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This report examines the projections of conspiracy theories regarding
environment, health, and artificial intelligence in Turkey based on data from the
2024 Turkey Social Values Study (TSVS), supported by TUBİTAK 1001. The survey
was conducted using the Computer-Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI)
method with 1587 participants across Turkey and utilized a representative
sample based on a multi-stage cluster sampling design.

Environmental Conspiracy Theories: 73% of the individuals in Turkey have
stated their concern about climate change. The majority of respondents
believe that climate change is real, caused by humans, and that its
consequences are not exaggerated. However, 24% believe climate change is
planned by developed countries to constrain the development of other
countries. These findings reveal that perceptions of climate change in Turkey
have taken on a new dimension, leaning toward conspiracy theory-based
approaches that go beyond traditional skepticism regarding climate change.

Health Conspiracy Theories: When examining health conspiracy beliefs, the
idea that pharmaceutical companies hamper effective treatments proves to
be a common theme. Also, it is noteworthy that belief in the coronavirus as a
deliberate, covert effort is significantly higher among the unemployed, and that
as trust in the government decreases, belief that society is controlled by
vaccines increases. These findings reveal that the inclination to health
conspiracy beliefs in Turkey derives from broad socioeconomic dynamics such
as unemployment and institutional/interpersonal distrust rather than simply a
lack of information.
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Artificial Intelligence Conspiracy Theories: When examining beliefs about
artificial intelligence, 44% of participants believe the technology has made the
world a better place, while 59% are concerned about it. Also, the majority of
participants believe that artificial intelligence will surpass the human mind and
gain control over human life in the future. Findings show women, compared to
men, and unemployed individuals carry higher levels of concern.

Assessment and Policy Recommendations: Research findings show that rising
global risks, institutional distrust, and sovereignty concerns shape beliefs in
conspiracy theories. It also shows that belief in conspiracy theories in Turkey
cannot be explained solely by misinformation or a lack of scientific literacy;
rather, it is linked to broader societal concerns such as political trust, trust in
science, national sovereignty, economic independence, and trust in institutions.
In this regard, establishing a trust-based, consistent communication
mechanism among public institutions, scientists, and media actors should be
prioritized in policymaking. Conducting transparent decision-making
processes in health, environmental, and technology policies may ensure that
the public is not only informed but also feels included in the process. For this
reason, rather than short-term strategies that focus solely on correcting
misinformation in efforts against conspiracy theories, adopting
communication policies in the fields of health, the environment, science, and
technology that are more transparent, consistent, and aimed at building trust
may be preferable.
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The Turkish Social Values ​ Study (TSVS), supported by TUBİTAK 1001, aims to
understand changes in social values in Turkey and to contribute to long-term
policy development by measuring trends in critical areas such as health,
science, the environment, gender, migration, and the economy.

Present global events, such as the COVID-19 pandemic, climate change,
environmental crisis, and technological advancements, are deepening the
atmosphere of uncertainty and affecting individuals' confidence in scientific
authorities, political institutions, and expert systems. This environment of
increasing distrust not only transforms individual risk perceptions but also
collective value judgments, ways of approaching information, and tendencies
towards conspiracy theories.

For this reason, TSVS examines changes in social values through three key
issues that have emerged as risk factors in the aftermath of the pandemic:

Fertility intentions in the context of family and gender
Tendencies to believe in conspiracy theories
Individuals’ attitudes toward immigrants

This report is prepared based on data from TSVS under the heading of “Health,
Environment, Science and Technology”. The main purpose of this report is to
analyze social values, attitudes, risk perceptions, and conspiracy theory beliefs
regarding these fields and to inform the public and policymakers. The aim is to
generate knowledge, particularly about factors that shape thought systems,
such as levels of social trust, beliefs about institutions, and conspiracy theories
about information.

1 Introduction 
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1.1 Methodology

The Turkish Social Values Study (TSVS 2024) measures changing values across
Turkey through a nationally representative survey. Consistent with other
international studies in the field, data were collected using the Computer-
Assisted Personal Interviewing (CAPI) method.

The TSVS sample was designed to be representative of all Turkish-speaking
citizens aged 18 and older residing in Turkey. Respondents were selected using
random probability sampling methods at every stage. Data were collected
according to the Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Statistics Level 2 (NUTS-2)
classification. Accordingly, a multistage cluster sampling design was employed
based on Turkey’s 26 NUTS-2 subregions, which group the country’s 81
provinces according to their socioeconomic similarities.

The sample selection process consisted of three stages in line with the
multistage cluster sampling design. In the first stage, 262 geographic clusters
(Primary Sampling Units, PSUs), each consisting of 100 households, were
identified across Turkey’s 26 NUTS-2 geographic subregions. In the second
stage, a total of 19 addresses were selected from each PSU through simple
random sampling, including 14 primary and 5 reserve addresses. In the third
stage, one respondent was selected from each address using the last birthday
method. During data collection, it was not necessary to activate the reserve
sample.



The Turkish Social Values Study (TSVS) survey, which included 1,587
respondents, examined values and attitudes related to fertility intentions,
conspiracy theories, and migration through a range of quantitative measures.
Data collected during the fieldwork were cleaned and analyzed using the
statistical software program STATA.

This report presents the sociodemographic characteristics of the participants,
their attitudes towards health, environment, and technology, and their levels of
belief in various conspiracy theories in these areas, based on the questions in
the "Health, Environment, Science and Technology" section of the TSVS study.
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Women
61.6%

Men
38.4%

26-40
41.4%

41-50
28%

51-86
18%

18-25
12.6%

The TSVS survey sample
consists of 61.6% women
and 38.4% men.

The ages of the survey
participants range from 18 to
86. When the participants were
classified according to age
groups, it is observed that 12.6%
belonged to the 18-25, 41.4% to
the 26-40, 28% to the 41-50 and
18% to the 51-86 age group.
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1.2 Sociodemographic
Characteristics

Figure a.1 Gender Distribution (N=1587)

Figure a.2  Age Distribution (N=1587)



Employed
53.5%

Housewife
32.2%

Unemployed
14.3%

The educational
background of the survey
participants ranged from
"never attended school" to
"master's degree and
above." When participants
were categorized according
to their highest completed
education, it was observed
that 35% fell into the
primary school and below
group and 16.7% completed
middle school. Additionally,
35.1% of participants have
completed high school,
while the remaining 13.2%
have completed university
or a higher level of
education.

When participants are
classified by
employment status,
53.5% are employed full-
time or part-time, 14.3%
are not employed, and
32.2% are housewifes.
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High
school
35.1% 

Middle
school
16.7% 

Primary school
and below

35%

University or above
13.2%

Figure a.3  Educational Attainment (N=1587)

Figure a.4 Employment Status  (N=1586)



CHP
37%

AKP
36.2%

Undecided or
non-voters

14%

DEM Party
7.4%

Other
5.5%

Figure a.5 Distribution of political party affiliation (N=1587)

Figure a.6 Ideological Distribution (N=1479)

When participants are
classified according to their
ideological positions, it
appears that 27.9% are on
the right and 22% are in the
center-right.  19.5% of
participants are on the left,
and 23.5% are in the center-
left. Only 7% of participants
position themselves in the
center. 

6

37% of respondents stated
they would vote for the CHP
and 36.2% for the AKP if an
election were held next
Sunday.  These rates are
followed by %14 who claim
they are undecided or non-
voters.  7.4% of participants
said they would vote for the
DEM Party, while the
remaining 5.5% indicated
they would vote for other
parties.
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Figure a.7  Distribution of Interpersonal Trust (N=1585)

Figure a.8 Distribution of Trust in Government
(N=1579)

7

When participants' trust in
other people was examined,
it was found that 49.7% had
moderate trust, 36.2% had
little or no trust, and only
14.1% had high or complete
trust.
.

When looking at
participants’ trust in the
government, it is seen that
37.4% have moderate trust,
37.4% have high or
complete trust, and only
25.3% have little or no trust.
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With the concept of "risk society," Ulrich Beck (1992) emphasizes that modern
societies are increasingly facing invisible risks that transcend regional
boundaries and require expert knowledge. To contest uncertainty and distrust
under the new risk regime, individuals become dependent on scientific
authorities and institutional structures. However, the modern risks Beck
comments on are produced by the modern institutions and technology that
are expected to manage them.

In this context, the need for scientific knowledge and the expertise of
institutional structures increase simultaneously with the mistrow of these
foundations, underlining the self-annihilating nature of modernity.
Interrogations regarding institutions that produce and execute knowledge lead
to the political and everyday integration of alternative epistemological
narratives, such as conspiracy theories, while dependence and distrust
simultaneously become widespread regarding institutions and experts.

The economic fluctuations post-COVID-19, earthquakes of February 2023, and
extreme weather conditions have deepened social sentiments of uncertainty
and distrust in Turkey. Meanwhile, the rapid integration of artificial intelligence
tools into our lives raises new concerns about both employment and
information security. This section examines the relationship between society
and the institutional structures that are needed and questioned concurrently,
within these risks and contradictions, in the context of health, environment, and
artificial intelligence.

A conspiracy is defined as two or more people coming together to engage in
malicious, illegal, or other activities that run counter to the interests of certain
groups (Cambridge Dictionary 2024). A conspiracy theory, on the other hand,
refers to an explanation of events or social reality through the deliberate efforts
of certain actors, that is, through their conspiracies (Dentith 2014).
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2 Conceptual
Framework



Historical analyses show that under conditions of widespread uncertainty, such
as epidemics, natural disasters, and social unrest, prevalence and belief in
conspiracy theories increase (Pipes 1997). Although some studies and historical
analyses claim ignorance as the source of conspiracy theories, these theories
remain popular today despite scientific advances and increasing accessibility
of scientific knowledge (Grzesiak-Feldman 2013; Harambam 2017; Oliver and
Wood 2014; Uscinski and Parent 2014).

Recent studies associate the prevalence of conspiracy theories with increasing
skepticism and distrust towards authorities and scientific knowledge (Aupers
2012; Heins 2007). Nowadays, conspiracy theories are not merely marginal
discourses but a part of popular culture and contemporary politics due to the
embrace of such narratives by political leaders and widespread circulation in
traditional/social media (Harambam 2017; Mancosu et al. 2022).

This section of the report examines belief in conspiracy theories across three
areas: health, environment and climate, and artificial intelligence. The
distribution of conspiracy theory beliefs in each area will be analyzed
according to different demographic or social identity determinants.
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Environmental threats such as the climate crisis, natural disasters, and
ecological destruction shape collective risk perception on a local and global
scale, and form the basis for various conspiracy theories. These narratives
often suggest that environmental issues such as climate change, ecological
destruction, or natural disasters are the result of deliberate manipulation by
powerful actors, including governments, international organizations,
corporations, and NGOs. These conspiracy theories, which question scientific
consensus and institutional authority, sometimes frame environmental crises
as an exaggerated or fabricated threat, and sometimes position
environmental movements against national interests (Dunlap and McCright
2011; Biddlestone et al. 2022; Erokhine and Komendantova 2024).

In Turkey, particularly since the Gezi Park protests, claims that environmental
opposition movements are supported by "external powers" have become
widespread; environmentalists and civil society organizations have frequently
been associated with foreign funds and international actors (Medeiros 2018;
Genç 2021). These convictions reduce support for environmental policies
(Biddlestone et al. 2022), decrease individuals’ likelihood of making eco-
friendly decisions (van der Linden 2015), and weaken the tendency to reduce
carbon footprint (Jolley and Douglas 2014). These results show environmental
conspiracy beliefs to be an important factor that shapes environmental action,
not only on an individual level but also on public and political levels.

While there are studies examining conspiracy theories in Turkish society about
health (Özdemir 2021; Eslen-Ziya and Pehlivanlı 2022) and politics (Medeiros
2018; Gürpınar 2019; Balta, Kaltwasser and Yağcı, 2021; Yılmaz and Shipoli 2021),
empirical analyses about the environmental domain are quite limited.
Although conspiratorial narratives about the environment are widespread,
there is a need for studies that systematically assess the extent to which
society believes them. In this context, revealing the distribution of beliefs about
environmental conspiracy theories across Turkey is critical for both
understanding societal attitudes towards environmental policies and for
identifying potential obstacles to democratic participation. 10

3 Environmental
Conspiracy Theories



0 20 40 60 80 100
Percentage(%)

47.32 28.43 24.24

30.47 15.78 53.75

47.48 29.95 22.57

44.76 24.69 30.55

Climate change has
been planned out by
developed countries
in order to restrict the
development of other

countries.

Western governments
prevent us from using

our underground
resources (oil, natural

gas, boron, etc.)

Earthquakes are
artificially initiated.

Environmentalists in
Turkey are controlled

by Western
governments.

Disagree Neither Agree or
Disagree Agree

Figure 1.1. Distribution of belief in environmental conspiracy theories

N= 1551

N= 1572

N= 1546

N= 1555

Figure 1.1 shows the distribution of agreement with environmental conspiracy
theories. Participants were asked to rate these statements on a scale from 1
(Strongly disagree) to 5 (Strongly agree). The environmental conspiracy theory
with the highest level of agreement concerns how Western countries prevent
Turkey from using its underground resources. Approximately 54% of
participants stated they agreed with this statement. The environmental
conspiracy theory with the lowest level of agreement, on the other hand,
concerns the idea that earthquakes are artificially manufactured (%22.57).
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This section of the report looks at four conspiracy theories: developed countries
hinder development through climate policies, access to underground
resources is restricted by Western nations, earthquakes are generated
artificially, and foreign powers manipulate environmentalists. Belief in these
theories provides important insights into the public’s perception of
environmental risks, political attitudes, and trust relationships.



Primary school or below

Middle School High School

University or Above Total

0
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1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5
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2.76 2.77 2.71 2.58 2.72

Figure 1.3. Distribution of means for
belief in environmental conspiracy
theories by educational attainment

(N=1564)

 Figure 1.2 shows the mean
distribution of belief in
environmental conspiracy theories
by political party affiliation. While
the highest average belongs to
AKP voters (Mean=2.79, SD=0.85),
the lowest average belongs to DEM
party voters (Mean=2.47, SD=1.00).

Figure 1.3 shows the mean
distribution of belief in
environmental conspiracy theories
by education level. While the group
with the highest average level of
belief consists of middle school
graduates (Mean=2.77, SD=0.84),
the group with the lowest average
level of belief consists of those with
a university education or higher
(Mean=2.58, SD=0.86).
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Figure 1.2. Distribution of means for
belief in environmental conspiracy
theories by political party affiliation

(N=1564) 
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13

Participants’ beliefs and attitudes regarding climate change were examined
below three skeptical positions in terms of direct denial, rejection of human
influence, and that view the climate crisis is exaggerated. Participants were
asked to rate these statements on a scale from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5
(Strongly Agree).

Figure 1.4. Distribution of agreement rates by type of climate skepticism 
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(N=1558)

The extent of
climate change is

exaggerated.
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Figure 1.4 shows the distribution of participation rates by type of climate
skepticism. The vast majority of participants stated that they strongly
disagreed or disagreed with the statement “There is no such thing as climate
change” (77.82%), while only %2.56 of the participants strongly agreed. Belief in
the statement denying humans’ role in climate change is higher. While 63.80%
of participants agree that humans play a role in climate change, 23.43%
disagree with this statement. Finally, 17.17% of participants stated that they
strongly agree or agree with the statement that the extent of climate change is
exaggerated, while 66.82% disagree with this statement.



The average for direct climate change skepticism is 2.27 (SD=0.91), while it rises
to 2.30 (SD=1.11) for the belief that climate change is exaggerated, and to 2.40
(SD=1.24) for the statement of denial of human responsibility.
. 

Women Men Total

0
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Figure 1.5. Average of climate
skepticism by gender (N=1564)
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Figure 1.6. Averages of climate
skepticism by political party

affiliation (N=1564)
AKP

Other

Total

Figure 1.5 shows the average
climate skepticism by gender.
Women (Mean=2.30, SD=0.93)
agree with statements about
climate skepticism at a higher
level than men (Mean= 2.23, SD
= 0.87).
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Figure 1.6 shows the averages of
climate skepticism by political
party affiliation. With the exception
of the DEM Party (Mean=2.01, SD=
0.93), levels of climate skepticism
among voters of the other parties
are similar. The groups with the
highest levels of climate skepticism
consist of the “other” category,
which has fewer voters (Mean=
2.36, SD=0.83), and undecided or
non-voters (Mean=2.36, SD=0.91). 



The reported findings indicate that climate change stands out as a source of
concern that varies across age groups but remains high overall. Although the
level of belief in environmental conspiracy theories is generally low to
moderate, the conspiracy theory claiming Western countries are preventing
Turkey from using its underground resources has gained relatively high
acceptance.

This high acceptance may indicate that environmental conspiracy theories are
often intertwined with concerns about economic independence, national
sovereignty, and historical insecurities, rather than scientific skepticism. In
terms of climate skepticism, direct denial is less common, but "indirect"
skeptical attitudes, such as the scale of the climate crisis being exaggerated or
the role of human activity being limited, are more prevalent in Turkey. This
suggests that scientific consensus is not entirely rejected by society as a whole,
but rather reinterpreted through political and ideological filters.

When these findings are thought of as a whole, they reveal that the dynamics
of the risk society in Turkey are shaped not only by a lack of information but
also by institutional trust, political affiliation, and economic concerns.
Strategies to combat conspiracy theories about environmental issues may be
insufficient if they focus solely on providing accurate information. These
strategies must also take into account the structural and historical factors that
fuel feelings of distrust. In particular, how environmental policies are framed by
narratives of foreign intervention or damage to national interests may be a
reason for support for conspiracy theories. For policymakers, these findings
highlight the importance of transparency and sensitivity to local and cultural
beliefs while communicating climate and environmental policies.

Furthermore, the fact that climate skepticism is more prevalent among groups
with weak political affiliation or those distanced from democratic processes
suggests that environmental policies should be designed to appeal not only to
specific voter groups but also to broader and more heterogeneous segments
of society. These findings indicate that inclusive and multi-layered approaches,
which take conspiracy narratives and skeptical attitudes seriously, are needed
to increase the social legitimacy of environmental, climate, and science
policies.
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Believing in conspiracy theories regarding health can threaten both individual
and public health. Studies show that such beliefs increase skepticism toward
vaccines (Freeman et al. 2020; Jolley and Douglas 2014), health authorities
(Leonard and Philippe 2021), and public health measures; and that they are
associated with refusal of medical treatment (Kalichman 2009) and reduced
use of healthcare (Douglas et al. 2015).

Similarly, during the COVID-19 pandemic, belief in conspiracy theories was
associated with lower compliance with precautions such as social distancing,
testing, and vaccination (Akarsu et al. 2020; Freeman et al. 2020). These
negative effects are not limited to behaviors related to health but also extend
to social and political spheres. For example, false beliefs that COVID-19 is
spread by 5G technology have led to protests and vandalism against 5G
towers (Satariano and Alba 2020).

The concept of “trust” emerges as one of the strongest determinants in the
literature while examining the origins of these beliefs. Individuals' belief in
scientific data is related to their trust in the source of the information. Research
shows that a decrease in institutional trust in government and health
authorities leads to an increased level of belief in conspiracy theories
(Brotherton et al. 2013; Goertzel 1994). However, the issue of trust is not limited
to institutions; a lack of interpersonal trust also drives individuals to question
official narratives. Individuals who find it difficult to trust others have a higher
tendency to look for hidden groups with malicious intent behind events
(Abalakina-Paap et al. 1999).

16

4 Health Conspiracy
Theories



In addition to the trust factor, the heightened sense of uncertainty during times
of crisis also turns conspiracy theories into a coping mechanism (Douglas et al.
2017). The sense of powerlessness observed particularly among individuals
experiencing economic instability, unemployment, or a sense of exclusion
leads these groups to seek a guilty subject to explain their victimization
(Uscinski and Parent 2014; van Prooijen 2018). This explains why
socioeconomically disadvantaged groups are more likely to give credence to
conspiracy theories.

The impact of gender is shaped particularly through perceptions of health and
safety from the perspective of demographic variables. The literature indicates
that women have a higher risk perception and sensitivity to medical
interventions and potential side effects compared to men (Murphy et al. 2021).
Specifically, the preference for natural immunity and the motivation to protect
bodily integrity stand out as key factors fueling the tendency among women to
believe in misinformation about the long-term harmful effects of vaccines
(Callaghan et al. 2019; Galasso et al. 2020). Therefore, conspiracy beliefs within
this group are associated with health-focused safety concerns rather than a
political stance.

This section examines common health conspiracy theories. The data indicate
that these beliefs stem from factors such as job loss and social alienation
resulting from low levels of trust rather than lack of information. Therefore, this
analysis is critical for understanding the trust relationships formed during times
of crisis and how societal problems fuel conspiracy theories.

17



Figure 2. Averages of agreement
rates with the statement “Vaccines
weaken our immune system and
expose us to many diseases.” by
gender (N=1582)
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Figure 2.1.  Averages of agreement
rates with the statement
“Pharmaceutical companies block
effective methods that can treat
serious illnesses in order not to lose
profit.” by level of trust in
others(N=1576)

No/Low
Trust

Moderate
Trust

High 
Trust Total

Figure 2 shows the average levels of
agreement with the statement
“Vaccines weaken our immune system
and expose us to many diseases.” by
gender (on a scale of 1 to 5). Data
reveals that the average level of
agreement among men was 2.98, and  
2.78 among women. In conclusion, it
can be said that there is no significant
difference between the sexes
regarding the belief that vaccines
harm the immune system; both men
and women similarly hold a  
neutral/moderate stance on this
statement.

Figure 2.1 shows the average levels of
agreement with the statement,
"Pharmaceutical companies block
effective methods that can treat
serious illnesses in order not to lose
profit." by interpersonal trust levels.
Upon examining the data, it can be
seen that the overall average of 3.19 is
very slightly above the midpoint (3—
Neither Agree Nor Disagree).

The differences between the groups
are not significant. While the average
level of agreement with the
statement is highest at 3.40 in the
group with “No/Low” interpersonal
trust, this average drops to exactly
3.00 (the neutral point) in the group
with “High” trust. This suggests that
individuals who generally trust others
less are slightly more inclined to
believe in conspiracy theories about
the intentions of pharmaceutical
companies.
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Figure 2.2. Distribution of responses to the statement “Coronavirus is the result
of deliberate and concealed efforts of some governments or
organizations.” by employment status (N=1555)

Figure 2.2 shows the distribution of responses to the statement “The
coronavirus is the result of deliberate and concealed efforts of some
governments or organizations” by employment status. Participants were asked
to rate their agreement with this statement on a scale from 1 (Strongly
Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). Unemployed participants tend to agree with
the statement more than participants in other groups. Agreement was most
common among the unemployed group at 24.89%; this rate was 22.09%
among employed individuals and 22.86% among housewives. Similarly, the
response rate for ‘Strongly agree’ among the non-working group (16.03%) is
significantly higher than that of the other groups, which indicates that belief in
conspiracy theories is more widely accepted within this group.
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Figure 2.3  Averages of the agreement rates with the statement “The
coronavirus is the result of deliberate and concealed efforts of some
governments or organizations” by political views (N=1457)

Figure 2.3 shows the average level of agreement among participants with the
statement that “Coronavirus is the result of covert government efforts”
according to their political views. A left-right scale was used to measure
political views, with 0 representing “Left” and 10 representing “Right.”

According to the findings, participants with center (Mean = 3.03, SD = 1.00) and
left (Mean = 3.01, SD = 1.30) political views show relatively higher levels of
agreement with this statement. In contrast, the agreement rate among right-
wing participants is lower (Mean = 2.64, SD = 1.31). The means for the center-left
(Mean = 2.79, SD = 1.18) and center-right (Mean = 2.84, SD = 1.07) groups,
however, are similar to each other. When these findings are evaluated together,
it appears that skepticism is higher among centrist and left-leaning
participants.
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Figure 2.4. Distribution of responses to the statement “Societies are tried to be
controlled through the Coronavirus vaccine.” by level of trust in the
government (N=1558)

Figure 2.4 shows the responses to the statement “Societies are tried to be
controlled through the Coronavirus vaccine. “ by individuals' levels of trust in
the government. Participants were asked to rate this statement on a scale from
1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). Upon examining the responses in
the figure, it is observed that the “No/Low Trust” group (32.57%) accounts for
the highest proportion of responses to the “Agree” category compared to the
“Moderate” (29.26%) and “High/Full Trust” (24.14%) groups. A similar pattern can
be observed for the “Strongly agree” response, where the “no/low trust” group,
at 11.70%, exceeds the other trust levels as well.

In contrast, the opposite pattern is observed while considering the 'Disagree'
response. In this response, the high/complete trust group represents the
highest rate at 32.88%, while the no/low trust group is at 18.32%. This distribution
shows that as the level of trust in the government decreases, responses that
affirm the conspiracy theory statement (Agree/Strongly agree) become more
frequent.
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The findings in this section show that belief in conspiracy theories regarding
health is shaped by gender, employment status, and levels of trust in
institutions.

When the gender variable is examined, it is seen that women are less likely to
believe the conspiracy theory "vaccines weaken the immune system" and have
higher rates of rejection of this statement compared to men. Although the
literature indicates that women have a higher perceived risk regarding medical
side effects (Murphy et al. 2021), the findings of this research reveal that women
place less reliance on specific anti-vaccine conspiracy narratives than men
do.

When employment status and trust relation are observed, socio-economic
position stands as a key factor that fuels conspiracy theory beliefs. The findings
indicate that unemployed individuals and homemakers are more likely to
believe that the coronavirus emerged as a result of a “covert and deliberate
effort” than employed individuals. This result displays consistency with the
literature, indicating that individuals experiencing economic instability and a
sense of powerlessness seek a guilty subject to make sense of their
victimization (Uscinski and Parent 2014; van Prooijen 2018).

Similarly, as interpersonal and governmental trust decreases, the belief that
pharmaceutical companies hinder the use of treatments or vaccines for social
control increases significantly. This can be interpreted as low trust and
economic uncertainty driving individuals to question official narratives, with
conspiracy theories becoming coping mechanisms.

These results indicate that health authorities and politicians need to develop
strategies during times of crisis, not only to manage the flow of medical
information but also to build public trust as well. Individuals' belief in scientific
data is directly related to their trust in the source of the information.
Consequently, transparent communication policies and social support
mechanisms that address the economic concerns of disadvantaged groups
can reduce the spread of conspiracy theories by restoring institutional trust.
Furthermore, it can be said that initiatives aimed at improving health literacy
will play a critical role in preventing behaviors that threaten public health by
increasing the resilience of individuals, particularly those in the low-trust group,
against manipulative content.
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Artificial intelligence is becoming increasingly integrated into our lives as a
result of the conveniences it provides in areas such as automation and
scalability. While the transformation brought by this integration has aroused
curiosity and excitement in society, it has also led to an increase in
uncertainties and anxieties. Since belief in conspiracy theories is no longer
limited to isolated small groups and has the potential to spill over into public
discourse, it is important to examine trust in artificial intelligence and
conspiracy theories (Barkun 2015). For this reason, this section examines
attitudes toward AI and explores how these attitudes vary across different
segments of society by measuring the public’s concerns about AI, their
perception of risk, and their belief in conspiracy theories.

Researchers predict that artificial intelligence will have a disruptive impact on
the labor markets of advanced economies. (Magistro et al. 2025). Although it is
often said that the integration of artificial intelligence will bring about major
changes in many sectors, it is also a source of concern for many people.  One
of these concerns is the fear of job loss. Recent studies indicate that the
integration of artificial intelligence will affect highly skilled workers and non-
routine positions the most. (Nigar et al. 2025). This factor may play a role in
shaping attitudes toward artificial intelligence.
 
Gender can also be a decisive factor in determining whether or not individuals
fear or trust artificial intelligence. According to a study conducted in the United
Kingdom, female participants reported lower levels of trust and higher levels of
fear toward artificial intelligence (Babiker et al. 2025). Previous studies
conducted in China and Germany have also brought forward similar findings
(Sindermann et al. 2022). 
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Another study remarks that the integration of artificial intelligence into various
sectors causes a higher level of unease among women (Mays et al. 2022).
Women may have greater concerns about prejudice and job loss due to the
belief that widespread use of artificial intelligence could potentially worsen
long-standing inequalities in the corporate world (Zhan et al. 2024).

According to research on how gender influences views on artificial intelligence;
cultural norms, beliefs, stereotypes, and gender-based assumptions
significantly shape attitudes toward artificial intelligence (Parsheera 2018).
According to a study by Ofosu-Ampong (2023), women believe that men are
stronger in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics subjects, and
for this reason, they are hesitant to use AI-based tools. 

In this section, attitudes toward technology and artificial intelligence
conspiracy theories are examined by looking at differences across both
participants’ gender and employment statuses. 
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Figure 3.1 The distribution of levels of concern about artificial intelligence by
genders  (N = 1545)

Figure 3.1 shows the distribution of anxiety towards artificial intelligence across
genders. Participants were asked to rate their level of anxiety towards artificial
intelligence on a scale of 1 (Not Concerned at All) to 5 (Very Concerned). When
we consider both “Extremely concerned” and “Concerned” responses, a
majority of individuals (58.96%) are anxious about artificial intelligence. Looking
at the difference between genders, this anxiety is higher among women
(60.41%) than men (56.58%). When we look at the neutral group who said
“Neither Concerned nor Unconcerned” this group is slightly higher among
women than men (12.41%) and the overall group (13.66%).
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Figure 3.2  Distribution of agreement with the statement “The world is
becoming a much better place thanks to technology.” by gender (N=1577)“

Figure 3.2 shows the distribution of agreement with the statement “Technology
is making the world a better place” by gender. Participants were asked to rate
this statement on a scale from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree).  
44.26% of participants believe that technology has made the world a better
place. When examining the difference between genders, men (50.08%) tend to
agree more with this statement compared to women (40.65%).
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Figure 3.3  Distribution of agreement with the statement “The world is becoming
a much better place thanks to technology.” by employment status (N=1576)

Figure 3.3 shows the distribution of agreement levels with the statement “The
world is becoming a much better place thanks to technology.” by employment
status. Participants were asked to rate this statement on a scale from 1 (Strongly
Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). Most participants (44.29%) believe that
technology has made the world a better place. When examining the differences
in employment statuses, non-workers’ agreement rate with the statement
(%40.97) is lower compared to the working group (%47.24).
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Figure 3.4 Distribution of agreement with the statement “Human life will be
controlled by artificial intelligence in the future.” by employment status (N =
1551)

Figure 3.4 shows the distribution of agreement levels with the statement
“Human life will be controlled by artificial intelligence in the future." according
to employment status. Participants were asked to rate this statement on a
scale of 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree).  When we combine the
“Agree” and “Strongly Agree” responses, the majority of respondents (62.03%)
agree with the statement.  When employment status is observed, nonworking
individuals agreement rate  to the statement is higher (%65.43) than that of
working individuals (%59.03).
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Figure 3.5 Distribution of agreement with the statement “Artificial intelligence
will surpass human intelligence in the future.” by employment status (N=
1553)

Figure 3.5 shows the distribution of agreement levels with the statement
“Artificial intelligence will surpass human intelligence in the future.” by
employment. Participants were asked to rate this statement on a scale from 1
(Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). When “Agree” and “Strongly Agree”
categories are taken into consideration together, more than half of the
respondents (%54.67) agree with the statement. When we look at employment
status, the response rate among nonworking individuals is 59.7%, which is
higher than that of employed individuals (50.24%). 
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The findings in this section show that attitudes toward artificial intelligence and
technology vary by gender and employment status. It was observed that the
level of concern regarding artificial intelligence is higher among women and
that women are less likely than men to agree with the statement, “The world is
becoming a much better place thanks to technology.” These findings are
parallel to the existing literature, showcasing that women are more reserved
toward artificial intelligence and technology.

The results indicate that unemployed individuals exhibit more negative views
towards artificial intelligence and technology. The findings show that
unemployed individuals are less likely to agree with the statement that
technology makes the world a better place, and more likely to believe in the
ideas that "In the future, artificial intelligence will control people's lives" and "In
the future, artificial intelligence will control the human mind," compared to
employed individuals. Although the literature suggests that employed
individuals will be more affected by AI integration, the results show that
unemployed individuals hold more negative attitudes. As a matter of fact, a
study conducted among Canadian medical students revealed that students
did not believe that AI would directly take their jobs in the future. However, the
fear of being fired discouraged them from pursuing careers in fields where AI
integration is beginning to take place, such as radiology (Gong et al. 2019).
Based on this case, it is possible that the attitudes of unemployed individuals
are influenced by the fear of being fired due to AI integration when they join the
workforce in the future.

These findings indicate that governments need to develop policies to alleviate
the growing concerns and fears resulting from the integration of artificial
intelligence into many sectors. Providing basic technical information and
programming training can help reduce these concerns by expanding people’s
understanding of the mechanics behind artificial intelligence (Kaya et al. 2024).  
Additionally, policymakers must take precautions against the risks AI-powered
platforms may pose to human rights violations and the perpetuation of existing
inequalities. 
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Despite high levels of public trust in scientists in Turkey, global risks such as the
pandemic and climate change are often seen to be interpreted through
conspiracy theories intertwined with concerns about economic independence
and national sovereignty. This paradoxical structure necessitates that
environmental policies be formulated not only through the transfer of technical
knowledge but also through social legitimacy and strategic framing. Policy
recommendations developed in light of current findings should be based on a
communication model centered on transparency and local sensitivity that
eliminates skeptical narratives focused on "external intervention" regarding the
climate crisis.

To prevent scientific data from being instrumentalized due to ideological filters,
decision-makers should support environmental policies with inclusive
multilevel governance models that are aligned with national interests and
promote democratic participation. An approach aiming for a social consensus
that transcends socio-political affiliations is essential for the sustainability and
social acceptance of environmental reforms. 

Belief in conspiracy theories in the health sector (the claim that the coronavirus
was deliberately created or that vaccines are used to control society, for
example) may stem from economic uncertainty and distrust rather than a
simple lack of medical knowledge. Research data clearly shows that
unemployed individuals and those with low trust in other people and the
government are more likely to believe in such conspiracy theories. 

When the gender factor is examined, women are less likely to agree with the
claim “Vaccines impair the immune system” and exhibit more reserved
stances toward these narratives. On a political scale, left and centrist
participants are slightly more prone to such skepticism compared to right-
wing participants. Overall, these findings demonstrate that combating
conspiracy theories in the health field cannot be resolved simply by explaining
scientific facts to the public; it is essential to alleviate economic problems such
as unemployment and rebuild trust in institutions.

6 Conclusion
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In this regard, officials and health institutions providing more social support,
particularly to economically disadvantaged segments of society, can be a
factor that strengthens trust-building. Furthermore, it can be argued that
enhancing the public’s level of health knowledge (health literacy) through
transparent communication is one of the most effective ways to protect the
public against baseless claims and manipulations.

The increasing visibility of artificial intelligence technologies in daily life has led
to increased uncertainty and concerns about these technologies. Research
findings reveal that attitudes towards artificial intelligence and technology vary
according to gender and employment status. Looking at the difference
between genders, it shows that women exhibit a more negative attitude
towards artificial intelligence and technology. Regarding employment status, it
is observed that unemployed individuals have a more negative view of artificial
intelligence.

These findings underscore the need for policymakers to propose policies that
will alleviate growing concerns about economic inequality resulting from the
integration of artificial intelligence and new technologies into daily life. To
address concerns about artificial intelligence, efforts should focus on providing
technical knowledge and explaining the mechanisms behind this technology.
On the other hand, policymakers must take measures to address potential
human rights violations stemming from artificial intelligence and the risk that it
may perpetuate existing social inequalities.  

  



1.For the three category trust levels used throughout the report, responses
ranging from 0 to 4 are classified as “None/Low Confidence,” responses
ranging from 4.1 to 7 are classified as “Moderate Confidence,” and
responses ranging from 7.1 to 10 are classified as “High Confidence.”

2.  In the classification used in Figure 1.4, the “Disagree” category includes
responses 1 (Strongly Disagree) and 2 (Disagree); the “Agree” category
includes responses 4 (Agree) and 5 (Strongly Agree).
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	This section of the report looks at four conspiracy theories: developed countries hinder development through climate policies, access to underground resources is restricted by Western nations, earthquakes are generated artificially, and foreign powers manipulate environmentalists. Belief in these theories provides important insights into the public’s perception of environmental risks, political attitudes, and trust relationships.
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	Figure 1.1 shows the distribution of agreement with environmental conspiracy theories. Participants were asked to rate these statements on a scale from 1 (Strongly disagree) to 5 (Strongly agree). The environmental conspiracy theory with the highest level of agreement concerns how Western countries prevent Turkey from using its underground resources. Approximately 54% of participants stated they agreed with this statement. The environmental conspiracy theory with the lowest level of agreement, on the other hand, concerns the idea that earthquakes are artificially manufactured (%22.57).
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	Participants’ beliefs and attitudes regarding climate change were examined below three skeptical positions in terms of direct denial, rejection of human influence, and that view the climate crisis is exaggerated. Participants were asked to rate these statements on a scale from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree).
	Figure 1.4. Distribution of agreement rates by type of climate skepticism
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	Figure 1.4 shows the distribution of participation rates by type of climate skepticism. The vast majority of participants stated that they strongly disagreed or disagreed with the statement “There is no such thing as climate change” (77.82%), while only %2.56 of the participants strongly agreed. Belief in the statement denying humans’ role in climate change is higher. While 63.80% of participants agree that humans play a role in climate change, 23.43% disagree with this statement. Finally, 17.17% of participants stated that they strongly agree or agree with the statement that the extent of climate change is exaggerated, while 66.82% disagree with this statement.
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	Figure 2.1.  Averages of agreement rates with the statement “Pharmaceutical companies block effective methods that can treat serious illnesses in order not to lose profit.” by level of trust in others(N=1576)
	Figure 2 shows the average levels of agreement with the statement “Vaccines weaken our immune system and expose us to many diseases.” by gender (on a scale of 1 to 5). Data reveals that the average level of agreement among men was 2.98, and  2.78 among women. In conclusion, it can be said that there is no significant difference between the sexes regarding the belief that vaccines harm the immune system; both men and women similarly hold a  neutral/moderate stance on this statement.
	Figure 2.1 shows the average levels of agreement with the statement, "Pharmaceutical companies block effective methods that can treat serious illnesses in order not to lose profit." by interpersonal trust levels. Upon examining the data, it can be seen that the overall average of 3.19 is very slightly above the midpoint (3—Neither Agree Nor Disagree).
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	Figure 3.5 shows the distribution of agreement levels with the statement “Artificial intelligence will surpass human intelligence in the future.” by employment. Participants were asked to rate this statement on a scale from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). When “Agree” and “Strongly Agree” categories are taken into consideration together, more than half of the respondents (%54.67) agree with the statement. When we look at employment status, the response rate among nonworking individuals is 59.7%, which is higher than that of employed individuals (50.24%).
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