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ABSTRACT

This study attempts to explain the factors thatseauislamic organizations to protest the blasphéaoiion 212)
by testing the Social Identity Collective Actiorodél (SIMCA). This study used quantitative reseaxith a survey
technique involving 384 correspondents who askedept action alumni 212. The results of the studynd politicized
identity, group-based anger, groupbased efficacsevdirect predictors of collective gathering actsrPoliticized identity
is also a direct predictor of group-based anger ajrdup-based efficacy. Other findings show why gesobased and

effect groups mediate between politicized idestibiecollective action.
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years, demonstrations in the name djicglioften occur in Indonesia in various ways amhis. 2016
was an important moment in creating a history a@ftgst in the name of the biggest religion in Inddaeafter the 1998
Reformation which became known as Aksi 212. Thisecénitially occurred when former DKI Jakarta gawar
BasukiTjahajaPurnama or Ahok made a statement pte@ber 30, 2016, which was later accused of imguthe Muslim
holy book, the Qur'an, triggered massive protest®ecember 2, 2016. In social psychology, thisoactias classified as
a collective action. The operationalization of eotive actions includes attitudes, intentions, andinations of
participatory behavior, reports of past actiong] agal behavior in collective action arrangementn(Zomerené&lyer,
2009).

There are three main theories that explain collectiction (Shi et al., 2015; van Zomeren&lyer, 200@&mely,
the theory of relative deprivation (RDT; Smith &t 2012), resources mobilization theory (RMT; Mctbg &Zald, 1977),
and social identity theory (SIT; Tajfel& Turner,29. Van Zomeren, et al. (2008) attempted to combiinee theories in a
model called the collective action social identiypdel (SIMCA), which consists of three causal festm the form of
group-based anger, group efficacy, and social igenthich are included in the integrative modelMEA's focus is on

the centrality of social identity factors, espéegigloliticized identities.

According to Simon and Klandermans (2001), politici identity is a form of identity consisting ofdimidual
members of a group that consciously struggles dovgp in the name of the group in a broad sociatexdnVan Zomeren

et al. (2008) simplify this concept, defining it e identity of "activists" who use it to carrytoeollective actions. A
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meta-analysis by van Zomeren et al. (2008) alsadaihat politicized identity has a stronger influen(value of effect

size) than identity that is not politicized agaiostiective action.

Through this case, we may empirically test theooeglentity politics from political psychology sh@s social
identity, collective identity, and collective patial action. This study aims to explain politicizédentity with other
mediator variables, such as group efficacy and gimased anger. The type of action to be examinghisnstudy is 212
protest actions related to alleged blasphemy by ftinmer DKI Jakarta governor BasukiTjahajaPurnamaAbok.
Although the case has become history as Ahok has benvicted for 2 years, yet these initially spmetous politicized
identity actions metamorphose into a more organgredping, called aBA212(Presidium AlumnR12), and it continues

to color current national political scenario.
LITERATURE REVIEW

Research on politics of identity, collective paléi action, and other related topics draw a lomfisocial identity
theory. The main idea of identity politics is theationship between identity and participation wiifcal action. The
concept is strongly related to the psychology @itgst in the literature of social psychology andi@omovement in the
field of sociology. There three main factors motivaeople to do or participate in collective act@rprotest. First is an
instrumental factor that refers to the targetinglgar end of the protest. Second is the ideolodiaelor that refers to
ideational elements, belief and thought of prot@stird, identity as a motivational factor that drévpeople to do or
participate in the protest. So, at the heart oftipal psychology of protest is identity. It is um@dtood that from the
perspective of political psychology, identity pm strongly relates to some basic concepts suchoeml identity,

collective identity, collective action, grievancesliticized collective identity and so on.

Identity politics in Indonesia are more relatedetbnicity, religion, ideology and local interestsit are generally
represented by political elites with their respeetarticulations (Ma'arif, 2012). It is this idegtthat results in collective
action when a group feels its group is interruptedhurt. Many studies on collective action haveuted on politicized
identity (Alberici&Milesi, 2013, 2016; Blackwood & ouis, 2012; van Zomeren et al., 2008). Becker dmadisch
(2015)conducted a literature review of collectieti@n studies and concluded that a politicized fitein both direct and

indirect (through group-based efficacy and groupellbanger) could strengthen the desire for peaaefign.

Some studies have found that group-based angesti®rag emotional basis for collective action (Step et al,
2013; Shi et al., 2015; Stewart et al., 2016; Th&Becker, 2013; van Zomerenet al., 2011). Othediss have attempted
to explain the role of group efficacy factors (Afic&&Milesi, 2013; Shi et al., 2015; Stewart et,&016; Tausch& Becker,
2013; van Zomeren et al., 2011). In particularhhigoup efficacy was found to better predict noiwgatollective action,
while low group efficacy leads to violent actiona{isch et al., 2011). Both group-based anger andpgedficacy are
served as mediating factors in some research (B&kausch, 2015; Milleret al, 2009; Stewart et 28016; Shadiqi et al.,
2018).

Based on the literature review, the hypotheseBignstudy are as follows:
e Hypothesis 1: politicized identity influences calige action.
» Hypothesis 2: politicized identity influences grelb@sed anger.

* Hypothesis 3: politicized identity influences grebg@sed efficacy.
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» Hypothesis 4: group-based efficacy influences ctilte action.

» Hypothesis 5: group-based anger influences colleciction.

» Hypothesis 6: group-based efficacy mediates trecetif politicized identity on collective action.

» Hypothesis 7: group-based anger mediates the effguiliticized identity on collective action.
METHOD

This study employed a survey method and the dataamalyzed using a correlation technique. This otkthas
selected to answer the correlation between thebiari There are three variables in this researgloliicized identity as
independent variables, group-based anger and dvasgd efficacy as an intervening variable, andectile action as a

dependent variable. Data were collected from 384qpants of 212 protest action.

All research variables were measured using seb+tey methods entailing individuals’ responseslistributed
questionnaires (Stangor, 2011). The instrument® aeiapted from previous studies and adjusted tadhéext of the
current research. All items were measured usingp®it Likert scale ranging from 1= extremely digsg to 5 =
extremely agree. The measurement of collectiv@aatias adapted from Tausch et al. (2011), withagstents related to
normative or nonviolent actions. Each of the instents measuring politicized and religious idergitt®nsisted of four
items, and both instruments were adapted and deselrom instruments constructed by van Zomereal.g2010) and

van Zomeren et al. (2012).

Data was collected using a questionnaire methodrastered both directly to members of action 212t thre
spread across several regions of Indonesia usirgyl&d-orms online. The researchers performed statianalysis by
running a Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) on RES. to test the research hypotheses

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This research was conducted to examine whethgydliticized identity directly and indirectly affead collective
action on 212 protest cases in Indonesia. Thetsestitesting the direct effect between researctalikes can be seen in

table 1 as follows:

Table 1: Direct Correlations among Research Variatds

Hypothesis | Relationship | Std. Beta §) | t-Value | p-Value | Result |
H1 Pl -> CA 0.594** 4.620 0.000 Significant
H2 Pl ->GBE | 0.421* 4.233 0.000 Significant
H3 Pl -> GBA 0.402** 4.626 0.000| Significant
H4 GBE -> CA | 0.528** 5.233 0.000 Significant
H5 GBA -> CA | 0.627** 5.626 0.000 Significant

Note: PI (Politicized Identity), GBA (Group-Based AngeGBE (Group-Based Efficacy), CA (Collective Actjori* p<

0.01; * p< 0.05.

Based on Table 1, it is known that politicized itlisn group efficacy, and group-based anger hapesitive and

significant correlation with collective action. &udition, politicized identity also has a positaed significant correlation

with group efficacy and group-based anger. Pdtitidi identity has a positive and significant cotrefawith collective

action ¢ = 0.594; t = 4.620; p <0.01). Politicized identitgd a positive and significant correlation witlogp efficacy

= 0.421; t = 4.233; p <0.01). Politicized identltgd a positive and significant correlation with upebased ange3 (=
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0.402; t = 4.626; p <0.01). Group efficacy has aifpe and significant correlation with collectiagtion ¢ = 0.528; t =
5.233; p <0.01). Group-based anger also has aiymsihd significant correlation with collective met (3 = 0.627; t =
5.626; p <0.01).

The structural similarities in this research carséen in Figure 1 below:

Group-Based

0.421** 0.528** Efficacy

Collective
Action

Politicized
Identity

0.402770.02 Group-Based

Anger

Figure 1: SEM Test Result of Model

The SEM test results show that politicized identifys a significant direct effect on collective ant{meaning the
researcher's hypothesis is proven). This is catistiith the results of previous research on ctilecaction (see
Tausch& Becker, 2013; Thomas, McGarty, &Mavor, 20¢én Zomeren, et al., 2008), where more and meaple
identify themselves as part of a group movemeaet, (politicized identity), the more they want toibeolved in collective
action. In particular, it was found that socio-giofil identity is a better predictor of collectiaetion than non-political
identity (Alberici&Milesi, 2016; van Zomeren et a22008; van Zomeren et al., 2008).

Furthermore, group efficacy also has a positive sigdificant direct influence on collective actidrhe results of
several previous studies are consistent with thdirfigs of researchers about the role of groupafidn collective action
(Alberici&Milesi, 2013; Saab et al., 2015; Shi ¢t, 2015; Stewart et al., 2016; Tausch& Becker,20dn Zomeren et
al., 2011). In particular, the stronger the beliefsindividuals in groups, the more individuals waa be involved in

normative or peaceful collective actions (van Zosnegt al., 2008; van Zomeren et al., 2004).

In addition, structural equations also reveal thedup-based anger has a positive and significaieicteton
collective action. These findings are in line wittevious findings (see Shepherd et al., 2013; £hl.2015; Stewart et
al., 2016; van Zomeren et al., 2011), except ferrdsults of the research by Shadigi et al. (20@8®) found that group-

based anger did not have a positive and signifieéfatt on collective action.

In addition to testing the direct effect, the resbhar also saw that the influence was not dirdctign the research

variables. The following is presented the indireftéct between variables which can be seen in Table

Table 2: Results of Mediator Effect Tests

Hypothesis | Relationship Std. Beta §) | t-Value | p-Value | Decision
H4 PI->GBE->CA | 0.222** 5.620 0.000 Supported
H5 PI->GBA->CA | 0.252** 5.826 0.000 Supported
Note: PI (Politicized Identity), GBA (Group-Based Ange@BE (Group-Based Efficacy), CA (Collective Actjori* p<

0.01; * p< 0.05.
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The results of the analysis in table 2 above shioat there are simultaneous indirect influences fiooth
mediators (group efficacy and group-based angeajtidfly, the results of the study found that theup efficacy
functioned as a partial mediator that was signifiqg@ = 0.222; t = 5.620; p <0.01) in the politicizeetdity of collective
action. On the other hand, group-based anger als@lsignificant mediating effed € 0.252; t = 5,826, p = 0.01) on the

politicized identity of collective action on the gaomenon of the blasphemy protest in Indonesiéta2tl2).

According to their demographic data, most of theoacparticipants 212 were affiliated (either asnibers or
administrators) with the Islamic organization tlaated on the action itself. This shows that th@usses provided by
religious organizations can result in the formatafnsocial or political movements (Burns &Kniss,13). Our findings
reveal that although the effect size is small,raicated by the mediation test, group efficacyasnid to significantly
mediate the relationship between politicized idgntind collective action in this action 212. Thiglicates that the
researcher's hypothesis states that group efficaegliates the relationship between politicized idgnivith proven

collective action.

In addition, group-based anger was also found tee ha significant mediating role in politicized idign
relationships with collective action (hypothesesifolated by researchers were proven). The findiaridhis researcher are
in line with the findings of previous research tkatial identity influences the desire to act tigtogroup-based anger
(Tausch& Becker, 2013; Thomas et al., 2014), exémpthe results of research by Shadigi et al. 80&ho found that
group-based anger does not mediate between pmditiddentity and collective action. Indonesian Ntuslfeel anger at
BasukiTjahajaPurnama or Ahok for his statementchviare considered insulting their holy books. Grbaped emotions
are believed to arise when individuals consideirthg/n emotional experiences in response to gralgied events
(Goldenberg et al., 2014).

Finally, this study has several limitations thatsthbe considered. One limitation of this reseascthe design,
which is only able to explain the interactive effebetween variables because of their correlatioatire. To explain a
causal relationship, an experimental design is eged/e suggest that future researchers examineetiteal role of social
identity using experimental designs. We also recemunthat further studies consider the concept dfiphel identities,
which can include national identity (eg Indonesraationality) and ethnic identity (eg, membershipcertain ethnic

groups), especially in countries that have divetbaicities such as Indonesia.
CONCLUSIONS

This study found that politicized, group-based angeoup-based efficacy identities were direct preenls of
collective action. Politicized identity is also aett predictor of group-based anger and groupbas$icacy. The results
of the tests indirectly found that group-based aragel group efficacy mediated the influence of timfied identity on

collective action.
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