Generation später – die Kinder der angeworbenen 

Arbeitskräfte in Österreich sind erwachsen.” Unpublished report to the Austrian Ministry of Science, 

Vienna. pp. 57-62.

References

204 | REFERENCES



Huddy, L. (2003). Group identity and political cohesion, in D. O. Sears, L. Huddy, & R. Jervis (Eds.), Oxford 

handbook of political psychology (pp. 511-558). New York: Oxford University Press.

Klandermans, B. (2002). How group identification helps to overcome the dilemma of collective action, 

American Behavioral Scientist, 45(5), 887-900.

Klandermans, B. (2014). Identity politics and politicized identities: Identity processes and the dynamics 

of protest, Political Psychology, 35(1), 1-22.

Lee, T. (2008) ‘Race, Immigration, and the Identity-to-Politics Link’, Annual Review of Political Science 

11, 457-78. 

Leighley, J. E., & Vedlitz, A. (1999). Race, ethnicity, and political participation: Competing models and 

contrasting explanations, The Journal of Politics, 61(4), 1092-1114.

Lien, P. (1994). Ethnicity and political participation: A comparison between Asian and Mexican 

Americans, Political Behavior, 16(2), 237-264.

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Malanchuk, O. (1981). Group consciousness and political participation. 

American Journal of Political Science, 494-511.

Morris, A. D. (1984). The origins of the civil rights movement. New York: Simon and Schuster.

Olsen, M. E. (1970). Social and political participation of blacks, American Sociological Review 35, 682-697.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Ricochet: How elite discourse politicizes racial and ethnic identities, Political 

Behavior, 37(1), 155-180.

Roex, I., Van Stiphout, S., & Tillie, J. (2010). Salafisme in Nederland. IMES Report Series. Amsterdam: 

Institute for Migration and Ethnic Studies (IMES).

Shingles, R. D. (1981). Black consciousness and political participation: The missing link, American 

Political Science Review, 75(1), 76-91.

Simon, B. (1999). A place in the world: Self and social categorization, in T. R. Tyler, R. M. Kramer, & O. P. 

John (Eds.), The psychology of the social self (pp. 47-69). Mahwah: Erlbaum.

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis, 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319-331.

Simon, B., & Ruhs, D. (2008). Identity and politicization among Turkish migrants in Germany: The role of 

dual identification, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(6), 1354-1366.

Slootman, M. (2014). Soulmates: Reinvention of ethnic identification among higher educated second 

generation Moroccan and Turkish Dutch (Doctoral dissertation). Amsterdam: University of Amsterdam.

Tate, K. (1991). Black political participation in the 1984 and 1988 presidential elections, American Political 

Science Review, 85(4), 1160-1176.

Tillie, J., M. Koomen, A. van Heelsum, and A. Damstra. 2013. Finding a Place for Islam in Europe. Cultural 

Interactions Between Muslim Immigrants and Receiving Societies. Final Integrated Report EURISLAM. 

205REFERENCES | 



Amsterdam: Eurislam Consortium.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987).  Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

Van Deth, J. W. (2014). A conceptual map of political participation. Acta Politica, 49(3), 349-367. 

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: A quantitative research synthesis of three social psychological perspectives, Psychological 

Bulletin, 134(4), 504-535.

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

(Vol. 4). Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2016). Dual identity and immigrants’ protest against discrimination: The moderating 

role of diversity ideologies. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations.

Chapter One
Alba, R., & Nee, V. (1997). Rethinking assimilation theory for a new era of immigration, International 

Migration Review, 31(4), 826-874.

Bader, V. M. (2007). Secularism or democracy? Associational governance of religious diversity. 

Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Berry, J. W. (1997). Immigration, acculturation, and adaptation, Applied Psychology, 46(1), 5-34.

Berry, J. W., & Sabatier, C. (2011). Variations in the assessment of acculturation attitudes: Their 

relationships with psychological wellbeing. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 35(5), 658-

669.

Bertossi, C., & Duyvendak, J. W. (2012). Introduction: National models of immigrant integration: the 

costs for comparative research. Comparative European Politics, 10(3), 237-247.

Bloemraad, I., & Schönwälder, K. (2013). Immigrant and ethnic minority representation in Europe: 

Conceptual challenges and theoretical approaches. West European Politics, 36(3), 564-579.

Bloemraad, I., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). Immigrants’ political incorporation, in M. Martiniello & J. Rath 

(Eds.), An introduction to immigrant incorporation studies: European perspectives (pp. 227-249). 

Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Brubaker, R., & Cooper, F. (2000). Beyond ‘identity’, Theory and Society, 29(1), 1-47.

Campbell, D. E. (2013). Social networks and political participation, Annual Review of Political Science, 

16, 33-48. 

Carol, S., & Koopmans, R. (2013). Dynamics of contestation over Islamic religious rights in Western 

Europe, Ethnicities, 13(2), 165-190.

Cesari, J. (2014). Political participation among Muslims in Europe and the United States, in K. H. Karim 

206 | REFERENCES



& M. Eid (Eds.), Engaging the other: Public policy and Western-Muslim intersections (pp. 173-191). New 

York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Cinalli, M., & Giugni, M. (2016). Electoral participation of Muslims in Europe: Assessing the impact of 

institutional and discursive opportunities, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 42(2), 309-324.
 

Dawson, M. C. (1994). Behind the mule: Race and class in African-American politics. Chicago: University 

of Chicago Press.

Dickson, E. S., & Scheve, K. (2006). Social identity, political speech, and electoral competition. Journal of 

Theoretical Politics, 18(1), 5-39.

Ersanilli, E., & Koopmans, R. (2011). Do immigrant integration policies matter? A three-country 

comparison among Turkish immigrants. West European Politics, 34(2), 208-234.

EURISLAM. 2011. Integrated Report on Survey Analysis. Brussels: ULB.

Favell, A. (1998). Philosophies of integration: Immigration and the idea of citizenship in France and 

Britain. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Fennema, M., & Tillie, J. (1999). Political participation and political trust in Amsterdam: Civic 

communities and ethnic networks, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 25(4), 703-726.

Fischer-Neumann, M. (2014). Immigrants’ ethnic identification and political involvement in the face of 

discrimination: A longitudinal study of the German case, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(3), 

339-362.

Fleischmann, F., Phalet, K., & Klein, O. (2011). Religious identification and politicization in the face 

of discrimination: Support for political Islam and political action among the Turkish and Moroccan 

second generation in Europe, British Journal of Social Psychology, 50(4), 628-648.

Fowler, J. H., & Kam, C. D. (2007). Beyond the self: Social identity, altruism, and political participation. 

Journal of Politics, 69(3), 813-827.

Huddy, L. (2003). Group identity and political cohesion, in D. O. Sears, L. Huddy, & R. Jervis (Eds.), Oxford 

handbook of political psychology (pp. 511-558). New York: Oxford University Press.

Jenkins, R. (2014). Social identity: Key ideas, 4th edition. London: Routledge.

Just, A., Sandovici, M. E., & Listhaug, O. (2014). Islam, religiosity, and immigrant political action in 

Western Europe, Social Science Research, 43, 127-144.

Klandermans, B. (2002). How group identification helps to overcome the dilemma of collective action, 

American Behavioral Scientist, 45(5), 887-900.

Klandermans, B., & Stekelenburg, J. (2013). Social movements and the dynamics of collective action, in 

D. O. Sears, L. Huddy, & R. Jervis (Eds.), Oxford handbook of political psychology (pp. 774-812). New York: 

Oxford University Press.

Klandermans, B., Van der Toorn, J., & Van Stekelenburg, J. (2008). Embeddedness and identity: How 

immigrants turn grievances into action. American Sociological Review, 73(6), 992-1012.

207REFERENCES | 



Klandermans, B. (2014). Identity politics and politicized identities: Identity processes and the dynamics 

of protest, Political Psychology, 35(1), 1-22.

Koopmans, R., Statham, P., Giugni, M. & Passy, F. (2005). Contested citizenship: Immigration and cultural 

diversity in Europe. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Lee, T. (2008). Race, immigration, and the identity-to-politics link, Annual Review of Political Science, 

11, 457-478.

Leighley, J. E., & Vedlitz, A. (1999). Race, ethnicity, and political participation: Competing models and 

contrasting explanations, The Journal of Politics, 61(4), 1092-1114.

Lien, P. (1994). Ethnicity and political participation: A comparison between Asian and Mexican 

Americans, Political Behavior, 16(2), 237-264.

McClain, P. D., Johnson Carew, J. D., Walton, Jr., E., & Watts, C. S. (2009). Group membership, group 

identity, and group consciousness: Measures of racial identity in American politics? Annual Review of 

Political Science, 12, 471-485.

Michon, L., & Vermeulen, F. (2013). Explaining different trajectories in immigrant political Integration: 

Moroccans and Turks in Amsterdam, West European Politics, 36(3), 597-614.

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G. & Malanchuk, O. (1981). Group consciousness and political participation, 

American Journal of Political Science, 25(3), 494-511.

Olsen, M. E. (1970). Social and political participation of blacks, American Sociological Review 35, 682-697.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Ricochet: How elite discourse politicizes racial and ethnic identities, Political 

Behavior, 37(1), 155-180.

Portes, A., & Zhou, M. (1993). The new second generation: Segmented assimilation and its variants, The 

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 530(1), 74-96.

Postmes, T., Spears, R., Lee, A. T., & Novak, R. J. (2005). ‘Individuality and social influence in groups: 

inductive and deductive routes to group identity’, Journal of personality and social psychology, 89(5), 

747-763.

Ramakrishnan, S. K., & Espenshade, T. J. (2001). Immigrant incorporation and political participation in 

the United States, International Migration Review, 35(3), 870-909.

Shingles, R. D. (1981). Black consciousness and political participation: The missing link, American 

Political Science Review, 75(1), 76-91.

Simon, B. (1999). A place in the world: Self and social categorization, in T. R. Tyler, R. M. Kramer, & O. P. 

John (Eds.), The psychology of the social self (pp. 47-69). Mahwah: Erlbaum.

Simon, B., & Grabow, O. (2010). The politicization of migrants: Further evidence that politicized collective 

identity is a dual identity, Political Psychology, 31(5), 717-738.

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis, 

208 | REFERENCES



American Psychologist, 56(4), 319-331.

Simon, B., & Ruhs, D. (2008). Identity and politicization among Turkish migrants in Germany: The role of 

dual identification, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(6), 1354-1366.

Slootman, M. (2014). Soulmates: Reinvention of ethnic identification among higher educated second 

generation Moroccan and Turkish Dutch (Doctoral dissertation). Amsterdam: University of Amsterdam.

Statham, P., & Tillie, J. (2016). Muslims in their European societies of settlement: A comparative agenda 

for empirical research on socio-cultural integration across countries and groups. Journal of Ethnic and 

Migration Studies, 42(2), 177-196.

Tajfel, H. (1981). Human groups and social categories: Studies in social psychology. New York: Cambridge 

University Press Archive.

Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1979). An integrative theory of intergroup conflict, in W. G. Austin & S. 

Worchel (Eds.), The social psychology of intergroup relations, (pp. 33-47). Monterey: Brooks-Cole.

Tate, K. (1991). Black political participation in the 1984 and 1988 presidential elections, American Political 

Science Review, 85(4), 1160-1176.

Tillie, J. (2004). Social capital of organisations and their members: Explaining the political integration 

of immigrants in Amsterdam, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 30(3), 529-541.

Tillie, J., M. Koomen, A. van Heelsum, and A. Damstra. 2013. Finding a Place for Islam in Europe. Cultural 

Interactions Between Muslim Immigrants and Receiving Societies. Final Integrated Report EURISLAM. 

Amsterdam: Eurislam Consortium.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987).  Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

Van Heelsum, A. (2005). Political participation and civic community of ethnic minorities in four cities 

in the Netherlands, Politics, 25(1), 19-30.

Van Heelsum, A., &. Koomen, M. (2016). Ascription and identity: Differences between first- and 

second-generation Moroccans in the way ascription influences religious, national and ethnic group 

identification, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 42(2), 277-291.

Van Oudenhoven, J. P., Ward, C., & Masgoret, A. M. (2006). Patterns of relations between immigrants and 

host societies, International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 30(6), 637-651.

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: A quantitative research synthesis of three social psychological perspectives, Psychological 

Bulletin, 134(4), 504-535.

Vanparys, N., Jacobs, D., & Torrekens, C. (2013). The impact of dramatic events on public debate 

concerning accommodation of Islam in Europe. Ethnicities, 13(2), 209-228.

Verba, S., & Nie, N. (1972). Participation in America: Political democracy and social equality. Chicago: 

209REFERENCES | 



University of Chicago Press.

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

politics (Vol. 4). Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2004). The social psychology of ethnic identity. Hove: Psychology Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2016). Dual identity and immigrants’ protest against discrimination: The moderating 

role of diversity ideologies. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations.

Vermeulen, F. (2013). Mutualism, resource competition, and opposing movements among Turkish 

organizations in Amsterdam and Berlin, 1965-2000, British Journal of Sociology, 64(3), 453-477.

Vermeulen, F., & Brünger, M. (2014). The organisational legitimacy of immigrant groups: Turks and 

Moroccans in Amsterdam, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(7), 979-1001.

Wald, K. D., Silverman, A. L., & Fridy, K. S. (2005). Making sense of religion in political life, Annual Review 

of Political Science, 8, 121-143.

Chapter Two
Berkhout, J., & Ruedin, D. (2017). Why religion? Immigrant groups as objects of political claims on 

immigration and civic integration in Western Europe, 1995–2009. Acta Politica, 52(2), 156-178.

Bevelander, P., & Pendakur, R. (2011). Voting and social inclusion in Sweden.  International 

Migration, 49(4), 67-92.

Bloemraad, I., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). 10 Immigrants’ Political Incorporation. An introduction to 

immigrant incorporation studies: European perspectives, 227.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

American Political Science Review, 89(02), 271-294. 

Branscombe, N. R., Schmitt, M. T., & Harvey, R. D. (1999). Perceiving pervasive discrimination among 

African Americans: Implications for group identification and well-being. Journal of personality and 

social psychology, 77(1), 135.

Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

social psychology bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

Brouard, S., & Tiberj, V. (2005). Rapport au politique des Français issus de l’immigration. Rapport de la 

mire.

Brubaker, R., & Cooper, F. (2000). Beyond “identity”. Theory and society, 29(1), 1-47. 

Cancela, J., & Geys, B. (2016). Explaining voter turnout: A meta-analysis of national and subnational 

elections. Electoral Studies, 42, 264-275.

Carol, S., & Koopmans, R. (2013). Dynamics of contestation over Islamic religious rights in Western 

Europe. Ethnicities, 13(2), 165-190.

210 | REFERENCES



Cesari, J. (2014). The Awakening of Muslim Democracy: Religion, Modernity, and the State. Cambridge 

University Press.

Choudhury, Tufyal, Mohammed Aziz, Duaa Izzidien, Intissar Khreeji, and Dilwar Hussain. Perceptions 

of discrimination and Islamophobia: Voices from members of Muslim communities in the European 

Union. AUT, 2006.

Crosby, F. (1984). The denial of personal discrimination. American Behavioral Scientist, 27(3), 371-386. 

Crul M, Schneider J and Lelie F (2012) The European Second Generation. Does the Integration Context 

Matter? Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Crul, M. R. J., Schneider, J., & Lelie, F. (2013). Super-diversity. A new perspective on integration. VU 

University Press.

Dancygier, R., & Saunders, E. N. (2006). A new electorate? Comparing preferences and partisanship 

between immigrants and natives. American Journal of Political Science, 50(4), 962-981.

Dickson, E. S., & Scheve, K. (2006). Social identity, political speech, and electoral competition. Journal of 

Theoretical Politics, 18(1), 5-39. 

Ellemers, Naomi, Russell Spears, and Bertjan Doosje. “Self and social identity*.” Annual review of 

psychology 53, no. 1 (2002): 161-186. 

Fibbi, Rosita, Ceren Topgül, Dusan Ugrina and Philippe Wanner (2015). The new second generation: 

Youth of Turkish and former Yugoslav descent in Zurich and Basel. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University 

Press.

Fisher, S. D., Heath, A. F., Sanders, D., & Sobolewska, M. (2015). Candidate ethnicity and vote choice in 

Britain. British Journal of Political Science, 45(4), 883-905.

Fischer-Neumann, M. (2014). Immigrants’ Ethnic Identification and Political Involvement in the Face 

of Discrimination: A Longitudinal Study of the German Case. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 

40(3), 339-362.

Fleischmann, F., Phalet, K., & Klein, O. (2011). Religious identification and politicization in the face 

of discrimination: Support for political Islam and political action among the Turkish and Moroccan 

second generation in Europe. British journal of social psychology, 50(4), 628-648. 

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1995). Double relative deprivation: Combining the personal and political. 

Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 21, 1167-1177. 

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1998). Perceiving and feeling personal discrimination: Motivation or 

inhibition for collective action?. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 1(2), 165-174.

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1999). Perceiving and responding to the personal/group discrimination 

discrepancy. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 25(10), 1319-1329. 

Groenewold G., & Lessard-Phillips L., ‘Research Methodology’ in: Crul M, Schneider J and Lelie F Eds. 

211REFERENCES | 



(2012) The European Second Generation. Does the Integration Context Matter? Amsterdam: Amsterdam 

University Press.

Hajnal, Z. L., & Lewis, P. G. (2003). Municipal institutions and voter turnout in local elections. Urban 

Affairs Review, 38(5), 645-668.

Hajnal, Z., & Trounstine, J. (2014). What underlies urban politics? Race, class, ideology, partisanship, and 

the urban vote. Urban Affairs Review, 50(1), 63-99.

Herzog-Punzenberger, Barbara (2010). Appendix: Stichprobendesign, Befragung und Evaluation. In: 

Herzog-Punzenberger, Barbara “40 Jahre und eine Generation später – die Kinder der angeworbenen 

Arbeitskräfte in Österreich sind erwachsen.” Unpublished report to the Austrian Ministry of Science, 

Vienna. pp. 57-62.

Hirschman, C. (2004). The role of religion in the origins and adaptation of immigrant groups in the 

United States. International Migration Review, 38(3), 1206-1233. 

Hughes, D., Rodriguez, J., Smith, E. P., Johnson, D. J., Stevenson, H. C., & Spicer, P. (2006). Parents’ ethnic-

racial socialization practices: a review of research and directions for future study.  Developmental 

psychology, 42(5), 747.

Just, A., Sandovici, M. E., & Listhaug, O. (2014). Islam, religiosity, and immigrant political action in 

Western Europe. Social science research, 43, 127-144. 

Klandermans, P. G. (2014). Identity politics and politicized identities: Identity processes and the 

dynamics of protest. Political Psychology, 35(1), 1-22. 

Klandermans, B., Van der Toorn, J., & Van Stekelenburg, J. (2008). Embeddedness and identity: How 

immigrants turn grievances into action. American Sociological Review, 73(6), 992-1012. 

Koopmans, R. (2004). Migrant mobilisation and political opportunities: variation among German cities 

and a comparison with the United Kingdom and the Netherlands. Journal of Ethnic and Migration 

Studies, 30(3), 449-470.

Koopmans, R. (2010). Trade-offs between equality and difference: Immigrant integration, 

multiculturalism and the welfare state in cross-national perspective. Journal of ethnic and migration 

studies, 36(1), 1-26. 

Koopmans, Ruud, Paul Statham, Marco Giugni, and Florence Passy (2005). Contested citizenship: 

Immigration and cultural diversity in Europe . University of Minnesota Press.

Kranendonk, M. F. Vermeulen & A. van Heelsum (2017). ‘Unpacking’ the Identity-to-Politics Link: The 

Effects of Social Identification on Voting among Muslim Immigrants in Western Europe.  Political 

Psychology.

Lancee, B., & Seibel, V. (2014). Does Rural Origin Affect Immigrants’ Contact with Natives? A Study of 

Turks in Six European Countries. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(9), 1331-1353.

Lee, T. (2008) ‘Race, Immigration, and the Identity-to-Politics Link’, Annual Review of Political Science 

212 | REFERENCES



11, 457-78. 

Michon, L., & Vermeulen, F. (2013). Explaining different trajectories in immigrant political integration: 

Moroccans and Turks in Amsterdam. West European Politics, 36(3), 597-614. 

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Malanchuk, O. (1981). Group consciousness and political participation. 

American Journal of Political Science, 494-511.

Nielsen, J. (2013). Muslim political participation in Europe. Edinburgh University Press.

Olsen, M. E. (1970). Social and political participation of blacks. American Sociological Review, 682-697.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Ricochet: How Elite Discourse Politicizes Racial and Ethnic Identities. Political 

Behavior, 37(1), 155-180. 

Rousseau, C., Hassan, G., Moreau, N., & Thombs, B. D. (2011). Perceived discrimination and its 

association with psychological distress among newly arrived immigrants before and after September 11, 

2001. American journal of public health, 101(5), 909-915.

Ruedin, D. (2017). Participation in Local Elections:‘Why Don’t Immigrants Vote More?’. Parliamentary 

Affairs.

Schildkraut, D. J. (2005). The rise and fall of political engagement among Latinos: The role of identity and 

perceptions of discrimination. Political Behavior, 27(3), 285-312. 

Sciarini, P., & Goldberg, A. C. (2016). Turnout bias in postelection surveys: political involvement, survey 

participation, and vote overreporting. Journal of Survey Statistics and Methodology, 4(1), 110-137.

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis. 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319.

Smith, H. J., Pettigrew, T. F., Pippin, G. M., & Bialosiewicz, S. (2012). Relative deprivation: A theoretical and 

meta-analytic review. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 16(3), 203-232.

Spierings, N. (2016). Electoral participation and intergenerational transmission among Turkish migrants 

in Western Europe. Acta Politica, 51(1), 13-35.

Statham, P., & Tillie, J. (2016). Muslims in their European societies of settlement: a comparative agenda 

for empirical research on socio-cultural integration across countries and groups. Journal of Ethnic and 

Migration Studies, 42(2), 177-196. 

Tate, K. (1991). Black political participation in the 1984 and 1988 presidential elections. American Political 

Science Review, 85, 1160–1176. 

Tiberj, V., & Michon, L. (2013). Two-tier pluralism in ‘colour-blind’France. West European Politics, 36(3), 

580-596.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987). Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Basil Blackwell.

Van Stekelenburg, J., & Klandermans, B. (2013). The social psychology of protest. Current Sociology 0 (0) 

213REFERENCES | 



1-20. 

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: a quantitative research synthesis of three social psychological perspectives. Psychological 

bulletin, 134(4), 504. 

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

(Vol. 4). Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2016). Dual identity and immigrants’ protest against discrimination: The moderating 

role of diversity ideologies. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations.

Verkuyten, M., & Martinovic, B. (2012). Social identity complexity and immigrants’ attitude toward 

the host nation the intersection of ethnic and religious group identification. Personality and social 

psychology bulletin, 38(9), 1165-1177.

Vermeulen, F. (2013). Mutualism, resource competition and opposing movements among Turkish 

Organizations in Amsterdam and Berlin, 1965–2000. The British Journal of Sociology, 64(3), 453-477.

Vermeulen, F., & Berger, M. (2008). Civic networks and political behavior: Turks in Amsterdam and Berlin. 

Civic Hopes and Political Realities: Immigrants, Community Organizations and Political Engagement, 

160-192.

Wass, H., Blais, A., Morin-Chassé, A., & Weide, M. (2015). Engaging Immigrants? Examining the Correlates 

of Electoral Participation among Voters with Migration Backgrounds. Journal of Elections, Public 

Opinion and Parties, 25(4), 407-424.

Walker, I., & Pettigrew, T. F. (1984). Relative deprivation theory: An overview and conceptual 

critique. British Journal of Social Psychology,23(4), 301-310. 

Chapter Three 
Barreto, M., & Ellemers, N. (2003). The effects of being categorised: The interplay between internal and 

external social identities. European Review of Social Psychology, 14(1), 139-170.

Barreto, M., & Ellemers, N. ‘Multiple identities and the paradox of social inclusion’ in Butera, F., & Levine, 

J. M. (Eds.). (2009). Coping with minority status: Responses to exclusion and inclusion. Cambridge 

University Press, 269-292.

Bloemraad, I., & Schönwälder, K. (2013). Immigrant and ethnic minority representation in Europe: 

Conceptual challenges and theoretical approaches. West European Politics, 36(3), 564-579.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

American Political Science Review, 89(02), 271-294.

Branscombe, N. R., Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (1999). The context and content of social identity 

threat. Social identity: Context, commitment, content, 35-58.

Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

Social Psychology Bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

214 | REFERENCES



Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (2002). Self and social identity. Annual Review of Psychology, 53(1), 

161-186.

Ersanilli, E., & Koopmans, R. (2013). The Six Country Immigrant Integration Comparative Survey (SCIICS): 

Technical Report (No. SP VI 2013-102). WZB Discussion Paper.

Huddy, L. (2001). From social to political identity: A critical examination of social identity theory. 

Political Psychology, 22(1), 127-156.

Kamans, E., Gordijn, E. H., Oldenhuis, H., & Otten, S. (2009). What I think you see is what you get: 

Influence of prejudice on assimilation to negative meta‐stereotypes among Dutch Moroccan teenagers. 

European Journal of Social Psychology, 39(5), 842-851.

Koopmans, R. (2004). Migrant mobilisation and political opportunities: variation among German cities 

and a comparison with the United Kingdom and the Netherlands. Journal of Ethnic and Migration 

Studies, 30(3), 449-470.

Lee, T. (2007). From Shared Demographic Categories to Common Political Destinies. Du Bois Review: 

Social Science and Research on Race, 4(02): 433-456.

Mackie D.M., Maitner A.T. and Smith E.R., “Intergroup Emotions Theory” in Nelson T.D., Ed. (2009) 

Handbook of Prejudice, Stereotyping, and Discrimination. Psychology Press. 

McGarty, C., Yzerbyt, V. Y., & Spears, R. “Social,, Cultural and Cognitive Factors in Stereotype Formation” 

in McGarty, C., Yzerbyt, V. Y., & Spears, R. Eds. (2002).  Stereotypes as explanations: The formation of 

meaningful beliefs about social groups. Cambridge University Press.

McGlone, M. S., Aronson, J., & Kobrynowicz, D. (2006). Stereotype threat and the gender gap in political 

knowledge. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 30(4), 392-398.

McGlone, M. S., & Pfiester, R. A. (2007). The generality and consequences of stereotype threat. Sociology 

Compass, 1(1), 174-190.

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Malanchuk, O. (1981). Group consciousness and political participation. 

American Journal of Political Science, 494-511.

Mullen, B., Brown, R., & Smith, C. (1992). Ingroup bias as a function of salience, relevance, and status: An 

integration. European Journal of Social Psychology, 22(2), 103-122.

Olsen, M. E. (1970). Social and political participation of blacks. American Sociological Review, 682-697.

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis. 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319.

Statham, P., & Tillie, J. (2016). Muslims in their European societies of settlement: a comparative agenda 

for empirical research on socio-cultural integration across countries and groups. Journal of Ethnic and 

Migration Studies, 42(2), 177-196. 

Stephan, W. G. (2014). Intergroup anxiety theory, research, and practice.  Personality and Social 

215REFERENCES | 



Psychology Review, 18(3), 239-255.

Stephan, W. G., & Stephan, C. W. (1985). Intergroup anxiety. Journal of Social Issues, 41(3), 157-175.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987). Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Basil Blackwell.

Valentino, N. A., Brader, T., Groenendyk, E. W., Gregorowicz, K., & Hutchings, V. L. (2011). Election night’s 

alright for fighting: The role of emotions in political participation. The Journal of Politics, 73(1), 156-170.

Van Heelsum, A. (2005). Political participation and civic community of ethnic minorities in four cities 

in the Netherlands. Politics, 25(1), 19-30.

Van Heelsum, A., &. Koomen, M. (2016). Ascription and identity: Differences between first- and 

second-generation Moroccans in the way ascription influences religious, national and ethnic group 

identification, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 42(2), 277-291.

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: A quantitative research synthesis of three social psychological perspectives, Psychological 

Bulletin, 134(4), 504-535.

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

politics. Harvard University Press.

Vermeulen, F., & Brünger, M. (2014). The organisational legitimacy of immigrant groups: Turks and 

Moroccans in Amsterdam. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(7), 979-1001.

Vorauer, J. D., Main, K. J., & O’Connel, G. B. (1998). How do individuals expect to be viewed by members 

of lower status groups? Content and implications of meta-stereotypes. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 75, 917–937.

Chapter Four 
Abdul-Rida, Chadi, and Helen Baykara-Krumme. “Staying in Turkey or Marrying to Europe? 

Understanding Transnational Marriages from the Country-of-Origin Perspective.” European Sociological 

Review 32.6 (2016): 704-715.

Alba, R., & Nee, V. (1997). Rethinking assimilation theory for a new era of immigration. International 

Migration Review, 826-874.

Berry, J. W. (1997). Immigration, acculturation, and adaptation. Applied Psychology, 46(1), 5-34.

Bird, K., Saalfeld, T., & Wüst, A. M. (Eds.). (2011).  The political representation of immigrants and 

minorities: Voters, parties and parliaments in liberal democracies. Routledge/ECPR Studies in European 

Political Science.

Bloemraad, I., & Trost, C. (2008). It’s a Family Affair Intergenerational Mobilization in the Spring 2006 

Protests. American Behavioral Scientist, 52(4), 507-532.

Bloemraad, I., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). 10 Immigrants’ Political Incorporation. An introduction to 

216 | REFERENCES



immigrant incorporation studies: European Perspectives, 227.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

American Political Science Review, 89(02), 271-294. 

Brambor, T., Clark, W. R., & Golder, M. (2005). Understanding interaction models: Improving empirical 

analyses. Political Analysis, 14(1), 63-82.

Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

Social Psychology Bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

Buton, F., Lemercier, C., & Mariot, N. (2012). The household effect on electoral participation. A contextual 

analysis of voter signatures from a French polling station (1982–2007). Electoral Studies, 31(2), 434-447.

Carter, M. J. (2014). Gender socialization and identity theory. Social Sciences, 3(2), 242-263.

De Rooij, E. A. (2011). Patterns of immigrant political participation: explaining differences in types of 

political participation between immigrants and the majority population in Western Europe. European 

Sociological Review, 28(4), 455-481.

Dickson, E. S., & Scheve, K. (2006). Social identity, political speech, and electoral competition. Journal of 

Theoretical Politics, 18(1), 5-39. 

Else-Quest, N. M., & Morse, E. (2015). Ethnic variations in parental ethnic socialization and adolescent 

ethnic identity: A longitudinal study. Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology, 21(1), 54.

Fischer-Neumann, M. (2014). Immigrants’ ethnic identification and political involvement in the face of 

discrimination: A longitudinal study of the German case. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(3), 

339-362.

Guveli, A. (ND) [principal investigator]. 2000 Families: Migration Histories of Turks in Europe [data set]. 

University of Essex, Wivenhoe Park, Colchester CO4 3SQ United Kingdom.

Guveli, Ayse Harry B. G. Ganzeboom, Helen Baykara-Krumme, Lucinda Platt, Şebnem Eroğlu, Niels 

Spierings, Sait Bayrakdar, Bernhard Nauck & Efe K. Sozeri (2017): 2,000 Families: identifying the research 

potential of an origins-of-migration study, Ethnic and Racial Studies, DOI: 10.1080/01419870.2016.1234628

Guveli, A., Ganzeboom, H., Platt, L., Nauck, B., Baykara-Krumme, H., Eroglu, S., Bayrakdar S., Sozeri E.K. & 

Spierings, N. (2016). Intergenerational consequences of migration: Socio-economic, family and cultural 

patterns of stability and change in Turkey and Europe. Springer.

Hochman, O., & Davidov, E. (2014). Relations between second-language proficiency and national 

identification: The case of immigrants in Germany. European Sociological Review, 30(3), 344-359.

Hughes, D. (2003). Correlates of African American and Latino parents’ messages to children about 

ethnicity and race: A comparative study of racial socialization. American Journal of Community 

Psychology, 31(1-2), 15-33.

Hughes, D., Rodriguez, J., Smith, E. P., Johnson, D. J., Stevenson, H. C., & Spicer, P. (2006). Parents’ ethnic-

217REFERENCES | 



racial socialization practices: a review of research and directions for future study.  Developmental 

Psychology, 42(5), 747.

Jennings, M. K., & Niemi, R. G. (1981). Generations and politics: A panel study of youth adults and their 

parents. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

Kranendonk, M., Vermeulen, F., & van Heelsum, A. (2017). ‘Unpacking’ the Identity-to-Politics Link: 

The Effects of Social Identification on Voting among Muslim Immigrants in Western Europe. Political 

Psychology. doi: 10.1111/pops.12397.

Knight, G. P., Bernal, M. E., Garza, C. A., Cota, M. K., & Ocampo, K. A. (1993). Family socialization and the 

ethnic identity of Mexican-American children. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 24(1), 99-114.

Lee, T. (2008). Race, immigration, and the identity-to-politics link, Annual Review of Political Science, 

11, 457-478.

Maliepaard, M., & Verkuyten, M. (2017). National disidentification and minority identity: A study among 

Muslims in Western Europe. Self and Identity, 1-17.

McDevitt, M., & Chaffee, S. (2002). From top-down to trickle-up influence: Revisiting assumptions about 

the family in political socialization. Political Communication, 19(3), 281-301.

Mood, C. (2010). Logistic regression: Why we cannot do what we think we can do, and what we can do 

about it. European Sociological Review, 26(1), 67-82.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). ‘Ricochet: How Elite Discourse Politicizes Racial and Ethnic Identities’, Political 

Behavior, 37:1, 155-80.

Quintelier, E. (2009). The political participation of immigrant youth in Belgium. Journal of Ethnic and 

Migration Studies, 35(6), 919-937.

Quintelier, E. (2015). Intergenerational transmission of political participation intention. Acta Politica, 

50(3), 279-296.

Ramakrishnan, S. K. (2005). Democracy in immigrant America: Changing demographics and political 

participation. Stanford University Press.

Rosenstone, S. J. & Hansen, J. M. (1993). Mobilization, participation, and democracy in America. New 

York: Macmillan Publishing Company.

Sabatier, C. (2008). Ethnic and national identity among second-generation immigrant adolescents in 

France: The role of social context and family. Journal of Adolescence, 31(2), 185-205.

Sanders, D., Fisher, S. D., Heath, A., & Sobolewska, M. (2014). The democratic engagement of Britain’s 

ethnic minorities. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 37(1), 120-139.

Sapiro, V. (2004). Not Your Parents’ Political Socialization: Introduction for a New Generation. Annu. 

Rev. Polit. Sci., 7, 1-23.

Schildkraut, D. J. (2005). The rise and fall of political engagement among Latinos: The role of identity and 

218 | REFERENCES



perceptions of discrimination. Political Behavior, 27(3), 285-312. 

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis. 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319.

Simon, B., & Ruhs, D. (2008). Identity and politicization among Turkish migrants in Germany: The role of 

dual identification. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(6), 1354-1366. 

Spierings, N. (2016). Electoral participation and intergenerational transmission among Turkish migrants 

in Western Europe. Acta Politica, 51(1), 13-35.

Tillie, J. (2004). Social capital of organisations and their members: explaining the political integration of 

immigrants in Amsterdam. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 30(3), 529-541.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987). Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Basil Blackwell.

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

politics. Harvard University Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2016a). Dual identity and immigrants’ protest against discrimination: The moderating 

role of diversity ideologies. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, doi: 10.1177/1368430216629813. 

Verkuyten, M. (2016b). The Integration Paradox: Empiric Evidence From the Netherlands. American 

Behavioral Scientist, 60(5-6), 583-596.

Vermeulen, F. (2013). Mutualism, resource competition and opposing movements among Turkish 

Organizations in Amsterdam and Berlin, 1965–2000. The British Journal of Sociology, 64(3), 453-477.

Wüst, A.M. (2011) “Voter turnout among immigrants and visible minorities in comparative perspective 

– Conclusion”. In: Bird, K., Saalfeld, T., & Wüst, A. M. (Eds.). (2011).  The political representation of 

immigrants and minorities: Voters, parties and parliaments in liberal democracies. Routledge/ECPR 

Studies in European Political Science, pp. 57-58.

Chapter Five 
Akhtar, P. (2012). British Muslim political participation: After Bradford. The Political Quarterly, 83(4), 

762-766. 

Bloemraad, I. (2007). Unity in diversity? Du Bois Review: Social Science and Research on Race, 4(2), 317-

336. 

Bloemraad, I. (2013). Accessing the corridors of power: Puzzles and pathways to understanding minority 

representation. West European Politics, 36(3), 652-670.

Bloemraad, I., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). Immigrants’ political incorporation. In M. Martiniello & J. 

Rath (Eds.), An introduction to immigrant incorporation studies: European perspectives, (227-249). 

Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

219REFERENCES | 



American Political Science Review, 89(2), 271-294. 

Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

social psychology bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

Campbell, D. E. (2013). Social networks and political participation. Annual Review of Political Science, 

16: 33-48. 

Cesari, J. (2014). Political participation among Muslims in Europe and the United States. In K. H. Karim 

& M. Eid (Eds.), Engaging the other: Public policy and Western-Muslim intersections (173-191). New York: 

Palgrave Macmillan. 

Connor, P., & Koenig, M. (2013). Bridges and barriers: Religion and immigrant occupational attainment 

across integration contexts. International Migration Review, 47(1), 3-38. 

Dickson, E. S., & Scheve, K. (2006). Social identity, political speech, and electoral competition. Journal of 

Theoretical Politics, 18(1), 5-39. 

Ersanilli, E., & Koopmans, R. (2011). Do immigrant integration policies matter? A three-country 

comparison among Turkish immigrants. West European Politics, 34(2), 208-234. 

Ethier, K. A., & Deaux, K. (1994). Negotiating social identity when contexts change: Maintaining 

identification and responding to threat. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67(2), 243-251. 

Fennema, M., & Tillie, J. (1999). Political participation and political trust in Amsterdam: Civic 

communities and ethnic networks, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 25(4), 703-726.

Fleischmann, F., Phalet, K., & Klein, O. (2011). Religious identification and politicization in the face 

of discrimination: Support for political Islam and political action among the Turkish and Moroccan 

second generation in Europe. British Journal of Social Psychology, 50(4): 628-648. 

Hirschman, C. (2004). The role of religion in the origins and adaptation of immigrant groups in the 

United States. International Migration Review, 38(3), 1206-1233. 

Hooghe, M., & Marien, S. (2013). A comparative analysis of the relation between political trust and forms 

of political participation in Europe. European Societies, 15(1), 131-152. 

Huddy, L. (2013). Group identity and political cohesion. In D. O. Sears, L. Huddy, & R. Jervis (Eds.), Oxford 

handbook of political psychology (511-558). New York: Oxford University Press.

Just, A., & Anderson, C. J. (2012). Immigrants, citizenship and political action in Europe. British Journal 

of Political Science, 42(3), 481-509. 

Just, A., Sandovici, M. E., & Listhaug, O. (2014) Islam, religiosity, and immigrant political action in 

Western Europe. Social Science Research, 43(1), 127-144. 

Klandermans, P. G. (2014). Identity politics and politicized identities: Identity processes and the 

dynamics of protest. Political Psychology, 35(1), 1-22. 

Klandermans, B., & Oegema, D. (1987). Potentials, networks, motivations, and barriers: Steps towards 

220 | REFERENCES



participation in social movements. American Sociological Review, 52(4), 519-531.

Klandermans, B., Van der Toorn, J., & Van Stekelenburg, J. (2008). Embeddedness and identity: How 

immigrants turn grievances into action. American Sociological Review, 73(6), 992-1012. 

Kranendonk, M. (2018). The relationship between social identification and local voting, and its interplay 

with personal and group discrimination among the descendants of Turkish immigrants in Western 

Europe. Comparative migration studies, 6(1), 25.

Kranendonk, M., Michon, L., Schwarz, H., & Vermeulen, F. (2014). Opkomst en stemgedrag van 

Amsterdammers met een migratie-achtergrond tijdens de gemeenteraadsverkiezingen van 19 maart 2014.

Kranendonk M., Vermeulen, F., & Van Heelsum, A. (2017). “Unpacking” the identity-to-politics link: 

The effects of social Identification on voting among Muslim immigrants in Western Europe. Political 

Psychology. doi: 10.1111/pops.12397.

La Due Lake, R., & Huckfeldt, R. (1998). Social capital, social networks, and political participation, 

Political Psychology, 19(3), 567-584. 

Lee, T. (2008). Race, immigration, and the identity-to-politics link, Annual Review of Political Science 

11, 457-478. 

Leighley, J. E., & Vedlitz, A. (1999). Race, ethnicity, and political participation: Competing models and 

contrasting explanations. The Journal of Politics, 61(4), 1092-1114. 

McClurg, S. D. (2003). Social networks and political participation: The role of social interaction in 

explaining political participation. Political Research Quarterly, 56(4): 449-464. 

Michon, L., and & F. Vermeulen, F. (2013). Explaining different trajectories in immigrant political 

integration: Moroccans and Turks in Amsterdam. West European Politics, 36 (3), 597-614. 

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Malanchuk, O. (1981), Group consciousness and political participation. 

American Journal of Political Science, 25(3), 494-511. 

Minkoff, D. (2016). The Payoffs of Organizational Membership for Political Activism in Established 

Democracies 1. American Journal of Sociology, 122(2), 425-468.

Newton, K. (2001). Trust, social capital, civil society, and democracy. International Political Science 

Review, 22(2), 201-214.

Nielsen, J. S. (Ed.) (2013). Muslim political participation in Europe. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University 

Press.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Ricochet: How elite discourse politicizes racial and ethnic identities. Political 

Behavior, 37(1), 155-180. 

Pilati, K., & Morales, L. (2016). Ethnic and immigrant politics vs. mainstream politics: The role of ethnic 

organizations in shaping the political participation of immigrant-origin individuals in Europe. Ethnic 

and Racial Studies, 1-22. 

221REFERENCES | 



Portes, A., & Zhou, M. (1993). The new second generation: Segmented assimilation and its variants. The 

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 530(1), 74-96. 

Roex I. (2013). Leven als de profeet in Nederland: Over de salafi-beweging en democratie. Unpublished 

PhD dissertation. Amsterdam: Amsterdam Institute for Social Science Research (AISSR).

Roex, I., Van Stiphout, S., & Tillie, J. (2010). Salafisme in Nederland. IMES Report Series. Amsterdam: 

Institute for Migration and Ethnic Studies (IMES).

Sidanius, J., Van Laar, C., Levin, S., & Sinclair, S. (2004). Ethnic enclaves and the dynamics of social identity 

on the college campus: The good, the bad, and the ugly. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 

87(1), 96-110. 

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis. 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319-331. 

Simon, B., & Ruhs, D. (2008). Identity and politicization among Turkish migrants in Germany: The role of 

dual identification. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(6), 1354-1366. 

Stekelenburg, J., Klandermans, B., & Akkerman, A. (2016). Does civic participation stimulate political 

activity? Journal of Social Issues, 72(2), 286-314.

Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1979). An integrative theory of intergroup conflict. In W. G. Austin & S. Worchel 

(Eds.), The social psychology of intergroup relations (33-47). Monterey: Brooks/Cole.

Tate, K. (1991). Black political participation in the 1984 and 1988 presidential elections. American Political 

Science Review, 85, 1160–1176. 

Tillie, J. (2004). Social capital of organisations and their members: Explaining the political integration 

of immigrants in Amsterdam, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 30(3), 529-541. 

Togeby, L. (2004). It depends… How organisational participation affects political participation and 

social trust among second-generation immigrants in Denmark. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 

30(3), 509-528. 

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987). Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Basil Blackwell.

Uslaner, E. M. (2002). The moral foundations of trust. Cambridge University Press.

Van der Meer, T. T., & Van Ingen, E. E. (2009). Schools of democracy? Disentangling the relationship 

between civic participation and political action in 17 European countries. European Journal of Political 

Research, 48(2), 281-308. 

Van Deth, J. W. (2014). A conceptual map of political participation. Acta Politica, 49(3), 349-367. 

Van Heelsum, A. (2005). Political participation and civic community of ethnic minorities in four cities 

in the Netherlands. Politics, 25(1), 19-30.

Van Ingen, E., & Van der Meer, T. (2016). Schools or pools of democracy? A longitudinal test of the relation 

222 | REFERENCES



between civic participation and political socialization. Political Behavior, 38(1), 83-103. 

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: A quantitative research synthesis of three socio-psychological perspectives. Psychological 

Bulletin, 134(4), 504-535. 

Verba, S., & Nie, N. H. (1972). Participation in America: Political democracy and social equality. Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press.

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

politics. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 

Verba, S., Schlozman, K. L., Brady, H., & Nie, N. H. (1993). Race, ethnicity and political resources: 

Participation in the United States, British Journal of Political Science, 23(4), 453-497. 

Vermeulen, F. (2014). Suspect communities – Targeting violent extremism at the local level: policies of 

engagement in Amsterdam, Berlin, and London. Terrorism and Political Violence, 26(2), 286-306.

Vermeulen, F. (forthcoming) ‘A Double Bind? The Paradox of Immigrant Political Participation in Europe 

amidst Crises of Multiculturalism’ In Menjivar, C., Ruiz, M. and Ness, I. (eds) The Oxford Handbook of 

Migration Crises. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Vermeulen, F., & Berger, M. (2008). Civic networks and political behavior: Turks in Amsterdam and Berlin. 

Civic Hopes and Political Realities: Immigrants, Community Organizations and Political Engagement, 

160-192.

Vermeulen, F., & Brünger, M. (2014). The organisational legitimacy of immigrant groups: Turks and 

Moroccans in Amsterdam. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(7), 979-1001. 

Vermeulen, F., & El Morabet Belhaj, R. (2013). Accommodating religious claims in the Dutch workplace: 

Unacknowledged sabbaths, objecting marriage registrars and pressured faith-based organizations. 

International Journal of Discrimination and the Law, 13 (2-3), 113-139. 

Vermeulen, F., & Keskiner, E. (2017). Bonding or bridging? Professional network organizations of second-

generation Turks in the Netherlands and France. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 40(2), 301-320.

Warner, C. M., & Wenner, M. W. (2006). Religion and the political organization of Muslims in Europe. 

Perspectives on Politics, 4(3), 457-479.

Conclusion 
Bertossi, C., & Duyvendak, J. W. (2012). Introduction: National models of immigrant integration: the 

costs for comparative research. Comparative European Politics, 10(3), 237-247.

Brady, H. E., Verba, S., & Schlozman, K. L. (1995). Beyond SES: A resource model of political participation. 

American Political Science Review, 89(02), 271-294. 

Branscombe, N. R., Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (1999). The context and content of social identity 

threat. Social identity: Context, commitment, content, 35-58.

223REFERENCES | 



Brewer, M. B. (1991). The social self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and 

social psychology bulletin, 17(5), 475-482.

Brubaker, R. (2013). Categories of analysis and categories of practice: A note on the study of Muslims in 

European countries of immigration. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 36(1), 1-8.

Carol, S., & Koopmans, R. (2013). Dynamics of contestation over Islamic religious rights in Western 

Europe, Ethnicities, 13(2), 165-190.

Choudhury, Tufyal, Mohammed Aziz, Duaa Izzidien, Intissar Khreeji, and Dilwar Hussain. Perceptions 

of discrimination and Islamophobia: Voices from members of Muslim communities in the European 

Union. AUT, 2006.

Downs, A. (1957) ‘An Economic Theory of Political Action in a Democracy’, Journal of Political Economy 

65 (2): 135-150.

Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (2002). Self and social identity. Annual Review of Psychology, 53(1), 

161-186.

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1995). Double relative deprivation: Combining the personal and political. 

Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 21, 1167-1177. 

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1998). Perceiving and feeling personal discrimination: Motivation or 

inhibition for collective action?. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 1(2), 165-174.

Foster, M. D., & Matheson, K. (1999). Perceiving and responding to the personal/group discrimination 

discrepancy. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 25(10), 1319-1329. 

Huijnk, W. (2018). De religieuze beleving van moslims in Nederland. Sociaal en Cultureel Planbureau. 

Jones, P., & Hudson, J. (2000). Civic duty and expressive voting: Is virtue its own reward?. Kyklos, 53(1), 3-16.

Klarenbeek L.M. & M. Weide (forthcoming) Critical Policy Studies.

Koopmans, R., Statham, P., Giugni, M. & Passy, F. (2005). Contested citizenship: Immigration and cultural 

diversity in Europe. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Kranendonk, M., E. Lekkerkerker, L. Michon, and F. Vermeulen. 2018. Opkomst en stemgedrag van 

Amsterdammers met een migratie-achtergrond tijdens de gemeenteraadsverkiezingen van 21 maart 

2018. Amsterdam: OIS.

Miller, A. H., Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Malanchuk, O. (1981). Group consciousness and political participation. 

American Journal of Political Science, 494-511.

Mügge, L. M., & Erzeel, S. (2016). Double Jeopardy or multiple advantage? Intersectionality and political 

representation. Parliamentary Affairs, 69(3), 499-511. 

Olsen, M. E. (1970). Social and political participation of blacks, American Sociological Review 35, 682-697.

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Ricochet: How elite discourse politicizes racial and ethnic identities, Political 

224 | REFERENCES



Behavior, 37(1), 155-180.

Rousseau, C., Hassan, G., Moreau, N., & Thombs, B. D. (2011). Perceived discrimination and its 

association with psychological distress among newly arrived immigrants before and after September 11, 

2001. American journal of public health, 101(5), 909-915.

Simon, B., & Grabow, O. (2010). The politicization of migrants: Further evidence that politicized collective 

identity is a dual identity, Political Psychology, 31(5), 717-738.

Simon, B., & Klandermans, B. (2001). Politicized collective identity: A social psychological analysis, 

American Psychologist, 56(4), 319-331.

Simon, B., & Ruhs, D. (2008). Identity and politicization among Turkish migrants in Germany: The role of 

dual identification, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(6), 1354-1366.

Turner, J. C., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S. D., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987).  Rediscovering the social 

group: A self-categorization theory. Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social identity model of collective 

action: A quantitative research synthesis of three social psychological perspectives, Psychological 

Bulletin, 134(4), 504-535.

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

(Vol. 4). Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Verkuyten, M. (2016). Dual identity and immigrants’ protest against discrimination: The moderating 

role of diversity ideologies. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations.

Vermeulen, F., & Brünger, M. (2014). The organisational legitimacy of immigrant groups: Turks and 

Moroccans in Amsterdam. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 40(7), 979-1001. 

Vorauer, J. D., Main, K. J., & O’Connel, G. B. (1998). How do individuals expect to be viewed by members 

of lower status groups? Content and implications of meta-stereotypes. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 75, 917–937.

Warner, C. M., & Wenner, M. W. (2006). Religion and the political organization of Muslims in Europe. 

Perspectives on Politics, 4(3), 457-479.

225REFERENCES | 




