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This study is based upon a group of forced Kurdmgrants whose “social
exclusion” is generally suggested to have arriiehaextent in which the forced
migrants are both out of the labor market and goass politics. This thesis basically
suggests the opposite: the forced migrants fillreinks of the informal labor market
to a significant extent and, at the same time, ttugstitute the main actors of
grassroots politics within the urban slum. The “neWwan poverty” approach, on the
other hand, suggests that social exclusion hagartdo an extent that absolute
disconnection from economic, social and politida is at hand and that the risk of
“underclass” is imminent. Building upon a mainlyatjlative research conducted in
the district of Yenibosna, located in the borou§Bahcelievler in Istanbul, this
thesis criticizes this approach along mainly (boitexclusively) two lines. While
acknowledging the basic premises of the “new ugarerty” regime and the
inevitability of “social exclusion”, this thesis @s that the Kurdish migrants are not
really excluded from the labor market at all: mordess regularly employed within
the textile sector over long periods of time, thedish migrants form a forcibly
dispossessed or proletarianized population whicligies the lower ranks of the
urban informal labor market. In other words, exidagesults not from “absolute
disconnection” per se but from their “integratias cheap labor into the labor
market. Furthermore, their community has not disapgd; a total atomization has
not taken place. Their relationship with the stat®n the other hand, not to be
understood in a basic dichotomy of presence or, latker, it turns out to be more
ambiguous. Lastly, the Kurdish migrants, politigatiobilized to a large extent, turn

“class formation” rather than a “class deformatiahis thesis basically asks in the
last instance. The answer is affirmative. What isaand is a class in formation, a
significant portion of which is formed by the Kustiforced migrants whose
exclusion should not suggest that they are olt@htarket and politics at all. The
actors of grassroots politics have, after all,teditowards the Kurdish migrants.
Thus, if one is to speak of politics and clasm dirban slum or of informality or
policies against exclusion, this cannot overlookimderestimate the existence and
politics of the forced migrants, this thesis balycsuggests.



Bogazici Universitesi Atatlrklkeleri veinkilap Tarihi Enstitlisi’'nde Yuksek Lisans
derecesi icin Alp Kanzik tarafindan Haziran 201Qtelsliim edilen tezin 6zeti

Baslik: Yenibosna’nin Kurt Gé¢gmenleri: “Sosyal flanma”, Sinif ve Siyaset

Bu calsma, “sosyal dlanma”nin emek piyasasinin ve siyasetin tamamen
disina itmis oldugu varsayilan, zorunlu Kiirt gocu ilstanbul’a yerlgmis gocmenler
Uzerine kurulu. Bu tez bu varsayimin aksini onariyairt gogcmenler, kayitgr is
glcunin 6nemli bir kismini adtururken varglardaki yerel siyasetin en temel
ozneleri. Ote yandan, “yeni kent yoksglti yaklasimi sosyal ddlanmanin
ekonomik, sosyal ve siyasi hayattan keskin bir lkbpga evrildigini ve bir “alt sinif”’
olusumunun ihtimal dahilinde oldwnu éneriyoristanbul’da bulunan Bahgelievier
ilcesinin Yenibosna semtinde yapilan (daha coklikigel) bir argtirmadan yola
ctkan bu cabma, bu yaklgami iki temel argimanla (fakat bu iki argimanladida
olmadan) siniyor. Bu ¢ama, yeni yoksulluk rejiminin vaghini ve temel ilkelerinin
gecerliligini teslim edip Kurt gogmenlerinin emek piyasasidginda olmadiini
Oneriyor: az ¢ok dizenli bir bicimde ve uzun siréleyunca — daha ¢ok- tekstil
sektoriinde ¢ajan Kirt gocmenler kayitgli piyasasinin en alt kademelerini
dolduran, zorla mulkstzgrilmis ya da proleterkgnis bir kitleyi olusturuyorlar.
“Dislanma” ekonomik yapi ile gkisizlikten tiremekten ziyade ogkiden turtyor.
Gocmenlerin sosyalggari tamamen parcalanmagralmakla beraber, devlet ile
ili skileri bir ‘var / yok’ ikili gi icinde algilanacak kadar da basigidleSon olarak,
siyasi olarak oldukca hareketli olan bu Kirt goctegryerel siyasetin aktif 6zneleri.
Bu dnerilerin giginda, siniflarin cokmesinden veya kaybolmasindgada bir “sinif
olusumu” stirecinden bahsedebilir miyiz? Bu tez, belk@gmiolusturan bu soruya
gocmenlerin genel bir profilini sunarak olumlu panit veriyor. Vareglardaki
siyasetin ekseni bu sinifin 6nemli bir kisministlwan zorla gog ettirilngi Kdrtlere
kayms durumda. Eersehrin varglarinda siniftan, siyasetten, kaysttiktan veya
genel olarak “didanma kagiti politikalar’dan bahsedilecekse, bu Kirt gocneeim
varligini ve siyasetini yok sayarak veya kigimseyerekajdsemez.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

This thesis is based on a group of forced Kurdigjrants, whose “social exclusion”
is generally claimed to have arrived at a poinwimch they are completely out of the
labor market and politics. After all, a permanemiuperized “underclass”, of which
the forced Kurdish migrants will be a significamingponent, is seriously at hand, this
logic claims. This thesis falsifies this depictioin‘absolute social exclusion” by
treating class and politics as relevant analytiwals to understand the case of forced
migrants. Rather, this thesis will portray the dtede) “ordinariness” of the urban
poverty of the slum, Yenibosna, which forms theteahof this study, through a
group supposedly the most deprived and, thus, riheapy bearers of the new urban
poverty regime: displaced Kurdish migrants. Theggramts do not, indeed, turn out
to be totally “integrated”. Economically they ate,a large extent, integrated into the
informal economy, more or less regularly boundedheylocal textile workshops; in
other words, despite being vulnerable to the dyoarof the market, they are not
really “excluded” from it. Wage-labor remains ae ffrimary form of subsistence.
Their exclusion is, in fact, related to their “igtation” as cheap labor. These
migrants, furthermore, constitute an organizedastle population, engaged in
grassroots politics. Their relations with the state, indeed, scant — however not
only because of the state’s preferred exclusionséemingly because of the
migrants’ preference. Socially, they do not seeinaee formed a local and an

incoherent enclave; they have not really been kansan terms of social relations.



This thesis, thus, positions itself against theiagsion that social exclusion, under
the rubric of “new urban poverty”, has arrived d¢el that the forced migrants are
“totally disconnected” from the rest of the sogjetgainst the assumption that the
working poor, given their economic conditions, tleeir irregular informality, do not
really constitute a “class” but, rather, a permalyamemployed or casually
employed underclass; against the assumption teatrttan poor are isolated from
the local economy and politics.

The moral of the thesis is twofold: both “classtdpolitics” persist as
analytical tools for understanding the displaceddiah migrants. After all, the
Kurdish migrants have been forcibly dispossessemmgregate in the lower ranks of
the informal economy. One, thus, cannot speakassglinformality and politics
without taking the existence of the Kurds into adagation. More significantly,
these migrants, as members of an informal classtitote the most politically
mobile group within the urban slum.

Thus, what is at hand is not a “class deformatemsuch, i.e. the
disappearance of wage-labor and of grassrootsqgsolitit the opposite: “class
formation”. This is, of course, not to say thatcéas” only composed of the Kurdish
migrants is at hand.

This environment in which these migrants residajifesna, is, thus, not to
be analyzed within a simple dichotomy of “slum opk” / “slum of despair”. Not
confining itself within this dichotomy, it preseritself as a laboratory for examining
the intricate interplay between class, migratiod palitics. It is not really
deindustrialized; it is not a hyper-ghetto, its giaality is not “advanced”. Its
poverty does not totally belong to the “new povedgime”. Nevertheless, its

marginality is not a myth at all. This slum is auk of the ongoing process of



informalization. It does not have a chronic, commoemployment pattern yet (in
the case of the Kurdish migrants) and it bearsriaek of an endemic
informalization, mainly in the textile sector. Ither words, it is a bearer of informal
small-scale industrialization and proletarianizatagainst the powerful currents of
pervasive deindustrialization and “class deformdtia remarkable feature of
“advanced marginality”.

It has, indeed, been a common suggestion thatitrexal structuring” has
gone hand in hand with “deindustrialization”, tieerof “service society” and a
“new poverty regime”. While this thesis does natliyedeal with this suggestion,
what this neoliberal restructuring rhetoric ignoigshowever, that a counter-
dynamic is, also, at hand: proletarianization. Hisumption is echoed throughout
this thesis via the case of the Kurdish migrant§@fibosna, a group, one supposes,
that should be totally excluded in all aspectother words, “wage-labor”, though
transformed into a novel form, remains the primaurigsistence activity of this recent
group of Kurdish migrants. Total disconnection frima labor market is not in
question. Dispossession and subjugation to waga-ladve gone hand in hand. This
group of recent migrants, furthermore, does noluskeely fit into the category of
“new urban poor” or of the permanently unemployadderclass”. As suggested
below, the latter term is a fallacy in the firsapé. Rather, with their abrupt
integration into the local informal economy, thenstitute a major portion of the
“informal proletariat”. Social exclusion, after alurns out to be a matter of
inclusion. The ordinariness of Yenibosna, thuspb®es visible in this double
movement, in the existence of the rise of a nefeyimal labor-force with the
degradation of the old (formal) work patterns. Thhs thesis suggests that doing

justice to the Kurdish migrants’ class positiorthea than focusing merely on their



poverty, remains a major duty. After all, a sigreint component of this “invisible”
class is (and will be) formed by the Kurdish migga his significance, furthermore,
will not be merely a matter of quantity but of picial mobilization.

This thesis does not position itself merely witthie realm of economic
transformation or economic restructuring. It wiliggest that this economic
transformation, indeed, has electively affined witha process of “forced migration”,
the Kurdish expulsion during the 1990s, resultmghie dispossession and de-
ruralization of migrants. These migrants, howewaee, not really excluded from the
informal market, after all; they lack the formaladjfications and rewards, but they
turn out to be workers who are more or less regguanployed and who do not find
it hard to be occupied. In other words, they ategrated as “cheap labor”.
Furthermore, the fact that they are “informal” does$ conceal the fact that they are,
indeed, “connected” with the labor market and thay are members of a class in
formation.

In short, this thesis, situated in a peripheraghleorhood in Istanbul,
Yenibosna, builds upon the literature on “new urpawerty”, testing its premises
via the case of the displaced Kurds, particulafithe youth. The basic question is as
follows: has “social exclusion” or “new urban potyg&rarrived at a point in which
the forced Kurdish migrants are totally isolatezhirthe labor market and politics?
While acknowledging the existence of the multigedts of the Kurds’ exclusion,
the answer will be a clear-cut “no”.

This population has been materially dispossesseddopy the ranks of the
informal sector but, at the same time, they haweitve the main actors of urban
politics. Thus, both with their position within thegor market and their political

mobilization, they suggest the emergence of a nassavhich is as informal as it is



“mobile”. This “class”, of which the Kurdish migrform a significant portion,
resides, works and protests within the urban slum.

This slum, furthermore, is a bearer of the respfidifferent migratory
patterns, which might suffice to explain variouasd positions. It has its better-off
Turkish and Kurdish inhabitants and it also has#@dly-off Turkish and Kurdish
inhabitants. The “badly-off” Kurdish inhabitants, the members of a forced
migratory wave, are the main objects of this stadysuggested above. After all, the
materially dispossessed Kurdish migrants shouldhegrimary bearers of social
exclusion, common-sense and academic works sugdestthesis will not,
however, embark upon a mission of “taboo-breakidgknowledging most of the
assumptions regarding the urban poverty of Turkeyms at leveling the
“exclusion” of the Kurds by building upon two ax@$e former one is based upon
the Kurdish component of the informal labor foredtat is the relationship between
(informal) labor and the Kurdish migrants? Are thiggrants outside the labor
market? The latter one is based upon the politiciaaf the Kurds: are they isolated
from politics at all?

The conclusion of the story will be, thus, as falfo one could speak of a
“class formation” rather than a class deformatiothe emergence of permanent
economic exclusion in the case of the Kurdish nmtgaAfter all, they are “inside”
the market and, given a high political mobilizatitimese migrants fulfill the
requirements for the degree of “an informal workatass”.

This fulfillment is particularly significant. Afteall, the words “Kurds” and
“class” have been generally used within separateailes. The Kurds’ economic
position has been confined generally within thémeaf extreme poverty or

joblessness. On the other hand, class analysésgdbke Kurds merely as an ethnic



or an identity group, have not done justice towegght of the Kurds within the
informal working class. After all, their demandsmat pertain to the economic realm
and, being uneducated, traditional, informal anelgular workers, they form a
“lumpenproletariat” or a loose group of casual verek this logic ensues. This thesis,
in the last instance, is an attempt at criticizimg presumed discrepancy between
“class” and “the Kurdish issue” by moving upon therature on “social exclusion”.

If one is to speak of “class” or of “informalityne cannot bypass the existence of

the forced Kurdish migrants.

Methodology, Limitations and a Caution

This thesis is erected upon interviews with tendfslr migrants, conducted in the
neighborhood of Zafer, located in Yenibosna, Babgtdr. Zafer Mahallesi, as
suggested below, seems representative of theatlisfr¥ enibosna. The writer of this
thesis has been frequenting this district since7260e to his involvement with an
independent solidarity cooperative which gives atduy lessons for the university
and high school entrance exams to disadvantagddrgti

Almost no specific data on Yenibosna or on Zafeh®eesi exists
according to the municipality. Thus, some of tharjitative data such as voting
patterns had to be compiled manually. Furthermtbie|imited data acquired from
the municipality had to be generalized.

The qualitative research mainly (but not exclusiyglorked through the
snowball sampling method; an informant led to aent@nly two of the
interviewees were previously personally known ey dlathor of this thesis; despite

the risk of a biased sample, these migrants’ Saviere deemed representative. As



suggested above and below, the interviewees wereraiéy employed; however,
being Kurdish and having migrated from specificceladuring specific periods,
rather than merely being employed, were deployeditesia.

Questions regarding employment, unemployment, kaapolitical
involvement, social networks were asked to scregithe “exclusion” of the
migrants and their households. The qualilativeaegeaimed at depicting a general
profile of the forced migrants and their househoBkssides the qualitative research,
a modest quantitative research on the householdafef Mahallesi was randomly
conducted. Demographic information, employmentra@raployment patterns and
access to social aid were asked to 28 memberdfefatit households, which helped
to gain information about 99 individuals in total.

This thesis’s representativeness is, however,duhilt does not give a
general profile of the displaced or the Kurds ingyal. It cannot extrapolate on the
future of the relationship between informal econaang the Kurds while it can
surely suggest that the Kurds possess a signifigaigtht in the local informal
economy. The fact that most of the intervieweesateactually totally destitute
might suggest that this thesis does not really whitalthe poorest of the pdobut,
rather, deals with a group of working poor, chagdzed by quasi-regular informal
employment in the textile sector. This is due ® lthcality of Yenibosna. Thus, a
second limitation appears: the peripheral povettyemibosna is significantly
different from the inner-city poverty of other ase¥ enibosna does not possess the
popular stigmatization of, say, TarlabhaWork”, furthermore, has not really

disappeared in Yenibosna. It has never been aytbitadlustrialized” area in the first

! For the the employment patterns and subsisterategtes of the poorest of the urban poor in
Turkey, see Aye Busra Kavala and Gdar Keyder. February 2008. “Kent Nufusunun En Ydksu
Kesimininistihdam Yapisi ve Geginme Yontemleri.” Sosyal RaiForumu, [online]:
http://www.spf.boun.edu.tr/docs/kent_yoksullugu aiapdf [01 June 2010].



place, such as Babahcé. Thus, one has to keep in mind that the area istipre
resembles a peripheral working space, rather tHarsaken hell of jobless urban
poverty. It is, indeed, not an environment in whichrginality is “advanced” per se
but an environment in which social exclusion expessmanifestations of poverty,
which are not really new but which are, more osJéerdinary”. Thus, being
contextualized in a peripheral environment in whidlermal industrialization is on-
going, its results might differ from similar studien “inner-city poverty”. In other
words, the peripheral slum in which this thesisastextualized, Yenibosna, might
breed different manifestations (and degrees) oépg\and exclusion, for instance,
from Okmeydani, a slum to be “gentrified”, or frdyarbakir’s inner-city poverty,
which is generally referred to as the culminatibnian poverty and exclusion.
Furthermore, with regard to forced migration, tiiesis deals with a (relatively)
“fortunate” population of migrants, who had the wbato have arrived in Istanbul
during the 1990s and early 2000s. Thus, it canpedls upon “forced migration” in
general.

This thesis, furthermore, will not deal with thegdee of the Kurdification
of the informal labor force in numerical terms al wot really suggest that a “split
labor market” is at hand in Turkey or that soléig Kurds occupy the lower ranks of
the social hierarchy. It cannot do so methodoldlyi@though it suggests that the

Kurds occupy a significant weight within the infaeheconomy.

2 For the multiple manifestations of exclusion inf@hasl, see Bediz Yilmaz, “Far Away, So
Close: Social Exclusion and Spatial Relegatiomiraer-City Slum ofstanbul,” inPoverty and
Social Exclusion in the Slum Areas of Large CiiteSurkey eds. Fikret Adaman and glar Keyder
(European Commission, Employment, Social Affaird &gual Opportunities DG: 2006), pp. 26-41.
For the deindustrializion and dislocation ok&aahce, see Ag Alniagik, “After Deindustrialization,
In the Midst of Urban Transformation: The Case afabahce” (MA thesis, Bgazici University,
2008).

% For a study on poverty and forced migration inddhakir, see “Zorunlu Gog ve Etkileri:
Diyarbakir” (Ankara: UNDP Kalkinma Merkezi -gHim, Arastirma, Uygulama, Dagmanlik,

Uretim velsletme Kooperatifi, 2006).



Most importantly, a caution needs to be taken: tthesis will not claim that
“exclusion” is a myth after all. It is, indeed, awabf the inevitability of the
exclusion of the employed or unemployed poor imitalist economy.

Furthermore, the term “underclass”, with the heeegnotations it brings, is an
academic (and a political) “fallacy” in itself. At all, as Byrne notes, “[t|he
permanent underclass in postindustrial flexibleteéipm is generally speaking a
myth. What matters is the combination of low wagesecure employment, and
dependence on means-tested benefit supplememts iadomes. Poor work is the

big story in any flexible labour market.Thus, this thesis uses and criticizes the term
underclass to go against the tendency to divore&tirdish issue from a class-based
approach, i.e., to trap the issue within “extreraeguty” or absolute social exclusion.
After all, despite being an empirical and a thaoattfallacy, the term “underclass”
has been used to understand the exclusion of theigtumigrants.

This thesis will not, furthermore, suggest thatpler turn out to be petty
entrepreneurs who make well use of their resoutbastheir poverty is a highly
overrated phenomenon, and that they should béoléfiie mechanisms of the
“spontaneous order”. Indeed, the group which isstlitgect of this study is poor and
socially excluded in all aspects; rather, this gtwil suggest that this group’s
poverty should not make one overlook the fact thatgroup’s “social exclusion”
might not be so absolute at all and that this graifier all, might constitute a

“class”. Underrating the absoluteness of Kurds'l@sion should not mean that they

* For the “functionality of the poor” (whether asiadustrial reserve army or as a surplus
population), see David Byrn8ocial Exclusior{Berkshire: Open University Press, 2005), pp. 42-4

® Byrne,Social Exclusionp. 73.

® The term underclass, furthermore, overlooks tiseragtion that “class” is not an entity to be
relegated solely to the domain of “economics”. Tegiction of the politics of the migrants below
will illuminate this argument.



should be left alone from any (positive) interventand that they are actually doing
well by using “the resources of poverty” in thesfiplace. On the other hand, a
dynamic generally dismissed as unimportant or ogetit exists in the case of the
Kurds: politics. Thus, this thesis aims at assestia degree of “social exclusion” of
a migrant group supposedly to be the most soagityuded by utilizing mainly two
concepts: class and politics.

This group, it is generally suggested, is akinndunderclass®, almost
absolutely excluded in all aspects. What this thbasically goes against is this
assumption: it does so via focusing on two intatex realms — “class” and
“politics”. While “class deformation”, i.e. the dippearance of wage-labor and the
reign of deproletarianization, is generally accdptéthout reserve, this thesis offers
the possibility that a “class formation” might lvather, at hand — this class, a major
component of which will be formed by these migramt$l not be marked by its
poverty or pauperization but mainly with its abrugegration into the economy and

political mobilization.

The Distinction of the Kurdish Migrants

The wave of forced migration in the 1990s has dadphe informal sector with
cheap, insecure labor, resulting in the informaiaraor proletarianization of the
recent Kurdish migrants. In other words, this pescef “informalization” went hand
in hand with the (mainly forced) material dispossas of the Kurds; however, the
Kurds have not been the single bearer of theserialgbeocesses at all. They do not
carry the weight of the world all alone, either. YAgkseker suggests, the recent

migratory waves were caused not only by the arnoedict: “high levels of net
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migration took place not only out of ... [the conflinduced region], but also from
the Black Sea and Central Anatolia regions duriregsecond half of the 20005.”
Furthermore, the “existing neoliberal policies irapall rural regions of the country
and not just the east and the southehafter all, “dispossession from land has
affected a higher degree of proletarianizationD® [internally displaced persons]
households and recent rural to urban migrants coedga previous waves of rural
migrants, necessitating a fuller degree of deperelen markets” whether migration
was a result of neoliberal de-agrarianization ocdd migration or botRIn other
words, while the degree of exclusion is, indeediatéde, this research will not
suggest that the economic exclusion of the Kurdigirants is absolute or quite
distinct, after all. These migrants are, after‘aésired” and integrated as cheap
labor. The matter at hand is not a matter of “erzgoblessness” or “the permanent
underclass” but of poor work and informality.

Though this thesis cannot deal with numbers bytinglaethnicity with the
labor force through a numerical map, the Kurdidlotdorce seems representative
with regard to the composition of the local infotraeonomy and, in this respect,
seems not quite distinct with their economic positiA significant portion of the
informal economy is, indeed, “Kurdified”. Howevéine migrants’ distinctiveness
does not really lie in their weight in the econoasya different ethnonational group
but in their unprecedented political mobilizatisagardless of its content) which is

not characteristic of either previous migrants thieo components of the informal

" Deniz Yiikseker, “Neoliberal Restructuring and @béixclusion in Turkey,” ifTurkish
Economy in the Post-Crisis Era: the New Phase @-Nberal Restructuring and Integration to the
Global Economyeds. Ziya Oniand FikretSenses (Oxford: Routledge, 2009), p. 268.

8 Ibid., p. 268.

° Ibid., pp. 266-267.
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workforce and which one does not expect to see Booh an “excluded” group.
This mobilization, in fact, might be a significaactor in fighting various forms of
exclusion. In other words, the Kurdish migrantsndbd turn out to be passive victims
of exclusion.

Despite the structural rigidity; these migrants are not detached from
“politics”. Rather, they are the main actors ofamtpolitics. Although one cannot
speak of “urban politics” in its common usage, @kactions motivated by economic
hardships, this does not make the migrants’ palitction insignificant. This study,
however, will not deal with the expression or fotima of a “Kurdish identity*";
rather, it defines political mobilization in gener@ngagement in grassroots politics
being a constituent part of it. This conceptual@athelps us to understand the
political “exclusion” of the Kurdish migrants. The&urdish migrants’ isolation

from the state, furthermore, is ambiguous.

Possible Contributions and the Organization offthesis

What could this study’s contribution be? While semzing the “exclusion” and

“integration” of Kurdish migrants, it gives a difnt glimpse of the internally

displaced: this group is not merely a congregatiotine poor or the unemployed.

19 After all, “social exclusion” is mainly a structlrprocess, i.e. related to the state’s policies
and economic adjustments, as suggested below. dhéiration of the Kurdish migrants, thus,
pertains to an “agency”.

1 This thesis will not claim that forced migrationtamatically makes one “political”, while
the opposite might be true in the first place. ©oeld speculate that the Kurdish migrants have
transferred their politicization to the urban slurfike investigation of the relationship between
politicization and migration, however, extends sieepe of this research. As Celik claims: “ethnicity
can be the extension of historically determined pelations or can be constructed by contemporary
group interactions ... This is not to argue that Ksindnigrants were devoid of ethnic consciousness
in their villages or that it revitalized once irethity. Rather, the claim is that one should lobthes
as a process, which has a beginning in the plaocggih and continues in the place of destinatigm”
150). See Aye Betul Celik, “Migrating onto Identity: Kurdish Midization Through Associations in
Istanbul” (Ph.D Dissertation, SUNY Binghamton Unisigy, 2002).
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Rather, they form a significant section of the mifal proletariat; thus, it is possible
to situate them within the context of a “class’hetthan of jobless poverty or casual
labor. This might raise questions regarding thati@hship between forced migration
and class formation. Politically, this group ig neally “excluded”; in a period in
which mass movements are on the decline or in dldelg this group forms a
politically mobile population, whose mobility isespite its political visibility,
mainly ignored or underestimated. Their relationthwhe state, with regard to social
aids, furthermore, are not really the results ¢riftstural ignorance” but, to an extent,
might be the results of a self-calculation. Sogjathe community of the Kurdish
migrants has not disappeared in the first placmt& atomization has not taken
place. The avoidance of a total atomization mightddated to the patterns of
migration and, even, to politicization. Thus, tthiesis might help to shift the focus
towards the Kurds’ politicization not as a “contesrgrily exotic fact”, but as a
dynamic mechanism which appears as an empowergiggy. This factor is much
more than mere “slum radicalism”. The studies @ekclusion of the Kurdish
migrants interestingly have been silent on theterise and potentiality of the
politicization of the Kurds in general.

With regard to the Kurdish issue, this thesis mtgesms at reconciling
“ethnicity” and “class” — by releasing the issuegimestion from the matrix of
identity or of poverty. This recent group of migtars not really doomed to jobless
poverty but in a way, has integrated into the imfak economy. In other words, they
are not merely pauperized but, filling the locadtile workshops, they have
constituted a portion of the informal proletariblwus, neither is the informal
economy devoid of “ethnicity” nor are the recengrant Kurds merely within the

confines of extreme jobless poverty. After all, liberature on “informality” and
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“class” abstains both from differentiating the Ks'rgosition in the informal
economy and from treating their “politics” as arsfigant dynamic.

This informal proletariat, as repeatedly suggestsalve, is not mainly
composed of “poor” workers whose labor turnoverigh but it is composed of
workers, who do not really find it hard to be enyad within the informal textile
sector. In other words, a different conceptionlats is also at hand; this class,
though informal, is marked not by its poverty agthrates of unemployment or of
labor turnover, but by a more or less “integrateddnomic position and the political
relations in which it mobilizes and engages. They endeed, economically excluded
from stable, formal and good-quality work; howeweeir exclusion is related to
their “integration” into the local economy whetteer regular or irregular laborers.
The issue at hand is, indeed, an issue of “pookivor

This class’ political demands are not, furthermaepne would expect
from a “militant” (formal) class or “lumpenproletat”; their demands are not mainly
related to the “macrophases linked to neoliberahemic reforms [such as] the
retrenchment of the semi-welfare state, the exptosf unemployment and
underemployment, and the decentralization of stateices.*? The actors of politics
within the urban slums have not only shifted toveatte informal Kurdish migrants
but the content of urban grassroots politics has béen modified.

What is this thesis composed of? This study wilhéy clarifying its
concepts and context, all of which were stated absecial exclusion and (new)
urban poverty, Yenibosna and, to a lesser exteolefarianization and the informal

economy, forced migration and political action.e&kfa thorough summary of the

12 Javier Auyero, “Protest in Contemporary ArgentiAa&Contentious Repertoire in the
Making,” in Out of the Shadows: Political Action and InformaldBomy in Latin Americaeds.
Patricia Fernandez-Kelly and Jon Shefner (Penneidvd he Pennsylvania State University Press,
2006), p. 166.
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general debate on new urban poverty or the newfesations of social exclusion,
this thesis will focus on case studies of exclusiomurkey before moving onto
defining its secondary concepts and methodologgp@r 2 will be composed as
such.

After Chapter 3, it will move on to assess the degf the “social
exclusion” of Yenibosna by utilizing external datad quantitative research. The
introduction of the context will constitute Chap8IrThe words “slum”, “social
exclusion” and “urban poverty” will haunt this chapwith the utilization of relevant
literature.

After portraying the exclusion of Yenibosna, thiggis will move on to
treat the recent Kurdish migrants as its objeetralysis (from which qualitative
data were collected), since this group should betimary bearers of social
exclusion after all. The different manifestatiorfighe “social exclusion” of the
migrants will follow. The questions, crudely puteas follows: what is the
relationship between these migrants and the lalaoket? Are they politically
apathetic or isolated? Are they devoid of any ddma? What is their position vis-a-
vis state services? The concepts “forced migratitproletarianization”,
“politicization” and “networks” will mainly echo tlmughout this chapter, which will
help to question the social exclusion literature.

While concluding Chapter 4, a question, which fothreshidden agenda of
this study, will be asked: does this depictionh&f Kurdish migrants pertain to a
“class formation”?

Lastly, the context, the concepts and the resiltisi® study will be
summarized in the conclusion. This thesis raisspisions towards the concept of

(absolute) “social exclusion” with regard to therdigh migrants, it will be claimed.
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What is at hand is not exclusively “social exclusibut also “class formation”.
“Exclusion” turns out to be a matter of inclusionid the labor market. Could one
perceive this inclusion (coupled with the politicabbilization of the migrants) as a
“class formation”?

What follows now is a brief clarification of the mi@xts and concepts
uttered above, namely, “social exclusion” and #lated concepts, marginality and
underclass. These concepts and the relevantiitetavill not be, however,
exhausted in this theoretical section; they areepts which will be echoed
throughout this thesis. Then, before moving ontagér 3, a short delineation of
secondary concepts, i.e. proletarianization andnffeemal economy, forced

migration and political action, will follow.
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CHAPTER 2

ASSESSING URBAN POVERTY: INTRODUCTION OF THE RELEWWY

LITERATURE

The concepts to be used throughout this studyelneedited below. This thesis aims
at pulling Yenibosna'’s poverty and exclusion toests:, it will do so by focusing on a
population whose poverty, rather than their classtpn and political mobilization,
has been widely scrutinized. This study, howeveesthot position itself mainly in
the literature on forced migration or informal eooy or collective action but within
the literature on urban poverty and social excluside former set of concepts, i.e.
informalization or political mobilization, will coplement the main argument. What
follows below, before the evaluation of Yenibosisaa summary of the relevant
literature on social exclusion and urban povertthimiwhich this research situates
itself.

The population which constitutes the object of #tigdy, as mentioned
above, is the forced Kurdish migrants. Does thamigrform a group at the margin,
i.e. are they, indeed, economically, politicallydasocially excluded to the point that
they are totally out of the labor market and ofigpzd? After all, Turkey’s poverty
has arrived at a new degree, “characterized by lengis of long term
unemployment ... (which are) generally insensitiveltanges in economic
conjuncture”, as Giiveng suggektdhe main bearers of this weight should be the

Kurds, who have been forcibly dispossessed fronn lwed and stripped of social

13 Murat Giivenc, “Kent Yoksullgu” in Yoksulluk, Bélgesel Gethe ve Kirsal Yoksulluk, Kent
Yoksulligu, eds. A. Halis Akder and Murat Giiveristanbul: Tesev Yayinlari, 2000), p. 95.
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ties (notwithstanding the structural political exgibn to which they are subject), one
might suggest.

As suggested above, this thesis will be conteiedlin a slurt of
Istanbul, located in the district of Bahcelievlieamed Yenibosna. It, however, does
not fit primarily to the category of “slum of hopeihich offers the possibility that
many of the migrants will be gradually assimilatedcculturated in the employed
(formal) population” It does not really look like a “slum of despaiither, which
suggests the existence of the impossibility ofaatiobility andwhich dooms the
slum-dwellers to the constantly reproduced (extigoteess urban poverty. This
dichotomy, as suggested below, is irrelevant,, iindeed, “marginal”; nevertheless,
it does not really suggest a “myth of marginalig’ Janice A. Perlman would claim.
Its marginality is not “advanced” in Loic J. D. Wa@nt's sense either.

What does one mean by “new urban poverty”, “soekalusion” or
“marginality” in the first place? What does “the thyf marginality” entail? This
thesis will now trace the evolution of “marginafiinto “social exclusion”, while

utilizing the latter concept rather than the forrfeerthe sake of theoretical clarity.

Definitional Clarifications: Marginality, Underclasand Social Exclusion
The concepts of “social exclusion”, “marginalityfih“underclass”, albeit used
vaguely above and in general, pertain to differeatities and different geographies.

In an ideal-typical fashion, the former is mainpypéed to the European concept,

* The word “slum”, in this context, pertains nott@ongregation of favela-type residences but
to “legalized” low quality apartment buildings.

!5 Charles Stokes, “A Theory of Slumé,And Economigs38, no. 3 (1962), p. 190.

1% |bid., p. 190.
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while the second is characteristic of the Latin Aican context and the latter is often
used with regard to the United Statésiowever, given “that they point towards a
series of changes in economic systems and soaial@tes throughout the world”,
as Wacquant sugge&tand that “social exclusion” has gained an uppedhthese
terms are, contemporarily, connected with the miegration and the seeming
permanency they suggest.

Given the vagueness and the loose usage of these, idefining these
terms still remains a duty. This thesis will malse wf the three terms and the related
debates as delineated below while using (sociaBllsion” as an encompassing
term. After all, the terms, albeit applied in diat geographies, refer to same
processes and same results, i.e. changes in thernterket’s structure and the
emergence of a (loose) congregation of pauperiadchronically unemployed or
precariously working individuals, who are strippgdsocial ties and devoid of
political rights and participation.

What follows below is an attempt to define thesengeand, at last, to
present the relevance of “social exclusion”.

The first term, marginality or marginalization tesbe attributed to the
Latin American context (though not exclusively) saggested above. The “classic
marginality of the 1960s” in its Latin American senWard claims, was built upon

two axes: the economic and the cultural. The dehat®unding the concept was

7 Ayse Bugra and Calar Keyder,New Poverty and The Changing Welfare Regime ofejurk
(Ankara: UNDP, 2003), p. 20; A.S. Bhalla and Frédéeapeyre Poverty and Exclusion in a Global
World (Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), p. 153.

'8 Bugra and KeyderNew Poverty and The Changing Welfargp. 21.
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between two strands of thought: modernization agbddency theory.
Economically, “a growing separation between a ldakar elite on the one hand and
the marginal masses on the other” was at hand; these masses “threatened social
and political stability.?° However, it soon appeared that poverty was no&temof
exclusion but of “integration” as the proponentshef dependency theory
suggested® After all, the formal and the informal were linkedmultiple forms??
Culturally, with the weight of traditionality andmality, these migrants were
marginal to the city life, bringing the risk of ‘talization of the city.®* Therein, their

“culture of poverty” appeared: Oscar Lewis’ “cuktunf poverty” (coined circa 1963)
suggested that “the people in the culture of pgveaive a strong feeling of
marginality, of helplessness, of dependency, ofoetdnging” and that “they are like
aliens in their own country”, feeling inferior andworthy?* The bearers of the
culture of poverty, as Ward suggests, “were outthéecultural mainstream, and
their poverty was so deeply embedded that it bedeasns-generational, and those

trapped in the culture carried a whole range ofgimait traits at the individual,

familial and community levels*® Furthermore, “not only material but moral

19 peter M. Ward, “Introduction and Overview: MardinaThen and Now,” in “From the
Marginality of the 1960s to the ‘New Poverty’ of day: A LARR Research Foruml’atin American
Research Reviev@9, no. 1 (2004), p. 184.

2 |bid, p. 184.

L Janice A. PerlmarT;he Myth of Marginality: Urban Poverty and Politizs Rio de Janeiro
(Cambridge: University of California Press, 197%%)245.

22\Ward, “Introduction...”, pp. 184-185.
2 |bid, p 185.
24 Oscar Lewis, “The Culture of PovertySbciety 35, no. 7 (1998), p. 8.

% Ward, “Introduction...”, p. 185.
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destitution as well [was] an essential part of slifef, the debate ensuédWas an
anomic and a dysfunctional urbanization at hand® i “the urban sickness of the
‘squatter phenomenon’ which is afflicting so mariyh® towns and cities of the
developing world today ... as virulent, as insidicas malignant as the plagué?”

The critiques, on the other hand, suggested ttwélsoetworks and local
organizations helped the poor to survive; they vigtiegrated into networks “that
they could mobilize to reasonable effett firegular settlements, after all, possessed
a rationale. Furthermore, irrationality was nob&oattributed as a psychological
trait; rather, the poor acted in a “rational-ugifien” fashion, within the structural
limits they were trappetf. Marginality was, after all, a myth to a large extes
Perlman suggested.

Perlman, working upon her research in the favel& @de Janeiro in the
late 1960s, claimed to attack the “ill” assumptioegarding migrants — the
marginality inscribed on the migrants is crudelyakws, she suggested: “the city
has been invaded by hordes of rural peasants”séth@grants are ... arriving lonely
and rootless from the countryside, unprepared aattle to adapt full to urban life
and perpetually anxious to return to their villagesd “in defense, they isolate
themselves in parochial ruralistic enclaves rathan take advantage of the wider

city context.®°

% Alejandro Portes, “Rationality in the Slum: An Bg®n Interpretative Sociology,”
Comparative Studies in Society and Histdr, no. 13 (1972), p. 269.

2" Morris JuppenplatLCities in Transformation: The Urban Squatter Prablef the
Developing World(St. Lucia: University of Queensland Pres, 19p0)

%8 Janice A. Perlman, “The Metamorphosis of Margigdf Rio de Janeiro,” in “From the
Marginality of the 1960s to the “New Poverty” of day: A LARR Research Foruml’atin American
Research Reviev@9, no. 1 (2004), p. 185.

? portes, “Rationality in the Slum...”, pp. 285-286.

% perlman;The Myth of Marginality.., p. 1.
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“Marginality”, Perlman suggests, is a loose defomtused to include a
variety of groups, such as “tip@or in general, thgobless migrants and members
of othersubculturesracial and ethniminorities anddeviantsof any sort.®! Five
common traits persist, according to the common eisdghe term, Perlman claims.
First of all, spatiality and spatial organizatioredap with poverty and “physical
traits”; “the ghetto or shantytown as a physicalglineated space” is, thus, a “space
within which everyone is marginal, and outside diial everyone is somehow
‘integrated.”®? Secondly, the marginal forms an “underclass inett@nomic-
occupational structure”; it consists of “those vware precariously part of the labor

market.’®®

“The determining characteristic” is, thus, “an Bomic-occupational one
dealing with lack of work or with unstable, low-pag jobs which are not part of the
mainstream economy and do not contribute t&“iThirdly, the marginal is a
migrant, a newcomer, one of a different subculfieis situated in a transitional
level, i.e. between rural and urban. Fourthly, ‘plessibility of a gradual formation
of a sub-society composed precisely of racial bnietmarginal mer® arises
according to the common usage of the term. The t@aahainstream”, thus, goes

through the denunciation of one’s ethnicity. Lasthe marginal is a “deviant” with

its “lack of participation in the occupational,igébus or political mainstreant”

% Ibid., p. 93.
% Ibid., p. 94.
% Ibid., p. 94.
* |bid., p. 94.
% |bid., p. 94.
% |bid., p. 95.

3" Ibid., p. 96.
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Perlman suggests that the five categories of maligirdescribed above
pertain to reality — albeit to an extent. Howeikeg crucial point is that “because of
the living conditions of this sector of the popidatin favelas or in suburbios, they
have been automatically assumed to have a sergssotiated economic, social,
cultural and political characteristicd®Perlman countered this line of thought by
claiming that “the favelados and suburbanosidithave the attitudes of behavior
supposedly associated with marginal groufi$Socially, they are well organized
and ... make wide use of the urban milieu”, she obainwhile adding that
“economically, they work hard” and that “politicglithey are neither apathetic nor
radical.”® Furthermore, rather than marginality, they suggesense of
“integration”, especially in the economic domaiaxploited groups ... are not
marginal but very much integrated into the systiemctioning as a vital part of it**
Thus, she claimed, “the defining characteristithef marginalized sector is its role in
the accumulation process characteristic of depentions.** Building upon
dependency theory, she affirmed the suggestiorn’tharginalization’ is the
consequence of a new model of development (or degtefopment) that has a basic
characteristic - the exclusion of vast sectordefgopulation from its main

S41?”

productive apparatus:.”lt is not, thus, an “individualistic” process. Guih, after all,

does not lead directly to employment; thus, “thecome of this process ... [was] a

 Ibid., p. 97.

¥ Ibid., p. 242.
“OIbid., pp. 242-243.
“LIbid., p. 245.

“2 |bid., p. 258.

“3Ibid., p. 251.
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disproportionate number of under-employed people arfe not wage-earners, have
no particular credentials, no job stability, noiabsecurity, no protection of labor
legislation and who live in a state of constantartainty.™* This form of
“marginality”, which Perlman transmits from Quijgrmesulted in “two types of
marginal workers,” the first one being “the ‘marglized bourgeoisie’, which
consists of self-employed craftsmen, small indepahtusinessmen, and
shopowners ...” and the second one being “the ‘margroletariat’, which consists
mainly of migrants expelled from agriculture and working at all — employees in
low-echelon jobs, such as domestic servants orengss boys* The first group is
marginalized via a process in which their econoimictions lose their significance.
The second group consists of “landless peasarg]le’ from the agricultural
sector and unable to find work within the dynangcter of production in the city”;
for this reason, “they are forced to accept tempyonark in the marginalized sector
of the economy or settle for careers restrictetthéovery lowest ranges of the modern
industrial sector®

Marginality is not, however, limited to the Latim#erican context. As
Bhalla and Lapeyre suggest, “the debate on exaiusidVestern Europe has led
some scholars to speak about the Latin Americapizatf Europe, thereby
suggesting a similarity between exclusion and nmalgiation.”’ The similarity

results from “the informalization of the labor matland the growth of casual

“ Ibid., p. 252.
5 Ibid., p. 255.
“ |bid., pp. 255-256.

4" Bhalla and LapeyrePoverty and Exclusion, p. 153.
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employment” in both contexf§.However, differences remain. The Latin American
poor might not have been previously “included” e tapitalist system in the first
place while the European poor’s exclusion resutisiftheir consequent “expulsion”
from the capitalist systef.

However, thirty years after coining the term “mythmarginality”, Perlman
claims that “what seems to be emerging is the toamstion over thirty-five years
from ‘the myth of marginality’ to ‘the reality of arginality.”*° Ward, too, claims
that the classic marginality theory is being rdidtd upon a more concrete ground,
as it is being replaced by the term “social exdnsP* Similarly, Roberts claims, in
line with the assumptions regarding the end ofefmating poverty” in Turkey
(delineated below), that while “the informal econogrows ... (and) incomes drop

within it,” “severe constraints upon the upward rifiopof the poor” surfacé? This

is at odds with the situation of “the urban pootte 1960s and 1970s ... [who] had
real opportunities for their rising expectationvtmet, albeit through their own
efforts in constructing their homes and creatingkwapportunities.®® Furthermore,

what is at hand is not marginality per se, but igloexclusion” which is “based on a

differentiated inclusion in a social systeft While the former concept, marginality,

“8 bid., p. 153.
9 Ibid., p. 153.

* Janice A. Perlman, “The Metamorphosis of Margigakour Generations in the Favelas of
Rio de Janeiro,TheAnnals of the American Academy of Political andi&dgcience606, no. 156
(2006), p. 175.

L Ward, “Introduction...”, pp. 185-186.

*2Bryan R. Roberts, “From Marginality to Social Exsion: From Laissez Faire to Pervasive
Engagement,” in “From the Marginality of the 1966she “New Poverty” of Today: A LARR
Research Forum[’atin American Research Revie39, no. 1 (2004), p. 196.

%3 |bid., p. 196.
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suggests that “people were outside the formaltutgins that promoted the skills
and values of modernity”, Roberts claims, the fagecial exclusion derives from a
“differentiation produced by the institutions o&thtate.®® Thus, he repeats the
critique of the classic marginality theory, by stpgosing it upon “social
exclusion”; exclusion is, after all, a matter oflunsion.

De la Rocha, similarly, affirms the novelty of potyeas discussed above:
“as economic uncertainty continues, seemingly imitefy, a social and cultural
context of radical exclusion is emerging in urbaexi¢o.”® The “resources of
poverty”, which manifested itself “through sociaéamanisms that included the
participation of more than one household memberta@d@ombination of diverse
income sources and a multiplicity of remunerateclipations®’, are being
exhausted, able to be seen via the “erosion obbksgstems of support and self-
help.”® This is due to “increasing deterioration of labuwarkets®®, in other words,
due to economic restructuring, which manifestdfitbeough the debt crisis and
capital flight® The rise of informal employment, the decline ofyes, the
deterioration of local manufactures, job scarcitgd anemployment are the

immediate result8! Thus, the exclusion of poor is at hand; the poer mow, not

> Ibid., p. 196.
% Ibid., p. 196.

*6 Mercedes De La Rocha, “From the Resources of Bot@the Poverty of Resources? The
Erosion of a Survival ModelLatin American Perspective28, no. 4 (2003), p. 73.

" Ibid., p. 77.
%8 |bid., p. 86.
*bid., p. 86.
% bid., p. 81.

% Ibid., p. 82.
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“integrated” into the economic system as the waglpoor. This process involves
“increasing unemployment (particularly of youthgcdeasing male participation in
the employment structure, and the increasing pi@ecsmess of the available jobs in
which most women participate” and the feminizatdmvork %> The household has,
thus, lost its capacity of survival. What is at tiasthe poverty of resources — not the
resources of poverty anymore.

Back to Perlman: How does the transformation ofthiiynto “reality”
manifest itself? Thirty years later, despite tise of collective consumption of urban
services and individual consumption of householodgo “the gap between rich and
poor has increased even mof&Racial discrimination has become more widespread
% “health services, security, exclusion, and theneenic situation have gotten
worse” while Rio’s manufacturing has been on thelide ®° Was “advanced (urban)
marginality”, in Wacquant's sense, at hand? In &aspects, Perlman claims. “Social
inequality in the context of overall prosperity $h@surged] and the elimination of
jobs for unskilled workers” has gained more groffhEurthermore, “an absolute
surplus population that will never work again, adlas a form of poverty that is
becoming more persistent for those who do have pdba result of low rates of pay

and the exploitation of temporary workers” havedsee more prevalefif. These

%2 |bid., pp. 87-88.

83 Janice A. Perlman, "Marginality: From Myth to Rieain the Favelas of Rio De Janeiro
1969-2002,” inUrban Informality: Transnational Perspectives frane Middle East, Latin America
and South Asigeds. Ananya Roy and Nezar AlSayyad, (Lanham, MiXington Books, 2004), p.
27.

% |bid., p. 30.
% |bid., p. 34
% |bid., p. 21.

" Ibid., p. 21.
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two dynamics, however, are not new in the firstplahey were part of the old
marginality, albeit amplified three decades 14%Fhus, marginality appears under
the fabric of “advanced marginality”.

The term “advanced marginality” is to be attributedVacquant.
Wacquant’s depiction of advanced marginality dossreally suggest a
homogeneity; thus, he suggests that “a paired cosgrabetween neighborhoods of
relegation in Chicago’s ‘Black Belt’ and the PaaisiRed Belt’shows that the
declining French metropolitan periphery and theoAimerican ghetto remain two
sharply distinct socio-spatial constellatiofi$Whereas the former “operates first
and foremost on grounds of ‘race’ bolstered byessatucture and policies and
aggravated by class divisions”, the latter, thenEheRed Belt “is driven chiefly by
class factors, partly exacerbated by colonial-intamg) status and partly alleviated by
the (central and municipal) stat®. Thus, “the United States ghetto is a racially and
culturally monotonous universe characterized by ¢mganizational density and state
penetration (and therefore high physical and saasacurity), whereas its French
counterpart is typically heterogeneous in both ettational and class recruitment
with a comparatively strong presence of publiciingbns and far-reaching state
penetration.” However, “advanced marginality” might be the pblstesult of the
convergence between the two configurations, henslai

The term characterizes the general contours afi¢leform of “social

exclusion”: Wacquant’s delineation of advanced nmaity, which the First World

% |bid., p. 21.

% Loic J. D. Wacquant, “The Rise of Advanced MargjtgaNotes on Its Nature and
Implications,” Acta Sociologica39, no. 2 (1996), p. 122.

" Ibid., p. 122.

" Ibid., p. 122.
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cities are to confror® implies the existence of “fragmented work”, disgention

from macro-economic trends, territorial stigmati@aj the dissolution of “place”, the
loss of “hinterland” and class decompositidihe desocialization of wage labor,
Wacquant suggests, pertains to “the growth of fpaxe; ‘flexible’, variable-schedule
positions with fewer benefits, negotiable extensiad benefit clauses, revised wage
scales, and the various avenues pursued to evadgatidard, homogenizing effects
of state regulation of wage work” and to “the regmunce of sweatshops, piecework
and homeworking, the development of teleworking @vamttier wage scales, the
outsourcing of employees ... [and] the institutiarestion of ‘permanently

temporary’ work.”

Similarly, labor market security, income and enyptent
security have been under attack. “Disconnectiomfroacro-economic trends,” on
the other hand, is marked by the asymmetry betirestional and even regional
aggregate unemployment and labor markets trendlseoone hand, neighborhood
conditions on the other” and by the simultaneousterce of “productivity increases
and emerging forms of ‘jobless growtH>” Durable joblessness coupled with the
disappearance of the means of social sustenangestsghe incapacity of the
“workers temporarily rejected from the labor markefto] fall back upon the social
economy of their community of provenance, be itirgctioning working-class

borough, the communal ghetto, or a rural villagénhi® backcountry™ Thus, “self-

provisioning” and “shadow work” come into play, “igh do little to alleviate

2 Ibid., p. 123.
3 bid., pp. 124-128.
" bid., p. 124.
5 lbid., p. 125.

® Ibid., p. 127.
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precariousness” after dif.Class structures, are, furthermore, being
“deproletarianized”, by becoming devoid of a “laage, a repertoire of shared
representations and signs” and of its organizatiomanterparts, i.e. trade unions and
similar organizations which are drawing to a cl65&hus, the question arises: is
there still a working class?

On the axis of “symbolic violence”, these terrigwiof advanced
marginality are concentrated and isolated are&sowial purgatories™, possessing
the stigma of poverty and/or race/colonial-immigrangin. Thus, the loss of social
dignity and, consequently, the loss of a “placeivimch the inhabitants feel secure
and with which they identif§° In short, marginality has advanced to an extent i
which an advanced form of “social exclusion”, g multiple forms, is present.

On the other hand, Periman’s favelas falsify Waotjgassumptions in
three further aspects: the favelas are not marketebspatial concentration of
poverty: “in terms of spatial and racial concentnatthere are other disconnects
between social reality in Rio’s favelas and the meavginality. Specifically, not all
of Rio’s poor live in favelas, and not all faveladare poor... Furthermore, Rio’s
favelas are neither racially, socially, culturaliyr economically homogeneou.”
Furthermore, since Brazil never developed a wel#ate in the first place, one

cannot talk of the retrenchment of the state efthelowever, “state retirement

" Ibid., p. 127.
8 Ibid., p. 128.
bid., p. 125.
8 bid., p. 126.
8 perlman, "Marginality: From Myth to Reality in tf&avelas of...”, p. 24.

8 Ibid., p. 24.
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payments are a major source of income for the ritgjof households® Lastly, the
poor of Rio are not doomed to “bounded territodésrban relegatior?* since
marginality is not as “advanced” as expected andesmobility is a (diminishing)
possibility. Thus, the advanced marginality thésigartly validated, Perlman
suggests.

Enter a third concept whose relevafids, thus, made questionable with
advanced marginality or social exclusion as sukimgaground: “underclass”. As
suggested above via Wacquant, Chicago’s Black Betacially and culturally
monotonous universe characterized by low orgaminatidensity and state
penetration (and therefore high physical and saegcurity),® houses this
“underclass”. Coined by Mydral but mainly attribdt® Wilson’s depiction of the
Black American ghetto, “underclass” compasses aifadipn “almost exclusively
[formed] by the most disadvantaged segments dbldek urban community, ...
heterogeneous grouping of families and individwet® are outside the mainstream
of the American occupational system”; this popuwilatifurthermore, includes
“individuals who lack training and skills and eithexperience long-term
unemployment or are not members of the labor fanckyiduals who are engaged in

street crime and other forms of aberrant behasiod, families that experience long-

8 perlman, “The Metamorphosis of Marginality...”, @11
 Ibid., p. 192.

8 As suggested above, the term “underclass” is prostic in itself. It does not explain the
relationship between the exclusion of the emplayednemployed poor and their casual or regular
“integration” into the labor market. In other wordsese poor individuals are desired (and inteddate
as cheap labor even when they are excluded fronatiee market. Furthermore, the term in question
has been erroneously used to understand the cése Kfirdish migrants in the first place.

8 Loic J. D. Wacquant, “The Rise of Advanced Martjtya.”, p. 122.
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term spells of poverty and/or welfare dependeri¢iThis resulted from a
displacement, a “social dislocation”. This procadsanced as follows: “First, the
middle-class whites fled to the suburbs. Then tiddha-class blacks left for safer
neighborhoods. (And) [t]hen businesses moved, dorttee suburbs, others to the
South.®® Thus, manufacturing was almost destroyed, leatdireghigher level of
unemployment® The new urban poverty is, thus, marked by “poegregated
neighborhoods in which a majority of individual &dware either unemployed or
have dropped out or never been a part of the ffatvoe.”° Furthermore, joblessness
breeds problems of social organization: “High ratke@blessness trigger other
problems in the neighborhood that adversely aectal organization, ranging from
crime, gang violence, and drug trafficking to fayrbreakups and problems in the
organization of family life.* Thus, a “rational planning” of life, as it is “the
necessary condition of adaptation to an industét¢ahomy”, seems impossibte.
Furthermore, the state has disappeared; “it isthiapse of public institutions
resulting from state policies of urban abandonnagatt punitive containment of the
black (sub-)proletariat that emerges as the madsinp@and most distinctive cause of

entrenched marginality in the American metropolias"Wacquant claints.

87 William Julius Wilson The Truly Disadvantaged: The Inner City, the Untkss and Public
Policy, (Chicago and London: The University of Chicaged3; 1987), p. 8.

8 Alex Kotlowitz, There are No Children Here: The Story of Two Boyswing Up in the
Other America(New York: Doubleday, 1991), pp. 10-11.

8 Wilson, The Truly Disadvantaged, p. 45.

% william Julius Wilson, “The New Urban Poverty atité Problem of RaceThe Tanner
Lectures on Human Valugsecture Delivered at the University of Michigak9@3), p. 6.
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% Wacquant, Loic J. D. 200Ghetto, Banlieue, Favela, Et Caetera: Tools fortReking
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The structural - not the “panicky” conservativdinigion of “underclass” -
is closer to the definition of social exclusion,all and Lapeyre suggeétThe
structural definition, to be attributed to by Mytdaonveys the present
marginalization or exclusion of workers from protiac through the development of
precarious forms of work and unemploymetitThus, the concepts of underclass
and social exclusion converge on “how the inteti@teships between changes in
productive structure and social institutions affétse within the emerging global
economy who are becoming permanently superfluousedevant to its
functioning.”®®
The perplexity over such terms, i.e. marginalityderclass and exclusion,
in this study, will be set off by utilizing the coept “new urban poverty” via
focusing on the multidimensional character of egio or poverty (while narrowing
the term to the economic, social and politicalmgaln other words, the term
exclusion, given ambiguity over its meanitigyill be loosely utilized, compassing
but not being limited to “urban poverty”.
How does this research define social exclusiohérfirst place? This
research will comply with and, at times, betraysthdefinitions of social exclusion:
“Social exclusion is a process whereby certainviddials are pushed to the
edge of society and prevented from participatirty foy virtue of their

poverty, or lack of basic competencies and lifeleagning opportunities, or
as a result of discrimination. This distances tliezm jobs, income and

http://cas.uchicago.edu/workshops/urban/Wacquamtivarginality.pdf [20 May 2010], p. 3.
% Bhalla and Lapeyrd2overty and Exclusion in a Global., p. 109.
% |bid., p. 109

% bid., p. 110. As suggested above, this presumpedianent irrelevance” of the poor is
irrelevant.

" Hilary Silver, “Social Exclusion and Social Soliitg: Three Paradigms fhternational
Labour Review]33, no. 5-6 (1994), p. 536.
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education and training opportunities as well asad@nd community
networks and activities. They have little accesgdwer and decision-making
bodies and thus often feel powerless and unalikkecontrol over decisions
that affect their day to day lifé®
And in Madanipoor, Cars and Allen’s words: “so@atlusion is defined as a multi-
dimensional process, in which various forms of egidn are combined:
participation in decision making and political pesses, access to employment and
material resources, and integration into commotucall processes. When combined,
they create acute forms of exclusion that and aadpaanifestation in particular
neighborhoods® Thus, social exclusion is not to be reduced tcepyy since social
exclusion might result from or, even, transcend-aomnomic processes or
manifestations of exclusion in the first pld€&Moreover, in its academic
propagation, “social exclusion ... is best understioagrms of its causes, especially
economic restructuring and state retrenchm&htWhile this research distances
itself from “income and consumption-based approgtbethe approach which
“combines in its different variants a measure afgagpita income with various health

and education indicators as a measure of humaratexent,%?

given its design, it
cannot compass all of the multiple faces of saexalusion; rather, the term is to be

limited to the economic, political and social facet

% Fikret Adaman and Giar Keyder. “Poverty and Social Exclusion: A Thearal Outline” in
Poverty and Social Exclusion in the Slum Areasasfje Cities in Turkeyeds. Fikret Adaman and
Caglar Keyder, (European Commission, Employment, Sdtifairs and Equal Opportunities DG:
2006), p. 6.

% Byrne,Social Exclusionp. 2.

190G, J. Room, “Social Exclusion, Solidarity and @leallenge of Globalization,”
International Journal of Social Welfar8 (1999), p. 169.

191 Mary Daly and Hilary Silver, “Social Exclusion aSocial Capital: A Comparison and
Critique,” Theory and Societyd37 (2008), p. 559.

192 Fikret SensesKiiresellgmenin Oteki Yiizii: Yoksullufistanbul:iletisim Yayinlari, 2001),
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Due to the welfare crisis, economic decline andctigfication of new
problems as “social risk¥*, the term “social exclusion”, theoretically and
practically, has gained ground primarily in the &ugan context. The superiority of
the term is generally attributed to its multidimiemsl and dynamic character, which
the poverty approach lack¥' After all, “the controversy regarding the noticitioe
new poor is a reflection of changed thinking argt@ving belief in the structural
nature of the emerging socioeconomic situatityd Thus, the problems turned out to
be not merely economic but are also related “toouarphenomena characterized by
a declining access to the labor market, a weakeufifigmily ties, a growth of
informal networks, the growing violation of humaghts and a decline in social
participation.”%®

Now certain case studies of exclusion in Europeiangtin America
follow. Kapphan and Haussermann, through the ciBerdin, trace the effects the
transition from the industrial city to the servigéy has on urban poverty. After all,
“the overall number of jobs decreased” while “thare of the unemployed and of
welfare recipients is increasing’* Furthermore, “[tlhe social composition of the

city’s population and its neighborhoods, as welhassehold structures, changes”

while “a concentration of unemployment and welfdependents” is at harttf

1035 p. MangenSocial Exclusion and Inner City Europe: Regulatifidpan Regeneratign
(New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), p. 7.

194 Bhalla and Lapeyré2overty and Exclusion in a Global, p. 16.
195 bid., p. 96.
1% pid., p. 97.

197 Andreas Kapphan and Hartmut Haussermann, “Bedlpportunities, Constraints and
Strategies of the Urban Poor,”Neighbourhoods of Poverty: Urban Social Exclusion éntegration
in Europe eds. Sako Musterd, Alan Murie and Christian Klestie (New York: Palgrave Macmillan,
2006), pp. 18-19.

198 1hid., p. 19.
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Thus, “what previously had been a working-clasgimeorhood became a
neighborhood of unemployment, because the drarduases of jobs in
manufacturing degrade former workers’ neighborhdd®sThis is, however, not
limited to Berlin at all.

M. Smith, through the case of London, suggests“thatgrowth of socially
excluded groups ... carries spatial implicationshie K and it is on the peripheral
and inner-city social housing estates where presesksocial and spatial
segregation largely culminate and where some ofjtbatest deprivation is to be
found.”™° Building upon the example of St. Helier, he suggésat “social exclusion
is not expressed primarily as a lack of labor” &sithe inability to achieve a
constancy in work and as the sense of incompetendter all, for those in the
informal labor market, “employment is experiencedadurther source of insecurity
and fragmentation rather than the means to secaritymproved standard of living
and entry into occupations that provide a souraeobéctive identity.*** Thus,
social exclusion is not about the jobless or the#euciass at all; rather, “the nature of
contemporary work, and exclusion from secure paigleyment, is central to
understanding the contemporary experience of segilsion.**?

The case of two neighborhoods of Antwerp, Dam aha&op, pertain to a

similar (but nonetheless slightly different) reglijpbs have declined as the result of

199 bid., p. 19-20.

19 bavid M. Smith,On the Margins of Inclusion: Changing Labour Maskend Social
Exclusion in Londn, (Bristol: The Policy Press, 2005), p. 28.

1 bid., p. 194.
12 1hid., p. 195.

13 bid., p. 196.
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“the withdrawal of the port, the de-industrializatiof the area’s economy, and the
emigration of retail shops** Once working class neighborhoods, these urbarespac
have turned into “deprived neighborhoods”. Urbacialcexclusion, however, turns
out to be not homogeneous after all, both in tesfrepatiality and of individuals.

For instance, in London, “the non-British-born ethminority households who are
unemployed or in low paid employment had less rofamily and kinship networks
but made substantial use of voluntary organizatentsthe faith community” while
“those in employment were more likely to have blegrg-term residents with more
support and were more familiar with the environnféfitIn short, whether in

London, Milan or Brussels, social exclusion is “preduct of micro and local

factors including those generated by the histomesidence and residents®while
“post industrialism” is a recurrent theme in theratives of European social
exclusion. The application of the term to the Ewapcontext also encompasses the
existence or the non-existence of “the welfareestaequalities in income and

wealth and national and metropolitan influenc8é Furthermore, location within the
sub-regional economy, accessibility, infrastructaige matter. Thus, the European
context seems to differ from the American one, WHemphasize[s] the importance
of the market and race as the organizing deterrtsnaresidence”; the European

context “is less about a concentration effect”isw path-dependent one, extended

114 1nge van Nieuwenhuyze and Jan Vranken, “Antrew€gnfronting the Social and Spatial”,
in Neighbourhoods of Poverty: Urban Social Exclusiod éntegration in Europeeds. Sako
Musterd, Alan Murie and Christian Kesteloot, (Newrk: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006), p. 39.

15 Smith,On the Margins.,.p. 168.

16 Christian Kesteloot, Alan Murie and Sako MustéEropean Cities: Neighbourhood
Matters,” inNeighbourhoods of Poverty: Urban Social Exclusion éntegration in Europeeds.
Sako Musterd, Alan Murie and Christian Kestelobley York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006), p. 235.

7 bid., p. 235.
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over a long period of tim&2 The difference, furthermore, pertains to the faat the
European context has not embarked upon a homogienizd social exclusion yet,
as in the American case.

Gacitua Mario, on the other hand, working on thanegle of Brazil,
suggest as follows: despite the fact that Brapidgerty has decreased, poverty
reduction has not been homogeneous; “structuredfgsuch as race-based
discrimination are at the root of labor market esan and ... informal
arrangements are more prevalent among groups esishsocial mobility**°
“Marginal youth face severe vulnerability and exitun in Brazil” since their
“access to education, the job market, and socralces is weak, and politico-
institutional participation is low”® and “the existence ... of gender- and race-based
inequality and discrimination by state officialsdaBrazilian society at large” is very
common. Appropriate channels of representational@rist eithef*

The Latin American case studies of (new) urban pggyaccording to Fay,
generally suggest that “the urban poor are muctenmegrated into the market
economy”, thus being vulnerable to fluctuationshie market economy; that poverty
is distributed heterogeneously “socioeconomicatigl eith respect to economic
activities and processé$® that, despite heterogeneity, a segregation exisis

“social networks are less stable in urban areds, selationships based more on the

quality of reciprocal links between individuals anieénds than on familial

18 bid., p. 236.

119 Estanislao Gacitua Mario, “Conclusions and Recontagons,” inSocial Exclusion and
Mobility in Brazil, eds. Estanislao Gacitua Mario and Michael J. \6oWock, (Washington: World
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obligations”; that urban living is exposed to orgaal crime and violence; and,
finally, that, rather than services being absdm,matter at hand is the quality of
services?® The Latin American examples suggest that finditjgb is easier than
finding a good jod** Furthermore, the limited mobility of the poor riésun the
“peripheralization” of the poor, high unemploymanid low income, as in Sao
Paulo'® Racial, gender and “spatial” discrimination alsvgist.

How do the Latin American poor shelter? First ¢f mbmeownership is
relatively high while renting, lending and sharsttelter remain as other options for
the poort?® The houses are, furthermore, generally “informgil& norm being “self-
construction, typically help from neighbors or fanii*?’ Access to services is quite
common; however, the quality of the services remairspicious?®

What about the economic and social capital of tharp During the Latin
America of the 1990s, “female participation rosgem unemployment increased; the
sectoral composition of jobs changed, with a desed manufacturing and public
sector employment; and the informal sector gré&XI"abor is both scant and low-

quality. Furthermore, “the high (if not total) igt@tion of the urban poor into the

123 |hid., p. 3.

124 Caterina Ruggeri Laderchi, “Working One’s Way @ipe Urban Poor and the Labor
Market,” in The Urban Poor in Latin Ameri¢ad. Marianne Fay, (Washington: World Bank, 2005),
p. 51.

125 bid., p. 53.
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market economy is likely to result in accumulatpaiterns in which financial assets
are a priority,” Fay and Laderchi clatf. Thus, market vulnerability is prone.
Assets, indeed, exist but the urban poor is “canstd in their choices — because of
lack of resources, their risk aversion, and th& lEcsavings and insurance
instruments adapted to their needf.Furthermore, “networks in urban regions tend
to be less stable than those in rural communiti&sghile familial obligations are
also prone to crises.

However, a collectively efficient system still reim&in the cities. After all,
“the sheer scale of violence in tharrios (slums) of Latin American cities means
that violence has become ‘routinized’ or ‘normatizto the functional reality of
daily life.”**® Furthermore, types of violence vary by countrynight be caused by
political conflict; it might be “institutional”, m&ning that it is used by the state and
other informal institutions; it might be caused pigiby economic reasons and it
might be social, such as domestic abuse, strelenge and child abugdé?
Wacquant’s social dystopia seems to be affirmethbyecent rise of violence in the
Latin American context.

What about the general critiques of social exch@idhe theoretical and
academic critiques of the concept “social exclusgaem to be converging on the

fact that exclusion is not a malfunction after Rllith Levitas, stressing the

130 Marianne Fay and Caterina Ruggeri Laderchi, “Rejydn Oneself: Assets of the Poor,” in
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in Latin America ed. Marianne Fay, (Washington: World Bank, 20@5224.

133 Caroline Moser, Ailsa Winton and Annalise Mosafidlence, Fear and Insecurity among
the Urban Poor in Latin America,” ifthe Urban Poor in Latin Americad. Marianne Fay,
(Washington: World Bank, 2005), pp. 125-126.
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Durkheimian aspect of the concept, claims thatéha is built upon a “discourse
unable to address the question of unpaid work a@nesp (work principally done by
women), or of low-paid work, and [that the termjpgaetely erases from view the
inequality between those owning the bulk of prodgcproperty and the working
population, as well as observing inequality amorgkers.™* Integration into
society is, furthermore, understood as integratiomwork*3° Thus, other forms of
exclusion are ignored in its primal and legal Ewap usage; furthermore, exclusion
might be a form of inclusion, after all. In the ead women, “the exclusion ... from
paid work is their integration as unpaid workerstidthe exclusion of migrant
workers from benefit rights” actually means “thieitegration as a flexible pool of
low-paid workers **’

Du Toit, working upon the South African examplengarly stresses the
limits of social exclusion. Via the case of Cefggverty results not from people’s
exclusionfrom that market but from the ways they areluded” he claim$®® after
all, “the insertion of poor individuals and housklsainto the commercial food
system, privatization, and cost recovery for basiwices are all part of this
story.”3° Thus, he suggests the usage of the term “advecsepioration”, which
“tends to see poverty and inequality not as coetimgemainders (the result to

limitations or failure of growth) but rather aseggular and unexceptional by-product

135 Ruth Levitas, “The Concept of Social Exclusion #mel New Durkheimian Hegemony,”
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of processes of accumulation and social differéintiethat accompany growtH*
Daly and Silver, summarizing the debate arouncctmeept, suggest that
“[s]cholars of inequality are wary of the termingies of both social exclusion and
social capital on the grounds that they defleerdibn from ever-increasing income
inequality and class conflidt"; given the vagueness around the term, “the questio

of whether “separate” or “poor” is necessarily ‘lxed™ and the definition of an
inclusive society still remain a theoretical dufy.

Bowring, like Levitas, embarks upon an “anti-sysiharitique of the
social exclusion tradition: “the tendency amongalatinkers working in this
tradition to equate, implicitly at least, exclusiith normative deviation, and
inclusion with conformity to social convention, vkeas the challenge of the
redistribution perspective to the dominant cultamel norms of capitalist society*®
Exclusion is “abnormal”, accordingly to this tradit’s stress on “capitalist
consumerism* since it is built upon a discourse which categesiand creates
“needs” and, thus, defines social exclusion thef&iithus, in an epoch in which the

effect of “direct labor” is declining and its measment becoming more difficutf®

fighting exclusion is not a matter of redistributjo.e. not of social policy but of
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14 bid., p. 316.
5 bid., p. 318.

1% bid., p. 324-325.

42



shifts of “value”. In other words, “a political disurse capable of recognizing and
mobilizing the autonomy of those characterizedisgassessed” is needéd’

This thesis will not, however, embark upon a tetéique of social
exclusion. Its critique will take a different routewill claim that the forced Kurdish
migrants’ marginality do not really fit into a tbfaamework of structural or
symbolic exclusion, i.e. into “advanced margindlitfowever, the prevalence of
“exclusion” should not lead one to ignore that esan is also a matter of
integration, as suggested above. Another signifidgnamic, “class formation”, is,
thus, deemed relevant.

Yenibosna’s local economy is, indeed, mainly forrbgdnformal,
fragmented labor; social security is not widesprei#tter. However, being one of the
centers of (informal) garment productt8hand being the receiver of a population to
be proletarianized, its economic marginality is advanced as Wacquant or other
depictions of acute “social exclusion” would claidependence on wage-labor
persists.

In short, economically, the relation (or the dide@tment) with the labor
market, in the case of the internally displaceddsuwill be investigated in the
thesis; politically, their “political participatidrand relations with the state will be
scrutinized; socially, their community (still exasit but not quite powerful) will be
briefly depicted.

Thus, this study will use the concept social exolusas understood in the
European context and as conceptualized just alsowee the Turkish case studies

seem to employ the word in question. It will, fuatinore, use it interchangeable with

7 bid., p. 320.
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the term “new urban poverty”. Since a definitionklrification regarding the
marginal, the underclass and the excluded is en fbeing completed, to overcome
this perplexity, this study will use social exclusias an umbrella term or, despite
nuances, as a meta-term. After all “within the ohietof the EU institutions ... the
concept of social exclusion ... became the key caridéptinged with “post
industrialism”. Tekeli, similarly, employs the wotexclusion”, manifested in three
levels (i.e. social, economic and political), widgard to the “globalizing and
technologically restructuring” world economy; whasehe industrial society needs
the poor, the information society excludes thenglhens. Thus, the excluded is the
chronic poor, the underclas¥.Bugra and Keyder’s “new urban poverty” points to
the possibility of the severeness of social exolusi* Within this light, the Turkish

case studies of marginality and exclusion now fello

The Case Studies of Exclusion in Turkey

How has the inclusive poverty of Turkey transfornm@d an “exclusive” one? This
is the basic question that the case studies oftisixl in Turkey seem to be occupied
with.

The former regime of poverty, realized during tlieeelopmentalist period,
experienced successful integration of Anatolianramgg, “as seen in the ability of

the migrants to find jobs and to acquire the owmigrsf a gecekondu, and also at a

19 bid., pp. 128-129.

0flhan Tekeli, “Kent Yoksullgu ve Modernite’nin Bu Soruya Yakien Secenekleri
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social and political level, as seen in the transftiion of local associations of people
from the same geographic region; and in the trimamsaf political networks from
patronage based links to more modern typge&sPoverty is, however, not transitory
anymore; familial mechanisms, “either because eiir thwn situation (...) or because
of the decreasing opportunity of stable employmentll not be sufficient>® After
all, the possibility of exclusion was offset by ariety of mechanisms before:
“[N]ew inhabitants of the city could generally haaecess to a network of
family members or co-locals (...). These social neksdelped them to find
land and construct gecekondus, and with time tloeydcenlarge these houses
in a way to acquire some additional income front.renaddition to the
informal work opportunities within the area of infieal settlement, setting up
one’s own business or finding jobs in the formaltgealso depended on the
support mechanisms provided by the same netwdrks.”
The state, also, functioned as a patronage mechaiigese informal mechanisms,
however, seem to have expired, thus, becomingfingirft to avoid social
exclusion®>
Furthermore, while one can speak of economic grawifurkey, this refers
to export-oriented, mainly informal and flexibleopuction'*® Joblessness, informal
employment, recurring unemployment have lost ttegirporary character while
capitalism and globalization destroy “the use ofifs labor, self-employment and

street vending®®’ Thus, “people in this situation are not going éonplete the

transformation process from being villagers, onfremall production and informal
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employment, to being more integrated members afrugzonomies'®® The
migration from the Southeast adds an insult torjpjsince “migrants from the
Southeast are not arriving into already existingja@metworks and the opportunities
they provide, but to the uncertainty of completelyeign surroundings”; “far from
relatives” and with “chances of owning a gecekomudtine slum ... slim”, the male
members of these households, above 35-40 yearareldot given jobs because of
their age; “women bring work home or are employedregular cleaning jobs” and
“children are sent to work either as street pedderin small work shops:>
Furthermore, it is possible that with the degradihgracteristic of informal labor, a
feminization of employment might also be at hand.

In short, the new regime of urban poverty is abtarized by the absence of
inclusion or integration, which was present in tfak regime. While the former, with
its gecekondus, the social networks and the jolmadppities that the networks
provide and with its economic integration (into fbemal mechanism) and social
security, is characteristic of the developmentalesiod, the latter is marked by the
absence of irregular home ownership, deterioratgtgvorks and the informal labor
market!®°

Istk and Pinarciglu’s analysis of Sultanbeyli is a vivid depictiohthe
transformation of the old poverty regime into tlesmpoverty regime. The case of
Sultanbeyli basically suggests that the area irstipre has reproduced social
inequalities to an acceptable extent via the mdshanf “poverty-in-turns”, which

“builds itself on the capabilities of the urban posspecially on their active
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strategies vis-a-vis the formal market economy tfaat hardly given them a safe
haven.*®! These informal capabilities pertain to capab#itié “the agents of
networks ... to create wealth and help operate amriat mechanism through which
the obtained wealth may trickle down from top tdtbm.”*°> The networking
relations are, however, not really egalitariantoetarchical, as in the case of
Sultanbeyli, since “it was over all a ruthless systwhere by some became relatively
richer at the expense of othef§*The date of entry into the network, or the date of
moving into the area and occupying land, and “theslerilik ties” determined one’s
position'®* However, with the crisis of land and the 2001isrithetworking

relations based on active trust that had pavea#hefor the existence of poverty
networks in the previous two decades in Sultanbegte all of a sudden dissolved;
and the active trust between landlords and teriartsocably lost.**® Thus, the
bonanza years ended. “Poverty-in turns” is graguading replaced with “chronic
poverty”, with the diminishing opportunities for imitity; “the former system in

which poverty could be escaped through networkloggwith cultural and ethnic
identities is a thing of the past now and the ptyviap as a vicious circle” loont&®
The transition to the new poverty regime and, thius emergence of an “underclass”

is imminent.

161 Oguz Isik and Melih Pinarciglu, “Not Only Helpless but also Hopeless: Changing
Dynamics of Urban Poverty in Turkey, the Case dféibeyli, Istanbul,’European Planning
Studies 16, no. 10 (2008), p. 1355.
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Erder'sKentsel GerilimUrban Tensioh via the case of Pendik, also
suggests the role of “informal networks” in the gwotion and reproduction of social
inequalities. The existence of “informal occupatainand” has institutionalized
informal networks (demanding networks whose demanegenerally unanswered),
situated in low-quality urban spac®4The former manifestation of “urban tension”
arises in the existence of community as problemess| the second pertains to the
forced expulsion of the Kurds; the latter is mergéyerationat®® The former
manifestation, the existence of communities, heeamwith regard to the non-
existence of state, Erder claims. Thus, communiitges® transcended beyond their
religious function, resulting in a discrepancy beg¢w the Sunni and Alevi
communities®® The urban problems related to the forced migratiiime Kurds,
furthermore, since it has not been officially reczgd, have been relegated to the
(weak) solidarity of the hegehri networks-"® The living conditions of these
migrants, coupled with the fear of the PKK, Erdiras, have preoccupied the
migrants with prejudices and police. This politeszhe Kurdish migration and this
migration, thus, transcends the capabilities oftesehri network! ™ The latter
form, the generational tension, is stuck withinoaillle movement: while the state
relegates the education and socialization of thehyto the family, the families

perform the opposite. Thus, the youth are socidlzehin the context of the street,

187 Sema Erderkentsel Gerilim (istanbul: gur Mumcu Aratirma Vakfi, 1997), p. 170.
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the TV screen and the workplat’é Lastly, given the fact that these places of urban
tension give the impression of “informal enclaveshether they should be regarded
as poor or rich has been a controversial issueerildims’’® However, despite the
heterogeneity of the inhabitants of the area, despe co-existence of the well-off
and the badly-off, these areas could be regarded@s given their isolation from
city services, Erder concludé$.

The case of Umraniye, too, testifies to Erder'sgasgion: indeed, migration
pattern results in a differing degree of mobiligportunities, creating the area’s
“winners” and “losers”. With the non-existence osiitutional regulation, the
existence of networks as assets creates new oppa@suof mobility for some, while
its non-existence institutionalizes the povertptfers'’ She divides the
inhabitants of the area into three: the rising letiadds, the isolated households and
the poor / the settled poor. The former includes¢hinvolved in urban rent, those
with remittances and political networks and thos®\are the operators of family
businesse$’® The second, the isolated households, include tithout political
networks and urban rent but with more or less guesa jobs and houses for d$e.
The latter, the poor and those in the processiofjq@oor, are excluded from the
labor and house market; their isolation is not enass in the second group. This

group includes the widows, the old, those withoatarchildren and those who have

12 bid., pp. 178-179.
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291.

76 1bid., pp. 292-293.

Y7 bid., pp. 293-294.

49



arrived at the city without talent or capital. Tgi®up also includes the forced
Kurdish migrants, who are devoid of the opportunitylexible and gradual
adaptatior!.”®

The displaced Kurds, also, occupy the lowest ramkgk and Pinarcigliu’s
three-tier pyramid of Sultanbeyii? Those who are above the pyramid, composing
the 13% of the population, are the winners; giveirtdate of arrival, all of them
possess land and apartments, while most of therfib&om “urban rent”. Those
who occupy the middle of the pyramid are those-wH##, most of whom own a
house but not land. Those who occupy the bottothepyramid are the late-comers,
who do not own either an apartment or land. Thesexaff, in this case, compose
mainly of internally displaced Kurds, who are, aage-laborers, congregated mainly
in the construction and textile sect8?.

Yilmaz’s portrayal of Tarlalsa on the other hand, suggests that “the
different migrant groups are in different socio+#eocmic (and spatial) positions and
thus have not been equally affected by social ei@iu™* While “the previous
migrant groups have been better off in all aspettsban life, the recent migrants
have suffered mostly from an exclusionary procetidrie recent migrants mainly
being displaced Kurd¥€? Tarlabai, furthermore, is an inner-city slum not to “be

characterized by a complete dislocation of econamiivities.”®® The first

178 bid., p. 296.

179 0guz Isik and Melih Pinarciglu, Nobetlge Yoksulluk. Gecekondytaa ve Kent
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dimension of the residents’ exclusion is econoffliarlabal has a higher rate of
unemployment (20 per cent), the access to the idelar market is extremely
limited and only access to precarious, irreguEmporary jobs in the informal sector
without social security and with low wages is aabié”, “the employers tend to
accumulate either in self-owned commercial (...) @nofacturing (...) activities;
while the employees are workers in the food-drind antertainment sector or in the
... workshops”, street jobs are quite common andAekind of aid was met with a
rush of interest*®* Furthermore, reliance on assistance results iexbkision from
the formal market. Socially, exclusion is visibia the uncommonness of social
security, high level of school drop-outs, the pterae of child labor, high
criminality and the fragility of social / solidayinetworks'®®> Access to public goods
and services, the common use of child labor, aadatk of social participation,
thus, point to the existence of “social exclusidddlitically, no mobilization,
whether political and associational, exists; trspldiced Kurds are not able to vote
and, finally, a national threshold, that limits tte@resentation of the Kurds, exists
anyway'® Spatially, the area is a monument of great deitégypvercrowded, and it
is stuck within a vicious circle of concentratezbhcentrating povert§’

Discursively, it is stigmatized with its criminajfiand delinquency; the existence of

Romanis, Kurds and Africans also perpetuates amiestigmatizatiort®® Thus,
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Yilmaz, after portraying the multidimensional chaea of exclusion in Tarlaka

concludes as follows:
“the informal activities no longer suffice to intage socially; ... the society
is becoming increasingly polarized across the fiandts based on class,
religion and ethnicity; ... the inner-city slums a@ longer transitory places
for the rural-to-urban migrants but perpetual spafeelegation; ... the
conflict-induced migrant Kurds are the primary calates to become
Turkey’s underclass because of the unprecedentaditmms of their
flight/displacement and settlement in the citiessocial exclusion in Turkey,
today more than ever, takes its roots not only fpmwerty, but also from
ethnic segregation and stigmatisation; and finallysocial exclusion is
undeniably coupled with spatial segregatiof.”

Thus, an “underclass” in Wacquant and Wilson's sesguated in an inner-city area

with “a new socio-spatial patterning of class aacial domination, recognizable by

the unprecedented concentration of the most sp@atiiuded and economically

marginal members of the dominated racial and ecomgroup™is imminent.

The integrating poverty is, thus, transformed ismoexclusionary one,
resembling Wacquant’'s advanced marginality. Tagalas “a territory of urban
relegationpar excellenc&!®* portrays the non-transitory, thus, perpetual attaraf
relegation.

Yukseker’'s “Neoliberal Restructuring and Social Es@n in Turkey”,
though not a case study, is particularly signiftc@spossession caused by
restructuring, some examples of which are “theidech security of employment,
informalization, the privatization of state-ownedlustries, the dictates of world

commodity markets over the livelihood of small fanmand the commodification of

urban housing,” results in forms of social excluswhich are manifested both in the
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fields of “customary/traditional rights” and of gtts that were won in the course of
capitalist development-** Within this framework, Yiikseker employs the coricep
social exclusion, the sources of which are variable

What are the manifestations of “social exclusiantontemporary Turkey?
First of all, poverty reigns. “About one-third ofan workers and three-quarters of
rural workers are without social security”; thumférmality is an important source
of poverty.”™®® Furthermore, the social security system, notwathging its
contribution to inequalities between the formalhdanformally employed along
with the unemployed, is available to “only aboutp&dcent of the working
population.*** Similarly, the gender gap still remains.

What are the sources of social exclusion? Twolielagted mechanisms,
concerning both the rural and urban transformatoa,at hand. The form of social
exclusion resulting from the rural transformatiamalves (but is not limited to) the
forced migration of the Kurds, in the forms of “plassession of [Kurdish] people
from agricultural means of production and rurastiyles”, of the congregation of the
Kurdish migrants at the bottom of the urban labarket and of the use of child
labor!® “[M]igrants who have settled in industrial dists®f Istanbul have become
sources of cheap labor in the manufacture of gaisn(en) while others who live in

inner-city neighborhoods far from job opportuniteee even unable to do that,”

Yiikseker continue¥® Regardless of the type of income-earning activityether it

192 y{jkseker, “Neoliberal Restructuring...”, p. 263.
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is manufacturing, tourism or agriculture, the conmaddy is “that these forms of
income earning are often low-wage, irregular aridrimal, hence outside the social
security system™”’ The rural transformation, however, is not limitedorced
migration. After all, “the deepening of neolibepallicies in agriculture has
challenged the sustainability of small-scale adtical units” and farming is
displaced as the primary source of incofffé¢The decline in agricultural subsidies
and the privatization of agricultural industries’feave their part to play?®

On the axis of social exclusion resulting from url@nsformation, lies
“the diminishing opportunities for shelter in cgiewhich results in the end of
“integrating poverty’>°° Urban renewal schemes also pose a threat.

Regarding the Kurdish IDPs, two other dimensionexafusion exist:
language and discrimination. After all, the lacKin§uistic capital has resulted in
the lack of the IDP’s access to state servicesthengublic services and social
assistance. Furthermore, discrimination pertairteg¢mvert or subtle manifestations
of inter-ethnic tensions. These two dimensions laoeever, not really separable,
since “prejudice against Kurds also leads to disicration in the housing and labor
markets and in access to public servic¢8s.”

Lastly, regarding social policy and the social esan of the Kurds,
Yukseker notes that the “Kurds living in the eastand southeastern regions as well

as IDPs (although not to the same extent) havefibethérom all forms of social
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assistance?®? whether the green card or the conditional castsfeas or other forms
of social assistance. This results not only frohe“high incidence of rural and urban
poverty in the region”, but also from the “politigageference of the current
government.®®® These forms of social assistance, Yiikseker coeslunperate only
to mitigate the “social risks” and “assume dispgsgm to continue”; thus, they deal
with the symptoms, but do not remedy the politexadl economic sources of social
exclusion?®*

The TESEV Working and Monitoring Group on InterDasplacement in
Turkey, similarly, examines the case of IDP’s “stb&xclusion”, via a research
conducted in Istanbul and Diyarbakir the results of which Yiikseker uses to
highlight the multidimensional facets of social kesston. First of all, internal
displacement is not merely on a horizontal levtdk also a vertical process, which,
through the process of dispossession from thetibadi means of livelihood, makes
itself manifest in the vulnerability of the IDPssv&-vis the market® The age group
above 50 is the most negatively affected group vagard to the market
opportunities. Second, “social citizenship” hadrbe®lated during the course of
dispossession; no special social assistance waa givd the aid for returning to

village was too late, despite recent forms of sgeaid?°” Third, the housing
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problem was “solved” via “ending up living in inagleate, unsanitary and unsafe
housing.?®® Fourth, jobs that the IDPs ended up in (for tHasky to be occupied)
were mainly informal and irregula?® “IDPs lack of skills necessary to compete in
the labor market and their low level of educatiomgéneral (the fact that most adult
women do not even speak Turkish), it is easy togrelmend why families who were
forced to migrate have joined the ranks of urbaor @md why they have been unable
to extract themselves from this situatiGh>Yuikseker suggests. Fifth, child labor
was mobilized to solve the problems of exclusitiSixth, the right to education,
especially in the case of girls and women, sincetrabthe financial burden is put
upon their shoulders, was not enjoyed to a largeme?*? Lastly, social
discrimination is, especially for those residingunban spaces where regional
affiliations do not really exist, prevalent “in theeas of housing, employment and
education,” the IDPs claifft?

Sen’s depiction of deteriorating solidarity mechamss in the case of the
Kurdish migrants, is similarly significant. Most tife Kurdish “subaltern”s have

been subject to forced migration; they have besmost totally dispossessed; the

head of the household is devoid even of unqualsitis ** Total dispossession and
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the loss of productive capacities have rid soliglariechanisms of their material
resources. Those who might help the poor, i.etivels, are in the same position.
Furthermore, the previous Kurdish migrants tendistance themselves from the
forced migrant$® Thus, (ethnic) solidarity plays no significantedh the
“community”, whether in a formal or an informal nrear. Devoid of language skills
and minimal social and cultural capital to integraito the city, and dispossessed of
traditional means of production (i.e. agricultutég forced migrants are subject to
discrimination and stigmatizatich®

Keyder suggests that, through “de-industrializatest-Fordism,
globalization and ... the transition from nationavelepmentalism to neoliberal
capitalism”?!” in other words, through “rapid integration intarisnational networks
and markets® “important changes in all these dimensions whicfether define
exclusion” have appearé These changes particularly “derived from the s$trat
transformation of the market for labor, new presswn and demands from the land
market and property regime, and shifts in the pagtef migration and in the profile
of the immigrants 22° Thus, “Istanbul has lost its predominantly middlass and

relatively homogeneous character to one more cortyrassociated with extreme

disparities of income, wealth and powét"During the phase of “modernization”,
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integration and incorporation seemed to reign:lieamigrants gained higher
positions in the hierarchy (due to better locatibath in the material terms of
housing and within the established networks) asemeand therefore less privileged,
migrants arrived 222 “[M]aterial accumulation and .... the building oftn@rks
necessary for access to the material world” was pdssiblé?® From the mid-
1980s, this “integration” seemed to disappear wilibdalization and polarization
became more visible through “gated communitieg-8tar hotels, the city packaged
as a consumption artifact for tourists, new ofteeers, expulsion of small business
from the central districts, beginnings of gentation of the old neighborhoods, and
world images on billboards and shop window. With manufacturing giving way
to services, a new economic logic gained the upped. Furthermore, the
commodification of land and property went hand amdh with “the erosion of the
non-formal dimensions of the welfare regime, winikeattempt was made to
substitute for them with institutionalized welfargé®

Adaman and Ardig, via “a survey conducted in thienshreas of six
metropolitan cities in Turkey,” basically come k@tconclusion that “a significant
number of people living in these areas are distfroen jobs, income, education
and training opportunities, with little access tovyer and decision-making
bodies.??® Thus, the poor is pushed towards the edge oftyodibough exclusion is

“a manifestation of the political economy of th@guction and distribution
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processes,” other dimensions of exclusion, i.gucall and political, exist as weit’
Poverty still reigns as the “problem with which rgaof the households have to
live™; it has become a “lifestyle’®® “Nearly two-thirds of the households [had] no
formal insurance against health or employment risksetirement options” and
“there are barriers to accessing education” witteicy being commof?®

Who fits into the definition of the “excluded”, amcling to this research?
The Kurds, women, recent migrants, locals in slueas, the young, the disabled,
ethnic and national minoriti€s? “Strong evidence emerged that those who moved to
the city after internal displacement constitute ohthe most troubled subgroups,
with a more acute experience of exclusidi™

Necmi Erdg@an, seeing poverty not only as an economic categaralso
as a situation in which people make sense of thettd 2 similarly suggests that
global processes related to “late capitalism” hereated a new dimension of social
exclusion and marginalizatidf: The political culture of Turkey, he claims, is
devoid of urban local social movements such aswopsion organizations,

cooperatives etc.; however, it is also devoid oéademic “hustling”, characteristic
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of the American ghett&®* The poor are, furthermore, not only poor but also
“subaltern”. However, their independent “subjedtiVis not suppressed — such a
subjectivity does not exist in the first pl&@@Thus, they are not “counter-
hegemonic” subjects but are trapped in the “pumy&tthey are neither in nor oGt°
Lastly, Sbnmez’ analysis of concentrated urban ggve Izmir follows.
Testing the premises of the ecological, culturaéisucturalist approach towards
urbanization and industrialization (not towardstdam poverty” as such), she focuses
on the “peripheries of the traditional city centme”the inner city, which bears the
burden of urban povertj’ “[A] pattern of the concentrated urban povertylged in
inner areas because certain jobs in the informa@uny are located in the inner
areas of metropolitan cities,” she claifi&The reorganized informal economy,
which co-opts the 67% of Izmir's population, reggtin “a labour force that held no
rights and therefore no social security and a uriibas become the major source for
creating employment opportunities in peripheralneoies,” as in the Latin
American casé>® Thus, “the inner areas &mir are ... the primary location for
work-places and housing of migrating groups”, relsiamy Burgess’ concentric

zones modei?®
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Lastly, being devoid of social ties and of the apaity to build squatters
differentiates inner-city poverty from the povediythe peripheral squatter
settlements; however, S6nmez continues, givenates of unemployment, poverty
of the working population is overrated - the mass$tdute population does not
consist of mainly informal workers but of young maigt families and, mostly, the
lonely elderly**! Thus, she claims as follows: “despite the low veaged lack of any
kind of employment security, the majority of resitkein these inner areas work
without any access to the social welfare programohdéise country. They try to earn
their lives by working either in small scale maraiaing or at various marginal
service jobs. Therefore, we do not observe a gabinopeless poor people that
depend on the welfare state. It is rather a gréupveincome working class®?

This assumption, although it seems to be built ugpémail basis, appears applicable
to the case of Yenibosna.

Back to Yenibosna: although this research is notpmtent to answer the
question “whither Yenibosna?” it could confidenslyggest that it does not totally
present a novel form of jobless urban poverty. Hmrgts marginality is not a
myth; marginality, on the other hand, does not@aelthe migrants’ integration into
the main productive apparatus. Independently ofitfierent trajectories of South
Africa and Turkey, Du Boit's suggestion complemehis assumption: “poverty
results not from people’s exclusion from that maike from the ways they are

included.®® After all, “there is a close link between ineqtiakind poverty on the
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one hand, and, on the other, the historical presestdispossession that have
worked to render people dependent on the laboukenar the first place®*
Yenibosna, indeed, seems to be beyond an epoaigduhich “thanks to
... networking relations, the urban poor reaped #eelits of both informal market
with burgeoning entrepreneurial activities mostiyabour intensive industries, and
the illegal real estate market of squatter houggegekondus) in an overtly populist-
clientelist climate.®* Rather, it is in a process of “peripheral slumogfion” since
the new comers, who arrived during 1980s and 188Gsresult of political and
economic crises, are generally destitute withoetdpportunity to occupy and build
on public land**® The “entrenchment of the market forces”, furtherensuggests
the commaodification of land and shelter, thus, mgwvay to the advance of the
informalization of the economy rather than the @safland as a profitable asset.
This thesis, indeed, does not reject the existehteovelties” and it does
not suggest that these developments are not rdtatadall-scale industrialization in
the first place. They are, indeed, interrelatedatWhbasically goes against is the
depiction of the end-result; class deformation @redrise of a pauperized, welfare-
dependent, apolitical “underclass” do not reallplgo the realities of Yenibosna,
particularly, to the forced Kurdish migrants. Ratlveith the congregation of
Kurdish migrants into the lower ranks of the loeabnomy, the Kurdish migrants
are still inside the labor market. Thus, “exclusi@not exclusion per se but a result
of abrupt integration into the capitalist econo@gupled with the politicization of

the migrants, what is at hand might be called ‘cfasmation” in the first place.
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These assumptions are to be supported by empantdnce after a

clarification of secondary concepts.

Secondary Definitional Clarifications

The main theoretical realm this thesis situatesfits has been described above.
However, the concepts “proletarianization / infok@e@onomy”, “forced migration”,
“political action” will be used so abundantly ingtstudy that they ask for a
definitional clarification. After all, these termsll be used as tools to understand the

exclusion of the Kurds. Thus, now follows a shexttsn on secondary definitional

clarifications.

Proletarianization and the Informal Labor Market

One, inevitably, needs to go to the Marxian confppinitive accumulation” to
embark upon a theoretical clarification of “prokeaization”. Primitive
accumulation, in its primal definition, suggestse'thistorical process of divorcing
the producer from the means of production” whileiing the transformer into a
“wage labourer®’ The Marxian definition of “primitive accumulationicludes a
wide range of processes, some of which are reldgeahis study, such as “the
commodification and privatization of land and tbeckful expulsion of peasant
populations; the conversion of property rights (ooon, collective, states etc.) into
exclusive property rights; the suppression of sghtcommons; the

commodification of labour power and the suppressioalternative .... forms of

247 Karl Marx, Capital: A Critique of Political Economgvolume 1), (Middlesex: Penguin
Books, 1976), pp. 874-875.
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production and consumption; ... the monetizationxahange and taxation,
particularly of land ... and, ultimately, the cresitstem as radical means of
primitive accumulation®*® Furthermore, this process varies from contexbiatext.
Harvey claims that “a general reevaluation of thetimuous role and persistence of
the predatory practices of ‘primitive’ or ‘origin@ccumulation’ within the long
historical geography of capital accumulation is erywmuch in orde*® since what
is at hand is an on-going process; thus, he chms$erm “accumulation by
dispossession”. Harvey, furthermore, suggests‘finahitive accumulation” might
not be totally “revolutionary” after all, sincestiggests the simultaneous existence of
both coercion and co-optation: “kinship structufasjilial and household
arrangements, gender and authority relations .haslé their part to play” in this
process, which might lead to instances in whicle ‘phe-existing structures have to
be violently repressed as inconsistent with lalumger capitalism” or in which
“they are just as likely to be co-opted in atteaptorge some consensual as opposed
to coercive basis for working-class formatiGn>Thus, the process and its results
are almost always heterogeneous. Its mechanisntg midude speculative
financialization, privatization, displacement ofygant populations, asset destruction
through inflation, commodification of nature andtatal forms®*

Having explained the relevance of the concept “fitve accumulation”,
one might move on to sharpen the concept for thegses of this study by molding

it into another concept, “proletarianization”. Tisteidy will use the word

248 David Harvey,The New ImperialisnOxford: Oxford University Press: 2003), p. 145.
29 bid., p. 144.
20 bid., p. 146.

%1 bid., pp. 147-148.
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proletarianization, rather than primitive accumwalat due its object of analysis; this
study, thus, does not (and, given its scope, cameat with “capitalist economic
development” in general. It will define proletarization as the subjection of
workers under wage labor in whether form (i.e.ne@aliberal restructuring or forced
migration), and proletarian as “anyone who workstti@ wages at the command of
someone else who owns the means of productBihe “two coordinate
processes” of “the substitution of wage labor ftiveo forms of return to labor” and
of “the expropriation of the means of productioonfrthe producers themselvés”
will suffice to understand the economic positiortted Kurdish migrants.

A companion of this concept will be informalizatiokfter all, “the process
of proletarianization is deeply embedded in thecitiral and systemic aspects of
informalization.®* This study, however, will not deal with informadiion as a
structural or world-systemic process but ratherpdicular results of this process,
i.e. a component of the informal working-class ipaaticular neighborhood in
Istanbul. Despite the affinity, “proletarianizatias not directly correlated with
“informalization”. Nor informalization necessarilgcludes proletarianization; it is,
furthermore, not a euphemism for poverty, as PamtesCastells argu® It is,

rather, “a process of income-generation chara@eri one central feature: it is

%2 Charles Tilly and Chris TillyWork Under Capitalism(Colorado: Westview Press, 1998),
D. 145.

53 Charles Tilly,As Sociology Meets HistgrglLondon: Academic Press Inc., 1984), p. 195.

%54 Faruk Tabak, “Introduction: Informalization andthong Term,” ininformalization:
Process and Structureds. Faruk Tabak and Michaeline A. Crichlow (Badtre and London: The
Johns Hopkins Press, 2000), p. 16.

2% Alejandro Portes and Manuel Castells, “World Umgath: The Origins, Dynamics and
Effects of the Informal Economy,” ifihe Informal Economy: Studies in Advanced and Less
Developed Countrieeds. Alejandro Portes, Manuel Castells and LaAreéBenton (Baltimore and
London: The Johns Hopkins Press, 1989), p. 12.
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unregulated by the institutions of the societyailegal and social environment in
which similar activities are regulatetf®

Portes and Hoffman, via their analysis of the Lé&tmerican class structure,
differentiate the informal proletariat from theriwal proletariat as follows: the latter
“corresponds to workers in industry, services agricalture who are protected by
existing labor laws and covered by legally mandatedems of health care,
disability and retirement®’ while the former, blooming in the age of neolddam,
“supply low-cost goods and services to consumetlscaeap inputs to formal sector
enterprises®® The former, the informal proletariat, consist$afcount workers
(minus professionals and technicians), unpaid famdrkers, domestic servants, and
waged workers without social security and othealggotections in industry,
services and agriculturé® Davis, by working upon Portes’ and Hoffman’s
depiction, suggests that this informal proletadiemies the myth of the “heroic self-
employed®®. its informality is marked by “the absence of faingontracts, rights,
regulations and bargaining powéf,by “extreme abuse of women and children”, by

the fragmentation of existing work and subdivisasincomes?®? by their tendency

to a “third economy” built upon hope (i.e., gami)ii®: by the erosion of solidarity

2% pid., p. 12.

57 Alejandro Portes and Kelly Hoffman, “Latin Amerit€lass Structures: Their Composition
and Change During the Neoliberal Erbdtin American Research Revie38, no. 1 (February 2003),
p. 48.

28 |pid., p. 50.

29 bid., p. 50

%0 Mike Davis,Planet of Slumg(London, New York: Verso, 2006), pp. 180-181.
%1 bid., p. 181.

%2 |pid., p. 182.

23 |pid., p. 183.
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mechanisn€* and, lastly, by the promotion of conflict and tree of coercion in
order to compete in the mark&t.Probably, most importantly, this informal
proletariat lives, works and protests within thatext of the urban slufif® The
Kurds of Yenibosna will, to a large extent, fitarthis definition rather than into a
single category of the “permanently unemployedther “underclass”; thus, these
definitions will echo throughout this thesis thrbutpe case of the Kurdish forced

migrants.

Forced Migration

The Kurdish migrants, who are the subject of thislg, areforcedmigrants or,

rather, “internally displaced persons”, which igided as “persons or groups of
persons who have been forced or obliged to fldeawe their homes or places of
habitual residence, in particular as a result aharder to avoid the effects of armed
conflict, situations of generalized violence, viaas of human rights or natural or
human-made disasters, and who have not crossedeandtionally recognized State
border.?®” This definition, visibly, excludes “regular migtah i.e., economic or
voluntary migration. This is the threshold whiclfelientiates the recent Kurdish

migrants from the other social groups, as labeldtiis study.

%4 bid., p. 184.
%5 |bid., p. 185.
2% portes and Hoffman, “Latin American Class Struesur.”, p. 76.

%7 United Nations, “Guiding Principles of Internaldplacement”, 2004, p. 1.
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Internal displacement, furthermore, might be desastduced,
development-induced or conflict-induc&d The latter form of internal displacement
fits to the case of recent Kurdish migrants anahigs, relevant to this study; it is
embroiled in the mist of the Kurdish issue “wittive context of the widespread
breaches of the rule of law in the provinces ureseergency rule®° This is the
basic definitional category, which this study enygléo codify a forced migrant.

What about the numbers? The Ministry of Interioifafkey suggests that
conflict-induced displacement has resulted in thgration of 357,000 people while
civilian organizations suggest that the number khba between 1 and 3 million.
The HUNEE report, a “legally” ordered report on tesue of forced migration,
suggests that the number is between 953,680 and, D "°

The city centers of Batman, Van, Diyarbakir, UAdana, Mersin, Antalya,
Izmir, Istanbul, Bursa have received most of thgranits, it is generally claimeéd*
How does forced migration occur according to tHevant literature? “[T]he
accounts given by IDPs almost invariably menticimatums by the gendarme to
leave their villages within a short period of tifaefew hours to several days)?

Displacement is, thus, sudden.

28 Tyrgay Unalan, Aye Betiil Celik and Dilek Kurban, “Internal Displacent in Turkey: The
Issue, Policies and Implementation,”@oming to Terms with Forced Migration: Post-Dispdatent
Restitution of Citizenship Rights in Turkegs. Dilek Kurban, Deniz Yiikseker, sgyBetiil Celik,
Turgay Unalan and A. Tamer Akeistanbul: TESEV, 2007), pp. 80-81.

209 Bilgin Ayata and Deniz Yiikseker, “A Belated Awaleg: National and International
Responses to the Internal Displacement of Kurdauikey,” New Perspectives on Turke32 (2005),
p. 19.

270 Avhan Kaya, edTiirkiye’delc Gocler: Biitiinleme mi Geri Déngimii?, (istanbul: Bilgi
Universitesi Yayinlari, 2009), p. 69.

2 bid., p. 70.

272 pyata and Yikseker, “A Belated Awakening...”, p. 16.

68



Given the fact that “houses, sheep pens, storedsyiieelds and trees were
often burnt during or soon after the eviction af tesidents, either by the gendarmes
or by accompanying village guards, to make retarthé villages impossiblé”> one
could surely suggest that displacement went in hatiddispossession — of those
who possessed land in the first place. Furtherntbesprospects for re-use of this
land seems weak: “since the arable lands and hdasesbeen left unattended for
nearly two decades, return and re-settlement mmeabgilding a life from scratch at
financial costs that cannot easily be affordedHeydisplaced populatiorf™ What is
at hand is an irreversible dispossession or separfitom agriculture. Although
research on what happened to the dispossessedsdams almost non-existent, the
right to land seems has irrevocably lost, as irstiggested case of tobacco
production in Batman: “Some IDPs who had to abartfierfield they have
cultivated have lost their right to sell tobaccither because they were obliged to
sell their permits out of poverty or because tpeimits have expired because they
were unable to cultivate their field§"® Furthermore, the village guards seem to
possess the right of production of tobacco in itst place. Although Yikseker
claims that there is no definite evidence thatgdl guard system is highly correlated
with crimes such as “occupation of agriculturaldagathering of other people’s

produce, the cutting of trees, reaping of grasazigg animals in other people’s

23 |bid., p. 16.

2" Abdiilkerim Sénmez, “The Effects of Violence anteinal Displacement on Rural-
Agrarian Change in TurkeyRural Sociology73, no. 3 (2008), p. 403.

25 Ayse Betill Celik, “Evaluation of Fieldwork Conductetdthe Province of Batman: The
Socio-Economic Consequences of Internal Displacémash Obstacles to Return,” @oming to
Terms with Forced Migration: Post-Displacement Rasbn of Citizenship Rights in Turkegds.
Dilek Kurban, Deniz Yiikseker, Ag Betiil Celik, Turgay Unalan and A. Tamer Akdstgnbul:
TESEV, 2007), p. 223.
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fields”, ’°independently of the fate of the properties, fdroeterial dispossession
has occurred to a large extent - thus, a TMMOB ntepo the issue of forced Kurdish
migration suggests as follows: “In reply to a qu@stegarding property left behind,
74.5 percent of the forced migration group saig fleé their homes behind, 62
percent their fields, 58 percent their vineyardd archards, and 41 percent their
livestock. Only 15 percent said that they left maoghbehind; 48 percent of the same
group said that the property they left was bur@@dpercent that their property was

left unattended, and 15 percent that they did notkkwhat happened to their

277

property.

Political Action

The Kurdish migrants, interviewed within the pretekthis study, will be
remarkable for their political action. This, hoveeywill be at odds with the classic
conception of “the formal working class”. It isrfiermore, at odds with depictions
of forced migrants as “politically excluded”. Fiigt all, this politically active
migrant group does not mainly engage “in protest¢g)inst price rises, the removal
of state subsidies, or the generalized deteriaraifdhe public services**® their
collective action is not really a result of “théremchment of the semi-welfare state,

the explosion of unemployment and underemploynaamd,the decentralization of

2’8 Deniz Yiikseker, “Internal Displacement in the Fmee of Diyarbakir: Return, Urban
Issues, and the Implementation of Compensation'Liawgoming to Terms with Forced Migration:
Post-Displacement Restitution of Citizenship RighfBurkey eds. Dilek Kurban, Deniz Yikseker,
Ayse Betiil Celik, Turgay Unalan and A. Tamer Akdstgnbul: TESEV, 2007), p. 184.

2" |bid., p. 151.

2’8 portes and Hoffman, “Latin American Class Struesur.”, p. 76.
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state services?™® Secondly, this mobilization defies the notiortieé political
exclusion of the Kurdish migrants; they are, indeeatluded in multiple forms, i.e.
economic, political and social — what makes thestintit, however, is their
involvement in grassroots politics, which, besidggpolitical intentions, might
function as an empowering strategy.

Roberts and Portes claim that “though interests logathe underlying basis
for collective action, the theoretical literatur@kes clear that actual instances of
these events depend on the strength of social niefvemd the presence of
mobilizing organizations, such as community orgati@ns or nongovernmental
organizations, both religious or seculd¥With the fading away of the ISI period,
the presence of labor unions and political patiese disappeared, they claffi.
While it seems true that the presence of “militamtrkers organized in labor unions
is almost non-existent in the case of Turkey, malitparties or associations still exist
as highly effective mobilizing structures, abld®seen through the case of the
Kurdish migrants. After all, the form of grassroptditics has not changed — the
main actors of grassroots politics have, howeveftesl from formal workers to
informal workers, a significant portion of whicheaiormed by the Kurdish migrants.

This population, the dispossessed Kurdish urbgmlation, forms the main
focus of this study. This population, furthermosgth the “non-integration” and
“exclusion” their migratory pattern suggests, hasrba significant component of the
studies of new poverty in Turkey as delineated abd\ow follows the depiction of

the peripheral environment within which these nigsaeside.

219 Auyero, “Protest in Contemporary Argentina...”, 661

280 Bryan R. Roberts and Alejandro Portes, “Copindwlite Free Market City: Collective
Action in Six Latin American Cities at the End b&tTwentieth Centuryatin American Research
Review 41, no. 2 (2006), p. 60.

%1 pid., p. 60.
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CHAPTER 3

THE CONTEXT: YENIBOSNA

As suggested above, this thesis is situated iara ef Istanbul, named Yenibosna.
This thesis, as suggested above, doesn't reallysfon Yenibosna but on the social
exclusion of the forced migrants who live and wiorkfenibosna. Located in the
district of Bahcelievler, this slum has been alntotdlly exempt from academic
interest. This chapter, through the quantitatiseaech and external data, aims at
giving an impression of Yenibosna, particularlyZaffer Mahallesi.
An entry on an Internet encyclopedia suggests lasifs:
“Yenibosna is a borough, located on the westerhgdahe Istanbul district
of Bahcelievler, bordering with the neighbor distiuciikcekmece. The
earliest population record, whilst it was a villageas 350 and saw rapid
migration after the founding of Republic of Turkdhe origin of the
borough's name comes from the capital of BosniaHerdegovina, Sarajevo.
The settlement was initially named Saraybosna, lwisi¢he Turkish
equivalent of Sarajevo before it was renamed Yearbavith the formation
of the Republic of Turkey??
The information on the website of the municipabfyBahcelievler, of which this
entry is a translation, similarly claims that thheahas once been a Byzantine
garrison and that it had been used as a stoneqigdthe Ottoman era and that the
first settlement of Bulgarian immigrants had ocedrduring the Ottoman-Russian
War of 1877-78. Furthermore, the number of immigreouseholds has rose from 6
to 40, due to a new immigrant wave after the daglam of the Republic. After 1936,

the area was named Yenibosna, welcoming furtheramig, mainly from the

Balkans. Despite being a municipality in 1972, astructural problems have gained

%82 yenibosna24 February 2010, Available [online]: http://eikipedia.org/wiki/Yenibosna
[01 May 2010].
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the upper hand, the text continues: now situatedermunicipality of Bahcelievler,
which parted from Bakirkdy in 1992, the borough $e81190,000 inhabitants, the
text conclude$® Another text suggests that despite the “statejesti, the
gecekonduization rate of Yenibosna has beerfféw.

The particular neighborhood this study is interéste Zafer Mahallesi,
houses 63,700 inhabitants, again according to thaaipality**®> An updated
statistics, dated 2009, however, claims the nurtbbe 83,273%%° Given the high
possibility that the former number is compiled adaog to the data of 2000, the
population has risen slightly more than 30% in 8rge in numerical terms,
approximately 20,000. Whether the actual numbehis,neighborhood turns out to
be the most populated one of Bahcgelievler in génksatly, the municipality
suggests that the neighborhood of Zafer has sixuoess five schools, two health
organizations, three parks and no sporting faediti

However, a distinct entity as “Zafer Mahallesi” dawot really exist in the
first place - except “legally”. Rather, given theased characteristics, Zafer
Mahallesi and the surrounding neighborhoods argéther labeled as Yenibosna,

as a municipal worker clainfé’

83 Bahcelievler Belediyesi. Date Unknow®araybosna’dan Viranbosna'ya Yenibosna
Available [online]: http://www.bahcelievler.bellpi.asp?caid=243&cid=167 [05 May 2010].

284 Bahcelievler Belediyesi. Date Unknowfarihi Konumu Available [online]:
http://www.bahcelievler.bel.tr/bpi.asp?caid=243&c1®5 [09 May 2010]. What is meant by “the
state policies” probably refers to the state’s is&ibutive” participation in or, at times, its igrance
of gecekonduization. Segik and Pinarciglu (2001), pp. 95-122.

85 Bahcelievler Belediyesi. Date Unknowii Mahallenin TarihceleriAvailable [online]:
http://www.bahcelievler.bel.tr/bpi.asp?caid=243&<183 [05 May 2010].

8% From an untitled statistical document on the pagoih of the neighbourhoods of
Bahcelievler. Acquired from the Planning Departmafithe Bahcelievler Municipality.

%7 Thus, this paper uses Yenibosna and Zafer Mahalkeschangably. It seems feasible to
generalize the results of this thesis with regarthé surrounding neighbourhoods, i.e. Fevzi Cakmak
Hurriyet, Kocasinan and anli.
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North of the E-5/ D-100 whelgrinevler meets the Atakdy tramway
station and of Bakirkdy, Yenibosna is popularly wndor its metro station, outlet
centers and cemeffi® The particular neighborhood, in which this stusljniterested,

is delineated in its general and specific contoespectively in Figure 1 and Figure
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Figure 1: The General Contours of Zafer Mahallesi

Whether Zafer Mahallesi is peripheral or not depemgon the criteria one
employs to define “peripherality”; it is, indeedstnt from the city centers, i.e.
Beyaslu or from Mecidiyekdy. However, it is not as pdrgral as Esenyurt (which is
left to the map) or as Ballar; as seen in Figure 1, it is close to the eeat
Bahcelievler (the circle djirinevler) and to Bakirkdy. Sprawling in the forrha
more or less vertical rectangle, the neighborhoaguiestion is 10-15 minutes from
the metro station argirinevler. Figure 2 gives a more specific glimpdehe extent

of the neighborhood.

88 yenibosna Cemevi, right to the area in questisthé “headquarters” of Cem Vakfi. See:
http://www.cemvakfi.org and “Akademi Centirriyet, 16.01.2001.
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Figure 2: The Specific Contours of Zafer Mahallesi

Comparing these maps with Guveng anll's “social geography” of
Istanbuf®® would help. Building upon the status-tenure pesfibf the inhabitants of

Istanbul, Glvenc¢ angik’s social geography is as follows:

289 Murat Giivenc and guz Isik, “A Metropolis at the Crossroads: The Changingisl
Geography ofstanbul under the Impact of Globalization, G States and Cities: The Partitioning of
Urban Spaceeds. Peter Marcuse and Ronald Van Kampen, (Oxxébrd University Press, 2002),
p. 207.
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Figure 3: Glvencg angik’s “Social Geography” of Istanbul

Juxtaposing the delineation of Zafer Mahallesi v@itivenc andsik’s
social geography suggests that the area in qudstidiominated by low-income
wage earner groups”, surrounded both with ownerxoier wage earner and other
groups and with “no dominant group”. The red dotteeh in the map (more or less)
corresponds to Zafer Mahallesi.
What designates the “low-income wage earner graupsGuveng and
Isik’'s words:
“These areas are mostly concentrated on the Euncpda of the
metropolitan area where the central business cligtfilstanbul is located.
This geographical unit of the metropolitan arespiscialized in trades such as
textiles, the garment industry, etc., where th& lofilproduction is realized

within vertically disintegrated production complexén such trades flexible
employment strategies are deployed. This lead#l®adr no job security and
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chronic fluctuations of household incomes, a faloicly also accounts for the
low levels of house ownership®

Dedeglu similarly suggests that “thgeecekonduneighbourhoods where migrant
families live are the prime locations of small-gcghrment ateliers because of easy
access to the pool of abundant labour and chedpdssspremises’®! She claims
that “with more than 35 per cent of total firmsg tonstituency of Bakirkdy, which
hosts the highly populated neighbourhoods of Me@&ngoérengirinevier and
Yenibosna, is the center of garment productiéft.”

A single bus route exists to reach Zafer Mahallesiugh Yildirirm Beyazit
Caddesi, via 31 (Yenibosna — Yenikapi), 31E (Yesitao— Emin6ni) or 98B
(Yenibosna — Bakirkdy). Furthermore, through MahmytCaddesi, it is possible to
reach Zafer Mahallesi (though indirectly) via 39(H&saksehir 4. Etap —
Zeytinburnu Metro), 97 (GUgk — Beyazit), 98A (Goztepe Mahallesi — Bakirkdy)
and 98M {sto¢ — Bakirkoy¥>® This is, of course, not to be treated as tourisdey
information. Rather, this information helps ongy&t an impression of the transit
character of the area in question; Zafer Maha#iemids in the middle of a busy
route, whether between the (more or less) cengighborhoods (i.e. Bakirkoy or
Eminoni) and the peripheral textile production eesisuch as Gugleor Sazanli.

Specific data on Yenibosna or Zafer Mahallesi ens@ccording to the

municipality. However, it might be feasible to gealeze the information of

29 pid., pp. 208-209.

21 Dedeglu, Women Workers in Turkey, p. 62.
292 bid., p. 62. Bakirkdy as a constituency actuhlbgts none of the neighbourhoods listed in
the quotation. It is a separate district on its oMerter is a neighbourhood of both Bahcelievled an
Gungdren, which are separate distric3rinevler and Yenibosna are situated within therdisof
Bahcelievler. Sedstanbul Biiyiikehir Belediyesi, 2008stanbul'un Yenifice’ Haritasi Cizildi
[available] online: http://www.ibb.gov.tr/tr-TR/Bas/Haber.aspx?NewsID=15773 [09 May 2010].

293 Manually compiled from www.iett.gov.tr.
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Bahcelievler to get an impression of Yenibosna,ciwhafter all, forms a major
portion of the district.

An untitled report on Bahcelievfef suggests that the settled population of
Bahcelievler mainly is from the Black Sea regio8%3, followed by Eastern
Anatolia (22%), which is followed by Central Anat(19%). Eastern and
Southeastern Anatolia, with a percentage of 34@uies the first rank with regard
to inner migration. It is followed by the Black Semgion, which holds a weight of 32
percent.

The economy of Bahcelievler is mainly concentratedenibosna and
Cobanceme, which are composed of industrial units, speagdlin the sectors of
food and textiles, this report continues. 30 pero¢ithe population residing in
Bahcelievler is engaged in manufacturing while éisatdold a weight of 29 percent.
The unemployment rates are striking: the proportibthe unemployed to the
employed is 54 perceft®

What about the “political tendencies” of the inhahis of Zafer Mahallesi?
The data from Yiksek Sec¢im Kurulu on the electioh8007 and 2009 could be

summarized under two figures as follofV8:

2% This untitled and unpublished report is acquirmearf the Planning Unit of the Municipality.

29 How this report calculates the unemployment ra& significant question. Thus, the rate is
suspicious.

2% The datas on the elections of 2007 and 2009 aneiatig compiled from www.ysk.gov.tr.
The DTP under the fabric of Bin Umut Adaylari, tetbwn the then-imprisoned Sebahat Tuncel as
an independent candidate in the elections of 200%e third constituency (l¢iinci secim bolgesi) of
Istanbul; a frail “coalition” with leftist politickgroups was also made. The latter data, on #aieh
of 2009, is compiled accordingly to the votes om ¢hndidates of the municipality istanbul
(“BUyuksehir Belediye Bgkanligl”). Again a “coalition” between the DTP and a gpoof leftist
political groups was made.
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The General Election of 2007

Sebahat Tuncel

9% CHP
MHP 21%
9% = CHP
m AKP
o MHP
O Sebahat Tuncel

AKP
61%

Figure 4: The Distribution of Votes in the Genedgtdction of 2007 in Zafer Mahallesi

Of the 42006 listed voters in Zafer Mahallesi dgrihe election of 2007,
33713 have voted. The AKP gains the upper hand wi8v9 votes, to be followed
by the CHP (with 5783 votes). The number of votestie independent DTP
candidate and the MHP are close to each other ruhmbers are respectively as

follows: 2525 and 2405.

The Local Election of 2009

prp P
4%
10%
@ AKP
mCHP
AKP ODTP
58% o MHP

Figure 5: The Distribution of Votes in the LocakEtions of 2009 in Zafer Mahallesi
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During the local elections of 2009, of the 543@4dd voters in Zafer
Mahallesi, 42483 have voted. The numbers for th&® ABHP, DTP and MHP are
respectively as follows: 22038, 10419, 3941 andB1E8other words, while the
AKP and MHP’s position in the average have decibabe CHP and DTP have
increased their weight in total. The other politicarties do not seem to be showing
a significant role or fluctuation in the two elexts. The significance of these two
figures lies in the weight of the DTP, the “pro-idigh” party in which the forced
Kurdish migrants mobilizé®’

What about “social assistance”? According to thansstatistics of the
municipality?°® out of the 4039 recipients of who were deemedh#égo receive

“food aid” last year, 921 turn out to be residingZiafer Mahallesi. Figure 6 depicts

the percentages.

27 The adjective pro-Kurdish is consciously in a @tion mark; generally labelled as the
party which defends only the rights of the Kurdi® DTP (contemporarily the BDP), as a leftist party
goes way beyond this definition. A glimpse at thgal work performed by the DTP / BDP deputies,
which includes the problems of the Kurds as mucthaproblems of the workers, the women , the
youth etc., might empower this suggestion. Seevidtesite of the Turkish National Assembly for the
resolutions of the DTP / BDP deputies: www.tbmm.gyovThis suggestion, however, should not
conceal the fact that a significant portion of Thekish voters in Yenibosna is not tending towatrds
BDP in the first place.

29 Acquired from the division of Public Relations.
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Zafer 22% O Bahgeliever
@ Cumhuriyet
SirineMer 11% Bahgeolievier O Cobangesme
Soganh 3% 1% O F. Cakmak
Siyawspasa /Cum;:;rlyet m Hurriyet
11% O Kocasinan
Yenibosna \ (;obag;esme m Yenibosna
8% ’ O Siyawspasa
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11% m Sirinever
Hurriyet 14% 0 Zafer

Figure 6: The Distribution of Food Aid in Bahgelier

Zafer Mahallesi and the surrounding neighborhoatibup to almost half of
the total. Although no other specific data on otfeem of welfare aid exist according
to the municipality">® Zafer Mahallesi ranks first, whether one taigsvi, siinnet
(circumcision feast) andikah (espousal) registrations into consideration, it is
suggested®

How has Yenibosna been given coverage in mainstreadia? The
mainstream media seems to be keen on stressifigrimenality” of the area on an
irregular basis. The coverage, however, seems.dasides a bunch of criminal

event§®, the stress seems to be on the “illegally politicharacter of the

29 This lack of information is suggested by a muratiworker in charge.

30 Why does zafer Mahallesi rank first? The same wipal worker suggests that this results
from the fact that Zafer Mahallesi is full of thosto come from “the East” in order to find jobs.
However, they were not able to find jobs here eitfibus, they form a group that cannot hold on to
anything.

%1 Though the news items are neither representativéhe results of a thorough and
longitudinal examination, the headings might bedusegive an impression. A bunch of ‘criminal
events’ exist: “Oldirip kaza susi verdilddiirriyet, 04.02.2000; “Diyarbakir'da Aile Meclisi
Istanbul'dainfaz”, Hiirriyet, 24.03.2000; “Bahcelievier'de Fufiue Cete Olaylarina Tepki”,
Hurriyet, 21.07.2006; Istanbul Bahgelievler'de 20skik silahli saldiri: 3 yarali” Hurriyet,
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neighborhood. A “map of terror”, claiming to be goited from the Emniyet’s
records, suggests that Zafer Mahallesi is oneeh#ighborhoods in which the PKK
is active in>"> News items of terrorist activities are quite conmnito comparison to
criminal events; Newrozes, other pirate activitle®nbing events and violence seem
to be prevalent activities in Yenibosta A few items involving the activities of the
TKP-ML, the DHKP-C and other nameless organizatialss exist’* These
newspaper items, however, should not suggest thaibgsna is a politically
stigmatized neighborhood, such as Gazi Mahalle%iMayis Mahallesi, but that it
might be in the process of becoming so. These itegpsesentativeness is, thus,
suspicious. However, if a stigmatization is immifehis has to do with the political
mobility of the Kurdish forced migrants, which thigesis treats as its object of
analysis.

The case of the Kurdish migrants will be scrutidizégthin this context,
Yenibosna, which, as a peripheral destitute sluitmesses a small-scale

industrialization and the in-migration of the dispessed. The focus will be,

15.01.2007; “Bahgelievler'de Silahli Kavga: 5 YataZaman 01.06.2008; Hakkari'de arazi kavgasi:
1 6li, 2 Yarali Hirriyet, 03.09.2008; Istanbul’da Taksici CinayetiHiirriyet, 04.08.2008; “Kod

Adi: Osman orada mi?Hirriyet, 26.11.2008..Istanbul’'un Gobginde Kafasina SiktilarZaman
17.05.2009. Items stressing the destitution antlémality of the area also exist; “Bir Avug
Cehennem”Huirriyet, 07.07.1999; “Gecekondu YikimHirriyet, 27.06.2000 fstanbullularin Yarisi
Gecekonduda OturuyorHarriyet, 05.11.2000. Again, the reader should be remimdéke fishy
representativeness of the compiled news items.

$92«jstanbul’'un Terdr HaritasrMilliyet, 08.01.2008.

393 «gagduyulu Nevruzlara Dgru”, Zaman 22.03.1996; “PKK’nin Karadeniz Sorumlusu
Yakalandi”,Hirriyet, 06.11.1998; “Hainler yine denedMrriyet, 15.03.1999; “Polise kgun”,
Hurriyet, 22.03.1999; Istanbul'daki Eylemler’Hiirriyet, 24.03.1999; “Korsanli Pazafiirriyet,
21.03.2000; “Cocuklarin Eylem Oyunu Uymadtiirriyet, 01.11.2003; “Konserve Kutusunda
Bomba”, Hiirriyet, 22.06.2006; “Yenibosna’'da Terorist AvZaman 09.04.2007; Istanbul’da
Molotoflu Dehset”, Hirriyet, 19.08.2007; “Geng¢ Parti Burosuna Molotoflu Satdirrriyet,
31.10.2007; “Neroiistanbul’'u Yakmaya Devam EdiyoR/atan 27.12.2007; Istanbul’da Molotoflu
Saldirilar Devam Ediyor'Hurriyet, 23.10.2008; “Tehlikeli Gerginlik’Sabah 14.12.2009;
“Istanbul’da 15 Kundakg! YakalarigHiirriyet, 31.12.2007.

394 «infaz Timi Yakalandi”Hiirriyet, 13.05.1998; “Polis Kan Vererek Terdristi Kurtdrdi
Hurriyet, 18.04.2007; “Yeni Bosna'da 17 Gosterici Gozal#endl”, Zaman 07.10.2007.
“Cinayetten Hikim Giydi ama Maktul Hala ¥gor”, Hirriyet, 27.112007.
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however, not on the urban environment but on hawiardish migrants work, live

and engage in politics in this environment.
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CHAPTER 4

THE “EXCLUSION” OF THE KURDISH MIGRANTS

This chapter is based on the qualitative data ciatefrom Kurdish migrants.
Moving upon the univocality of the economic, so@at political conditions of the
migrants (as transmitted through them), this chrapii scrutinize the “exclusion” of
the migrants. The chapter will be composed of terdesections: manifestations of
economic, social and political exclusion. Beforewng onto the data, a clarification
of the concept exclusion needs to be given desipéteisk of falling into repetition.
The multiple dimensions of “exclusion”, in an idéashion, consist of the
economic, political and social, which are intertethin the first place. The former
manifestation of exclusion, economic exclusion ctismcerned with the questions of
income and production and access to goods andssrvi. from which some people
are excluded and others are n8£ The social dimension, on the other hand, is built
upon three axes:”(i) access to social servicesgfample, health and education,
drinking water and sanitation facilities), (ii) to the labour market
(precariousness of employment as distinct from pawy), and (iii) extent of social
participation reflected in the extent of weakenarighe social fabric, as measured by
greater crime, juvenile delinquency and homelessresl so on*° The former
manifestation of the social dimension of exclusight be read via “access to
public goods and services (access to educatiomeaith can be evaluated through

life expectancy at birth, infant mortality rate u#tditeracy rate or secondary school

395 Bhalla and Lapeyré?overty and Exclusion p. 17.

3% pid., p. 21.
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enrollment”, the second via “rate of unemploymerd bng-term unemployment,
vulnerability or precariousness of employment meas$by some yardstick of
insecurity and risk, for example, rates of job awer, proportion of second jobs,
assessment of people working in the informal setimusehold income trends and so
on” and the latter via “rates of trade union mershgr and local associations
engaged in activities designed to integrate malige groups into the mainstream
of civil society ... [and] crime and delinquency mt&’’ Lastly, the third form of
social exclusion, the political, is based upon“theompleteness” of citizenship,
defined through participation, equality of oppoityrand rule of law’®® The

excluded do not have a political influence and theynot represented. They do not
engage in political participatiofi’

In the light of this theoretical outline, the quess this section will ask are
as follows: are the Kurdish migrants “out” of ttadbr market after all? Are they
isolated from social services, the labor market ttuiedgyeneral social fabric? Are they
“incomplete” apolitical citizens?

The answers to these questions will suggest ttetemde of a domain which
the dichotomy between exclusion and integratiorrloe&s: “class formation”. After
all, the Kurdish migrants are not isolated from gle@eral and specific (i.e. social)
manifestations of capitalist development; theirclesion” is not total exclusion
from the labor market but, rather, it results igithntegration as cheap labor.
Furthermore, they share a common language whid¢hmaes, is translated into
collective action. Focusing upon the “absolutene$sthe exclusion of the Kurds

overlooks this possibility of a class formationstthesis basically suggests.

%7 bid., p. 50.
3% |pid., p. 21.

39 pid., p. 22.
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Elif's (25) family has migrated from Diyarbakitice in 1992, as a result of
village burnings. The father (with other relativess, at the time, engaged in market
trade in Istanbul. The whole family, which was uleato sustain traditional means of
production (i.e. agriculture) as a result of thegmmng war, was finally transferred to
Istanbul, when the villages were burnt down. Thailig with some of the relatives,
had directly settled in Yenibosna and has beendithere since then. The other
relatives have scattered all over Istanbul.

The father, due an operation he had last yeayrrently out of work. The
family depends upon the wage-labor of Elif andtivs brothers, who are regularly
working in the textiles. No outside assistanceniguestion; nor, especially if it is from
the state, it is something desirable. One of th@lfamembers has left Istanbul to
study university while the youngest member of #maify is currently a primary schoo

student. Although the two other brothers of Elé aigh school graduates (one of

whom both works and prepares for the universityagte exams), Elif has never gone

to school and is currently an Acik@tim high school student.
The family members are “eternal” supporters ofBid° (and previous Kurdisl
parties); Elif had once been a keen activist of@fi®. Due to the fact that she has to
work and take care of her sister, she has givgmolipics although she is still an
attender of political organizations and protestnése whenever she finds the time, sk

claims. The scarcity of time is a theme which Ebhstantly returns to.

e

Box 1: Elif's “Social Exclusion”
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Economic Exclusion: Employment, Unemployment, Wagbor

Given the flexible and precarious working condis@nd the disappearance or the
degradation of work, the risk of permanent or raguhemployment is either present
or imminent, the dominant view basically suggesiuks the excluded form a group
of urban poor permanently excluded from job opputies or are they, rather,
integrated into the capitalist economic systemeidin a thwarted manner? The
urban poor of Yenibosna are, indeed, “excludediyéwer, the application of the
deindustrialized and deproletarianized Europeaniéexclusion” or Wacquant’'s
(quasi-dystopic) “advanced marginality” to this text has its limits. This section
builds upon this a critique of these assumptions.

Before beginning to transmit the accounts of thedi@h migrants, one has
to clarify the reader of the method. These accoardggo be used as representative of
the other interviewees; they do not pertain to gjgaateresting instances. For the
sake of clarity and to avoid to the risk of mundageetition, this method was
employed. Furthermore, a few of the interviews westtape-recorded due to
technical reasons. However, this thesis would ssighat there is a shared
experience of (basic) conditions after all. Thusloes not move upon pecularities
but upon generalities. Unless it is indicated othi&e, the quotations are meant to
suggest general tendencies and, thus, are repaggerdf the other informants.

The Kurdish migrants are the permanent poor, becaitheir lack of
networks since they arrived at the city withoutwaks in the first place and since

the settled, Kurdish inhabitants of the area tenddlate themselves from this new
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group of migrants, as suggested above. They anmdie bearers of the new poverty,
Erder claims for instancg®

The Kurdish migrants of Yenibosna are, of courserpthey are outside
the social security systéhy; they receive low wages; there are sometimes gnabl
with receiving wages; they are not members of @ettanion. However, a permanent
unemployment is not really in question. As claingedtinuously above, what marks
the exclusion of the migrants is not their isolaticom the market but, rather, their
abrupt integration into it. One should be remindé®u Toit's suggestion: “poverty
results not from people®xclusionfrom that market but from the ways they are
included? 3

Employment does not turn out to be an irregulastance” in the case of
the Kurdish migrants. While the youth should beurelty akin to a permanently
unemployed underclass, as De la Rocha suggestiseviamse of urban Mexits or
as visible through the British “surplus youth urdass”>* the case of (young)
Kurdish migrants testifies to another reality.

Rather, almost all of the migrants, most of whomengung, claim to be
occupied over relatively long periods of time, vehiinemployment is a recurring but

not a permanent phenomenon. If exclusion is at hahds to do with age, one

should note. While the younger members of thegardhouseholds are regularly

310 Erder,Kentsel Gerilimp. 296.

311 None of the informants and of their family membees actually “inside” the social
security system.

2 Du Toit, “Social Exclusion Discourse and ChronimvErty...”, p. 1002.
33 De La Rocha, “From the Resources of Poverty tdPieerty of Resources...”, pp. 87-88.

%14 Robert Macdonald, “Dangerous Youth and the Dangefdlass,” inYouth, the
‘Underclass’ and Social Exclusiped. Robert Macdonald, (London: Routledge, 199722.

88



employed in the textiles, the older members seehate dropped out of work either
because of iliness or age.

Ali 3%°(30, Male, Adiyaman/Gerger) depicts his historyoémployment as
follows: “We do not really regularly change jobsgeneral... | had been
unemployed due to the crisis last year; it lasteel month or so...3*°

Baran (21, Male, Diyarbakir/Silvan) similarly clagnthat he had been
indeed unemployed for some time but it lasted ¢eydays: “There are periods in
which we are unemployed. Sometimes there are serwbds. It lasts for ten days
after | quit the job. It does not last long, | fif@hother job].3*’

Cuma (19, Male, Batman/Sason), who claims to hageated because of
economic reasons and “some events”, also sugdedtg has been four months
since he arrived (for the second time) in Istarand that for the first two months he
had been unemployéd His other four family members also are occupiethi
textile sector. Dursun’s (17, Male, Batman / Sasanjnger family members have
been working in the textile sector for seven yeRatma (18, Female, Diyarbakir /
Lice) has been working in the same workshop faeehrears while being in the

sector for 7-8 years.

315 These are, of course, pseudonyms. Note that Abisa forced migrant but his experiences
are similar to the other informants’ experiences.

318 “Genelde, coks desistirmiyoruz. Oluyor, bazen oluyor. Gegen sene kriatihi, bir ay
falan siz kaldim. Fakatsilazim, para lazim, gdkaliyoruz.” Being occupied in the same workplace
for a year, he claims to be working for 14-15 yaarthe textile sector.

317 «jssiz kaldgimiz dénemler oluyor. Bazen oluydsten ciktgimdan 10 giine kadar... Cok
uzun surmiyor. Ben buluyorum yani.”

%18 Cuma and his parents have returned back to Ba@nyaar ago. It took 8 months for Cuma
to come back. The original quotation is as follotdemleketten dort ay oldu geldim, toplam saysan
iki aydir calstyorum.issiz kalmadim ama calyorum, karin toklguna calgiyorum.”
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These migrants, eight of the total interviewees,raostly trapped in the
textile sector. In other words, they do not fintidird to be more or less requldtfy
occupied with low-quality jobs. In other words, skeKurdish migrants do not seem
to be at the brink of chronic or long-lasting unémyment; wage-labor persists as
the primary source of incorf8. Furthermore, none of them reported receiving
welfare aid or regular aid from their families etatives. Work is not casual but
regular. “One should not be unoccupied; when yeuwaoccupied for a month, it
has a negative impact on you to a great exténCuma claims.

Unemployment or job turnovers are not, of coursgcéptions” given the
informality of the labor market. However, they ai really permanently recurring
phenomena either. One does not become a sellee atdrketgazarc) and a textile
worker next month and a seller again. Furthermalrepst all of them reported
having most of their family members (regardlesgerider) employed mainly in the
textile sector, though other occupations are atsinttered”? An exception, indeed,
exists:ihsan ([legally] 29, Male, Batman / Kozfi®) is a baker working in bake
houses or restaurants for 8 years in total. He semmnto be acquainted with the

textile sector after all, although his family menmdbkave been so.

%19 Note that regularity, in this context, is emphasizo suggest the “abrupt integration” of the
migrants into the economic system. In other wotlgks migrants cannot be outside the labor market at
all; independently of the regularity of work, thieym a “reserve army of labor”.

$2L«insanin hi¢ boyle bokalmamasi lazim, béyle bir ay pkaldigin zaman sana ¢ok
yansiyor.”

3270 a lesser extent, one should note. Other ocimnsamainly include construction,
‘pazarcilik’ (market trade), ‘kebapcilik’ and shwade. However, both the food and construction
sector occupy the first rank both according toittiermants and the quantitative research.

3 The dominancy of the interviewees from Batman &haot overlook the fact that they are
from separate families (or households) and that thiggratory routes and periods are different.
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Are these migrant workers representative afterAdiGording to a
quantitative researcff conducted on the households of Zafer Mahallesiiwithe
pretext of this research, out of 99 individuals¥&0f whom (48 individuals) are
eligible for work?® 30% of them (16 individuals) are working in thette sector
while 18% of them (9 individuals) work in the sexisector. The other half is
unemployed. As suggested above, a municipal repoBahcelievier suggests that
the area is mainly composed of industrial unitecggized in the sectors of food and
textiles and that 30% of the population residin@ahcelievler is engaged in
manufacturing. This study deals with a portionto$ ppercentage.

A significant portion of the textile workers, acdorg to the quantitative
research, turns out to be coming from the conitidticed regions: out of the 16
textile workers in total, slightly more than a haffthem are Kurdish. Having most
of their family members engaged in textiles, thalyrbt report being unemployed
for a long time.

The younger members of nuclear households genenadlgmployed within
the textile sector as the older members of thegaudiouseholds mostly turn out to
be either unemployed because of age or illi@dsurthermore, unemployment due
to accidents during work is at times mentioned;afa®/an, Male, 22) has dropped
out of the textile sector to move upon the consimacsector (which offered more

money); he is now unemployed. Hasan’s family hanlealing with a court case

%24 The selection was random as suggested above eSbarch aimed at getting a modest
glimpse of the employment and social security past®f the inhabitants of the area; it asked génera
questions about the members of the households.

325 The rest of the population consists of the your(#f) and the elderly (65+) individuals.

326 Half of the intervieewees were residing within leac households, i.e. with their parents.
The other half lived with their brothers and sistehile the parents have either returned to the
hometown (or to the first destination of migratiam)never come to Istanbul in the first place.
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due to an accident involving his (now crippled)they during construction work.
Hasan claims to be irregularly working at the camgtons.

Unemployment, however, does not turn out to be arii;ma chosen
strategy given the “quality” of work. This suggestiis, of course, applicable to
youth. The Latin American case, as delineated alis\applicable; finding a job is
easier than finding a good job. After all, in nddaghhoods where a high number of
Kurds has concentrated, looking for jobs in smaltkghops might not be a problem
after all, as Yikseker clainté’

Most of the young interviewees, who actually folm tnajority of the
interviewees in total, claimed that they had beerkimg constantly since 11-12
years old. Dursuf?® has suggested that he works in the textile sedtenever he is
free of the obligations of the school. Baran, wihas been working since 10 years and
who claims to have changed five to six workshophése ten years, has entered the
textiles when he was 11.

However, not all of the migrants are as “lucky’agsun, who has the
chance to be exempt from work. Elif (25, Femalgjddibakir / Lice), an
Acikogretim®® Lise 1 student, tries both to work in the textéesl to pass the exams
to get a high school diploma, in order to be el@iior the university entrance
exams. The situation of Fatma, an Agigtim Lise 2 student, is similar. Having two

siblings, one of whom has quit his job in the testito prepare for the university

%27 Deniz Yiikseker, “Internal Displacement and SoEiatlusion: Problems Encountered by
Internally Displaced...”, p. 275.

328 |n comparison to Cuma, who is at the same agdramithe same hometown, Dursun’s
family has arrived alistanbul due to state repression during the firatsyef 2000. Though this
migration is not exactly forced migration as gefigrsuggested, it is “forced” nonetheless. One toas
note that Dursun does not have a familial tie @tima.

329 Acikogretim pertains to “distance school education”.
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entrance exams ingershang° Fatma has been working in the same workshop for
three years with some of her relatives, while hgween in the textile sector for
seven to eight years. This affirms the TESEV WagkiBroup’s findings regarding
child labor: “All of the eight youths from Batmavian, Hakkari and Diyarbakir,
interviewed in the Yenibosna neighbourhood in Ibtdrsaid that they had been
working since they were 10-12 years ofd"”

Furthermore, the migrants do not really have atiprdial” relationship
with the owners of the workshop; the majority cétinare not working in family
businesses, but working under a previously unknbess®*? Ali, Baran and Cuma’s
boss is Kurdish; Newroz is a “public holiday” iretitwvorkshop. The workshop in
which these workers are employed is generally aleidcale workshop, generally
employing between 10 and 30 worka?s.

Dursun suggests that the coupling of being unabtikiivate tobacco in
Batman and state repression led to their migratidernal displacement is, at times,
connected with “economic migration” after &if.Regardless of the reasons of
migration, it seems feasible to suggest that mbteomigrants have been
dispossessed of traditional means of livelihoodviktaalmost no (economic) ties

with their hometown, subjugation to wage-laborrnssent.

330 Dershaneis a private educational facility which preparesients for high school,
university and other “central” exams. At the tinfahe writing of this thesis, Fatma’s brother has
returned to the workshop.

%1 bid., p. 271.

%32 The case of Kahraman below is an exception.

%33 For the working conditions and labor relationstia textile industry, see Erdem Yérilk,
“Social Relations of Production within the Worksh®pstem in Istanbul’'s Apparel Industry” (MA
thesis, B@azici University, 2006).

334 Deniz Yiikseker, “Internal Displacement in the Rnoe of Diyarbakir...”, p. 181.

93



What does “subjugation to wage-labor” entail? Tikigelated to another
question: How does one categorize the compositidheohouseholds? Wallerstein’s
analysis of households might help. According ts ttategorization, income is
described in five items, the first and most obvibagigwage-labor whether
occasional or regular; then, followabsistence activityo be followed bypetty
commodity productianThe last items are, respectivelgnt andtransfer
payments>° Therein, the differentiation between semi-proieraand proletarian
households arise; the former pertains to househaltisvage-income accounting
for less than 50 percent of the total income wthikelatter pertains to a household
with more than or equal to 50 percent of the titedbme3°

The households of Yenibosna and the interviewedlishrmigrants mainly
fit into the former definition, not being akin torgelfare-dependent or semi-
proletarian composition. In other words, wage-lagtdf reigns the area in question.
Dependence on wage income has increased due tatioigrThe migrants have
been not merely “pauperized” but also “proletarzadi’ and “informalized”.
Transfer and rent payments seem to be absent. \Wtilye commodity production is
in question at timé&g’, the households’ female labor is not really contalized
within the house. Lastly, as suggested above, dsgssion has rendered the
possibility of subsistence activity almost null.dhort, none of the intervieewees

suggested any other form of income rather than viegyer.

335 Immanuel WallersteinWorld-System Analysis: An Introductjdiurham and London:
Duke University Press, 2004), pp. 32-34.

3% pid., p. 34.

%37 For instance, Elif, before being employed in etite sector, used to knit accesory items
while at the same taking care of her sister angarirg for the Ac¢ikgretim exams. None of the
other intervieewees, however, suggested the pres#rgmilar income-earning activities.
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The working conditions of the migrants are well-wm3*® the migrants are
well aware of this fact. “What do | tell you, yoadw all the working conditions, no
security, overwork etc®, Ali claims. The general depiction, as transmitvgd
Baran, is as follows: “We work without security aih@ wages are not enough here
[Someone intervenes by saying “we want justicahat point]. We are, of course,
not content with the working conditions. Though generally work for eight hours,
here [in this workshop] we work for ten hours whdigring Saturdays we work until
13 o'clock.”*°

Wilson’s analysis of the black ghetto, a manifestabf urban marginality,
does not really apply to the case of Yenibosna:€mwthere were unskilled jobs
available in the manufacturing sector there waskywwhen the manufacturing sector
disappears, young black males are left behind éynédw service economy in which
there is demand for the more educated, the moterally endowed, and generally
female workers ! Unskilled jobs persist. Wright and Singelmann’stasption
might, rather, be more helpful: a shift to lesslgtarianized industries, i.e. to
postindustrialism or the reign of service socigygenerally at hand; however, this
dynamic coincides with more proletarianization witthe industrial sectof*?

Resembling an industrial working class districtthaa bulging level of

informal labor, the slum in question houses intati& not isolated from the

%38 See: Yorik, “Social Relations of Production...”

339 «Ne anlatayim ki, hepsini biliyorsunuz, sigortakyfazla mesai vs..”

$40u«jste sigortasiz caflyoruz, maglar da kurtarmiyor burada. [Adalet istiyoruz]... Gair
kosullarindan memnun ¢diz tabii. Her yerde sekiz saat galioruz, burada on saat gajioruz, ...,

bazen 11'e kadar da ¢glgimiz da oluyor. Cumartesi 1'e kadar mecburiggtruz.”

341 Keyder, “Globalization and Social Exclusion...”, ¥80.

%42 Erik Olin Wright and Joachim Singelmann, “Proléaization in the Changing American
Class Structure,The American Journal of Sociolag88 (1982), p. 179.
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economic system. How could they be “left out” o# tabor market in the first place?
Exclusive wage-dependency, furthermore, is commadhe case of Yenibosna while
unemployment does not seem either endemic or ah(get). The economic
marginality of the area in question, furthermoregsinot pertain to a “marginal
pole” (as Quijano suggests), which “primarily délses productive or commercial
activities of workers without waged work or wageeme.®** It does not have a
widespread “alternative economy” either; it doesneally possess a high number of
“units [that] are not based entirely or partially wages and the mark&t* and these
units are not really built upon primordial relatsbps. Furthermore, the street is not
the main site of economic activity. Yenibosna’'sremay is, indeed, informal; it is,
however, not the informal economy of the streghaform of peddling, drug
trafficking or similar “shadow activities” (as Wageant would claim) but it is
generally the informal economy of the workshop. daln other words, is not
irregular to a large extent; rather, it is, bothpsisingly and mundanely, mainly
concentrated in the informal textile workshops, ahhére frequented not with “urban
poor” performing “casual work” but mainly with “wking poor”, who do not portray
a significant labor turnover and who are more es leegularly employed. The

difference, in order to assess the degree of thieig®n of the migrants, is crucial.

%3 Anibal Quijano, “The Growing Significance of Remgity from Below: Marginality and
Informality under Debate,” ilnformalization: Process and Structyreds. Faruk Tabak and
Michaeline A. Crichlow (Baltimore and London: Thehhs Hopkins Press, 2000), p. 148.

%4 bid, p. 159.
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Ihsan’s (29, Male, Batman / Kozluk) family has mo¥en Kozluk
to Batman because of being forced to become ageliguard” and of the
village evacuations. While certain members of @maify have spread as far
as Balikesir and Manis#hsan’s family’s migration to Istanbul has been
indirect. Having been a cotton and tobacco cultivat Batman, the family
has first moved to Batman, then to Kocasinan ianlistil (a neighbourhood
close to Yenibosna) during the 1990s. Only durimgfirst years of 2000,
did they settle in Yenibosna.

Ihsan has been a baker for a long time, even wiesnvibre residing

in Batman, while other family members have beenlgety or irregularly e

employed within the textile sector in Istanbul. Tather and the step-mothe

died last year. The younger brother left the @tgtudy at university. The

older sister has married, moving to an Aegean bitpther words, the

family has disintegrated while other family membansl relatives still reside

within the vicinity of Yenibosnalhsan currently resides in the workplace.
Rather than this story of “disintegration”, th@tsal exclusion” of
Ihsan is more significanthsan claims to have a wide circle of friends and
acquaintances; he suggests that he is a regulasg¢bmingly unfaithful)
attender of the BDP and other unrelated politieatips and organizations
whether in Yenibosna or §anli. Being a member of the HADEP’s youth
during the late 1990s, he suggests that he willzate for the BDP in the
next elections. This regular attendance of orgaioiza and the nature of his

job have to do with his network, he claims.

Box 2:1hsan’s “Social Exclusion”
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Social Exclusion: Migration, Community, Residendélfare, Education

The Kurdish migrants, due to a total atomizatiosadial relations, have been
stripped of social ties, it has been generally sstgg. Directly arriving in an
unknown atmosphere, the migrants have been rideopossibilities of forming
communities or networks and of maintaining soliafrurthermore, the state has
“left” them. Access to social services and educaisoquite low. Neighborhood
networks were strained due to the forced Kurdisgration. “While the earlier
migrants were attracted by employment opportunipessibilities of house
ownership through appropriation of public land detter access to education and
health services, for the newcomers the decisignitpate is likely to be based more
on necessity than on the prospect of a bettet iffeMost of the forced migrant
Kurds have arrived at older shanty-town neighbodsotthey thus occupy a
distinctly lower status in the social hierarchyeytdo not participate in the older
communal functions, they have their own coffee-lesyand may be members of
ethnic associations that are necessarily moreigadlthan the associations that are
entirely oriented to consolidating locality-basetworks of the older migrant§*
Furthermore the male migrants, without families, bachelors, “end(ed) up living in
‘inns’, sharing a room, or in the most dilapidasattions of the inner city, long
abandoned and still far from being gentrified, assed in the media mind with
crime, deprivation and vulnerability* These are generally self-employed as shoe-
shiners or street vendors, waiting for informal kvd@@ince construction work has

disappeared to a large extent, there appears #rgyéd that these new immigrants

%45 Keyder, “Globalization and Social Exclusion...”, ¥81.
3% pid., p. 132.

%7 bid., p. 132.
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have now calcified into a permanent underclass,imgovack and forth between
unemployment, self-employment and casual, infonvak, always in need of
outside assistance for survivdf¥Not only materially but also socially these
migrants are excluded; they do not reap the benefian existing network.

This section will scrutinize the last of these asptions.

Most of the forced Kurdish migrants did not dirgdatrive in Yenibosna in
the first place. Rather, arrival has been “inditeleor instance, Cuma’s family
settled in the city center of Batman, before migato Istanbul during the late
1990s. Dursun’s family migrated to Yenibosna dustéde violence; however, some
of their family members, including his sisters, eatready living and working in
Yenibosna. Thus, they had actually arrived intsxg relations. Elif's father has
been working as a seller in the markets of Istaelveh before 1990s. Coupled with
rising economic hardships and the burning of thlages in 1992, they had chosen to
settle the whole family in Istanbul, she suggdstééma’s family, similarly, settled in
Istanbul during the same time; in other words, thag both transferred their social
relations to Istanbul and “integrated” into an atig existing network, which had
been formed by members of the households who hawéopisly migrated. In other
words, no one seems to have chosen Yenibosnaaasiam destination.

Furthermore, as generally has been suggested,igiation route starts
with the nearest city or town and then spreads tdsvine peripheral cities. The final
destination is the “Western” city centers; the eoist in all of the case, drawn by the

social and economic capital one possed§eghus, the internally displaced do not

348 Keyder, “Globalization and Social Exclusion...”, ¥82.

39 Kaya, edTirkiye'delc Gécler: Biitiinleme mi Geri Déngimu?, p. 172.
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suddenly enter into a metropolitan environmentlptievoid of networks; however,
the quality of networks seems questionafi®.

Although the ties with the hometown have been dwtied economically,
the relationship of the migrants and their hometdas not totally disappeared.
Cuma'’s parents returned back to the hometown taosyago while his sisters and
brothers still reside within Yenibosna. He is likéb return in a few months. Baran,
whose parents are still in Diyarbakir, is, too, éfop of returning — if “peace” is
establishedihsan’s family has disintegrated while his sistat ather family
members have left Istanbul. Some of them have pank to the center of Batman,
the “new” hometown.

As suggested above, no transfer from the hometawime form of “rent” or
“subsistence activity” seems present. Thus, it selerasible to speak of a thorough
dispossession, of being totally vulnerable to tleeanisms of the market, in other
words, of proletarianization. The traditional meafgroduction deteriorated after or
even before the migration to Istanbul. For instam@ursun has suggested that they
were not able to cultivate tobacco in the firstcplastate repression added an insult to
injury. ihsan, similarly, complained of the quota systerif.dfid Fatma suggested
that their family was not able to produce due wwar, even before their villages
were burnt down. Though no special data on disjssgs® exists, it is feasible to
make a suggestion regarding the definition of dispinent. In other words, conflict-

induced displacement is not solely a matter ofetvecuation and burning of villages

%50 One should be reminded of the limitation propaisetthe introduction of this thesis. This
thesis deals with a relatively “fortunate” poputattiof Kurdish migrants, who have found the chance
to arrive at Istanbul. Furthermore, the povertgumstion is not really inner-city poverty but
“peripheral poverty”. These distinctions shouldtaken into account in order not to overestimate the
role of networks.
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or hamlets, as it has generally been confined therofficial discours&®; it, surely,
includes this form of forced displacement but akkyuasults from a spectrum of
reasons, such as being “forced or compelled tceléa@ir homes because of feelings
of insecurity, armed clashes, military-imposed feotbargoes as well as threats by
the security forces, the PKK and government-empmlogitage guards>*? In other
words, the conflict in question breeds or exacedatonomic hardships; migration
is not merely related to security but to the imlmBty of sustaining the traditional
means of productiori>®

Have the “communal ties” totally disappeared beeafsmigration? As
suggested above, migration actually builds upostieg relations and the existing
networks were reinforced by the further transfeacjuainted population to the
slums. Dursun claims that the vicinity of Yenibossiéull of relativeshengehris or
acquaintances. After all, the tendency has beeartisisettling in Yenibosna. Elif,
claiming that she does not like dealing with visitselatives, suggests that their
relatives have been spread all over the city, thabgy are not alone at all in
Yenibosna. Thus, Yenibosna does not turn out te&ccattered or atomized groups
of forced migrants but is a more or less tight emiation of them. Furthermore,
while the collected data does not really refeh® existence or non-existence of new
communities formed with regard to workplaces, itlddoe speculated that the
migrants are not confined to a static network. ¥eena, despite the fragmentation

of labor, is a “large factory” after all.

%1 Unalan, Celik and Kurban, “Internal DisplacemenTurkey...”, p. 69.
%2 pyata and Yiikseker, “A Belated Awakening...”, p.15

53 As suggested above, this thesis conceptualizesefomigrants” within this definition.

101



Of those who were interviewed, none was a bachekding in a bachelor
house®* All of the interviewees had either their (gensrafiarried) brothers and
sisters or their whole family living with them. éther words, the composition of
households seems to overlap with the compositidaroilies, either totally or to a
large extent®®

The residence is generally a low-quality slum aparit. In other words,
Yenibosna is not akin to Tarlapavhose “general appearance ... is a decayed one”
and in which “every year a few buildings collapsemetimes resulting in
casualties ¥° Yiikseker, similarly, makes the distinction betwaeighborhoods
such as Tarlalkaand Balat and more “developed” neighborhoods sisch
Yenibosna, Gungi, Soganli, Esenler and Bahcelievler: “Although the urban
development in these areas is relatively bettseéims that the rents are high
because of the high number of manufacturing wongshio the area. Therefore,
although there are more work opportunities in Glirsed Yenibosna compared to

Tarlabat, the burden of rent is much highér”

%4The bachelor houses had been subject to a thoteugtization by the state last year.
Thus, the non-existence of bachelors within thal toterviewees, rather than a thwarted random
selection, might be related to their disappearadoéortunately, it is almost impossible to support
this local information with external data sincéadts not been given coverage anywhere. Furthermore,
the “mobility” of bachelors seems distinct from timere or less “settled” acccounts of most of the
intervieewees. After all, only two of them were béy of returning.

$35“Household” is differentiated from a “family”, &lbugh the former does not exclude the
latter; a household might be formed by kins, clkiss but what connects the members of the
household are the “long-term income-pooling arrangets”. See: Joan Smith and Immanuel
Wallerstein, “Households as an Instituion of thelld&conomy,” inCreating and Transforming
Households: The Constraints of the World-Econoaas. Joan Smith and Immanuel Wallerstein,
(Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1992)3pld the case of Yenibosna, household mostly
overlaps with family.

¥%Yilmaz, “Far Away, So Close: Social Exclusion...”,36.

%7 Yiikseker, “Internal Displacement and Social Exitins.”, p. 265. The rent for a 2+1
apartment in Zafer Mahallesi is generally betwe®dd dnd 600 TL — a monthly wage of a textile
worker is similary within this range.
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How do the Kurdish migrants spend their “leisureei?*>® A common
suggestion would be that these migrants shut thgessap within their limited
enclaves. This suggestion would not be based up@il ground. However, as
suggested above, the migrants do not really regitihén a totally alien environment.
Given the extent of social relations (which is tobe overrated or underrated), Ali
claims that whether because of a wedding or a &lirersomething else, he has to
leave the neighborhood on a regular basis. Barggests that he does not really
have a private life; he spends the time wanderinignth his friends. Elif claims that
she likes to wander around in Istanbul but, givenheavy work and the obligations
of schools she is subject to, how could she fimgktto wander freely? She suggests
that she had been regularly wandering around Satlitaet or Emindni with his aunt
and cousin but it has been a long time since sievisited Taksim. Besides leaving
the neighborhood to attend protest events, famdgigs remain regular activities,
according to Elif. How could a worker, who works fi©-12 hours during workdays
and for 5 hours during Saturdays, find time to warfdeely? Cuma similarly speaks
of the scarcity of time. It turns, after all, to tmainly a problem of “time” but not of
“poor resources” or of an environment alien to kheds.

What kind of a relationship do the migrants havthuhe state? Has the
state “left” them?

The common suggestion has been that, becausecbhital deficiencies”
such as the language problem, the migrants hackally been acquainted with the
state services in the first place. After all, ak¥eéker notes, “illiteracy and weakness

of Turkish language skills among both women and oweriributed to the difficulty

%38 The word leisure is consciously in a quotationknafter all, given the fact that most of the
workers spend 10-12 hours a day in the worksh@sute time” is a luxury that pertains to post-
afternoon Saturdays and whole Sundays. Cumanstarnce, claims that he spends his time outside of
work during weekdays, which makes 2-3 hours a dayyandering around or using the Internet.
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of both social and economic ‘integration’ of IDPscities,” resulting in their lack of
“access to public services (e.g. healthcare, thiicgl system, social assistance
etc.).”®*° This assumption is built upon a realistic bastsyéver, it is incomplete.

As suggested above via Figure 6, the particulaghimrhood within this
thesis is contextualized, Zafer Mahallesi, hasivecethe 20% of the total welfare
aids from the municipality, thus occupying thetfirank3*® Were the Kurdish
migrants receiving aid? Or were they eager to do so

None of the interviewees actually reported recghard either from the
municipality or from other state organizations. Mokthem were not eager to do so.
Gdursel (17, Male, Batman), who has been workindlLféryears, claimed that they
did not receive any aid from anywhere; nor did theyt any from “such a staté®*
Dropped out of the®grade, he did not want to go to school in the fitace. Elif
similarly claims that his father labeled those reiog aid as “stooges’yardakgila);
during the election period, he wanted to be suséerib one he knew in Diyarbakir
accepted the aid of the government. He was su¢areamy of the state™devlet
dismanj. Ali does not recieve any aid either; furthermdre does not see it as
necessary°? Kahraman similarly speaks of his “problematic’atédnship with the

state (delineated below).

9 viikseker, “Neoliberal Restructuring and Social lason...”, p. 269.

%015 the high rate of municipal aid related to thersg presence of the Kurds? In other words,
does aid function to “contain” the Kurdish mobilimam? Or is this high rate merely related with a
high level of poverty? These are significant questithat transcend the range of an M.A. thesis.

%1No... We don't want it in the first place. We neagplied for [it], we don’t want it in the
first place. State.. To the hell with such a stalée original quotation is as follows: “Yok...
Istemiyoruz zaten. Hic¢ baurmadik da, istemiyoruz zaten. Devlet.. Oyle deslmaz olsun yani.”

32 «Devletten gelecek hayir Allah’tan gelsin”, haichs while laughing. The original
guoatation does not really possess a religiousatatinn but suggests the lack of hope from recgivin
aid from the state.
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Most of the interviewees, though not as “radical’tlaese cases, did not
apply for aid in the first place. Of the minorityhigh has applied, the applications
had been turned down. Hasan claims that “if theg,gdf course we would want it
but they do not give [aid]*** Cuma similarly claims that they had seen those who
could not receive it and, thus, they did not agphjit. Thus, rather than a “technical
deficiency” as language, the main reason for ncgivéng aid might be explained by
the “resentment towards the stat&or by indirect negative experience. Similarly,
Ihsan suggests that he knows a bunch of people whtziwmot go to the mosques
because of regular [anti-Kurdish] legal propagatiaiéng the Friday sermor&>

The “retrenchment of the state”, furthermore, doetsreally mean much in
the case of the Kurdish migrants; these migrants hat reaped the benefits of the
“welfare state” in Turkey in the first plac&® The distance between the Kurdish
migrants and the state is not really related tanttre-existence of the state; given the
fact that the vicinity Yenibosna is not really delof a presence of public

institutions, municipal aid (and a regular miligiion by the state), it might be

related to how the state manifests itself vis-atvesKurdish migrants. This is,

3 “Maalasef [olmadi]. Yani biz istiyoruz da vermiyar. Verseydi alacam ben. Verse tabi biz
isteriz.” One should add that Hasan was reluctagive the name of the party he supports; although
he claims that he attends protest events for fierdpes not pronounce a political motive but, rathe
says that he dances and engages in halay andtsoTfbese seemingly non-relevant details are given
to suggest the “moderate” condition of Hasan aspaoed to the former examples.

%4 The “state”, the “municipality” and the “governnteare generally used interchangably.
35 «Anti-Kurdish” propaganda pertains to “counteregilia” propaganda.

%% perlman’s suggestion paraphrased above mightiexptay the word “welfare” is in an
ironical apostrophe: since Brazil never develop&gHare state in the first place, one cannot tdilk
the retrenchment of the state.
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however, a suggestion that should be more thorgughéstigated; thus, it is not
really feasible to embark upon a thorough genextitin®®’

Lastly, some of the youths’ education levels are“dmamatic” as it seems.
Most of them, unsurprisingly, were school drop-oiitsree of the interviewees,
however, are high school students, which pertas ddferent reality. Two of these
students are both regular workers and Agrktim high school students. One of
them, Dursun, is currently a high school studehe Jyounger sisters of these
students are regularly attending primary schoom&of the younger members of
Elif and Kahraman’s family are even studying unsigr. In other words, rather than
being totally out of educational system, the “nggheration is in it to an extefit

Unsurprisingly, the “workplace” and “school” do narn out to be mutually

exclusive realms after all.

%7 Limiting the state services to aid is similarlpplematic. Thus, this study falls short of
explaining the Kurdish migrants’ relationship witte various mechanisms of state, such as health
services and courts. For instance, of those “iriglie education system, none spoke of a resentment.
The pejorative connotation recieving aid possessight not be reproduced in accounts of
relationships with other state mechanisms after all

38 Elif suggests that his father sees educationveayeof escape from subjugation to the
exploitation and harassments of a boss. The youngenbers of the household (composed of 10
individuals), thus, are currently as follows: auersity student, two preparing for the university
entrance exams and a primary school student whthsmagon is valued. The two other youths in the
household are high school graduates.
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The story of Dursun’s migration pertains to a def@ form of “forced
migration”. Harassed by the gendermarie, Dursuatiser tries to find a way out
of Batman / Sason. He transfers the whole familygaibosna, in which his
older girls were already living and working in.

This happens in 2003. Contrary to the general sstgge forced
migration does not only include the “evacuatiowiihges” but includes myriad
forms of state repression. This occurs even inri@gén which “hopes for
peace” reign. In other words, state repressiombasiecreased much despite t
fact that the armed conflict stopped during thisqee Given the fact that war
still looms, forced migration is not “history” big an on-going process.

Having been tobacco cultivators in Sason, Durstarisly has directly
moved to Yenibosna. They currently form a houselbl@gn. Of those who are
between the working age (15-65), almost all offtmaily members are
employed in the textile sector for seven yearssbDaris currently a Lise 4
student, preparing for the university entrance exatins two other siblings,
respectively 12 and 10 years old, are currentlnaling primary school. None
of the other members of the family has had secgnelducation. Two of the
female members of the family have been workingesthey were, respectively,
12 and 14 years old. This household does not depemither welfare or other
forms of assistance; no other form of income existhe family besides the
wages of these four family members, who are emplayé’enibosna. His
mother applied for aid during the last years tausaed down. Dursun, who als
works during holidays, claims that the membersisfiousehold are regular
attenders of Newrozes and other protest eventsiaeghby the BDP. Most of

the relatives live within the vicinity of Yenibosna

Box 3: The “Distinctiveness” of Dursun’s Forced Ivitjon
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Political Exclusion: Engagement in Grassroots Ralit

The common suggestion regarding the Kurdish migtadlitical exclusion claims
that, given the technical impossibilities suchteslack of a “certificate of residence”
(ikametgah belgesand given the fact that no political bodies exisempower the
migrants, the Kurds have been left out of the alitThus, they are “incomplete
citizens.” For instance, the UNDP Report on the peverty regime of Turkey
suggests the isolation of the migrants from pditibe Kurdish bachelors live in a
near total cultural exclusion and “as they areregtstered residents of the area, they
cannot participate in the political life, or voteélections.®®° Yiimaz depicts the
“political exclusion” of the inhabitants of Tarlapaas follows:
“[T]hree issues reveal some elements for such eiahu The first one is the
inexistence of political or associational mobilisatfor the neighbourhood, which
not only reveals the lack of a political know-howttwthe objective of improving the
living conditions in Tarlabg, but also the lack of a sense of neighbourhoedtity
and attachment. The second regards the fact the segments of Tarlapzs
population cannot be said to fully enjoy their podl rights: the displaced Kurds
who lack identification papers and residential sagition which are necessary to be
able to vote.... The third issue is at the natioeaél: concerning legislative
elections, the existence of a 10 per cent natittmakhold prevents a real
representation of the Kurds in parliamefit”

These suggestions, indeed, pertain to reality. Wewehe forced migrants
are not politically passive or apathetic in thstfplace. Rather, their political

“activity” might be an empowering mechanism agathst powerful currents of

exclusion.

%9 Bugra and KeyderNew Poverty and The Changing Welfare Regimp. 23.

370Yilmaz, “Far Away, So Close: Social Exclusion...”,36.
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Given the fragility of investigating political paipation, the dominance of
uttered political mobilization is surprisifig: Most of the interviewees reported

regular visits of thefice™"?

and attending protest events. “The party thabpads
the BDP and | hang out there at times,” Baran caifii Ali has voted for AKP,
because of his wish for “the freedom of the headsaad, thus, he is ridiculed by
his friends®’* Elif was a regular activist of the former DTPa\wBDP but, given the
lack of time, she had to stop visiting the partgr family, though fervent advocates
of the BDP, does not attend protest events or aimeients but sends her and her
cousin as representatives, she claims. Dursuniarfdrhily regularly attend protest
events and Newrozes, whether local or centralpatih they do not regularly visit
the party. The members of these families are rexgidtvoters.

Cuma, although he is a fervent political speakeesthot report attending
protest events regularly. After all, he has to “kyawork, work, work and work®"
Gursel suggests that he regularly visitsithe and that he wants “justice” and a new

state. The massacres have not been forgottenggess: thus, whenever an event

happens he attends it. After all, it is a matteKofdishness. Baran claims that,

"1 Note that the writer of this thesis has not entedithese interviewees with an outspoken
political motive but as an university student tyito collect data. However, one should note that th
rate of politicization among the intervieeweesngxpectedly high — especially with regard to thet fa
that a bunch of the Kurdish inhabitants of the @meguestion had been recently subject to a state
harassment due to “the KCK operations”. Still, thissis cannot generalize upon the Kurds, with its
bunch of intervieewees; however, a significantiporbf these informal workers seems to be
acquainted with the BDP.

$72«j|ce” pertains to the BDP’s headquarters in theridisin question. Note that none of the
interviewees were reached directly through the B&&dquarters. Thus, the randomness of the
selection of sample is reliable with regard topbétical mobilization of the migrants.

$73“Benimsedgim parti BDP'dir, ara sira oraya takiliyorum.”

3744 only long for the freedom of the headscarf”, dlaims. However, he seems to be devoid
of religious ties with any political or other orgaations.

375 The original quotation, difficult to be translatésl as follows: “Pek katildgim olmuyor

aslinda. Ciinkii kafam yaninsanirseyi ekmek derdine dinis. Boyle mitinglere falan gidecek falan
seyi yok yani, boyle hep ekmek derdi. Galals, cals, cals, cals...”
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through these regular visits and through attenthiege events, they do what they
have to do. When there is time left besides woekattends the BDP and local or
central protest events. He suggests that he hdseeatable to attend recent protest
events because he has had to work. In other woradst of the interviewees are
regularly inside “politics” and they express thdificization under the terms of the
necessity of justice and of Kurdishness. The neemuork, however, sometimes
besets the participation in politics. “Politicaladipy” turns out to be a myth.
However, at the same time, the worker has to seliine.

Most of the politicized interviewe&$, who were regular visitors of the
BDP, did not report attending other organizatidkiter all, Yenibosna lacks the
presence of democratic organizations. Elif, wheggasentativeness should be in
doubt, reported regularly attending a solidaritgasization in order to get a high
school diploma. Elif suggests that attending theisds of organizations helps to
“enlarge” one’s network; after all, one meets neenids and forms new networks
via these organizatiori$’ Dursun andhsan, similarly, suggest that they construct
new social ties, through political parties and ottrganizations. However, it should
be asserted that “politicization” is not about domgting networks at all. Thus, a
speculation could be made: regularly attending mimgdions which raise

1378

“democratic challenges ... to the monopoly of statetiol”*", the migrants are

376 A reminder: not all of the intervieewees were B&)fmpathizers. Given the fact that the rate
of political party or organizational membershiyéy low in the case of the Turkish migrants, the
mobilization of Kurdish migrants is significant. Abst 80% of the respondents of the questionnaire
were not members of an organization in any kindewfthe word “dernek’qrganizatior) or “parti”
(political party) was uttered, the question was passed by thennafior quickly, saying “yok, yok,
yok” (no, no, no). The uttered mobilization of teasformants, thus, gains a significance.

377 This assumption, though contextualized not throaigiolitical party, seems applicable to
the political parties as well. The other responslératve not, unfortunately, given meaningful
information about the specific empowerment mechasisf attending political organizations. As
suggested above, politics was expressed underajdreadings.

378 Celik, “Migrating onto Identity: Kurdish Mobilizan...”, p. 10.
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regularly engaged in “politics”, whether as irregyuattenders or as regular members.
In other words, “empowerment” is not merely or (§bly) significantly about
“networks”, i.e. it is not related to finding jolos making friends or hanging around.
Rather, it has to do with a process in which thmaleds of the migrants are voiced:
democratic participation whether through protesines, attending organizations and
taking responsibilitied’®

These political actors do not really engage ingsts pertaining to the
economic realm, i.e. they do not voice demandginglanainly to “neoliberal
adjustment” in a Latin American fashié¥. They do not “rebel against neoliberalism
as they directly experience it in their everydag4.”®! Indeed, their demands are
not really related to their working conditions om wages, although they are well
aware of the generality of the working conditiohBeir demands are generally
situated within the realm of “Kurdishness”. Thiswever, doesn’'t mean that
political demands necessarily exclude economic deina

Contextualized in an environment in which a workatgss movement does
not exist, they do not behave as a class in itsii&d’ sense. Thus, this political
informality tends to be ignored simply as mere fisltadicalism” or “identity
politics”. However, the coupling of the economicsfiimn with the politicization of
the migrants might pertain to a different procdssrall: class formation. The
deployment of “social exclusion” as a categoryunderstanding the Kurdish

migrants overlooks this process.

379 How politicization empowers one is a significanegtion that this thesis cannot answer
since an ethnographic research was not conductealitical parties. Thus, this thesis views
politicization as an outcome — not as a process.figrants, it basically suggests, turn out toashar
both a common political language and a repertdiebective action.

380 Auyero, “Protest in Contemporary Argentina...”, 551

%1 Susan Eckstein, “Urban Resistance to Neoliberah@=acy in Latin America,Colombia
Internaciona) Vol. 63 (June 2006), p. 35.
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Forced to migrate from Batman / Sason becausesofitilence imposed on
them because of their refusal to become a villaged)koy korucusy Kahraman’s
(57, Male) story is a perfect depiction of dispaessen. Currently living in a
household of 8, Kahraman owns a small workshos fmonths and is currently in
debt.

Kahraman and his family left Sason during 1993t fio arrive at Diyarbakir /
Bismil. Having been tobacco cultivators both in @aand Bismil, they had left
Bismil 10 years ago to arrive at Yenibosna. Kahnmanhés son, daughter-in-law and
his two sisters are currently working in the snsalle workshop. Furthermore, he
suggests that he is subject to constant harassm#nby the police and the
municipality because of the social security proceduThe two other members of the
household are currently studying at university wigtdstanbul.

Neither recieving aid nor being eager to do so,rlatan has voted for the
Kurdish political parties over a long time. He,aasactive member of the BDP and a
regular reader aBUnluk(the “pro-Kurdish” newspaper), claims to be a regul
attender of Newrozes, election rallies or othetgsbevents. Though a primary
school graduate, Kahraman is well aware of theradidtions and is keen on talking
about who is responsible with regard to the wartaedurdish issue.

“Politicization”, after all, is not a matter of “fmal education”.

Box 4: The Case of Kahraman
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Class Formation?

The informality and the (overrated) irregularitytbé labor of the Kurdish
migrants have resulted in their depiction as aefinite group of casual workers.
Furthermore, their political demands, since theydbpertain to the realm of
economy, are merely underestimated as “slum radioabr “identity politics”.
Socially, they were atomized to an extent thatraroonity was not present any
more. They did not belong either to a group oras<l

Wacquant, through the case of Chicago's Black &@wltthe Parisian Red
Belt, portrays the end-result of advanced margiynak follows:

“[S]hould France’s ‘excluded’ and America’s ‘undiass’ ... still be
considered part of a ‘working class’ when that sléself is agonizing, indeed
fast disappearing in the form in which we have knawor much of the past
century? Do they stand at the fringe of the ser{god)proletariat in an
entirely new class constellation? Or are residehteighbourhoods of
relegation located ‘outside’ the class structutegather, having fallen into a
zone of social liminality wherein a specific sodi@pism operates that
effectively isolates them from others arounti?”
The depiction of the Kurdish migrants in Turkey kaserally complied with the
questions that Wacquant proposes above. Howewverng out that the Kurdish
migrants of Yenibosna as depicted above are ndly matside the class structure or
outside the process of small-scale industrializatimformalization altogether.
Labelling them as a class or an underclass, furtber, does not depend on a

political tendency, despite the fact that the faem, “underclass”, is a fallacy in

itself. Rather, the data presented above showshbd€urdish migrants are more or

$2Wacquant, “The Rise of Advanced Marginality...” 129.
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less regularl§?® inside the labor market and that they, thus, farsignificant portion
of the informal working class. After all, they aret permanently excluded as such
but “integrated” as cheap labor into the capitaistnomy.

A crucial question should be raised herein: Whéatlsss formation” as a
process in the first place? Katznelson, buildingrup historical analysis that seems
contemporarily relevant, notes two “objective” ama “subjective” level$®* The
first of the objective levels pertains to the legktapitalist economic development.
Does wage-labor persist? Is proletarianizationsrorthodox meaning still relevant?
The second of the objective levels refer to workepl relations and the labor market:
how does social existence (as a result of capidéigelopment) develop at work and
outside work? The third level or the first subjeetievel suggests that “classes are
formed groups, sharing dispositions”, “[sharingfarstandings of the system...
[and] values of justice and goodne&¥ After all, these dispositions are
configurations within which people act. The lastdeor the latter subjective level
pertains to “disposition to behave collectivelyhi3 disposition might or might not
be translated into “collective action”, which ocstiwhen ‘sets of people commit
pooled resources’, including their own effortscammon ends*¥* Collective

action, furthermore, does not merely pertain to aeas for better wages and

working conditions; its forms and contents are atale.

%33 Note that being a member of a class is not a mattiwe regularity or the irregularity of
labor. This “regularity” is, in fact, emphasizedthis thesis to suggest that the forced migrargsat
outside the labor market at all.

%4 |ra Katznelson, “Working Class Formation: Consting Cases and Comparisons,” in

Working Class Formation: Nineteenth Century PatsemWestern Europe and the United States
eds. Ira Katznelson and Aristide R. Zolberg, (Retna: Princeton University Press, 1986), pp. 14-19.

%% |bid., pp. 17-18.

3% bid., p. 20.
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The interaction between these four levels defih@ssdormation. “In this
formulation, class formation is not a specific aunte... Rather, the two sets of
variation in disposition and collective action la¢ third and fourth levels of class
constitute twin objects of analysis of variationsnorking-class formation,”
Katnelzson suggest&’ The crucial questions to be asked are, thus, |@svia
“Under what conditions will class-based understagsdiof social life experience at
the second level of class develop? Will thesernédd to workplace relationships
and to the terms of the demands working peoplégtiteir employers, or will they
encompass other arenas of social and politicét lifader what conditions will
working people assert their claims against theiplegers or their landlords or the
state or against other targets within or outsidéileate systems of interest
representation®®
Does the case of the Kurdish migrants fit into fhasnework? Are these questions
relevant to the case of the migrants? In other gjaaice the Kurdish migrants
generally confined within the manifestations of tiemliberal capitalist
development? Do they share similar working condgi®dDo they form a “group”
with shared values? Are they disposed to behavecativiely?

The answer to the latter four questions above (whespectively overlap
with the four levels of class formation Katznelgwoposes) is affirmative. The
portrayal of the social exclusion of the Kurdishgnaints suggested that they are
actually “in” the labor market, being congregatedhe informal textile workshops;

that their working conditions are similar and ttiegy are aware of the generality of

the working conditions; that they voice similar derds and notions of justice (i.e.

%7 |ra KatznelsonMarxism and the City(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), p. 210.

8 |bid., p. 210.
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demands regarding Kurdishness); they are, indesposkd to behave collectively —
after all, they perform a major portion of politicaobilization in the urban slunt&?

Furthermore, the Kurdish migrants address the wtask not merely in its
economic sense but also with its political connotes. Their “proletarianization”
has, indeed, affined with (mainly forced) disposgms and informalization of the
economy. The end-result is mainly homogeneous:amnation in the lower ranks of
the informal labor market — in the case of Yenilaghe textiles. The experiences
are, in short, similar. However, class, in the feavork presented just above, is not
an economic entity after all. Rather, it also ha®lktical dimension. A significant
portion of this migrant group is not really poldity apathetic. Rather, voicing
similar demands of justice and using the same nzafgl structures (i.e. political
parties), they share values of justice and injesticd a repertoire of collective
action. The non-economic character of these demaandse focus on Kurdishness,
should not conceal the fact that the actors of gboiiiics have transformed from
formal workers to informal workers, a significartrpon of which are politically
dynamic Kurdish migrants.

Rather than a “class deformation” and the disagrear of the wage-labor,
the case of the forced Kurdish migrants actuallygmes to the formation of one. The
questions Katnelzson proposes above are, thusarglerhus, if the metropolitan
slums are “volcanoes” waiting to erupt as Mike Bdaibels them, this has to do with
the presence of the politically mobile Kurdish wenk

This is not to claim that the working class or go®r have been merely

“Kurdified”. **° Rather, this suggests the increasing significafitee Kurds in the

39 An important note: the utilization of this frameskawithin this study helps not to define the
boundaries of a social class but to highlight tistimction of the Kurdish migrants. In other words,
“class formation” is not merely about the Kurdstt
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informal labor market — the rate of which this stutbes not deal with. The
significance, thus, lies mainly not in ethnicitytbe Kurdification of the labor
market but in the increasing politicization whittese migrants perforii- There is
not much “novelty” in the poverty or the exclusiofithe Kurdish migrants; the
novelty lies in their political mobilization, whidiakes place within the urban slum
and which, besides its contemporary political ititars, holds the possibility for
fighting various forms of exclusion. Furthermotaistpolitical mobilization overlaps
with the (shared) economic conditions of the mitgaBeploying class and politics
as analytical frameworks for understanding the kalranigrants is, thus, essential.

The issue at hand is, indeed, related to “socielusion” but actually transcends it.

%0 see: Erdem Yériik, “Zorunlu Gog ve Tirkiye'de Néelializm’,Bianet 21.11.2009,
[Available] online: http://www.bianet.org/biamagéan-haklari/118421-zorunlu-goc-ve-turkiye-de-
neoliberalizm. For an interview with the writergnestion, see “Tirkiye'dici Sinifi Kiirtlesti”,
ANF, 01.12.2009, [Available] online:
http://www.firatnews.org/index.php?rupel=nuce&nugel 7765 .

%91 |t seems that this fact has started to be searisgurity’ concern. An interview with an
analyst, Erhan Goksel, suggests that more thand@@be working class is formed by the Kurds. This
novel “discovery”, the interviewee claims, pointsa dangerous possibility: if the PKK and the BDP
lay claim to the working class, it will be even werthan armed struggle. See: “Erhan Goksel
Giderayak Hikimeti BombaladiEge’'de Sons§24.04.2010, [Available] online:
http://www.egedesonsoz.com/default.asp?sayfa=hatsy&part=politika&hlD=72670&haber=erha
n-goksel-giderayak-hukumeti-bombaladi .
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

This study has stressed the limits of the “new nbaverty” and (absolute) “social
exclusion” in the case of the Kurdish migrants eindbosna. Through qualitative
research on the Kurdish migrants’ economic positielations with the state, their
community and political involvement, the exclusmfithe Kurds was scrutinized.

Neoliberal restructuring and the degradation ofkntave arrived to an
extent that a group of permanently unemployednggsly at hand, the logic of
advanced marginality or social exclusion suggedteslKurdish migrants, because
of their abrupt migration pattern, should be thenpry bearers of the resulting social
exclusion, this logic ensued. This thesis basioatyt against these assumptions.
The Kurdish migrants, indeed, turned out to be pgimg the lowest ranks: however,
a depiction of their social exclusion as absolgteres a significant process: class
formation. They turned out to be inside the classcture and their “exclusion”
resulted from this “integration”. While concludintjs thesis will summarize these
assumptions and counter-assumptions.

This thesis has started with a general summariyeo€oncept in question
and of how the concepts marginality and underdias® lost their dominance as a
result of the reign of social exclusion. The gloteaidencies suggest the convergence
of marginality, underclass and exclusion underféeic of “social exclusion” or
“advanced marginality”. The distinct features astadvanced marginality were
constant unemployment, the degradation / desoatadiz of labor,

deproletarianization, the disappearance of soociaésion and total atomization. A
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permanently unemployed underclass, which is isdltem the benefits of a
community and from politics, is at hand, this logiggested. Furthermore, when
these pauperized individuals are employed, thepleyment is casual and irregular.
Employment does not pertain to a vital realm inlies of these individuals.

Then, case studies of exclusion in Turkey were saria@d. A common
suggestion of most of these case studies washiddbtced migrant Kurds are
forming a population which was on the brink of lgegtonomically, politically and
socially excluded to such an extent that they famfunderclass”. Economically,
they are out of the market, either permanently ysieyed or precariously and
irregularly employed in the various sectors ofitifermal labor market; socially,
their community has diminished to an extent thévoeks have disappeared and,
worst of all, the state has “left” them; politioglthey were isolated from grassroots
politics. The forced Kurdish migrants have directtyived at a place completely
unknown to them; thus, they had found it hard tanbegrated into the existing
social relations. They are floating between uneyplent, self-employment and
casual, informal work, permanently in need of algsaid.

How did the presented data affirm or reject theseiaptions? This thesis
did not reject the existence of “social exclusiamthe first place. The Kurdish
migrants did not turn out to be using the resouatgmverty quite well. They did
not integrate into the urban economy by makingaisand and labor, i.e. via
“poverty-in-turns”. Nor did they reap the benefifsa well-established network, as
previous migrants. Thus, this thesis did not sugteg exclusion is a myth after all.
However, it aimed at “levelling” the social exclosiof the Kurdish migrants by
constantly repeating two main counter-assumptidhs.former one went as follows:

the Kurdish migrants’ economic exclusion has navead to an extent that they are
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either totally or partially excluded from the mark€hey, after all, were bounded
within the capitalist labor market — mainly, thougbt exclusively, within the textile
sector. Their employment was not casual. Rathey, itbrmed a group of regularly
working low-income poor. The informal labor marketes its “existence” to the
forced Kurdish migrants to a large extent, one @@uiggest. Exclusion resulted from
their integration as cheap labor. The latter assiomguggested the role of
politicization; given the high rate of participatiof the Kurds in grassroots politics,
the Kurds are already engaged in political mecmasihich will suffice to fight
various forms of exclusion.

The Kurdish migrants are not really irregularly dayed; rather, more or
less regularly trapped within the textile sectothviow levels of wages and
degrading jobs, they were “inside” the labor marKétey turn out to be wage-
dependent, not welfare-dependent. Wage-labor peessthe main source of income.

Given the abrupt dispossession from land and ttledacapital of any
form, the Kurds are doomed to extreme, jobless mgvine dominant view
suggested. The presented data suggests the pogsibdontextualizing the Kurdish
migrants within the concept of “class” rather thaarely extreme poverty or social
exclusion. This distinction is particularly sigmiint and will echo throughout this
conclusion.

With the on-set of deindustrialization, neoliberdtructuring and the
degradation of (formal) work, a deformation of elas present, it is generally
suggested. Can we still speak of a working classial? After all, the formal rights
that were won during the course of class struggidast. The formality of labor is
gradually replaced with flexible, informal and grdar labor. A “militant” working

class, furthermore, seems far from existing.
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The case of the forced Kurdish migrants, congregati the textile sector,
however, pertains to a distinct reality. After alage-labor still reigns as the primary
source of income; labor has not desocialized. heotvords, the Kurdish migrants
turn out not to be “de-proletarianized”. The reegrproletarianization”, is valid.
Thus, most surprisingly, rather than a class dedfbion, we might actually speak of
a class formation. In a period in which no grass@eovements or democratic
movements seem to reign, a significant portiorhaf tormed class is marked by its
political dynamism. A significant portion of theKerdish migrants, thus,
constitutes this “informal proletariat” which is @aonstant progress. This political
mobility will mark the Kurdish component of thisfammal class. In other words,
“exclusion” is not merely on an objective leveg.irelated to macro-scale
developments such as “neoliberal restructuring”thkés place on a subjective level
as well. The existence of Kurdish politics tessfte this reality: “political
involvement” might not disappear with the fragmeiota of labor. Its presence might
actually owe to the existence of other agenciasedls i.e. mobilizing structures such
as political parties.

Thus, one cannot speak of “informalization / pratetnization” and
“political action” within the context of urban slamvithout reconciling the Kurds
with “class”. In other words, the Kurdish migractnstitute a “potentially
suspicious” or threatening group both remarkablé vt economic position and
political mobilization. The main actors of politiocs urban slums, after all, are these
migrants who are generally employed within the nfiacturing sector. The actors of
grassroots politics have shifted from the “formatirkers to the informal workers, a
major component of which is formed by the Kurdisigmrants which this study

treated as its object of analysis. These workesktips is not, however, politics in its
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classical sense, i.e. politics pertaining to tre#meof economic rights. This should
not, however, lead one to underestimate the palipotential of the migrants in
question. After all, “collective action” manifestself in myriad forms and contents.
The Kurdish migrants are, thus, first and foremoet,politically excluded
after all. This is not to say that structural imjpeents against the demands of the
Kurdish migrants do not exist. Rather, this suggasiefers to the “agency” of the
Kurdish migrants. Furthermore, their exclusion nbigé the result of a preferred
self- distancing from the state in the first platkey are, indeed, quite organized and
mobile although it is not “class consciousnesstdrclassic and formal sense. This
organization and mobility refer to an arena whinhlgses of class, policies fighting
exclusion and of forced migration seem to havetigdoln other words, the forced
migration of the Kurds did not merely bring a padidn to be informalized or
proletarianized,; it also introduced (or intensiji@dolitically charged repertoire of
collective action within the slums of Istanbul.dther words, despite the legal
barriers, the Kurdish workers’ mobilization voiasmands for recognition. They do
not turn out to be passive bearer of exclusioruak.g~urthermore, the existence of
democratic organizations, whether in the form ditjpal parties or mass
organizations, might be a precondition for fighteglusion in the first place. These
organizations or repertoires of collective actiafter all, function as a safety net
against the “atomizing” effects of the new urbangrty. They function as
empowering mechanisms in its political and, toss leignificant extent, social sense.
Politically, they become the arena of voicing dedsrof fighting various forms of
exclusion. Socially, they might become the pre$sustaining communities. Hence,

these dispositions, experiences and grievancetirto be shared.
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The migrants, however, turn out to be isolated ftbenstate’s social
policies in the first place. Whether as the restifireferred self-distancing or of the
state’s own choice, the relationship between thedish migrants and the “hostile”
state seems problematic. The migrants reportedviegeno aid; some of them did
not want aid from “such a state” in the first plaééhether the state will release its
“relief rolls” to contain such a “problematic” polation remains as an unanswered
question. However, social policy, in any form, mntigbt help with regard to this
group of politically mobile Kurdish migrants, if erdoes not take reconciliation with
the migrants into consideration. The tension betweeognition and redistribution
manifests itself herein.

The Kurdish informal workers turn out to be thegél and, possibly,
illegal) actors of grassroots politics, whetheptigh democratic participation in
political organizations, attending protests or trgy stones. Without taking this
novel form of grassroots politics into consideratiany “class analysis” or “social
policy” is doomed to fail.

Furthermore, the forced Kurdish migrants constituteajor portion of the
informal proletariat; their precarious economic dibions have not arrived at an
extent that they are totally out of the labor markRather, being employed in the
local textile sector, they function as “cheap ldb®hus, deploying “class” rather
than underclass or extreme poverty as analytis ttmolunderstanding the Kurdish
migrants seems feasible. After all, a significamttipn of this informal class is
formed by these migrants; their politicization addsextra dynamic to this informal
class. Thus, the Kurdish issue is not merely ameigd either identity or poverty. It
also deserves to be reconciled with the issueasischnd politics. On the other hand,

class analyses have tended to ignore the Kurdishrdic in the first place. While a
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single “Newroz” demonstration in Istanbul housesnasy workers as a May 1
demonstration, the words “Kurds” and “class” ailt Being used as if having no
relation in common. From this suggestion, we coonanother: these informal
workers, of whose “class position” is dismissedwétheavy focus on their ethnicity
and with their demands relating to identity, residerk and protest within the urban
slum. These informal workers’ will not be eitherréigularly employed” or
“politically apathetic”. They will not be “out” ofhe labor market. In short, a new
generation, which is inside the “system” as itussade of it, seems to have appeared
under the form of an informal class. And the cahig the urban slum.

Thus, it seems that one cannot speak of “slumipsilitvithout enunciating
the word “the Kurds”. And one cannot speak of ckass of informality without
referring to the Kurdish migrants and their poti@he moral of this portrayal of

“social exclusion” in Yenibosna is as such.
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