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Abstract

This thesis offers a comprehdord|j eidtse xamin

psychol ogi cal underpinnings, and related beh
chapters, I delve into the multidi mensional
Chapter 1 introduces the totphe exft ecrodil veectd xie
l'iterature, highlighting notable advancement

seeks to bridge. Chapter 2| @r eskiem&wai mmale |

Collective Violence Beliefs Scale (CVBS: 2D)
Lebanon, Syria, and Turkey. This scale shift
violent acts to the t aregestpsecafi vseu com amtdse,r sa fe
about collective violence. Chapter 3 explore

i deol ogi es, RWA and SDO, and support for the

coll ective nar ci sasnd ns e cetsgreicam |V ar inaantiso,nads

violence beliefs in Lebanon, highlighting th
coll ectiatet ivti uwdheaspt @r 5, using a U.S. sampl e,
attitudes about <coll ective vi odheanpctee ra néd pcroorvri
a comprehensive discussion on the results, o

contributions of the &t wsdy.ehlgtmhdiealduiabsn si,n toof fte
recommendations for future studimpd iicrmatti loersf i
wi tthn mader. cOnltleexatsi vely, this thesis under s
violence and proposes that a nuanced under st

can inform and guide interventions in areas

KeywoQaolsl:ecti ve Vi ol eRWAS,DOViColl d recce i Breel iNeafrsc,i s

Il ntergroup Conflict, Scale Devel opment
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Chapter 1: Gener al I ntroduction

1.1 Chapter Overview

Coll ectiyvebuot !l &m pahggen o menon and a current
| arge systems, communities, and r esootnled es de
topic is evident in its societal, political,
recent events such as over 200, 00O0kdamanéas in

war and the EthiopiaMosti 9fsthPaviesgaethalwe,
coll ective violence examenesutheamatctte efmpac
|l andscapes, or its micro effects, delving in
intermedd ahe demhmn of personal beliefs, emo
either i ntenssipfryeadr omi tliag ates e ml o = nrte li antcii Wdeslr
under stud-Tald, (P&Lé&&3LB aur, 2015, Staub, 1999, St

Wi ni ewski & Bulska, 202pré&orsebwmewbecept hens

psychol ogy becomes cruci al. I't equips us wit
psychol ogi cal facet s, &s hneidnddisnegt |ciagnh ti nofnl uheonwc
influenced by, collective events.

My engagement with this research does not
profoundly personal . |l am driven by more tha
concern for individuals and a moramyi mpesabn
not only to understand but also to effect po

c on fhleiacvty ar eas.

Whil e significant strides haveéef bemn made
structur al causes in political science and e
Hoeffler, 2004) to psychol ogi cal i nt.r,i caci es

2020; Kal moe o0& hMarseo nr,e n2adi2n2 )uncharted territo
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mul ti di mensi
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outgroup members versus | eaders, or the role

exploration.-under st adhcesientteiss®eoil esceftbalkt!| ey

seeks to she
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significant

and possibly

chall enging
entity (W ni
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motivators a

Therefore
systematic p
perspectives
foll ow. Chap
measure coll
With this fo
revealed dur
psychol ogi ca
tests the pr

behaviour s.

d Ilight on, further driven by my
upon this motivation, a critical
S Iin unpacking its beliefs, whic
ual s | i-Tnakl ,wi2t0hl 3g)r.o ulpf cwdirhaelyseen chee | (iB
weight, they could profoundly in
r &t ivanod leinste etnhdesiarv ogurrosup As | was
nt towards réeceffri asnqutoi demens
the conventional view that consi
ews Ki & Bul ska, 2020). This evol
e Vi oltehnecier bienltireifcsa t eu nndaetrusrceo rai nndg
nd outcomes across different din
: this thesis carefully dissects
rogression of empiri edails csitpuldiineasr.:
on coll ective Vvi olbeuntcieo,n ss etthtaitng
ter 2 delves into the creation a
ective vi olceonncfel ibcetl iseeftst,i nsgpse ciinf i
undation heiadant€kbepdeets dfantedd
i ng the scale devel dpmedt . Whil e
I mechani sms,-b&sagtmecHhHapi smss C
edi cti ve uvgalnigditthyeiorf itnhfe suee ndciemeon

Lastly, Chapter 6 reviews the fi
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understanding of collective violence, while
i mplications for conflict across societies.
1.2 Perspectives on Collective Violence

The study of collective violence has been
including sociology, political science, econ
its intricate facets from mul titplle taenrgalteusr.e |
systematically. We begin with a consideratio
vi olence. Her e, | wpdlli taiscseels sf achteorrsoliems sohfaps
group conflict, followedekByaadr owewheteeton

mbal ances contributle wtid |Ic dipolekd tgit wea s shtaroinff @ .i ¢

c

nravels the compstedi torbrontatdeanstyTransi:t

evel, the psychological underpinnings of <co
and group msnttdalatpmpeceerd uate or deter violer

erspectives on collective violenkcdedeleifsf s

= T

.3 Structur al Underpinnings of Collective V
1. 3. 1-P&loict ioc al Factors

The understanding of collective violence

=)

umerous underlying dynamics. Scholars acros
extensively studied themel idtyinaani cfdgucttrecentso atlthhas
emergence and escalation of such violence.
Gurr (1970) postulates a central theory r
deprivation. IfMWh Y i Be soe(Ruerbra li natorrokduces t he i di
di screpancies between value expectations and
coll ective aggression. When groups of peopl e

by thposotraeatuses around them, the seeds of
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Dovetailing with this perspective, Tilly
coll ective action. I n his work, Tilly meticu
collective violence. His anal ysiimrsatsgpcans fr on
revolutions, unearthing the underlying pol it
out breaks. A central tenet to his argument i
behaviour, but i s cl| ospeloyc elsisreksed Itno hp osl ietxiacha
suggests that acts of collective violence, b
empl oyed by groups to forward political obje
redress mighti hef ueaatviavé abTli ori s especially
there is an i mbalance of power, where the st

institutions might suppress certain groups.

Whil e Ti t Aasnewor k offers a comprehensive u
nature of collective violence and political
primarily as a strategy for political object
subkhaviour s. Soci al , cul tural, or even psyc
role in shaping collective violence. By conc
is a risk of simplifying a multifaceted phen

Mor eovesr ,diTsddwr se might present an al mos

violence, where certain political structures
vi ol ence. However, mul tiple case studitegsadcr
structures can result in vari&Dammé c@®Oles (Ap
After World War |1, eastern European countri
political systems. Sttiilve vYiheleneapwenencet

Hungary (1956) and Czechoslovakia (1968) saw

interventions, ot her nations | ike Poland had
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Solidarity movement in the 1980s (Appl ebaum,
we saw similar trends. Bahrain faced severe
protests in Oman | ed to mor e moodgewea twei trhef or m

opposition forces (Lynch, 2012) .

On a similar thread but with a unique | en
structural determinants of major revolutions
foundati onal | andscape for understanding soc
1980, illuminates theMat e | s p gSckiomffci paa Imigymn,rda tSio vme
(1980) advocate for its critical -srcallee in dec
societal changes, stressing tnmmd irgmrisfuireasnc a
the comparative methodology is valid to many
1966). The <criticism against comparing diffe
conditions, culture, and history of each sit

Alhede shcihgohllairgsht t he si giofliidarctali rsftlrwen

collective violence. While their combined re
intric-pbki sbcab interplays that underpin col
tdat there are still unresolved areas of inve
it is, suggests there are potential gaps tha
compl ete dynamics of col | eac tnieveed vfioorl edneceep.e rSp
into the i ndérwildudleandatnigv gotemrpd e and groups t
behaviours. This crucial dimension remains r
collective violence.

Kal moe a®sd(®R&2&@&nmn more recent seminal work
towards the intensifying political violence

over four years and bol stered by a series of
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American partisans. I n their s

articul arl®& pmruegsindgernddy, eirsa foadr Do

Sssumed. Kal moe and Mason dive de

pher e, drawing links to predispo

&rn/i g s.c uGrsu d ihal Ilcy,n ctelpt of mor al

scal ationt te®d vé lodesnitf iadcddt itawud esf.

under standi of how i ndividual s

ng

ndorse threats and physical harmn

ous inflammatory rhetoric, the a

rical evénthsi,stempyh aosfi spiarg itshaant pA

ns. The research underscores t

gi

as pspaloltdhgical i hkatgerss t o col | e

ican political | andscape. Whil e

to our under st andi of radi cal

ng

efadochcomtionceod lrees i ve violence,

again

(7]

t pbei backhtrdpnami dseffere

arities

abric of societies undeniab

i ol ence. Of t en, beneath the visi

arrative of economi ci edse ptrhiavta tp uosn

and groups to the brink.

depri ti Run

<
ja}]

on, as presented

by

or grou perceive themselves as

P s

ety. Such perceptions ar

rather centres on the subjective
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subjective feeling of being worse than other
of injustice, which in turn can motivate dif
rectifying these perceived inequalities.

Il n their incisive analysi s, Esteban et al
di sparities as a potent contributor to colle
inequal ities, more than just bemmtgi ssntaalt iasnd c
societal weight. Such inequalities often evo
and discontent. These, when | eft unaddressed
for episodes of coll ectd viee ovd md emaree tElcaeom ome
they turn into narratives of injustice and d

Shifting from the micro to t3heprmafcfrer, &Acg

narrative on the role of institutions in the
deep into t e cduovcehaceeosnryé ootsitviet uti ons ( Acemogl
Robins®n, I:a@xl usive institutions provide a fz¢
economic prosperity, and equitable growth. I

concentrate power and we dlhteh eixmp etntsee todn d s eo fr

extractive systems, over time, can | ead to s
violence becomes an al most inevitable outcon

Lastly, Nobel | aureate Amartya Sen introd
profoundly i mpactful l ens to understand stru
fami nes. Hi s work challenges traditional not
shortages (Sen, 1981). I nstead, Sen el egantl

economic systems and structures that deter mi
while not directly violent,i @m,ecwipiidhtceamn ona

stage fsaxrallearcppenrf | i cts and coll ective unrest.
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Whi | e
on the i
countera
predomin
in shapi
aspect i
1. 3. 3-REt

The t
often te
provi de
under | yi
har mony.
potenti a
triggers
essenti a
di vi des.

Buil d
enrich o
ethnic d
face sys
This per
religiou

Whi | e
anal yses

particul

the works of Esteban et al. (2012)
mportance of economic disparities an
rguments emerge. Cr i 8)i casr gluiek & hGe d € ronn
antly on economic disparities may ne
ng patterns of collective violence.
ntertwined with the economic fabric.
hgoous Conflicts
apesteli gf oes hoonf |l i cts is complicat
etering on a delicate balance betwee
a nuanced analysis of thesetbBehnic a
ng causes that | ead some groups to v
Their exploration delves into the d
| flashpoints that omipgsh.t Regcnoigtne stienngs
, anegotlheda iwarli ccwoshdsadadioms that exacer

I in understanding the br oradg@leirgipaowd u

I ng upon &F & a2r0d0m )a n dh sk agihttisn, Ceder man
ur understanding in their study. The
ynamics in the genesis of conflicts.
taemicd upaolointi ¢ he | i kelihood of rebell
spective underscores the i mportance
S peace.

Fearon and Laitin (2000) and Cedern

on theettygamusscohféibhs, some gaps

arly concerning the underlying human
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t e

mo

gr

pr

ro

pe

nsions. Varshney (2002) argues that solely
re personal, deeply entrenched psychologic
oups. This sentiment is echoedi blyenmBeuwpgvei n (
eferengeupnedgrepytudi ces, rooted in evolutioc
l e rmeletghmaus conflicts. These ingrained ps:s
rceived injusticesherpbheqguahl tfes, cohhebete
Additionally, Gagnon -(é&PBPd)oemphanfbestsh
e direct -ooludt caonmemoosfi taigees. | nstead, he posi
gineered by political el ites cainpiengs tuos ctoon
rutinise the influence of group | eaders, e

ni pul ations amplify conflicts. Notably, th

own constituents, pr omptoilreqqctehamati msednaodarnt ge C

| e

j u

t h

Th

aders. Concurrently, their acti®ons and r he
stification of violence against them, indi
e rFbtaisted gri evances. I n I'ight of these criti
clusion and identity ar e -nueldiegniisa tmdnyst, & iotneael
st also grapple with deeper, perhaps mor e

man psychol ogayt iionnst.hese confront

.4 Psychol ogical Underpinnings of Collectiwv

Delving into the psychological exploratio
come discernible. I ndividual s and groups o
eir perceptions of both t&h e(ms%eq¥)e sSammidalotlh
eory il luminates our innate tendency to ca
hi bigtrionugp ifravour it i-grnm lamdderaadg atiimers., Whuan s

ce external threans,tiagchesgnfclan be the precu
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Building upon this foundational under st an
nuance, exploring the broader societal and c¢
violent tendencies. He highl i ght s stthien gd atnhgaetr
indi fference or inaction can be seen as taci
This sentiment ré&sOhRg®E)s "wndrhalOpeox olwusi on" ,
certain groups might be deemed unworthy of n

Furthermoéde, (1B®&®dJurcanception stands out,

harm others without intrinsic remorse, espec
of perceiving others as | ess than human i s n
pr etsiemg empirical evidence of groups often v

ingrained such biases can become.

Kel an2017) work on "sanctioned massacr e:
violent acts that occur in the context of ge
psychological environment surrounding such n
agues that mass killing often originates fr¢

with Kselnmmatni on t hat broader society plays a |
Kel an 2010) extensive reseagsgcaclhvifroguasred roec on
in protracted conf | iPcatlse s tpianritainc ucloanrtleyx ti,n etmnhpel
go beyond mere conflict settlement to achiev
Additional ly, Kr ugloafnfsekri vaanldu aFbilseh npaenr s(p2e0cOt7i)v

terrorficymdaamdit @aollhei r analysis views terrori

psychological syndrome but rather as a str at
While these works collectively reveal t he
highlight a persistent | imitation: the preva

ot her form of iinfnelrgdiongr rtaeqmmempise@daomi nantl y
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uni di mensi onal perspective. This I imited vie
Spanovic et al. (2010), which, while i1l umin
aggression, treats inter g@reauphteargygr ess) oaor ast
Moreover, other signific@an{(2606atd)r wboukiowhijch

di fferentiates between vari ousnofromansi voef, caonl d

violeméor mani ve), st-ndbf métieatsecviomkbentachonon a
di mensi onal behaviour or construct.

These studies and theories, although wunde
|l iterature, fall short of encapsulating the
i nstance, is physical violence IPpsycihol egd¢ e al

provoked by a perceived threat comparable to
|l s violence directed at outgroup members the

within that outgroup? Fuce hoefr ngorroey p cloenasd edresr i

justifications for violence, as previously d
extend beyonedrsiivrepnl e nitdeerngtriotuyp conf |l i cts.
1.5 Evolving Perspectives on Collective Viol
Scholars in the field of ethnic conflicts
of emotions in the proeecasleat iodn,coardfdircds @lswk

1985; Lindner, 2006; Petersen, @O0©0OR)s Moreov
perspective by examining the impact of emot.

situations (Hal peri-haletpradvi,de&ed 1ld )cormmr e mBs

collective violence beliefs.imHnsngora«f deodtovied
research scrutinised how beliefs, attitudes,
endorse or condemn group Vviolence, emphasi si

Furthermaesl e( 2BH3) work underscored the impor
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emotional under pinnings to add
n societies. By shedding | ight
societies frequentl wmwsratkenal.
of outgroups and the cultivat
e |landscape of understanding a
radigm shift w&thesbaratdvent 20
was noTassiimpliygyhar .eXtnesn siaadn a
hift, framing collective viole
n acknowledging the multifacet
nd Bulska (2020) introduced th
fs might have been too simplis
di mensionality of uhg$skagroup c
ate with theories that propose
emotions and consequent behavi

berg 2005). Thefrspesufts sugg

~—+

of intergroup hostility can b

roup interactions.

their argument was the concept

eptance of vi olceomdee nipiofrfaerrye ds the

ety. For instance, how a major
di ffer dramatically from a ne

n i nfl uemcce tdheee nteydp ea cacredp tianbtl een

, their development of a scale

|l ence underscored their bel i ef

more advanced frameworks in inte
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2002) that have |l ong presented the multidi me

(Parrott & Giancola, 2007; Meloy, 2006). Whi

mul tidi mensionality of violence,anMelporyo a(c2t0i0v6
vi olence, whereas Parrott & Giancola (2007)
various types of behaviours, viewi®g (R2i0QlDenc

approach then, was not jdetsahpopdinguthei fgsn

factors that influenced them, expanding our
beyond the simplistic view.

Specifically, in their research they recr
involving a short narrative outlinktsngean i nt

city within Poland, where tensi onst haer oPsod elset
and a recently arrived minority group. Foll o
were instructed to generate a |ist of wup to
group could undertake tihre rma snpan ste tga otulpe imr
scenario. The primary objective was to coll e
behaviours. The data analysis used a concept
streamlining the ocogcept senteachsreptesdnstn
behaviour, which became the basis for analys

Their analysis uncowerad ek ssifrdiimdresigarmau po

Namel)y:Physi calwhVicthhl esceacti ve and confrontat

direct form of violence. Physical violence i
i's easil y2)divVea drarn i Whiieclhe nicse anot her form of a
aggression, but it deals with words rather t

even deeper than physicalimstcakes.ofVegbalpvde

revolve aroune addringat arny8gn almsgo | wlmid olnhir € ada sst



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE BELI EFS

t hat

group
whi ch
har m
resou
(Forc
physi

erasi

i s aacdnfvreo btuat inommal I n natur e. Il nstead
seeks to ostracise or e&)clluddi rteghoet oMWitog
is a type of active violence but avoid

the outgroup, but through ind&rect mean

rces, spreading rumours, or5)marsisp uni d taitn
ed As$sai msl ana@demnandh-enoonnbnont ati onal brack
cal harm, the majority group pressures

ng ®©®Ghaimitn oircitt wul tural or societal val

vi ol é@nhchbi srsegarodaber vaeaeomfnroornt ati onal form of

di men
needs
or nlge
A f
inter
They
found
2000)
(soci
aut ho
t wo c

accep

sion pertai s dpoatthheet incajsotra ncye @troowapr d s
, rights, or i ssues. | t mi g ht mani f est
indi fferent to their hardships.

ter identifying the distinct di mensions
pl ay between intergroup threat percept:i
framed their investigation witeBbBi hwbhe i
ational components of perceived threat
, and the dual process model, which ide
al dominance orientatiomj dS®Dhgand cont
ritarianism; RWA) as sources of prejudi
entr al research inquiries: 1) How does

tance of various typestbk celbécobnséivpi

and SDO and the acceptance of wvarious types

Th

vi ol e

physi

eir analysis revealed that physical vio
nce, i solation, and indirect violence.

cal and verbal vi ol ence, il adleadt ton  di asmd



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE BELI EFS

or forced assimilation. SDO exhibited positi
violence, isolation, and indirect violence b
and disregard. Il n contrast, RWACc es,h ofwoerdc eldi nk s
assimilation, and disregard, yet it was not
Wi ni ewski GanN® ORWI)skaesearch offers an i nve
di mensions of collective violence beliefs, r

underscor
di styocbopl
psychol og
groundbr e
foundati o
mi ght unl
1.6 Mappi

When e
recogni se
transitio
grobmeaki
realm of
that ti me
of coll ec

Taking
decades,
on suppor

Gianko(20

behaviour.

e that the different di mensions of

pgical constructs, suggesting a pre
ical drivers for each unique violen
aking, it iIs essevnetritahlelteos sn,otiet ietsst .
nal base suggesting that further in
ock new insights into the wunderl yin
ng the Terrain of Collective Violen
xploring the | andscape of coll ectiyv

the dynamic nature of this field.

nal period when Wi niewski and Bul sk
ng scal e. Li ke Winiewski and Bul ska
interpersonal violence |iterature a

, a intohtea balbes egnacpe eoxfi sat edddheael e i oreepnash loen
tive violence attitudes.

a cue from the strides made in int
| | fbtaesgerdatid e msnti(eensgi.tny i agpruadaaly s e
t for phy.siTchils adac iveirdm | wad oil refnlcwed
07) seminal perspective, which posi

They postul ate that the many face
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behaviours, all/l uni fied by a®» conseeant t oMy nfl
incorporationbaogsed hietsems nwasasmaty a mere exte
met hodol ogies. I nstead, it acknowledged the
Wi ni ewski GanMNd® ORWI)skwaor k were taking during tt
devel opment of my scale progressed however,

l ight on the research gaps that required add

|l prioritised capturing genuine beliefs a
directed at outgroup |l eaders, without the wus
ambitiously endeavours to amplifysolmy wunders

1.6.1 Geogr aA hniuca nCrievde rusnidteyr:st andi ng of <col |l e
a broad speculrtunr aolf corctieoxt s. Research has f
relying on WEI REBt s2adp0,)e.s ByHeenxramihni nng bot h W
WEI RD contexts, my resear tde laviensi nttoo avdadrrieosuss
structures and norms to better grasp how the
attitudes. By adopting such a panoramic appr
ad coBpextfic variations t hartouwmrde e ststeendriiad s

1.6.2 Intragr oWipt Diif faemyendrnaup.onthere exists

attitudes, and behaviours, often overlooked
Fisher (2000), Il eaders, due to their elevate
i n ctrhoesshairs, disproportionately bl amed for
amplified perception of | eaders aligns with
that | eader s, asueéemtei amosgr vupi mMémbams, i mé ¢t om

representations of their respective groups.
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tensions. Similarly, Hogg (2001) has discuss
groups, intensively embodying the values, be

The distinction between outgroup | eaders
targeted violence attitudes. Van Knippenberg
can be influenced by perceptions of | eaders

compared to ordinasyegtialbpymemhberes| eaders ar
influentiallThdecdsspasity in perception under
bet ween violence targeted at o uctugpr oluepa dreernsh,e r.

they might stem from distinct psychol ogical

1. 6. 3 TIrhardeiatti:onal ly, the measurement of wviol
i mmedi ate perceived threats. Prior studies,
empl oyed threat priming, presenting peaerticip

gauging violence attitudes as a response to
approach carries an implicit assumption: a s
sur fDacaev.i ng from the i nteepseviritdeemal tvhiaal evn cod el
mani fest not just as a reactive response to
driven by specific goals or Aredemrsesn & nBllepem
20D 2

Furthermore, theories onduigdreod @eg@Echad;d @Ir e |
Duckitt,s@®i0dl) do(n8Bindaanncieu st h&e oRinyalt tsgy,st 29 9 Just

t hepdtgst & Bansayggeslt9otdhat individuals hol d

intergroup relations. These behaevwhosmseemsoa
contexts, potentially including the strategi
competition. Such orient atrieosnesn area yo fn oan ail mnaey

threat; violence could be integrated into a
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and advancing ingroup objectivespDuicknespect:i
2001, Fi)ske, 2002

Therefore, the debate on the essence of ¢
i mmedi acy of threats. It poses critical gues
assessing these attitudes: Doitrheynitrewndr ioabl
preamble? Addressing these intricacies can o
of the inherent stability and variability of
1.6.4 Differé&mtviaal!l Piadi ¢ether $sntricacies of i
formidable task given the breadth and depth
|l andscape of <collective violence beliefs, gr
derivedrprediof paramount significance. Amon
dedicated to understanding the predictors of
groups, SI'T and the DPM aneenobujusorchoeenni
compl ementary perspectives they offer.

SI T, introduced by Tajf el and Turner (197
identification and prosvndestha s ahiiemntsu a ént egg o

ituati ons. | t cont ennodrst ht hfarto m ntdhieviird uvaaflfsi | d raa

(7))

certain contexts, propel bi ases and discri mi

(7]
—

atus or resoulrhcee sDBM,a nadn tthiree adtemeerd . hand, o)

=]

sight, venturing dreeeprepi nmit ogs hef ppiyejhwdiog
elucidated a dual pat hway, arguing that prej
(e.g., fear, disgust) and cognitive construc

RWA and SDPantfstdeger &OIPM, have been robust|
predictors of prejudice (Duckitt, 2006) . R WA

order, and tradition, often resulting in pre



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE BELI EFS

norm violators. SDO, on the other hand, 1is a
intergroup relations, fostering prejudices a

Expanding upon this, Sibley and Duckitt (
antecedents of RWA and SDO, il lTustrating the
for ms. Building upon t hasBRuUlosuknad a(td ®20)l pwoea ske
empirical evidence that RWA and SDO predict
bel def seirhehnet IPjol . sAheesnmhexance i n pseasditdhtei ve
need to consider the intricatentelrgs oulpeseean

espedcinaldli g drefrleimodnttueaxl t s

Our research is anchored in the foundatio
further informed by the recent empirical wor
underscores the nuanced iIinterplay of RWA and
Quobjective is to elucidate how these orient
such beliefs across diverse contexts. This e

considering the potenti ads dmwlre ssagrag&kd ywidaerfd e3
mi gphrtedupport, whil e PRWAdDIpeptossli tt a meno u Dl y@ spec
di mensi on.

1.7 Dissertation Overvi ew

Thdsssertation embarks on a journey into
beliefs. My aim is to construct a robust and
il luminating its mechani sms;didnwemamiocnsa,l ancdalice

Myfirst reseaasakscsh ®Cuaestai vrml i d and reliabl e
measure collective violencefibreslti eofbsjReecAtnicvheo r e
construction of a novel measurement tool tha

violence beliefs. | endeavoured to distingui
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members, termed diffuse collective violence,
to as upward collective violence. These meas
principles and procedures. | otramutgerd | by ecdrad a
review and expert consultations, followed by

for constr uctustahlei dsactailoen .a clr otshsenmul t i pl e coni
and confirm its wvarlucdtiuryesi.n Ididalfsea eenxtp esroicmean
conditions in diffe®emtelcabi ¢éxty,tdacest the
capturing collective violence beliefs regard
Additionally, I confirm the validity of the

i mportanceenotf dihnee ndsiifofnesr t hat emerged by runi

di fferenti al effects of various predictors o
"Conwcealpitsi ng and Measuring Support for Coll e
presentati®ndeVYetbpmentl edemonstrating its r

measuring the said di mensions.
Venturing deeper into the complex structu
carefully seacendereseamwdhchpuée acit@ams predict

violence and upwar ds eccodn de cat & $veetc hivei nod teon csec?r uTthie

el ements influencing these beliefs, casting
narcissism both sectarian and national . Empl
model |l 1 ng, I ai med obesndees ¢mipadye dihret smlhuaamicred
di mensions of collective violence beliefs. T

motivations underpinning each di mension of ¢
thoroughly di scus@ed hiomitleitamiisd amaptSeorc, al

Differenti al Pr @diipptoarts fofr ICwhd ilawmidd utahles Viowlr &
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chaplbeubl e Troubl e: How Sectarian and Nation
Collective Violemce Beliefs in Lebanon

The quest did not stop at understanding t
investigatibhitd meswercotfuhguédastei mrewly devel c
readr |l d vi ol @nhte rbeeftbahveiradutrase pec i eenpirically v
scale by bridging the gap between attitudes
behaviour al i ntentions. | i mpl emerst ed an exp
predictive validity withiword dc carptprlalclagd osnest tc
are narrated Do tPhes pAtiefitthudcdsapTewards Col |l ec
Evi ddhrmade Ctol | ecti ve Violence Mtitudes Predic

Throughout this dissertation, | wupheld th
findings by employing diverse samples from v
data from one WEIRD contWEXtRD(icoamt ext0SAX,) .&nd

Syrian Diaspora, and Turkey). Additionally,

Exploratory Factor Analysi s, Confirmatory Fa
Response Theory, Structur al Eqw;atu soinn gMosdted tl
art software for data analysi s, Il ncluding SP
sources of error were carefully considered,

were as accurate anel. comprehensive as possib

Il n the sixth and concluding chapter, I br
findings, weaving them into a broader narrat
academic field and the real wor |l dnsanidn cthhae t
area of collective violence beliefs. This di
objectives and findings, illuminates the con

seeks to lay the groundwornki tfiogratneo rseu cehf fveicotli:
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Chap2terConceptualising and Measuring Suppc

2.1 Abstract

Al t hough coll ective violence sroecmaeitnise sa tpoe
it is relatively understudied in psychology.
Syria, and Turkey (total N = 3,758), we conc
scale for measuring i nediwiiodlueanlc ed ibfefleireefnsc.e sCa
prior theorising and extant resear@&@h on inte
justifications for collective violence are s

the intensityooseghenviglewe detvel Gped and v

Di mensional Collective Violence Beliefs Scal
violence targeted at outgroup members, refer
violence target edhiath ovet greounp ulpevad ar <,0l | ect i
this novel scale in multiple contexts and di
collective violence revealed in this study.
KeywoScal:e Devel opment, Collective Violence,

l nvari ance

1 This chaptehas been submitted for publication. Ablemail, R., Phillips, J., Cichocka, A., Cakmak, H.,
Coksan, S., and Sengupta, N., Conceptualising and Measuring Support for Collective VidielereReview.
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2 2 I ntroduction

Collective violence, an ancient phenomeno
afflict many societies (Allen & Anderson, 20
2016). While soci al science reseamch on col l
structur al causes (see Dixon, 2009), particu

2021; Fearon & Laitin, 2003) and economics (

the proximal, psychological fmacswppgpotthatompro
collective violence (e.g., beliefs and dispo
Kal moe & Mason, 2022) . Most of this research
concept (e.g., Setiawalnl Ogt Taalu.s,c h2®20;alSpamnRdV

approach to conceptual Bssu pnpgo ratn df onre acsoulrliencgt iivn
intergroup relations iIis |l acking, despite rec

& Bul ska, 2020).

I n this article, we review recent develop
measurement of collective violence beliefs w
more comprehensive |iterature on interperson
devpepelaond test a new multidi mensional scale f

how this scale relates to other theoreticall

varying |l evels of perceived threatWi (naofetwesrkic &
Bul ska, 2020) . Lastly, we validate the scal e
Lebanese sectari-a;anpossadi pesl i SKaus danasmd o U rak ii

in Turkey.
2 Boll ective Violence
Buss (1961) provided a seminal and widely

response that delivers noxious stimuli to an
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(Ande & Bushman, 200 2,; Berkowitz, 1993,

q
[7)]
(@)
5

have retained the core-ttereamtme ovaHi laen da d chrt eesngii n
act . Literature often differentibéesi belk weien

|l ess extreme forms of violence (Anderson & B

and violence differ in degree rather than ki
remains an empirical quesqgualni twahteitvheelry |fersosm s
ones, which we wil/ investigate in the curre

Collective violence, a specific instance
Some scholars define collective violence as

sanctioned by the groupothiersmamng&ePaltuclkqgu?
and coordination of two or more individuals
However, both definitions exclude certain co
violent act on behalff gofougp dreauwpmprisd @t intoyt e\
commit these acts alone, yet explicitly tie
specific group.

To accommodate each of these events, we a

any violent act condudcetnetdi fbyyi nogn emeomb emmosr ea cgtri ol

group, intending to caugsse choarsne,ntwi tahp poro vvailt,h
This aligns with intergroup relations |itera
individual s as an intergroup dynamic i f they

1979). Wi th thi se dvefoilneintciao miwnodémigrodd,l ewcat @ wc e pt
and measuring beliefs about (and/or attitude
|l evel, taking into account their role in int

2. Fhe Nature and Measurement of Coll ective Vi
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Soci al psychol ogi cal research on coll ecti
i ssue constraining this research is practica
rely on incarcerated popul ati onosr kinnotwen pteor shoal
vi olence, capturing variation in collective
with a higher probability of violent intergr

ethically challenging (Winiewski & Bulska, 2

To address practicality concerns, we canh
|l i kely to support collective violence in set
conflict, but still have highs | e@fveil st @efgrn oaupe
conflict, or a history of endoWEklIim), aggr essi
understudied contexts, which often feature i

understanding of the human condide oamcramsgls t he

di verse populations (see Newson et al., 2019
settings, we could better understand the fac

Il n addressing the construct of collective
i ssues such as the reluctance to admit illeg
asking about behaviours or i ntsenotn ommesa s uQdnien ga
attitudinal associations with collective vio
provide i nsi géptrsediinstpoo siintdiowisdwmaltshout expl i ci
intentions or willingness otrd aemrntg & e niort ea d thsat
measures are not intended to be in oppositio
Rat her, we view these attitudinal measures a

both attitudes amsl, bwbdavaougailniateote compr

of the factors that contribute to collective



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE 3BELI EFS

insights that can be used alongside existing

and develop a more holistic understanding of

Existing research on collective violence
attitudinal di mension (Setiawan et al ., 2020
treating collective violence as wsikdi Rensi on
Bul ska, 2020) . I n our current research, we a

and develop a scale that adequately captures
act, which distingui shes pemevmebeenr svi(odiefnfcues @& a
violence) and violence targeted at outgroup
incorporating a broader range of di mensions,
understanding of the faditfofsar ¢em@aeés ciomtsumpbppaore
vi ol ence.

Moreover, in designing scales to measur e
make them more generalisable by avoiding spe
doing so, we can ensure that our nheaas wrnesment
and intergroup dynamics (Hewstone et al ., 20
examination of the wunderlying psychol ogical
and facilitate comparisons between different

2 B Refined Approach to Measuring Collective

Wi ni ewski & &udoslklae ¢(t2i0\2e0 )vi ol ence scale c¢
phenomenon as emerging in response to salien
guite |ikely to emerge in response to threat

perceive viidlienmde ancaas|l dpr& apalievioagl tokej ec
regardless of whether they currently feel su

beliefs in the absence of a ostahleirenitn ttehrrgeraotu.p
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violence (e.g., verbally at

e with their body posture),
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nt sworn translators and the
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ed before proceeding.

cale devel opment process

ample in Lebanon and expl

t est which itemsilomsded

et of i temgitmeatsi wowll d spgre

ol l ective violence resear

mi ng di mensionality and modi

modi fied the item set t o

n of 24 new items. These add

empt, however,t waméegadkino wl

phase. We aimed to recreate

he di mensionality revealed i

| drmg d,e bdainwerr  Stauadmgmulmi)t.y
validity

we used data from both Stud

he degree to which the di

of theoreticallildatriedr vaanrns

the two samples used in Stu
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|l f our new scale validly captures coll ect
positively with other aggression measures, I
the correlation between our di mensnloylsusead t
measure of interpersonal violence: The Buss
OQur scale should also correlate positively w
typically studied i n sencoiramarpsvyed lmdlemdgnmnah owpee C
collective action (Tausch et al ., 2011). Vio
correlate negatively with tolerance of outgr
towards outgroups ilhing@grimseomometsemglleni $teund
reliableemmméasure devel oped by Roccas & Bre

As a second step, we test whether other c
justification, and religious fundamentali sm)
di mensions. Based on prior researchr,elwe expe
with perceived group efficacy (Becker & Taus
justification (D. Osborne et al ., 2019) , and

2009) .

Tabl e 1

Overview of constructs
Vari abl es Study Study

Vi ol efNtorNM@an i ve Col |l ect i
Tol erance toward Outgro
Perceived Group Efficac
System Justification

Rel i gious Fundamentalis

BPQ Physical Aggression v
BPQ Verbal Aggression v
BPQ Anger v
BPQ Hostility v
No-Nor mative Collective v

V

v

CLKKKK
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Participants

Study 1a

An adanvwenience sample was collected by ¢
link via soci al mesd ilai,n kuss iwnigt ht hceo mneuandi tayu tohrogr:
in December 2020. The sample consisted of 59
of the various sectarian groups in this dive

femal e). Spemplfd cvadd y1,7.th%® Ghridati aa. Mr Sauanhn

23. 4% Druze, 13.7% Christian Orthotdox,3%. 9%

Ot her MudIlni npugs@ GtadinPliedent i fied themselves as

the October revolution of 2019, while the re

traditional parties or other political group
Study 1b

A second adult convenience sample was <col

anonymous Qualtrics |link valsoaodkisalwimédica,mmu
organi sations in Lebanon. The sample consi st
18.10], 47% female) and captured a similar |

sample was 29.5% Chr tast i2d88n 9Ma rSauminti e, 1135 .3966 DS
Christian Orthodox, O0.4% Armenian, 5..6% Othe
The majority of the sample did not identify
groups that were born after the 2019 revol ut

2. TRsul t s

Phase |
To identify the initial factor structure
transl ated into Arabic by #Hmdepmsdmdadrmtn,s waer It c

exploratory factor analysis (EFA)masingtambko
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in SPSS 27. Maxi mum | i ke lfiahcotoodr esxotlruatcitoi no;n hpor:
scree plot indicated a sharp fibend of the el
We proceeded to examine the factoachmiacdk n& s
Fidell, 2007) . Only i1 tems withl padimagy ¢ oual

l ess than .20 were retained (JexaMi ishbgrintee &

statistics, we were | eft with three factors
After this exercise, we examined the fact
items did not | oad together based on the nat

symbolic, destruction of properthe.tangeeadf
act . |l tems that were targeted against ordina
on the same factor regardless of the act. Th

(acts against ordi narey Foaucttgorro ulp. nhetnebnesr st)h,atc o

outgroup politicians or enemy figures, whioch
outgroup |l eaders or enemy figures), also | oa
of the i tregs alaadvd o0.addd on the third factor,
not interpret the third factor further.

Al'l eight i1items which included acts of <co
figures | oaded on the second factor. The renm
resulted in the first factor hel deogdedstoit
items | oading on f act olroaodnien ghsi gehgeura It htaon o.r7 Ol
Therefore, we retained 17 items in total, ni

factor twexaamdhetdhdmerldoiadi sgasbhyasacdasmed. D
this process, no item | oaded on the third fa
producefdacat oorwosol uti on. The first factor acc:

second accountedifator 23X r&8%t uThe rtewai ned t hi s
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di stinction (see Table 2) Both diffuse coll
showed high invdefhaskumpwa@dBi+i.t87).
Tabl e
Factor |l oddinmdgsi ofemsheesed in measuring coll ec
1 2
7 It is justified for members of my sect t
di fferent sect 0.81 -0.04
1. It can be justified for mdmbéesenf mgcse 0.86 -0.04
3 It can be justified for members of my se 0.80 -0.08
8. It is justified for members of my sect t 0.80 O0.05
12. Jtsometimes justified for members of my 0.68 0.08
13. |t can be justified for members of my se 0. 74 0.009
36. Destroying the property of a different s 0.71 -0.00
37 't is justified sometimes for members of
" sect 0.73 -0.083
40 't is justified sometimes fomemmembefsomf
" sect 0.75 -0.01
10. Ccursing politicians can be justified -0.05 0.70
14. verbally insulting politicians can be ju -0.02 0.609
20. Generally, offending political |eapeessit -0.07 O0.62
28. Holding symbolic trials and hanging effi 0.12 0.62
29. |t is accepted that people share memes r 0.01 0.71
32. Hol dsiyingbol ic trials and hanging effigies 0.00 O0.73
33 Building representative figures of corrut
" justified act 0.120 0.73
35 General liynt epeacp!l eoositively with pic&uleil
" soci al medi a -0. 05 0.56
Note: Pattern factor matrix, Extraction Metl
Kai ser Normalisation.
Factor |l oading characteristic of specific fe
Test Characteristic Curve, DCV Item Information Functions, DCV Test Information Function, DCV
Fi gureTelst char(alcetfetr)i,stiitcencuirrvfeor mati on funct
information function (right), Diffuse Coll ec
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Test Characteristic Curve, UCV Item Information Functions, UCV Test Information Function, UCV
404 LN

35>
22¢2¢
EEREE)

T T T T T
-4 2 0 2 4
Theta

—t
(@]

Fi gureTe2st characteris c
i nf ormat i(orni gfhutn)c,t ilbpnwar d Co
Graded Response Model s

To explore whether people differentiate b
vi olence without necessarily considering the
parameter Graded Response Mod#®dlasedGRIMs hodar c
orndal data, in Stata 14.

Our analysis showed high discrimination p
Collective WiO®2l.e/BBg seael efabl e SI12) and Upwar
($=1-24.7416 4, see Table SI13), indicatiwgenhat t
individuals at different points on the scale
varying |l evels of agreement, with each optio

|l atent trait.

These findings suggest that act intensity
collective violence, and a higher threshol d
with diffuse collective violencemaompaned to
GRMs analysis validates the dimensions ident

of i1ts robustness in measuring the construct
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I

hase 11, we revised our Adnmenal ontém

re identified in Phase |, which diffe
e beliefs. We added 24 newdi tembetboi ¥
e, as revealed in Phase |, in order t
Being verbally violent against those

and hanging efofliigtiiecsi arnesp riess ean tjiunsgt icfore

oratory factor analysis (EFA) wusing nm

n in SPSS 27 on this revised item set
maxi mum | i kelihobtdcéwtraotuononi ehdwed
dicated a sharp "bend of the el bow" b

ently, we examined the factornel oading
argeting violence at outgroup members
tl ho ando ncgrsosasbove . 20. After removing it

sssngs equal to or hi gehlelro,t h2aOn0 9.)2,0 weJ .

ur factors and 24 items.

he devel opment of our scale for coll e
d items pertaining to both outgroup |
n was anchored in the undetgtahtdeng t
ss attitudes towards both symbolic fi
e. Such an inclusive approach aligns
oup conflict theoriesgadlkershapdsime mbl
| ated and contribute to the broader n

s conjointly, our model offers a comp

ive viol ence xbetlyi eafnsd, irnetfelreccotninnegc ttehden
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worl d scenarios of intergroup conflict Thi s
rigor of our study, allowing for nuanced e
violence beliefs interact witrmiansthe broader

We repeated this process with tihaectroemai ni
structure with 18 items. The first factor ac
accounted for 18.4%. Consistent rwdth ou I n
di stinguished between diffuse and upward col
showed higldirfdluisabpinlairtdyTs f89) her substanti a:
structure, we conducted a CFA utswomgf é&8EtMo rt 0. ¢

results indi-tactedr timadelt heédemovjps( L 20 gpd=<sBPB8Br P

001, CFI = 0.97, SRMR = .04, RMSEAct ar0 5, C
mo d el (135)p=<2886155CFI. 223,0. BRMSEA RMR 1=7, Cl
We named this Dimahssoalaé Clhél Ewai ve Violenc
2D)
Tabl e
Factor |l oadings of theDifmemadi oneda! li emct ude dVii
2D) .
1
1 I.t is justified for members of my sect 0.01 0. 781
di fferent sect
2. I¢tan be justified for members of my sec ©0.05« 0.72¢
3. l't can be justified for members of my s« 0.031 0.68¢
4. l't is justified for members of my sect 0.04t 0.70¢%
5 Isteclts sometimes justified for members < 0. 047 0 71
6 It is someti mes justified for members <« 0. 00: 0. 74c¢
on soci al medi a
7. Destroying the property of a different 0.09/¢ 0.57
8. Burning cars of members from a differer 0.00& 0.621
9 I't is justified somedti mee daoamagembars a 0.00: 0 65
sect
10. wverbally insulting politicians can be |j 0.76¢ 0.01
11. oOne can | 6s tniefeyd peoplee vi oerte atdeewasr d s 0.74€¢ 0.03¢
12. Draggi ng e@frfeis;einges ng corrupted politici. 0.82 0.011
20. Ilnsulting those responsible for our sit 0.70€ 0.02¢
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24. Destroying property of corrupted politi 0.7 0.03¢%

27 :ﬂdlngsymbM|c trials and hanging eff 0 82c¢ 0 02

29. Being verbally violent against those wt 0.721 0

30. Burning effigies ofusboifuptiedcpol iticie 0.864 -0.00c¢

31 Bmlduw representative figures of corr 0 76 0 05c¢
justified act

Note: Pattern factor matrix, Extraction Mett

Kai ser Normalisation.

Factor | oading characteristic of specific fe

Gr

D

aded

Si mi

f fuse

Response Model s

| ar t

Col |

esPhamated, GR&Ms f or each subscal e

ective Violence scale exceeded t

paranmbBO@r 142, see Table Sl 4), as did the ite

scab®2(54@e

it

de

e ms wer e

taile

Our

d

fi

i n

ndi

Table SI'5). As in Phase |, the d

most effective at placing respond

the supplementary information (s

ngs again indicated that intensi

partipiopant ®ns al ong each scale, and that pa

| a

Th

t h

P h

Bu

di

di

Vi

tent

i s is

tr

ait

mo s t

to endorse diffuse collective v

|l i kely because it might be easi

an agaigmotup member s.

ase

As hypothesised, we found positive correl

ss Perry

scovered a

mens i

on

of

ol emor mamni

41,

Questionnaire (BPQ; Buss & Perry,

posi ti-wer matrirwd adadlolne seit wee eanc tnio
our scale in Study 1a (r = .15,
ve collective action and the sec

p <.01) and dwvern, we .A6yngp &.M0d



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE S8BELI EFS

correlation between warmth towards outgroup

Study 1a, and a negative correlation between
di ffuse collective violence in Stuwady 1b. Sur
towards outgroup members and upward coll ecti

We al so examined the relationship between
justification, religious fundamentalism, and
our scale using SEM, while controllisng for t
We discovered that perceived group efficacy
violenc&3(bp== .02) but positively related t
.001). Conversely, system |jfusutsief iccoaltlieocnt iwaes \
= .22, p < .001), but negativel $7repaced00d)
Lastl vy, religious fundamentalism was positiywv
p < .001), butupwgadi cel yecei2alee tpi xxb e 0D )( b

Understanding and theorising about the na
two di mensions of collective violence is bey

initially expect to find the t whoersepfeocrief,i cdidd

make any predictions about differential effe
seem to align with soci al psychological theo
and religious fundamentdd isdci etrael moaad &rasv o(u
Osborne et al ., 2019) and, as a result, shou
outgroup members rather than | eaders. On the

better understaredim@i of dkeswrtead gcluev goal s,
vi ol ent sentiments more towards group | eader
di vergent effects underscore the importance

di mensionalunbthmenstshanal construct .
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Tabl e 4
Correlations between the mean scor &g
Diffuse Collective Upward Collective
Violence Violence
Construct Study 1la Study 1b Study 1a Study 1b
Non-Normative Collective Action 15%* .09 A41** A46**
Violent Non-Normative Collective Action A40** A1* 27 A6**
Warmth toward Outgroup -.14** -.28** -.03 22%*
BPQ Physical Aggression 37w 3% -
BPQ Verbal Aggression 04 - 1g*+ -
BPQAnger 28+ 09t
BPQ Hostility 4% 16** 3
*p <.05, ** p <.01
2. 7DiBscussion
Study 1 tested the scale for measuring su
samples from Lebanon. I n Phase |, we develop
di mensional taxonomies found in the interper
repea EFAs confdimeeaditomeal mnlattiur e of col |l ecti
factor structure did not align with our init
di fferent factors not relatedfteoatildeaichsentst
targeted at outgroup members | oaded together
|l oaded together. At the end of the analysi s,
matching the developed theedetoincasluppo®suamptoiro
vi ol ence acts against outgroup members (Diff
|l oaded on support for collective violence ac
Violence). Although oot meitti aheexpeacfatctitons
with theoretical reasoning. For example, fol
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protests occurred in various | sl ami

gies of presidents, yet American cit

2020). This anecdot al eRkurdtemeremarse e

on stalking has shown that politici

ers (Meloy, 2007; Mel et al ., 2001

oy

t ween outgroup members and | eader s.

ase |Il, we tested our newly develope

e we retained from Phase |. Il n | i

d what we found in Phase tor

y the intensity of the ct; i

18 items, ni ne each of t

at our two didmevmdgihondhepdoiuri-de I mgnsor

esti onnmar mat(iBP) amchrdmantwine@t coalohect i

nd tolerance towards the outgroup, a

ation of zgaidilrct ovetgiolenmomembed s elh s
We also tested the relationship bet

r @antdwoudi memdieons: perceived group

s fundamamrtdaltihsamh. aWe diihsrceoe predi ct ec

tially, further confirming the i mpor
ive violence.

er, this scale has several l i mitatio
t was only tested iin .a&.si rnelbanoaunt tlTrh
to idnone nisfi otnla¢ tswo ucouher caanbextepl
, many other violence scales treat t
for collective violence in reaction
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who threaten the homogeneity and | ifestyle o
conceptualisation and measurement of <coll ect
collective violence as somethingomemngrs of
specific threat being primed. We test this a

psychometric properties of our scale depend
feel threatened by a specific outgroup.
28Study 2

Study 2 had faumedi m®. cbnfstm wéede factor

scale presented in the previous study. Secon
in question were outgroup | eaders. This <clar
consi stenicrytemprtent ati on of the s&ale i tems b
generalisability across different contexts.

significant iGBmpsacrtucotnurteh.e Tshciasl ewvas t o demonsH
bel i efs are not just a response to salient s
intergroup psychology, in that that people v
l egiti mate means&tontFeorugrstth€e hai medngootupst th
creating a shorter version of the scale to e
bepéerforming items from each subscale, resul
applications.
2 8.1 Methods
Participants

An adanrnvweni ence sample was collected by ¢
link via soci al mesd ilai,n kuss iwnigt ht hceo mneuandi tayu tohrogr:
The sample consisted of 1041 participants (N

was broadly representative of the various se
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Christian Mareni38., 5% 7SWHLMMiIShi66% Druze, 4. 4%
Armeni an, 3% Other Christian sects, 5% Other
identification). A plurality (41.1%) had no
bet ween allcdalhegrodlhes. pol i ti
Procedur e

To investigate the &8mpactucotirehr pattoni phat
assigned to one of three conditions.

Subtle threat(Nx8Mme&) cohdithio®n condition, we

intergroup threat among participants while t
the scale developed in Study 1 was presented
t he quoanl itfhiactattihe violent act is justifiable
i nstance, ltem 1 on the diffuse scale di mens

of my sect to become meywbecal by agdréssreatt
sect is threatened [emphasis added]".
Strong threat (peBB8)coPRPdi broho answering t

participants were prompted to think about th

years and its effects on them. They were the
theirsfeeltilmg matter. Subsequently, particip
Unli ke the subtle threat prime condition, we
threatened” in the items.

Control CcHNxn86T)onln this condition, partici
original version of the scale without any ad

2. 8R&@s ul t s
To test measur ement i nvari ance, we conducted

compared the two versionsitofe tdentsrcall ec d rhditt
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strong threat prime condition. These two con

condition primed threat via an induction tas

against the subtle threat prinme, win hwhiheh | tah

t

ncl

he

A

uding an additional clause that said dif

mul tigroup Confirmatory Factor Analysis

t wo si nmiitlhaer sctornodnigt itohmrseat prime conditi ot

mul t i grfoaucpt otrwos c al e mocd2e |( 1f2i6t) p t=k e2BiIB4 t6a4C W@ b |

SRMR = .06 RMSEA = .06 CI [ . 05, .07]1). The t
the control and priming condition respective
had strong | oadings on téiset fracd ourse Merete iTraba
compared the fit of a scalar model, in which
across the two conditions, and a metric mode
were constrained itta olnes g ogVveale dactrho s sl 9c9a3nNd T h e
metric models was only negligibly different
see al so RutkowsKki & Svetina, 2014) , i ndi cat
metric andgascahae. This i s -sfiugrntihfeirc acnotn fMerame d
score difference in the Scalar model (p = .9
respectively).
Tabl e
Cont Strong
CFA of the Collective Violence Scale |l oading CondUPrime C
Fact ol
1. It is justified for members of my sect 0. 6 0. 84
di fferent sect
2 It can be justified for members of my s 0.7 0.76
3. It can be justified for members of my s 0.8 0.85
4. l't is jmembdredoffomy sect to verbally | 0.6 0.69
5 IS';C;S sometimes justified for members 0. 6 0 67
6 't is _sometimgs j ust ividrelda Ifloyy inmesmbletr sme 0. 6 0o 71
on soci al medi a
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Factol
7. Verbally insulting politicians from oth 0.5 0.55
8 One can | s tniefeyd pgeolee vi oBerdteatdewar db | 0. 5 0 53
' from other sects ’ '
9 Drag_gl_ng effigies representing corrupte 0. 7 0 68
justified act
10. HoId|ng sym_bollf: Frlals and hanging eff 0. 7 0 71
sects is a justified act
11. Burning effigies of corrupted politicie 0.7 0.75
19 'BU|Id|.ng r.gp'resentatlve figures of corr 0. 7 0. 75
i n gr ojuypsst iifsi ead act
Tabl e
Measurement I nvariance analysis for Control and Strong
G2 df p CFI TLI RMSE £ BI C Al C
Confi 284. 107 <.00 0.94 0.9: 0.07 24139 23807
Metri 321. 117 <. 00 0.93 0.9:¢ 0.07 24111 23824
Scal 338. 127 <. 00 0.93 0.9: 0.07 24063 23821
Since the control condition and the Stron
significant differences, we dropped the prim
tested for measurement invariance bes$sween th
The mul t Hfgarcawp tsweal e mosde |( 1f2i6t) pt=k e2@@H4 t285CWw & | |
0. 95, SRMR = 05 RMSEA = 06 CI [ . 05, 07]1) .
in both the control and priméd penddDil) pnaneées
items had very good | oadings on the factors
Al though we could not establish scalar an
subtle threat prime conditioxntsrdrsgeei Malbdteh 8)
conditions. These analyses helped establish
the measurement properties of the scale. Con
measur i ngosiumpdiowitd daolrs col | ective violence. TI
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that collective violence beliefs are an i
primed by threat

Tabl e

CFA of the Collective Violence Scale | oad Cont Subtl e

Likelihood CondPrime C

Factoc
I't is justified for members of my

L. me mberdi fofferaent sect 0.62 0. 72

2. l't can be justified for members of 0.76 0. 77

3 IF can be justified for members of 0 78 0 78
di fferent sect

4 IsteCItS jmesmb dri 2 doff omy sect to verba 0 67 0 76

5 It is sometimes justified for memb 0 68 0 73
a different sect

6 I'.[ is someti mes Justl\/_ferebjalfloyr i nme smb 0. 61 0 72
di fferent sect on soci al medi a

Factoc

7. Verbally insulting politicians fro 0.61 0.7
One can | 6Gstniefeyd peo plee vi olserte atdew:

8. ; 0. 64 0.7
especially those from other sects

9 pragglng effigies representing cor 0 72 0 83
i s a Justlfled act

10. Hol ding symbolic Frlals anq hang|n 0 72 0.8
from other sects is a justified ac

11. Burning effigies of corrupted pol. 0.72 0.79
Building representative figures of

12 destroying thHeamtiinf igrdowmpkcs i s a 0. 73 0. 79

Tabl e

Measurement I nvariance analysis for Control and S

G2 df p CFI TLI RMSEA Bl C Al C

Confi(¢ 270. 107 <.00 0.9t 0.09t¢ 0.07 24212 23879

Metri 366. 117 <.00 0.9: 0.9: 0.08 24242 23955

Scal ¢ 402. 127 <.00 0.9: 0.09: 0.08 24044 23971
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Test Characteristic Curve, UCV (Threat Condition) Item Information Functions, UCV (Threat Condition) Test Information Function, UCV (Threat Condition)
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FigureTeest characteristic curve (Iltefstt), i tem
information function (right) in the control
(middle), and subtle threat priming conditio

Graded Response Model s

We estimatedsUGRNsal er ama@classessed measur e
conditions using the mirt package in R. Both
items demonstrated full measurement invarian

pri me conditi6onand s&le7 ,Tarbd me cStli vel y) . For t

prime conditions, the Diffuse Collective ite
but did not display strong scalar or full i n
Col |l ectieve tWinosl ednicspl ayed full measurement i |
combining the items into a multidimensional
established between the Control and Strong T

bet weemttripre @momd Subtle Threat prime conditic

Al'l items on the Diffuse Collective Viole
high" discrimination par G2t &4r9 6al s greetdandi t
Thr ¢éa®2. 706; see Table S112), as shewbpivar Bi
Collective Violence scale exceeded the thres
conditions>{Co45r o06tr ogdlT hlr7e9a t SRurbitmheed :Thr e a't

b O02.766; see Table S113), as indicated in Fi
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A convenience sample of 521 adult partici
femal e) was coll eshadedi anasQuiadlt rmé&di &) nksi
connections with Syrian opposition community
Scale Devel opment

Scales from the previous study were adapt
had three condicodreldWs8 | odNgtEhS &idn Neylnd2a) (. N
2. 9R@s ul t s

Mul tigroup maxi mum | ikelihood factor anal
strong prime conditions) w2 td28Pp vs.2GWHD &Od
CFI = 0.97, SRMR = .04 RMSEA = .07 Cn tfhe6,
t wo factors in both control and strong threa
strong threst 0O@rliyme Tshe. 12, igems had good | oe¢
measurement invariance were estsaphi shednbemea

factor score differences (p = .54 and p = .4

Tabl e
Cont Strong
CFA of the Collective Violence Scale |l oading ' CondPrime C
Factc
1. It is justified for the oppositi cmuptporbte 0. 38 0.88
2. It can be justified for the opposition t 0.8 0.86
3. It can be justified for the opposition t 0.8 0.87
4. 't is justified for rnérgei meppowsppdrotnens ve 0.8 0.82
5. It is sometimes justified for the opposi 0.8 0.85
6 . It is sometimes justified for the opposi 0.38 0.79
Factc
7 .

Verbally insulting regime politicians ca 0.8 0.86
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One can | Gstniefeyd pgeo blee vi olse rdte atdewar cess pceu
8 . . 0.8 0.89
the regi me
9. Dragging effigies r epoaleisteinctiianngs ciomr rtuhpet esdt 0. 9 0.91
10. _Hold!ng symbolic trials and hanging effi 0. 9 0. 90
justified act
11. Burning effigies of corrupted regime pol 0.9 0.93
192 Bmlfjl!’ng representative figures of corru 0. 8 0 87
justified act
Tabl e 1
Measurement I nvariance analysis for Control and Strong Thi
G 2 df p CFI TLI RMSEA Bl C Al C
Config 250. 107 <.00 0.97 0.96 0.09 11614. 11329.
Metri 2509. 117 <.00 0.97 0. 96 0. 08 11564. 11318.
Scala 274. 127 <.00 0.97 0.97 0.08 11520. 11313.

Il n Study 3, we dr oppceodn dtihtei ot raonndg aTnharl eyaste i
invariance between the control and Subtl e Th
factor scale2m¢deb)gd ¢ .2®®1 F6CFI = 0.96, SRMR
09 CI [ . 07, .10] )g.niBadtchanftd oyt arns tcder rceolnd tr eod
conditions (.67, p <.001; .76, p<.001), and
Unli ke Study 2, scalar and metric invari a
subtle threat condi tsiiogwnsi f(isceaen tT arbd &n 1f29 ¢t owri t
the Scal ar model (p = .30 and Ipy)=. .Bdbadiomrgd a
similar between conditions. These results co
did not afsf aldtmetnlsd osn@dliea y or measurement prc
Tabl e
Cont Subtl e

CFA of the Collective Violence Scale |l oading o1CondPri me
Facta _ _ _ _ _
1 I't is justified for the oppositi ocsmuptpoo rhitesa 0 8 0. 8

felt threatened

It can be justified for the opposition to 0.8 0.8

It can be justified for the opposi tihoeate 0.8 0.8
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n to ver 0. 8 08

't is justified for the oppositio
5 I't is sometimes justified for the oppo:5|t0_808
threatened
It is sometimes justified for the opposit
6. they felt threatened 0.8 0.8
Facta
7. Verbally insulting regime politicians can 0.8 0.8
One can | Gstniefeyd peo blee vi olse rte atdewar s pewt
8 . . . L 0.8 0.8
regime if the opposition feels threatened
Dragging effigies representing corrupted
9. oo 0.9 0.9
opposition feels threatened
10 Hol ding symbolic trials and hanging effig 0.9 0.9
" act if the opposition feels threatened ' '
11. Burning effigiepobfttcoranptied mepumeified 0.9 0.9
192 Buil ding representative figures of corrup 0.8 0.9
" justified act if the opposition feels thr '
Tabl e
Measurement I nvariance analysis for Control and Subtl e
G 2 df p CFI TLI RMSEA Bl C Al C
Confi 276. 107 <.00 0.96 0.95 0.10 10612. 10335.
Metri 286. 117 <.00 0.96 0.95 0.009 10565. 10325.
Scal ¢ 302. 127 <.00 0.96 0.96 0.009 10523. 10321.
Graded Response Model s
Il n Study 3, we carried out GRM analyses a
across conditions. Fulll measurement invarian
Col | evdtoilveence items i n vafraotusr csoanpuwtrii sm nasc hil
invariance, but not scalar or full i nvari anc
for a fAvery higho discrimination parameter,
distinguishing individuals at different poin
Astrongly disagree, 0 participants had to be
Coll ective Violence trait, whilcelncies hBioghhers cte
were most effective at placing individuals b

ee Figures SI19 &g .S1'10 and Tables SI 20
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2. 9DiB3scussi on

I n Study 3, we replicated the methodol ogy

specifically among t

he Syrian diaspora. We a

current Syrian cott e@xtr sfprecwrm itvlee diemeuirteimem t

confirmed that al | t

di fferences between

hree variations of t he s

the conditions. Furthern

This studyCVRBRSEi dabeidntédesecond intergroup co

that priming threat siismngnowtara agri ermequins ictod | fea

2. 10t udy 4

I n the final stud
context, specificall
whil e Kurds represen

y, we aimed to confirmt
y Tur key. I n this settin
t the | argedltudiz®@aZant a

KONDA, 2022). The two groups have a Il ong his

di scrimination in Turkey (Ul vKurkdiColhrmsegi2d®dns$
receive disproportionately | essegowrecasneanal
educational opportunTiurike sr,e gcioompsa r(ekdi rtios cma j& r

Additionally, Kur ds
trust between Turks
stereotypes (Bilali
applicabl e.

2.10.1 Met hods

are not entitled to gove
and Keselscd ¢cefl ebeciepr ad¢ a

et al., 2014) indicate a

Participants and Procedure

We coll ected an adult convenience sampl e

link via email, | eweomageagi csosnewiof hitmet et hw

The sample consisted

of 194 Turkish particip
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femal e) . Participants answered the same iten
context, using the original 18 items (9 for
Al't is justified for Turks to bkl physesohbhtiupmgg
Kurdish politicians can be justifiedo). AIlI
2. 1Re3ul ts

We conducted a CFA with maximum | ikelihoo
factor structure of the scale, consisting of
collective violence towarctsrostgl eaumpatiebhddes
good fit forc2mo(sit2 8 )mpda<c4dBi®dr6s5CFI = 0. 91, SRMF
= .12 CI [ .11, .13]). The two factors were s
had robust | oadings on thefbacbotbd (séeuFabl
SD = 0.74) and wupward collective violence (N

exhibiting highH r=el.d%hddsi t.y93()Di ffuse:

Tabl e

CFA of the Collective Violence Scale | oading on 2 | atent \

Factor
1. l't is justified for Turks to be physically a; 0. 77
2. 't may be justified for Turks to hit Kurds 0.91
3. 't mapusbéefied for Turks to physically harm K 0.89
4. It may be justified for Turks to verbally in: 0.85
5. 't may sometimes be justified for Turks to v 0.8
6. I't may someti mes be jiunsstulfti ekdu rfdosr ofrursac ital vn 0.8
7. Destroying the properties of Kurds is somet.i 0.82
8. Burning the cars of Kurds may be a justifiab 0.8
9. It is sometimes justified for Turks to damag: 0.79

Factor



10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.

16.
17.

18.
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Verbally insulting some Kurdish politicians .59
One can | Gstniefeyd peomlee vi ol ent towards some K . 66
lnsulting some Kurdish politicijawnsst iwfhioe carac tr . 62

Dragging effigies

Destroying properties of some
Hol di ng sy mbhoalnigc ntgr ieafIfsi gared r
act

Bei

Bur
Bui
j us

% viol ent
g effigies
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ied act

Graded Response Model s

We perfor med
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freedom of speech, particularly in WEIRD cou
tol erated. However, this does not mean that

I n fact, the increase in viol enm odfe heaxvproeusrs ii
such as the United States, serves as evidenc
considering acts that we classify as&coll ect

attitudes towards groaptilitetades sdi pacteduhagal

essential for understanding the dynamics of
mani fest in various forms of collective viol
Furthermore, the diligent methodol ogy emp
findings isnudp pcoartdil nfgoatt h ate vi ol ence is deter mi
by the nature of the act, underscore the fac

we posit that our scale offers not just quan
OQuri sdcovery atthdteapdaoplne donhbitctdubtesenti ages |

nature of the acts prochees, aenvablablget heimde

di sregard acts they deem more or | ess pertin
For instance, in |ess confrontational soc
focusing on verbal violence might hold great
the fundament al principle underpinonngfthe d
collective violence is primarily driven by t
violence. Thus, our scale offers a nuanced t
enhancing the depth and applicability of the
A Ilimitation of t&hipropeeri eés wWéaé pDotr ©6e
context. However, we see nho reason to argue
contexts. We encourage researchers to extend

di ffuse and upwama ivn orl eanscien dhlayw es aleiceont . The
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valuabl e insights into understanding individ
hi st or i-ccaoan fllyi cntomal contexts that are becomin
is the |l ack of exploration imnfg pdeeepsciddde maomad
While validated acro&s applicaditontyexty, dti i é
due to cultural factors or conflict dynamics
met hodol ogy or samphe gemerabusdbafftg of ou

By addressing these points and further in
di mensions based on intensities, we can refi
i mprove &Gt hagpdaxlaebi | ity in diverse contexts.
understanding how specific cultural, histori
perception of intensity or nature of&coll ect
performance.
2 1Cohclusi on

Our Collective Violence Beliefs Scale (CV
multifaceted nature of collective violence b
establishes thatobbeitaogegrotipvimembet sa¢Dsf

Violence) or outgroup | edderyeiSUmsan dtelCablalse

scégl enul tidi mensionality, rather than the nat
both theoretical and empirical significance,
meaningf ul correlations hva tdi srtuilnndtplienfclonmesn o

predictors on the two di mensions accentuates
encapsul ated within the proposed multidi mens
conventional vi ewrtyh ptr etchuresatr ifooran ushli ifgatha

particularly within environments marked by i
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Whil e cognisant of i1ts | imitations and th
provides significant insights into the intri
such, it can guide the devel oipmeertgrodup ndcaemnfv
thus contributing substantially to the disco

Chap3erAuthoritarianism and Soci al Domi nanc

i ndi visdipplogt for collective violen

331 Abstract

Il n political psychol ogy, relatively extre
collective violence, remain understudied. As
reasons people support different kirncdhs onf co
the di mensional ity of coll ect i wvees tvaibolliesnhceed, w
i ntergr ouipRWAd eanldioagidOss upport for two types o
di ffuse coll ective violence ( alglae mtsitv anevnibelr e

(against | eaders of outgroups). We hypot hesi

2This chaptehas been submitted for publication. Abiemail, R., Cichocka, A., Phillips, J., and Sengupta.,
N., Authoritarianism and Social Dominance as differential predictors of individsiggort for collective
violence Under Review.
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di ffuse coll elcavweurp poirdo! ¢émwece uplwatr d col |l ecti ve
expected that SDO would predict higher suppo
diverse, community samples in Lebanon (n = 5

negative r edean i PWAs haingd lueptwar d col |l ective viol

relationship between SDO and diffuse coll ect
people in conflictl segitttii mgne¢ | tigpeed mokzeviaolded
ideol ogi cal reasons.

Key woAuwtshoritarianism, Soci al Domi nance Ori e

3.3.Pntroducti on

Coll ective violence remains a major probl
the Western, Educated, I ndustrialised, Ri ch
worl d. For example, in Lebanon, on HBA4maOctobe

Movement were protesting thé&e peratd ¢wplges ipogm,b
violent clashes erupted taking the |lives of

Perry & Bassam, 2021). The 20QunBryrhas masesm

since the May conflict of 2008. The <c¢cl ashes
former civil war front | ine between Christia
were followed by an ebetweeni sumwpor ber socf aé
( Ab-bsmail, 2022), revealing how ideological

commi ssion of collective violence against pe
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al ., 2021) . I n the current paper, we empiric
collective violence beliefs in Lebanon, for

To do so, we integrate one of the most re
dual process model of ideology and prejudice
conceptualising aBsdu pmearsturfianrg d oldlievca tdiuvad svi o
Aboelus mai |l ,etPhiB).| $(lkadwed t hat <col |l ective violerl

contexts can be chariauptwearrids ecdo Iblye cttwiov ed i vmeonl sei |
outgroup |l eaders, and diffostgrcolpemeé mber ¥i 0
devel oped a scale to measure these two di men
showed differenti al relationships with sever
that the vast mapnorciol yeat i vieevii ot enmnateuyur ¢ hat
(e. g., Spanovic et al ., 2010; Tausch et al .,
picture. This is especially plausible given

peopl@er sugipf f er entdikriencdtse do fa noiumogsriotuyp f or di f f

Specifically, the |l arge |iterature on the
has revealed that there are at | east two dis
outgroups: (a) an ideological rhd teidv @ i fgdirt swva aic
authoritarianism (RWA); and (b) an ideologic
called social dominance orientation (SDO; Du

related, they also have ®&iidtlieryct& eDluerharntts (23

& Sibley, 2010). Considering the differences

RWA is positively related to diffuse coll ect
collective violenrcefl|l dhtts sspphbertaufser RWAt hor
and thus, enacting vVvioloangé eagairsst mgiyobe e

to people high on RWA. On the other hand, we
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forms of violence, consistent with ibtassefdunct
domi nance (Sidanius & Pratto, 1999). We test
samples from Lebanon (n = 596 & 1, 035).

3. Bredictors uppoditvifdualCe®l |l ective Violence

The study of collective violence in the s
the fields of political science (Fearon & La
economics (Collier & Hoeffl er, 200ndc)e, (wsiutchh a

as economic conditions or the nature of t he

work on collective violencel evelr -obemwsglaconwcpe, t
anal yses, as researchingiicntdiiwi duaslkyatatnidt u drg
of the time (Balcells & Stanton, 2021). Rel a

evolutionary psycholiogg. fosekeonhi dnspraéssaus
environmentasodlhiatti d reGaldad pgse8es snaeoy species an
as an adapti ve-ppedawito wrf ort hees adbyt ati ons (

gang violence has also considered the rol es

communitg, €tamtluies, schools, and gang membe
(Vasquege2z0 1804;s aqll e, 2 04Ramdchri stos et al ., 2013;

However, psychol @gioxa Imand elsea wmede tvii atucatl e o f
collective violence is much scarcer (but see
2022). The small |l iterature in soci al psycho
collectdthatacsi aor madri maet ivea s(ues. gh.oon peacef ul
protests), comes closest providing insight o
vi olence (see Becker & Tausch, 2015 for a re

I n a seminal study, Tausch et =alor mat20%t1)

coll ective action and showed that these two
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psych
up th
al .,

ol ogi cal antecedent s. Since this initia
e mantl e of exanmmonrinmagt itvhee caonltleeccetdievnet sa co

2019; see also Agostiniavalapnad@deénpalen,

banditamewor k buil&@s(201Thumctiekettal show t ha

and |
pol it

An
behav
vi olae
achi e
Bartu
pol it
i mpor
of co
achi e

Ho
predi
frame
Wi ni e
focus
aut ho
col | e
targe

mo d e |

ow political efficacy predi cniorsmagptpiowvd f
i cal acts (engmpushe hacking group, Ano

ot her recengsydhahhelaglgiodals orcaadar ch exami

il our-soamatheenononl |l ective actpiodn tliictadr at
nfEer example, Schumpe et al. (2018) fou
ve social change reduces the motivation
sevilius et al .0l e2e@?28) ofoamdochatiicndive

i cal belief predicted higbgsrusdepsecodor éo
tance of studyilnegv etlh ep rperdoixcitnoarls, oifn dsiuvpi pd
|l l ective action, especially in places w
vVe.

wever, &Asbockus mael.,eldhpmiB).] i(f0e2 st udy of th
ctors has been hampered by the |l ack of
work for studying individual difference
wski & Bul ska, 2020¢r.s Bruall dviinogl eomc & hlei tl
sing on attitudes towards colelrecstehne®e vi
rs found two dis-tewmet dhdaseda svlerses, o0 up pa
ctive violence tar gititfefdu aed owlt§ge atudpv enewr
ted at out@pwapd|l eatdé@st (Theisme wdicen Ttz |
was replicated acomfslsi dti vientsd ugri ewsp i Mo

asure these dAbm@aussnadd se tvwdwB). v,a @d2ai ad | §,
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criterion validity analyses revealed that di
di fferentially to established correlates of
justification and religious fundlaemetnit\aeé i sm w

vi olence but negatively related to upward co
This further highlights the need to consi
di fferent types of collective violence for d
the scarcity in the literaturnetemgrtahe ngr @xien
most researched modétilse odualnteprgeceoeuyp madelt ua
prejudice (Wudchki tdh ane2Zn@e@ lo)n a | model of coll ecH
byWboelusmai |l ,etPhiB).| i(RD 2
3 4he Dual Process Model and Collective Viol:
The dual process model of i deology and pr
individual differences in intergroup attitud
ideol ogi cal motives: RWA (Altemeyers,uplpord) a
of this model, hundreds of correlational stu
RWA and SDO on the one hand, and prejudice,
riguhmnmg policies on the ot haerr e(vsieeew)Du chkoirteto v&
l ongitudinal studies Ipaeepesedoundn cteh,atp rRONAI dinmd
for the direction of the proposed causal eff
Il n most comprehensityermanatvydysusondatel arge
represent a@s twer seaa mptl e@alund( 2®2t RWA and SDO p
person change i n gesiwpeailfizedpmpmjenpdide €, bgd oa
Despite this accumul ated evidence, very f
the effects of RWAsaddb&D®Oviooaugyospch as col

putative support for such behaviour)t.heThe mo
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effects of RWA and SDO on behaviour al I ntent
For example, Choma et al. (2020) found that

col |l ectt Wwted ragcettisonsoci et al mor al breakdown, b
actions aimed at equalising interracial rel a
among American adults, where those higher on

thamaintained the stat wsmiewx o Atshad g 2t0alkol)i s
those higher on SDO and RWA are generally 1|e
higher on SDO were more |ikely to both choos
over choosing pearcley udt meassatredsy we kmhewoof

relationship between RWA and SDO and coll ect
found that SDO predicted active forms of wvio

forms of violenceBhdse gf.i,nkixecduspromyi de the f

predict violence beliefs via distinct psycho
|l ndeed, distinguishing between the distin
play in intergroup relations is dadmnalofprtolte sz

mod el (Duckitt & Sibley, 2010). According to

experience develop a worldview in which outg
security, leading to high RWAuppbey tBhéheftot
policies for maintaining |l aw and order, as a
threatened. On the other hand, people | ow on

outgroups are perceived alseadimpgtti d omisghhi 08 DQ

therefore express prejudice, and support hie
gr adsupinterests in the perceived competition
A |l arge number of studies have provided e

SDO, as well as evidence for their divergent
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example, Duckitt (2001) outlined decades of
attitudes and ideol gicexaltlyaGcomberovad ¢c RO da
related to attituéenamd ciad ¢ §flsageineas rstwolad tiCwabhrr e
Asbrock 2009, Ducki tt, 2006; Sibley et al .,
strongly associated with national security a

negat.

<
D

l' y associateddweigqthal nEiemalalt® ,0 nRil | ehvair
(2015) study comes &l doeuts tom tclhod |leecrnn eret vp &
examining the predictors of support for hate
with opposspeeahfprohiabieti on whereas RWA was
such prohibi thiemnm.i zehe tadiwatt h preo ptl e hi gh i n RWA
norm violations, and thus;noarmatmoree eixmaleisrsda d
prejudice sea@ach. as hate sp

These findings highlight that considering
provides a more nuanced view of the nature o
societies. Given our current ai m-diomametlieagr at
model of support for cAbdlectaiiuvee tvPilaB).€ n(qR0ed e v
distinction between these two ideologies tha

that is not shared with SDO.d&pbecemncealt byauRr

a desire to maintain social norms, that 1is n
Duckitt et al ., 2010; Passini, 2017). This f
for coll ective wi dleaamdceer sa ¢ avipmsatr do uwctogrlioceuwct i v e
in the maintaining collective security and p
al ., 2006; Sibley et al ., 2007; Duckitt & Si
willingseoventience against group | eaders, ev

Awpward mioo!l em¢e goes against their respect
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potentially destabilizing change to the stat
Bileswti ®al(.2015) finding that peoplnmeathivgegh on R
expressions of outgroup derogation.

However, RWA simultaneously connotes dero
which suggests that violence nig.ae .n,stdiofuftlgge u
collective violence. This would align with t
i ngroup. I n contrast, SDO indexes a gener al
superiority (Sidanius & Pratto, 1999). As su
for violence against both outgroampt dremder s a

strategies to achieve dominance for their ow

Diffuse
Collective
Violence

+

Upward

Collective

< 5 Violence
FiguCenteptual mo de | of the hypothesized ass
for diffuse and upward collective violence.

3. he Present Research

Here, we test these differential effects
collective violence in two | arge, diverse, ¢
Lebanon is a smal/l country in the Mi8ddl e Eas

sects, which are in principle variations of
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Christianity, and 1 sl am). However, sects in
as Christian Maronites, Muslim Sunni s, Mus | i
devel oped into different, andhtitngioesr coad d

and values, the Ldlbgandsdad caifvielr ware ofi fIf 7% nt

on their position from what was going on 1in
Lebanon is a particularly interesting con
sects, dozens of political parties and has w

roles and positions every timdevbkeopetduatpoh
system that is very hierarchical, putting th
in what became known as consensual democracy
uni que blend of secteasrves tthreaditdidd es Earsd Wit ti
conversative and | iberal nor ms, making it ex
prejudice in different forms of aggression.
resulted in collecandedivi oueeaxeat boahi apswarid
i ncl udi n(gA bribesicnean tl.l,y 202 2)

Based on the analysis presented in the pr
that RWA wil |l be negatively associated with
associated with diffuse collectiveSsDQ oMidrnce.
be positively related to both upward and dif
theoretical mo d e | being tested in the presen
3.6 Study 1
36. Met hod
Participants

An adult convenience sample was recruited

link via social mesd ilai,n kuss iwnigt ht hceo mineuandi tayu tohrogr:
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The sample consisted of 596 participants and
sectarian groups in this diverse country. Sp
Maronite,®,1532.% %hSunni , 23. 4% Druze, 13. 7%

Ar meni an, 4. 1% Ot her Christian sect s, 3% Ot h

identified themselves as politically affilia
remai nienigt hweerr emember s of traditional parties
a mean age of 28.71 (SD = 9.61) and compri se

Measur es

SDWas measured using seven items from Ho
AAn i deal society requires some groups to be
groups of people are simply inferion to othe
soci ety (R) o, AGroups at the bottom are jus
equality should not be our primary goal o, dl

should do what we can to eqBpbdi zeTkenscali ens
good interbal.62)iability (

RWAwas measur 3®di VWesrnmyn gS htohret Aut horitarian (
by Bizumic & Duckitt (20 1@neatrtamastl amamdy i nwd w

are prepared to defy authority (R)o, AWhat o

everyone following &ul awsaddrouti mbomitt wya, PEC
marriage must be strictly followed before it
premarital sexual intercourse (R)menthCumrd soc
stricter |l aws (R)o0, fAThe facts on crime and

down on troubl emaker s, if we are going to pr

showed very weak factor | bhdyndsdinobupecCFAT
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Lebanese context. These items were therefore
reliability &f the)latent factor (
Collecti wasvimelasmeced usi ngAbichus mac al e Pdhe V¢

et aB.. (T2h0e2 scal e i ncluded 17 items in Study

Coll ective Violence was measured using items
sect to hit members of a different secto. Up
items such as ABuilding representative figur
groups is a justified actioabiBloitthy sudisfcfal s

viol@Wncewmward col |l 8xti&2) violence
Al i tems wer e r ataendgiunsgi nfgr oam L1li k(esrttr osncgal |ye
(strongly agree).

36. Resul t s

Descriptiveogtratliadtiioms dored ween all vari at
We fit a structural equation model to test t
di ffuse collective violence and upward col |l e
covari aaenetbettwwo outcomes. As shown in Figu
and | atent upward collective violence were e
covariates simultaneously namely: ag2e famrd ge
more details). Overall, resul #s3%howsd76Gh.at3
<. 001, CFI = 0.94, SRMR = .06 RMSEA = .04 CI

Table 2) revealed no associati onbb.efeeen RWA
.04, p = .19) but a positive assocbarE3dn bet
se. 8ps,. 001) . Il n bc omltBea Hhs . RWA) ( dnEF 1S5 0= (

. 0=, .003) were both negatively associated wi
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Table1
Descriptive Statigtics and Correlations Between All Observed Variables
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16 iy 18 19 20 21 2 2 24 25 2 21 28 29 0 3 R
1LRWA1
2.RWA 2 0.001
3RWA3 -100** 267+
4. RWA 4 -072 101+ .604#*
5. RWA5 -0.025 -0.008 0.002 100+
6.RWA 6 -121%* 150+ 307+ 71 0.066
7.5D01 .106** 120+ -0.02 -076* 0071 0.017
8.5D02 0.05 149+ 157+ 141+ -0.012 116+ 366+
9.5D03 154¢* 0.027 -0.019 -0.012 0.04 -0.042 0.052 0.016
10.SD04 186+ 0.031 -0.02 ca 0.028 -0.04 199+ 0.069 233
11.5D05 146+ 083 -0.001 0.007 -102+ 0012 263+ 199+ 161+ 220+
12.5D06 159+* 0.037 -0.045 -0.044 -089* 0.024 241+ 162+* 137 257+ B31rx
13.5D07 200+ -0.006 -0.063 -0.045 -0.059 -093* i 118+ 218 310r* 307 339+
14.6CV 1 79+ 0075 0.025 0.022 -0.046 -0.028 154+* 160%* 091 kit 154r* 71k 207
15.GCV 2 2354 0075 0.008 0014 -0.041 -0.026 102 109+ 126+ 187+ 754 178 2410 736+
16.GCV 3 143+ 0079 0017 0.026 -0.033 -0.021 091 13+ 083 147+ AT 2044 162+* B8 b7+
17.GCV 4 178+ 0.03 -0.006 -0.012 -0.06 -0.054 0.07 121#+ 144 131+ 158+ 157+ 2004+ 630** 693+ 615+
18.GCV 5 1264 080% 0.045 0.037 -0.009 -0.008 kv 141+ 141+ 2364 135+ d72 197+ 547 557#* 501#* T
19.GCV 6 161+* 0.054 0.031 0.031 -0.05 -097 087* 138+ 137+ 191+ 156+ 124# 257+ 571 581#+ 514+ 705+ 504+
2.GCV 7 A70%* 0.065 0.016 -0.003 -0.06 -0.012 095¢ 093¢ 1264+ 156+ 162+ 136+ 199+ 530%* 602+ 502¢+ 512 561#* 613+
21.GCV 8 148+ -0.005 0.006 -0.026 -0.036 -0.052 0.068 090¢ 135 118+ 131 1164+ 179+ 606+ 670+ 557 561#* Al A%+ 586+
22.GCV 9 234 -0.014 -0.031 -0.012 -0.066 -0.08 0.069 123+ .100¢ L4 130%+ 137 246+ b24#+ b7 616+ 582+ 510+ 542+ 563+ 591#*
2.TCV1 BTN 7/ N I A i -.095% -0.04 0.052 -0.02 Sl -3 -102 -.004* -0.059 -0.074 -087* -082* -0.008 0.05 0.03 0077 -0.069 0.032
24.TCV 2 -086* VAT SN VS O -0.023 -094* 0.045 0011 -0.028 -0.066 0073 -0.04 -0.057 -0.059 -0.052 0.041 0.023 0.052 0.053 -0.003 0032 0.03 B19+*
25.TCV3 -208% - 18a -0 - 161 -0.061 0.079 0.026 0068  -113 - 154 -0.026 0.05 0077 0077 0073 -109% -0.055 0.049 0034 -115+ -0.053 -0.057 502+* A
26.TCV 4 0023 -110 -087* -0.047 -0.044 -0.016 0.061 0.034 -0.016 -0.0%5 0.014 0017 0013 0.052 099 0.069 143 125+ 128 084 0.08 131k 3641+ 371k 293+
21.TCV5 -116% - 196t 258 247 0077 -102¢ 0.057 0077 -103* -0.079 -0.04 -0.04 -0.054 0.006 -0.027 -0.04 0.049 0.034 0.079 0017 0011 0013 ATIH* Ap1+ 526 4G
28.TCV 6 1674 - 148 -0.07 -0.039 -0.068 002 0.029 0011 -1 -0.052 -0.02 -0.002 -0.033 002 -0.031 0072 0.023 0077 0.049 0011 -0.044 -0.01 A3+ 453k A0+ 51k 493+
20.TCV7 0055 -120% -0.043 -0.058 -0.051 -0.008 0013 -0.009 -0.049 -0.047 -0.069 -0.052 -0.009 004 0.05 -0.009 087 146+ 130r* 0.076 0.037 0.076 A3+ A4+ 375k 526+ Ap2+ 639+
30.TCV 8 -163 - 149t -088* -0.061 -0.049 0.025 -0.034 -0.007 -092* -081* -1 133 108 -.086* 0074 -108* 0023 0.016 -0.019 -0.078 -0.066 -087* A30r* 3p4+ 392k 301k 300k A9+ A06**
3L Age 0.002 S123 -218 - 186% 0.043 -0.053 0.064 0.009 -0.023 0.027 0.024 0.058 -0.057 0071 -0.068 -0.085 -0.057 -001 -0.084 -0.081 -098* 0.04 0.02 -0.053 0.062 0.028 0012 0.03 -.004% 0011
32, Gender o1 1564 -173 169 -091* -0.069 .106* 0.026 0.05 0.076 0.061 082 195+ 152+* dagrx 07 089 A3+ 118 0.068 083 098¢ 0077 0.068 0.049 0072 130 0.081 0.06 104 088
M 155 306 325 332 346 357 1% 231 164 17 204 198 161 131 129 131 137 165 145 136 129 13 346 336 36 266 339 331 3 382 2871 14
SD 097 161 16 16 152 133 124 147 12 113 138 129 096 08 0.75 081 085 112 096 086 08 0.79 149 151 137 148 145 155 153 132 961 05

*p< 05 *p< 01
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Diffuse
P RWAL s Collective
’ Violence

.06

34*
Upward
Collective &
-.16* Violence
FiguBSéerBctur al equation model i n which | aten
Ssimultaneous predictors of | atent diffuse <co
coll ective .viNblpeenckc e Oble | iFeofrs vi sual simplicit)

covariates are not shown.

36. Bi scussion

I n this first study, we tested the relat.i
SDO) and collective violence (diffuse and up
that those high on RWA showed | gwerups U emdretr s
whereas those high on SDO showed higher supp
outgroups. However, contrary to our predicti
collective violence and SDO owalsl encetgiate vweil oyl ea

Study 1 was the first attempt to draw an
of diffuse and upward collective violence. T
second, diverse community sample ibyLelh@&non.

fact t hat our measure of RWA was not t he mos

Al temeyer, 1998) and many of the items showe
Therefore, we believe that the emammaswomMmamemi S&
by | imiteldhus, ijlabi3tiudyy 2 we tested the same

updated measures. Finally, we aimed to recru
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ensure tdsagnamnycaon effects were not simply

statistical power to detect subtle ideologic
Table 2. Parameter estimates for the model s
in Study 1.

Di ffuse Collectiwv Upward Coll ective

b se z 99% ClI b s e z 99% C

l ow hig l ow hig

RWA .05.0.1.3 -0 .16 RWA - 18 .0 3.5 - 3(.05
SbO .33 .0 6.4 .2( .46 SDO -.16 .0 2.9 -3(.02
Age -.14 .0 2.6 -.2¢ <.0 Age =-09 .0 -1.5 - 2:t.07
Gend 34 0 3.8 .1: .57 Gend .22 .1 2.0 - 0¢ 50
2 Mal
Not*ep. < . 01

37Study 2

The second study had two main goals: (1)
than the ones usedpboroperfiorsmansteudy abmer o
to replicate the associations between ideolo
(i .e., diffuse and wupward) found in Study 1
371 Met hods
Participants

An adanvweni ence sample was recruited by ¢
l ink via social mesd ilai,n kuss iwnigt ht hceo mineuandi tayu tohrogr:
The sample consisted of 1035 participants an
sectarian groups in this diverse country. Sp
Maronite,®,1523.99%hSunni, 13.3% Druze, 9% Chr
5.6% Other Christian sects, 1.9% OtheretMusl i
themselves as not affiliated with any politi
born after the 2019 revolution. The sampl e h

comprised 47% women.
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Que

spe

al |l

don

had

Vio

stionnaire Measures

SD@W&Was measured using the only versiion of
cifiaalelny,sctahee 4 rom Pratto et al. (2013):
groups. (R) o, AWe should notoupusthhef @urgr
a l (R) o0, ASuperior groujrs58hould dominate
RWAwas measured -usemgs ¢ &lee shb® MBt)& & resreayteea d
o Arabic: Alt is always better to trust t
religion than +foulsiestsen nt @utrhes omoiesy mwdh
bt iGn npienodpsloe, Alt would be best for every.

ernet so that people could not get their

ntry wil| be destroyed pemedagi ohsweationg
al fibre and traditional beliefso, APeopl
other old traditional forms of religious

ndards of mhantali&d, mbAtaheiasaitds iand ot hers w

ablished religions are no doubt every bit
ularlyo, ASome of the best people in our
er nme mtg, rcerliitgiioinzi and ignoring the fAnor me
Bd. 7(4) .

Collecti wasvimelasmeced using the same scal e

excellent internal rddei S mpwarty Cdli fFéasiv

|l esn ®eh) | scal es wergoimeta sluirlkedr tusd gl &.

37. Resul t s

We

di f

Descriptive statistics and correlations b
fit a structural equation model to test t

fuse coll ective violence and wpwearsd daalll e
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covariance between the two outcomes. As show
and | atent upward collective violence were e
covariates simultaneously namenlay e;ageeaMfdbge
more detail s). Overall, resul s3howsd84 h.at9
<. 001, CFI = 0.94, SRMR = .05 RMSEA = .03 CI
Table 4) revealed a poantidefadesecclatf+entbee
l18¢ .05, p = .001) and betweelm .S1Q@.®&wPBd di f f
= .005) . | nb cco2be.afgik, ORWA (b ubt -mOaxBte . B3P (

15) was negatively associated with upward c

Diffuse
Collective
Violence

29% J19%

Upward
................ Collective
Violence

FiguSér8ctural equation model in which | aten
simultaneous predictors of | atent diffuse co
coll ective MNMovt&gemnrce Oblel iFofrs.vi sual simplicit)

covariates are not shown.
37. Bi scussion

We attempted to replicate the findings of
and SDO in a new, | arger, community sampl e I
original predictions on the assoccieatanodn bet w
replicated some of the findings from Study 1
collective violence against members of the o

violence against group | eademwse Ifosundt hdarmoset h
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SDO justify collective
relationship between

replicated some of t

collective violence,

i mportant to note that
l ine with our original

measur ement of t he constr

more detail below).

Il ol ence against memb

and upward coll ecti
ndings iandgtwpmwarld n
the relationship be
e significant resul
pof hesi sgamae mmo et rlk

uct . The same canno
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Table3

Descriptive Satistics and Correlations Between All Observed Variables

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 13 14 15 16 T 18 19 20 2A 2 3 2% 5 % 27 8 9 kil
1LRWA1

2.RWA 2 382

3.RWA3 207 375+

4 RWA 4 ikl il 193+

5 RWA 5 36+ A5+ 219+ e+

6.RWA 6 33+ 238 208 16+ 390%*

7.5001 0.044 -0.02L -0.019 093¢ 0.069 0.036

8.5D02 203+ 162+ 115+ 157+ 134 AT 225+

9.5D03 0.062 0011 -0.016 072 138+ 41+ 365+ R

10.5D04 193+ 153+ 106+ 07 [095+* 116+ 143+ 199+ 218+

11.DCV 1 082 096+ 150+ 01 224+% 2004 086 L4xx 0.057 099

12.DCV 2 1104 0073 0.041 091 139+ 192+ 0.063 154r* 099 180% S10%*

13.DCV 3 0038 0.076 0.08 103 161+ 156%* 004 0.065 0.066 1264 600%* 570+

14.DCV 4 102 0023 0.052 099 0077 126+ 089* 129+ .088* 140 S04+ A8+ 500%*

15.DCV 5 g Joz e 126 54 158 (0051 0,083 0,036 093¢ T[T VASJ s A VA

16.DCV 6 0,085 0029 083¢ 083¢ 155t 160+ 096 085¢ o1+ 65 515 B3 Bl 56O 633

17.0CV7 0017 0025 0.064 0,009 0.045 0075 090¢ 087 0,037 0075 A% AN A2 A0 462t 18

18.DCV 8 0076 0045 0012 0088 008 v 081 127 081 L TAAJ (S A s A 7/ AR kA ' Y. 1

19.0CV 9 11 0088 0043 0062 a1 18t 0064 0078 0,056 0071 B3y 472 AR M5 B3O AT 309 e

2.TCV 1 SAF* 178 o083 -150%% -39 W28 A7 W13 0028 -104 0002 002 0047 0072 0,062 0,041 0.06 0002 0024

21.TCV 2 182 0079 0 Slope 09 W23 0068 -1 0033 0081 004 0023 0071 0,039 088¢ 0,065 093¢ 0.006 0033 47

2.TCV 3 -20r% 0071 0005 -130%  -082F  -206% 118 169 0064 0061 0042 0005 0069 0,081 0.047 0,088 092¢ 0029 0024 573+ 500

2B.TCV 4 B ¢ ) N1 N 17N 1 N ¢ -0.03 0016 0045 0,025 0032 0078 092¢ 0,026 0038  -0026 0039  66l* 585 570

24.TCV 5 13 004 0000 -l01f 0043 -l6% 0074 -122% 0027 0062 0082 0036 0.083 0033 0078 0065 133 0029 0054  6L7* 665t S50 577

5.TCV 6 179 -166% 0015 -089F -l -200% 0077 0069 0034  -108% 0024 0019 006 0075 004 0,031 102¢ 0028 0038  Sea* 577t TAgt bAgt b

26.TCV7 W20 W08 0055 13 W10 224 -10P* 0076 00%4 0046 004 008 0027 099¢ 006 002 0037 -0.02 0034 T8t Bl B BT ST DA

21.TCV 8 157 09 0003  -085* -l .20 093 -3 00%4 007 0019 0031 005 0037 088¢ 004 091¢ 0016 0041 602+ 5o7* TS5t 553 Gl6F T8 b4

2.TCV 9 180 180 002 0069 007 -208% 084 082 0009 0016 002 0031 095¢ 08¢ 096 0088 42 0,061 0059 562+ BS54t B56**  B0OF* 553 609 B3 A0

29.Age 0.082 004 0036  -0045 0018 0084 0071 113 -0059 008 0074 -0039  -0015 -0079 0039  -0.08 0058  -0061 0061  -178*  -169*  -164*  -0001  -168*  -102%  -127% 150" -157%

30. Gender 0.08 0002 103+  -0008 0037 0029 0089 0031 136" 0033 0019 0018 0079 0020 0046 0088 0016 -0035 0 0051 0022 0001  -0.02 0009 0036 0009 0025 0039 -0038
M 19 22 3% 226 22 251 165 188 163 162 128 124 1% 4 15 14 138 123 13 3% 3% 38 401 382 381 401 3% 35 3105 153
D 125 145 16 138 137 134 1 12 102 11 072 064 066 088 093 081 086 063 075 136 131 14 13 4 14 13 13 14 181 05

<05 Fp<lL
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Tabl e 4. Parameter estimates for the model s
in Study 2.
Di ffuse Coll ectiwv Upward Collective
b se z 99% ClI b se z 99% C
l ow hig l ow hig
RWA .18 .0 3.: .04 .16 RWA -26 .0 5.1 - 3¢ - 1
spo .16 .0 2. .01 .46 SDO -08 .0 -1 . 2. . 0E€
Age .14 .0 2.€<.0 <.0 Age =-07 .0 -1.% -1¢ .0E€
G d
e <. 01.0 .0 -0t .09 Gend .01 .0 0.2 -0 .0¢
2 Mal
No t*ep. < 01.
38Chap3&erner al Di scussion
Here, we integrated the dual process mode

di mensi onal model AbBluscmdil le,e t R iBIl. lViyRdt Bensctd n(g t
relationship RWA and SDO and support for two
relationship was analysed using two separate
confirmed our predictionfkRWAbauont (pWwatHevaske
(b) the association betweeneSDORWAdhadfadusedg
association with support for upward violence

support for diffuse violence.

Overall, these findings support our argument
respect for authority structures, would show
|l eaders, even if they are | eatdlrease ofi gm owruty
motivated t o -cdoonmp entaet eo uatngdr oouwupts, s how higher

against outgroup members more generally. Fin
theoretical model were moshi mi ketdwe8&peBWAI xR
collective violence was only positive and si
bet ween SDO and upward collective violence w

We did not find consistent support for th

(Sibley & Duckitt, 2010), that RWA would be
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coll ective violence. However, we believe the
artefact driven by the unreliable measur emen

used in Study 1 | oaded so poorxcyl woe ot hhehre | a

entirely, resulting in a truncated scale and
more typical and more reliable measure of RW
in the expected directuiren | ends support to t

I n contrast, we believe the reasons for t
upward collective violence are more theoreti
conceptualised as a pr edienrgaoocuey fout ¢ heu @o mii m
(Pratto et al ., 1994) . However, as Jost & Th

has al so often been concepwhatlt hsertdobemaf pt &f
on® i ngroup. For groups | opwoesri tiinont hteo iengtuearlgirt
mai ntaining the status quo that disadvantage
upending that status quo in favour of their
domi nance and opposiitoinon ot omad gnusaalia wit vyta mbtoatighe gifr u
position. Thus, the effects of SDO are conti
examined (Jost & Thompson, 2000) .

I n Lebanon, tdaséatganmnramngewemts for gov
complexity of ethnoreligious groups involved
not <c¢cl ear which groups can be choen ssi edresree dt yapdiv
used in intéogriongee@swlaircih groups see thems
or disadvantaged in the current hierarchy. |
mean that every groupgic@amndyviacheéerag etdh e ms slomes wi
has shown that highly conflictual contexts f

i ngGowpjective position in the hierarchy (L
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percei i mnmggoomep to be relatively disadvantacg
for violence motivated by ingroup dominance
by hierarchy maintenance.

The fact that SDO can imply these opposin

di sentangled in the current context, might e
upward collective violence observed herre. I n
and more reliable vwedkands mpasidéleatnishrosveidp a

bet wek@nwpward collective violence. This pro:

opposing processes oOor unmeasuredelmadiceomas oir

bet ween SDO and violence beliefs. Future res
status, the two di mensions of SDO, as well a
would help shed Iight on wheni hheombéctviaveown
when it does not.

Overall, the current findings extend the
by further reinforcing the iIimportance of rec
framework for collective vVvi ol enlcaer ,attthietyu deexst
Aboelus mai |l ,etP hiB). | i(g20eln methwo on al mo d e | i n whi c|
at outgroup members and | eaders was found to
model with the dual process model of i1ideolog

RWA, who arteo ngouteisvtaitoend aut hority and establi:

support collective violence against outgroup
motivated to dominate outgroups, seem more Ww
out gmemiper s . Given the prevalence of both ki

research should attempt to distinguish betwe

intergroup disharmony in a given context, as
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Our findings also extend the I|Iiterature o
di scrimination. The vast | iterature showing
attitudes and behaviours might |l ead to the s

woul d also promotttasgetpeodtviioremue grlawever,
this is only true for justifying violence en

me mber . RWA and SDO do not pr ediudtgrhiugphdre agdie

Il n the case of RWA, the focus on authority a
aversion to upward collective violence, wher
null . The findings on RWAtdhatetaithosrwittah i mneas
someti mes support egalitarian intergroup bel

with their motive for conformity (Altemeyer,

Gorska et al ., 2021der Fuwhiere trhee emmatcihv dthiadn c
support for authority indexed in RWA can | ea
more intergroup antipathy), would help shed
mo d e | al sot sfuugtguerset sr etsheaar ch on outgroup ani ma
(e.g., prejudice) should move beyond attitud
towards outgroup | eaders and members separat
38. $trengths and | imitations

The current study is correlational and th
be sure that RWA and SDO cause collective vi

based on prior theorising as wellhgeasi agpéhiaft
RWA and SDO predict downstream intergroup at
research also &ndntatgsotpaat pepbptdes can aff
SDO over time (Osborne at aur, r28RL1L)s Teeosec

reciprocal process.
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Our stu
need for f
noted ear |
our study
represents
represente
research o
2010). Thi
extreme fo
forms such
(although
Martins et
compl ex, ¢
be highly
38. Zoncl usi

We have
collective
context, n
cblective

the first

—

ound to |

studi es, a

nvestigat

he effect

—+

coll ective

dy is also |Iimited by its focus on
urther replication of these patter
il er, Lebanon provideseavunlgoneeenw
has been able to |l everage. With it
a social structure that is preval
d in the pssoyccihaoll opgsiyccah o |l o g ye rraet suer aer.
n prejudice and discrimination, is
s |lack of diverse samples is refle

rms mbnynsechbraspcidled lmdtiiviee t\ i ¢ leesrs
asijobtdaser mmreapremal ent in out
they are also becoming mofe common

adi nhg280%dpged®O®Uurthiat phenomena suc

annot be straightforwardly extrapo
dependent on the nature of intergr
on

tested the effect of authoritaria
violence (diffuse and-WEpIwaD d) usi
amely Lebanon. We found that those
violence beliefs against | eader s,
finding was consistent, the second
ustify coll ective owipsl @ mc & oli hl iodf «
nd oppose it against | eaders in on
ed the effect of these attitudes o
of audlon Nntaamrcieaminsmaxamaeé meo ¢ ioalms o

vi ol ence remains scarce. Future r
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and in different contexts, especially with ¢

phenomenon.
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Chap4erDoubl e Troubl e: Sectarian and Nati o
Predictors of Collective Violence Be

4. 1 Abstract

Coll ective narcissism a behtehgentiogrexpegnhn
A | ack of research on cWeédternmnveomtae xti S sa s
groups remains a challenge for the field. Ho

narcissism (sectaritamlamd emddtcitoomral )ofas whbi fdfi e
violence beliefs (against outgroup members a
sample frdim IglB8gnowWwe( found that sectarian na

small er politingalbupnddealtigiyupredi cted supp

against members of different sects, while na
collective violence. Neither form of coll ect
colVvecviolence against outgroup | eaders. We

identification and found no significant effe
on collective vi oWextcer bedo retf sxd nltni mahwilsd nmdd na
identity is undermined by sectarianism, nat.
motivator for wunity and social change, whil e

extreme attitudes, such as support for coll e

Keywor@@el |l ective Narci ssi sm, Coll ective Viol

3 This chapter ibased on the following paper: Abéemail, R.,Gronfeldt, B., Konur, T., Cichocka, A., Phillips,
J., and Sengupta., N., Double Trouble: How Sectarian and National Narcissism Relate Differently to Collective
Violence Beliefs in Lebanon. Journal of Aggressive Behavior.



COLLECTNAWRECI SSI SM AND COLLECTI VE VI OLBNCE

4. 2 I ntroduction

I n 2019, the October revolution took place
revolution, i n which hundreds of thousands p
divided the country between diff.erTehnet Musl i m
revolution was, however, unsuccessful -in ach
revolution election resulted in 13 new Membe
their birth sect and i nst eadenetnmpthya s iAsletdh oau gshh
Lebanese would without doubt claim to | ove t
would wusually be dict@at adr(bHetntl keeyi,r 2s0elc5t. ar iSaan
Nevertheless, while there are ongoing effort
(Sullivan, 2019; Abouaoun, 2022), such sent.i
trend away from sectarian pobi kegysanal bgbaso
number of initiatives to heighten the salien
(potentially) conflicting subordinate identi
to bridge divisions beitgwhblanpedi &f B a k. mbJwEsktr papsg
nati onal identities remain salient in Europe
t he LebaneCsaemnpeetatp | e2019)

Il nterestingly,

for

a

united nat

underappreciated

groups

captured

n

the co

by col |l

(Cichocka, 2016 ;

coll ective narci

t hat

t

S

greatne

both movements campaigning |
h éLneebl abmi adee notnictey ,g rbeealti,e vbeut h a
and under mined in more rece
u PAtbrdyaHmmilr ma m,e D@ua @ dkee Iwioe fl d
ective narcissism, a belief
Gol ec de Zaval &@Peetpleel .h,i gh0Qd
ssism think their ingroup is

SsS is nGolsaud fde i £2aavt d Tyla e getc oag
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al so
nar ci
perce
20009,

mani f

S

S

e

2 0 2a2n) d

coll e
coll e
anoth
inter
Salib

As
gi ven
Salib

pol it

c

c

1990) .

ident

wi t h

di ver

mul t i

nar ci

di fefne

cl ear

ee other groups( @al eaandee MZay a@altkkéedai v
sism is a strong predictor of outgroup
ved as thr&at®a&ged otck at, h 0ilbgr &cwp ec de
Golec de.zZ&vobalacei vael nar20%3) sm can ge
sts in the justificati(&€mchfocxatr Bme i ain

support f o(rd apsoklo te.tc &an .v,ih 02s0e2p0)@ er , we

tive narcissism at the sectarian and n
tive violence beliefs in Lebanon (one
r at sectari amyowtfddowcp eldeddedep d3ecod
roup conflict and the abcdercleeywpyf 2a01%]
, 1990)

i mplied earlier, Lebanon is an interes
the presence of multiple competing ing
, 1990). These sects, whelienrethegcouwnst
cal scene, forming the foundation of p

Al t hough there are disagr®@emanitenaimon
ty (Salibi, 1990il Bahabe, f aeoméd, acséensg

he coatmmtirgasatt thmeige ver si on of what Le

tive narcissism a useful framework for
e ec oluenbtarnyonl.i ki't al so offers an ideal o
|l e types of collective narcissism in p
sism with any social group (Golec de Z
types of collective narcissisms have r
whet her coll ective narcissism of super

subordinate groups (i .oa.p, identtd)t. elsn c
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and compete, the meaning of ingroup senti men
identity is viewed as progressive and seeks
subordinate identities into a saperontii oaneé
identity along with strong sectarian identi't
contrast collective narcissism at the nation
l evel (i .e., sectaeyamehateidisi seneminidy twist h
violence, which has unfortun&mtshagr tc hlairatcd rey .i
4. 3 Coll ective Narcissism: The Quest for 1 ngi
Coll ective narcissism assumes an exaggerat

moder ately positive association with other ¢

soci al domi n&ntecodeedbanl anegt al ., .20009; Go
However, in contrast to soci al domi nance or i
a quest for dominance over other groups, but

(Cichocka & Cislak, 2020; Gsrpoencfiedldlity erteladv.an
contexts where collective narcissism is not

of materi al powe&rl oFer ersephcenpalGotdoss, suf
bases for collecti(Formgarsci&s faiasam CES @@ @4Es K a

et al. ,N&2awil&nal narcissism also differs from
Federico et al., 2023), which has(Kesenedmanor
& Feshbaahd A@BA&YWvinistic arrogance and desi
rel attiLon®o Brewer., NAQGQOQdbnap.i st2&)aptures the pe
superiority entitles the nation to use force
internati®&hahkaif Schemi dt 2003; de Figueired
Feshbach, 1989; Mummendey .etl mlcant2r0a0slt;, Ppeeha

collective narcissism would justify hostilit
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way to satisfy a hubristic need fofGoleogdaet

Zavala, 2018; Golec de Zavala et al., 2019)
Coll ective narcissism has mos{Wgsbeemn, st ud,]
Educat ed, I ndustrialised, Rich, and Develope
see Jasko et al., 2020; Marinthe et al., 202
However, populations not accustomed to domin
it. For example, collective narcissism is hi

in terms of their po(lGitcihcoaclk aa n dS eencgounpotnai,c esty s
l't is important to note that not all for ms
collective narcissism, soci al i denti fication

depend on external wvalidation fd&ifchrockal, | dtl

narcissism, soci al il dentification predicts ¢
as to(6&ohercede Zavala, Cichocka, & 8ndewicz,
outgroup(6Gotskaretyal ., 2020; Marchl ewska et
4. 4 Col l ective Narcissism and Coll ective Viol
Collective violence refers to acts perpetr;
behalf of their collective, Il rrespective of
these actions. 't involves tfagrgenti ngr one 90l

on their group-l mmmbPehréed hlia s(WiRddke ws ki & Bul sk
Collective violence beliefs then, are relate
Hostility, charactertiiseddédyt awatdosngt hegati @
encompassing both the cognitive and affectiywv
aggression, hostility can escalate into viol
violence, wltilah endi ghot hlmew one t hinks or feel:

(Parrott & GiadGcaltda, ta@esd) arpegelner all y a gc
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intentions and actions (Ajzen, 1991, Bosnj ak
percentage of those who believe violence is
however, with a phenomenon that amadhi dgeavfe wlv
motivates such beliefs becomes a compelling
Research shows that collective narcissism ¢

means to achieve the recogni(tGmlned hde i hagw aolugp
Gol ec de Zav.alTahiest caan ,t a2kOel 9t)he f or m of expl
violence agaCnseshookbagrBapban, etasalwel 2022 ;
justificati on f odre mohcer a tnigcr onuepa nuss i(tidbg caacrehiii eevte &
2021; Golec de Zava@Alah&arkeeramst2@22f coll ec
exaggerated perception t hat( Gohlee ci ndger oZuapv ailsa ci
2016)and therefore deserving of( Goeliencg ddee f Zeanvda
2011; Golec de Zavala & Lantos, 2020)

I n contexts that are already conflictual
behaviours can further exaggerate threat per
provocation might take a more extr.dms kfoor m o

and coll edgueds (h@20froll ective quest for sig

ideol ogi cal behaviours (such as political vi
Collective violence is supported more strong
radi catls c(owsa.@ xncoanl ) . Coll ective significance
but captures a similar desire for ingroup gr
in violence where it is desc(lLipttt man y& nPalmad

201a8nNd great er Jiad&kmt iefivii adht. goRORH )t hat wuse it

coll ective narcissists may be especially pro
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Somewhat different dynamics seem to be at

whose political identities are minoritized.
is a core element of collectioupsnahcisssiasmpe
expressed in support for mor e( Naroigmmtelses i evte ala
2022)Recent research found that <collective ne
people in America, 1 s -iansgsroocu pa,t ebdu twiptrho gsruepspsoir:
movements, such as Black Lives &atrtiegrht sa mov
(Marinthe.et al., 2022)

The expression of collective narscecstsarsinan n
societies |like Lebanon can | ikely take on ei

on the dynamics between t he gsrtouwdpys .o nS pceoclilfeicc

vi olence, those high in sectarian narcissisn
intergroup relations, including support for
reinforces i1Its nor mavteirv,e idnedsicvriidputal lvse wshtoa tiudse.
with thRheanationthe minori gy opuel ictoind a&Ixtgr ava g |
established national identities (such as in
national embarrassment s& ameaacog@niitni drheomwatyh e
stage. |l nstead, they may -ladomlpitn ;g preorr €p @a toigw

Lebanes#®s seeidstyo move beyond sectarian viol

Il n the Lebanese context, political di vi si

n
(¢}
O
—
—

epresenting a different religious subg
|l i kely to fuel ongoing coll eembeesvaobdenaoegr
|l eaders. This expectation is based on the va
coll ective narcissism and outgrouJpCihlhdwotciklai,t y

Boci an, et al . | 202 2; Gol ec de Zaval a, 2018;
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However, movements also exist that call for
favour of a superoMdkhbhbeflLé&b8Sakmamiinde@&aoRiRy ly
expectations of comni@inl Maeyrrtoruepr iedte nali.t,y 1InmboAU3e
Dovidi o, mp@@ments in Lebanon seeking to esta
identity expect this to reduce sectarian diyv

mai ntaining a subordinate é&%eonpepbsed ab. a 20

Given the novelty of our approach, making
narcissism in Lebanon is not as clear cut as
high in national narcissism may bltanmd ioréd nsge
an externally respected national identity, w
members or | eaders. On the other hand, 1 f se
embarrassment, those high-oicmumatidomalt hnarac¢ ing
good national i mage (Gronfeldt et al., 2022)
i mage by refraining from participating in se
members or | eaders. tAndedcotl alttevi pemce ssSugn@g
Il ndi vidual s who exhibit narcissistic identif
present an I mage of the country that aligns

fact, & edbianntoamht epaportisawyed in the media as
respectful of divernBiowe,n,amrRdBd@pheom twast leer emo rC
referred to as the central bank, the hospita

Bowen, 2022; American Universntgedf PeevubuUS:S

has found that national narci ssism predicts
Agl ori dCd spakt ®t al ., 2020; Lantos .& BKForgas,
appealing to national nostalgia and bl aming

respect fr on{ fioA hKe rn gcdooum torfi eAsb sence 0: I n Lebat
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Sl ow Disintegratiomnhekceag€stunreg, s2a2@2xst t ha
narcissism would rather reject sectarian Vvio
4.5 The Present Research

This research examines the relationship b
violence in Lebanon. We specifically invest:i

ational narcissism on two didmdraisckresx tafvecol

-}

violence that target outgroup members and up

|l ead@db-bpsmaiPhetd | af.s, 202

Abolus maiPhahdi pes] | 8agdueevse | (02p0e2d a new scal e
collective violence beliefs, whieWEIWwas teste
contexts, including Lebanon. They found that

not differentiatenbeotfweem|teme ej bautti friad ater tF
analysis identified two di mensions: onhe targ

outgrouMmWel eader porate this new Imeondced, afnodr stcha

sake of gaining & bBallilefps canuud eund @pevaplliedat e
hypot hesise that sectarian narcissism wil/ p
directed at both outgroup members and | eader

predict swappamt viiol enee®t agai nst outgroup mer
we will measure and control for national and
hypot heses regaraditsg Thei samptl enwi &l ePbfmer i s
community sample from Lebanon.

4. 6tudy 1

4. 6Mdt hod

Participants



COLLECTNAWRECI SSI SM AND COLLECTI VE VI OLENCE

An adult conveaoolkheet sdmpy ecwasul ati ng an
link via social media to community organisat
participants and was broadly representative
country. Spaamipfl iec avlalsy ,1 1t. B Chr éast i38n 5M@a rSaminti

6% Druze, 4. 4% Christian Orthodox, 0.5% Ar me

Musl im sects, 13.8% No sectarian i1 dentificat
affil iialtd otnhe whemai nder varied between eight
sample had a mean age of 33.07 (SD = 11.43)

Measur es

Coll ective Narcissism

Coll ective narcissism at both the sectar:i
ultrashort version of the Collective Narciss
by Si bllgsBgnd20sed in (Eker et al., 2023). The
my sect/ Lebanese getting the respect that 1is
in the world, the world would be a much bett
sedlLebanese is often misunderstoodo. Al it e

National narcissism h=a.d6rigu ést4i. 2r8a b ISeD r=e 10i. DH0i)
sectarian narcissi sar.h7add;. aM ¢3e PBt7&b IBeD1M e . i abi |
Collective Violence Beliefs
Justification fwars amelalsaia teilds ey s viHriol neliri ams

coll ®@y®2st ems. The scale measures two di men
based on the target of the act r atlhsemaitlhan t
Phi lelti pB).., T2n0e2 scal e measures collective Vvio
of the outgroup, which in this case is membe

members of my sect to bvaaoame nembsircsalolfy aa gg rf
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one di mension, which we acal¥BFdiM7a.s@Dscol | ect
0.91); and it measures collective violence a
|l eaders of different s@8cheefetogo. befi@®nel ean |
coultrilyeaders especially those from a differe
call upward ca¥l e86j We72vi6dl,eBde =( 1. 19) . Eact

measured usi ng-se ailtegmdamaymnd Icioknpd tet el y di sacg

agree.
Sectarian and National l denti ficati on
Sectarian and nati onal identification wer

using three items each frloemadcithee siclal fee 012088 n
bond with my sect/ Lebanono fAl feel solidarit
to my sect/Lebanono. Sect ar a=anddrdaevt-t i3f.i4c5at i o
SD = 1.26) while national a=de62si {N68a3.idh, had
SD 1.03) .
4. 6R&€sul t s

Descriptive statistics and correlations b
We fit a structural equation model to test t
narcissism on diffuse col | ect iwhei |Ivei oaldeg nucset iann
the residual covariance between the two outc
collective violence and | atent upward coll ec
sectarian narci ssi sm, | adwanrti antaed 3 osiarhu Intaa rca o
secure sectarian identification, secure nat.
female, 2 male; see Table 2 for more details
very cel8ll)( =p 5<9.00.0519,, CFI = 0.93, SRMR = .06,

. 042]) .
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Sectarian narcissism had a positibve rel at

. 5¢e¢ .25, p = .03), though it was ®Bbo+0&dssoci
se.2p= .76). Additionally, secure sectarian i
(b=-. 24, p = .50) or ubrFwalr2d,. B6pp) | eblat venwal ohanc

negatively dissfocsatecdl| ne¢cthbge:8) OPscand not
associated with upbwaalee cdl= epdti)v.e Awsi oMi e rhc es(e ¢
sectarian identity, secure natbo»na8, i pgdenti 8%
or upward colbmecttHdvé&pvi Ovemae | ( t hese result
and sectarian collective narcissism have opp

Speci fiamraldary,narecitssism i s positively associ

negatively associated. Furthermore, the effe
to diffuse collective violence aFidnadlol yn o tt heex
results indicate that secure sectarian and n

vi ol ence.
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Sectarian
Narcissism

Diffuse Collective Violence

Sectarian
Identification

.65*

National
Identification

Upward Collective Violence

National
Narcissism

FiguSéructural equation model in which | aten
narcissism are modelled as simultaneous pred
and | atent upward coNtreti veé5S5vibBdrnciesball i if

indicators and covariates are not shown.
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Tabl e 1. Correlation Matrix between al/l | atent <co
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Sectarian |
2. Naltdemtailfic -327
3. Sectarian N .60*.25"
4. National Na -28*.32* .45"*
5 Diffuse Col .11*-06*.10%*- 14*
6. Upward Coll .05 - 004.11* .04 .43*
7Age .02 .002.03 .04 - 19*- 17+
8 Gender - 15*%-.07 - 10*-17* .06 .11*- 08
M 3.4 .9 .2 1.6 2.6 33. 1.
sSD 1.2 1.0 0.9 1.1 11. 0.
* p < 05
Table 2. Parameter estimates for the models predi
Di ffuse Collective Upward Coll ective
b se z p 95% CI b s e p 95% C
l ow hig l ow hi g
,\IS:rCCtiasr .43 .1 3.9 .0 .07 1.2 Nsaercctiasr: 17 .1 1.5.8 - 5¢ .4c¢C
NNaartCiiOS” 51 .1 4.%.00 -9( - 20 NNaartCiiOS”: 15 .1 1.2 .4 - 2. .45
Sledcetna'tri . 1/.2 0.€ .5(-5¢ .26 Sl’edcetniri 12.1 - 6¢ . 5( .26
'I\'?jtein?ri 0:.1 0.2 .8:-2¢ .21 'I\'%tein?? .04 .1 .31 19 .26
Age - 0z.0(-2.%5 .0. -2¢ -.04 Age . 00.0C-0. 8. . 1¢ .07
Gende .04 .1 0.2 .7¢-1. .14 Gender .31 .1 2.1. .01 .27
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4. 7 ChaGetneediadcussi on

Using a |l arge commuanedtyarsiaamp| @eod mtomy ,a we |
relationship between collectivearnaromiadgi amda
coll ective violence beliefs. Consistent with

sectarian narcissism showed higher support f
sectarian outgroup. Whil e etfifeercee wefr en art e aosncan s
on collective narcissism may go either way,
collective violence beliefs against outgroup
predictions, sectaadamocoil geicti veannarel asi am
violence beliefs targeted at outgroup | eader
significant relationship with collective vio

While in |Iine with our predictions, the ¢
sectarian narcissism have with diffuse coll e
Participants high in national naecvs$®siemceho
beli efs against outgroup members, whereas th
collective violence beliefs against outgroup
attaining respect for the smatfiroom asssgsesctti Mfgr
within the nation. Those high on sectarian n
may resort to conventional methods of sectar
perceived (and often realie®tcita)y i amnf @@d digd aoa,p B
2015)People high in sectarian narcissism are
they hold of their sects contimhes thatheratt
however, mi ght not be exclusive to Lebanon;
structures, particularly those that emerged

Empire, exhibit similar charaotférinstoives .| oDlke
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resear ch, share commonal it i-Wess,t ear mdE aasrdee ndoins t i

identities, acco(rUskwyl tet raelc.e,nt202F)ear ch

Ou

evide

et al .

t

hat

ndi v

by th

par ti

chang

dent

Whi |l e

nar ci

bel i e

Cicho

t

hose

wi t h

nar ci

S

i mul

Agree

Vv

g

t

acci

reat

he ¢

r findings regarding national narcissis
nce on collective narci ssi s(me.agno,ngManm inrm
, 1 2022deeply divided and sectarian soc
while identification with the national
iduals, It has not necessarily cterdansl at
e outcome of the recent parliamentary e
es as the majority reflects the ongoing

e (UNDP, 2022). Thus, dé&sipnds, athhiisncmata
ity may still face political oppression
those high in collective narcissism ar
Ssists adophtakremanatiaverosgraessegives ffal a
ve that reactionary behavi®@uirmagae.l d hav

il e the present results might contradic

i ssism has harmful dfef.egct, s Bfiadrdlreelt atnieo red

c k a, Bociitani,s eunallear 2M@2w )genui ne suppo
high in collective narcissism, even anm
researc@Gi srakm ®tbol ahdfo2a®2l1x hat t hose hi
Ssism supported a marketing strategy fo
taneously opposing genuine environment a
nwashingo. Liskmwiirset,helalniothead Shtaatce s sgr
nation of the American public, without
0 by being dhagadfaefl ddt dr adaonynnot2rOidbeey c o n

urrent data whether such paradoxical ef
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or marginalised political identities, but it
expressed by those high in national nar ci ssi
that those high in nati onawounladr criastshiesrm diins taa
themselves from the sectarian politics al/l t
themselves. Therefore, making their attitude
coll ective narci ssi stmh amaiantcainmsitimrgi cd ketntcesrr n
actually being progressiyve. For instance, it
or oppose collective violence beliefs agains

antagonistiesucéel asi ossawlthThis means resul't
according to the political | andscape at any
groups with egalitarian goals is associated

(Panayi ot oMgr € 0r2Z&dgear ch should be devoted to

societies, such as Lebanon with its sectaria
di sadvantaged groups, such as the United St a

Surprisingly, neither national nor sectar
violence beliefs, which refer to violence di

intuitively expected that outgroiupade &gaferscn e
sectarian ingroup. Ho we vBerro,wnr e& eMiatr ii rmet shdeae r(c2h0
United States and France revealed that natio
VI adimir Putin and Russian military attacks

positive attitudes towasds that Rusdiaindpalopl
narcissism may support populist outgroup | ea
similarity, while displ @eimg ionditfhfeercend e etn
outgroup. Furtherhigh o8 @oestabianthatct sese

authority, even when it represents exempl ars
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research on the effects of RWA and SDO on co

negative predictor of collective-lsimaliéence be
Cichetkal ., 2023). These two proces-ses toget
significant relationship. On the other hand,

think justifying violence ag®minmageutigr oup p
that they also perceive seocH adiiawmnil teya,dewlsi als
|l ead to justification of violence against th
processes be operating at the same time affe
assumptions show nuoerveo treeds etaor cunn dsehrosutl adn doieng h
narcissism relates to support for violence a

Theoretically, our study extends previous
Collective narcissismCpréadicktas 20t1ér,gGolech e
2009; Golec de,Zawhakah et a@lonfi 2med8) in this s
with its relationship with diffuse collectiywv
al 8ochocka, .eOual stud@22pntributes to the fi
revealing distinct effects within the realm
national narcissism was associated Wwisth the

This pattern shows the benefits of studying

WEI RD context. National identity in contexts
are at times in a state ofespatlattymighthhe
perceived as progressive, aiming at uniting
|l denti fying with an emerging nation in a pla
groups (i .e., saesctas )p rcoagnr ebses ipveer caecitv,edeven an
national groups in multiple ingroup identity

di sadvantage. Members of this national group
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members for not prioritising the interest of
groups might be treating a superordinate uni
subordinate (gWemweli ccdntailt.i,es2008)

This is in contrast to how national I dent
designed to delineate the boundar y( lbediwe eat n
al .,. 2DHi39 means that those peopl ¢ emieght onl
identity to end the conflict, and introduce
collectively narcissistic in how they percei
appreciation, they might not necessarily bel
i mage.

| mportantly, we did not observe the same
identification (Camer on, 2004) . Both types o
collective violence. Typicallyciaflterdeaadddurc
predicts constructiveaod desergbbapouttamesn
2016; Golec de ZaGalac,CROhB8rkaAgatskfaom th
effecdr mdp iindenti ficiatudes onwhinecfergayulpawae tpl
nosignificant findings. Prolonged periods of
structures with multiple soci al identities,

resulting imtdeanr adasgdsitndlyi ngirolueend el emda s dd cs

From a practical perspective, this work s
intractable conflict. I n such contexts, wher
another competing, introducing s ame fpoeronp | cef

from differentGagrrawmpes teagetlher 19931t Gmeghthet
easier said than done, however, finding si mi

groups might help pave t h(eWewazye |t oetmdahla.t,p e2alcle
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especially the case between groups withi

hi story, and culture. Focusing on these

iqgroup 1 de@indhdaok,q,swdE0lles)avoi di ng promoting

be a positive approach.

As mentioned in the introduction, these
without challenges. The | ack of a proper
when they relate to collective nag.cirsesmainns a
l' i mitation of this paper; and a future

both forms of coll ective narcissism usi

measure these two formsuiedepeaeaadeoh!| yhoAddi &

sectarian and national narci ssism rel ate

a | ogical next step would be to examine

support for coailestiver aelbience 8yrians,

many Lebanese.

Anot her obvious | i mitat tscenctiisontal ats ttuhdiys
context. Future research that can explore
possibly wusing experimental approaochudsd wher e
al so be interesting and informative; t

narci ssi sm, and collective violence bel

i mportant to acknowledge thatfarhecolnltectiavec

narcissism was comparatively weaker than

this may somewhat decrease confidence

the significance of oueg rfasdadrmnaghs, ama ri encsa mgrhd

full Collective Narcissism Scale to potenti a

(Golec de Zavala et al., 2009), or if

space
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Scale (Cichocka, Sengupt a, et al ., 2022). Th
as national identification, i s not unexpecte
secondary i mportance. 't 1 s whenciiant erop rceotnisn

role of consistency measuresité&émrméas moe me n h
have played a role in the low reliability of
the | ower internaltiwenqiagtce ssy sof mewars ug elsl aa
preclude test(imPagntoaumrothtyp o0& hRisNdsderstctheell e s 2,0 0t7|

highlights the i mportance of replicating thi

strengthen the measurements used. Replicatio
reliability and generalisability of our find

I n Iight of these |imitations, we also ac
variables that were not measured in our stud

a variable would provide valuabl ecthseghasci
and narcissistic aggression. Additionally, ¢

of fer a more comprehensive understanding of

should consider incorpbratnwmwgsthgati voasi abl g
understanding of the complex dynamics surrou
i mplications. Replication studies focusing o
further validat i algsoustfemgtimgs the overall

By expanding the scope of measurement and re
reliability and generalizability of the find
relati oveemi gobbétecti ve narcissism, aggressior

progressivVvism.
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4. 7Cdncl usi on
We tested the relationship between two fo

sectarian and national , and two forms of col

upward. We found that those high infasetari a
collective violence beliefs (collective viol
whereas those high on national narcissism te

Il n sectarian societi es-orthwotsieonadle ngiriduwp nnga ywi
minority. Narcissistic identification with t
violence, and in that sense, collective narc

rather than readt ischimairl yd. bMo rdee vioedseedart o st udy

compl ex societies and groups.
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Chap3erDo Beapltétudes towards collective vi
collective violence attitudes predict

51 Abstract
We exaans ssedi ati ons between two di mensions
and the corresponding di mensions of violent
higlonflict settings shows that collective vi
bawoifs whether they target outgroup members (¢
|l eaders (upward collecti-2b scalenclkkat dasphyr
di mensions and adjusting for measurerdertf uerer
and upward coll ective violence attitudes on
a representaiNfves0) S.weampued (that diffuse ¢
were associated with more violent behaviour
related to violence against outgroup | eaders
wer e paossistoicvealtyyd with violence against out gt
against outgroup fmernbheers .v allhiedsaet e ersaudamnst f i n

violence has distinct antecedents and consegq

highlights the necessity for both research a
coll ectnicee viole

Keywoirndtser group conflict, collective violenc
political violence

4 This chaptehas beesubmitted for publication. Abelsmail, R., Wollast, R., Phillips, J., and Sengupta, N.,
Do peoplés attitudes towards collective violence matter? Evidence that collective violence attitudes predict
violent behavioursUnder Review
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5 2 I ntroduction

Collective violence, typified by aggressi
behal f of -lggmpaipdhei Abhps, 2023), i s a pressing
affective and cognitive phenofaha R2OilB)ate a
However, the most direct factor perpetuating
in such eostbstastbwnl proportion of the rele

Recemsteiadert i fied two distinct di mensions
vi ol (eAkelesmai |l , Phill Theset daimens?2023) were ba
violence, rather than multiple di mensions ba
previously theorised)d fOnbkdu mé emicen ofndtekxies
vi ol ence against ordinary outuwawgd | memb eres ,
vi ol ence, I ndexes violence a@ainreswt scuwatl gr d wp ml
these dimlee s @B Sicaanlde val i dat ed-ciomfilmcmulstei pl
(see aillsmaA@oaentf edld.t, 2023) .

Al though the two di mensions of collective

they represent distinct ffactlorngai@i tehto cokld.f,er e

2023). The question remains, however, whethe
behavi oluhriss paper seeks to fill this gap by
upward collective violence attitudes and vio
| eaders respectively. Moreover, t-ABDsscaebkearc
the US context, where support for political

from the opposing BgaMagpomas 292R2¢ged ByKalommeg s
provide a more comprehensive understanding o
violent behaviour.

5 3 Attitudes and Behaviour
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Early research in psychology posited that
correspond with each other, a phenomenon whi
findings. A case in point is the clkdss$she stu
potenti al for discrepancies between stated a
societal attitudes in the United States were

LaPiere found that a Chi nesuenicvoeurpslael |hye atcrcaevpe
establi shments. However, when these establis
Chinese guests, a majority responded negatiyv
attitudes and actual behaviours (LaPiere, 19

Yet, despite the fact t haatwaagtstrietsupdoensd ,a ntdh ¢
a general theoretical consensus in the field
foundat i on sdbfedravii rodiirvaild uelnsdenci es, and thus

behaviours (Ajzen, 2001). The Theory of Reas

(¢
X

tension, the Theory of Planned Behavior (A
i ndilvg dwlao possess more pasibuvedembnsudaset
intentions to engage in such behaviour, ul ti
behaviour. These theories, however, also ack
by various factorasnc a naferd mmii migc a&lhley i emptoall i
attitudes and behaviours (Ajzen, 2001).
Empirical research across various domains
attitudes and behawvs oaltrtsi.t uFdoers iasvt ea nbceee N psehop
influence their intentions and subsequent be
consumption (Terry & Hogg, 1996), safe sex p
environment al behaviD@0)s Whiueet ha deci sion

or |l eader is distinct from choices | i ke alco
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during sex, it Iis a behaviour, neverthel ess.
one attitudes toward the behaviour in quest:
I n this study, we will examine how attitu

violence, addressing a si(g@habblucmaithgtpalpesft
2028 ni ews ki ,2a0n2d0 )B.u I Psrkeavi ous research has sug
a potential solution to practicality- probl en
| smaiPhet |alps, 2023; Wi niewski & Bulska, 202C¢C
established empiricallyi,ohewt vbehawitoat $i t By
these relationships, our objective is to gai

factors thatéacshamper si maidviceoumdlrs bute to the dy

Additionally, we aim to determine the predic
collective violence attitudes. | f the scal e
attudes toward collective violence, it shoul

behaviour s.

5 4 Multidimensionality of Collective Violent
Coll ective violence represents a range of
more individuals, typically direcRedethbowards

research has sheménkiohtlostautcwmelei edflsiccohl | ec
comprdi sfessu@wanmd col |l ¢ab-besmavAhelldmades, 202
Diffuse col betéeprptapsubaeaesesupport for ag
outgroup members, often characterised by ind
( Ab-bsmaiPhet | a8 s, EX0@2mpl es include mob violen
inflicted on individuals or groups based on

politicaDi fgirosugpicngl.uederseovesel anperception
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members are targets for retaliation, |l argely
biases (Brewer, 2001).

Upward col | detljivdrsvi béeenhktiep side, compris
acts specifically &iurcehc taessd patl idutcqarl odp glueg aede
individuals holding positionsmaiffhptwaipswit hi
2023). This violence can take the form of as
attacks on | eaders Amwandedaol Isedibievhes awif & lpamwde
the conviction that Mlua gfrorupt He apleerrcse iawveed agrc
or conflicts endured by the ingroup (Leidner

I crucial to distinguish between these t
correl atesdi fffous e ncd ladnteteittt avreedesy itool ebnec eposi t i Vv e
with System Justification and Religious Fund
Perceived Group ugpfwarcda ccyal Il ent tcidingpdiesssatll,leyn ceex h i
a positive association with Perceived Group
Justification and RellligmailPhepesantdiame@0aB)s mRW

SDO are both podosftusel gorlrleelait &fdett o(RWAlI e 1sc eh e g a

associ autpewdarwdi tchol | bet { ab-bss mailda mceho cakla. , 2023) .
Lastly, sectarian narcissism idiEébaerocoshew
violence whtl eudasi onal narci ssi sml gimaipll ayed

Gronkeel adat T,huzQ23) fdfiefrbennsteivatr idng ol | pcbvvdesgi o
criticdalhaitnsinghtcsh our understanding of the i
attitudes and behaviours.
5 5 The present research

I n this study, our primary objective is t

towards collective violence and violent beha
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Uni ted States. dWd bhnygpowahdscekl abbtvadesolweht
predict violent behaviours that correspond t
anticipatffusedacol dtetcittt veeewv i wil lelinclee more stro
vi ol ent behaviours towards out gupowapr dnember s

collectiatet ivti odescwi | | be more strongly asso

o
c
—
(@]
—

oup | eaders than outgheulpememmbess .r &li ata
di ffer baseds ogpr amp i niareivd elutail pi ed Republ i can
Democrats in the United States. There is son
be higher among supporters of the Republican
uncl ear weébhbdbebwkep attitudes and behaviour
We | eave this an open question. Based on tha
Hi:Di ffuse and upwaattcbutdestwvEl vppednce vio
correspond to the targets of the attitudes.
H2xDi ffuse col hetttudesgsi wli ehcbe more strongly
behaviours towards outgroup members than out
HazUpward col |l eadttiiverdweisolwende be more strongly
behaviours towards outgroup | eaders than out
HazThe rel ati onshidgisf fbred eve)e manadil glwethuativel so u(r s mi ¢
based on &n piodditvicdad aljg eiludpe nmeinibieerds hReppub | i c a
Democrats in the United States.
5 6 Study 1
5 6.1 Methods
Participants

I n this study, we recruited a convenience

through Prolific after receiving ethics appr
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University of Kent. The sample was broadly r
Republicans, with 65.14% Democrats and 23. 24
percentage being independent N=P&B)i wepanetescl
from this study and did not answer any part.i
eligible participants in the stu8F. 1T6hd 2me an
and 49. 4% of the sample identified as women.
Measur es

Partisan collectiThe yustehceaantonttdescoll ec
measur ed u2sD nsgc ad\eBSsrnpamPAdbd i psl | eagues (2023
the US context. The scale measures collectiyv
rather than the intensity of the act. Il n one

average membersrefmebheuoedgrwhipchwein this ca

ot her party (e.g., "1t liixajnuwtoitfeirasblte fberc oD
aggressive towards Republican/ Democratic vot
collective violence. I n the other di mensi on,

outgroup was meiass ucraesde, rwehfiecrhs itno tlheader s of 1
insulting Republican/ Democratic politicians
as upward collective violence. Both di mensi o

Di semaggr) to 5 (Totally Agree).

Coll ective vi olloe mcses elsssh awildwercg.i ve violence
Voodoo dol | paradigm (DewWwall et al., 2013),
many pins they would want to put into a doll

they dilBagresponse scale ranged from 0 to 51
the voter &ddI1waz2)l0aBB f(or t h@DEpdl9i 6i39 1 an

Both variabl es wer e 618i,gpl w.Odrlr)el ated (
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5. 6.2 Results
Descriptive Statistics, Correlations, and Me
Table 1 presents the descriptive statisti
attitudes i tems, t & nle.amm?’s) rfardcddt dm ©38n) t1d S21.
item 6. Regarding upward attitSlDdek. 04)emisor tih
3 toSB® 213. 7) for item 6.
To test whether the two collective violen

this sample, partilcujadaPhet Iciolms i (d2ed 2 N)g dibd uno

sample from a WEIRD context, we performed co
sever al concurrent model s. Mo del fidt was ass
The model was based toinmaraixa nimu nC H A sk eil ni dni ocoadt eeds

di stinguishing the two dimenstoons.dé&monmprat
model fit, we-falcltowedkrgiox wiotvhairn ances. | mpor
|l oadings were significant and above the conv
Mc DorsalQmega coef fi cdiefnftuss ewecroel |geocot(h vi=orv8 4| en
M= 1S6&7,0. 8@pwamdl coll ecti(vwe WBBO|1eSBHe0 adT) t u
After running through the exdirfchossee i theemw elr tihre
upwdrod be highly gcowvordeellatfed ,r @ hieaief ore, we d.
items. Reported results in Table 2, and the

Mul tivariate Anal yses

We fit a structural equation model i n whi
violence attitudes on coll ective behaviour w
collective violence against vot earssuraennde npto!l i t
error in violence attitudes as well as the r

violent behaviours. Covariates of age and ge
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predictors in the model. The ovee2al (5bpsal ts
162 .p860D0OHt OS®WMR .RMSEA . 06CI 968%1, .073]). 1In
our expectations, we found attitudes toward

associated with violence against outgroup Vo
demonstrating a si gniofliecnacnet abguati nwset a koeurt glrionukp

17, se .08, p = .03). Cervewveelvy, ol &tntciet Wd

a significant association wk.tOb ,viscel en c e 7a g i
yet they maintained a positively significant

politicians (b 25 ..22, se = .07, p = .00
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Table 1.

Descriptive Statistics and Correlations Between Al
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

1. bDCcv1

2. DCV2 . 770"

3. DCvVvs . 739" . 765

4. DCV4 L4777 421 0429

5. DCV5 .659” .620 .569 .547

6. DCVe6 . 428" .394 .384 .816 .530

7. ucvi .390" .359 .380 .739 .444 .781

8. ucvz22 .4847 . 470 .489 .577 .556 .554 .570

9. ucvs .552" . 520 .432 .485 .598 .498 .454 .519

10. ucvi4 .545" . 513 .461 .513 .566 .546 .535 .579 .837

11. Ucvs .557” . 514 .497 .506" .575 .530 .517 .567 .756 .781

12. Ucve .494° 438 .415 474 499 .518 .479 .498 .695 .714 .735

13. Voodoo Dol | .278” .237 .271 .227 .237 222 .183 .234 .136 114 .189 .153

14. Voodoo Dol .205° .184 .247 .276 .236 .302 .323 .316 .209 .221 .255 .256 .681
1.4 1.3: 1.3 2 1.57 2.2! 2.4¢ 1.6: 1.6¢ 1.7. 3.2 10.3 18.2

SD 0.85 0.7 0.8 1 1 1.4: 1.4¢ 1.3 1.0« 1.1 1.0¢6 1.97 15.2 19.6

*p ** p <.00:

Diffuse Collective Violence

Voodoo doll pins against

voters (Behaviour)

Upward Collective Violence
Beliefs

Voodoo doll pins against
politicians (Behaviour)

FiguBSeériuctur al

| atent wupward
vi ol ent behavi
For visual

equat.i
coll ect
our s

on
Y

target ed.
simplicity,

mo d e |
e viol

ence
aN®b pbeos<t h. 005u;t g*r*opu<p
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n

wh i
be

ndi

c h
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ef s
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Tabl e 2.
Parameter estimates for the model predicting
politicians
Voodoo doll pins int Voodoo dopbl pthsesianso
b s e z 95% ClI b s e z 95% C

l ow hig Il ow hig

Di ffuse C
Vi ol ence
Upward Co
Vi ol ence

Age

.39 .0 5.2 .2t .54

Gender

.0t8.0 0.7 --1¢ .09

.09 .0 1.8 - 00 .19 Age .10 .0
.06 .0 1.3 -.0¢ .15 Gender .11 .0 2.3 .0z

Di ffuse C
Vi ol ence
Upward Col
Vi ol ence

.17 .0 2.2 .0z .31

. 22* .0 3.

=

.0€& . 3¢

o

.00 . 1¢

*p <

05 **p <.01

5, ThaptGeneiadcussi on

Th
coll e
in ou
speci
wi t h

Mo
again
again
at ou
t owar
di spl
suppo
viol e
under

Ou
di ffu

accen

rough this study, we sought to investig
ctive violence attitudes and violent be
r  first hypothesipsr o(nHlun c eodu rd ef girnede nogfs dc
ficity with both diffuse and upward col
di fferent forms of violent behaviour.
re specifically, attitudes toward diffu
st outgroup members, indeed exhibited a
st such member s, and additionaildeg¢t @ad mo
tgroup politicians, thereby confirming
d upward coll ective violence, encapsul a
ayed a significant pogsiictti agaasnsocitdteis@n
rting our third hypothesis (H3). Howeve
nce against outgroup voters, despite ob
study (Refer Table 1).

r findings thus resonate with the Vview
s e asnudb tulpywairndf | dwinaclee n tn db evh adwiad wsr s . Furt

tuate the distinct impacts these attitu
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anding within the exta
e i mportance of adopt.
ctive dibkebaeepugalen
ation, however, did no
oup membership, as per
andpoint, these findin
s aimed at reducing co
t ween attiotnuedress caannd b e
ches addressing the un

clude i nterventions pr

, mitigatiogrvieseht sbean

cat

i sh

I onal campaigns and co
d di ssuading attitudes
vital to acknowl-edge t
icts our capability to
rs. Ouibc athealr eltiirckad g d r
evi owpotdretoiryl atmad irmefsle
Conner, 2012) cannot b
r egciitpurdoicnaal | pdreosciegsnss. cE

causampoyabndyoamaeel

tenti al soci al desirabild:i

smnelasures, possibly affect
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alternate data coll ect

3), o faouctuhse notni caa tree ptrh
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context s. Therefore, the relationship betwee

warrants further explorationAbhspbpopswedatkapwh

that the voodoo task is not direct aggressio
operationalisation of direct aggFessal bg, i whi
certain demographic factors were controll ed,
confounding variabl es, | i keorpeprassotn aelxipteyr iternaci

observed relationships between attitudes and
research.

57. 1 Concl usi on

This research offers substanti al i nsights
collective violence attitudes and -pbbli éntabe
|l andscape. The results underlinredihetismgnard
understanding behaviours tied to collective
mul tidi mensionality of collective violence a
grained approach in theircenxtaani m alti mint a tWWho n ®

opens the door for more comprehensive and ta

intricacies of attitudes and collective viol
understanding, it bexmimesedecianst &l eentoi dry i a®
strategies. These strategies, in turn, can s

vi olence on communities and promote har mony
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Chapter 6: Gener al Di scussion
6.1 Overview of Results
This thesis devel opedeasdownwal i €CatéectheeT

Scale (CVBS: 2D) , presenting a significant <c

violence beliefs. I n devel oping trhsei CWBSaf 2D
collective violence beliefs do not hinge on

such acts, distinguishing between diffuse co
and upward coll ective vi)ol ence (targeting ou

l nvestigation of the relationship between
revealed the nuanced role of RWA and SDO. RW
di ffuse coll ective violence but | owéwy,suppor

SDO was found to predict higher support for

underscore that different ideologies under |
Di fferent di mensions of identity can al so
di fferently. I n this thesis, a study wusing a

narcissism predicts greater supporntfeectasl
By contrast, national <collective narcissism
The thesis also examined the associations
correspondi ng wsiond g nan blenhearDiicdaiinu ssea ncpd lel ect i v e
attitudes were positively associated with su

members but only weakly and positively relat

Conversely, upward colel potsiive veill gyl earsc® ca tatt ietd
against outgroup | eaders, but unTrheilsa tfeudr tthoe rv
validates the dimensionality of collective v

research and interventions to consi der t he t
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6.2 Theoretical Contributions

This thesis notably augments existing | it
studies by presenting a fresh multidi mension
vi olence beliefs. The -hewmadiyWyhetdfaede nR20GaRdASI: e s2 D
this shift,k| etagppk ianmpaya fo®ugicahler &4l t s at mp tei on t
mainly differ in the intensity of the acts t
understanding of the di mensionality of coll e
treat ment can be pdreo friatnagbel yo fe xcpuolrttuerda It oa nad wgi

Al though people unquestionably differ in
central i@ yi mtfermsni taxtin shaping the multidi me
overstated. Across multiple countries, more
acts. l nstead, hol ding the target of the act
di fficult for participants to endorse. The ¢
di mensionality of attitudlkes pwyromancéyi i aigms
group or its prominent members. This distinc
of existing research on | eaders and their pi
representative fhguembBbodioméen seskrgeoap value
(Haslam & Platow 2001). Attacking or under mi
as an act against an indiesvicdhddlechutveas deemta st
cherished ogumdrutelsy.,, Cwincsleence ai med at such pr
effect, evoking intense emotions and reactio
violence targeted at the broader group.

Moreover, research on outgroup prototypic
dynamics of intergroup relations. Outgroup m

embl ematic of their group exert significant
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interactions (Wilder, 1984) . Recent findings
prototypicality of outgroup members can not

towards the entire outgroup Hdwoanatsi ens atlowa

them are interpreted. For instance, when the
repercussions and interpretations of the act
target 1 sprsoedeont ygps omdder el rt shteasrec @3 ot ot ypi cal m
stereotypes can further | ead to broad shifts
et al ., 2012) . Furthermore, the contemporary
prototypi calaitt yt,hei mpdiocnatnierngc et hof specific gr
on the prepvoaiiltiincgals oecnivoi r onment, thereby alt.
prototypical witi#iwn nkrelsutegr adp ,( RBWOrlrber. Thu s
bet wereont ot ypicality and collective violence
researchers, acknowledging that different ou
the broader schema of collective violence dy

Given these insights, it becomes I mperati
rich |Iiterature on | eadership roles and outg

understanding of the motivatioos$i baebi htdeaet s

evoke depending on the chosen target. Our fi
approach in violence studies, where the psyc
members are intertwinedndvipger demptaideenrs .group d

I n addition to scale development, this th
condition both the | evel and structure of <co
from our study was that, while tbf sappentef
collective violence, it did not change the f

This observation is crucial, especially when
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perspective that aligns with the insights pr
nature of these two ideological constructs.
ideological influences within da¥t8B8emderiant or @

1994) , providing further evidence for differ
constructs (Sibley & Duckitt, 2013).

Specifically, our discovery that RWA pred

collective violence and | ower support for wup
conceptualisation of RWA as a construgt asso
and a desire for social order. I n contrast,

SDO and both forms of collective violence un
within this ideology. Previousonesenedhwht gh

endorsing andbgsued iifrya qqwga lgirtoiugps on one hand
other (Ho et al., 2015; Sibley and Duckitt,
influence; as evident fhesmi $he results prese
While this research underscores the disti
beliefs and attitudes concerning collective
recognise the nuanced nature of teétestethéimnesum
as simply reeseabtishgetdhedwel bgi cal di stinct
process model of prejudice (DPM; Duckitt, 20
applying these distinctionsf dovermteumresal imntod
territory. This assertion is underscored by
Wi ni ewski & Bulska (2020) being one notable
The existing body of I|iterature primarily
of the DPM in the realms of prejudice, polic

(e.g., Birdir et al., 2022; Chomaewsknl &, 20
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Bul ska, 2020; faF6anseegkcepggoassi on Model ( GA

Bushmarn, 2@@2uring into the realm of extreme
collective violence beliefs, however, brings
processes underpinning generalised prejudice
i nvdiidual s to endorse or even partake in acts

di stinctions between SDO and aRWAstframghthieorfw
it may seem.

By demonstrating the nuanced relationship
violence beliefs, this thesis breaks new gro
extending its implications from mere attitud
extreme outcomes. While one might argue that
trajectory of collective violence beliefs, a
l evel of complexity that war reavnetlss aotft ebnottiho nS.|
RWA influence beliefs as opposed to high | ev
Mor eover, the contextual variables play a pi
hierarchy is threatened, dro?2sC®&mDWe reanelryg,e iars
where societal norms and cohesion are percei
precedence? These intricacies hint at the po
how these ideological beerliieenftsati ons influence

Furthermore, the findings from this resea
violence researchers: the necessity to intri
investigations. Collective viogenseorslabeéent
prejudices,; It is intrinsically tied to deep
perceive, interpret, and {Tabc¢t 2043t h&Staubock

ideol ogical framewortksal .as (i210l10mi mantde dHah yd tJ
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influence how one perceives a potential thre
2003) but also guide how one rationalises an
groups or individuals (-8Barndlulraa,, 210OM®M);. Cast an

Further, our exploration into the I mpact
attitudes underscores the importance of embr
(Gol ec de Zavala et al., 2009). Whcisl eadnognty at
binary view, pivoting primarily around ingro
& Turner, 1979) our research showcases that
white; both secure and defodresi ven iscdamti infgi a att
perceptions and behaviours (Golec de Zaval a

l nsights into national and sectarian var.i
defensive identification in this thesis, und
nuanced distinctions with diwver dNeant oinmapl| in@aa fc
intriguingly, seems to mitigate collective v

exacerbates them. This might point to a crit

identifications are homogenous in their outc

Additionally, while empirical findings 1in
l inking secure identification to collective
defensive identifications i n osutri ntgh-b adseendtiictayl
model s but also aligns with more recent nuan
et al., 2006). This enriched framework is pi
violence attitudes; umdempsebreinsgvehapipmparcat

research.
Finally, thse®mehpesriiscaplr eesveindtesnce hi ghl i ght

bet ween collective violence attitudes and th
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being a trivial observation, this evidence u

att ibtethdaevi our rel ationship within the context

suggests that while attitudese todwarad gwito lagrec
result in violent behaviours against that sa
spill over into behaviours directed at a dif

to the possiblbBimgythatdiesdeei 8uc attitudes

collective violence, rather t hvaino laednhceer isntga ntco

Furthermore, this revelation -bheohalvsi aumrpl i c
|l iterature. While previous works have hypoth
attitudes and behaviours in various contexts
Sheeran, 2003; Liu et al., 2020), this resea
within a &itmgte odomailhective violence. By doc

of how attitudes towards one ff oatm ioffudela@emc

behaviours towards ot her f or ms.

Mor eover, and while previous theoretical
Tilly (2003), and Skocpol (1979), -rhealvieg iha wsh |
factors, our findings emphasise tbe omdeahol o
structural contexts. For instance, the effec
1966) can be viewed through a new | ens where

mi ght be amplified by indivliydu aelé hpnggy ohusl d ginc

analy

7))
(]
o
O
<
T
(]
QD

ron and Laitin (2000) and Ced
contexts but potentially integral to shaping
integration of psycdwil otgiircq@lt lpearsipeestp rvewi dve
comprehensive and nuanced understanding of <c

cognitions and emotions interact with broade
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perspective enriches the theoretical | andsca
researchers to adopt more holistic models in
All of this extends our understanding of

beliefs, highlighting the need for different

nature and target of the violenapplThabiteay

the developed CVBS: 2D scale for violence st
existing theoretical frameworks and stimul at
coll ective violence bermored snudmgyed,y ttdreg gtreod

interventions.
6.3 Practical Contributions

The outcomes of this thesis hold signific
conflict resolution strategies and policymak
to mitigate intergroup prej uddcaretsacatn dh & s ntsd e
posited as a robust t ootlanfadry sperse jduedmocnes trreadtui c

under specific conditions (Petdrnigremw & Tropp

interventions | i ke -geéeneo ciadeh aRrveaomchao wpasadi hhp
of narrative in reshaping behaviours and ten
Anot her potent -brasteldo «c oiesx i rsd rernactei weducati on, @

interventions where Jewiasint @wnd wAG &b iesmtcdd ma thie
narratives, facilitating mutual under standin

Additionally, the Common I ngroup | dentity

effects of shared identities, a concept with
success in diverse settings (Gaertner et al
Palstinians and Jews in I|Israel, have also prc

stereotype reduction (Maoz et al., 2002). Ye
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unaddr e
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Such an
way for
progres

magni tu
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Ducki tt
alterin

out come

Howe
For gov

when <c¢r

similar
i deol og
Reco

worl dvi

underpinning collective violence acr
sed. This thesis, through the for mul
a refined mechan-i smatPhedal mt§usr, e 2t0ORe s

approach,ppan¢iceyyaohy Iinkeobébarcodn
interventions that address collectiwv
i ve needs of kbwftuctarksonpguthenfuaed
e of violent confrontations.

nsights derived from the influence o
underscore the profound complexities
es are deeply entrenched and988hi bit

& Sibley, 2010). Various studies on

these ideologies is a daunting task
For instance, beoupefdsynanairctsi,c ucdaanr |
hil dhood, and solidify during adol es
., 2004)
er, acknowledging the challenge does
rnments and policymakers, understand
fting policies. This i s eesipdeecoilaolgliye si
t helmeyuatebiasedati onal worl dvi ews
ve behaviours (Perry et al., 2013).

ngage with them,punhdetsoasdi dgsthetr
y highlighted the significance of de

es for more effective policy formul a

gni sing that RWA and SDO, although re

ews and nderliuvdei npgr eejxutdriecnree f or ms such a:
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-di fferently is crucial. Given that a substa
eithedbaskede d RWA) -oorri ednotnme dh a(nSxOi) s nppeerrsgpteicvt @ viehsa
policies are tailored to consider these unig
nuanced approach can inform public communi ca
shape policy decisions. ®&upldehgt oans hlkei ghi n

Tajfel and Turner (1979) ,dudiilr @ dteloyl oggn gcaad i mpee r

can, over timeatetdt pmegtuadi dcesp Ul ti mately, t
support for extreme measures, such as coll ec
Therefore, t hreobteb jt @c ttirvaen s loag un-odnh e 4 e sit daal

the focus should be on creating environments
principles of RWA @nd29DQ) Eemoimgnkasi di nt er
holistically address both the overt beliefs
comprehensive approach enables individuals t
recal i br atBey tdhoeiinrg bsioa,s egso.ver nenreaftts iamtden men tii
genuinely resonate with the diverse ideologi
cohesive society. Such a society not only wun
ways to manage itsilmigase®eseradheatthameat eamp
managing fihsesaea bamgesed outshome dofi ni mptre mvee mptl
justifications for collective violence and p

prejudice (CitOspP&I GTakné&r Gr 26n, 2009) .

Moreover, in the intricate | andscape of i
under standiBngadfuried arst ietsysenti al . These ident
encompassing both secure and insecure di mens

2014) underscores the advantages of highligh

encour age expdemampma i on. They suggest that sup:c¢
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th narcissistic elements, can
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ists, particularly their d

n or mitigatingdipmircies vedheihr e

ward coll ective violence. Henc
when conceptualising and addre
S research provides invaluabl e

i ngui shing between outg+f+oup me
cations for bothhpel regmakehs
nderstanding of the dynamics a
members and | eaders can be dis

ntial threiagkt Secheitgr foomes

ances of violence dynamics. This understan
duly suppressing legitimate protests or di
ol ence against | eader esemg ghldt glre ear amareisf, e swtt
re reconciliatory approach. Conversely, wh
eryone, it might be Ilinked to different ju

eol ogies. Th
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the i mmedi ate security concerns but also for
di fferent forms of collective violence, i ncl

Secondly, policymakers can | everage these
causes of violence. Understanding whether vi
members i s essential. Past intervendliiolns hav
social inequalities, hidtanisiagnigfieaankgsmi
intergroup hostility (Rothman, 1997; Kel man,
predominantly targets | eadershipemphase siinge
transparency, accountability, and ethical | e
1999). Such interventions underscore the i mp
intergroup relations, ¢e¢sospecabdl tgnshoosn( &et &
the other hand, when violence targets outgro
practices |li ke wthosé¢éiemplsogee@tid®spostult hamd S
Reconciliation Commihsts iboen e(fdiebcstoinv,e .2 0P0o4 )i,c ynm:
di al ogue, mut ual understanding, and alternat
without resorting to vi ol ebnacsee.d Bsyt riampelge neesn t i
policymakers can pottintudéds yamdtagtitenwv.i ol en

By recognising the distinctive targets an
security forces and policy makers can for mul
central findings from this thesi sar eFimosrtel vy,
|l i kely to justify violence against outgroup
narcissism is also |inked to an increased pr
me mber s. Recognising thede marttaiid wlrerd m@tpirvwa

addressing the underlying roots of such viol
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Security forces can maintain order whil e
especially in regions or during events where
narcissism sentiments are |ikely to manifest
Concurrently, policymakers can initiate camp
understanding, specifically aiming at those
narcissism. By highlighting shar,edthveasleueesf faon
can potentially diminish the divisive Aus vVvs
violence. This concerted strategy not only p

avenues for expressingrgrogptgrvevhproes. with
6.4 Limitations & Strengths

Al though this thesis presents coVMEdrRDhensi v
context (i .e., Lebanon, Syri a, and Turkey) a
one | imitation |ies in the geograpghbwal magop

not apply uniformly across different cultura

endeavoured to test our theories in differen
generalising these findings to other context
A further | imitation relatesepor ponanarial of

measures us érdes pPoanrstei sc iapbaonutts t heir attitudes
collective violence might have been influenc

t o urnedpearting of these behaviours and attitu

noweays to test the applicati earpofrtecdl Isauatview:
while respecting at tdlreg agsamen.ti me any et hi ca

While thesese i omadr adesi gns all owed for br
relationships between variables, these desig

about causality. Consequently, cardahshsoul d b
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only theoretically significant but also prac
tendencies of individuals in their natur al e

However, a pertinent & smpetchod o agidaeaels sc h o
particularly concerning the General Aggressi

(2®Q Al though GAM is a comprehensive framewc
not directly employed in our research. This
mul tidi mensionality of collective widol ence b

appréaaddhtionally, while GAM provides yan exte

aimed to delve deeper inteltihegfaruamcawudsardfy aa
i ntergroup contexts. @ud naopdperlosa cahn,d tthheeroerfioerse
closely with these specific aspects. Neverth
el ements of GAM could offer additional I nsi g

research to explore.

6 . BRecommendations for Future Research

Throughout this thesis | del ved deeply in
processes, and collective violence beliefs,
2. While much emphasis has been vyilalcedcen th
beli ef-WEIl RDnomci eties, characterised by pron
essential to remember that collective violen
As we | ook towards future re stkcaaxear, iint d etchoar
di fferenti al predictors that distinguish col
those against outgroup |l eaders. Further more,
alongside those mired liindatoev@ftithectCWBS3:I ZWts ©
comprehensively but will also yield a richer

violence beliefs in diverse cultur al cont ext
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Additjoanallgtriguing direction for future
incorporate dlAeidenrtsonof& GANMBABmMmancu2@ad2y exami
of outgroup |l eaders in priming aggressive re
conflict. This exploration could reveal how
activate aggr es sonvse, tah ocuognhctesp ta ntdh aetmoitsi f und a |
investigation would not onlyokentehipourntuedg
settings but also bridge the gap between gen

dynami cs.

6.5.1 Broadening |l deological and Contextual

This thesis has shed | ight on the differe
violence beliefs. Both ideologies, rooted in
moti vatmidosmsaabsequently exert different | mpact
violence. While RWA, underpinned by perceive
coll ective violence but shows | es&edrisue@pfoott

domi nance augments suappent fiocdhaei st emméiysno
reiterates that csoadskey vVRWA samd aSD@,hairacrnetria
As we expand t hestsrcwopteyr ale viea @atl o rso cmiog h't

relationship between RWA, SDO, and collectiywv

societal stability, education | evels, or eve
these relationships. An intriguing hypothesi s
interplay with RWA and SDO. Il n societies gra

RWAi nduced deference to authorityvimolgeéhnce ead
beliefs, especially when authority figures s
Butthe ripple effects of the RWA and SDO d!

vi ol ence al one. I n environments where these
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e, societies could witness grassroots
ues, or initiatives to bridge divides.
itiveay |l gypceety, shaped -pboyl iittisc auln,i gauned
al maarr risgguarovief, i anaiyde ol ogi es refl ecting
ies marked by postcbholoett ilnecga pioess,c ofl
gies, as evident in New Zealand (Sible
, the "melting pot" concept underscore
dual oaxpemade ( Maodcdde tnng,e 92n0 &t 3njiisn 8 uhnebssi, s
research should considespelcesecbroade
gi es, of fering a morteh ec odmpfrfeelreemsti vde npee
tive violence beliefs evolve across va
t heorumoret,tdpdi ngs that sectarian statu:
nge coneéngional petrbpectives. I't paves

ow specific religious doctrines might

canoe lvaloilef s. This underscores the nee

(0]

|l e of religious tenets and their inter
ent dimensions of violence.

|l ntersections of Multiple I deologies a
romising avenue for advancing our unde

n examining the confluence of multiple

As societal beliefs and nor msi saruec iradr dloy s ha

investigate how a cocktail of i dedlfagiec alndbe

upwar

d

coll ectiComsvidelrende®erbelnise fasce, t he i n
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RWA and SDO. While nationalism might amplify
convergence with RWA dnifgfhus e ncaolelass®gt isavse pwird | «
defending the nation from perceived threats

nationalism with SDOumpwghtd keildRtcen ves pplod t n

emphasis shifts to establishing ingroup domi

Additionaltgntomedeel ogi esss fundamentalism
al soi ppaybaets. How might an individual who s
fundamentali st beliefs, and siupwlaraneoudlex tl
vi ol en®e Woelll i defthey be more inclined to targe

threats to theiAnotthemgiionmtsr idgumi mgnaierrect i on
ideol ogiescentmme daoxcitaHogast How do ehatetant e
with RWA and SDO? For instance, mi ght a stro
the effecupwaf dSDOI bact,i veedwad mwdteinrcge ibredti edd
reconciliation WBiytkRxplogi ogp mué dadeinsn2nsi onal
intersections, future research can yield a r
predi dbtodrhs daff fuse and upwar dSuccohl laenc taipvper ovaicohl

only refine our conoceopftfuearl afcrta noenvadorl kes i bnusti gahlt

aiming to mitigate collective violence.

6.5.3 Il dentity Processes and Differential I n
The observed differential effects of nati

violence in the Lebanese context underscore

processes and col;degde svtei rvg otl leanicre petl e retf isa |
di ffuse and upward Eotlenosiarcej ol encegbehse
Karabakh, mardé&ehknibg;itnéds svidodiugsad s wi t h el evat et

mi ght be parti cudiafrfluys el nccollilneecdv htevoew gvre dost eeincien d



THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

threats from outgroups. This is I|Iikely becau

ordinary members of outgroups might be seen

of ®@newn ethnic group. However, when nationa
due to external threats or notable national
t owaurpdwsar d col | ect,i vtearvg eotliemg eo btedrieedps | eader
threats to the national identity.
Conversely, in situations where the natio
fodri ffuse col | ecmiight vwar e,n ceevidire i acraifdd sstp uit retse r

uni fied front against exter nael tadwvgeerts anrgi eosu tn
|l eaders over general-emémber s egbomisl, aektywniicn g
themsel vessedsmmghgi eahi bit auptwraomg ciohdleicn a tv
vi ol ence abeliingf 4 o chal | engger otuhpe |deoandi enrasn.c eT hoi f

i ncl itnhoawairodh upward col tentbeeavimahehest hbhel 0B

to assert their identity and secure their pl
Exploring how different identity processe
political, ddisftfiemrcanty dinmd usinacres wo fl | c ®Inlaédd tei

more comprehensitvhedosaehdef st aBdi hdi n§ on the L
research should consi der t hebsreusvhara papnrcoeasc,h tor!
identity and violence to a differentiated an
6.5.4 Mediators and Moderators

Furthermore, future research should aimt
mechani sms through which identity processes
group cohesion could serve as a giwowadlenmedi
beliefs. When individuals feel a profound se

cohesion could intensify the relationship be
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vi ol ence against outgroup members. Groups wi
beliefs or adversities, might be more inclin
members, viewing it as an embodi ment of thei

On the other hand, i ntergroup perceptions
especiwmdgwar d odol | ect.i viehesriior elnicreatbiedn etfs t ar ¢

could be contingent on how a group perceives

identity that perceives®Bal dadecshitpbrmiaght ram

suppoupgwdrod, behi eéshar moni ous intergroup rel
inclinations.

Defensive identifications also offer an i
groups perceive their identity as wunder thre

di stinctiveness gpwbdddampl | € gt ,betéa red estl iemg es \b
of perceived threatssti Addiotri oeaklipyn ke weamm
such as religious and ethnic, can further <co
align, they might jdoifdtulsye ldiedlelted ncveenfvpas t , f
conflicts between these identupwarsd miaglhlectid
viol,emcchemal | enging the | eader s hliop tsryurmhbyo Igs acsfp t
interplay between these mediators, moderator
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The understanding gained from this study und

continuing to delve into the intricate dynan
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APPENDIX A: CHAPTER 2 SUPPLEMENTS

Table ®ri1ginancld4Bdiinge msl | Caolcla¢eti ve
ltem

1 It is justified for members of my sect to become physically aggressiv:
towards members of a different sect

2 It can be justified for members of my sect to hit members of a differe
sect

3 Physical aggression against certain groups can be legitimate

4 It can be justified for members of my sect to physically harm membe
a different sect

5 Sometimes it is justified for members of my sect to physically attack
members of different sect

6 Physical aggression is justified if carried out on behalf of the state

7 It can be justified for members of my sect to physically assault memt
of a different sect

8 Sometimes it is justified for members of my sect to use physical viole
against members of a different sect

9 It is justified for members of my sect to verbally insult members of a
different sect

10 Sometimes it is justified for members of my sect to curse members c
different sect

11 Cursing politicians can hQestified

12 Speaking wrongfully of members of a different sect on social media «
be justified sometimes

13 It is sometimes justified for members of my sect to verbally threaten
members of a different sect

14 It is justified for members of my sect to spread rumours about memb
of a different sect

15 Verbally insulting politicians can be justified

16 It is sometimes justified for members of my sect to verbally insult
members of a different sect on social media

17 It can be justified fomembers of my sect to verbally assault members
a different sect

18 It is acceptable for people to share posts that contain verbal aggress
against other groups on social media

19 Members of my sect and during an argument with a different sect mz
pose in an offensive way as if wishing to start a fight

20 During an argument, members of my sect can sometimes be justifiec
stand in an offensive pose toward members of a different sect

21 When encountering a member of an enemy statejusisied to want to
invade their space with your body as a form of threat

22 | think that it can be justified for members of my sect to threaten a
different sect member with oéefacial expressions

23 It is justified for someone to threaten an offender from a different sec

with their physical posture
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24

25

26
27

28

29

30

31
32

33

34

35

36

37

38
39

40

41

42
43

Squeezing or teeth in front of a members from a different sect as if
threatening them is sometimes a justified reaction

It is sometimes justified to make threatening fists against members
different sect

Generally, burning flags of enemy states is a justified reaction
Building figures representing members of an enemy state and destr
them is gustified act

Generally, offending political leaders through drawings, falls under
freedom of expression

Holding symbolic trials and hanging effigies representing enemy figt
is a justified act

It is accepted that people share memes making fun of politicians the
not agree with

Symbolic burying of enemy figures is a justified act

Holding symbolic trials and hanging effigies representing corrupted
politicians is a justified act

Building representative figures of corrupted politicians and destroyir
them in groups is a justified act

Replacing the head of an effigy representing the enemy with an anit
head effigy is a normal expression of dissatisfaction

Generally, people interact positively with pictures that make fun of
politicians they dod like on social media

Destroying the property of a different sect is sometimes a justified
reaction

It is justified sometimes for members of my sect to destroy property
members from a different sect

Burning cars of members from a different sect can be a justified act
Destroying private property belongingrteembers from a different sect
can sometimes be justified

It is justified sometimes for members of my sect to damage cars of
members from a different sect

Attacking the embassy of another state to get back at that state can
sometimes be justified

Destroying enemy properties is a symbolic victory over the enemy
Destroying public property to get back at the government can some!
be justified
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Tabl e ®i2adcri minad)i cam dp a rha neesdpeorf saDri(If tf buestei ons (
Coll ective Violence Scale, Study 1la.
Item a d2 ds ds ds
DCV1 ltis justified for members of my sect to 4663 1.079 1.389 1.830 2.262
become physically aggressive towards
members of a different sect
DCV2 It can be justified for members of sgctto 6.875 1.095 1.382 1.872 2.036
hit members of a different sect
DCV3 It can be justified for members of my sect 4.248 1.120 1.477 1.894 2.221
physically harm members of a different se
DCV4 ltis justified for members of my sect to 4.036 1.000 1.372 1.968 2.083
verbally insult members of a different sect
DCV5 Itis sometimes justified for members of m 2.783 0.645 1.028 1.629 2.025
sect to verbally threaten members of a
different sect
DCV6 It can be justified for members of mgctto 3.502 0.895 1.216 1.855 2.123
verbally assault members of a different se
DCV7 Destroying the property of a different sect 3.381 1.054 1.411 1.978 2.230
sometimes a justified reaction
DCV8 ltis justified sometimes for members of m 3.723 1.197 1510 2.017 2.168
sect todestroy property of members from ¢
different sect
DCV9 ltis justified sometimes for members of m 3.631 1.171 1.491 1.981 2.382
sect to damage cars of members from a
different sect
Tabl e ®i3crpan ama)ti @emsd (t hr esdhof dr | bbat Upwar (
Coll ective Violence Scale, Study 1a.
Item a d2 ds ds ds
UCV1 Cursing politicians can be justified 2.220 -1.233 -0.808 -0.114 0.383
UCV2 Verbally insulting politicians can be 2.198 -1.108 -0.685 -0.098 0.477
justified
UCV3 Generally, offending political leaders 1.869 -1.550 -1.134 -0.367 0.453
through drawings, falls under freedom of
expression
UCV4 Holding symbolic trials and hanging effigie 1.661 -0.620 -0.195 -0.640 1.242
representing enemy figures is a justified a
UCV5 ltis accepted that people share memes  2.321 -1.209 -0.773 -0.066 0.516
making fun of politicians they do not agree
with
UCV6 Holding symbolic trials and hanging effigie 2.464 -0.938 -0.647 -0.058 0.468
representing corrupted politicians is a
justified act
UCV7 Building representative figures of corrupte 2.366 -0.931 -0.575 0.035 0.586

politicians and destroying them in groups
a justified act
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Tabl:e Bid4scri mi nad)i cam dp a rha neesdheorf siDri(lf of buestei o n s
Coll ective Violence Scale, Study 1b.

Item a d2 ds d4 ds

DCV1 ltis justified for members of my sect to 4219 1.105 1.677 2.093 2.399
become physically aggressive towards
members of a different sect

DCV2 It can be justified for members of sgctto 4.211 1.091 1.784 2.379 2.560
hit members of a different sect

DCV3 It can be justified for members of my sect 3.834 1.139 1.793 2.354 2491
physically harm members of a different se

DCV4 ltis justified for members of my sect to 3.105 0.791 1516 2.041 2.348
verbally insult members of a different sect

DCV5 Itis sometimes justified for members of m 2.950 0.736 1.425 2.042 2.460
sect to verbally threaten members of a
different sect

DCV6 Itis sometimes justified fanembers of my 3.084 0.772 1.462 2.297 2.821
sect to verbally insult members of a
different sect on social media

DCV7 Destroying the property of a different sect 2.142 1.078 1.708 2.423 2.686
sometimes a justified reaction

DCV8 Burning cars omembers of a different sect 3.049 1.228 1.806 2.539 2.785
can be a justified act

DCV9 ltis justified for members of my sect to 3.030 1.160 1.757 2.218 2.423

damage cars of members from a different
sect

EF S

(
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Tabl e ®iScri minad)i cdrhdpeas haned) elrfexry tti loen sUgwar d
Coll ective Violence Scale, Study 1b.

ltem a d2 ds da ds

UCV1 Verbally insulting politicians can be 3.161 -1.479 -1.061 -0.645 -0.073
justified

UCV2 One can justify peopfs need to be violent 2.875 -1.557 -1.041 -0.640 0.041
towards ourcountnys leaders

UCV3 Dragging effigies representing corrupted 3.532 -1.318 -0.885 -0.475 0.018
politicians in the streets is a justified act

UCV4 Insulting those responsible for our situatio 2.540 -1.575 -1.212 -0.764 -0.129
is a justified act

UCV5 Destroying property of corrupted politician 2.549 -1.341 -0.957 -0.518 -0.034
can be justified

UCV6 Holding symbolic trials and hanging effigie 3.665 -1.305 -0.959 -0.430 -0.001
representing corrupted politicians is a
justified act

UCV7 Being verbally violent against those who ¢ 2.744 -1.589 -1.180 -0.739 -0.178
us here is a justified act

UCV8 Burning effigies of corrupted politicians is 4.752 -1.425 -0.960 -0.538 -0.065
justified act

UCV9 Building representative figures of corrupte 3.064 -1.216 -0.736 -0.193 0.270

politicians and destroying them in groups
a justified act
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THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS
Table $h&ariance between Control and Stronq
Diffuse Collective Violence | tems. Signific

Study 2.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p

Default 5475.518| 5577.899| 5581.021| 5748.411| -2677.759 - -

Metric 5471.976| 5546.119| 5566.929| 5717.580| -2681.988| 8.458 .206
Scalar (weak)| 5464.780| 5508.717| 5521.048| 5610.323| -2700.390| 45.262| .021
Scalar 5464.560| 5507.124| 5519.070| 5605.555| -2701.280| 47.042 | .018
(strong)

Full 5463.889| 5505.080| 5516.640| 5600.335| -2701.944| 48.371| .018




THE STRUCTURE OF COLLECTIVE VI OLENCE1BELI EFS
Table $hYariance between Control and Strong¢
Upward Collective Violence Items. Significal

Study 2.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p

Default 10773.07| 10855.62| 10878.62| 11046.13| -5326.533 - -

Metric 10766.59| 10840.89| 10861.59| 11012.35| -5329.297| 5.528 478
Scalar (weak)| 10739.47| 10783.50| 10795.76| 10885.10| -5337.734| 22.402 | .762
Scalar 10738.34| 10780.99| 10792.87| 10879.42| -5338.168| 23.271| .764
(strong)

Full 10736.91] 10778.18| 10789.68| 10873.44| -5338.453| 23.841 | .779
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COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

Table $h&®ariance between Control and Subt |l

Diffuse CollectSigaiViclaacee dlememse.s di fferen
Study 2.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p

Default 6458.570| 6541.633| 6564.282| 6732.147| -3169.285 - -
Metric 6452.923| 6527.680| 6548.063| 6699.142| -3172.461| 6.353 .385
Scalar (weak)| 6442.968| 6487.268| 6499.347| 6588.875| -3189.484 | 40.398 | .061
Scalar 6452.906| 6495.822| 6507.524| 6594.254| -3195.453 | 52.336 | .005
(strong)
Full 6454.746| 6496.278| 6507.602| 6591.535| -3197.373| 56.176 | .003
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COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

Significal

Table $h®ariance between CCondioli amsgd Gsbmndg
Upward Collective Violence | tems.
Study 2.

AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 10087.68| 10170.92| 10193.45| 10361.43| -4983.842 - -
Metric 10101.37| 10176.28| 10196.56| 10347.74| -4996.686 | 25.688 | <.001
Scalar (weak) 10099.38| 10143.77| 10155.78| 10245.38| -5017.688| 67.693 | <.001
Scalar 10135.61] 10178.61| 10190.25| 10277.04| -5036.804 | 105.924| <.001
(strong)
Full 10139.38| 10181.00| 10192.26| 10276.26| -5039.692 | 111.699| <.001
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COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

Tab3lelOl nvari ance between Control and Stron
Combined ITtems. Significance denotes diffe
AlIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 16140.68| 16336.06| 16390.49| 16786.93| -7928.34 - -
Metric 16115.44| 16279.17| 16324.80| 16557.02| -7938.722| 20.764 | .596
Scalar (weak) 16077.43| 10180.63| 16209.38| 16418.77| -7963.717| 70.755| .354
Scalar 16076.01] 16176.45| 16204.43| 16408.24| -7965.004| 73.328 | .338

(strong)
Full 16075.33] 16173.02| 16200.24| 16398.46| -7966.667| 76.654 | .302
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COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

Tabl e: Slinviari ance between Control and Subt|l

Combined ITtems. Significance denotes diffe
AlIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? P

Default 16319.67| 16516.65| 16569.97| 16967.53| -8017.833 - -

Metric 16327.72| 16492.80| 16537.48| 16870.65| -8044.859| 54.052 | <.001

Scalar (weak)| 16294.53| 16398.57| 16426.74| 16636.72| -8072.266 | 108.865| .001

Scalar 16401.28| 16502.54| 16529.96| 16734.33| -8127.638| 219.61 | <.001

(strong)

Full 16405.06] 16503.56| 16530.22| 16729.00] -8131.532| 227.398]| <.001
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COLLECTI VE VI OLENCEI1BELI EFS

Tabl e: SDil2cr i mi nad)i cam dp a@rhamesdpheorfsdr(l ohat Doh &

Coll ective Violence Scale, Study
Item Condition  a d2 ds da ds

DCV1 ltis justified for members of my sectto Control 3.050 0.931 1.273 1.683 1.852
become physically aggressive towards  Strong 5.034 0.905 1.312 1.578 1.793
members of a different sect Subtle 3.000 0.667 1.118 1.580 1.946

DCV2 It can be justified for members of my se Control 4.073 0.978 1.324 1.760 1.953
to hit members of a different sect Strong 4.767 0.954 1.360 1.569 1.750

Subtle 3.752 0.580 0.943 1.445 1.655

DCV3 It can be justified for members of my se Control 4.709 0.935 1.245 1.696 1.831
to physically harm members of a differe  Strong 5.151 0.892 1.251 1552 1.742

sect Subtle 3.289 0.556 0.863 1.445 1.811

DCV4 ltis justified for members of my sectto Control 2.733 0.739 1.221 1.863 2.014
verbally insult members of a different Strong 2.953 0.947 1.375 1.703 1.921

sect Subtle 3.497 0.478 0.871 1.366 1.748

DCV5 Itis sometimes justified for members of Control 2.496 0.757 1.213 1.811 2.070
my sect to verbally threaten members o Strong 2.549 0.801 1.308 1.607 1.967
different sect Subtle 2.706 0.382 0.731 1.341 1.757

DCV6 Itis sometimes justified for members of Control 2.655 0.727 1.089 1.662 1.865
my sect to verbally insult members ofa Strong 2.451 0.903 1.495 1.926 2.183
different sect on social media Subtle 2.861 0.555 1.066 1.563 1.899
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Tabl e:D$Ist3 i mi natiapnapadriaamee sdnet dr | bhat Upwai

Coll ective Violence Scale, Study
Item Condition a d2 ds da ds

UCV1 Verbally insulting politicians from other Control 1.545 -0.468 0.056 0.874 1.404
sects can bpustified Strong 1.439 -0.225 0.306 1.146 1.615

Subtle 2.766 0.092 0.540 1.079 1.383

UCV2 One can justify peopis need to be Control 1.711 -0.583 -0.090 0.883 1.355
violent towards our countég leaders Strong 1.179 -0.687 0.017 1.212 1.834
especially those from other sects Subtle 2508 0.050 0.418 1.082 1.486

UCV3 Dragging effigies representing corrupter Control 2.904 -0.407 -0.085 0.413 0.771
politicians from other sects in the street  Strong  2.153 -0.426 -0.028 0.627 0.965

is ajustified act Subtle 4.014 0.021 0.359 0.925 1.280

UCV4 Holding symbolic trials and hanging Control 2.561 -0.683 -0.292 0.206 0.580
effigies representing corrupted politiciar Strong  2.453 -0.744 -0.288 0.350 0.675

from other sects isjastified act Subtle 3.543 -0.042 0.394 0.848 1.141

UCV5 Burning effigies of corrupted politicians Control 2.799 -0.462 -0.157 0.331 0.727
from other sects is a justified act Strong 3.031 -0.527 -0.205 0.467 0.716

Subtle 3.765 -0.078 0.304 0.878 1.157

UCV6 Building representative figures of Control 2.876 -0.589 -0.211 0.347 0.680
corrupted politicians from other sects ar Strong 2.839 -0.440 -0.082 0.464 0.874
destroying them in groups is a justified  Subtle  3.686 -0.018 0.489 0.982 1.178

act
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Tabl e: Slinwvari ance between Control and Stron
Di ffuse Collective Violence Items. Signific
Study 3.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 4018.464| 4058.220| 4110.125| 4248.553| -1949.232 - -
Metric 4012.533| 4048.313| 4095.828| 4219.613| -1952.267| 6.069 416
Scalar (weak)| 4002.365| 4023.568| 4051.251| 4125.079| -1969.183| 39.901 | .067
Scalar 4000.755| 4021.295| 4048.113| 4119.634| -1969.378| 40.291| .079
(strong)
Full 3999.007| 4018.885| 4044.838| 4114.051| -1969.504 | 40.543 | .095
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Tabl e: Slinivsari ance between Control and Stron
Upwar d CVYildleenceeltems. Significance denot es
Study 3.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 4278.333| 4318.088| 4369.994| 4508.421| -2079.166 - -
Metric 4270.892| 4306.672| 4353.387| 4477.972| -2081.446| 4.56 .601
Scalar (weak)| 4244.816| 4266.019| 4293.702| 4367.530] -2090.408 | 22.483 | .758
Scalar 4242.869| 4263.409| 4290.227| 4361.748| -2090.435| 22.536 | .797
(strong)
Full 4240.908| 4260.786| 4286.739| 4355.952| -2090.454 | 22.575| .832
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Tabl e: Slinwari ance bet wWwehene aG@o rPtrriare aCmod dS u b toln
Di ffuse Collective Violence Items. Signific
Study 3.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 3562.661| 3595.588| 3651.943| 3785.879| -1721.330 - -
Metric 3556.286| 3585.921| 3636.641| 3757.183| -1724.143| 5.625 466
Scalar (weak)| 3549.037| 3566.598| 3596.654| 3668.087| -1742.518| 42.376 | .040
Scalar 3547.104| 3564.117| 3593.234| 3662.434| -1742.552| 42.444 | .051
(strong)
Full 3545.509| 3561.972| 3090.150| 3657.118| -1742.754| 42.848 | .060
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Tabl e: Slinviari ance between Control and Subt/
Upward Collective Violence Items. Significal
Study 3.
AIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 3830.270| 3863.197| 3919.553| 4053.489| -1855.135 - -
Metric 3825.947| 3855.582| 3906.301| 4026.844| -1858.973| 7.677 .263
Scalar (weak) 3799.403| 3816.964| 3847.020| 3918.453| -1867.701| 25.133 | .621
Scalar 3797.435| 3814.448| 3843.565| 3912.765| -1867.718| 25.165 | .670
(strong)
Full 3796.307| 3812.770| 3840.948| 3907.916| -1868.153| 26.037 | .673
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Tabl e: SlinnBari ance between Control and Stron
Combined ITtems. Significance denotes diffe
AlIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? p
Default 7970.411| 8064.498| 8187.342| 8514.954| -3843.205 - -
Metric 7955.710| 8034.558| 8137.504| 8412.052| -3858.855| 31.299 | .116
Scalar (weak)| 7930.996| 7980.690| 8045.572| 8218.607| -3890.498| 94.585 | .015
Scalar 7927.799| 7976.168| 8039.320| 8207.740| -3890.899| 95.388 | .019

(strong)
Full 7930.498| 7977.542| 8038.964| 8202.770| -3894.249| 102.087| .009
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Subt |

Tabl e: SlinnwWari ance between Control and
Combined ITtems. Significoafcdgudanomesed:i f fSe

AlIC SABIC HQ BIC LL c? P

Default 7136.675| 7214.603| 7347.977| 7664.959| -3426.337 - -

Metric 7108.228| 7173.535| 7285.306| 7550.945| -3435.114| 17.554 | .781

Scalar (weak)| 7096.361| 7137.520| 7207.964| 7375.384| -3473.180| 93.686 | .017

Scalar 7092.452| 7132.514| 7201.079| 7364.035| -3473.226 | 93.777 | .025

(strong)

Full 7073.072| 7112.037| 7128.724| 7337.214| -3465.536| 78.398 | .256
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Tabl e: SDi20cr i mi nad)i cam dp a@rhamesdpheorfsdr(l ohat Doh &

Collecti weaVieg!l snwuay 3.

Item Condition  a d2 ds ds ds

DCV1 ltis justified for members of my sectto Control 6.353 0.215 0.537 0.809 1.202
become physically aggressive towards  Strong 4.501 0.109 0.548 0.934 1.187
members of a different sect Subtle 5.893 0.094 0.546 0.899 1.199

DCV2 It can be justified for members of my se Control 3.827 0.197 0.660 1.025 1.354
to hit members of a different sect Strong 5.378 0.031 0.604 0.855 1.075

Subtle 4.399 0.146 0.572 1.113 1.350

DCV3 It can be justified for members of my se Control 5.330 0.092 0.501 0.970 1.079
to physically harm members of a differe  Strong 5.164 0.177 0.577 0.897 1.058

sect Subtle 4.641 0.033 0.573 0.967 1.309

DCV4 ltis justified for members of my sectto Control 4.023 -0.184 0.324 0.867 1.227
verbally insult members of a different Strong 4.868 -0.056 0.341 0.690 1.016

sect Subtle 4.331 -0.326 0.219 0.590 1.032

DCV5 Itis sometimes justified for members of Control 3.106 0.170 0.469 0.782 1.291
my sect to verbally threaten members o Strong  3.608 -0.168 0.429 0.753 1.035
different sect Subtle 4.114 0.066 0.476 1.074 1.259

DCV6 Itis sometimes justified for members of Control 4.264 -0.196 0.291 0.697 1.188
my sect to verbally insult members ofa Strong 4.721 -0.065 0.387 0.674 1.101
different sect on social media Subtle  3.198 -0.364 0.185 0.629 1.082
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Tabl e:D¥Isz2t i mi natiapnapadriamee sdnetf dr | bhat Upwai

Coll ective Violence Scale, Study

Item Conditon a d2 ds da ds
UCV1 Verbally insulting politicians from other Control 3.731 -0.769 -0.433 0.108 0.604
sects can bpustified Strong 4.287 -0.593 -0.131 0.246 0.730
Subtle  4.649 -0.719 -0.391 0.235 0.587
UCV2 One can justify peopis need to be Control  3.942 -0.774 -0.355 0.177 0.660
violent towards our countég leaders Strong 4.135 -0.602 -0.338 0.288 0.749
especially those from other sects Subtle 5.445 -0.755 -0.370 0.233 0.693
UCV3 Dragging effigies representing corrupter Control 6.389 -0.790 -0.451 0.111 0.609
politicians from other sects in the street Strong 8.800 -0.585 -0.266 0.113 0.518
is a justified act Subtle  6.388 -0.713 -0.425 0.186 0.623
UCV4 Holding symbolic trials and hanging Control 6.071 -0.819 -0.399 0.061 0.540
effigies representing corrupted politiciar Strong  8.003 -0.569 -0.284 0.102 0.500
from other sects is a justified act Subtle 5.618 -0.718 -0.445 0.107 0.564
UCV5 Burning effigies of corrupted politicians Control 6.309 -0.870 -0.438 0.138 0.552
from other sects is a justified act Strong 10.341 -0.603 -0.246 0.101 0.506
Subtle 8.184 -0.745 -0.398 0.183 0.557
UCV6 Building representative figures of Control 5.914 -0.917 -0.422 0.173 0.520
corrupted politicians from other sects ar  Strong 10.245 -0.725 -0.305 0.161 0.469
destroying them in groups is a justified  Subtle  6.403 -0.734 -0.439 0.250 0.667

act
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