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ABSTRACT

ARE WE BECOMING MORE DISTANT? : EXPLORING THE NATU RE OF
SOCIAL POLARIZATION ALONG ETHNIC LINES IN THE CITY  OF IZMIR

Ekin Ok
Program of Conflict Analysis and Resolution, M.A€Bis, 2011

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ag Betul Celik

This study aims to contribute to the narrowly reskad dimension of Turkey's Kurdish issue,
which includes its reflections on the societal leaad is analyzed a social-psychological
framework. More precisely, it intends to offer aapshot of the level of social polarization
between the Turks and the Kurds and seeks to utheipresent nature of in-group - out-
group attitudes along the lines of ethnic backgdourThe city of Izmir is chosen as the
context of the study due to the fact that it haseineed a remarkable number of Kurdish
migrants from the southeast in the last few decadée findings are presented in two
sections. The main objective of the first sectisrtd illuminate the differences in the way
Turks and Kurds conceptualize the Kurdish conflietl identify its root causes, as well as to
display their varying levels of social and polititalerance, social distance and prejudice in a
comparative manner. While the Kurdish minority ¢hss significantly higher levels of social
tolerance and lower levels of preferred socialagise, the correlation analyses made in the
second section suggest that there is a stronglgtivegcorrelation between perceiving the
Kurdish issue as a terrorism problem and socialpaiitical tolerance for the Turkish sample.
Moreover, a stronger in-group identity and natlmattitudes predict higher prejudice levels

for both sample groups and lower social tolerancéife Turkish sample.

Keywords: Kurdish conflict, social polarization, in-group /utegroup attitudes, social

distance, social and political tolerance, surveyhoe.



OZET

GITTIKCE DAHA YABANCILA SIYOR MUYUZ? : iZMIR'DE ETNiK KOKENLER
TEMEL INDE TOPLUMSAL KUTUPLA SMANIN FARKLI BOYUTLARI

Ekin Ok
Uyusmazlik Analizi ve C6zimi Programi, Yuksek LisangiT2011

Dansman: Dog. Dr. Aye Betll Celik

Bu calsma, sosyal psikoloji literatiriinden yararlanaraktkSorunu'nun tzerinde gerbir
literatir bulunmayan toplumsal alandaki yansimasimcelemeyi amaclamaktadir.
Arastirmanin ana hedefi, toplumda etnik kokerglaeninda ortaya cikan gruglaalari ve
bireylerin farkli etnik kdkenden olanlara katutumlarini inceleyerek Turkler ve Kdrtler
arasindaki toplumsal kutugl@aya ik tutmaktir. Anket cagmasinin yeri olarak, 6zellikle
son 20 yilda Guneygo bdlgesinden Kurt kbkenli vatargarin yogsun bir sekilde goc¢ etgi
bir sehir olanizmir secilmjtir. Sonuglar, iki kisimda sunulmaktaditk bélimin amaci,
Turkler ve Kurtlerin Kurt Sorunu'nu tanimlarinin esas nedenleri konusundaki algilarinin
farkhliklarini ortaya koymak, ve iki grubun farkldizeydeki toplumsal ve siyasal
hosgorulerini, tercih ettikleri toplumsal mesafeyi \@nyargilarini kaglastirmali olarak
gostermektir.ikinci kisimda yapilan korelasyon analizi sonucuriiZrk denekler igin Kart
sorununun aslen bir terér problemi ofdualgisi ile bireylerin toplumsal ve siyasalsbori
dizeyleri arasinda zit yonla bir ki oldugu belirlenmgtir. Bunun yanisira, bireylerin
kendilerini etnik gruplari ile 6zgeestirme dizeyi ve milliyetci tutumlari ile farkli et
gruplara kag1 6nyargi dizeyleri arasinda her iki denek grubn de pozitif bir korelasyon

oldugu tespit edilmgtir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kurt sorunu, toplumsal kutupima, i¢-grup / dy-grup tutumlart,

toplumsal mesafe, siyasal ve toplumsaidioi, anket yontemi.
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CHAPTER I: INTRODUCTION

“A LTINOVA 'DA ETNiK GERILiM BUYUYOR” “E THNIC TENSION IS GROWING IN
ALTINOVA”

“Balikesir’in Altinova Beldesi’'nde iki kisinin éliimiiyle sonuclanan etnik gerilim devam ediyor. iki
kisinin 6ldiigii olaylarin ardindan cenaze téreninde Kiirt kokenli vatandaslarin isyerlerine saldiri
diizenlendi.”

The ethnic tensions that resulted in the death of two people in Balikesir-Altinova are continuing.
There have been attacks on the workplaces of Kurdish citizens after the funeral services of the 2
people that lost their lives in the incidents.

(RADIKAL, October 2, 2008)

“D ORTYOL 'DA TEHLIKELT TIRMANI §” “D ANGEROUSESCALATION IN DORTYOL”

“Etnik catismay1 kiskirtacak dnyargilar agikca dile getiriliyor. Yillardir i¢ ice yasanan Hatay'da
gruplar catist1.”

The prejudices to provoke an ethnic conflict are overtly being articulated. Groups are in conflict in
Hatay where they had been living with one another for years.

(HURRIYET, July 27, 2010)

“BAYRAM i¢’' TE KOKOREG KAVGASINDAN ETNiK GERILiM CIKTI ” “l N BAYRAM iC,
ETHNIC TENSIONS EMANATED FROM A FIGHT OVER KOKOREC”

“Canakkale’nin Bayramig ilgesinde diigiinde ¢ikan kokoreg¢ kavgasindan Tiirk-Kiirt gerginligi
cikti. Yiizlerce kisi sokaklara dokiildii ”

Turkish-Kurdish tensions emanated from a small fight over Kokore¢ in a wedding in Canakkale-
Bayramig. Hundreds of people poured into the streets.

(RADI/KAL, August 5, 2009)

“A LTINOVA 'DA SIKIYONET iM” “M ARTIAL LAW-LIKE MEASURES TAKEN IN ALTINOVA "

“Dogu kokenli vatandaslarla yerli halk arasindaki gerginlik stiriiyor. Belde giris ve ¢ikislari
kontrol atina alind1! ”

The tensions between the locals and the easterners are not alleviating. Entries to the town are
controlled.

(HABERTURK October 2, 2008)
In modern societies, group differentiation remaiasbe an endemic phenomenon
(Young, 1990) and it is not striking to witness thestence of diverse social groups that

differ in values, life styles and/or mentalitiesalmost every contemporary society. However,

when these differences of opinions transform indéing antagonistic to each other, mutual
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intolerance develops between these groups andithi \ive together declines or disappears.
Such alterations in group-level perceptions in @ety lead to a dangerous direction: social
polarization. (Airdir, 2008). Especially if there is an ongoing ttiehin the background, it is

often hard for individual members to remain neut(®ubin, et al., 1994) Hence, as the
conflict gradually starts to be perceived as aragtable one, the community members tend to
join one side or the other. Rubin & Pruitt (1994llcthis phenomenon ‘community

polarization’. Social (community) polarization i@ of the components in the cycle of
conflict escalation, which is produced by earliscaation as stated above. Moreover, its
particular danger stems from the fact that it ateatributes to further escalation via the
deterioration of the relationships between two geand via the disappearance of neutral

third parties, who would otherwise urge moderat{@uleman, 1957; Rubin et al., 1994)

Keeping these basic conceptualizations in mindjdatow return to the news excerpts
mentioned in the beginning of this chapter. Irresipe of the contextual background of these
incidents, what they all have in common is thaythk point out to the presence of powerful
identification along ethnic lines in a society. hdentification of individuals inevitably
brings along group formations along ethnic lineorébver, the news excerpts also report
examples of intergroup conflict between these etignoups. All of these features indicate an
existence of the phenomenon of social (communityanzation along ethnic lines. When we
turn our attention to the social context of theseidents, we realize that there are several
other commonalities. First of all, they all happenery recently, having taken place in the
last three years. Secondly, they are all incidéms$ happened in the western provinces of
Turkey, which had been popular destinations foemfly migrated Kurdish people from the
eastern parts of the country. When we scrutinizerdasons for this recent migration wave
from the East to the West, we come across to aminggarmed conflict that has been
continuing for almost the past three decades. Barendlangerously, while this conflict had
been predominantly on the battlefield until nowedd news display that the conflict has
started to spread to the community level, as seethé ostensible in-group — out-group
formations along ethnic lines among the ordinatizens. This conflict, popularly known as
“Kurdish issue” or “Kurdish conflict” is in the b&ground of these incidents that recently

unfolded in the mass media.

When one attempts to shed light onto the featufahi® social context, it becomes

clear that the Kurdish issue in Turkey is a deaygd and prolonged affair, and has been
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called as “the soft underbelly of Turkey”. (MuftuiBac, 1999, p.105) Although there had
been several small-scale and transient Kurdishrgiesicies against the Turkish state since the
early years of its founding, “the year 1984 markedhew start for the contemporary
emergence of the Kurdish problem on the Turkishtipal agenda”. (Beriker, 1997, p. 439)
When the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) initiatets iviolent campaign for Kurdish
separatism and launched its first attacks in 198t whe objective of establishing an
independent Kurdish state, the armed conflict betwthe Turkish state forces and the PKK

guerillas has been going on, predominantly in therseastern region of the country.

In spite of its long history, it is hardly feastio claim that an agreed-upon definition
exists about the nature of the issue. Considetimigoiiotracted duration, the inclusion of
different actors and issues, and the changing dises and approaches to these issues over
time, “it has become an impossible task to desdhbkeKurdish issue of Turkey in one word,
or to reduce its scope to a single dimension.” (KX 2008, p 28.) It is multidimensional,
with multiple parties, including multiple issuesdaseveral divergent perspectives. Although
since the beginning of the conflict almost all bé tTurkish governments viewed and treated
the problem strictly as a terrorism issue, nowadays more commonly accepted by the
political elite, as well as the general public,ttii@e underlying cultural identity demands,
socio-economic inequalities between the regions ted social-psychological nature of

intergroup relations constitute a significant risléhe continuation of the conflict.

Whether it is a matter of oppression and denighefrights of Kurdish minority by the
state, or an issue of secessionist terrorist momgne a socio-economic backwardness
problem of the southeast region, it can be assevitd more confidence that the Kurdish
conflict is one of the most critical internal cigséhe Turkish Republic is facing since its
establishment in 1923. It is estimated that siheeldate 1980s, the Turkish state has laid out $
6 - $ 9 billion dollars per year to deal with tleignflict. (Kasaba, 2001) Financial costs aside,
between 1992 and 1997 alone, over 3.000 villagethénsoutheast provinces have been
evacuated, and from 1984 to 2001, more than 30p@@ple have been killed. (“Turkey’'s
Kurds”, 1998; Kasaba, 2001) It is beyond questioat the number of human losses has
increased since then, as one comes across theafiesksmishes between the army and the

PKK almost on a daily basis.

While the armed conflict is relentlessly going atween the state’s armed forces and

the PKK especially in the southeast region of Tyrkbe Turks and Kurds are continuing to
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live side by side throughout the country. Peopl&wifdish ethnicity constitute approximately
15-20 per cent of Turkey’s population (Kii & Winrow, 1997; Fuller, 1999, CIA World
Factbook, 2008); and the security concerns, accoiegdy the deteriorated living conditions
and the lack of economic opportunities caused lgy d¢bntinuous conflict in the region
resulted in the large-scale migration of mostly disih people to the western parts of the
country. It is anticipated that considering the toorous violence and un-remedied
unemployment problem in the region, the number afrdish citizens in the western
metropolitans of Turkey is likely to increase i thear future. (KONDA, 2008)

As a consequence of the abovementioned migratioKunflish people, albeit the
increased contact and interaction opportunities/éen the Turks and Kurds especially in the
metropolitan cities, it is claimed by Yavuz and @zq2006, p.103) that “today, Turkey is
more polarized along ethnic lines than a decadée’ &pacglu (2009, p. 641) also supports
this argument by pointing out to the recent “optimie confrontations in some Turkish towns
in Western Turkey” and “manifestations of an anti-Kurdish discoursgdpular media and
the internet”. Similarly, Ygen (2006) states that Kurds are no longer perceageal loyal and
assimilable Muslim community, but instead they hbgen regarded as the ‘primary Other’ of
the Turkish nation. All of these authors draw ditanto a relatively new dimension of the
“Kurdish Issue” on the societal level and percehis recent tendency toward an anti-Kurdish
discourse in Turkish society as an indicator of dmanging nature of the conflict. They
suggest that the Kurdish problem has shifted frowa military sphere to the social and
political spheres, and it is no longer only the Kisin state that is confronting the separatist
Kurdish guerillas, but the conflict has been transiing into a confrontation between the
Turks and Kurds, as well. (Yavuz & Ozcan, 2006)

It is worth paying attention to the fact that thisw dimension of the Kurdish conflict
on the societal level and the new perception ofrti§li as a distinct separate group have
gained visibility at a time when several unpreceeérpolitical and legal reforms about the
cultural and political rights of the Kurds weretiated. It can be claimed that until recently,

the official discourse of the Turkish state wasplay the blind man’ toward the Kurds and

'see “Milliyet, October 2, 2008” and “Radikal, November 26, 2009” for the coverage of the small-scale
incidents between the locals and the Kurdish migrants in Altinova and Bayramic that transformed into protests
and physical assaults against the Kurds.
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their existence as a distinct ethnic minority graughin Turkey. “The expression of ethnic
identity has been one of the great taboos in modlarkish history” (Lesser, 1999, p. 215);
and “although the Kurds in modern Turkey were i@ object of ethnic discrimination in
other senses” (Fuller, 1999, p. 227), they wereerteeless denied of any public identity of
Kurdishness. The challenge Turkey faces with regarthe acceptance of a distinct Kurdish
identity stems from the official description of kish identity and how it forms a base for the
unitary character of the state. With the Lausanmafly of 1923, “... all cultural groups, such
as the Kurds, who were Muslims, were consideredkd,uaind any view that challenged this
definition of Turkishness was perceived as a thteathe indivisible unity of the Turkish
state.” (Muftuler-Bac, 1999, p. 106) In other wardom the perspective of the official
discourse of the state, “the Kurds in Turkey wesgan a ‘minority’ with certain rights; they
were ‘Turks’ with full rights.” (Fuller, 1999, p.Z3 Therefore, when the PKK started to
launch its attacks in the late 1980s, althoughludtceeded in bringing the Kurdish issue back
into the limelight of public discourse in Turkey dRano, 2006), it was predominantly
defined as an issue of terrorism, and was respoadeardingly by a counteroffensive of the
Turkish military. Similarly, Ensariglu & Kurban (2011) claim that for many years, the
Kurdish issue was evaluated as a problem betweersttite and a certain portion of the
Kurds, and because the general society starteatéothis problem via funerals of the soldiers

that arrived to their towns, it was perceived &sreorism and security problem.

Taking these explanations into consideration, passible to say that in general, the
Kurdish question had not extended beyond beingohl@m between the state and the PKK,
and the relations between common Kurds and Turkslaity life were not particularly
impaired because of the armed conflict. In otherdsp in the eyes of most people, a
differentiation existed between the PKK and the dfsim community of Turkey as a whole.
Ensariglu & Kurban (2011) argue that the Kurdish conflicas not really a societal conflict
between the Turks and the Kurds. Hence, the rgceisthg tensions between the ordinary
citizens and the accompanying identification / éification’ along the discourse of ethnic
origins is especially alarming, because while “orddly the Kurdish issue was perceived as a
problem embedded in the axis of state-individuldtiens and a terror problem that evolved
out of it, today it is increasingly becoming anemmal crisis of the whole society.” (KONDA,
2008, p. 32)
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1.1 Aim & Significance of the Study

The dangers of this recent alteration in attitudemntioned above and its potential
results toward an escalation of the conflict ongbeial sphere were the main motivation of
the author to carry out this present study. Toisdoyroadly, this study strives for shedding
light onto a socio-psychological outcome of the dish question by analyzing its reflections
on the attitudes of the individuals. It attemptsiplore the diverging views of both Turkish
and Kurdish people about the root causes and gésas of the issue, and the related
concepts of nationalism and support for minorights. In addition, it also seeks to unveil the
current level of in-group — out-group formationsra the lines of ethnic background and to

reveal individuals’ attitudes toward the membeishging to the out-group.

Over the years that the Kurdish conflict has be@ing on, it has received
considerable attention from the academia, and thave been numerous articles written on
the subject. But mostly, it has been done so bylyaimg the issue from a political
perspective, focusing on the political developmentsmocratization, human rights, and
external factors, such as the influence of Turk&psopean Union candidacy or the impact of
the war in Irag. (see, for ex. Miftller-Bag, 1998cci, 2007; Celik & Rumelili, 2006; Tank,
2005; Somer, 2005) This present study differs ftbose in the sense that it approaches the
issue from a social-psychological perspective andlyaes the intergroup relations on a
societal level. Exploring the intensity of socfadlarization between ordinary Turks and
Kurds toward each other in the presence of an aggoonflict is a novel topic that has not

been studied extensively in the context of Turké§usdish issue.

One unique contribution of this study will be itsciusion of both the Kurdish and
Turkish citizens as its sample groups. “Strategiad interventions designed to improve
intergroup relations need to consider the perspestand motives of both the higher status
(i.e., majority) group and the lower status (iminority) group to understand their relations.”
(Dovidio et al., 2008, p.227) It is anticipated ttla order to provide a complete picture of
social polarization, it is not sufficient simply examine whether the majority group holds
negative attitudes and prejudices toward minorittee views of the minority toward the
majority is also needed for a comprehensive amalysithe light of these explanations, this

study, which is a descriptive one, employs theaisirvey method and intends to:
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(1) Offer a snapshot of the present state of sociarjmaition between the Turks and
the Kurds in the two neighborhoods of Izmir, whista city that “...has received
Kurdish migrants at an unprecedented rate in thie2@ years.” (Sara¢glu, 2009,
abstract).These two neighborhoods, named Mekir and Kadifekale differ largely from
each other not only in terms of socio-economic aodio-cultural levels, but more
importantly in terms of their population compositidBoth of these neighborhoods have
quite homogenous populations in terms of ethnickarind Mavisehir being
inhabited by mostly Turks and Kadifekale by Kurdehese two factors are
important, because they minimize the likelihoodcoftact in daily life between
the two groups, which would have been a helpfutdiator establishing positive

relationships and reduce mutual prejudices aneéctygres

(2) Display the intensity of the level of in-group —taproup formations between the
two groups along the lines of ethnic origin and@ethe social distance between
the individuals with regard to their subjectiveitattes and feelings for the
members of the out-group and their will to come imteraction with them in daily
life.

(3) Reveal their different perceptions about the natofrehe Kurdish conflict and their
prospects for its resolution

(4) Analyze whether any correlations exist between whegables of perceived level of in-
group — out-group formations, intensity of prejuetiand stereotypes, social and political
tolerance, preferred social distance, and certamadjyraphic characteristics such as age,

gender or education; and compare these values éetilve two populations.

Hence, all things considered, this study will afperio answer the question 8iVhat

is the nature of social polarization between thek§uand Kurds in a metropolitan city in the
western part of Turkey, which has been a destindiio a considerable number of Kurdish
migrants; and what factors may help to explain el of individual perceptions of the out-
group?” The results of this study will make an importaohiibution to the substantial

literature on social polarization during an ongosugial conflict. It is hoped that the results
will also provide a unique supplementation to thestng studies on the public opinions of
Turkish society and the current level of ethnicgpaation by revealing the perceptions of

Turkish and Kurdish citizens residing in Izmir.
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To summarize, this present study is an attemmnalyze the Kurdish conflict of
Turkey from a social-psychological perspective, axglore its effects on the community
level by focusing on the changing relations anccggtions between the Turks and Kurds.
Hence, it hopes to create an understanding of ahélict's impact within the framework of
intergroup relations, and investigate changing etatibeliefs, ingroup — outgroup attitudes,
prejudice and stereotypes, social distance, sociatance, and as a result of these, social
polarization between the two groups. In Chaptdn|l review these concepts from a social
psychological angle, mention the theories that arptheir emergence in conflict situations
and emphasize their potentially risky results foe tvell-being of the society as a whole.
When doing this, | will also refer to the literaguion conflict escalation and conflict
perpetuation from the conflict analysis and resofufield. In Chapter 3, | will present a brief
history of the Kurdish conflict in Turkey and thecent developments, as well as introducing
certain demographical characteristics of the Kirdmopulation of Turkey. | will also
deliberate on the migration wave from the eastantsppof Turkey to the western cities and the
socio-economic and socio-psychological results lis tmigration. Chapter 4 is the
methodology section, in which | will explicate thmeethod of data collection and data
analysis, and further discuss the significanceneftivo neighborhoods I chose to conduct my
surveys in as the hosts of my sample populatiamghé fifth chapter, the findings will be
presented and a discussion of them will be provideal manner that articulates the potential
dangers of further polarization, discusses possii#ehanisms for improving the intergroup

relations and highlights the areas for further aese.
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CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW

Conflict between social groups is pervasive. (Chaml& Melnyk, 2006).Intergroup
tension and conflict are universal and occur atigity every level of collective organization,
from small groups in the workplace to racial, eth@ind cultural divides within and between
nations. (Dovidio, et al., 2008) It is no doubttthiatergroup conflict is one of the greatest
problems facing the world today” (Cohen & Insko,080 p.87), and ethnic conflicts, as a
category of intergroup conflicts, have been thetrdestabilizing force in the post-Cold-War
world. (Huntington, 1993; Ross & Rothman, 1999) Nmirprisingly, there have been
numerous proposed arguments from various disciplaseto why intergroup conflicts, and

specifically ethnic conflicts, are omnipresent ateether they are unavoidable.

Social psychology offers some of the most robustrvens that would shed light onto
some of the possible mechanisms to explain theroece of intergroup conflicts at various
levels around the world. This chapter will focustbe social-psychological explanations of
intergroup conflict, and it will iterate the theesi that attempt to clarify the formation of in-
group — out-group attitudes and how they may leadhe emergence or escalation of
intergroup conflicts. It will also cover the twohetr aspects of intergroup conflicts that are
common between the parties; namely ‘prejudice a@acestypes’ and ‘social polarization’,
and discuss their importance for the deterioratittgudes of the parties toward each other

and the perpetuation of conflict.

Before analyzing the mechanisms and consequenciegeofiroup conflict, a special
emphasis will be given to the various definitiomsl aliscussions of ethnicity, ethnic groups,
ethnic identification and mobilization as they #ne central concepts for explaining ethnic
conflict. Hence, the chapter starts with a bri¢éfdduction of some basic definitional issues in
an effort to clarify some of the common causes @ymhmics of ethnic conflict. Next, it will
discuss how societal relations and perceptionsaffiected in cases of intractable ethnic
conflicts.

All'in all, the purpose of this chapter is to oftetheoretical background by combining

the literature on ethnic conflict with the sociayphological theories of intergroup relations.
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In doing so, its eventual aim is to create an wtdeding of how and why the attitudes and
perceptions of the individuals and groups changenduan ongoing conflict, and draw
attention to the importance of societal relationbew analyzing the escalation and

perpetuation of social conflicts.

2.1 Ethnicity, Ethnic Groups, Ethnic Mobilization and Ethnic Conflict:
Definitions & Causes

2.1.1 Definition of Ethnic Conflict & Approaches toEthnicity

After the end of the Cold War and the collapsehef oviet Union, ethnically-driven
conflicts have become a major threat for regiomal global peace, and studies on ethnicity
and ethnic conflicts occupied an important positiorworld politics. (Yiimaz, 2010; Celik,
2010) Ethnic conflicts can be analyzed within tloendin of various fields from sociology to
political science to geography to social psychold@ge of the definitions of ‘ethnic conflict’
is as follows: “[Ethnic conflict] is a dispute akoimportant political, economic, social,
cultural or territorial issues between two or metienic communities.” (Brown, 2010, p.93) In
this somewhat obvious explanation, there is a tdrat demands further description: What
constitutes an ‘ethnic community’? The modern migén of an ethnic community (or
similarly, an ethnic group) is “a named human papah with a myth of common ancestry,
shared memories, and cultural elements; a link withistoric territory or homeland; and a
measure of solidarity.” (Smith, 1987, p.21-22; Hodoem & Ranger, 1983; Seidner, 1982;
Brown, 1993, 2010) In his seminal work, Horowit®85) has defined an ethnic community
as “an ascriptive group that is based on perces@mdmon origin, skin color, appearance,
religion, language or some combination thereof.ay@&, 2009, p.1640) Likewise, Gurr's
(1994, p.83) definition consists of “people whodentity is based on shared traits such as

religion, culture, common history, place of resiceand race”.

Similarly, ethnicity can also be studied in a widinge of academic fields from
international relations to social psychology asigentity issue, but there are three widely-
agreed upon approaches to the academic study afaipely the “primordialist”, the
“instrumentalist” and the “constructivist” approadks to mention them shortly, according to

the primordialist view, the idea of ethnicity isseal on kinship and biological heritage; and
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hence, ethnic ties are externally given, even c¢eersocial bonds. (Geertz, 1967), where
cultural traits, such as language, religion, arthieity are cultural signs that reflect this

biological affinity. Therefore, primordialism aseas that one’s membership in a given
ethnicity and ethnic identity is fixed from the l@gng. In the instrumentalist approach,
ethnicity is viewed as an instrumental identityaized in order to reach particular political,
economic or social ends. (Cornell & Hartman, 1998) this account, “the main goals of a
group are assumed to be material and politicalsgaind cultural identity is invoked only as a
means to attain those goals.” (Gurr, 1994, p.78)aAsalternative approach, in a broader
sense, constructivism proposes that ethnicity rsstracted and reconstructed as individual
identifications change. (Chandra, 2001; Bayar, 2@09639) Two principal propositions of

the constructivist view of ethnicity are that indivals have multiple, rather than single,
ethnic identities; and that the identity with whitttey choose to identify at a particular time

may change. (Chandra, 2001)

In a revised version of the primordialist approacan Evera claimed that “ethnic
identities are socially constructed since theyrarestamped onto our genes”; however, the
idea of a ‘fixed identity’ should not be abandonasl,‘ethnic identities, while constructed, are
hard to reconstruct once they form, and the camtitneeded for reconstruction are quite rare
especially in modern societies and among ethniaggan conflict.” (van Evera, 2001, p.20;
Bayar, 2004) In a similar fashion that interconedtie three abovementioned approaches, it
has also been suggested that ethnicity is an ascetatus, which is situationally activated;
and an individual chooses among his or her aseelytidetermined identification choices in
his or her “primordial toolbox” (Bayar, 2004, p.I§4to make salient depending on the
strategic utility attached to that particular idgnt(Barth, 1969; Young, 1976; Nagel &
Olzak, 1982)

Eriksen (1992) proposes another integrative défimitof ethnicity, which will be
taken as a reference point for the present studgodling to his definition, ethnicity means
“the systematic and sustained reproduction of belagsificatory differences between groups,
whose members thereby define themselves as beltgally distinctive from the members
of other groups.” (Eriksen, 1994, p.314) Ethniciip, this sense, is thus created and
maintained through the ongoing reproduction of atcrelevant contrasts, and it is therefore
logical to refer to ethnicity in terms of a relatghip between two groups. This

conceptualization is also in line with the socialghological view of ethnicity, which
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analyzes how individuals develop their identityidiions as a result of cognitive, perceptual
and motivational processes, and explores theiugiegs, stereotypic images and behaviors
toward one’s own group (which will be defined as tin-group” from here further on), and
the other groups (the out-group). (Cordell & Wo#§10)

2.1.2 Ethnic Mobilization

The mere existence of multiple ethnic groups imeety does not automatically elicit
ethnic conflict. Peaceful co-existence among défiferethnic communities in a society is
possible and is present in many parts of the wakklicduygu et al. (1999) point out, it is
widely accepted in the academia that the inteicgldietween patterned social inequality and
heightened ethnic salience is the source of muafict tension and discrimination within a
society. Ethnic mobilization is the process thatnppts increasing awareness of ethnicity
among individuals and leads to an increase in dfiersce of ethnic identities, and eventually
paves the way for social polarization along ethimes. Drury (1994) claims that what is
required for ethnic groups to mobilize is “the deypenent of a dramatic and heightened sense
of identity and group consciousness usually in@asp to a set of events or situations, which
are perceived by the group to be of special sigaifte to its concerns and indeed to its very
existence”. (Drury, 1994, p.15)

Gurr (1994) also names two comparable factorsabatribute to ethnic mobilization,
which are ethnic group identity and discriminatiddis conceptualization of “discrimination”
emphasizes the ‘relativity’ of the concept. He de§ it as the imposed disadvantages and
socially derived inequalities in a particular grooqgembers’ material well-being or political
access in comparison with other social groups. (GL894, p.83) Some indicators of the
economic discrimination he suggests include lowoine, poor housing and high infant
mortality rates of a certain group compared to ithand limited group access to education,
while political indicators comprise systematic p@s and laws that limit the participation of

a group in politics or disable access to politmfdice.

When such situational variables are preségduygu et al. (1999) suggest that an
environment characterized by insecurity and pdlitiinstability is produced, and this
environment is conducive for ethnic markers to gaiportance. Moreover, they claim that

ethnic revival is not a direct and unavoidable Itesfia poor socio-economic environment,
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but an outcome that is also propelled by non-matensecurity, which encompasses
psychological insecurities caused by the suppressionother language, denial of culture and

group identity, and an accompanying feeling of alalienation.

Gurr (1994) explains the linkage between discritidma ethnic mobilization and
aggression by referring to the frustration-aggmssheory. According to this, when people
with a shared ethnic identity perceive that theg discriminated against, they often feel
resentful, angry and frustrated. “For people whe arotivated to action, the greater the
discrimination they [or their group] experienceg thore likely they are to organize for action
against the sources of discrimination.” (Gurr, 199483) Hence, the more strongly a person
identifies with an ethnic group that is discrimiméiagainst, the more likely he or she is to be
motivated into action.

2.1.3 Causes of Ethnic Conflicts

Having mentioned the driving forces behind the o@nce of ethnic mobilization in
societies, we can now turn to some of the fundaatemplanations put forward to interpret
the emergence of ethnic conflicts from a politisalence and conflict analysis perspective.
The causes of ethnic conflicts are usually expthiae three main levels of analysis: the
systemic level, the domestic level and the peradplevel. Systemic explanations take
security as a crucial variable, and they focushensiecurity concerns of the ethnic groups and
the nature of the security systems in which thesrate. (Brown, 2010) The first prerequisite
is a fundamentally obvious one, which claims twas br more ethnic groups must reside in
close proximity. This condition is met in most s&atoday, as Welsh (1993) claims that “of
the approximately 180 states that exist today, fetwen 20 are ethnically homogenous in the
sense that minorities account for less than 5 péroé the population.” The second
precondition is the weakness of national, regicaad/or international authorities to keep
groups from fighting and to ensure the securitynalividual groups. (Brown, 2010) When
states lose their ability to arbitrate between geowr provide credible guarantees of
protection for groups, the eruption of violent ethoonflict is facilitated. (Lake & Rothchild,
1996) An interesting proposition is that the fehia weakening state in the future may also
be an issue of concern. In other words,éven though the state may appear strong today,
concerns that it may not remain so tomorrow maysikicient to ignite fears of physical
insecurity and a cycle of ethnic violence.” (LakeR&thchild, 1996, p.44)

24



When we proceed to the domestic level of analykes root of the problem is usually
associated with a change of regime and the misnesnegt or the inability of the political
elite to address potential problems. “The euphexigerienced as the old regime passes from
the scene might produce a moment of national utity, this moment will not endure if
underlying problems are neglected.” (Brown, 20108pHence, it is crucial to anticipate and
deal with ethnic grievances and related issues @arthe transition process in order to
prevent or mitigate ethnic conflicts. Crocker et @992) posits that at the root of ethnic
problems lays the controversy between the stat@greignty rights and the recognition
demands of ethnic minority groups, and this cawseobstacle for the maintenance of a
healthy communication channel between the parfispecially in conflicts between the state
and ethnic groups, the state -which is usually gtrenger side in terms of resources and
legitimacy- may refuse to acknowledge the repregimet of the ethnic minority group as a
legitimate party, particularly if a secessionistatiurse or violence is employed. (Crocker et
al.,, 1992; Celik, 2010) In addition to the demandigecognition and identity rights of the
ethnic minorities, other tangible scarce resoustesh as territory, development allocations,
jobs and security also lie at the heart of mostietbonflicts in multi-ethnic societies, because
most of the time, the competing groups are formedgaethnic identities. Moreover, in such
societies, political parties are more often haveralency to be organized along ethnic lines.
Hence, party affiliations become a reflection dfret identity rather than political ideology.
(Horowitz, 1985; Lake & Rothchild, 1996; Brown, ZD)1Finally, as another factor on the
domestic level, many countries do not have adeqoastitutional safeguards for minority
representation and rights, and thus, are unabladdress important ethnic grievances.
(Brown, 2010)

As a summary to the abovementioned analyses owpahges of ethnic mobilization
and how they may lead to ethnic conflicts betwdendtates and the ethnic minority groups,
Gurr (1994, p.79) mentions three general proposstidco elucidate the emergence of
secessionist movements: (1) the existence of aaepathno-national community or society;
(2) territorial contiguity between the differenogips; (3) actual or perceived disadvantages in

comparison with the central government and the rigjo

There are also perceptual factors that escalaexacerbate ethnic conflicts, which
include the reinforcement of ethnic identities lverse mirror-image stereotypes and the

perpetuation of histories of ethnic animosity amneimdnizing myths about the “other”.
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(Brown, 1987) More detail will be provided abouetimportance of perceptions with regard

to intergroup relations in social conflicts in thext section.

2.2 Ethnic Conflict & Social Psychology of Intergraip Relations

After having summarized the concepts related tosjhecific field of ethnic conflicts
within the larger framework of intergroup confligée will now turn to the social psychology
of intergroup relations. Social-psychological agmrioes to ethnic conflict hold inequality
between groups as the core explanatory variable. Wdty individuals perceive their larger
environment, locate themselves and other groups and form their individual and group
identities accordingly provide a basis for the tieof social-psychological motivations that
attempt to explain the emergence of ethnic costlig¥here groups feel entitled to status or
goods that they are objectively denied or feel thay are under threat, they will be prepared
to use violence to attain what they claim to bétfigly theirs. (Cordell & Wolff, 2010, p.17)

In the next sections, we will discuss the well-kmogocial-psychological theories of
intergroup conflict, namely theealistic group conflict theory (Sherif et al., 1954), and the
social identity theory (Tajfel, 1978, 1981; Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Hordwi 1985, 2000) to
elucidate the formation of groups and explain paédion and conflict between them. But
before analyzing these theories and their implicegifor intergroup relations during an ethnic
conflict, let us first overview some of the fundartaed notions such as group identification,
in-group — out-group formations, social categor@at prejudice and stereotypes, that
constitute the building stones of these theoriefio®ing this, | will review the phenomenon

of social polarization during intergroup conflictghich is the main focus of this study.

2.2.1 Social Categorization, Group ldentification ad In-Group — Out-Group
Formations

Social categorization forms an essential basishtonan perception, cognition, and
functioning. In the process of social categorizatizeople commonly classify themselve®
one social category armmlt of others by making a distinction between the grooptaining
the self (the in-group) and other groups (the aotgs.) (Dovidio et al., 2008, p.229)
According to the universal social categorizatiomg@ple of Sumner (1906), human social
groups inevitably are organized into discrete iougr and out-group categories. This

differentiation results in a sense of in-group iiferation (Tajfel, 1979), and has the potential
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to have a crucial influence on the way people thekaluate and behave toward the out-
groups, because once people begin to identify thkms primarily in terms of their group
membership, their orientations toward others becdafmed in terms of in-group / out-group
membership. (Dovidio, et al., 2008) Subsequentlygroup positivity is enhanced by social
comparison with the out-group, which Sumner (196€jnes as “intergroup comparison
principle.” He suggests that by this principle giroup attributes are regarded to be superior of
those of out-groups. An extreme version of thisethnocentrism”, which is the belief about
“the superiority of one’s own group and having aresponding disdain for all other groups.”
(Myers, 2008, p.302) It causes a strong tendendsvor the in-group over the out-group and
to derogate the out-group. (Brewer, 1979, 198&d¥is1990, Tajfel, 1970)

As it can be derived from the explanations aboke, mere classification of people
into in-groups and out-groups is sufficient to iat# bias. (Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Turner,
Hogg, Oakes, Reicher & Wetherell, 1987, Dovidiakt 2008, p.43) People like better, think
more highly of, and discriminate in favor of othpeople with whom they are classed,
regardless of the basis for the classificatio®reyer, 1979; Tajfel et al., 1971, Rubin et al.,
1994 — p.17) The next phase is when the relatipnfetween in-group and out-group
develops into be characterized by antagonism, icorihd mutual disdain, which is known as
the “out-group hostility principle”. (Brewer, 200However, as some authors point out, in-
group membership does not always have to lead teepgons of in-group superiority and
transform itself to out-group hostility. (Coser58) It is argued that patriotism, attachment to
the nation or national pride is distinct from négatfeelings toward out-group. In other
words, in-group pride and out-group respect carnxiste What is enunciated is that, it is the
larger context that influences both the strengthinefroup attachment and attitudes and
behaviors toward out-groups, which can range fréva &bsence of positive feelings to
prejudices, stereotypes to discrimination and aggjoa. (Allport, 1954; Coser, 1956; Olzak
1992). While it is valid that negative beliefs abthe out-groups are rooted in identification
with, and favorable evaluations of one’s in-grongontrast to an “other” (Tajfel and Turner,
1979; Dixon & Ergin, 2010); the form of negativelibfs about a group is shaped by the
context in which confrontations take place. (Cdri&elHartmann, 2007) The presence (or
absence) of an ongoing conflict, the existenceeghl and social norms and customs that
tolerate (or disapprove) hostile group competititwe, (in)equality between the statuses of the
groups, in short, the conditions of contact betw#en groups can be included among the

factors that help shape this context where intengnelations are to take place. For instance,
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urbanization has been suggested as a factor tbatgbes ethnic mobilization by enhancing
existing differences and creating reinforced ethdéntities. (Du Toit & Safa, 1973; Sassen-
Koob, 1979). Many urban immigrants initially becomeare of their ethnicity only upon

contact with outgroup members. (Kasfir, 1979; NageDlzak, 1992). Such contact often
occurs for the first time in the urban setting, mgkethnicity a salient factor in urban social
relations, and because the contact between thdsl@e migrants occur often under
unfavorable and unequal conditions, the formatibmagroup and out-groups usually brings
along negative attitudes and derogatory stereotggaiist each othéin addition, Teichman

& Bar-Tal (2007) assume that in the context of mtnaictable conflict, an increased in-group
preference and out-group derogation should be etiddence, it can be claimed that if there
is an ongoing ethnic conflict in the backgrounds tharger context’ may very well promote

the abovementioned negative attitudes and behamimeng the polarizing groups against
each other., The possible mechanisms of this psoadls be discussed in the section titled

“social polarization in intergroup conflict.”

2.2.2 Prejudice and Stereotypes

Prejudice is an attitude, a preconceived negatiwdggrent of a group and its
individual members. (Myers, 2008). In terms of gsylogical processes, the effects of social
categorization and group identification form a fdation for prejudice between groups.
(Dovidio et al., 2008, p.228) In other words, indae defined as “negative beliefs, emotions
or behavioral intentions regarding another persaselli on that person’s membership in a
social group.” (Aboud, 1988; Brown, 1995) The négatevaluations that mark prejudice
often are supported by negative beliefs, calledestgpes. To stereotype is to generalize.
(Myers, 2008, p.302) When a person is stereotypeldeacted to not as an individual but as a
member of some group, the general characteristitteecgroup are automatically attributed to
the individual.

The ascription of negative stereotypes to membémsutgroups and in fact, to the
group as a whole, is one form of change in attgutiat can be withessed commonly between

the parties in social conflict®\ set of traits is attributed to all members of fherticular

2 |n fact, this situation is very pertinent to the social context in this present study. The urbanization and the
unfavorable contact conditions between the Kurdish migrants and the rest of izmir’s population are one of the
factors for the exclusion of the Kurds through stereotypes and stigmas. (Saragoglu, 2009)

* In addition to urbanization, an ongoing conflict in the background of intergroup relations is also relevant for
the social relations between the Turks and the Kurds in Turkey. The effects of urbanization and the conflict on
the inter-ethnic relations will be discussed in Chapter 3.
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group, and individuals belonging to this group @assumed to be similar to each other — which
is referred to as theut-group homogeneity principléBrewer, 2001; Hewstone & Cairns,
2001, p.324) Treating the out-group in this way esathem more predictable and can be used
to justify discriminatory behavior, and can helpyp members to differentiate the in-group
positively from the out-group. (Linville, 1998; Oad Haslam & Turner, 1994, Hewstone &
Cairns, p.326) Unequal status is one of the seoiaices that breed prejudice. (Myers, 2008)
Sidanius & Pratto (1999) argue that people ofteapadultural stereotypes and justifying
ideologies for the existing group inequalities. ®ribe inequalities exist, prejudice helps
justify the economic and social superiority of thagho have wealth and power. A group that
enjoys social and economic superiority will ofteseuprejudicial beliefs to justify its
privileged position.

An “enemy image” is defined as a specific form of negative stereotype.
(Oppenheimer, 2006). According to Staub (1992)mgnenages play an important role in the
maintenance and reinforcement of hostility and got@&m between sections of the
population. On the basis of such images, peopld tenact more aggressively toward the
other group. Such behavior then provokes a hastdponse that is interpreted to confirm the
initial stereotype and so on. (Oppenheimer, 20@®): instance, the use of jokes and
derogatory labels in reference to other groupsuérftes people’s attitudes about those
groups. (Rohan & Zanna, 1996).

Some studies point to the relation between the deapbic features and the tendency
of people to hold prejudices. Crepaz (2008) hasdimed the fact that individuals with less
education show higher chauvinism and prejudice refjammigrants in Europe. Similarly,
Hello, Scheepers, and Sleegers (2006) have indithée more educated young adults tend to
keep less distance from immigrants, because theyejpe less threat from the latter group.
(Bayar, 2004, p.1652)

Regardless of it being a universal and unavoidg@blenomenon or not, Van Dijk
(2000) proposes that categorizing people as irpubigroup is not usually value-free, but is
very often loaded with ideologically based applimas of norms and values. A common
strategy observed among in-group members is “tateqthe other community with some
negative personality traits, stereotypes and pregst. (Van Dijk, 2000, p.133) This process
is crucial because intergroup hate can be eitherréisult of long-term, and deep-seated
prejudices or the result of in-group — out-growyahiy. (Olzak & Nagel, 1986)
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2.2.3 Social Polarization in Intergroup Conflict

After having mentioned the changes that occur englrceptions and attitudes of the
individuals and the supporting social-psychologit@ories, let us now analyze the dynamics
of social relations during an ongoing conflict tls@ems to be intractable. Kriesberg (1993)
and Bar-Tal (1998) suggest that intractable cotsflare characterized by seven features: (1)
they persist for a long time, at least a generatf@hthey are violent, involving killings of
military personnel and civilians; (3) the partiesvalved perceive their conflict as
irreconcilable; (4) various sectors of participgtiparties have vested economic, military and
ideological interests in the continuation of thaeftiot; (5) the conflicts are perceived as zero
sum in nature; (6) the issues in the conflicts eondbasic needs [both tangible and non-
tangible] which are perceived as essential for phaeties’ survival, and (7) the conflict

occupies a central place on the agenda of thevadgbarties. (Bar-Tal, 2003, p.78)

In protracted social conflicts, parties are grayuldcked into their positions, and
become unable to address each other’s core conaachsiegotiate an end to the conflict.
Such conflicts are also characterized by “long-ditagy, seemingly insoluble tensions that
fluctuate in intensity over extended periods ofdimRothman, 1992, p.39) The longevity of
the conflict is important because it is relatedhwihe evolvement of collective memories
about the conflict and causes an alteration inesakbeliefs. Societal beliefs are defined as
“cognitions shared by a society’'s members on sibjacd issues that are of special concern
to the particular society” and they serve as “tbgnitive and affective foundations of the
conflict by providing explanations and justificai® for its continuation.” (Bar-Tal, 2003,
p.85-91) Societal beliefs are crucial because ttae a strong influence on how intergroup
relations change during a conflict. Bar-Tal (20Q003) claims that when physical violence
continues for a long time, it contributes to thenfation, dissemination and maintenance of

four categories of societal beliefs, which are:

(1) Societal beliefs about the conflict, which inclutie causes for its occurrence, the
interpretation of major events that shaped the lmbdnfthe reasons for its
perpetuation and the possible ways for its resmiutiThese beliefs are usually
selective and far away from being neutral, formearder to enable the society’s

members to view themselves as fair, righteous am@in(Bar-Tal, 1990)

(2) Beliefs about the delegitimacy of the opponent,clitriationalizes and legitimizes

committing violent acts against them
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(3) Beliefs about the group’s own victimization, sat@&nergize society members “to

avenge and punish the opponent” (Bar-Tal, 2003%)p.8

(4) Beliefs of patriotism which consists of the glazdtion of making sacrifices for the

greater cause [the group] and emphasizes commithogatty and pride.

Bar-Tal (2003) suggests that there is a directetation between the evolution of these
beliefs and the intensity and duration of the dohflWhen violence fails to cease for decades,
it becomes a determinative factor for intergrouptrens in a society, especially if it includes
the loss of civilians. It expands the scope anchgba the nature of the conflict by making
“these beliefs become embedded in the societart@pe” (Bar-Tal, 2003, p.87) The long
duration of the conflict not only implies that taéempts to resolve it have failed, but usually
it also produces an accumulation of prejudice, nagst hatred and animosity between the
conflicting parties and all those affected by thenfict due to its changing nature and
expanding scope. Therefore, it is especially ctud@a understand the underlying
psychological changes in groups and perceptions attitides of individuals during a

protracted conflict.

Pruitt, Rubin and Kim (1997) draw attention to timgportant psychosocial changes in
the group level during a contentious conflict. Fiss‘group polarizatiori. It means that once
groups are formed, individual group members becorage extreme in their hostile attitudes
and perceptions toward the “other” group. (Moscb¥éicZavalloni, 1969) In the context of
social conflict, this means that all psychologicAlnges such as hostility and distrust are
magnified when groups are involved. The secondnghais ‘tommunity (social)
polarization’’, which is the main topic of inquiry in the presestudy. Polarization is
described as “the process that causes people whbden staying impartial to take sides in a
conflict.” * During a protracted social conflict, it is oftemrtl for ordinary community
members to remain neutral, and they tend to joie side or the other. As implied,
community polarization is produced by earlier eattah and contributes to further escalation

for the following reasons:

1) Because of polarization, community becomes divioed two opposing camps.
The bonds within each camp (within the in-groupgdoae stronger, while those

between camps deteriorate. (Coleman, 1957) Thipellisthe possibility of

* The University of Colorado Conflict Research Consortium, 2003
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crosscutting group memberships and further limite perception of having
commonalities between group members. Because of disappearance of
alternative group memberships, an individual tuwosto be evaluated by others
only in terms of the particular group’s charactiess which in turn leads to the
occurrence of prejudiced attitudes and stereotygesalso results in the

disappearance of neutral third parties, who wotthéwvise urge moderation.

2) Polarization also leads to a reduction in the lyyt the community as a whole,
and hence a reduction in the felt responsibility b tolerant toward other
community members that are affiliated with the ®thgroup. (Coleman, 1957,
Rubin et al., 1997, p.110)

Hence, polarization causes the parties in a cdriflienove toward extreme positions,
becoming more and more antagonistic to each o#ieryell as transforming the way they
define themselves in terms of their opposition to“ather”, who eventually becomes a
common enemy. Paul Olczak and Dean Pruitt (1988y ypolarization as the second of the
four stages of conflict escalation. In the firsige, during which conflict is not significantly
escalated, perceptions of the opponent are modieeateurate (not stereotyped) and a healthy
communication is likely to exist between the patidowever, when conflicts advance to the
second stage, which is polarization, “trust andpees are threatened, and distorted
perceptions and simplified stereotypes emerge.€4&k and Pruitt, 1995, p.81). In this stage,
enemy images are formed, even to the point whiehdishumanization phenomenon may
occur. The dehumanization process has the poteattz quite dangerous for the well-being
of a society as a whole, because it may resuliéndie-legitimization of the necessity of fair
treatment and lead to the destruction phase oflicgndluring which the goal of the parties

becomes destroying each other.

The polarization of society is further magnified the collective memories. Lake&
Rothchild (1996, p.55) claim that “political memesi and myths, although they may be
rooted in actual events, can lead groups to fostodied images of others over time and see
them as more hostile and aggressive than theyraedl” Chambers & Melnyk (2006) also
point out to the existing research on intergroupcggtions and attitudes which shows that
partisans frequently misperceive the attitudesheirtrivals and believe that there is more
disagreement between their own opinions and thbseed rivals than exists in reality. (see
Keltner & Robinson, 1997; Robinson & Friedman, 19B®binson, Keltner, Ward & Ross,
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1995, Thompson 1995) Moreover, “individuals ofteverstate the goodness of their own
group while simultaneously vilifying others, integp the demands of others as outrageous
while seeing their own as moderate and reasonaliy the other as inherently
untrustworthy while believing themselves to bealelie” and so on. (Lake & Rothchild, 1996,
p.55) Thus, it is possible to suggest that whenmanity polarization exists, individuals are
more likely to misperceive the opinions, intentiarsd actions of those in the other group,
which can be hazardous for the society by causurthdr polarization since a healthy

communication will not be likely to exist betweerdividuals belonging to different groups.

2.2.4 Social-Psychological Theories of Intergroup @hflict

2.2.4.1 Realistic Group Conflict Theory

Realistic group conflict theory has the assumptibat the perception of a real
competition between two groups for scarce resousct®e root cause of intergroup conflict.
(Brewer, 1979; LeVine & Campbell, 1972; Sherif, 6961ewstone & Cairns, 2001) The
famous Robber's Cave experiment of Sherif et &@6() showed that when young boys in a
summer camp were randomly assigned to two grougtsvikre put into a conflict situation,
they developed distinct group identities and eastityeotyped their opponents. Based on this,
Sherif et al. (1961) suggest that real or perces@dlicting goals results in hostility between
groups because they generate intergroup competiianhas a zero-sum nature, and this
leads each group to develop negative stereotypesitadnd enmity towards the other
group(s). (Cordell & Wolff, 2010) One of the mostportant contributions this theory makes
to understand adverse intergroup relations is thademonstrates the way individuals
automatically develop negative stereotypes foraiiegroup even in experiments that define
random groups without any real conflict of interg8flacDonald, 2001; Bayar, 2004) This
realization of the potency of social categorizatied to Tajfel’s later work on social identity.
(Hewstone & Cairns, 2001, p.321)

2.2.4.2 Social Identity Theory
According to the social identity theory, (AbramsHbgg, 1990; Tajfel, 1978; Tajfel &
Turner, 1979), individuals divide their social wibrinto distinct social categories such as
gender, class, ethnicity, geographic location...@htl they define themselves and others to a
large extent in terms of their social group memhbigis depending on the value and

emotional significance they attach to those mentidess The foremost assumption of the

33



theory is that people strive for a positive sod@déntity, which is achieved by making
favorable social comparisons between one’s owng(the in-group) and other social groups
(the out-groups) to establish a positively valpsgchological uniqueness and superiority for
the in-group vis-a-vis the out-group. (Dovidio &t 2008, Cordell & Wolff, 2010)

When linking social identity theory with changingtergroup relations during a
conflict, the concept of ‘depersonalization’ enté¢ing picture. Hewstone & Cairns (2001)
explain that during conflict, group memberships dmee salient, and this leads to the
depersonalization of the individual in the groupislimportant to underline that this is not a
loss of identity, but “a shift from personal to edddentity”, during which a concern with the
in-group takes over from a concern with the séteWstone & Cairns, 2001, p.324) Brewer
(1997) has also proposed an in-group — out-groagreim, consisting of three basic principles
that are likely to operate when in-group — out-graategorization becomes salient. These
are: (1) the intergroup accentuation principle which refers to the assimilation within the
category boundaries and contrast between categorteall members of the in-group are seen
as more similar to the self than members of thegoop; (2) the in-group favoritism
principle, which refers to the selective generalization adipive affect, trust and liking to the
fellow in-group members, but not to the out-groupnmbers; ang3) the social competition
principle, which denotes the fact that intergroup social garnson is typically perceived in
terms of competition rather than mere comparisah wie out-group. (Hewstone & Cairns,
2001, p.324-325.)

2.2.5 Majority-Minority Relations in Intergroup Con flict

In this section of the chapter, we investigate hmajority and minority group
perspectives might differ and the potential imdimas of these perspectives on intergroup
relations. Based on the explanations above, Co&lalVolff (2010) claim that it is more
difficult for individuals who are members of a miitg group to achieve a positive social
identity, because in almost every society, minesithave an inferior status on many socio-

economic aspects when compared to the majority

2.2.5.1 Social Tolerance & Social Distance
There are two related concepts about the majoriberty relations in societies,
which are used in this study to explain the moneegal notion of social polarization, namely:
social tolerance and social distance. Both of tlmseepts are essentially rely on the same

theoretical foundations, which are social categign, social identity theory and in-group —
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out-group perceptions. Social tolerance and satigthnce stem from the premise that the
social categorization of the individuals into iregps and out-groups has a substantial
influence on their worldviews and shape the groelations in daily life interactions both
cognitively and affectively. (Weldon, 2006)

When we conceptualize these two concepts withinfrdm@ework of ethnic majority-
minority relations, the following definitions arel@ted in the scope of this study. Tolerance
can be defined in two levels, namely, politicaktaince and social tolerance. While political
tolerance denotes to the acquisition of culturantity rights to the minorities, such as
freedom of speech and association, by the exiiwg of the state, social tolerance refers to
the feelings toward the expression of the rightstgd by political tolerance. In other words,
social tolerance is “an actual willingness to atatpnic difference and feelings toward the
minority’s right to express their cultural differ@min the public sphere and the acceptance of
this by the majority in daily life.” (Weldon, 2006.335) According to the framework
provided by Berry on the adaptation strategieshefminorities, it can be hypothesized that
the more an individual belonging to the majoritpgp supports an assimilationist policy, the

less social tolerance he/she is likely to have.

In relation with social tolerance, Bogardus (194%306) conceptualizes social
distance as “the feeling reactions of persons tdwather persons belonging to the out-
groups”, and argues that it empirically measuresofye’s willingness to participate in social
contacts of varying degrees of closeness with iddal members of diverse social groups.”
In polarized societies, there is a tendency tanefifrom having contact with the members of
the out-group, which would imply a higher prefersastial distance between the members of
the conflicting parties. It may also be logical a@sume that if minority groups seek
separatism or marginalization according to Berriramework stated above, then their
preferred social distance would also be high, smaitenance of positive relations with the
majority or the positive identification with theréger society are not considered to be
important goals. Both social distance and socieirémce in a society are affected to a large
extent by the existence of contact opportunitie$ @mtact conditions between the members
of the majority and minority. In the next sectiove will present the contact theory (Allport,
1950, 1954) and discuss under what conditions yt imi@uence the social tolerance and social

distance of the individuals in a society.
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2.2.6 Intergroup Contact and Ethnic Conflict

Intergroup contact has long been proposed as aote# strategy for building healthy
intergroup relations. Since the time it was firgstoduced by Gordon Allport in 1954; it “has
received extensive empirical attention in the weéeing years” (Dovidio et al., 2003, p.7)
from scholars in the field of social psychology dra served as the reference point for many
studies. (Amir, 1969; Brewer & Kramer, 1985; Codlg85; Pettigrew, 1998; Pettigrew &
Tropp, 2000; Miller, 2002; Dovidio et al. 2003) Attugh it has been revised and criticized
throughout the following years, it is still regaddes a popular strategy for reducing

intergroup bias and conflict, mainly via reducettigroup prejudice.

In its original version, Allport (1954, 1958) clagu that in order for contact to lead to
more positive intergroup relations and attitudesyr fconditions must be present. These four
prerequisites are(1) Equal status (see Brewer & Kramer, 1985; Moody, 2001P)
Intergroup cooperation (see Blanchard, Weigel & Cook, 1975(3) common or
superordinate goalsthat are especially relevant when combined withpeoative interaction
(see Gaertner et al., 1999nd(4) supportive authorities, norms and customgsee Landis,
Hope & Day, 1984)Hence, the members of the two groups should bqldal status within
the contact situation regardless of their actuglstin the wider social context, and they need
to cooperate with each other in order to attaihared goal. The contact situation should also
be encouraged and supported by relevant authomtistoms and social norms. Later, another
condition was added for positive intergroup contadtich is “an opportunity for personal

acquaintance and friendship” (Pettigrew, 1998)

Although this formulation “has received support e a variety of societies,
situations and groups” (Pettigrew & Tropp, 200094), it is rightly claimed that in natural
life settings, it is quite unlikely that most casesl their situational factors can meet all of the
specified conditions. (Pettigrew, 1986; Stepha®7)9And without the actualization of these
conditions, bringing members of different groupgether is just as likely to produce negative

interaction and confirm existing negative stereeg/dWright & Bougie, 2007)

2.3 Conclusion

In this chapter, firstly various approaches to &ltywand several definitions of ethnic
groups and ethnic conflict were presented. In whiscussion, ethnic mobilization was

identified as a process that paved the way foretiwption of ethnic conflict in multi-ethnic
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societies. A growing sense of ethnicity and indregsiwareness of and importance given to
ethnic backgrounds among individuals lead to thi&dion of groups along ethnic lines, and
these groups become mobilized in case of perceaivedal discrimination within a society.
Hence, the salience of ethnic group identities,cilare usually developed in response to the
existence or perception of threat to the identitgd & or rights of the group, is the source of
ethnic mobilization. (Drury, 1994; Gurr, 1994) Bdsen these explanations, it can be claimed
that patterned social inequality and heightenedietkalience are the factors that provide a

solid ground for ethnic conflict in societies.

In the second section of the chapter, a socialfpdggical perspective was adopted to
investigate the nature of intergroup conflict. Afteaving described the social categorization
theory and in-group — out-group formations, and liogy alter the perceptions and behaviors
of individuals toward the members of the out-grquipeo theories, social identity theory
(Tajfel, 1978; Tajfel & Turner, 1979) and realisgooup conflict theory (Sherif et al. 1961,
Sherif, 1966), were put forward to explain why thés a bias in perceptions and behaviors

between in-groups and out-groups.

Next, the dynamics of social relations in intratgabonflicts were introduced, and a
special emphasis was given to how societal betieésige during an ongoing social conflict.
We explained that there is usually an immense miffee in the ways the conflicting parties
identify the reasons for the occurrence and pegietu of the conflict and interpret major
events throughout its duration. Societal beliefs @liso important because they serve as the
cognitive and affective foundations of the confactd have a strong influence on how groups’
perception of each other and of themselves chamgéise sense that individual members of
one group define themselves in opposition to theerd and delegitimizes this particular

‘other’, while victimizes one’s own group.

Subsequently, other crucial psychosocial changatsatcur in the group level during a
conflict were presented, such as group polarizadiod social polarization. Polarization was
identified as the second stage in Olczak & Pruitt995) conflict escalation model, during
which parties develop distorted perceptions, pliepdl attitudes and simplified stereotypes of
each other, and intergroup trust and respect deesedloreover, when groups are polarized,
individuals identify, evaluate and act toward oghenly in terms of their particular group

membership, which is named ‘depersonalization’ wktene & Cairns, 2001)
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Next, in order to explore the level of social p@dation in a society from a perspective
based on majority-minority relations, two relateshcepts used in this study were introduced.
These were social tolerance and social distanceileWhe former one regards to the
willingness to accept the existence of ethnic d#fees and to tolerate the expression of these
cultural differences in public and political sphettee latter one refers to people’s eagerness to
participate in social contacts and form social Isowith individual members of diverse social
groups. In polarized societies, it can be expetitat the social tolerance of group members
toward the other group would be low, while sociatahce would be high. Lastly, contact
theory (Allport, 1954) was mentioned as a stratEgybuilding healthy intergroup relations
by alleviating existing negative prejudices andesté/pes and increasing perceived similarity
by members of different groups. However, it wasedathat there are certain conditions for
the contact situation to lead to more positivergrteup relations and attitudes, and when they
are absent, the contact between people from diffegeoups is likely to produce negative
interaction and confirm existing negative stereegp(Pettigrew, 1986; Wright & Bougie,
2007)
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CHAPTER 3: TURKEY'S KURDISH ISSUE & KURDS IN TURKEY

This chapter will attempt to provide a general oi@x of the Kurdish conflict with
the aim of informing the reader about the sociaitegt and conditions that proved to be
conducive to the development of group formationsngl ethnic lines and polarization
between them. It will start with a brief chronologlthe conflict since the time it started in
1984 and discuss the social and political circuntsta that led to its emergence. Then, it will
continue until its current situation, by touchingon the important turning points throughout
this time, such as the 1980 military coup and tb#oWing declaration of “State of
Emergency “ rule in the eastern provinces, Turk&lscandidacy status (1999), the capture
of the PKK leader, Abdullah Ocalan, the Irag Wa603, the so-called ‘Kurdish opening’
and the political and cultural reforms passed uritdle AKP government, and finally the
recent confrontations in the Western provinces betwthe Turkish and Kurdish populations.
Also, an issue of importance is the migration wdxk@em the eastern and southeastern
provinces to the western cities that took placth@éform of both voluntary migration and the
displacements mandated by the government; whickagegely caused by the ongoing conflict
in the area and the accompanying security con@rddack of economic opportunities in the
region. The aim of this chapter is not to offeriatdrical analysis, but rather examine the
events that induced an alteration of discoursespanceptions; as it is assumed that they play

an influential role in the current state of intengp relations between the Turks and the Kurds.

In the second section, certain demographical inédion about the Kurdish population
of Turkey will be provided, along with the seveaginion surveys that were conducted with
them about their lifestyles, values, perceptions tleé Kurdish conflict and potential
peacebuilding mechanisms. This material is valyablecause it helps to explain the
estrangement of the two groups from each otheonlytspatially, which limits the likelihood
of daily contact, but also psychologically. Hendewill also provide a basis for the later
discussion on social polarization and social distdmetween the Turks and the Kurds.

Last section will review the recent studies thainpmut to the social-relational
dimension of the Kurdish conflict and how they ag#lected in the group formations in the

society along ethnic lines. It will cover the chamggdiscourses among the public, and discuss
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the growing ethnic nationalist mobilization on baildes parallel to the events described in
the previous sections of this chapter. The recestburring adverse encounters between the
ordinary Turkish and Kurdish citizens, which come durface mostly in the western
provinces, and the significance of these incidemtgerms of signaling polarization of the

society will be mentioned.

3.1 The Social Context: The Kurdish Conflict in Tuikey

The Kurdish issue of Turkey is a long-term simmgrproblem; and its origins go
back to the early years of the Republic, which Wwasded in 1923. The question of “Kurdish
independence” was irrelevant until the collapsehef Ottoman Empire after World War |,
because the Kurds, as a Muslim people within thpiemhad full legal status along with all
other Muslim groups. (Fuller , 1999, p. 225) Acdngdto the first constitution of modern
Turkey, which is dated 1924, all citizens are dediras ‘Turkish’. With the Lausanne Treaty
of 1923, “... all cultural groups, who were Muslimsuch as the Kurds) were considered
Turks, and any view that challenged this definitddTurkishness was perceived as a threat to
the indivisible unity of the Turkish state.” (Muf&r-Bac, 1999, p. 106) Consequently, it is
possible to claim that the Turkish identity and Kisin culture were the essential blocks to
build the new republic on, and any other identit{@scluding Kurdish) needed to be
incorporated to the overarching theme of “Turkigizenship”. Based on this, it can be said
that the existence of a separate Kurdish identty @ulture was perceived as a challenge to
these fundamental premises. Hence, “the new repulolid not permit the expression of
Kurdish identity and language within its bordeisd(lygu, Romano & Sirkeci, 1999, p.993)
Taking all of these explanations into account,eitdimes apparent that the challenge Turkey
faces with regard to the acceptance of a distinadish identity stemmed from the official

description of Turkish identity, and how it formadase for the unitary character of the state.

During the early years of the republic, there harb several Kurdish uprisings
against the state, the most prominent one beingSheikh Said Rebellion” in 1925. It is
thought to have occurred as a reaction to the iemad land reform of the Turkish
government (Borovali, 1987), as part of its cemtiad) policies; but it also contained a
religious substance within it. (Van Bruinessen, M99 Kiris¢ci and Winrow (1999, p. 104)
claim that religion was an important characterisfi&durdishness at a time when the reforms
of the Turkish government were seen to be undengimslam, although it is claimed by

Kadioglu (1996) that the anti-religious themes lué Republican reforms contributed to the
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widening of the gap between the center and thebpery of the Turkish society as a whole (
as opposed to being exclusive to the Kurdish pgpgilece they were internalized only by the
intelligentsia. In any case, there were severaoiurdish insurgencies that originated from
the same cause of reacting “against the attempteckfiil assimilation of the Kurdish
population by the dominant Turkish ethnic core’vizegn the years of 1925 and 1938 (qri

& Winrow, 1999, p.195); but they were sporadic a@rashsient in nature, and were suppressed
by the Turkish forces. By 1939, the government $gided complete control over the Kurdish
populated areas in Turkey. (Van Bruinessen, 1992)

According to some authors, Turkey’s recent histofymilitary coups between the
years 1960 — 1980 and the severe measures takée hyilitary governments following them
have played a role in the intensification of a safist Kurdish nationalism (Barkey & Fuller,
1997, Dixon & Ergin, 2010) Following the militaryoap of 1960, the military government
replaced the Kurdish names of various towns andipces (especially those that are located
in the southeast region) with Turkish names, Kirdigalects were banned, and it became
illegal to give “Kurdish” names to children. (McDa#;, 2004; van Bruissen, 1992; Uslu,
2007; Ergin & Dixon, 2010) These laws and actioagsenbeen perceived as acts of a forced
assimilation policy. (Kiggi, 2000;Icduygu, et.al., 1999; ¥en, 2004, 2007) In the 1970s, as
Erguder (1980) notes, the impact of ethnicity otingobehavior in Turkey was increasing. As
a reflection of this fact and the growing influenaiethe socialist / leftist agenda throughout
Europe;imset (1992) reports that there were at least li2eakturdish separatist groups in
Turkey with Marxist-Leninist sympathies. During teeame decade, it is also claimed that the
Kurdish nationalist movement became quite infllerdiven in the villages. (van Bruinessen,
2000) These developments are relevant, becausesdieggyed to create a more resilient sense
of oneness and unity among the Kurds, and by tlieaérthe 1970s, the activities of the
Kurdish nationalist groups had an effect on “chaggihe self-perception of a considerable
section of the Kurds. People who had long calleeimtbelves Turks started re-defining

themselves as Kurds.” (van Bruinessen, 1989, p.621)

As a result of the oppressive measures of the statkthe rising ethno-political
consciousness, PKK (Kurdistan Workers’ Party) wasmtled in 1978, and it became the most
significant Kurdish movement in Turkey’s historyftér the 1980 military coup, “the harsh
reaction against manifestations of Kurdishnesstigki & Winrow, 1997, p. 111) was also

reflected in the constitution of 1982, which wasigaed particularly for the concerns about
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threats to the unitary character of the state, ianned any expression of political and
cultural pluralism by including articles emphasgifthe prohibition of any other language
than Turkish to be used in the expression and whisggion of thought”. (Article 26) Such
measures enacted after military interventions @0194971 and 1980 are suggested to have
increased separatist Kurdish nationalism (Barkelusler, 1997, Dixon & Ergin, 2010), and
the emergence of the PKK is regarded as a consegu#rthe politicization and unification

of Kurds on an ethnic nationalist basigduygu et.al., 1999)

Hence, although there had been several Kurdistsinge against the state since its
establishment in 1923, “the conflict became dislyjncKurdish’ after 1984 with the
emergence of the PKK as a separatist group withirkdy.” (Celik, 2010, p. 153) The year
1984 marked a new start for the contemporary emesg@f the Kurdish problem on the
Turkish political agenda. (Beriker, 1997) PKK wamifided with the aim of “setting up a
democratic and united Kurdistan in southeasterrkdurto be governed along Marxist-
Leninist lines” (Cgaptay, 2007, p.2) by monopolizing the Kurdish naaicst struggle, and
they launched their first attack against a polizien in the southeast in 1984. The state’s
response to the attacks of the PKK, which targeteians as well as military personnel, was
to refer to the use of military tactics. The tensi in the region intensified when the state
declared “the state of emergency rul®laganusti Hal, known as OHAL in Turkishin
thirteen of the heavily Kurdish-populated cities1i®87, which gave extraordinary rights to
the appointed governors, such as the right to esipeéns from the region, restrict ownership
and freedom rights, freedom of the press and egjmes(Celik, 2010) Another problematic
precaution was the establishment of the “villagardusystem” and arming the villagers in the
southeast with the aim of creating an additionabl@anti-PKK force. The conflict between
the state’s army and the PKK guerillas escalatetiraached its peak throughout the 1990s,
and the highest number of deaths and casualtiewelsas various kinds of human rights

violations occurred in these years.

Another critical year for the course of the corfliwas 1999, which brought two
important turning points. The first one was thptoge of the PKK leader, Abdullah Ocalan,
after which the PKK declared a unilateral ceasefird000, and a period of ‘negative peace’
(Celik, 2010) had started. The second event wakeks recognition by the European Union
as a candidate country. It is largely assentedTthetey’'s EU candidacy expanded the scope

of the Kurdish issue to human and cultural rigi&s. a prerequisite for EU membership,
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Turkey must fulfill the Copenhagen Criteria (199@&hich include respect and appreciation
for minority rigths. (Dixon & Ergin, 2010, p. 1329 elik (2010) suggests that since the
acceptance of Turkey’'s EU candidacy, the EU ha®recan important third party to the
Kurdish conflict in terms of putting pressure ore thovernment to implement democratic
reforms and improve human rights record regardivg dituation of the minorities. In the
exhilarating atmosphere of the possibility of EUmfership, the Turkish government has
taken steps to recognize the other dimensionseottimflict and some political and cultural
reforms were carried out. In 2002, the state ofrgercy rule was removed, which had been
in effect in the eastern and southeastern regibisikey since 1987. In the same year, the
establishment of private Kurdish language schodas ®also legalized. In 2004, broadcasting
in Kurdish became permitted and in 2009, the gawemt launched a TV channel (TRT-6)
dedicated to broadcasting in Kurdish.

In addition to the acceptance of Turkey's EU caadid the U.S.-led war in Iraq
(2003) can also be considered a significant turquomt in terms of carrying the relations
between the Turks and the Kurds into the globaharand hence, internationalizing the
conflict. (Dixon & Ergin, 2010) The possibility ofhe establishment of an independent
Kurdish regime in northern Iraq was severely opdobg the Turks and the Turkish
government with the fear that it would encourageasatist tendencies among the Kurds in
Turkey. (Tank, 2005; KONDA, 2006; Uslu, 2007; Dix&rErgin, 2010)

Along with the tense atmosphere created by theghitity of an autonomous Kurdish
region in northern Iraq, the EU’'s insistence orlVeg the Kurdish issue through
democratization of Turkey, as opposed to referting as a Kurdish question, failed to bring
about effective mechanisms.” (Celik, 2010, p. 15&) the same time, the negative peace
period that had started with the PKK’s ceasefir@@@0 was culminated, and although the
PKK had somewhat replaced their separatist claiitts @demands on political autonomy and

cultural rights, the conflict soon re-escalate@®94.

The ongoing conflict for the past 25 years hasrmofteen regarded as the most serious
internal problem the Turkish Republic has facedssiits establishment, and this claim can be
validated by the following dreadful numbers. Itastimated that since the late 1980s, the
Turkish state has laid out $ 6 - $ 9 billion dddlap deal with this conflict every year.
(Kasaba, 2001) According to the official recordteased by the Turkish military for the
1984-2008 period, the conflict has resulted ind¢bpture of 14,000 PKK members, and the
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death of 32,000 PKK members, 6,482 soldiers an@06¢dvilians.(Hurriyet, September 16,
2008). Between 1992 and 1997 alone, over 3,000 igrdillages and hamlets in the
southeast region have been evacuated (“Turkey'sl&uir998”; Kasaba, 2001; Kurban, et.al.,
2008), and this has created more than a millioaermally displaced people, who are mostly
Kurdish. (Dixon & Ergin, 2010) Moreover, the sitioat awaiting the IDPs in their new cities
and towns in the western parts of Turkey was namping, since they were in a
disadvantaged position both economically (i.e. ilagk material resources and facing
unemploymenticduygu & et.al., 1999; Saragla, 2010) and culturally (in the sense that they
lacked the urban life experience or education ahdroqualifications to enable them work in

formal jobs, Saragiu, 2010, p.202), which lead to their marginalieatby the “locals”.

But before going further into the issue of migratievhich will be the main topic of
the second section of this chapter, let us go batlow the abovementioned developments in
the political arena have played a role in alterihg changing perceptions and discourses

about the conflict.

3.1.1. The ‘Perceptions’ of the Kurdish Conflict inTurkey

As it can be seen from the brief chronology abaltough “the roots of Turkey’s
Kurdish problem go back to the formation of the mwd state” (Fuller, 1999), the
solidification of Kurdish ethno-nationalism was mguct of the 1980s and 1990k;duyguet
al., 1999) Since the beginning years of the Repulthie, state has intentionally denied the
existence of a separate Kurdish ethnicity and hidiesthnic self-consciousness. (Fuller,
1999, p.229) The process of building a sense afieidentity has always been perceived as a
danger, because it was utterly contrary to thegnatéve and assimilative policies of the

Republic.

In spite of its protracted history, it is hard t@im that an agreed-upon definition
exists about the nature of the issue. The maincdlfy lies in the fact that parties to the
conflict define the nature of conflict differentl§Celik, 2010)Throughout these years, various
discourses have been adopted by different actois what constitutes the root causes of the
problem. From one point of view, it can be evaldaas an issue of clashing definitions in
which the acceptance of a distinct Kurdish identityeatens official Turkish identity. In
accordance with the official state policy that sedke integration and assimilation of any

identities that may be an alternative to “Turkistsie the Kurds in modern Turkey were
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denied any public identity of Kurdishness from théset. However, they were not subjected
to any other kinds of ethnic discrimination. Ful{@©99, p.227) brilliantly puts the situation
of the Kurds in Turkey from the perspective of digcial discourse as follows: “the Turkish
Kurds were never minority with certain rights; they wergurkswith full rights.” In a similar
fashion, Muftiler-Bag (1999, p. 105) says thasitmportant to see the Kurdish conflict as a
protracted social conflict with identity issuestla¢ core. While the state does not distinguish
the Kurds as a minority, the Kurds seek recognifamntheir distinct identity and demand
cultural rights associated with it. Hence, in #yes of the most of the Turkish people, the
Kurds do have the same rights as them grantedébgttite; and yet they are still unsatisfied.
From the perception of the Kurds, however, theghts that originate from their
“Kurdishness” is being denied by the existing laws.

In terms of the demands of the Kurds about theltucal identity rights, Kirgci and
Winrow (1997) point out to the prevailing counteew in the mid-1990s, which suggested
that if cultural concessions were to be grantethtoKurds, this could be the beginning of
Turkey'’s disintegration. It can be proposed th&t tew is still valid among certain segments
of the society.

At the same time, the armed conflict between th& RIKd the Turkish army forces
had a significant effect on how the overall conflicas perceived in general. Assessing the
impact of the PKK in the 1990s, Romano (2006, @) Eaimits the following: “If there is one
thing that every observer of the conflict, be thByrkish generals, Kurdish peasants, or
western academics, generally agree on, it is teaPKK succeeded in bringing the Kurdish
issue back into the limelight of public discoursELiller (1999) agrees by claiming that the
PKK was the foremost organization in Turkey thabired a sense of Kurdish identity. This
linkage is quite important because it contributethe way the Kurdish issue was framed both
in the official discourse of the state and in tlgeseof the general public. Because the Kurdish
issue has regained attention through the activitfabe PKK, the issue was perceived as an
act of terrorism. According to the dominant vietne Kurdish problem is defined as the
problem of “separatist terror against the integotyhe Turkish state.” This view, however, is
not only simplistic but also problematic; not otilgcause the Turkish state rejects to regard
the PKK as a legitimate party, and hence refusgsnagotiation to come to a solution; but
also because labeling the issue solely as a “$gcproblem caused by terrorism in the
southeast region” automatically requires and leg#es the sole response of a military
solution. {cduygu, et al., 1999; Fuller, 1999, p. 232)
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The second major factor which eases Turkey’s disahief any political or culture-
based arguments is the traditional understandiag tie Kurdish question is primarily a
problem based on the economic issues or povertydifh, 2002, p.217) This is a widely
supported view, considering that the areas thapesdominantly inhabited by the Kurds are
the least developed regions of Turkey accordingtht® socio-economic indicators. For
instance, one of the former Prime ministers, BilEoevit, preferred to address only the
economic aspect of the issue by broadly callimasitthe Southeastern Question”, refraining
to emphasize the ethnic or political componenttofin this line of thinking, eliminating
poverty in the region would eventually eliminate tAKK, since the PKK'’s recruits mostly
come from among unemployed with no economic alteres, for whom the membership in

the organization provides a sense of purpose. (&a2001; Aydinli, 2002)

In contrast, “most Kurds as well as the internalacommunity perceive the issue as
an identity conflict, and a problem of represewntati (Celik, 2010, p. 156) The intensive
emergence of the Kurdish issue in more recent tisiesen as a by-product of Turkey’s own
process of democratization, and its lack of capgilid address the demands that arise from it.
Hence, the terrorism side of the issue stems fimenfact that the Kurds’ ability to express
their ethnic identity has been restricted. The aeifis to this view believe that the terrorism
problem would diminish considerably once the pcditiand cultural demands of the Kurdish
people are met. (Kg¢i & Winrow, 1997, p. 122) But in this frameworket challenge arises
from the question of “who should be taken as thétipal representative of the Kurdish
population of Turkey”. As mentioned before, the #ish issue has grabbed domestic and
international attention and found its place atttipeof Turkey’s political agenda by means of
the PKK. However, the PKK is regarded as a terraniganization, and the state refused to
recognize the PKK as a legitimate “other” (Celik1B, p. 156), and numerous pro-Kurdish
political parties that were formed one after anothed been banned by the constitutional
court because of their alleged links with the PKKence, the conflicting parties (the state
and the PKK) are “locked into their respective poss and are unable to address each
other’s core concerns and negotiate an end todhiiat.” (Muftuler-Bag, 1999)The lack of
an acceptable representative of the Kurds furthatributes to the intransigence of the issue,
and this leads us to the importance of making femihtiation between the PKK and the rest

of the Kurdish community as a whole.
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As stated in the previous section, the acceptahdaidkey's candidacy status to the
EU was a factor that helped the adoption of a nueatity-based approach that frames the
Kurdish issue in terms of cultural and politicajhris. The laws that granted cultural rights to
ethnic Kurds in the Republic’s history for the fitime were regarded as “unprecedented
steps forward for Turkey in the direction of thermalization of the Kurdish conflict via
demilitarization and liberal democracy.” (Somer020p.236) Within this framework, the
Kurdish issue has been focused on as a matteitafalrights and political representation in
the reports of the European Commission on Turk@ytmgress toward accession. (Kogak,
2010) According to Aydinli (2002), an assessmeat th gaining wide support in Turkey is
the view that Europe is using the EU membershi@ asrrot in order to facilitate finding
political solutions to the Kurdish issue of Turkéyhis identification of the politicization of
the Kurdish question with full membership in the "Bias further consolidated in people’s
minds after the famous speech of Mesut Yilmaz, whs the leader of one of the coalition
parties when Turkey's candidacy status had beeepsed. (Aydinli, 2002, p.219) He had
stated that “the road to the EU goes through Digiay (Radikal, 1999, 2002 which is the
largest city in the southeast Anatolia where Kurdieople constitute the majority of the
population, and is commonly referred to as onehefhiotbeds of Kurdish political activities.
However, “although the possibility of EU membershgs served as a carrot for the Turkish
state to introduce reforms (e.g. broadcasting indi§h), it has not produced mechanisms to
change the perceptions and attitudes” (Celik, 2@1@,57), not only about the nature of the
conflict, but also of the parties toward each othier spite of Turkey’s increased chances for
EU membership, Turkey’s traditional mistrust in &pe’s ‘real intentions’ over the Kurdish
issue continues. For instance, in a 2000 repoeaseld by the Turkish army, the congruence
between the demands of the PKK and those of therakelEuropean countries was publicized,
and they were named as supporters of the PKK'sigizhition tactics® This report should
not be disclaimed as being the discourse of a maliged perception or understanding, since
a large portion of Turkish public opinion seemslimed to share these concerns (Aydinli,
2002, p. 219) and regard the Kurdish conflict aplat in the hidden agenda of the
international community to damage Turkey’s indiisi unity and independence.

In recent years, public opinion in Turkey has beeanctreasingly skeptical about the
reasons and motivations that are asserted by thkishuand Kurdish sources for the

persistence of the Kurdish conflict. (Kasaba, 209jsing number of people from across the

> The report names Sweden, Finland, the Netherlands, Belgium, Greece, Germany, and France as making the same demands
as the PKK. Cumhuriyet, 1 December 2000
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social and political spectrum have come to beliénag this conflict has become intractable.
One of the factors suggested to explain the irdafality of the conflict is as follows: “The
Kurdish question is difficult to resolve simply lzese no government has yet recognized it
for what it is.” (Ahmad, 1999, p. 218)gidir (2008) claims that in the 1983-2002 period,
there had been 14 governments or coalition govemisr@nce the first elections in 1983 after
the military coup, and none of them devised a swiuplan that differentiated the Kurdish
issue from a mere terrorism problem, and bequedthtedhe military as the only responder.
Muftuler-Bag (1999) supports this claim by acknadgeng that various Turkish governments
were inclined to treat the problem as strictly afiderrorism and paid little attention to its

underlying social and identity dynamics.

On the other hand, when we evaluate the time 2002, while there was a period of
hopeful change in the beginning under the AKP gowent, it can be claimed that this
optimism was rather ephemeral, as it became appahnah they did not have a stable
resolution strategy, either. Although the primenister Erdgan emphasized the existence of
a “Kurdish issue”, and suggested “Turkiyelilik” (bg from Turkey) as a superordinate
identity that unified Turks and Kurds, he laterureed his focus to state security in his
discourses and resorted to military measures 2206&, which dampened any optimism of a
democratic resolution. (Celik, 2010) The reasonsu¢aand Ozcan (2006) put forward to
explain AKP’s incapability to implement a cohergmlicy to address the Kurdish problem
adequately are as follows: (1) the differences ha definition of the Kurdish question
propounded by AKP and by the Kurdish actors, egigcihe pro-Kurdish parties; (2) the
conflict between the state institutions and AKP rotree different conceptualizations of the
Kurdish issue and the foundations of the Turkispubdic; (3) AKP’s concern of a split in the
party over the Kurdish issue and loss of suppotthéconservative provinces in Anatolia; (4)

the possibility of a major confrontation with thelitary over the Kurdish issue.

In the light of these explanations, it would not teong to propose that the
conspicuous lack of leadership in the country angreference for populism among both
Kurdish and Turkish politicians (Kgti & Winrow, 1997), in short, the presumable
mismanagement of the political elite, have onlycexbated the situation, while the violence
has remained unabated and the deteriorating lisomglitions in the southeast region failed to

improve.
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Hence, in order to avoid the reductionist approactich either treat the issue
narrowly as separatism and terrorism, or focus amiyits political-ethnic dimension, or
perceive it solely as a result of socio-economidardevelopment of the regiolgduygu et al.
(1999) emphasize the multidimensional context ef kKurdish conflict and suggest that one
should concentrate on “the political mobilizatioh eshnic identities under the pressure of
socio-economic insecurity” Because only in thiseimge environment, “politicized ethnic
groups could manage to politicize the identity bfpassible ethnic group members and then
mobilize them”, from which the terrorism problem enges. icduygu, et.al., 1999, p.992-
995) In their conceptualization, the insecure emvinent is produced by both material
factors, such as the unequal distribution of talegiesources such as access to income,
education, health and wealth across regions, asd by non-material factors that have
psychological roots. Suppression of mother-langubsgd of secure living conditions, and as
a result of these, social exclusion constitute tiealm. As a cumulative result of the
imbalances in the distribution of material resosrcand the lack of a secure living
environment in the southeastern region, Turkeyldeen experiencing a massive migration
movement. As another by-product of the Kurdish Goinfboth voluntary and mandatory
forms of migration have occurred from the easteovipces to the western metropoles in the
last few decades, which has created further prablenterms of intergroup relations between
the Turks and the Kurds. This situation will be kexped in the next section.

3.2 Demographical Information on Kurds

While the conflict between the state’s armed foreesl the PKK is going on
predominantly in the southeast region of Turkew, Tlurks and the Kurds are continuing to
live side by side throughout the country. Estimatecate that people of Kurdish ethnicity
constitutebetween 14 to 20 percent of Turkey's 70 million-pigpion in the 2000s. (Koc,
Hanigglu, and Cavlin, 2008; KONDA, 2006; CIA World Factidg 2008; Dixon & Ergin,
2010) The areas traditionally inhabited by the Kshidoeople have been the least developed
regions of Turkey. “The eastern and southeastagiome where most Kurds currently live
today have the lowest scores for several socio@uoanindicators.” (Kirci & Winrow,
1997, p. 122) For instance, when compared witlcthantry-wide averages, one can see that a
significant deficiency exists in terms of the awgralevel of education among Kurds.
According to the KONDA report dated April 2008, whi was based on a nationally

representative sample, the average year of sclgafitong Kurds is 6.1 years, while it is 7.4
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years for Turks. A quarter of Kurdish males andp&dcent of Kurdish females have not
completed elementary education (Gunduzgto & Smits, 2002). Moreover, these statistics
become particularly striking if one considers tlieiation of the previous generation, and
especially of the women. When asked about the lefvetucation the parents have received,
the average year of schooling drops to 1.3 yearsKiodish mothers and 3.2 years for
Kurdish fathers. The ratio of Kurds whose motheesiltiterate is 67.7 %. (KONDA, 2008)

Another indicator that displays the disadvantaggmsstion of the Kurdish population
in terms of socio-economic development is the egmknt level. In 2008, the net
unemployment rate in Turkey was 10.3 % (Tirkigatistik Kurumu, 2008), while this rate
was as high as 29.6 % among Kurds for the same @§€@NDA, 2008) A related figure is
given on the poverty level. In 2008, the ratio loé Kurds living below the poverty line (i.e.
household income being less than 700TL) was 52K@NDA, 2008) Another interesting
finding that is supposedly related to the unfaviegtosition of the Kurds in the societal
transformation and modernization process is thebmsrof household members. According to
the April 2008 KONDA data, the average number ofisehold members in Kurds is 6.1,

while this number falls to 4.3 on average for Tahkiamilies.

The socio-economic disparity among regions anddisadvantageous circumstances
of the predominantly Kurdish-inhabited areas mayvjate strong evidence for the argument
that the underdevelopment in the southeast regiaanée of the root causes of the Kurdish
issue. As mentioned previously, feelings of hopgiess and both material and psychological
deprivation may be a factor that strengthens tippau for the PKK among the civilians in
the region. Hence, while the socio-economic backwess in the region may play a role in
the perpetuation of the conflict, it also leadsutmther social problem. The security concerns,
deteriorating living conditions, and the lack ofomomic opportunities caused by the
continuous conflict in the region also resultedha large-scale migration of mostly Kurdish
people to the western parts of the country. Negtice will elaborate on the phenomenon of
internal migration from the east to the west; amk gnore detail about the reasons and

consequences of it.

3.3 Internal Migration in Turkey

Today, there are immense differences in social asdnomic standards and

opportunities between the traditionally Kurdish-oriy regions of Eastern and Southeastern
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Anatolia, and other parts of Turkey, where the pafpon is mainly Turkish. As stated by the
United Nations Development Program (UNDP 2007),mMian development levels in the
southeastern Anatolia region lag behind nationadlie while the incidence of human poverty
is much higher and there is continued migration ofitthe region. The region faces
development challenges in terms of income levelicational opportunities, gender equality
and socio-economic opportunities and facilitiestieTunemployment, fertility and illiteracy
rates are much higher in the predominantly Kurdisistern and southeastern portions of
Turkey compared to the rest of the country, andrlpedouble of those rates in western
Turkey. (cduygu, Romano & Sirkeci, 1999; KONDA 2006, Dixon Rgin, 2010) In the
mid-1990s, the western region’s per capita grosmea product was US $2000 and that of
the Kurdish region was US $700¢quygu, et.al., 1999; Sezgin, 2005)

In addition, another factor that shows the disanegan socio-economic levels across
regions is the average number of people per medmetior. According to the data given by
the Ministry of Health in 2002, the average population per doctor across Tuike}708,
while this number goes up to 7304 for the Soutleeastgion, where Kurds constitute more

than two thirds of the population.

3.3.1. Reasons

Especially since the 1950s, many people have neidrétom the less developed
regions of Turkey to urban and industrial centarthe western parts of the country to benefit
from the growing economic opportunities created dxpanding industries. (Kiti &
Winrow, 1997; Kasaba, 2001) Kurdish people condua considerable portion of this
migration wave. Between 1965 and 1990, the pergentd Kurds in Marmara region and
specifically in Istanbul increased from 1.2 % ta €60. (Kasaba, 2001, p. 169) It is estimated
that there are over 1.8 million Kurds living indabul (KONDA, 2008), making it the urban
center with the highest concentration of Kurdshe tvorld. While this voluntary form of
migration between 1950s and 1980s based mostlyconoenic reasons and urbanization,
after 1980s, there were some changes about the neagons. With the intensification of the
armed conflict between the PKK and the army inréggon, increasing insecurity resulted in
the significant increase in migration. A study byata (1994), which was based on a survey

of 887 people originally from 5 cities in the soedistern region, reported that while socio-

® Retrieved from http://www.saglik.gov.tr/TR/belge/1-2960/temel-saglik-hizmetleri-genel-mudurlugu-calisma-
yilligi-.html on May 15, 2011.
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economic factors were present; certain politicatl esecurity considerations also were
responsible for migration. Similarly, in a reponepared by a special commission in the
Parliament in 1998 identified three primary reasfmisthe migratioh People were leaving
their villages because of: (1) the collapse ofratihusbandry and agriculture due to the ban
on the use of pastures and because of the envirdrohelashes and military operations; (2)
PKK'’s eviction of villagers who agreed to becombage guards; (3) eviction of villagers by
the security forces who rejected to become villggards and hence, who were thought to
side with the PKK.

It is evident even from an official state reporattthe local civilian population was
caught between the pressures of the PKK on oneasidehe suspicion of the security forces
on the other, and was forced to abandon any neusition. It should not be forgotten that
throughout this decade the martial law under tagestf emergency had been in effect in most
of the southeastern provinces, which delimited msimerable number of basic human rights
and freedoms. Hence, even without considering to@m@mic deprivation in the region, “the
psychological insecurity caused by the emergendy, ftuman rights violations, unending
clashes between the PKK and the army, and villagewations create a highly unsatisfactory
status quo for Kurds in the easti¢quygu et.al., 1999, p. 1003) However, in the X99any
Kurds were also mandatorily displaced by the stata security precaution. This brings us to

another reason for the dispersion of Kurds actossountry.

3.3.2. Internal Displacement by the State

The forced displacement of rural communities ledatmther type of migration in
Turkey and generated hundreds of thousands ohaitgrdisplaced people (IDPs). According
to the definition provided by the United NatiBnEDPs are persons or groups of persons who
have been forced or obliged to flee or to leavér themes or places of habitual residence, in
particular as a result of or in order to avoid #féects of armed conflict, situations of
generalized violence, violations of human rightsiatural or human-made disasters, and who
have not crossed an internationally recognizede d¢tatder. This broad definition identifies
many possible causes for the displacement, andeflegant one for Turkey’'s case is the
conflict-induced displacement. In this categoryppe are obliged to move, irrespective of

their active involvement in the conflict, out ofeih places of residence with the purpose of

7 Turkish Parliament (1998)
¥ UN, (2005a)
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avoiding human rights violations or eliminating gsares by the conflicting parties. In
Turkey, the majority of people who were displacetduse of the armed conflict belong to
this group.

In the 1990s, “an intensive wave of displacemerduaed in various districts (for
instance, Lice, Kulp, Cizre) and even province ee(for instance§irnak) of Southeastern
Anatolia as a result of operations by security ésrand armed clashes” (Unalan, Celik &
Kurban, 2007, p.81), during the time when the stdtemergency rule was in effect in the
region. Although the official state sources regbe evacuation of 905 villages and 2,523
hamlets, and the displacement and migration ofamately 380,000 peoplea more recent
study conducted by Hacettepe University upon tlgiest of a government showed that the
estimated number of IDPs ranges between 953, 6801L&01,000. (HUNE, 2006; Unalan,
Celik & Kurban, 2007, p.84)

In a recent fieldwork study (2005) conducted by thEESEV Working and
Monitoring Group on Internal Displacement in Turkéy Diyarbakir, Batmanjstanbul and
Hakkari, it is claimed that the majority of the e@ntiewees reported the evacuation of their
villages by the security forces without giving asjfic reason or prior notice, or because of
the villagers’ refusal to become village guardsthie same report, it is mentioned that some
of the interviewees also said that they were cabgiween the PKK members who visited
their village to ask for food or harboring, and security forces who asserted them not to
help the PKK; and hence they left their villageséiese they feared for their safety. (Unalan,
Celik & Kurban, 2007, pp.81-84)

Today, as a result of both voluntary and involuptaigration, Kurds are dispersed in
all regions of Turkey, although big cities suchlgtanbul, Izmir and Mersin have the largest
populations of displaced Kurds. (Celik, 2010) Ruwstance, Kurdish people make up 14.8 %
of Istanbul’'s population. (KONDA, 2008) In the neséction, the consequences of internal
migration and its impact on intergroup relationsween the Turks and the Kurds will be
evaluated.

3.3.3. Consequences of Internal Migration

It is obvious from the above-stated figures thatKlurdish citizens constitute the most
deprived portion of the population in terms of emlimn, wealth, and social security.gidir,
2008) Because of security concerns and lack of wateqinfrastructure in the east and

southeastern regions, they are discontented amglereés their traditionally inhabited areas.

® Turkish Parliament, (1998)
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The massive migration rate of the Kurds show thay are moving to the western parts of the
country, hoping to live in better conditions bottoeomically and socially. However, they are
mostly confined to the slum areas in their newesitand although they live in an armed
conflict-free environment, they face new problerasised by their inability to adapt to the
social dynamics of the city life. Sarago (2009, 2010) argues that the neoliberal
transformation of Turkish economy dragged the mmtgainto difficult socio-economic

conditions in the post-migration process, too; éintathem to live in the spatially, as well as

socio-economically, segregated migrant communitigBe outskirts of their new cities.

The spatial dissociation of the Kurdish migrantsowmmigrated to the Western
metropoles especially since the 1990s has beconderdvas they tended to move to the
discarded shanty neighborhoods. Because of thedserin the market prices of the available
urban lands due to the neo-liberal economic pdimehe 1990s, the newly migrated families
could find shelter only by building their informabmes (gecekondus) or rent the previously
built ones in these slums. (Kaygalak, 2001; YikseR607; Saraggu, 2010) For example,
when we look at the current situation in some ef c¢liies that have received high number of
migrants, in Mersin and Antalya, 72.2% of the Kyraisd inizmir, 59.3 % of the Kurds live
in the slum areas. (KONDA, 2008)

Another problem is that the cities have becomewkelmed with people who have
swelled the ranks of the unemployed. (kdri&Winrow, 1997, p. 135) As suggested above,
most of the migrants were coming from poor rurgioas of the country, and a clear majority
of them were deprived of the education and skillirid employment in the job market of the
cities. They neither had the experience of urbaindi nor had other qualifications to enable
them to be competitive job seekers in an urban @ogn Regular formal jobs with social
security benefits were not available for these rewmers, and hence, most of them were
forced into selling their labor power in the infahmarket. One of the strategies the Kurdish
people have adopted to cope with the unemploymefiigm in the cities is to find jobs in the
informal sectors that the previously migrated Kuwsse dominantly involved in. A typical
example of this is the Kurdish stuffed mussel sellmidyecilik)in 1zmir, who are commonly
from the city of Mardin in the southeast. (Sagdgp 2010, p.81) Similar examples could be
given based on the results of the present studyenNthe sample population of this study,
who were also people living in 1zmir, were askedwtithe first three words that come up to

their minds in association with the Kurds’bazaar sellers{pazarcilik) “car-park managers”
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or “parking lot mafia” ptoparkcilikor otopark mafyagiwere some of the common answers,
in addition to the stuffed mussel-selling, whicte all informal, unsecured and usually
impermanent jobs. Thus, these difficult circums&midn contrast to the previous migrant
generation who enjoyed relatively easier social ifitgbled the Kurdish migrants of the post-
1980s period to be placed within the ranks of ttean poor, and hence end up in the shanty
towns. (Karaygit, 2005; HUNE, 2006; Yukseker, 2007; Sarglgg 2010)

This vicious cycle between unemployment, poverty exability to adapt to the urban
life is further fueled by other problems that thewnmigrants face in the post-migration
period. Some of these are tangible problems sutdngsiage differences, access to education
and health services, social security benefits, @hdr urban infrastructure deficiencies. Lack
of education and proficiency in Turkish is a barrie front of Kurds’ socio-economic
opportunities. igduygu, et.al, 1999) A 2002-report by Migrants’ dsgition for Social
Solidarity and CultureGog-Del), which is an NGO advocating on the rights andfams of
the internally displaced people, states that mbas t90 % of the IDPs do not have social
security. According to the same report, 61 percériemale and 28.5 percent of male IDPs
are illiterate; and out of those who were emplogédhe time of the survey, 83 percent of
them had temporary jobs in the informal sectdfsThere are also other non-tangible
problems faced by the Kurdish migrants that engefeldings of psychological anxiety and
insecurity, such as being perceived as potentiahicals or terrorists, loneliness and
alienation from the rest of the society, margiratiian of their neighborhoods as “no-go-

places”...etc. igduygu, et.al, 1999; Yikseker, 2007)

In combination, these stringent conditions and d@héth the socio-economic gap
between the Kurdish migrants and “the locals” hasated another issue in the social life of
Turkish metropolises, which Sarao (2008) names as the “ethnicization of migramesrf
Eastern Anatolia. He conceptualizes “ethnicizati@s’ the process through which people
living in these cities perceive and construct thesgrants as a distinct and homogeneous
ethnic group, and exclude them through stereotgpesstigmas. (Sarago, 2008, p.310) In
other words, ethnicization denotes the recognitmdnthe migrants in the urban life as
“Kurdish”, and the dissemination of this “Kurdistesé through some pejorative labels. In this
study, these changing perceptions and attitudesartbvkurds and Kurdishness will be

regarded as a social-relational consequence dkandish conflict, which is exacerbated by

10 Report by “Go¢ Edenler Sosyal Yardimlasma ve Kilttir Dernegi”, (2002); retrieved from Yikseker, 2007, p.153
—TESEV Publications.
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the unfavorable contact conditions created by tivermal migration. More detail concerning

this argument will be in the next sections of stisdy.

To this point, it is discernable that this migrativave had adverse consequences in
the short-term. Severe problems concerning edugaliealth and employment opportunities
of the newcomers, as well as polarizing percepteoms deteriorating relationships between
the Kurdish migrants and “the locals” have emergethe cities where there has been an
inflow of migrants. In order to mention certain dings on the future prospects about the
consequences of migration, according to the KONDA/esy (2008), 46.4 % of the Kurds
claimed that they would like to migrate from theurrrent location if they could have the
opportunity. Similarly, when asked about their p@tion of belongingness or about whether
they consider themselves permanently settled iim tugrent city, the lowest rate of feelings
of belongingness is in Istanbul and in the Aegeagi&®. When we consider the continuing
terror and violence, and unremitting unemploymerabfem in the region, as well as the
positive net migration rate and the high fertiliste among the Kurds, it would be logical to
assume that both the number of the Kurds and tine sathem in the western metropolises

will increase in near future.

In the following section, one of these western opitises that have received a large
number of Kurdish migrants, the city of Izmir wile introduced as it is also the location of
the present study.

3.4 Izmir as a Case

Izmir is the third most populous city of Turkeyeftstanbul and Ankara, located on
the coast of Aegean Sea in the westernmost pahteofountry. It is an important economic
center and the second-largest port city of Turkiégrdstanbul. Besides its large population
and economy, it also has a significant positiortr@nideological spectrum of Turkey, being
currently known as one of the primary fortressethefRepublican People’s Party (CHP). Its
peculiar place in the Turkish multiparty politicalstem can be seen from the election results
of the past few decad&sThere is significant differentiation between thatp preferences of
voters in Turkey as a whole and party preferenéesters in Izmir specifically for the period
since 1983 until 2007. (Tosun & Tosun, 2008, p.Z88)ween the years 1983-2007, in four

" For a detailed analysis of the voter preferences and election results of Izmir, see: Tosun, G. & Tosun, T.
(2008). “Voter Preferences in Izmir from the November 3, 2002 to the July 22, 2007 Elections: Has the
Election Map Altered?” Turkish Studies, Vol. 9 (2), pp. 247-295.
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out of the six general elections, it was alwaysater-left wing party that came out of the
ballot as the first party in Izmir, while “the riglwving bloc has had a steady hold over
political power” throughout Turkey and “the elect® in general has displayed an
overbearing support for right-wing parties in therkish party system” in the same period.
(Tosun & Tosun, 2008, p.251) In the 2011 natiorettons, it was one of the only seven
cities where CHP emerged out of the ballot as fingt party. Extreme nationalist or
conservative parties had never been able to reedgtle support from the I1zmir electorate; it
was always the center-left or center-right partfet have been successful in the local and
national elections. (Tosun & Tosun, 2008) The vaepport inizmir for the pro-Kurdish
parties in 2002 and 2007 elections was 5.2 % foHBE in 2002 and 3.9% for DTP. It is
important to note that the voter support for theseies was especially concentrated in certain
guarters of the city in the Konak district.

In addition to its peculiar position in the polaicspectrum of Turkeyizmir is also
differentiated from other cities in Anatolia in nes of the relatively liberal life style of its
population and the secular social and cultural dfehe city. (Saraggu, 2010). In fact, the
expression ‘infidelizmir (Gavurizmir) is still a very well-known and widely used in
Today's Turkey, targeting the abovementioned charistics of theizmirli population and

urban life in the city.

On another note, as it has been explained in #nqrs sections of this chaptézmir

is one of the cities that have received a sigmnificeumber of Kurdish migrants from Eastern
and Southeastern Anatolia in the last few decables.emergence of socio-economically and
spatially segregated migrant communities is a velgvant phenomenon fézmir, too. Most

of the migrants who came to the city were depriekthe education and skills necessary to be
competitive in the job market. (Sarghm 2009). Limited economic opportunities and low
standards of living brought an obvious spatial aondio-economic separation between the
Kurdish migrants and the rest of the populatiorthia city. Kadifekale, which is one of the
neighborhoods sampled in this study, is one of fltemost examples of such isolated
neighborhoods inzmir and in fact, its population is made up of asmexclusively Kurdish

people.
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CHAPTER IV: METHODOLOGY

4.1 Descriptive Research

The present study is an example of descriptiveesuresearch. Descriptive research
involves gathering data that describe events ieraim answer questions about the opinions of
people about a particular topic and then organitasylates, depicts and presents the data
collection. (Glass & Hopkins, 1984) More speciflgaldescriptive studies aim to find out
“what is”; hence, observational and survey methadsfrequently used to collect descriptive
data. (Borg & Gall, 1989) Descriptive survey rasbauses formal instruments to study
preferences, attitudes, practices or interests sdraple. (Jacobs, 2005) The present study
falls under the category of a quantitative desm@psurvey research in terms of its aim, which
is to answer the question diVhat is the nature of social polarization alongrethlines in the
city of 1zmir between the Turks and Kurds who iivésolated neighborhoods and have very
infrequent contact with each other due to the djeece of their socio-economic levé|séhd
in terms of its method of data collection, sincentploys the use of surveys to accumulate
data about the Turks’ and the Kurds’' perceptionthef Kurdish conflict, and their attitudes
and prejudices about each other. This is not glaeatory research that seeks to discover a
causal relationship between different variablesibiyng inferential statistics. Rather, it strives
to display the current level of polarization alahg lines of ethnicity, which is nevertheless
crucial not only because it is a novel topic thad hot been studied extensively in the context
of Kurdish conflict in Turkey, but also becauséds potential to serve as a base for further
research that intends to develop and/or test hyseth

4.2 Survey Method

As it has been mentioned above, this study emgloysise of survey method. Survey
methods involve gathering information about theenir status of a specified characteristic of
a particular group or collectivity, and then repuyta summary of the findings, which include
data in quantitative form. (Thomas, 2003, p.40js & quantitative description, which ‘entails
surveys to obtain a common dataset on pre-sela@gdbles, and descriptive statistics to
summarize them’. (Sandelowski, 2000, p.336) Suresgarch is one of the most widely used
methods of data gathering in social sciences anceggarded appropriate especially for
research questions about self-reported beliefsu@dts and opinions. Its main advantage lies

in the fact that it allows the researcher to ‘samplany respondents who answer the same
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guestions and measure many variables’. (Neumar§,200876) Most of the questions on the
guestionnaire used in this study are closed-erfidext] response questions that are presented
in a 5-choice model and evaluated on a Likert sfral® 1 to 5. The fixed response question
form has several advantages that are particulatgvant for the nature and context of the
present study. These advantages are: (1) Theyemsielr and quicker for respondents to
answer”, which is important considering the highmier of questions on the survey;
(2)“respondents are more likely to answer abousisea topics”, which is an issue discussed
in the subsequent paragraph; (3)‘less articulatdess literate respondents are not at a
disadvantage”, which was especially the case #irtHividuals in the Kurdish neighborhood;

and finally, (4)“the answers are easier to codalyae and compare”. (Neuman, 2006, p.287)

The questionnaire used in this study included 4%ezlended questions and 40 of them
are evaluated on a Likert-scale from 1 to 5. Thiy question that had a different evaluation
scale was about the different perceptions of thedish Issue, and the respondents were
requested to give scores from O to 2 for five dédfe explanations of the conflict according to
their perceived level of importance. There were aeveral demographical questions that
asked the age, sex, education level, income lewgekethnic background of the respondents. In
addition, the survey included one open-ended curesti the last section which was on
prejudice and stereotyping. It asked the resposdenhame the first three words that came
up to their mind to characterize Kurds (Turks) arr#ishness (Turkishness). The whole list of

guestions can be seen in Appendix A.

Receiving honest answers can be a problematic issneerning the survey method
especially if the questions ask personal opiniom&aensitive topic. Respondents may feel
threatened about their presentation of the setf,faal uneasy, embarrassed or afraid to give
truthful answers. (Neuman, 2006) Hence, they majetneport or overreport their attitudes
and actions to be in accordance with social nornts generally accepted beliefs. People’s
tendency to present a positive image of their aetf to conform to social norms is called the
‘social desirability bias’. (Neuman, 2006, p.285)idkionally, in many contexts, political
views are considered to be private issues. Dueltggesentation concerns related with social
desirability bias, respondents may not want to adimir genuine beliefs or prejudices.
Nevertheless, face-to-face survey is the chosehadebecause it has the potential to obtain
highest response rates and permit asking relatieelyer questionnaires. (Neuman, 2006) In

order to overcome the social desirability bias amciease the honesty of respondents’
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answers, each respondent was assured of the artgrgintheir names or addresses and the
confidentiality of their answers in the beginningtiee questionnaire. Moreover, in many of
the cases in this study, the respondents requestdtiout the survey by themselves instead
of the researcher reading aloud the questions aa#ting their answers on paper. In such
situations, | accepted their requests and intexvemdy on certain questions that demanded

further instructions and answered their clarifioatquestions.

4.3 Sampling

In this study, the unit of analysis is individualgwever, it is important to note that
the arguments made in the analysis section aredb@sdhe general responses of the two
populations rather than individual insights, ancatis presented is the aggregate averages of
the individuals’ answers based on 66 surveys cdedua each neighborhood to present the
common perceptions and attitudes on the commuentgll The samples are drawn from two
different neighborhoods in the city of Izmir, arttky differ on a number of aspects. The
rationale for picking the city of Izmir as the cext of the city and the peculiarity of the two
neighborhoods, namely Maehir and Kadifekale, will be explained in the nesdction;
however, before discussing the features of the Eapupulation in depth, we will now focus

on the sampling procedure.
4.3.1. Sampling Procedure

In order to determine the number of individualst theeded to be surveyed, firstly the
voter populations (aged 18 or over) in each neigidad were obtained from the district civil
registration officesf{ce Niifus Miidiirlgii) and locally elected neighborhood heaatsilitay.
The sample size was then calculated by using thelsiformula that depends on the preset
levels of confidence interval and margin of errBoutio (2007) affirms that when the
outcome of interest is only a single statistic bé tpopulation, such as its mean or a
percentage, the confidence interval and marginr@ir énappen to be practical measurement
tools. In the present study, the analysis part is1f presenting the means and the
percentages of the respondents’ answers for eagstiqgn on the questionnaire, and hence,
using the measures of confidence interval and maofjierror is suitable. The confidence
interval is set to 90%, and margin of error to Orilother words, the results of this research

enable us to say thawvé are 90 percent certain that the views of thea/gopulations of
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Mavisehir and Kadifekale are no more than 10 percenfed#nt from what is found in this

research’ (Neuman, 2007)

In the next step of sampling, after identifying theighborhoods and calculating the
sample sizes, the number of apartments and flatsléivisehir) or houses (in Kadifekale) on
each street was calculated. This information waasinag@cquired from the neighborhood
“muhtarlik’s. This is the sampling frame of thisudy. After this point, a form of simple
random sampling, namely ‘systematic sampling’ wasduto determine the flats, and one
respondent from each house has been interviewedjultas were implemented in terms of
age, gender and educational level due to the emats of random sampling, and it was
postulated that average age, gender, educatiodahaonme levels of the respondents reflect
the general characteristics of the population agrch are more or less generalizable to the

actual levels.
4.3.1.1 Sample Sizes

As it is obtained from the neighborhood ‘muhtarficé, the population of Mayehir
is 13370, and the total number of registered vdtarshe 2010 referendum was 8562. When
we set the confidence interval to 90% and margiargdr to 0.1, then the needed sample size
based on the number of voter population was?8Wavisehir is a gated community that is
composed of 64 high-rise apartment blocks that@ughly identical in terms of price and the
socio-economic levels of their residents, and tle#ee5326 households in total. Because the
number of household members in each flat was irssdale, the randomization procedure had
to be carried out depending upon the number of éfmlgs. Consequently, in order to reach
to the sample size of 67, every™8ousehold out of 5326 on the sampling frame waseh
as the destination starting from the®38ne. When the occupants of the selected flats were

absent or refused to participate, one of their-dexir neighbors was interviewed.

In the district widely known as Kadifekale, there & adjacent neighborhoods, whose
inhabitants have similar income and education &eaeld live in comparable life conditions.
After having an interview with one of the ‘muhtacd’these neighborhoods, two of them, the
neighborhoods of Kadifekale aridnariye were chosen as the places of study where the
sample was drawn from, due to the fact that theseneighborhoods are the most crowded

ones and also are homogenously populated by HKurdiggrants. The population of

"2 (Frekans Research Field & Data Processing: FormuRstrieved from
http://www.frekans.com.tr/eng_formulas.htort 25 October 2010.
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Kadifekale neighborhood is 7326 and thatimfariye neighborhood is 4358. The aggregate
number of registered voters (which will be takenttses total number of adult population) in
these two neighborhoods is 6684. The relatively tmunber of registered voters considering
the overall population of the area can partiallyeplained by the high number of children
and young adult population in these neighborhoodiscording to a report prepared gmir
Chamber of Commercg¢/zmir Ticaret Odasi),25% of the population is composed of
youngsters between the ages of 0-14, while thi® riat approximately 30% irimariye.
Another factor can be the fact that there are naatuts who are not registered; however the
number of registered voters is the only reliableadhat can be obtained regarding the adult
population in the area, and hence is taken asakbis lwhen calculating the sample sien

the same level of confidence interval and margierodr used in Magehir are applied to the
neighborhoods of Kadifekale arithariye, the sample size needed equals 8. 84though
the local planning schemes of the two neighborhoodse obtained from the Konak
municipality, several houses on some of the strespecially in thdmariye neighborhood
were demolished as part of the “urban renewal ptojhat was going on in the area since
2007. Once again, the headmen (muhtar) of the bherood helped to reckon the number of
remaining households on each street, which addew @068 in both neighborhoods. After
generating the updated sampling frame and randoghizouseholds, the visits to the houses
were made in the company of the headmen (muhtateoheighborhoods, who were known
by all of the residents. The headmen introducedéikearcher to the respondents, which was
extremely helpful for overcoming the trust issual ancreased the response rate in these

neighborhoods to a great extent.

4.4 1zmir as a Case Study: Overview of the Neighieoods

This research is an example of a case study, ichwtiie two neighborhoods in the
city of Izmir are chosen as the cases. Flyvbje@P6} refers to a case study as the use of a
descriptive research approach to acquire an inkdepialysis of a particular group or
phenomenon. Walsham (1995) claims that the casly stuategy is suited to research of the
kind where the focus is on human interpretations attributed meanings. The data of the
present research are composed of the perceptichsattitudes of the residents of these

neighborhoods about the root causes and potewliaiens to the Kurdish issue, and about

" (Frekans Research Field & Data Processing: FormuRstrieved from
http://www.frekans.com.tr/eng_formulas.htor 18 January 2011.
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each other. The data analysis section includesethdts of the means of their answers in a
comparative manner in order to describe the divergeof the societal beliefs about the
conflict in these two very different sections ofetlsociety, and to display the social
polarization between the two communities by lookagheir will to interact in daily life and

to form social bonds.

In the next sections, the rationale for selecting two neighborhoods, namely
Mavisehir and Kadifekale, as the sites of this studyl Wi discussed, together with
descriptions of their general characteristics dmdsample populations that were drawn from
them.

4.4.1. Mavkehir as a Case

One of the neighborhoods chosen for this study asi§éhir. It is regarded as one of
the most luxurious and upper-class neighborhoodgriir. It is a gated community that is
relatively distant to the city center, and compiseulti-story housing estates and residences
with its own private security services. The genaatio-economic level of the Maehir
residents is quite high compared to the rest otttye A study conducted by Tosun & Tosun
(2008) with the aim of exploring whether any caateln exists between the income levels
and political party preferences of the peopldzmir, they found out that the square meter
median value in Mayehir was 2,400 TL in 2007, which was the highestha city. In
addition, they also reported that the ratio of Cifes in Mawgehir in the 2007 national
elections was also the highest fizmir, equaling to 71.3 percent. (Tosun & Tosun, £00
p.263) In the present study, the average incomihefsample population turned out to be
between 4501-6000 TL, and a clear majority of thgpondents (52 out of 66) were either

university graduates or had a higher degree.

Considering its spatially secluded location frora thst of the city and the presence of
nearby shopping malls and recreation / entertainroenters, Saracoglu (2009) claims that
the rich residents of Mashir can live on without having any interaction twthe Kurdish
population that reside in the slum areas of the. ciln the early exploratory stages of his
research, Saracoglu (2009) discloses that he thotgtould be possible to witness an
ethnicized form of an elitist anti-migrant discoairagainst the Kurdish migrants among the
people living in Mawehir, and thus, first chose this neighborhood a&sfitst site of his

interviews to analyze the sources of an anti-Kurdisscourse; however, only six of the thirty
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two interviewees he had spoken with revealed aagamist discourse against the Kurds. He
explains the less intense negative sentiments ant@sg ‘upper-class’ people by relating it
with the absence of contact with the Kurdish miggan their daily life due to the isolated life
spaces of the two communities from each other.a@@giu, 2009, p.27) Despite this
conclusion that he makes, Mavi®ehir is chosen a&s ajnthe sample neighborhoods of this
study because of the exact same reason he useslainehe absence of intense anti-Kurdish
beliefs: the lack of opportunity of contact withetKurdish population in the city due to the
divergence of income levels and absence of intérgediving spaces between the two
communities. Moreover, the number of Kurdish pedpi@g in Mavisehir is relatively low,

in fact, only one of the respondents (out of 66}his present study was of Kurdish ethnic
origin. The second neighborhood, Kadifekale, issemofor its opposite features in terms of
the socio-economic levels and in terms of its soh@whomogenous Kurdish population.

More will be said about this in the subsequentisect
4.4.2. Kadifekale as a Case

At the other end of the spectrum, the Kadifekakdridit is another example of a case
of spatial disintegration and socio-economic sectug relation to the rest of the city. As it
has been mentioned before, especially after the-1980s, the Kurdish people who
voluntarily or involuntarily migrated tézmir have concentrated in the peripheries of the ci
Saracgoglu (2010) claims that being a shantytownisheery closely located to the city center,
Kadifekale is one of the most striking examplessath spatial disintegration and socio-
economic marginalization of the Kurdish migrantghe city of 1zmir. Starting from the mid-
1980s and accelerating in the 1990s with the evaoptif the armed conflict in the heavily
Kurdish-populated provinces in the east, migraga@amed pace. Being a popular destination
for migrants, the low-income migrants have eithgittsquatter houses at the city peripheries
or started living in the deteriorating housing &to€ the inner areas of Izmir. (S6nmez, 2007,
p.327) During this time, there has been a largewfof Kurdish migrants to Kadifekale
especially from the province of Mardin. Indeed,hitis been stated that Kadifekale has
transformed into an exclusively Kurdish districa(&@lu, 2010), and is widely regarded as
“the little Mardin”. In fact, 49 out of 66 individals in the sample of this study were from
Mardin.

In relation with the abovementioned situation ofitsgd disintegration of Kadifekale,

the residents are also faced with social seclusi@hsocial marginalization. This is connected
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with the fact that the Kurdish migrants who camehie city especially after the 1980s could
find employment only in informal and temporary jobsncentrating on certain economic
sectors and they had to find their own unique stibsce strategies in the city. (Saracoglu,
2010, pp.75-78) For instance, as of 2005, in K&dite, only 9% of the employable adults
had a formal job, while almost half of the remagmeople were unemployed and the other
half was working in unstable and unsecured inforjolas with no social security. (Karayf,
2005; Saracgglu, 2008) Moreover, with its squatter houses #wommodate large families
with 10-15 members and with stuffed mussel-makingms*, Kadifekale is strikingly
differentiated from the middle-class neighborhotit surround it in terms of the daily life
practices of its residents. (Sarglrg 2010, p. 74)

Another factor that distinguishes the Kadifekalstritit from the rest of the city is the
noteworthy ratio of young adults within its poputet and the significantly high rate of
population growth. For instance, only 13% of Kaki#te's population, which approximately
equals to 30.000, is above the age of 50; and timeigd population growth rate is 10%.
(Karayigit, 2005, p.8) The low education level (which wik exemplified in the following
section), lack of information on birth control andntinuing migration from the east are the

foremost factors that account for the high popatatncrease rate.

Kadifekale is also an area where political actatrelated to the Kurdish cause and its
political movement are concentrated, due to itsogainrhomogenous Kurdish population and to
the similar social, economic and psychological éimals the Kurdish migrants share, all of
which provides a convenient opportunity for the rogluction and reinforcement of the
Kurdish identity and Kurdishness, as Safigo(2010) argues. As a matter of fact, this
argument is supported by the victory of the prod{sin political parties and candidates in the
both national and local elections, which is anoflaetor that distinguishes the neighborhood
from the rest of the city in terms of the differescof political identity and political
preferences. As an example of this, in the 20@bmnal elections, the pro-Kurdish political
party, namely the Democratic People’s Party (DEHA#)ich predominantly represented the
Kurdish electorate, obtained 64.2 % of the votethia Imariye neighborhood. (Tosun &

Tosun, 2008) As a personal anecdote that would sigmest the presence of an active

¥ stuffed mussel-selling (Midyecilik) is a popular source of informal employment for many people in Kadifekale.
In fact, | have witnessed many young boys with large trays and bags of mussels under their arm, going to the
city center on the public buses that operate between Konak (downtown) and Kadifekale. As | have chatted
with one of them, he informed me that his mother and his aunts prepare the stuffed mussels (midye dolma) in
their house.
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political life in support of the Kurdish cause imetneighborhood, while | was informing the
respondents about the confidentiality of their namaed answers, one of the participants

comforted me by saying:

“Well, not to worry, BDP (Peace and Democracy Partythe currently present pro-Kurdish
political party) comes here every week and ask® s$gn petitions; therefore, we are not going
to be afraid to give our names to you.”

When analyzing the relationship between spatiaintfigration of Kadifekale and
social exclusion of its residents from the restha city, Saragglu (2010) proposes that a
process of ethnicization takes place. Because tpilation of Kadifekale is composed
almost exclusively of Kurdish migrants and theimfiees, who live in significantly different
conditions in terms of education and income levefsployment opportunities and lifestyles,
this part of the city is perceived as a “stay-awaye” by the rest of thézmirli people.
Hence, an ethnicization of spatial disintegraticakes place for Kadifekale district.
(Saracgglu, 2010, p.5)

On another note, although it is not the subjechisf study, it should be mentioned that
the recent “Urban Renewal Project” that was ingiain 2006 by thdzmir Metropolitan
Municipality, which is still in effect, has led ta significant reduction in Kadifekale’s
population. Certain parts of the district were iifead as a “disaster prone area” under the
danger of landslide. The project encompasses thwliteon of 1968 households in the six
neighborhoods, and more than 1600 houses are ddmdli The housing stocks in this area
are expropriated and the people are given a chioiegher move to the housing units built by
TOK™ in another part of the city or accept the exp@sh money. This project has been
met with criticism and protest by the people of Kekhle and is prone to create a social
conflict between the Kadifekale residents and thumigipality, but it is beyond the scope of

the present study.
4.5 Limitations of the Study

Before proceeding to the analysis section, let st fmention some of the
methodological concerns about the research designdéscuss certain limitations on the

results that can be deduced from this study.

!> TOKi is the abbreviation for the “Housing Development Administration of Turkey”, which has the aim of sustaining the
housing needs of the population by producing mass housing units for low-income groups. (Mutlu, 2009)
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Sandelowski (2000) argues that one weakness ajuhetitative descriptive studies is
that because the researcher pre-selects the \ewitdt will be studied, there is a limit on
what can be learned about the individual meaningdgigipants give to events, and
individuals’ specific reasonings cannot be intetgdeby collecting data via surveys. While |
agree that in quantitative descriptive studies agthis one , the researcher sets the horizons
of the study by pre-determining the questions ta$lkeed and the variables to be analyzed,
there is a major advantage of employing the ussuofey method that cannot be discarded:
The use of surveys as a tool of gathering datauentjtative descriptive studies allows for
making a comparatively large-N study and enablesréisearcher to ask numerous questions
that could not have been possible in the case afpam-ended, in-depth interview structure.
Because the focus of this research is to deschbechanges in societal beliefs during an
ongoing conflict and to study social polarizatiatween the majority and the minority, it has
asocialfocus that inherently benefits from the relativielygge sample size in order to grasp a
snapshot of the general views of the populatica fimore accurate manner.

When conducting a case study, a key concern towsreaof is generalizability.
(Oliver, 2004, p.298) Generalizations cannot bdiaggo whole populations from case study
findings, in this case, from polarization betweée Turkish and Kurdish communities in
Izmir to social polarization along ethnic lines iecall Turkey. The sample populations of
this study are the inhabitants of two unique neaghbods in only a single city of Turkey, and
hence, it is true that the results cannot be géinedsto Turkey’s whole population. However,
such a goal would be too ambitious consideringlithéed time scope of the study and the
limited resources of the researcher. Nevertheldss,results of this study will make an
important contribution to the literature on chamgintergroup relations during an ongoing
conflict, which has not been studied extensivelthi context of Turkey’s Kurdish issue. It is
believed that the deteriorating relations and gngmgocial distance as a result of increased
ethnic awareness between the ordinary Turks and<kisrbecoming a burning question that
demands attention, as it can be seen from the reoafrontations especially in the western
provinces where Turks and Kurds live side by side.

Although | acknowledge that a longitudinal reseadelsign would have been a more
informative way for revealing the changing trendsthe perceptions of people over time,
again due to the limited time scope, this reseamerely strives to present a snapshot of the
current situation in a metropolitan city of Turkeyhere there is a significant Kurdish migrant

population. Despite its cross-sectional desigcait nevertheless be asserted that this study
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will provide valuable data which can be used ags $tep for further studies on a similar
topic in the future. In addition, because this isnaely topic, this study can be replicated in
other cities, which would allow making comparisarsd provide the first step for testing
hypotheses.
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CHAPTER 5: DATA ANALYSIS & DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS

This chapter is composed of two main sections with different objectives. In the first
section, a comparative analysis of the answerbefwo sample groups to the questions on
the views of Kurdish conflict and on various aspeat social polarization is presented. The

main aim of this section is:

» to illuminate the differences in their perceptiomisout the root causes and basic
understandings of the Kurdish conflict,

» to present their varying level of support for mitprights,

» to reveal the different levels of social tolerarafethe majority and minority and
display their preferred social distance from eaitieiQ

» to expose the intensity of their prejudices andestiypes of each “other” (i.e. as Turks
or Kurds).

The analyses are made on the group level and shtseare composed of the average scores
of the respondents in each sample group. The dwgral of this section is to offer a snapshot
of the present state of social polarization betwten Turks and the Kurds living in two

different and to a large extent, ethnically homagenneighborhoods of I1zmir.

After displaying the perceptions of the Turks ahd Kurds on the Kurdish conflict
and minority rights, and their different level afcgal tolerance, social distance and prejudice,
the second section focuses on the factors thatexlgin these differences. It aims to analyze
whether any correlations exist between these Jasgaband certain demographic
characteristics such as age, sex, education amanadevels. In other words, it intends to
evaluate statistically the strength of the relagibetween the variables of support for minority
rights, perceptions of the conflict, social distancsocial tolerance, prejudice and
demographics; and attempts to answer the questirtsas Are socially tolerant people less
prejudiced about Kurds (or Turks)®r “Is there a relation between perceiving the Kurdish
issue mainly as a terrorism problem and the leekarial distance one prefers between
Turks and Kurds? In order to find answers to such questions, eational analyses were

made for the responses of the participants in emighborhood separately to demonstrate
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which variables are in relation with each otherd ao what degree, for each group. Next,
another correlation analysis was applied on thgotoed data that included the answers of

both sample groups to display the influence of iettyn
5.1 Demographical Information on the Sample Populabns

Before proceeding to the analysis of the findinigs, us first present the specific
characteristics of the sample populations of thislys The determined sample size based on
the indicated confidence interval (90%) and margin error (0.1) was 67 for both
neighborhoods. Although 134 individuals were suedeyn total (67 individuals from each
neighborhood), two of these had to be omitted du¢hé following reason: Two of the
respondents who had requested to fill out the suovetheir own (rather than the researcher
reading the questions to them and recording theswars) had ceased to complete the
guestionnaire. One of these individuals was fronviehir, and as it was later noticed in the
data analysis phase of the study, he (or she) dlicorovide answers to the demographical
guestions. The other one from Kadifekale, asritdd out later, had skipped the questions on
two pages of the questionnaire (adding up to 1&ties), so both of these individuals had to
be taken out from the sample and their answers war®ved from the data. Under this

condition, the results are based on the answes8 ofspondents from each neighborhood.
5.1.1 Demographical Characteristics of Mawsehir Sample

The demographical questions asked in the questienireluded the age, education
level, income level, gender, birthplace and the m@m language spoken by family in the
house during childhood. As it can be seen from feidul, almost half of the respondents in
Mavisehir belonged to the age group 46-60, while theae age of the 66 individuals was
43.8. A clear majority of them were university guates or had higher degrees. The
distribution of education levels can be seen inufég5.2. None of the respondents were
illiterate or had elementary school degree as thighest level of education completed, while

41 of them had finished university and another fliem had a higher graduate degree.
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Age Distribution Highest Education N
| e
2,3% 5, 8% Completed school
m18-24 1,1%
MW High School
W 25-45
®46-60 m University
Boe0+
M Pesl-
Graduate
N=66 Avg. Age: 43.8
| Min: 20, Max: 67 N=66
Figure 5.1 : Age Distribution in Mavisehir Figure 5.2: Education Level in Mawehir

When we look at the income levels of the Maviir residents, we see that all of them
have monthly incomes that are higher than 1000 wWtile 25 of them earned 6001 TL or
more per month, constituting the most picked anseb®ice. Out of 66 individuals, 30 of
them were males and 36 of them were females. Alinai§tof them were born itemir, and
12 of them were born in other cities in the Aegé&aygion. The information about these

demographical characteristics of the sample cawvbkerved in Figures 5.3 and 5.4.

Income Levels m Less than 1000 Birthplace m izmir
I
0,0%
B 1000-2000TL W Othercities in
4,6% Aced )
egeen Region
m2001-3500TL m istanbul
W 3501-6000 W Arkara
M More than 4,6% m Other
6000
N=66 N=66
Figure 5.3: Income Level in Maviehir Figure 5.4: Birthplaces of Respondestin Mavisehir

As it can be seen from Figure 4, almost half of tesidents of Magehir in the
sample were born ifzmir, while a majority of them were from Aegean Ry including
fzmir, Manisa, Denizli, Aydin and Balikesir. Only dwof the respondents were from the
eastern parts of Turkey (1 Mardin and 1 Kahramagaghabut they were not of Kurdish
origin. Only 1 individual out of 66 identified hel§ as a “half-Kurdish and half-Turkish”, and
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answered both “Turkish and Kurdish” to the questadout the common language spoken by
her parents at home during childhood.

5.1.2 Demographical Characteristics of Kadifekale &mple

In accordance with the demographical informationvjated in the report ofzmir
Chamber of Commerce which points attention towandsmajority of the young population
in Kadifekale, the average age of the sample of #tudy is considerably younger than
Mavisehir. 15 of the respondents belonged to the agepgt8-24, while merely 17 out of 66
respondents were over the age of 45. The averagefdbe Kadifekale sample is 35, which is
9 years younger than the average age of the glavisample that was 43.8. The distribution

of individuals according to age groups is preseideigure 5.5.

Celik (2006, p.981) enunciates that in big citiegls asizmir, “the social and
economic gap between the Kurds and ‘the othersamecmore obvious, with the former
possessing fewer socioeconomic assets such asifihaapital and education, and less access
to social and economic resources.” Kadifekale igoad example of such deficiency of
resources and opportunities. For instance, neikaifekale neighborhood noimariye
neighborhood has an elementary school or a headthmenter within their borders, while
there is no high school in the overall districkafdifekale. Moreover, in the neighborhoods of
Imariye and Kadifekale, approximately 20% of thedests are illiterate, which is a ratio that
is much higher than the average of thatifonir in general, which is 3 percent. (Karg;i
2005)

When we compare the sample populations of thisystwe also see a striking
difference between the education levels of Kaditekad Mawehir residents, which is not at
odds with the statistics provided above. Out ofpé6ple surveyed in Kadifekale, 5 of them
have not had any school education, while 12 of ts&arted elementary school, but have not
finished it. Only 4 people are university graduaed 36 of them have either graduated from
middle school or had some unfinished high schoatation. The distribution of percentages

regarding the education levels of Kadifekale inkeatis can be seen below in Figure 5.6.
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2,3% 1,6% 5,8%
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elementary
W 25-45 M Elementary
school
w46 60 B Middleschool
W61+ M High school
m University
Avg. Age: 35.03 W Post-graduate
N=66 Min: 18, Max: 64 N=66 G, 0%
Figure 5.5: Age Distribution in Kadifekale Figure 5.6: Education Level in Kadifekale

There is also a substantial gap between the averageme levels of the two
neighborhoods sampled in this study. In Kadifek#te, monthly average income of almost
half of the respondents is between 501-800 TL, evhitne of the respondents in Mgaahir
had a monthly income that was less than 1000 TLrektively equal distribution of

participants exists in terms of gender: 37 of tteemale and 29 of them are female.

When looked at the birthplaces of the respondants, can see that the narfftigtle
Mardin” is quite appropriate for Kadifekale. Out of 66pesdents, 49 of them were born in
Mardin'® and 16 of them (which are usually young people) izanir as their places of birth.
The information regarding the level of income aminetowns of the sample population in
Kadifekale can be seen in Figures 5.7 and 5.8 ctispéy.

'® I fact, one of the respondents told that in 1994, almost half of their village - which he approximated to be
around 150 people - in Kiziltepe, Mardin had migrated to Kadifekale altogether.
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Income Level
3,5%

M Less than 200
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Wm201-500TL

m501-800TL

m301-1200TL

B Morethan
1200TL

Figure 5.7: Income Level in Kadifekale

It should be noted that all respondents in Kadifekadicated that they were of
Kurdish ethnic origin, and Kurdish (either Kurmaaji Zazaki) was included in the answers
of all of the respondents to the question “What wes mutual language spoken by your

family at home during your childhood?”. Hence, withhe scope of this study, they are all

N=66

Birthplace

2%

B Mardin
Wizmir

1 Other
(Duizce)

Figures.8: Birthplaces of Respondents in Kadifekale

considered as “Kurds”, and therefore, their answaeesevaluated aggregately.
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5.1.3 Comparison of Demographical CharacteristicsfdMiavisehir and Kadifekale

Samples

In order to provide an overview of the demographiclaaracteristics, Table 5.1
presents this information regarding the sample [atjuns of Mavsehir and Kadifekale in a

comparative manner below.

Sample Size 66 66

Average Age 43,8 35

Average Education University graduate Elementary School / Some
Middle School

Average Income 3501-6000 TL 501-800 TL

Gender Male=30, Female=36 Male=37, Female=29

Birthplace 31izmir, 5 Manisa, 4 49 Mardin, 16izmir, 1 Dizce

Istanbul, 4 Ankara, 4
Denizli, 12 Other, 1 Abroac

Table 1: Comparison of Demographical Characteristis

As it can be observed from the table above, theagecage, education and income
levels of the two sample groups are quite dispakéace, in the second section, while they
will be taken into consideration in the correlatemalyses made distinctively for each group,
in the final analysis where the data is composedhef answers of both groups, any

correlations with age, education or income shoeldynored.
5.2 Comparative Analyses
5.2.1 Perceptions of the Kurdish Issue

As Bar-Tal (2003) suggests, one of the foremosictothat creates a difference of
opinions among the parties during an intractabieflc is the reasons put forward for the

emergence and perpetuation of the conflict. Onene@fguestions in the survey aimed to find
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out whether such a clash of opinions about the ishrissue existed between Turks and
Kurds; and it was asked in the following form@lease indicate the importance of each of
the phrases | will read in terms of explaining theecurrence of the Kurdish Issue”and the
respondents were requested to give scores fromri@izating0=not important, 1=somewhat
important, and 2=very important They were also provided with an “other” choiaar, Which
they could name an additional reason that theyghbwas an important component for the
emergence of the Kurdish conflict. The fixed resgmrclauses that were already given
included:

a) Socio-economic underdevelopment problem afethien,
b) An issue of secessionism & terrorism,

c) An identity conflict caused by the denial otwxal rights,

d) Insufficient level of democracy in Turkey,

e ) A problem created by the manipulation of fongigwers,
f) Other (Please indicate)

The results of this question are presented in Eigu®. The blue columns indicate the
average scores that each explanation received fr@rMaviehir residents and the green
columns indicate those of Kadifekale residents.

Very important | 2 1 77 1.84
1.74 st 1.75
1.36 1.51
’ @ Mavisenir
Somewhat 1 0.9 0.96
important
.6
[ Kadifekale
Not important O | . .
Regional socio- Secessionism&  Denfal of cultural & Insufficentlevelof  Manipulationof
economic Terrorism identity rights democracy in foretgn povers
underdevelopment Turkey

Figure 5.9: Perceptions of the ‘Kurdish Issue’

When we look at the perceptions of the two comniesmibout the root causes of the
Kurdish conflict, we see an almost contrastingpietin the sense that the two most chosen
answers by the Kurdish residents of Kadifekale wieetwo choices that received the lowest
score in Mawehir sample.
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According to Kurdish respondents, the two explametithat received the highest
score among the proposed understandings and ros¢saf the Kurdish issue are the denial
of cultural rights by the state and the insuffi¢iezvel of democracy in Turkey. On the other
hand, these two explanations were the ones thaiveet the lowest score among the Turkish
respondents in Masehir. For them, the socio-economic underdeveloproétihe Southeast
region and the manipulation of foreign powers &eerain reasons for the occurrence of the
conflict. Figures 5.10 — 5.16 show the averageexand the distribution of answers given for
each of the explanations. Also, among the othesomes that were suggested include “the
incapability of the politicians and their self-irésted approaches”, “lack of education” and
“unsuccessful assimilation policies” by three diffiet Turkish individuals, and *“ultra-
nationalism”, “refusal to negotiate with the PKKha “intentional distortion of the recent

history” suggested by three different Kurdish indials.

a) Kurdish Issue as a Problem of Socio-Economic Undeedelopment of the
Southeast Region

o Avg=174 N
orpersons 1 g() ) - m \ery Important (2)
50
28 m Somewhat

40 Important (1)

30 Not Important (0)

20 14 14

11
B
O il
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.10: Kurdish Issue as a Regional Socio-Ecomic Underdevelopment Problem

As stated in the previous paragraph, socio-econoumderdevelopment of the
southeast region is perceived as one of the mogoriant factors for the occurrence of
Kurdish conflict by the Turks in Masehir. Out of 66 respondents, 52 of them claimed tha
this was a very important reason, while only 3ham believed that this was not an essential
factor. The average score it received from the Mahir residents was 1.74, while it was 1.36

for the Kadifekale residents. The socio-economickbeardness of the region received a
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# of persons

relatively high score from the Kurdish participgnts well. In addition to the Turkish
respondents, more than half of the Kurdish paicip also thought that this was a very

important element.

The strong approval of this choice among the Tuikimg in Izmir is not an
unpredictable result, considering the prevalentewstdnding which addresses the Kurdish
Issue primarily as a problem instigated by the eauin issues or poverty. (Aydinl, 2002) As
Celik & Blum (2007, p.66) assert, this approach hlgays been “favored by those within
Turkey, who, in an effort to defend the idea ofratary Turkish state, see the conflict as
stemming from underdevelopment, as opposed toeibsuies.” While many authors (Kici
& Winrow, 1997; Bsaikci, 1969; Barkey and Fuller, 1998) identify theckisivist or
inadequate government policies which impeded ecandevelopment in the predominantly
Kurdish-inhabited southeast as a source of thelicgrthe exclusive insistence on this factor
solely reduces the conflict to a single dimensind eefrains to address the ethnic or political

component of it.

Nevertheless, it should be noted that this is theice where Turkish and Kurdish
respondents showed greatest agreement, in the Serigbe difference between the average
scores it received from both samples are the laasdttheir sum is the highest compared to all

the other factors asked.

b) Kurdish Issue as an Act of Secessionism and Terran

39 40

B Very Important (2)

B Somewhat Important

(D

Not Important (0)

Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.11: Perception of Kurdish Issue as an Adif Secessionism and Terrorism
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Not surprisingly, most of the Kurds do not belietvat secessionism or terrorism
constitute a major component of the issue, as 408ewh (or 60 %) claim that it is not what the
Kurdish conflict is about. The greater agreementhis explanation comes from the Turks, as
39 of them (or approximately 60%) believe that hedish conflict is an issue of terrorism
and secessionism. Again, the greater Turkish stpothis claim is by no means surprising,
since until very recently, the official discoursktbe state had been to define the Kurdish
issue simply as an example of “separatist terrairesg the integrity of the Turkish state”. At
the same time, the fact that the Kurdish issue regained political and public attention
through the armed conflict between the PKK andTthekish army forces has also reinforced
this understanding in the eyes of the many peopls.Romano (2006, p.159) suggests, “if
there is one thing that every observer of the acnfbe they Turkish generals or Kurdish
peasants or western academics, it is that the PldKsicceeded in bringing the issue back to
the limelight of public discourse.” Hence, the tendy to associate the Kurdish conflict

directly with the PKK is a simplistic, but very comon approach.

It can be suggested that the difference in theoresgs of the Turkish and Kurdish
participants stems from their different perceptmithe PKK. Based on the explanations
provided above, it is hardly contestable that th&K Bs seen as a terrorist organization by
most of the Turks. However, for the very same reabat the Turks associate the Kurdish
issue with terrorism (which is that it gained atien through the acts of the PKK), many
Kurdish people do not perceive the PKK as a testaniganization, but as a body that makes
their demands and concerns heard through its actiora different question, the respondents
were asked of their views of the PKK in represeptihe Kurdish population in general.
Opposing to the initial expectations of the reskarcmost of the Kurds conformed to the
statementIn my opinion it is true that the PKK is an orgam@ation which represents all of
the Kurds”, and the average score of the Kurds to this questas considerably higher than
that of the Turks. The distribution of their anssvex displayed in Figure 5.12 below.
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Figure 5.12: Beliefs on whether PKK represents aKurds

As it can be seen, 48 of the Turkish respondentgavisehir disagreed or strongly
disagreed with the claim that the PKK representkitha Kurds. It is possible to claim that for
them, asking whether ‘they agreed that the PKKaspnted all the Kurds’ was somewhat
equivalent to asking whether ‘they believed all #&ish people supported terrorists’, and
hence, their average response was low. On the ouedl, in spite of their low score for
believing that the Kurdish issue is a terrorismbbem, the relatively high score of the
Kurdish respondents for agreeing to the representatf the PKK can be explained by the
different image of the PKK in their perceptionslliéu(1999) claims that the PKK was the
primary organization in Turkey that imbued a seab&urdish identity among the Kurds.
Similarly, Cornell (2001) suggests that the PKKeatpted to bolster its support among the
Kurdish people by toning down its Marxist-Leninidtetoric and instead, emphasizing
Kurdish nationalism as a counter-response to Tarkiationalism. Hence, the significant
agreement on the claim that “the PKK representsisisdpported generally by all the Kurds”
and the significant disagreement on the claim ‘tKatdish conflict is an act of terrorism and
secessionism” can be understood by the image of iRkKKe minds of the Kurdish people not
as a terrorist organization but as a body thatigea’a way for Kurds to become aware of
their separate identity and to make their demaedschby the “others”.
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c) Kurdish Issue as an ldentity Conflict caused by théDenial of Cultural Rights
by the State

# of persons G0 57
50 -
B Very Important (2)
40 37
20 B Somewhat
Inportant (1)
20 17
12 \
9 Not Important (0]
10 -
3
0 -
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.13: Perception of Kurdish Conflict as an dlentity Conflict

For the Kurdish people sampled in this study, tbeial of their cultural rights by the
state is one of the two most important root causfethe problem, while this is the least
important one for the Turkish respondents in Melir based on their average score. There is
a clear difference between the levels of emphasiswo communities place on the denial of
cultural rights of the Kurdish people. This is aganot a bedazzling result, and it can be
suggested that the causes of the significant dieagent on this issue go back to the early
years of the Republic. According to the first cansion of the Republic, all citizens are
defined as Turkish. The state initiated a sevesralstion campaign and took somewhat
extraordinary measures to deny the existence eparate Kurdish ethnicity to instill a sense
of loyalty to the new state and to reinforce Tunkidentity as the uniting force among the
people. For instance, various towns were renamdaat@ Turkish names and forbade the
public-speaking of Kurdish. (van Bruissen, 1992di & Ergin, 2010). The Kurds were not
subjected to any sort of ethnic discrimination gtcie public expression of their Kurdish
identity. Hence, in the official state discourséiet reflects the views of most of the Turks as
well, “the Turkish Kurds were never a minority witkrtain rights; they were Turks with full
rights.” (Fuller, 1999, p.227) The divergence ire thiews of the Turks and the Kurds
regarding the rights granted to the minorities ly $tate can be better understood with their
answer to another related question on the survéyerisked about whether they agreed with

the claim that“The state has granted equal rights to all citizensgardless of ethnic
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background”, the discrepancy in the results hints to the deifié perceptions of the Kurdish
Issue as well. The distribution of answers is diget in Figure 5.14. (The difference between

the results are significant at p<0.0&1)

ST aemam mgeier
35 @ Strongly Agree (5)
30 . .
)5 B Agree (4)
20 Neither agree nor
15 dizsagree (3)
10 m Disagree (2)
S ® Strongly Disagree (1)
0
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.14: The state has granted equal rights tall citizens regardless of ethnic background.

In a way that confirms Fuller's quotation statedbwady a majority of the Turks in
Mavisehir believe that the state has granted equalsrighTurks and Kurds, while only 13 of
them oppose to this a claim. It can be suggesedibst of the Turks in this sample either do
not consider Kurdish people as a different ethmimug, or that they expect the Kurds to
accept their ‘Turkish citizenship identity’ and ablan their ethnic identity and their demands
on separate cultural rights. On the other handoy9of 66 Kurdish people sampled in the
Kadifekale district believe that the state has rifisimated against them and has not granted
them equal rights, such as the right to receivecatiion or broadcast in mother language
(which they believe the Turks automatically hau@xon & Ergin (2010) suggest that after
Turkey became a candidate country for the EU in9199e parameters of the Kurdish issue
changed in a way that the human rights, politiogthts and cultural autonomy became the
emphasized topics. The PKK has also “toned dowsdfsaratist claims in favor of political
rights and cultural autonomy.” (Dixon & Ergin, 2019.1331) Muftuler-Bag¢ (1999, p.105)
also supports the idea that the Kurdish issuepiotracted social conflict with identity issues

at its core. The importance the Kurds place ord#h@al of their cultural rights as a source of

7 Student-t test (paired difference test) was used on SPSS to compare the answers of both groups. Any value
under p<0.05 was accepted significiant.
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Kurdish conflict show their adherence to the abswggested view, and also create one of the

major obstacles for having a mutual definition attte nature of the issue.

d) Insufficient Level of Democracy in Turkey as a soure of the Kurdish Issue

# of persons 70

50 B Very Imporlant (2)

38
40 B Somawhat Important (1)
30
Not Important (C)
20 13 15
10 - b—
0
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.15 : Perception of Kurdish Issue as a Denooatization Problem

The insufficiency of Turkey’s democratic leveldeen as the main root cause of the
Kurdish issue by the Kurds in Kadifekale. Celik 1) confirms this view that most Kurds, as
well as the international community, perceive thgue as a problem of representation. The
intensive re-emergence of the Kurdish issue inabefew decades is seen as a by-product of
Turkey’s own process of democratization, and itk laf capability to address the demands
that arise from it. However, based on the moderdtsV score this question and the previous
one about the denial of cultural rights receivexirfithe Turkish participants, it may be argued
that the relatively recent ethno-political mobitioa of the Kurdish people are perceived to
be instigated by the socio-economic deprivationtlod people in the region and the

manipulation of the foreign powers, which is showethe next graph below.
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e) Manipulation of Foreign Powers as a source of the #tdish Issue
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Figure 5.16: Perceptions on Manipulation of ForeigriPowers as a source of Kurdish issue

Along with regional socio-economic underdevelopméiné manipulation of foreign
powers is one of the two most supported sourcethefKurdish conflict according to the
Turkish sample in Mayehir. Out of 66, 53 of them thought that this wageay important
factor and only 3 of them did not think that thiasna major component for the occurrence of
the issue. In Kadifekale, a more even distribugaists in terms of perceived importance of
this choice among the sample population, althotngh was the second least picked choice
after secessionism and terrorism. The high levebwgiport for this choice can again be
explained by going back to the beginning yearsiefRepublic. The “Sevres Syndrome”, as it
is refereed to in the literature (Kggi & Carkaslu, 2003; Goégek, 2008), which proposes that
to prevent a strong, unitary nation state and agrfrent the Turkish nation is on the secret
agenda of the Western powers, is still a persigtiegne in the Turkish official narrative, and
has been an influential view that shapes the puginion. Aydinli (2002) also claims that a
large portion of the Turkish people is inclined gbare these concerns. In addition, the
allegations about several European countries telgsie PKK financially and harboring its
members and the conjectures about the United Staggstic assistance to the PKK camps in
Northern Iraq reinforced the already existing dsuabout the “real intentions” of Europe
over the Kurdish issue under the “mask of demazaioin”. While | will refrain from making

further comments about the legitimacy of thesentdaiwhich is a topic that is out of the
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scope of the current study, it has undoubtedlyffed this choice to be perceived as the most

important factor by the Turkish sample for theiatibn and perpetuation of the conflict.

All in all, when we make an overall comparison begw the answers of the Turkish
respondents in Masehir and the Kurdish respondents in Kadifekale,se@e that a serious
discrepancy exists between their views. In additionthe fact that there are significant
differences between the average scores the twopgrgive to each of the factors; more
importantly, their order of importance is almosaety opposite and even polarized. The two
most important factors for Kadifekale are the twadt important ones for the Msehir. And
the most influential factor suggested by the peaplslavisehir is one of the least important
ones for Kadifekale respondents. Celik (2010) ssggthat one of the main difficulties for
the path to resolution of the conflict lies in flaet that parties define the nature of the conflict
differently. In other words, we are at a point wehthe conflict can be described as a clash of
definitions, and this incompatibility is quite hauhbecause it creates an essential hindrance

that leads to the intractableness of the conflict.

5.2.2 Support for Minority Rights

In this section, | will describe the patterns dirét polarization over attitudes toward
minority rights. In his survey study, Evans operatilizes ethnic polarization as “the
difference between the positions taken by membeitbe ethnic majority and members of
ethnic minorities on issues concerning minorityhtsy” (Evans, 2002, p.659) Within the
scope of this study, the different level of suppgort minority rights is not regarded as the
only dimension of social polarization along ethhies; however it constitutes an important

aspect.

The questions on this part includeg) support for the right to receive education in
mother-languagey) perceptions on whether the state has granted eighs to all citizens
regardless of their ethnic backgrounjilyiews on Kurdish being offered as an elective ours
starting from elementary schoal) perceptions on whether the Kurds are demanding more
rights without fulfilling their responsibilities tthe state as citizens of this countysupport
for broadcasting in Kurdish. Answers to these daastare inter-correlated in the sense that
they indicate the same underlying attitudes towaidority rights. Three of these items

(Items a, c and e) are coded in a positive diractidigher score indicating higher pro-rights
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attitude — and two of them (Items b and e) are dowatively — lower score signaling lower

pro-rights orientation. The internal consistencyoamthese items was relatively high, with

the Cronbach-alpha value equaling .64. In thisisechowever, | will only present the mean

scores for each of these questions separatelyhassé five items will be manipulated into one

variable (which is named as the “support for mityorights”) for the correlation analysis in

the next section.

Table 2 shows the mean scordbeofesponses given by the sample

populations of Mawehir and Kadifekale for their support for minoritghts in a comparative

manner.

Descriptive Statistics: Comparison of Support for Mnority Rights between Mavisehir &
Kadifekale
(N=66 in both neighborhoods)

Education in
Mother-
Language

Neighborhood

Mavisehir

Sample Range

Mean (SD)

2.16(1.27)

Significance

P<0.001#®

Description

Do you believe everyone
should have the
opportunity to receive
education in their mother-
tongue?

Kadifekale

4.87(0.54)

(5=Definitely Yes; 4=Yes;
3=Maybe; 2=No;
1=Definitely No)

Kurdish as an
Elective
Course

Mauvisehit

1-5

3.1(1.5)

P<0.001*

Kurdish should be offere
as an elective language
course starting from
elementary school

Kadifekale

4.62 (0.95)

(5=Strongly Agree; 4=Agree
3=Maybe; 2=Disagree;
1=Strongly Disagree)

Broadcasting
in Kurdish

Mauvisehit

1-5

3.62(1.33

P<0.001*

| support the presence
channels that broadcast in
Kurdish

Kadifekale

4.8%(0.59)

(5= Strongly Agree;
4=Agree; 3=Maybe;
2=Disagree; 1= Strongly
Disagree)

Equal rights
granted to all
ethnic groups
by the state

Mavisehit

1-5 (high score
means less
support for
minority rights)

3.71(1,28

P<0.001*

State has granted eqt
rights to all citizens
regardless of ethnic
background

¥ In order to statistically compare the mean scores of the two groups (Mavisehir and Kadifekale), Student’s t-
test (Paired difference test) was used on SPSS. All values of majority/minority differences of means under
P<0.05 are accepted to be significant.
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Kadifekale

1.87(1.23)

(5= Strongly Agree;
4=Agree; 3=Maybe;
2=Disagree; 1= Strongly
Disagree)

Citizenship
duties &
demands of
minorities

Mauvisehit

1-5 (high score
means less
support for
minority rights)

3.71(1.29

P<0.001* | Kurds are demanding ext
rights from the state
without upholding to their

citizenship responsibilities

Kadifekale

1.45(0.88

(5= Strongly Agree;
4=Agree; 3=Maybe;
2=Disagree; 1= Strongly
Disagree

Table 2: Descriptive Statistics: Comparison of Supprt for Minority Rights between Mavi sehir

& Kadifekale

Unsurprisingly, in the responses to all of thesestjons, the Kurdish people have a

significantly more pro-minority rights attitude thalo the Turkish people. The variance in

their support for minority rights is a substantiabue, because despite the definitional

incompatibilities regarding their perceptions oé tKurdish issue, the acquisition of these

cultural rights may have opened a new door forc#ssation of violence in the Southeast and

created an opportunity for the de-escalation ofcibwflict. However, based on these results,

it may be suggested that the implementation ofetheforms will cause discontentment

among the Turkish people and become an exacerlatitgy for the group relations between

the two communities.

As it can be seen from the table above, the greaxésnt of disagreement is about the

right to receive education in mother-language. dis&ibution of the answers to this question

is displayed in Figure 5.17

70
. 61 ; N
60 - - - @ Strongly Agree (5)
S0 7 M Agree (4)
40 _
27 Neither Agree Nor
30 _ Disagree (3)
20 19 m Disagree (2
- 12
10 3 5 4 1 B Strongly Disagree (1)
. 0 O
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=13Z

Figure 5.17: In my opinion, everyone should have #right to receive education in their mother-

language.
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The absolute support of the respondents in Kadiéekar the right to receive
education in mother-language is encountered by clear disagreement of the Turkish
respondents in Masehir. The lack of support of the Turkish residerds be partially based
on the view that granting linguistic rights to asjfic ethnic group whose mother language is
not Turkish means the recognition of diverse idergj which may harm the unitary character
of the nation and lead to the disintegration of si@te (Oran, 2007). Wright and Bougie
(2007, p.158) argue that “language representslaarehlegitimate basis for group identity.”
The prohibition of it also forms a basis for theqa#ved institutional discrimination, and as
Evans and Need (2002) claim, when there is a dismgent between the majority and the
minority about the need for education in the domtrdanguage, the issue is prone to provide

a foundation for political mobilization among thénarity.

5.2.3 Social Tolerance & Social Distance

In this section, the analyses of the questionsta@ldo social tolerance and social
distance will be presented together, because witihi@ scope of this study, their
conceptualizations essentially rely on the samerd#teal foundation, which is social identity
theory and formation of in-group / out-group atiis. As mentioned in Chapter 2, the basic
premise of the social identity theory is that tlueial group memberships have a strong
influence on how individuals view themselves. (€hj& Turner, 1979) In other words,
humans define and evaluate themselves based osottial groups that they belong to;
however, this group identification inherently remsi an “other”, whom they compare or
contrast themselves with. (Turner, 1982) This doc#éegorization of “us” (the in-group)
versus “others” (the out-group) has an importaféatfon human behavior in the context of
intergroup relations, such as “the exaggeratiobetfveen-group differences, the attenuation
of within group differences, and out-group homogsrie (Weldon, 2006, p.332; Tajfel,
1978, 1981) They also help shape individuals’ wadds and often provide a base for

societal relations in every day human interact{gveeldon, 2006)

In terms of attitudes toward ethnic minorities, hirs study Weldon (2006) defines
tolerance at two levels: political tolerance andialotolerance. Political tolerance refers to the
legal institutional practices that are grantedh® éthnic minorities by the existing laws of the
state, such as freedoms of speech and associagowell as the right to vote and run for

political office. Social tolerance, on the othentarefers to the feelings about that expression
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— that is, an actual willingness to accept ethrifetnce and feelings toward “the right to
express cultural difference in the public sphere te acceptance of this by the majority in
daily life.” (Weldon, 2006, p.335) This study adepa similar understanding of social
tolerance and the questions determining one’s levebcial tolerance ask the respondents to

indicate their level of agreement with the follogiphrases:

(2) | would feel discontent if | heard someone on ttieet speaking in a different

language than my own.

(2) | would feel displeasure to see people from diffiérethnic backgrounds in the

shops | regularly go to.

3 | would feel discontent if the primary school teaclof my child was from a
different ethnic background.

(4) | would no longer vote for the political party lualy support if a new leader,

who was from a different ethnic background thanawy, was elected.

On the other hand, Bogardus (1947, p.306) descebeml distance as “the feeling
reactions of persons toward other persons” and taiam that social distance studies
“empirically measure people’s willingness to papate in social contacts of varying degrees
of closeness with individual members of diversaaagroups.” Similarly, in this study, social
distance is conceptualized as one’s willingnessnteract with a person from a different
ethnic background in daily life and form social dernwith him or her. Karakayali (2002,
p.538) suggests that “most groups have social rdistanorms that differentiate ‘us’ from
‘them’ and define the limits of who should be calesed as an insider and who an outsider”,
which supports our earlier claim that social disgnas well, is based on the social identity
theory and in-group / out-group formations. Theesiions on the survey that aim at
measuring the social distance level of respondaskswhether they would form personal
relationships of varying levels (such as friendshiparriage, son/daughter in-law,

neighborhood) with an individual from a differerihiic background.

In the light of the above mentioned explanationbe tdifference in the
conceptualizations of social tolerance and socisfadce in this study are based on the
following logic: Social tolerance asks individualsout their perceptions of the other “group”,

while social distance questions ask about thetwiiave interactions with the an “individual”
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belonging to that group. In other words, the soibdrance questions are designed to find out
the attitudes toward the other ethnic communityaagroup (i.e. how one reacts to the
expression of their group identity), which is drifat from the social distance questions which

inquire one’s preferences to form a social bondvaibh individual from the “other” ethnic
group.

After having applied ‘paired difference test’ onS&to compare the mean scores of
the answers of two groups to the questions on stmderance and social distance, all values
of majority/minority differences were found sige#int®. The questions for which the means
of the two groups differed most were the ones alieelings of discontent upon hearing a
different language (Kurdish or Turkish) on street adispleasure caused by their child’s
primary school teacher being from a different ethipi The results of these two questions on

social tolerance are displayed in Figures 5.18-5.19

#of persons | 7
61
60 B Strongly Agree (5)
50 A oran (/
mAgiee (4)
40
Neither agree nor

30 disagree (3)

18 m Disagree (2)
20 14" 1a gree (

11 ¢
10+ 3 m Strongly Disagiee (1)
o1 1
() F—
Mavisehir Kadifekale N=132

Figure 5.18:Feeling of discontent upon hearing a different langge than one’s own mother-

language on street

9 All values of majority/minority differences of means under p<0.05 are accepted to be significant.
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Figure 5.19:Displeasure caused by child’'s school teacher befirmm a different ethnic background

While both groups have a relatively low score iesth questions (indicating high social
tolerance), the difference between the two commnamifor both questions is still on a
significant level. In Mawehir 38 out of 66 (57 %) of the respondents sagg thiould not feel
any displeasure in case that the teacher of thdd was not Turkish, while this number is 55
(83 %) for Kurdish respondents in Kadifekale. Despine fact that the question was asked in
a hypothetical manner, it is quite likely that tieal-life experiences of this situation is more
common for Kurdish people. Hence, besides the &abd of the proposal that minorities
usually display higher social tolerance (see, for Mcintosh et al., 1995; Evans & Need,
2002), the strikingly high number of “disagreemeatiswers among the Kurds for both of the
guestions stated above may also be explained bydhen that the hypothetical situations

asked in the question are more frequently presgrthém in real-life.

As it has been suggested above, language is otteedbremost representations of
group identity, and forms a basis for the claimgudla distinct ethnicity. Out of the 16 people
in Mavisehir who answered that they would not be pleasdtht@ their children being taught
by a Kurdish teacher, two of them explained (alttoit was not requested) their rationale.
Both of them said that the reason they would nattv@aKurdish teacher for their children was
“not because they were being discriminatory agaitiet Kurds, it was simply because they
would not want their children to start talking liklhem’ and catch on the Kurdish accent of
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Turkish.” ?° (Female, 54, CanakkaleTheir explanation suggest that they did not peeei

themselves to be discriminatory, however it carclagned that this was a perfect example of

what Deitch et al. (2003) calls “everyday discriation”, which is the modern form of

discrimination as people now refrain from makingeudly discriminatory expressions and

behaviors due to social norms. (McConahay, 198@cbet al., 2003)

Additionally, Table 3 presents the descriptive istats for all social distance

guestions.

Descriptive Statistics: Comparison of Social Distace between Mawehir & Kadifekale

Question

(N=66 in both neighborhoods)

Neighborhood Sample Mean (SD)  Significan

Range

ce

Description

Next-door Neighbor

Mavisehir

1-5

3.40(1.09)

p<0.001*
21

Kadifekale

4,66(0.53)

Would you like to be next-dog
neighbors with a family that hg
a different ethnic backgroun
than you?

(5=Definitely Yes; 4=Yes;
3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)

=

1S

Close friend

Mavisehir

1-5

4(1.15

p<0.001*

Kadifekale

4.€(0.4)

Would you be close friends wi
a person from a differen
ethnicity than your own?
(5=Definitely Yes;

3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)

4=Yes|

It

Marriage

Mavisehir

1-5

3.07 (1.37)

p<0.001*

Kadifekale

4.E(0.91)

Would you marry a person fro
a different ethnic backgroun
than your own?

(5=Definitely Yes;
3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)

4=Yes|

Son/Daughter in-law

Mavisehir

2.77(1.17)

p<0.001*

Kadifekale

4.32 (1.04)

Would you like your child tg
marry a person from a differe
ethnic background than you?

(5=Definitely Yes;
3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)

4=Yes|

Nt

2 The Turkish translation: “Ben ayrimci bir insan oldugum igin ya da Kirtleri disladigim, hor gérdiglim igin
degil; sadece gocugumun onlar gibi konusmaya baslamasini, onlarin aksanini kapmasini istemedigimden béyle
diyorum.” (Yas: 54, Cinsiyet: Kadin)
! |n order to statistically compare the mean scores of the two groups (Mavisehir and Kadifekale), Student’s t-
test (Paired difference test) was used on SPSS. All values under P<0.05 are accepted to be significant.
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Child’s best friend Mavisehir | 1-5 3.1£(1.14) | p<0.001* | Would you like your child’s best
friend to be a person from |a
different ethnic background?

Kadifekale 4.€ (0.57) (5=Definitely Yes; 4=Yes;
3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)
Rent house Mavisehir | 1-5 3.3€(1.17) | p<0.001* | Would you rent your house to|a
family from a different ethnic
background?
Kadifekale 4.74(0.5) (5=Definitely Yes; 4=Yes;

3=Maybe; 2=No; 1=Definitely No)

Table 3: Descriptive Statistics: Comparison of Soal Distance between Mawehir & Kadifekale

Similar to the pattern observed in social toleraguaestions, the Kurdish minority in
Kadifekale answered more positively to all of theestions in this section. The results are
again evaluated by using a Likert-scale from 1,torbwhich a score of 5 indicated ‘definitely
yes’ and 1 indicated ‘definitely no’. For all of @hquestions, the average scores of the
Kadifekale respondents are well above 4 (indicatyes’), while those of the Mawehir
respondents are moderately above 3 (indicating beyexcept for the question “Would you
want your child to marry a person from a differettinic background?”. It is interesting that
this is the question that received the lowest sdoven both samples. In explaining the
differences in the average scores of the both sssnple can refer to identity theory, which
suggest that “more powerful groups will have negatevaluations of subordinate groups,
while producing ideological myths that inequalisyeither useful or nonexistent.” (Dixon &
Ergin, 2010, p.1333) Hence, if we regard the Takshe more powerful group with the logic
that they are the majority, the abovementionedrtheaght help explain the lower scores of
Turkish sample, which indicates that their preférsecial distance is greater than that of the

Kurdish minority.

Another explanation that can be suggested to ithatei why Turks do not wish to
form social bonds with Kurds is the low socio-ecoio status of the latter group. In his
ethnographic study, Saraggo (2010) proposes that the difficult socio-econoroonditions
the Kurdish migrants ifzmir had to endure is one of the factors for therg@nce of an anti-
Kurdish discourse among the middle-cldasirlis. As Rohan & Zanna (1996) claimed the
use of derogatory labels in reference to other ggoinfluences people’s attitudes and
behaviors toward those groups; and hence, the comiito of demeaning and pejorative
labels and the presence of an anti-Kurdish diseooray explain the low scores of Turks and

their reluctance to form social bonds with KurdesBd on this account, it is also expected
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that there will be a positive correlation betweka preferred social distance of an individual
and the level of prejudice he or she holds agahmestother group. This proposition will be
analyzed in the second section of this chapter)diuts examine the results of the questions

on prejudice and stereotyping between the two ettpraups.

5.2.4 Prejudice & Stereotyping

Teichman and Bar-Tal (2007) propose that when tieeam intractable conflict in the
social background, increased out-group derogatfauld be evident among both parties.
The ascription of negative stereotypes to membleosiisgroups and in fact, to the group as a
whole, is one form of change in attitudes that loanvitnessed commonly between the parties
in social conflicts.A set of traits is attributed to all members of taticular group, and
individuals belonging to this group are assumebletgimilar to each other — which is referred
to as theout-group homogeneity principléBrewer, 2001; Hewstone & Cairns, 2001, p.324)
In the case of Turkey, Sarago again (2008) describes the ethnicization of phcess of in-
group — out-group formations and claim that thedfshr migrants ifizmir are perceived as a
distinct and homogenous ethnic group and are e&dlathd discriminated through stereotypes
and stigmas. More concretely, in his study, hersefe ethnicization as “the recognition of the
migrants as ‘Kurdish’ and the articulation of thi€urdishness’ through some pejorative
labels.” (Saracglu, 2008, abstract)

This part of the survey employs the content-colgdbmethod (Sullivan et al., 1982:
chapter 2), and thus, not all respondents weredaiie same prejudice questions. In the
preceding section of the survey, which consistethefdemographic questions, the ethnicities
of the respondents were attempted to be identiiadthe following questionsa) Which
languages and/or dialects do you speaifAWhat was the language spoken mutually by your
parents at your home during childhdddased on their answers to these questions, the
respondents who were of Kurdish origin were aske@xpress their prejudices about the
Turks, while the Turkish people were requested emmlete a different part that was

composed of prejudicial claims about the Kurds.

In Table 4, the mean scores and the standard amsaif the questions asked to both

groups are displayed. However, because they werasi®d the same questions, it is not
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possible to apply a paired difference test to assdwether there is a significant discrepancy

between their average scores.

Table 4: Descriptive Statistics: Prejudice & Stereotyping abng Ethnic Lines

(N=66 in both neighborhoods)

[¢)

1

n

Ethnicity based on Mavisehit 1-5 3.53(1.18) | In Izmir, | can determine tr
physical characteristics| ethnicity of a person based on
& outlook his/her physical
characteristics and outlook.
Tendency to commita | Mavisehir 1-5 2.71(1.23; | In general, Kurds are mo
crime prone to commit a crime
Tendency to act Mauvisehir 1-5 3.0 (1.25) | In my opinion, Kurds are
violently more prone to act violently.
Impolite & ill- Mavisehir 1-5 2.8€ (1.27)| In general, Kurds are impolit
mannered and ill-mannered people.
Ignorant & uneducated| Mavisehir 1-5 3.41(1.09 | Kurds are generally ignora
and uneducated.
Rebellious & Mavisehir 1-5 3.25(1.23) | In my opinion, Kurds are a
dissatisfied highly unsatisfied and
rebellious group.
Over-expression of the|  Mavisehit 1-5 3.8€(1.08 | Kurds are ove-expressing th
victimization discourse victimization discourse.
More children for Mavisehit 1-5 3.27(1.35 | In my opinion, Kurds hav
political reasons many children due to politica
reasons.
Less trustworthy Mavisehit 1-5 3.0€(1.21 | Kurds are less trustwortt
than the Turks.
Earn money based on | Mauvisehit 1-5 2.67(1.14 | Kurds usually earn mone
illegal methods based on illegal methods.
Honor killings as a Mavisehir 1-5 2.94(1.19)| Honor killings are pertinent
“Kurdish” phenomena to Kurds and their culture
Questions (Kadifekale) Neighborhood Sample Range Mean (SD) Description
Ethnicity based on Kadifekale 1-5 3,21(1.43) | In I1zmir, | can determine the
physical characteristics ethnicity of a person based ¢
& outlook his/her physical
characteristics and outlook.
Ultra-nationalism Kadifekale 1-5 3.5€ (1.25) | Turks are generally ultra-
nationalists.
Discrimination Kadifekale 1-5 3.72(1.33) | Unlike Kurds, Turks are able

regarding state benefits

to benefit from all the
opportunities provided by the
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state

Perceptions of Kadifekale 1-5 3.8€(1.35] | Turks perceive themselves

superiority being superior to Kurds in al
aspects.

Having invalidated Kadifekale 1-5 4.0€ (1.24 | Despite their unfamiliarit

opinion regarding the with the realities of the

Kurdish issue Southeast, most Turks talk

about the Kurdish issue as if
they have extensive
knowledge about it.

Ignorance in terms of Kadifekale 1-5 3.17(1.29) | Compared to Kurds, most
the political issues Turks are more uninformed
have limited knowledge
regarding politics.

Prejudice in daily life Kadifekale 1-5 4.1€ (1.09)| In general, Turks are
substantially prejudiced
against the Kurds in daily

life.

Unwillingness to living | Kadifekale 1-5 3.44(1.36) | In my opinion, most of the

together Turks do not want to live
together with Kurds.

Effort for societal Kadifekale 1-5 4.1€ (1.19)| Turks do not show as much

peace effort as Kurds for the
actualization of societal
peace.

Exclusive ‘ownership’ Kadifekale 1-5 4.3€(1.06 | Turks act as if they are tl

of the country sole owners of this country i
which we are living together

Democratic values Kadifekale 1-5 3.7€(1.25 | In general, Turks do n

possess democratic values.

(5=Strongly Agree; 4=Agree; 3=Neither Agree nor Biree; 2=Disagree; 1=Strongly

Disagree)

The average scores of the Kurdish respondents Ifdhea prejudice questions are
around 3.5, while those of the Turkish respondamésaround 3. However, as it has been
mentioned previously, to make a comparison betwibese scores is not objective, because
the sets of prejudice questions asked to Turks Kurdis are entirely separate. Hence, it
would not be appropriate to reach a conclusion sashKurds are more prejudiced against
Turks than Turks are against Kurds.” The resultthisf section will nevertheless be useful for
the individual correlational analyses of the groupssee whether any relationship exists
between the level of prejudice one holds and therotariables in question. But before doing
this, let us first analyze some of the questionsare detail and suggest explanations for the
score they received.
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One of the questions that obtained a high averageeswas the one about the
perception of the Kurds as being ignorant and ucaigd.”> Out of 66 people, 39 of them
‘agreed’ or ‘strongly agreed’ to the claim that terds are ignorant and uneducated people.
As it can also be seen by the demographic charstitsrof the sample population of this
study and by many other reports on the socio-ecanasituation of the Kurds (seegidir,
2008; Karaygit, 2005), it is factually true that there is afdience between the overall
education levels of the Kurdish population and Tlkekish population in general. However,
the ‘ignorance’ asked in this question and its examslation in Turkishcahillik’ connotes
to an understanding that is broader than the lae&docation of the Kurdish people. It can be
suggested that it also signifies the Kurds’ allegebility to comply with the basic norms of
good manners and etiquette, and their distinctskij#es which do not conform to the modern
urban life. It may certainly be claimed that Kurdsider-education is one of the foremost
reasons that they rarely obtain good jobs or ssfakys integrate into the city. In this sense
Kurdish people inizmir are “conceived as lacking the cultural capitecessary for full
incorporation into city life”. (Saragtu, 2008, p.66) The roots of this perception ceaso de
linked with the higher levels of social distanceTairkish people toward Kurds, and this will
be analyzed in the correlational analyses madeemeéxt section of this chapter. On the other
hand, it is of course questionable that whetherinels’ ignorance is the sole cause of their
poverty, unemployment and ‘backwardness’, but mlbll, “ignorance” is one of the most
common labels associated with the identificatioiKofds and Kurdishness in urban space. In
fact, in the only open-ended question of the surwdyich asked the respondents to name the
first three words that came up to their mind torakterize Kurds or Kurdishness,25 out of
66 people (approximately 40%) included “ignoramttigance, uneducated, rude/rudeness,

backwardness, cultureless, and un-modern” in trewers?

An important point that requires further explanatis about the roots of the prejudices
and stereotypes of the Turkish peopleizmir. Saragglu (2008, p.133) suggest that such
pejorative labels and stereotypes stem from theydag life social relations which the
individuals can easily get a chance to ‘constrtedt and enrich’ these negative impressions

that they acquire through their own direct experé=n According to his theorization, these

2 The original question wording in Turkish as it appeared on the questionnaire was: “Kiirtler genel olarak cahil
ve egitimsiz insanlardir.”

23 The original question wording in Turkish was: “Genel olarak Tiirkleri (Kiirtleri) ve/veya Turkligi
(Kirtliigii) tanimlamak icin akliniza gelen ilk 3 kelime nedir? “

24 Turkish translations are: “cahil/cahillik, egitimsiz, kaba/kabalik, gerikalmislk, kiiltiirsiiz, ¢cagdis1.”
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relationships have been shaped by three struaiyrelmics on the national level, which are
(1) neoliberal economic policies of the state emlgcafter the 1980s, (2) conflict in the
Southeast region, and (3) migration of people ts¥fm metropoles. Furthermore, he argues
that these stereotypes have not been created leecdu® primordial sentiment that is
ingrained in the make-up of Turkish identity.” (8egzlu, 2008, p.233) In fact, the two
question$ on the survey of the present study (see Figur@)Stt attempted to indicate the
nationalist sentiments of the respondents accordingan ethnic understanding of
nationalism® received significantly low scores from the pagants in Mawehir. Based on
the results of these questions which support Sghaisoabovementioned explanation, it can
be suggested that it is not their belief aboutdigeriority of the Turks or Turkishness as a
rationale behind the generation of these pejordtels, but rather it is the unfavorable
contact conditior - such as unequal status or unsupportive normsastoms - that enable

the dissemination of such negative stereotypeleoKurds among the Turks.

25 The original question wording in Turkish as it appeared on the questionnaire was: (1) “Tiirk milletinin
neredeyse her konuda diger milletlerden iistiin olduguna inaniyorum.” (2) “Tirkiye’de Tiirk kimligi
disindaki kimliklerin 6viiniilecek pek az seyi oldugunu diisiiniiyorum.”

It should also be noted that these questions were asked only to the Turkish respondents in Mavisehir with
the concern that it would receive a negative reaction from the Kurdish respondents.

26 “Ethnic nationalism” refers to the conceptualization of nationalism that takes ‘common descent’ or ius
sanguinis as its basis. (Spencer & Wollman, 2003; Smith, 1991; Kellas, 1991) In this ethnocentric
understanding of nationalism, the nation is exclusive and closed, while citizenship is acquired by birth and
through blood. An ethnocentric approach to nationalism is prone to implying the superiority of one nation
or ethnic group over others. (Smith, 1993). In contrast with this approach, “civic nationalism” maintains
that “the nation should be composed of all -regardless of color, gender, language or ethnicity- who
subscribe to the nation’s political creed.” (Ignaieff, 1994, p.3)

27 See Chapter 2 of this thesis for an overview of the contact theory and favorable contact situations that
help building positive intergroup relations.
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Ethnocentric Understanding of Nationalism(for Mavisehir respondents)

# of persons 30

12
[a7a]

25 - . Strongly Agree (3)
20 H Agree (4)
15 +

Neither Agree nor
10 Disagiee (3)
W Disagiee (2)

m Strongly Disagree (1)

|
"In my opinion, Turkish  "In my opinion, thereis
nationig superior to other not much to be proud of
nations on almost every any identity other than the
aspect” Turkish identity.

N=66

Figure 5.20: Ethnocentric Understanding of Nationakm

As it can be derived from the graphs above, ethatmnalistic sentiments about the
superiority of the “Turkish” identity or “Turkishiss” are not very prevalent among the Turks
in Mavisehir. Hence, in support of Sarap@s arguments (2008), the relatively high
commonality of derogatory labels and negative stypmes about the Kurds are not
necessarily based on the manifestations of ulttexmalistic sentiments, but on the immediate
contact with and observations of Kurdish migramisthe everyday life of Turkish cities.
(Saracglu, 2008, p.76) In addition to this, the presentigtalso names the perceptions about
the intractableness of the Kurdish conflict, theentting violence and loss of lives as the
factors contributing to the increasingly negatiezqgeptions of the ordinary Turks and Kurds

among each other and the worsening intergroupicakat

When we look at the data on the prejudice and atygpes of the Kurdish respondents
toward the Turks, the question with the highest mealue is about the perception of the
exclusive ownership of the country. The wordindheff question was: “Turks act as if they are
the sole owners of this country in which we aréntivtogether.® Out of 66 people, 44 of
them ‘strongly agreed’, while another 9 of themré&ayl’, leading to an average of 4.3 for this

qguestion. This view may be emanating from the ggation that the Kurds believe they are

% The original version of the question in Turkish was: “Turkler beraber yasadigimiz bu tlkenin tek sahipleriymis
gibi davraniyorlar.” Although it does not refer to a specific action of the Turks, the question is nevertheless
believed to be important, because it hints to the general perception of multiplicity of actions, such as the
quotation in the next page suggests.
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discriminated against not only by the state bub &g the ordinary Turks. Confirmatively,
when | read this question, one of the responddtdsad that:

“Whenever there is a bad incident related with tKards, they [the Turks]
immediately unfurl a Turkish flag as an automat&action. What is the logic
behind this? Is it not my flag as well? | hung it oy balcony at my son’s
circumcision feast (stinnet giind) last summer; my neighbor did too when he
was sending his son to the military service. Wa'tlidang the flag of PKK, did
we? No! | don’'t understand this flag nationalismjs our flag, too; so why are
you using it against me? | am not happy with theegoment or the army, but it is

still my country.” (Male, 42, Mardin)

In Olczak and Pruitt's (1995) conflict escalationodel, they suggest that the
formation of distorted perceptions and dissemimatid simplified stereotypes between the
groups is a common change in intergroup relatiaming the second stage of their model,
which they name as “social polarization”. In thestfistage, during which conflict is not
ominously escalated, perceptions of the partiesraderately accurate (and not stereotyped
to a large extent), and the possibility of a hgattbmmunication between the parties is still
present. However, when conflict escalates to theors# level, with the emergence and
dissemination of prejudices and negative sterestypwitual trust and respect between the
parties decrease, the differences becomes exagdeeatd values of the in-group are
perceived to be superior, righteous and moral, evtlibse of the out-group seem inferior. If
the out-group’s difference is judged to be non-retime and inferior, devaluation,
discrimination and hostility are likely responsesvard the out-group. (Mummendey &
Wenzel, 1999) Moreover, in polarized societiesrdhe a tendency to break-off contact and
be unwilling to interact in daily life among thediniduals belonging to different groups.
(Evans & Need, 2002) Based on these accountshiteahypothesized that there will be a
negative correlation between the level of prejudine holds against an out-group and his/her
preferred social distance from the members, but socrelations will be analyzed in the next

section.
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5.3 Correlational Analyses

In this section, we will present two correlatiomles made for each sample group,
which show the relationship, and the strength aimdction of it, between the multiple
variables used in this study. After having dispkhythe different perspectives of the Turks
and the Kurds on the definitions of the Kurdistuessnd their varying levels of support for
minority rights, social distance and social toleenn the comparative analyses above, the
aim of the current section is to find out whethery ecorrelations exist between these
variables, which are all different dimensions otiab polarization. Moreover, we also
explore ‘if and ‘how’ certain demographical feagsr are related to the abovementioned
variables in both neighborhoods. Before proceedingthe correlation tables and the
discussion of the results, though, we will firstieav the conceptualizations of the variables.
Furthermore, some of them are constructed as merti- scales, composed of several
guestions on the survey, and for the sake of iataransistency, reliability tests were applied.

The results of those will also be presented befwecorrelation analyses.
5.3.1 Conceptualizations of the Variables
The variables used in the correlational analysss ar

1) Demographic variables,including age, gender, education level and inctewels of

the respondents.
2) Support for Minority Rights : composed of the inter-correlated questions of:
a. Support for the right to receive education in motla@guage

b. Perception on whether the state has granted edghisrto all citizens

regardless of their ethnic backgrouimegatively coded)

c. View on Kurdish being offered as an elective largguaourse starting from

elementary school

d. Perception on whether the Kurds are demanding mighgs from the state
without fulfilling their responsibilities to the ate as citizens of this country

(negatively coded)
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e. Support for broadcasting in Kurdish

3) Importance of national or ethnic identity for selfddentification.
The exact wording of the question on the questivanaas: “Being a Turk (Kurd) is

one of the most important components of my iderifity

4) Perception on the level of difference between theulture of the Turks and the
culture of the Kurds

The exact wording of the question on the questimanaas: “In my opinion, Turkish

culture and Kurdish culture are quite differennfreach other.*

5) Social Tolerance:In this study, social tolerance referred to thdimghess to accept
the public expression of different ethnic idenstiand there were four questions

comprising the social tolerance index. These were:

a. | would feel discontent if | heard someone on ttneet speaking in a different

language than my own

b. I would feel displeasure to see people from diffiérethnic backgrounds in the

shops | regularly go to

c. | would feel discontent if the primary school teaclof my child was from a
different ethnic background

d. 1 would no longer vote for the political party luadly support if a new leader,

who is from a different ethnic background than nmnowas elected.

6) Social Distance:Social distance is conceptualized as ‘the intentmmvoid social
contact and form social bonds with people from etght ethnic backgrounds in
different social life domains. The social distarindex includes 6 inter-correlated

guestions which are listed in Table 4.

» The original version of the question in Turkish was: “Turk (Kiirt) olmak, kimligimin en 6nemli pargalarindan
biridir.”

* The original version of the question in Turkish was: “Tlrklerin kiltirleri ile Klrtlerin kultlrleri birbirinden ¢ok
farkhidir.”
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7) Prejudice & Stereotypes: The scale for prejudice and stereotypes were aeate
separately for the Turkish and Kurdish sample, eaach scale was composed of 11

guestions, which are all listed in Table 5.

8) Perceptions of the Kurdish issueThis question presented 5 explanations for the
occurrence of the Kurdish issue in Turkey, and dskspondents to rate each of these

explanations based on their perceived importanice.ahswer choices included:
a. Socio-economic underdevelopment problem of the I8t region
b. A problem of terrorism and secessionism
c. An identity conflict caused by the denial of thdtaral rights of the minority
d. A problem caused by the insufficient level of demamy in Turkey

e. A problem caused by the manipulation of foreign posv

5.3.2 Assessing the reliability of the scales

As explained above, | created indices for 4 of ¢heariables; namely, support for
minority rights, social tolerance, social distarmcel prejudice/stereotypes. Cronbach’s alpha
tool was used to determine the internal consisteftlye scales and the average correlation of
items to measure the reliability of these indicBased on the correlations between the

different items, the following results were obtairfer each variable:

No. of Sample
Scale / Variable Name Items Size Cronbach a
Support for Minority Rights 5 132 .64
Social Tolerance 4 il .79
Social Distance 6 e .93
Prejudice & Stereotypes (asked to Turkish respondents) |11 66 .93
Prejudice & Stereotypes (asked to Kurdish respondents) |11 66 .89

Table 5: Cronbach's - alpha values for inter-item @rrelations
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Because all of the Cronbach’s alpha values areimwitin acceptable range for
reliability®’, from now on | will regard these indices as sing#iables in the correlation

analyses displayed below.

5.3.3 Correlation Tables of Mavgehir & Kadifekale

On the subsequent two pages, tables of correlatiatyses of all the variables will be
displayed for both Mayehir and Kadifekale samples. Next, in order to @nésa clearer
picture of the relationship between multiple valésh separate tables are made for the

correlating variables, followed by a discussiorttoa findings.

3 Although the Cronbach's alpha measure of internal consistency for the variable 'support for minority rights' is
slightly lower than the other four variables, it is still within an acceptable range considering the few number of
items and the relatively heterogeneous nature of its content.
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support Importance | Perception K.l. as K.l. as
for of ‘being a of socio- denial of K.I. as K.l. as
minority | Turk’in self- | different social social economic| K.l as cultural | insufficient foreign
Correlations sex age |education| income rights identification | cultures |tolerance| distance | prejudice | problem |terrorism| rights democracy | manipulation
sex 1 -0,145| 0,028 -,251(%*) 0,088 -0,165 ,262(*) -0,114 0,08 0,01 -0,173 0,115 | ,265(%*) 0,052 -0,087
age -0,145 1 0,014 -0,09 0,161 -0,056 0,017 0,081 0,058 0,159 0,02 -0,117 | -0,052 0 0,07
education 0,028 | 0,014 1 0,133 0,121 -,272(%) -0,17 0,084 -0,147 -0,11 ,429(**) | -,285(*) | -0,061 0,195 0,068
income ,251(*) | -0,09 0,133 1 0,163 -0,079 -0,102 0,031 0,07 0,066 0,078 -0,065 0,085 0,117 -0,101
support for -
minority rights 0,088 | 0,161 0,121 0,163 1 -,531(**) -0,157 |,655(**)|0,592(**)| -,477(**) | 0,152 | -,255(*) |,397(**) ,272(*) -0,11
Importance of
‘being a Turk’ in -
self-identification | -0,165 | -0,056 | -,272(*) | -0,079 |-,531(*%*) 1 0,087 ,355(**) | 0,389(**) | ,318(**) | -0,214 | ,294(*) | -,265(*) -0,163 0,23
different cultures |,262(*)| 0,017 -0,17 -0,102 -0,157 0,087 1 -,250(*) 10,322(**)| ,276(*) | -,258(*) | 0,164 -0,029 -0,179 -0,074
social tolerance | -0,114 | 0,081 0,084 0,031 ,655(**) | -,355(**) -,250(*) 1 -,738(**) | -,672(**) | 0,122 | -,245(*) | 0,229 0,059 -0,21
. ) ) -0,202 -0,145
social distance 0,08 | 0,058 | -0,147 0,07 0,592(**)| 0,389(**) | 0,322(**) |,738(**) 1 0,681(**) 0,237 -0,179 0,111
prejudice 0,01 | 0,159 -0,11 0,066 |-,477(**)| ,318(**) ,276(*) | ,672(**) | 0,681(**) 1 -0,04 ,293(*) | -0,118 -0,09 0,069
K.l. as socio- 20202 -
economic problem | -0,173 | 0,02 | ,429(**) | 0,078 0,152 -0,214 -,258(*) 0,122 ! -0,04 1 ,356(**)| 0,114 ,259(%*) -0,069
K.l. as terrorism 0,115 |-0,117 | -,285(*) | -0,065 -,255(%) ,294(*) 0,164 -,245(%*) 0,237 ,293(*) | ,356(**) 1 0,221 -0,075 -0,121
K.l. as denial of
cultural rights ,265(*) | -0,052 | -0,061 0,085 ,397(**) -,265(%*) -0,029 0,229 -0,179 -0,118 0,114 0,221 1 ,318(**) -,354(**)
K.l. as insufficient 0.145
democracy 0,052 0 0,195 0,117 ,272(*) -0,163 -0,179 0,059 0 -0,09 ,259(*) | -0,075 |,318(**) 1 -0,233
K.l. as foreign -
manipulation -0,087 | 0,07 0,068 -0,101 -0,11 0,23 -0,074 -0,21 0,111 0,069 -0,069 -0,121 |,354(*%*) -0,233 1

**p<0.01; *p<0.05 (two-tailed z tests).

Table 6 : Correlational Analysis of Mavisehir Data
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support | Importance | Perception K.l. as K.l. as
for of ‘being a of socio- denial of K.l. as K.l. as
minority | Turk’ in self- | different social social economic| K.l as cultural |insufficient foreign
Correlations sex age education | income rights |identification | cultures | tolerance | distance | prejudice| problem | terrorism | rights | democracy | manipulation
1 -0,084 -0,089 -0,158 0,055 0,049 -0,019 0,018 ,292(*) 0,008 0,022 ,310(*) 0,19 -0,125 -0,068
sex
-0,084 1 -,427(**)| -0,094 |,318(**) ,314(%) ,366(**) -0,097 -0,162 0,019 -0,093 | -,324(**)|,418(**) 0,15 -,324(*%)
age
-0,089 | -,427(**) 1 0,163 -0,173 -0,093 -,259(*) 0,113 -0,146 -0,083 0,097 0,144 | -,263(*) 0,143 0,13
education
-0,158 -0,094 0,163 1 -,248(%*) -0,114 -0,002 -0,002 -0,158 -0,101 -0,109 0,024 -0,194 -0,167 -0,071
income
support for 0,055 | ,318(**) -0,173 | -,248(*) 1 ,A12(*%*) 0,088 -0,07 -0,007 0,181 -0,09 -,250(*) | 0,188 | ,323(*%*) -0,157
minority rights
Importance of 014
‘being a Kurd’ in | 0,049 ,314(*) -0,093 -0,114 |,412(**) 1 0,152 0,098 ! ,254(*) | -0,132 | -,258(*) | ,244(*) | ,287(*) -,242(%)
self-identification
-0,019 | ,366(**) | -,259(*) | -0,002 0,088 0,152 1 -0,142 -0,03 0,205 -0,074 -0,137 | ,257(%*) -0,044 -0,152
different cultures
0,018 -0,097 0,113 -0,002 -0,07 0,098 -0,142 1 -0,386(**) | -0,114 0,064 -0,006 -0,037 0,038 ,327(*%*)
social tolerance
,292(*)| -0,162 -0,146 -0,158 | -0,007 -0,14 -0,03 -,386(**) 1 0,025 -0,022 0,138 -0,026 0,055 -0,148
social distance
0,008 0,019 -0,083 -0,101 0,181 ,254(*) 0,205 -0,114 0,025 1 -0,045 -0,171 0,047 0,013 -0,15
prejudice
K.l. as socio- 0,022 -0,093 0,097 -0,109 -0,09 -0,132 -0,074 0,064 -0,022 -0,045 1 ,373(**) | -0,071 -0,012 ,310(*)
economic problem
,310(%) | -,324(**) 0,144 0,024 |-,250(*) -,258(*) -0,137 -0,006 0,138 -0,171 | ,373(**) 1 -0,192 | -,285(%*) ,340(**)
K.l. as terrorism
K.l. as denial of 0,19 ,418(**) | -,263(*) | -0,194 0,188 ,244(*) ,257(*) -0,037 -0,026 0,047 -0,071 -0,192 1 0,217 -,253(%*)
cultural rights
K.l. as insufficient | -0,125 0,15 0,143 -0,167 |,323(**) ,287(%) -0,044 0,038 0,055 0,013 -0,012 | -,285(*) | 0,217 1 -0,085
democracy
K.l. as foreign -0,068 | -,324(**) 0,13 -0,071 | -0,157 -,242(*) -0,152 ,327(*%*) -0,148 -0,15 ,310(*) | ,340(**) | -,253(*) | -0,085 1

manipulation

**p<0.01; *p<0.05 (two-tailed z tests).

Table 7 : Correlational Analysis of Kadifekale Data
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5.3.3.1 Correlations of Support for Minority Rights, Social Tolerance, Social

Distance & Prejudice in Mavisehir

In the next four tables, partial correlation tabéee displayed for the variables of

support for minority rights, social tolerance, sbcdistance and prejudice separately in

Mauvisehir.
Mavisehir (+) correlations (-) correlations
Support for Minority Social Tolerance (,655)** Importance of national (ethnic
Rights identity) in self-identification (-,531)**
K.l. as an identity conflict & Social Distance (-,592)**
denial of cultural rights
(,397)**
K.l. as a problem of Prejudice (-,477)**
Insufficient democracy
K.l. as a terrorism problem (-,255)*
Table 8: Support for Minority Rights (Mavi sehir)
Mavisehir (+) correlations (-) correlations
Social Tolerance Support for Minority Rights | Importance of national (ethnic identity)
(,655)** in self-identification (-,355)**
Perception of different cultures (-,250)*
Social Distance (-,738)**
Prejudice (-,672)**
K.l. as a terrorism problem (-,245)*
Table 9: Social Tolerance (Mawehir)
(+) correlations (-) correlations
Social Distance Importance of national Support for Minority Rights (-,592)**
(ethnic) identity in self-
identification (,389)**
Perception of different Social tolerance (-,738)**
cultures (,322)**
Prejudice (,681)**
Table 10: Social Distance (Mawehir)
(+) correlations (-) correlations
Prejudice Importance of national Support for Minority Rights (-,477)**
(ethnic) identity in self-
identification (,318)**
Perception of different Social tolerance (-,672)**
cultures (,276)**
Social distance (,681)**
K.l. as a terrorism problem
(,293)*

Table 11: Prejudice (Maviehir)
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In analyzing Tables 8-11 — all of which concern Mahir sample - one of the first
observations that could be made is that none ofddraographical variables asked in the
survey (age, sex, income level and education lehaed)a significant correlation with support
for minority rights, social tolerance, social drsta or prejudice. This is somewhat
unexpected considering the existing literature tHamonstrated a positive relationship
between education and tolerance in the political @il liberties domain and in ethnic and
social relationgsee, for ex. Nunn, Crockett & Williams, 1978; Gege& Sheatsly, 1971;
Taylor & Greely, 1978)a negative correlation between age and sociatante(see, for ex.
Bahry, 1987; McClosky & Brill, 1983; Nunn, Crock&t Williams, 1978),and a negative
correlation between education and social distamoen fimmigrants.(see, for ex.Hello,
Scheepers & Sleegers, 2006)another recent study about the levels of antigish beliefs
in Turkey, however, Dixon & Ergin (2010) also foutttht education did not shape Turks’
beliefs about Kurds and their supposed positivaemative influence in Turkey. Alternative
explanations for this finding will be discussedeaftinking social tolerance with support for

minority rights in the next paragraph.

Going back to Weldon's (2006) conceptualization pulitical tolerance as the
bestowment of cultural identity rights (such as fleedom of speech and of association) to
the minorities by the existing laws of the states ipossible to regard the variable of ‘support
for minority rights’ as being equivalent to polaictolerance. When analyzing Table 9, we
again observe that education level is not a sicguifi predictor for social tolerance. In order to
provide an alternative viewpoint for the lack obabstantial correlation between education
and the two dimensions of tolerance, Jackman (12978) proposed that while the well-
educated may express tolerant views as a genengligle, they are not significantly more
tolerant on specific policy issues and may havaiaed through their educational experience
a sophisticated ideology of individualism that es@nts the interests of the dominant social
group or official ideology adopted by the statenigrly, Weil (1985, p.470) also argued that
“the impact of education on holding liberal valussweaker or even non-existent in non-

liberal democracies which did not have liberal-deratic reforms in earlier decades.”

Another noteworthy finding is the high level of sstency between social tolerance
and support of minority rights (which | will refdp as political tolerance based on the
explanations above). However, this relationshipledtue only for the Turkish respondents,

and no such relationship exists for the Kurdishpoaeslents.(see Table 10)A common
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finding in both sample groups is the negative datien between perceiving the Kurdish
issue as a terrorism problem and political toleeaiBuich a negative correlation is also present
for social tolerance in Magehir sample, too. In other words, those who belithat the
Kurdish issue can be described as a terrorism @nofaire more likely to have less political

and social tolerance.

In relation to the perceptions of the Kurdish issigea terrorism problem, another
guestion which asked about the perception of thasat showed a high negative correlation
with both social and political tolerance among therkish respondents. Although not
displayed in the table above, the question askegorelents to give scores to the following
statement‘Although it may not be expressed overtly, | beleethat people who are from a
different ethnic background want to divide Turkeynd establish their own countt$* This
guestion, which was about the perceived threahdounity of the country was significantly
negatively correlated with both political toleran¢@ronbach-alpha= -,540**) and social
tolerance (Cronbach-alpha= -,629**). This findirgyin accordance with the hypothesis that
fear of outgroups is an important predictor of latance. (Sullivan, Piereson and Marcus,
1982; Marcus et al. 1995).

As another finding based on Tables 6, 7, 8 andl @f(ahich display the responses of
Mavisehir sample), we see that the importance givenatomal identity (being a Turk) in
self-identification is significantly correlated wWitpolitical tolerance, social tolerance, social
distance and prejudice. For Turks in Mghir, the more importance they place on ‘being a
Turk’ in defining who they are, the less suppo#gytlare likely to show for minority rights, as
well as being less socially tolerant and more mliegpd toward minorities and preferring a
higher social distance from them. In a similar gtu@ibson & Gouws (2000) apply the ideas
of the in-group / out-group paradigm to tolerano®ag ethnic groups in South Africa. They
test and verify their hypotheses, which are “stramgroup positive identities create strong
out-group negative identities, which are in turnnmected to antipathy toward one’s
opponents, perceptions that those opponents aeat#éiming and ultimately, to political
intolerance.” (Gibson & Gouws, 2000, p.278) LikesyiSniderman et al. (2000) find that in-
group identities affect tolerance judgments towiarthigrants and ethnic minorities in Italy.
In a similar fashion, if we may assume that theantgnce given to ‘being a Turk’ for self-

identification purposes is an indicator of the nmsi¢y of in-group identity, then the results of

'The original question in Turkish was: “Tlrkiye’de farkli etnik kokenden olan insanlarin agikca belirtmeseler bile
Tirkiye’yi bolmek ve kendi tilkelerini kurmak istediklerine inaniyorum.”

109



this study are in parallel to the ones stated abiovine sense that a strong in-group identity is
negatively correlated with political and socialet@nce, and positively correlated with social

distance and prejudice levels.

Another variable that is significantly correlatedtiwsocial tolerance, social distance
and prejudice level is the perception about theedihce in the cultures of two communities.
An individual who believes that the culture of thaerks and the Kurds are very different from
each other is likely to have a lower level of sbéiderance, and higher levels of preferred
social distance and prejudice. Evans (2002) sugdkat the perceptions about the extent of
similarity between the two cultures is argued tdiply explain the extent of their attitudinal
polarization The rationale behind this is that ek of a historically shared culture provide
grounds for continued ethnic distinctiveness. (Ki€Kirch, 1995, Raun, 1991)

Furthermore, the existence of a strong positiveetation between social distance and
prejudice can also be explained by the definitibsaxial distance as it is suggested by Park
(1925), who claims that “social distance captuhesiiehavioral intention aspect of prejudice,
a reluctance to enter into social relationshipsvarfying degrees of intimacy with outgroup
members. Hence, in addition to the perceived difiee, if the outgroup’s difference is
judged to be non-normative and inferior, devaluatidiscrimination and hostility are likely
responses toward the outgroup (Mummendey & Werd#2£19) and the tendency to break off

contact increases.

5.3.3.2 Correlations of Support for Minority Rights, Social Tolerance, Social

Distance & Prejudice in Kadifekale

Kadifekale (+) correlations (-) correlations
Support for Minority Age (,318)** Income (-,248)*
Rights
Importance of national K.l. as a terrorism problem (-,250)*

(ethnic) identity in self-
identification (,412)**

K.l. as a problem of
insufficient democracy level
(,323)**

Table 12: Support for Minority Rights (Kadifekale)
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Kadifekale (+) correlations (-) correlations

Social Tolerance K.l. as a problem caused by Social distance (-,386)**
manipulation of foreign
powers (,327)*

Table 13: Social Tolerance (Kadifekale)

(+) correlations (-) correlations

Social Distance Sex (,292)** Social tolerance (-,386)**

Table 14: Social Distance (Kadifekale)

(+) correlations

Prejudice Importance of national
(ethnic) identity in self-
identification (,254)**

Table 15: Prejudice (Kadifekale)

Despite the multiple numbers of correlations betwdhe strength of in-group identity
and other variables in Mahir, when we look at the responses of the Kadigekample, we
see that the only variables correlated with ‘th@pamiance given to being a Kurd in self-
identity’ are support for minority rights and prdjce level.(see Table 10 & Table 1Bpor the
Kurdish respondents, a strong in-group identitynglethnic lines predicts a higher prejudice
level toward the Turks, and more support for mityorights. However, in this case, support
for minority rights should not be regarded as thaialent of political tolerance as it was in
the Maviehir case, because the term ‘political toleransesdmewhat conceptualized from a
majority perspective. In other words, the Kurds moethe ones to tolerate the bestowment of
minority rights; they are the ones who are demamntiiem. Hence, it cannot be claimed that a
correlation exists between the intensity of in-gradentity and political or social tolerance

for the Kurdish respondents.

Taking a different perspective may help clarify thignificant positive correlation
between the support for minority rights and the kasgs placed on ethnic identity in self-
identification. Based on the explanations aboutgiaeess of ethnic mobilization mentioned
in Chapter 2, a strong in-group identity is usualgveloped “...in response to a set of
situations which are perceived by the group to bspecial significance to its concerns and
indeed to its very existence.” (Drury, 1994, p.Hence, the salience of ethnic identities in

2 . . .
In the coding process, “Male” was coded as “0” and “Female” was coded as “1”. Hence, a positive correlation
between sex and social distance indicates that women in Kadifekale sample prefers more social distance.
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the minority population can be associated withrtipeirceived discrimination, which would

eventually lead to their mobilization along ethliies. (Gurr, 1994)

The significant correlation between the intensityiregroup identity and prejudice
observed for the Kurdish respondents can be exgdiy two factors. The first one is linked
with the postulation suggested by Livingston et(2004), which states that minority group
members’ intergroup attitudes are closely tied heirt perceptions of prejudice from the
majority group, and that exposure to prejudice frii@ majority group can instigate more
negative out-group attitudes and stronger sengegroup attachment.(Tropp, 2003; Tropp &
Pettigrew, 2005). When we consider the high levglarceived prejudice in daily life by the
Kurds from the Turks, which is seen by their resgEsnto one of the questions on the sutvey
we can suggest that the exposure to prejudice flmmmajority plays a reactionary role in
strengthening the in-group attachment and creatinggative out-group attitude in response.
Another factor that contributes to the high cotielabetween in-group identity and prejudice
may be stemming from the particular design of theesgjonnaire used in this study.
Admittedly, the set of prejudice questions asked the Kurdish respondents was
predominantly comprised of statements that hadipaliinclinations, as opposed to the set of
prejudice questions asked to the Turkish resposdaibut their prejudices on the Kurdish
people, which were mainly about different aspedissacial and cultural life. So, the
congruence between the strength of in-group ideatitd prejudice against Turks may have

originated from Kurds’ perceived discrimination aheir standpoints in the political sphere.

Finally, a strong correlation that is commonly atvable in the answers of both
sample groups is between social tolerance andlsdistance. As it was mentioned before,
both of these concepts rely on the same theordticadation, which is social identity theory.
However, their operationalization is different imetsense that social tolerance refers to the
acceptance of the public expression of ethnic diffees while social distance means the
willingness to come into interaction and form sbbiands with people of different ethnicities.
Therefore, social tolerance is a measure of a#gudward the group, while social distance is
a measure of attitudes toward an individual memifethat group. After clarifying this

connection and distinction, we can explain theelation between these two measures by the

*See Table 4 on page 93. One of the prejudice questions asked to the Kurdish respondents was to
agree/disagree to the claim that “In general, Turks are substantially prejudiced against Kurds in daily life.”,
which received a very high score (4.18 out of 5), indicating that Kurds believe that Turks are very prejudiced
against them and experience this prejudiced attitude and/or behavior in daily life.

112



phenomenon of “depersonalization”. When group mestbp is salient (e.g. during an
ongoing conflict), the individual tends to becormepérsonalized in the group. This is not a
loss of identity, but “a shift from personal to Edddentity”. (Hewstone & Cairns, 2001,
p.324) When the individual becomes depersonalinetieé group, then what affects the group
or the way the group is perceived as a whole asarplications for the individual. Hence, it
is not surprising that group perceptions and imterg relations have an influence on

interpersonal relations, as well.
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CHAPTER 6: CONCLUSION

The denial of the existence and expression of aragp Kurdish ethnic identity within
Turkey and the suppression of the ideas, peoplenamngments that react against this denial
is part of the harsh assimilationist state poliogtthas been present over the Republican
history of Turkey since its early years. (Sagdgp 2010) On the other hand, the sporadic
clashes between ordinary Turks and Kurds witnesstte western metropoles of Turkey and
the dissemination of an anti-Kurdish discourse agnaublic is a relatively new phenomenon.
One of the most crucial arguments that can be rabdat the Kurdish issue is that the nature
of the conflict, including the actors, the issuét® discourses of it are changing. While it
originated along the triangle of state-citizenshgtvs, and emanated as a terror problem
between the separatist PKK organization and th&’staecurity forces, nowadays it has
become an internal crisis that is pertinent to gbeiety as a whole, not exclusively to the

Kurdish population or the army forces.

In parallel to the dynamic course of the events\aribus forms the Kurdish issue has
taken over the years, there has been a plethostudies conducted on it, approaching the
issue from a political, cultural and economic pergjve, and focusing on its terrorism,
human rights and underdevelopment dimensions. i@emsg the increasing commonality of
the new incidents between the ordinary Turks andi&in big cities, and the increasing anti-
Kurdish sentiments, another potentially fruitfulpapach to the issue would be to analyze its
social-psychological reflections by focusing on tiegeriorating intergroup relations, which is
not a topic that has been studied extensively. fsgacglu 2008, Dixon & Ergin, 2010, and
Godelik, 2011 for exceptions) Instigated by thewcences of recent confrontations between
the Turkish community and the Kurdish migrants reered in the very beginning of this
thesis, the principal aim of this study was to cbuate to the narrowly researched dimension
of the Kurdish issue, which is its social-relatiblevel. More specifically, its precise goal was
to offer a snapshot of the ‘otherification’ processl its implications for intergroup relations

between the Turks and the Kurds from a social-psiptfical perspective.

As the armed conflict has been going on in Turl@ynfiore than two decades, Turkey
is experiencing a growing tendency toward ethnantdication within society. It has been

suggested that the unceasing violence in the sasthegion is heightening a sense of
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polarization throughout the country between thek¥uand the Kurds, and sudden new
awareness of who is a Turk and who is a Kurd igpdrang the debate. (Fuller, 1999) The
rise of ethnic awareness is important, becausedbonducive the development of potentially

explosive cleavages.

On top of the ongoing conflict in the backgroundhieh leads to the arousal of
nationalist sentiments in both communities, theics@conomic conditions the Kurds are
experiencing also leads to the emergence of a riesvdf discourse on Kurdishness. It has
also been suggested that the migration wave ipake 1980s period from the eastern parts of
the country to the metropolitan cities in the wlsks been an influential factor for the
deteriorating attitudes of the Turks toward the déuand Kurdishness in general, because of
the unfavorable socio-economic conditions the Kundsforced to experience in these cities.
The Kurdish neighborhoods are spatially disintegtarom the rest of the city, located in
slum areas, and most of the Kurdish migrants livingurban areas are able to find
employment only in informal sectors; which have @kated a situation conducive to the
emergence of derogatory prejudices and hostilenigeitoward them (such as intruders and
invaders of the city). Hence, another main aim e present study was tbescribe the
current level of social polarization between the rks and Kurds who live in somewhat
isolated neighborhoods in Izmirwhich is one of the metropolitan cities that hdneen a

popular destination for the Kurdish migrants.

In order to do this, we designed a survey whicluithed questions on the perceptions
of the definitions of the conflict, its potentiaésolution mechanisms, social tolerance and
social distance levels of the individuals and titerisity of prejudices and stereotypes of both
communities toward each other. This survey was iegppto 132 individuals in 2
neighborhoods in the city ofzmir. One of these was a high-income neighborhood
(Mavisehir), where there were many few Kurdish residelm<ontrast, the other one was a
very low-income neighborhood that was populated ogimexclusively by the Kurdish
migrants (Kadifekale). The surveys were administareNovember 2010 in Magehir and
February 2011 in Kadifekale.

The results display the divergence of the socieddiefs of both communities about
the root causes of the conflict, support for mityorights and the perception of state-
citizenship relations. To summarize the finding$jlev Kurdish people believe that Kurdish

issue is caused by the denial of their culturahtsgoy the state and the insufficient level of
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democracy in Turkey, Turkish respondents see tleeisas stemming from the socio-
economic underdevelopment of the Southeast regmihfom the manipulation of foreign
powers. In addition, the Turkish respondents hawtearly stronger tendency to regard the

Kurdish issue as a terrorism and secessionismemotian the Kurds.

The second part of the survey is composed of quresstihat inquire about the social
tolerance and the preferred social distance ofviddals toward their out-group, as well as
exploring the intensity of common prejudices aretextypes they have against each other.
While the Kurdish minority displayed significantiygher levels of social tolerance and lower
levels of social distance, when we look at thealatron analyses made in the second section,
the findings suggested that there is a strong lative between perceiving the Kurdish issue
as a terrorism problem and having less socialdalsx and preferring more social distance.
Moreover, a stronger in-group identity and natigstahttitudes predicted higher prejudice
levels for both sample groups, and higher socistiadice and lower social tolerance for the

Turkish sample.

Our findings support the existing research on #lation between in-group identity,
social tolerance and social distance, while thentrealict the literature about the effect of
education level on prejudice and social tolerand¢e observed that none of the
demographical features asked on the survey, suddasation level, age or income, had a

significant effect on the abovementioned variables.

Acknowledging its limitations in terms of represaiteness, this study is nevertheless
believed to provide important data which would p#we way for further research in the area
of social-psychological consequences of the Kurdistflict. The topic of social polarization
is not a phenomenon concerning only the city ofitzrand by replicating this study in
different cities would be a significant vantage mioior deducting some insights into the

general structure of Turkish society.

Another major venue to further develop this studguld be to design it as a
longitudinal study, which would allow observing wher there are changing trends in the
levels of attitudes and perceptions of both commtmesi

All in all, the extension of the Kurdish issue fraime military sphere to the social
sphere signals a more risky and troubling probléihncan be regrettably argued that a

ceasefire or an armistice on the battlefield otairramendments to the constitution and legal
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system may remain incapable to address the alreadsting negative attitudes and
stereotypes and contrasting societal beliefs. $polarization also puts a limit in the minds
of the people about potential ways to resolve i&flict. Hence, the need to have a mutual
commitment to reach a social consonance and aetheg is the first step that must be

realized immediately.
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Merhaba,

Benim adim Ekin Ok. Sabanci Universitesi Uyusmazlik Analizi ve C6ziimii programinda 2.
Sinif Master 6grencisiyim. Vaktiniz varsa, sizinle bir anket yapmak istiyorum. Bu anket,

benim master tezim i¢in yapti§im arastirmanin bir pargasi. Anketin amaci, Tirkiye'de farklh
etnik kokenden insanlarin birbirine karsi tutumlarini ve Kiirt sorunu hakkinda goériislerini
belirlemek. Sizi de Mavisehir bolgesinde ikamet eden insanlar arasindan bilgisayar yardimi ile

tamamen rastgele belirledim.

Eger bana yardimci olmayi1 kabul ederseniz, vereceginiz cevaplar higbir sekilde herhangi
bir kurum ya da sahis ile paylasilmayacaktir. Adiniz ya da adresiniz kesinlikle
kaydedilmeyecektir. Sadece anketin sonunda, arastirmam i¢in gerekli bazi istatistikler
toplamak adina yasinizi, egitim durumunuzu ve dogum yerinizi soracagim, bu bilgiler de

tamamen gizli tutulacaktir.

Yaklasik 15 dakikanizi alacak bu ankete katilip bilimsel bir calismanin parcasi olmay1

kabul ederseniz cok memnun olurum.
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Asagida size okuyacgim cumlelere ne oranda katilirsiniz? Lutfen 1'den % kadar
degerlendiriniz.

5= Kesinlikle katiliyorum

4= Katiliyorum

3= Ne katiliyor ne katiimiyorum
2= Katilmiyorum

1= Kesinlikle katilmiyorum

1) Kimi insanlar herkesin kendi ana dilinde egitim alabilme imkaninin olmasini savunuyor,
kimileri ise ayni lilke icinde yasayan herkesin iilkenin resmi dilinde egitim almasi
gerektigini diislinliyorlar. Siz herkesin ana dilinde egitim alabilme imkani olmasini

destekliyor musunuz?

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

2) Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Devleti tarafindan etnik kokene bakmaksizin tiim vatandaslara esit

haklar taninmistir.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

3) Bence ilkogretimden itibaren Kiirt¢e secmeli dil dersi olarak sunulmali.

PE— y D y S . SR Y N J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

4) Kiirtler devlete kars1 sorumluluklarini yerine getirmeden devletten daha fazla imkanlar

talep ediyorlar.
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PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

5) Tirkiye'de Kiirtce yayin yapan kanallar da olmasini destekliyorum.

PR y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

6) ‘Tirk olmak’ kimligimin en 6nemli par¢alarindan biridir.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

7) Kimi insanlar etnik kimliklerini 6ne ¢ikarmaktan vazgecip dnce Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti

vatandasi olduklarini kabul etmeliler.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

8) Bazi etnik kokenden insanlari terorist olarak gorenleri anlayabiliyorum.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

9) Farkl etnik kokenden gelen vatandaslar da tiim Tiirkler gibi Tiirkiye’'nin biitiinliigiine

saygl duyarlar.

PE— y D y S . SR Y N J—— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum
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10) Tiirkiye’de farkl etnik kdkenlerden olan insanlarin agikc¢a belirtmeseler bile Tiirkiye'yi

bolmek ve kendi iilkelerini kurmak istediklerine inaniyorum.

PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

11) PKK'nin tiim Kirtleri temsil eden bir 6rgiit olduguna inaniyorum.

PR y D y S . SR Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

12) Tiirk milletinin neredeyse her konuda diger milletlerden tistiin olduguna inaniyorum.

PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

13) Evlerin balkonlarinda Tiirk bayraklarin asildigini gérmek beni iyi hissettiriyor.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

14) Kiirt sorunun ¢dziimi icin Tiirkiye’nin milliyetci yont ile 6ne ¢ikan bir lidere / iktidar

partisine ihtiya¢ duydugunu diisiiniiyorum.

PE— y D y S . SR Y N J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

15) Bir Tiirk, farkh etnik kimliklerin yogun oldugu Giineydogu bolgesi gibi bir yerde rahatca
yasayabilir.
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PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

16) Farkl etnik kokenden olan bir insan, Tiirkiye'nin her yerinde rahatga yasayabilir.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

17) Izmir’e go¢ eden farkl etnik kékenden insanlarin sayisinin ¢oklugu beni rahatsiz ediyor.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

18) Farkl etnik kokenden insanlarin Izmir’e artan gociiniin Izmir’in tarihsel ve kiiltiirel

dokusunu bozdugunu diistiniiyorum.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

19) Kiirtlerin kiilttrleri ile Tiirklerin kiiltiirleri birbirinden ¢ok farkhdir.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

20) Tirkiye’'de Tiirk kimligi disindaki kimliklerin éviiniilecek pek az seyi oldugu

diisiiniiyorum.
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PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

21) Sokakta ytiriirken Kiirt¢ce konusan insanlar1 duymak beni rahatsiz eder.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

22) Kirtler ve kiiltiirleri, Tiirkiye’nin toplumsal ve kiiltiirel zenginliginin bir pargasidir.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

23) Sizce asagida okuyacagim agiklamalarin her biri, Kiirt meselesinin ortaya ¢cikmasinda ne

derece etkilidir?

(Liitfen her sikka 0 ile 2 arasinda puan veriniz - 0: Onemsiz, 1: Biraz 6nemli, 2: Cok 6nemli)

a. Bélgesel ekonomik ve kiiltiirel gerikalmislik sorunu

Eonn - 1-m-eee- 2--mmen >

b. Béliictiliik ve terérizm

Eonn - 1---eee- 2--mmen >

¢. Kiiltiirel haklarin inkarindan dogan bir kimlik ¢atismasi sorunu
Eoea 0 1---eee- 2--mnen >

d. Tiirkiye’deki demokrasinin yetersizligi

D Saeel /AR 1------ 2------- >

e. Dis giiclerin manipiilasyonu / kiskirtmasi sonucu dogan sorun
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f. Diger: (Liitfen belirtiniz):

Lutfen asagida okuyacgim sorulara ne kadar katildiginiza dair 1'den 5’e kadar puan

veriniz.

1: Kesinlikle hayir
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2: Hayir
3: Belki (Ne evet ne de hayir)
4: Evet

5: Kesinlikle evet

24) Etnik kokeni sizden farkli olan bir ailenin yakin komsunuz olmasina sicak bakar miydiniz?

S| 2 3 4 S

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

25) Etnik kokeni sizden farkli olan biri ile yakin arkadas olur muydunuz ?

< 1 2 3 4 5 >

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

26) Etnik kokeni sizden farkli biriyle evlenir miydiniz?

< 1 2 3

H

B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

27) Cocugunuzun farkli etnik kokenden olan biriyle evlenmesini ister miydiniz ?

S | 2 3 4 S

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

28) Cocugunuzun en yakin arkadasinin sizden farkl bir etnik kokenden olmasini ister

miydiniz ?
< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet
29) Evinizi etnik kokeni sizden farkli olan bir aileye kiralar miydiniz?
S y [ y — K S  A— S >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet
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30) Siirekli alisveris yaptiginiz diikkanlarda etnik kdkeni sizden farkli olan insanlar1 gérmek

sizi rahatsiz eder miydi ?

w
H

< 1 2 5 >

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

31) Cocugunuzun ilkokul 6gretmeninin etnik koken olarak sizden farkli olmasi sizi rahatsiz

eder miydi?

w
H

< 1 2

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

B>

32) Oy verdiginiz partinin genel bagkani sizden farkli bir etnik kokenden biri secilse yine de

destekler miydiniz?

w
H

< 1 2 5 >

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

33) izmir’'de etnik kékeni farkh bir vatandasi dis goriiniisiinden ve/veya fiziksel

ozelliklerinden taniyabilir misiniz?

w
H

< 1 2

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

B>

Demografik Sorular

-Yasiniz:
-Cinsiyet:
-Dogum Yeriniz:

-Hangi dil ve lehgeleri konusuyorsunuz? :
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-Kiiciikliigiiniizde evde ortak konusulan dil neydi?

-Aylik gelir durumunuz / Ailenizin aylik gelir durumu (Liitfen birini seciniz) :
*1000 TL ve asagisi

*1001-2000 TL aras1

*2001 - 3500 TL aras1

*3501 - 6000 TL aras1

*6001 TL ve yukarisi

-Egitim durumunuz (Liitfen birini seciniz) :
*QOkula gitmedim
*[lkokul’a basladim fakat bitirmedim
*[lkokul mezunu / Ortaokulu bitirmedim
*Ortaokul mezunu / Liseyi bitirmedim
*Lise mezunu / Universiteyi tamamlamadim
*Universite mezunu

*Yiiksek lisans / Doktora derecesi
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Genel olarak Kiirtleri ve /veya Kiirtliigii tanimlamak i¢in akliniza gelen ilk 3 kelime nedir ?

1. 2. 3.

A. Lutfen asagida okuyacggim cumlelere ne oranda katildginizi belirtiniz.
5: Kesinlikle katiliyorum
4: Katiliyorum
3: Ne katihyor ne katilmiyorum
2: Katilmiyorum

1: Kesinlikle katilmiyorum

34) Kirtler genel olarak suc islemeye daha yatkindir.

< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

35) Kiirtlerin siddete daha yatkin olduklarini diisiiniiyorum.
< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

36) Kirtler genel olarak gorgitisiiz ve kabadirlar.
< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

37) Kirtler genel olarak cahil ve egitimsiz insanlardir.
< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

38) Kiirtlerin oldukea tatminsiz ve isyankar bir grup olduklarini diisiiniiyorum.

DR | 2 3 4 B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet
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39) Kiirtlerin magduriyet sdylemini gereginden fazla benimsediklerini diisiiniiyorum.

DS | 2 3 4 B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

40) Kiirtlerin daha ¢ok cocuk yapmalarinin siyasi bir amaci oldugunu diistiniiyorum.

DI | 2 3 4 B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

41) Kirtlerin Tiirklere gére daha az giivenilir olduguna inaniyorum.

DS | 2 3 4 B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

42) Kiirtler genelde yasadisi yollardan para kazanirlar.

< 1 2 3 4 5 >

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

43) Namus cinayetleri genel olarak Kiirtler’e 6zgii bir kavramdir.

DI | 2 3 4 B>

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

44) Bati'da yasayan bir Kiirt, Glineydogu’da yasayan bir Kiirt'e gére daha kiiltiirlii ve

gorgulidiir.
< 1 2 3 4 5 >
Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet

45) Bati’da yasayan bir Kiirt, Glineydogu’da yasayan bir Kiirt'e gére daha az milliyetgidir.

< 1 2 3 4 5 >

Kesinlikle hayir Kesinlikle evet
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Genel olarak Tiirkleri ve/veya Tiirkliigli tanimlamak icin akliniza gelen ilk 3 kelime nedir ?

1. 2. 3.

A. Lutfen asagida okuyacggim cumlelere ne oranda katildginizi belirtiniz.
5: Kesinlikle katiliyorum
4: Katiliyorum
3: Ne katihyor ne katilmiyorum
2: Katilmiyorum

1: Kesinlikle katiimiyorum

34) Tiirkler genel olarak asir1t milliyetcidirler.

PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

35)Tiirkler, Kiirtler'in tersine, devletin sagladigi tiim imkanlardan yararlanabiliyorlar.

PR y D y S , S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

36) Tiirkler, kendilerini Kiirtler'den her yonden iistlin gériiyorlar.

PE— y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

37)Bircok Tiirk, Glineydogu gerceginden ¢ok uzak olmalarina ragmen Kiirt konusu hakkinda

bilgi sahibiymis gibi konusuyorlar.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

38) Tiirkler, siyasi konularda Kiirtlere kiyasla oldukga bilgisizler.
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PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

39) Genel olarak Tiirkler, giinliik yasamda Kiirtlere karsi oldukca 6nyargililar.

PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

40) Tiirklerin cogunlugunun Kiirtler ile beraber yasamak istedigine inanmiyorum.

PR y DR y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum
41) Gilineydogu’da yasayan bir Tiirk, Bati’'da yasayan bir Tiirk’e gére daha az milliyetcidir.

PR y D y S . S Y R J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum

42)Gilineydogu’da yasayan bir Tiirk, Bati’'da yasayan bir Tiirk’e gore Kiirtler’e karsi daha az

On yargilidir.

PR y D y S , S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

43) Tiirkler toplumsal barisin saglanmasi i¢in Kiirtler kadar ¢aba gostermiyorlar.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katillyorum

44) Tiirkler, beraber yasadigimiz bu tilkenin tek sahibiymisler gibi davraniyorlar.

PR y D y S S R S >

Kesinlikle katiimiyyorum Kesinlikle katilyyorum

45) Tirkler genel olarak demokratik degerlere sahip degiller.

PE— y D y S . SR Y N J— >

Kesinlikle katiimiyorum Kesinlikle katiliyorum
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